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Rules and Regulations

Title 7—AGRICULTURE

Chapter lil—Animal and Plant Health
Inspection Service, Department of
Agriculture

PART 301—DOMESTIC QUARANTINE
- NOTICES

Subpart—Gypsy Moth and Browntail
Moth

LisT OF HAZARDOUS MOBILE HoME PARKS
AND RECREATIONAL SITES

Pursuant to the provisions of sections
g and 9 of the Plant Quarantine Act of
August 20, 1912, as amended, and section
106 of the Federal Plant Pest Act, and
§30145-2 of the Gypsy Moth and
Browntail Moth Quarantine Regulations
as amended (7 U.S.C. 161, 162, 150ee; 7
CFR 301.45-2), paragraph (a), § 301.45—-
2¢ of the Gypsy Moth and Browntail
Moth Regulations (7 CFR 301.45-2c(a))
is hereby revised by deleting therefrom
the reference to the following recrea-
tional campsites in the State of New
York:

ORANGE COUNTY

Monroe, Whispering Pines Campsite.
ScaoHARIE COUNTY
Middleburg, Toepath Mountain Campsite.
SuLLivAN COUNTY

Barryville, Beaverbrook Camps.
Narrowsburg, Land Yacht Harbor.
Wurtsboro, KOA Campsite.

WARREN COUNTY
Lake George, King Philip’s Campsite.

There is no change in the list of haz-

ardous mobile home parks, paragraph (b)
of § 301,45-2¢c dated 6-22-72.
(Secs. 8 and 9, 87 Stat. 318, as amended, sec.
106, 71 Stat. 33; 7 U.S.C. 161, 162, 150ee; 29
F.R. 16210, as amended, 37 F.R. 12298, 7 CFR
301.45-2¢)

The Deputy Administrator has deter-
mined that there now is no reason to be-
lieve that there is a risk of spread of the
gypsy moth from the above-named rec-
reational sites and has therefore deleted
them from the list of hazardous recrea-
tional sites.

This revision relieves restrictions pres-
ently imposed, and it should be made
effective promptly in order to be of maxi-
mum benefit to persons subject to the
restrictions being relieved. Therefore, in
accordance with the administrative pro-
cedure provisions of 5 U.S.C. 553, it is
found that notice and other public pro-
cedure with respect to this revision are
impracticable and contrary to the public
interest and good cause is found for
making it effective less than 30 days after
publication in the FEDpERAL REGISTER.
This revision shall become effective upon

publication in the FepERAL REGISTER
(9-28-T72).

Done at Washington, D.C., this 21st
day of September 1972.

T. G. DARLING,
Acting Deputy Administrator,
Plant Protection and Quaran-
tine Programs.

[FR Doc.72-16512 Filed 9-27-72;8:49 am]

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

[Valencia Orange Reg. 411]

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

Limitation of Handling

§908.711
411.

(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, es-
tablished under the said amended mar-
keting agreement and order, and upon
other available information, it is hereby
found that the limitation of handling
of such Valencia oranges, as hereinafter
provided, will tend to effectuate the de-
clared policy of the act.

(2) It is hereby further found that it
is impracticable and contrary to the pub-
lic interest to give preliminary notice,
engage in public rule making procedure,
and postpone the effective date of this
section until 30 days after publication
hereof in the FEDERAL REGISTER (5 U.S.C.
553) because the time intervening be-
tween the date when information upon
which this section is based became avail-
able and the time when this section must
become effective in order to effectuate
the declared policy of the act is insuffi-
cient, and a reasonable time is permitted,
under the circumstances, for prepara-
tion for such effective 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 afforded an opportunity to

Valencia Orange Regulation

submit information and views at this
meeting; the recommendation and sup-
porting information for regulation dur-
ing the period specified herein were
promptly submitted to the Department
after such meeting was held; the provi-
sions of this section, including its effec-
tive time, are identical with the afore-
said recommendation of the committee,
and information concerning such provi-
sions and effective time has been dis-
seminated among handlers of such Va-
lencia oranges; it is necessary, in order
to effectuate the declared policy of the
act, ti make this section effective during
the period herein specified; and compli-
ance with this section will not reguire
any special preparation on the part of
persons subject hereto which cannot be
completed on or hefore the effective date
hereof. Such committee meeting was held
on September 26, 1972.

(b) Order. (1) The respective quanti-
ties of Valencia oranges grown in Arizona
and designated part of California which
may be handled during the period Sep-
tember 26, 1972, through October 5, 1972,
are hereby fixed as follows:

(i) District 1: 416,000 cartons;

(i) District 2: 384,000 cartons;

(iii) District 3: Unlimited.

(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 marketing
agreement and order.

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

Dated: September 27, 1972.

CHARLES R, BRADER,
Acting Deputy Director, Fruit
and Vegetable Division, Agri-
cultural Marketing Service.

[FR Doc.72-16668 Filed 8-27-72;11:19 am|

Chapter XIV—Commodity Credit Cor-~
poration, Department of Agriculture
SUBCHAPTER B—LOANS, PURCHASES, AND

OTHER OPERATIONS

[CCC Grain Price Support Regs., 1972 Crop
Corn Supplement]

PART 1421—GRAINS AND SIMILARLY
HANDLED COMMODITIES

Subpart—1972 Crop Loan and
Purchase Program

On September 11, 1971, notice of pro-
posed rule making regarding loan and
purchase rates for 1972 crop corn and
detailed operating provisions to carry
out the 1972 crop corn loan and pur-
chase program was published in the
FepERAL REGISTER (36 F.R. 18322), No
data, views, or recommendations were
filed by interested persons.
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The General Regulations Governing
Price Support for the 1970 and Subse-
quent Crops, published in the FEDERAL
REeGISTER at 35 F.R. 7363 and 7781, and
any amendments thereto, and the 1970
and Subsequent Crops Corn Loan and
Purchase Program Regulations, pub-
lished in the FEpERAL REGISTER at 35 F.R.
13969, and any amendments to such reg-
ulations, are further supplemented for
the 1972 crop of corn.

The material previously appearing in
these sections 1421.111 through 1421.116
shall remain in full force and effect as
to the crops to which it is applicable.
Sec.
1421.111
1421.112
1421.113
1421.114
1421.115
1421.116

Availability,

Compliance requirements.

Warehouse charges.

Maturity of loans,

Delivery period.

Loan and purchase rates, pre-
miums, and discounts.

AvrHORITY: The provisions of this subpart
issued under sec. 4, 62 Stat. 1070, as amended;
15 U.S.C. 714b. Interpret or apply sec. 5, 62
Stat. 1072, secs. 105, 401, 63 Stat. 1051, as
amended; 15 U.S.C. 7Tl4¢, 7 U.S.C. 1421, 1441,

§ 1421.111  Availability.

A producer desiring to participate in
the program through loans must request
a loan on his 1972 crop of eligible corn
on or before June 30, 1973. To sell eligible
corn to CCC, a producer must execute

and deliver to the appropriate county
ASCS office, on or before July 31, 1973,
a purchase agreement (Form CCC-614)
indicating the approximate quantity of
1972 crop corn he may sell to CCC. Pro-
vided, That in any area where it is de-
termined by the State committee that
producers may not be able to or cannot
store corn safely on the farm for the
full storage period because of insects, ad-
verse climatic conditions, or other factors
affecting the safe storage of corn, the
final date for requesting loans and pur-
chases on farm stored corn shall be such
earlier dates as are established by the
State committee. Public announcement
of the final dates shall be made suffi-
ciently in advance of such dates to allow
producers a reasonable period of time
to request loans and purchases.
§ 1421.112 Compliance requirements.
A producer shall be eligible for a loan
or purchase with respect to the comn
being tendered if the producer complies
with the 1972 set-aside program appear-
ing in regulations published in Part 775
of this title pertaining to Feed Grain
Set-Aside Program for crop years 1971-
73, and any amendments thereto, on the
farm on which such corn was produced,
§ 1421.113 Warchouse charges,
Subject to the provisions of § 1421.96,
the schedule of deductions set forth in
this section shall apply to corn stored in
an approved warehouse operating under
the Uniform Grain Storage Agreement.

RULES AND REGULATIONS

SCHEDULE oOF DEDUCTIONS FOR STORAGE
CHARGES FOR MATURITY DATE oF JuLy 31,
1973

Deduction
(cents per
Storage start date: ? bushel)

Prior to Aug. 3, 1972 e ililll 15
AU 0 AWE B T s 14
Aug. 28 to Bept. 21 _ .ol 13
Sopt. 22 10 00, 16, - conatinnnnscantos 12
QU ‘1T 50 NoW. 10 s ciisinsiiini s sssea 11
o S i U s 2 T it e R B B 10
B0 B D 0 Bl e s 9
Dec. 31, 1972 to Jan, 24, 1973 . ... 8
Jan. 26 t0Feb. 18, - o e 7
b, 10 00 Max. I i v 6
Mar 16 0o Apr 0. o s 5
YN T Y YR el S o R R 4
May 610 MaY 29 . corrn s isnmaaos s s 3
May30toJune 28 .o oo 2
June24 toJuly 31, 1978 .. 1

1 All dates inclusive,
§ 1421.114 Maturity of loans.

Loans mature on demand but not later
than July 31, 1973.

§ 1421.115 Delivery period.

(a) Regular delivery period. The regu-
lar delivery period shall begin August 1,
1973.

(b) Where producer may not be in a
position to store corn safely. In areas
where it is determined by the State com-
mittee that some producers may not be
in a position to store corn safely on the
farm for the full storage period (for rea-
sons set forth in § 1421.111), the State
committee may establish an earlier de-
livery period prior to maturity (in addi-
tion to the regular delivery period) dur-
ing which any producer in such areas
may voluntarily deliver corn which is
under farm storage loan. Eligible corn
not under loan may also be delivered to
CCC for purchase in the earlier delivery
period. Such earlier delivery period, if
established, shall begin at least 30 days
after the final date of availability of
loans established by the State committee,
but not before April 1, 1973. CCC will
accept deliveries of corn during such
early delivery period, provided the pro-
ducer notifies the county office within the
time specified by the county office that he
wants to deliver the corn,

(¢) Where producers cannot store
corn safely. If the State committee de-
termines that producers in an area can-
not store corn safely on the farm for
the full storage period (for reasons set
forth in §1421.111), all farm storage
loans in such area shall be called. Pro-
ducers having eligible corn not under
loan who elect to make deliveries from
farm storage for purchase by CCC shall
also be required to deliver during the
delivery period for loans except that
individual producers may keep corn in
farm storage until the regular loan
maturity date if (1) such corn is shelled,
(2) the producer has satisfactory storage
facilities, and (3) either the State com-
mittee approves or the county committee
approves where the State committee has
authorized county committee to make
such determinations. Any earlier deliv-
ery period established shall begin at least
30 days after the final date of availability
of loans established by the State com-
mittee and not before April 1, 1973.

§ 1421.116 Loan and Purchase rates,
premiums, and discounts.

County basic loan and purchase rates
for corn and the schedule of premiums
and discounts are contained in this sec-
tion. Farm stored loans will be made at
the basic rate for the county where the
corn is stored, adjusted only for the weed
control discount where applicable. The
rate for warehouse stored corn loans
shall be the basic rate for the county
where the corn is stored, adjusted by the
premiums and discounts preseribed in
paragraphs (b) and (¢) of this section.
Notwithstanding § 1421.23(c), settlement
for corn delivered from other than ap-
proved warehouse storage shall be based
(1) on the basic rate for the county in
which the producer’s customary delivery
point is located, and (2) on the quality
and quantity of the corn delivered as
shown on the warehouse receipts and ac-
companying documents issued by an ap-
proved warehouse to which delivery is
made, or if applicable, the quality and
quantity delivered as shown on a form
prescribed by CCC for this purpose.

(a) Basic county rates. Basic county
rates for corn grading No. 2 and con-
taining from 15.1 through 155 percent
moisture are as follows:

ALABAMA
~ Rate per
County bushel
Allconntlen oo ot i s $1.20
ARIZONA
Al counblen. e $1.26
ARKANSAS
A R N s $1.17
CALIFORNIA
AL O S et o $1, 26
Covrorano
Rate per Rate per
County bushel County bushel
Agams- . oo $1.14 La Plata.____ $1.22
Alamosa ... 1.18 Larimer ..... 1.14
Arapahoe _.. 1.15 ©Las Animas.. 1.15
Archuleta ... 1.20 Lincoln ._.._.. 1,13
BaCH ccccaciw 131 JOBRD macneaa 1.12
Bent Ziilo ol 1.14 Mesa e 1,23
Boulder _.... 1.14 Moflat oo 1,23
Cheyenne ... 1.10 Montezuma . 1.25
Conejos —.... 1,18 Montrose ... 1.23
Costilla ... 1.18 Morgan ._.__. 1.14
Crowley ..... 1.14 (877 e s 1.16
Custer ... LT COmra e 1.25
0711 SIS 1.23 Phillips ..... 1.10
Dolores .....- 1.256 Pitkin ....... 1.21
Douglas ____. 1.16 Prowers ..... 1.10
Eagle ... 181 " Pueblo —_.__. 1.16
Elbert ... 1.15 Rio Blanco... 1.23
El Paso___._.. 1.16 RioGrande... 1.21
Fremont ... 1.17 Routt ... 1.20
Garfleld ... 1.23 Saguache _._. 1,19
Grand —..... 1.17 San Miguel__. 1.25
Huerfano ... 1.17 Sedgwick .... 1.10
Jefferson .... 1.16 Washington . 1.12
Kilowa __.___. 1.10 Weld ... 1.14
Kit Carson... 1.10 Yuma ..._.___ 1.09
CoNNECTICUT
Al Nooungies o m Sar o s L el $1.29
DELAWARE
AR OO Bl e e s $1.23
FLORIDA
ALl countien. . o e $1.21
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GEORGIA

Rate per
County bushel

All COUMMbEO8 L e e a e naa $1.21

Hawax
All cOunbIes o e acnaa i $1.57

InAHO

All counties. oo e $1.23

JLLINOIS
Adams eem-e- $81.08 Tee ccucu-en- $1.08
Alexander --- 1.12 Livingston .... 1.08
Bond meccece= 1.10 JOROR e e 1.09
BOONG weeemee 1.08 McDonough .. 1.08
BrOWI ccammea= 1.09. McHenry --..- 1.09
Bureall e--eew= 1,08 MceLean aoe--- 1.08
CalhOUR caeae 1.09 Macon .o-e--- 1.00
Carroll aeeeaa 1.06 Macoupin .-~ 1.10
Cas8: nawwedem 1.10 Madison -vue-x 1.10
Champaign -- 1.07 Marion ..---- 1.08
christian .--.-. 1.08 Marshall ... 1.09
18rK e s e 1.08 Mason aee---- 1.09
ClAY ~zeecscs 1.09 Massat weew-- 1.12
clinton. cccea 1.100 Menard o--.-- 1.09
ColeS ~acicdaa .07  Meroer ecomewe- 1.06
COOK micncsaw 1.11 Monroe —----- 1.11
Crawford -... 1.09 Montgomery .. 1.09
Cumberland . 1,08 Morgan ...... 1.10
De Kalbo...- 1.08 Moultrie .- 1.07
De Withaaa o 3,08 Ofgle ..o oo 1.07
Douglas —aeae 1.07 Peoria  commea- 1.08
Du Page_.-.. 7.100 Py sicicen= 1.11
BEdgar. seiciss 5O P e 1.07
Edwards —--a- 1.11 HIBS cceceee 1.09
Efingham .. 1.09 POpPe wuc-c-uc-a 1,12
Fayette —ceeee 1.09 Pulaski .cce-- 1.12
Ford oostons 1.07 Putnam: ...--- 1. 09
Franklin ...- 1,11 Randolph .... 1.11
Fulton ceca-- 1.09 Richland ... 1.10
Gallatin __.-. 1.12 Rock Island... 1,06
reeNne  wem—mm 1.10 St. Claira....- 1.11
Grundy —a--- 1.09 Saline Loooios 1.11
Hamilton -... I1.11 Sangamon ... 1.09
Hancock —o-.. 1.07 Schuyler ._... 1.09
Hardin: co_oooo TIT Beott -—__-o_..o 1.10
Henderson ... 1, 1.08
Henry 5 1.09
Iroquofis - : 1.07
Jackson < 1.09
Jasper s 1.11
Jefferson .... 1.10 Vermilion .._.. 1.07
JerseyY e il 1.10 Wabash ._._._. 1.11
JoDaviess.... 1.06 Warren .. .... 1.08
Johnson ... 1.11 Washington .. 1.11
Kane «-————.- 1.10 Wayne .._c.-- 1,10
Kankakee ... 1.08 White ___._._. 1.11
Kendall __._. 1.09 Whiteside _... 1.07
TN OWHE S SloaSR 1.10
1.10 Williamson ... 1.11
1.09 Winnebago .. 1.07
1.10 Woodford .... 1.09

INDIANA
Adams ... 10T OYE conmsnre 1.12
Allen 1.07 Fountain ... 1,06
Bartholomew - 1.09 Franklin .._.. T X1
Benton o..... 1.07 ORI o neinw 1.08
Blackford ... 1.07 Gibson oo 1.12
Boony oS 1.05 Grant ... 1.08
Brown .. 1.09 Greene ... 1,09
Carroll __ 1.06 Hamilton .... 1.05
Cass __.. 1.07 Harrison _.___ 1.12
Clark ... 1.12 Hancock _.... 1.06
Clay, ..o 1.07 Hendricks ... 1.06
Clinton ___._. 300 Henry —coao.. 1.06
Crawford e 1,12 Howard ...... 1. 06
Daviess oo 1.11 Huntington .. 1.07
Dearborn ... 1.12 Jackson _..... 1,11
Decatur’_ il 1.09 Jasper .. .....- 1.08
De Kalb...... 1.07 SN e S 1.07
Delaware ... 1.06 Jefferson ... 1.12
Dubols oo 1.11 Jennings __... 1.11
Elkhart .._... 1.08 Johnson _..._. 1.07
Fayette ______ 108 Koox L.l 1.11
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INpANA—Continued EaNsas—Continued
Rate per Rate per Rate per Rate per
County bushel County bushel County bushel County bushel
Kosciusko ... $1.08 Randolph .- 61 07 Cherokee .... $1.15 Marshall ... 81,08
LaGrange .... 1.07 Ripley —ce---- 1,11 Cheyenne ... 1.07 Meade . _..__._ 1.09
1 e o] Lo PO I-oc.ciew 1.0 Clark —-.-.C 1.09° Niami __.__.._ 1.12
La Porte ... 1.09 St, Joseph —... 1.08 Clay —_.__--. 1.06 Mitchell ...___ 1.07
Lawrence ... 1.11 Scott — ..-—-n 1.12. Cloud —cmeea 1.08 Montgomery . 1.15
Madison' - ... 1.05 Shelby ccaea-- s enls . AN 0 (A preen gt e .13 MOrris «oo...o 1,09
Marion ... 1.06 Spencer ....-- 1,12 Comanche .. 1.100 Morton ... 1.09
Marshall ... 1.08  Starke —cceeae 1.08 Cowley ... 1.14 Nemaha ._... 107
Martin .- 1.11 Steuben ... 1.07 Crawford .... 1.15 Neosho' ...... 1,14
Miami oo 1.07 Sullivan ___... 1.09. Decatur ____. .06 Ness _.___.__. 1.08
Monroe . -..-- 1.09 Switzerland .. 1.12 Dickinson ... 1.08 Norton .__..._ 1.05
Montgomery .. 1,06 Tippecance ... 1,06 Donipham ... 1.08 Osage .___... 1.10
Morgan ... 1.07 ‘Tipton’ —ooeee- 1.05 Douglas .... 1.10 Osborne _.... 1.07
Newton ... 1.08 TUnion ——eeeeen 1.00 Edwards __.. 1,00 Ottaws ._.._.. 1.07
Noble -oeeeeen 1.07 Vanderburgh - 1.12 EIK o 1.14 Pawnee ..... 1.09
Ohi0 oo 1.12 Vermillion ... 1.06 ES .. 1.07 Phillips ... 1.05
Orange —...... SR W 77, Y 1.07 Ellsworth .... 1.09 Pottawat-
. Wabash ... 1.07 Fnney’ .co-.. 1.08 1.07
warren ... 1.06 Ford ... 1.08 1.11
TG IE Y s o 1.12 Franklin ___._ 1.11 1.07
Washington .. 1,12 GeaIy ———. 1.c8 111
Wayne SO sl 1.07 1.05
Wells - Graham —_... 1.06 1.10
White Grant —.cocoo 1.08 1. 08
Whmey Gray ........ 1.08 1.06
Greeley ... 1.08 1.08
Towa Greenwood .. 1,12 1.08
Adafr oo 1.04 Jefferson .... 1.05 Hamilton _._ 1,08 1,08
Adams _______ 1.05. Johnson ... 1,05 Hearper ... 1.13 1.08
Allamakee ——_. 1.03 Jones _..____ 1.05 Horvey ... L1 1.12
Appanoose - 1.05 Keokuk ... 1.04 XHaskell ..._.. 1.08 1.09
Audubon --.- 1,04 Kossuth ... 1.00 Hodgeman ... 1,08 Shawnee .... 1.09
Benton oo.... 0%+ BB e 1.08 Jackson ... 1.08 Sheridan .... 1.06
Black Hawk .. 1.02 Linn ... 1.04 Jefferson ... 1.09 Sherman .... 1.08
ARG e TioR TR 106 Jewell ... 1.05 Smith ——co__. 1.05
Bremer —._.-.- 1.02 s | 1.04 Johnson ..... 1,11 Stafford .- 1..1%
Buchanan .... 1.03 Lyon .._.____ 1.01 Xearny ...... 1.08  Stanton ..... 1.08
Buena Vista .. 1,01 Madison .... 1,03 Kingman .... 112 Stevens ..... 1.09
Butler ... 1.01 Mahaska .... 1,03 XKiowa ... 1.10  Sumner ..... 1.13
Calhoun ..... 1,02 Marion __.___ 1.03 Labette ... 1,156  Thomas ..... 1.08
Garroll o__.__ 1.03 Marshall ... Y02 DL8DE <ooueooe 1.08° 'Trego ... 1.07
P R R 108 MR s 1.05 Leavenworth . 1,10 Wabaunsee .. 1.09
Cedar _....-.. 1.06 Mitchell ... 1.00 DLincon ____. 1.08 Wallace ... L.07
Cerro Gordo... 1.00 MONON& ... r.04 Lion ... 1.13  Washington . 1.06
Cherokee ..... 1.02 MOnroe ... 1.0 Logan ... -- L07 Wichita ___.. 1.08
Chickasaw ... 1,01 Montgomery - 1.05 DVOR —oooeeen .10 Wilson ...... 1. 14
i Muscatine ._. 1,06 McPherson .. 1.08 Woodson .... 1.13
5 O'Brien ... .01 Marion ... 1.03 Wyandotte .. 1.10
. Osceola ... 1.00 KENTUCEY
% PR s aie 2
; Pa.lg:Alt,o _____ i gg AQNIY e e 1,18 Fleming .... 1.17
3 Plvmouth ... 1.03 Allen ... Lo 18 RO s 1.21
; Pocahontas .. 1.01 Anderson ... L 17 PFranklin ... 1,18
3 A S 1.03 Ballard 1.14 Fulton ...... 1.14
Delaware .... 1.04 Pottawat- Barren 1.LIT Gallatin _____ 1.14
Des Moines_... 1,06 tamie __..__ 1.05 Bath ... 1.19 Garrard ... 1.19
Dickinson ... 1.00 Poweshiek ._. 1.03 Bell ————c L2l  Grant —...... L. 15
Dubuque ... 1.05 Ringgold .... 1.05 Boone 1.13 Graves o ..... 1.14
Emmet e e - Aok 1.02 Bourbon .... 1.18 Grayson ..... 1,18
Fayette ... 1,03 Soott ooooee- 1.06 Boyd —oooeenn 1.17  Green __..... 1.18
Floyd - 1.00 Shelby —-__-. 1.04 Bovle .. 1.18 Greenup .... 1.16
Prapklin ... 1.00 Sioux —._.._. 1.02 Bracken ..... 1.15 Hancock . ... 114
Fremont ... 1.06 StOrY —oo-ven 1.02 Breathitt ... 1.21 Hardin ... .. 1. 15
Greend .. .. L 08 ) TR o ot 1.03 Brecken- Harlan _._... 1.21
Grundy ... 1.02 Taylor ——.... 1.05 ridge ... 1.14 Harrison ... 1.17
Gunthrie ... 1.04 Union - 1. 04 Bullitt —--aa 1.15 BBl oo 1.17
Hamilton ... 1.01 Van Buren... 1.05 Butler .- .caw 1.16 Henderson ... 1.14
Hancock ... 1.000 Wapello ..... 1.04 Caldwell ... 1.16  Henry ......- 1.15
R 1.02 Warren —___. 1 03 Calloway ... 1,16 Hickman .._. 1.14
Harrlson .. 1.05. Washington - 1,05 Campbell ... 1.18 Hopkins ... 1.16
Henry ... 1.06 Wayne .- 1.05 Carlisle ._._-. 1.14 Jackson ....- 1.20
Boward 1. 01 Webster ... .. 1. 01 Ccarroll ... 1.14 Jefferson ... 1.14
Humboldt ... 1.00 Winnebago . 1.00 garter ...... } ig Jessamine ... 1.19
XA oo i 1.02 Winneshiek .. 1,02 8% ~o--=-- i :
FOWR ' vciictan o 1.04 ‘Woodbury ... 1.03 Clark Coh 1' 19 1'
Jackson ... 1.06 Worth - 1.00 Vv I 1' 20 l'
Jasper —-co-- 1.08 Wright ... 1.00 STtator: - 03 1.198 L
Crittenden .. 1.14 N
FRANEES Cumberland . I.18 =
Al Suc dalte 1.13 Bourbon .... L 13 Daviess ... 1.14 1.
1,12 Brown ...... 1.07 Edmonson ... I.16 I
1.09 Butler ....... 1.12 Elljott e 1.19
1.12 Chase ....--- 1.10 Bstill .. 1.19
1.09 Chautauqua . 1.15 Fayette .____. 1.18 Lincolnt e.... 1.19
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KenTUCKY—Continued MiNNEsOTA—Continued Missouvrr—Continued

Rate per Rate per Rate per Rate per Rate per Rate per

County bushel County bushel County bushel County bushel County bushel County bushel
Livingston ... $1.14 Pendleton ... tl 15 Hubbard Pipestone ... $0.98 St. Louls_..... $1.12 Taney —.-.... al 18
I 1.21 Isanti . . POIK oL e e 1.00. Saline ..._.... p 1 LR 1 <V e 1.15

y S 1.21 It68C8 mvevee- ¢ P e Lo, 1.01 Schuyler .... 1.05 Vernon ..... 1.18
McCracken .. 1,14 Powell ... 1,19 Jackson Ramsey ..... 1.03 Scotland .... 1.06 Warren ..__..__ 1.11
McCreary -.-- 1.19 Pulaski _._.. 1.19 Kanabec Red Lake ... 1.00 Scoft ... 1.14 Washington . 1.13
McLean o.o..- 1.15 Robertson ... 1.17 Kandiyohl ... 1.00 Redwood .... .99 Shannon ____ 1.15 Wayne __..__ 1,14
Madison .... 1.19 Rockeastle ... 1.19 Kittson ... 1.00 Renville _.___ 1.00 Shelby _._.... 1.09 Webster —__._ 1.15
Magoffin ... 1.21 Rowal ...... 1.19 Koochiching . 1.03 Rice .—ceucno- 1.02 Stoddard -... 1.14 Worth ...___ 1.06
Marion ..o..- LacQuiParle. .98 ROCK —veveene .99 Stone . _____ 1.16 Wright —_____ 1.15

Marshall ...

Martin Lake of the St. Louis ... 1.03
Mason ... OO 5 s 1,00 Soott mceenn-a 1,02
Meade ... Le Sueur .... 1,01 Sherburne ... 1,02 All counties
Menifee ... Lincoln ___.. DT ANy L e 1.01
Mercer .c.--- O e S .98 Stearns ...... 1.02
Metealfe ... MecLeod ..... 1.01 Steele ... 1.00 Adams
Monroe ..... Mahnomen .. 1.00 Stevens ..... 1.00 Antelope ...
Montgomery . Marshall ... 1.00 Swift oo 1.00 Arthur
Morgan ... Mantin ...... B8 Todd ... 1,02 Banner 3 §
Muhlenberg . Meeker ...... 1.01 Trayerse ..... .99 Blaine _..... 1.06 Keyapaha ... 1.04
Nelson ...... Mille Lacs ... 1.08 Wabasha .... 1.04 Boone ....... 1.05 Kimball .____ 1.10
Nicholas ..... Morrison .... 1.02 Wadena ..... 1,02 Box Butte.... 1,09 Enox ........ 1.03
OhloRsEclaite Mower ..ee-- 1.01 Wasecd .. W TBoyE ot o 1.02 Lancaster .... 1,04
Oldham ... MUrray -eee-- .98 Washington . 1.03 Brown ...... 1.04 Lincoln ..... 1.06
owen ....... Nicollet .._.. 1.00 Watonwan ... .98 Buffalo ..___. 1,08 "LOgaR avvweee 1.08
OWSIeY wovemn Nobles ____.__ .98 Wikin ____.___ 1.00 Burt ... 1,08 Toup —-oo___ 1.05
Norman ..... 1.00 Winona ..... 1.04 Butler _....._ 1.06 McPherson .. 1.06
Olmsted ..... 1.02 Wright .. .02 C8ss oo 1.06 Madison ._.__ 1. 05
SR RO T e S A S RS $1.19 Otter Tail ... 1.01 Yellow Cedar _.._... 1.04 Merrick ... 1.05
Pennington .. 1.00 Medicine .. .98 Chase -....._ 1.07 Morrill ... 1.10
MAINE T N 1.03 ; Cherry ... 1.06 Nance ... 1.05
b o3 A 7 e e S e S L S 1.29 Cheyenne ... 1.09 Nemaha ..... 1.05
M - M1sSISSIPPT IRV it 1.04 Nuckolls ._.___ 1.04
MARYLAND Al BonDiies e L T T $1.19 Colfax ... 108~ Othe s e 1.05
1.05 Pawnee .._._. 1.06
AL SUBONES -2 ia e oo 148 MISSOURL 1.05 Perkins _____ 1.07
MASSACHUSETTS Adair $1.06 Jackson ... $1.11 1.04 Phelps ...... 1.04
AT GO OB oo s et e $1.20 Andrew 1,08 Jasper ... 1.16 1.09  Plerce 1.04
Atchison .... 1.07 Jefferson .... 1.12 1.04 1.05
MICHIGAN Audrain ... 1.10 Johnson ..... 1.11 1.09 1.05
BAITY e 1.16 KNOX oo 1.08 1.04 Red Willow.. 1.06
> Barton ... 1.14 Laclede ___._._ 1.15 1.05 Richardson .. 1.06
= Bates ... 1.12 Lafayette ..._ 1.10 1.06 ROCK womee... 1.04
: Benton ... 1.12 Lawrence ... 1.15 1.07  Saline ... 1.04
. Bollinger ... 1.14 Lewis —___... 1.08 1.04  Sarpy —e..... 1.05
g BOONE — oo 1.11 Idncoln ..... 1.10 1.04 Saunders .... 1.05
% Buchanan ... 1.10 Linn ___..... 1.07 1.06 Scotts Bluff.. 1.10
}' Butler ———---- 1.14 Livingston ... 1.07 1.05 Seward _..... 1.04
1 Caldwell - 1.09 McDonald ... 1.18 1.05 Sheridan .... 1.08
1 Callaway ... 1,11 Macon ... 1.08 1.08 Sherman .... 1.04
; Camden —---- 1.13 Madison ... 1.14 1.05 Sioux ... 1.10
1. Cape Maries ... 1,13 1.056 Stanton ..... 1.05
i' Glrardean - 1,18 Marion ... 1.08 1.07 Thayer ...... 1.04
; 1. Mercer ... 1. 06 1.04 Thomas ..... 1.06
1.09 1 Miller 1.18 1.04 Thurston .... 1.05
1.08 1. Mississippl .. 1.14 Hamilton —... 1.04 Valley —..___. 1.04
Huron ... 1.10° Saglnaw ..--. 1.09 1 Moniteau ... 1.12 Harlan ... 1.04 Washington . 1.06
1.09  St. Clalr ... 1.10 1 BIORTOS! Lo o 1.09 Hayes .. 1.07 Wayne .. 1.04
S OB o e 1 Montgomery . 1.11 Hitchcock ... 1.07 Webster ... 1.04
1AL Raniac - cems 220 1 Morgan ... 1513 SHoR: oot 1,03 Wheeler ... 1.05
1,09" Bhiawassse -. 1.00 1 New Madrid.. 1.14 Hooker —.... 1.08 York ___.... 1.04
1.09° Tuscola ..-.- 1.09 n N
1 ewton .__.. 1.16 Howard ...... 1.04
1.09 VanBuren... 1.09 2 Nodaway 1.07
1.10 Washtenaw .. 1.10 1. OrGon . Y 10 NEVADA
:ié gﬁ;’}fm ----- } i? (oL 1-{ J— 1,32 AN counties: tosretio B $1.27
Yo LRSS IO me e OBAYIE e omre 1.16
l.og Al oth:;' 340 Pemiscot ... 1.14 NEw HAMPSHIRE
1.1 counties ... . Perry ... ... IR AN oo tion. SRR o ) $1.29
SRR AT 1.10 Peglys _______ iy All counties  —cooeeean
PR OTa Phelps —ooo-- 1.15 NEwW JERSEY y
PIkQ: maiueron L0 Salpsonnties Ml SR e $1.25
ARtKIn o 1,03 Clearwater ... 1.00 Platte Lol 1.11 = -
ANOKA wmcmme e A48 L CDOK. wtwwmens 1,08 POIR: s 1.15 New MEexico
Becker aeaaaa 1.01 Cottonwood .. .98 Ak Lo 1.15
Beltraml -... 1.00 Crow Wing ... 1.02 Putnam ... 1.05 sh 1B S Rousavelt nx-- B 10
Benton -..... 1.02 Dakots —..... 1.04 Ralls oooooo- 1.09 ; 18 gﬁmgh ------- :
Big Stone ... .98 Dodge ---.- 101 Randolph ... 1.08 .18 other 223
Blue Earth ... .99 Douglas —---- 1.02 RAY) o dnwmena 1.10 1.18 counties ... 1.2
Brown «cevve= .99 TFaribault .... .98 Reynolds ... 1.15
Carlton - 1.03 Filimore ..... 1.02 T g— 1.15 W TR
CArver ... 1.02 Freeborn .... .99 XHickory ... 1ol BEORAeE. o LTE AN OB R e e e S $1.24
Calisratis .- 1.01 Goodhue .... 1.04 HOW ... 1.08 st Clair ... 1.13
Chippews -... .99 Grant __..... 1,01 Howard -.... 1.10 st. Francois .. 1.13 NORTH CAROLINA
Chisago .u..- 1.03 Hennepin.... 1.08 Howell ..._.. 1.18 Ste. 1.93
ClaY wavenuswe 1.00 Houston ..... 1.04 Iron .c....... 1.14 Genevieve . 1.12 All countles..mmmmccccnccacncacnan $1.
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Texas—Continued

Rate per
bushel

Sovra Daxora—Continued

Rate per
County bushel
Jackson ..... $1.03

NorTH DAKOTA

Rate per
bushel

Rate per

e el bushel

bushel County County County

Wheeler

county

All counties.

Ashland
Ashtabula -
Athens
Auglaize
Belmont

Champaign -
Clark: memce e
Clermont ——--
Clinton
Columbiana .
Coshocton ..
crawford ...-
Cuyaliogs ---
Darke
Defilance
Delaware --.-

Fairfield .-
Fayette
Franklin __..
Fulton

Galllg, .-
Geauga -
Greene
Guernsey ——--
Hamilton ...
Hancock ——--
Hardin oo
Harrison® —__-

Highland' ._-<
Hocking
Holmes' —co---
Huron
Jackson
Jefferson —-e-

Lawrence -..-

Beaver
Beckham ..--
Cimarron --.-
Ellls" Coa
Harmon

All counties

All counties

All counties

All countles

Aurora

Beadle

Bennett

Bon Homme. .
Brookings ...
Erown

Butte
Campbell ____
Charles Mix..

Codington ...
Corson

Custer

Davison

Lucas ——ceee

Mahoning ...

Montgomery -
Morgan -

Paulding: .-~
Perry
Pickaway —---
Pike
Portage -~

Richland ...
Ross

Seloto) meeaae

Summit -
Trumbull ...
Tuscarawas ..
Union’ e
Van Wert..-
Vinton: -~
Warren
Washington -
wayne o-o--
Wwilliams ...
Wood

Wyandot ...

OKLAHOMA

1,12
1.15
1.12
1.15

Harper

Roger Mills_ .

Texas

All' other
counties. ..

Edmunds ...
Fall River....

Jerauld

Jones oo
Kingsbury ...
Lake oo el
Lawrence . ...
Lincoln
Lyman
McCook
McPherson ..
Marshall ___.

Mellette .-
Miner
Minnehaha ..

Pennington ..

Anderson ...
Bedford ...
Benton

Bledso€ ..o
Blount .-
Bradley

Campbell ____

Cheatham ...
Chester
Claiborne

Greene ...
Grundy

Hamblen ....
Hamilton ...
Hancock ...
Hardeman. ..

Hawkins ...-
Haywood ...
Henderson ...

Hickman ....
Houston ...
Humphreys .
Jackson ...
Jeflerson: .---

Childress .-

worth. oo
Cottle

Deaf Smith. ..

Potter ——c.-o
Roberts .-
Sanborn. ..
Shannon

Washabaugh -
Yankton ... _
Ziebach

TENNESSEE

1.19
1.18
1.20
1.23
1.21
1.22
I. 20
1.17
1.28
1.18
L 17
1.22
1.20
1,28
1.19
1.17

1.18

1.18
1.16
1.17

1.16
1.18
123
1.23
1.20

1.20
1.23
.17
1. 18
1.23

1.17

1.23

1.23
1.22

Lauderdale ..
Lawrence ....
LWt e

Putnam ...

Robertson ...
Rutherford __

Sequatchie __

Sullivan
Sumner
Tipton) wiaao

Van Buren...

Washington
Wayne
Weakley
White
Williamson: _.

TEXAS

1.14
1.14
1.14

51 f (e Ry
Hansford ...
Hartley
Hemphill ____
Hockley
Hutchinson ..

Sherman ...
Swisher

All counties

All counties

All counties

All counties

All countles

Burnett ...

Chippewa ..
Clark
Columbia
Crawford ...

Eau Claire ..
Florence
Fond du Lac...

Green Lake ..

Jackson
Jefferson ...
Juneau
Kenosha ...
Kewaunee __.
La Crosse...-
Lafayette .___
Langlade ._.-
Lincoln
Manitowoe ..

AL O e s L e e —taas $1.14

1. 07
.11
1.10
1.11
1.05
1.08
1.10
1.08
1.10
1.07
1.10
1.09
.11
1.12
1.06
1.07
1.11
1.10
112

All other
counties ...

Marathon ... §1.

Marinette __.
Marquette __.
Menominee __

Sheboygan _.
Taylor ..o
Trempealeau

Washington .
Waukesha ..
Waupaca ...
Waushara .__
Winnebago ..

WYoOMING

(b): Premiums—(1) Moisture.

Cents per
bushel

15.0 through 15.5 e

(2) Broken corn and foreign material,

Cents per
bushel

Percent:

(The premiums in this subsection
(b) shall not apply to sample grade

corn.)

(¢c) Discounts—(1) Class.

Cents per
bushel

(2) Test weight per bushel.
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Cents per
bushel
-1

Pounds:
B30 tHYOUER B8 e e = e m

52.0 through 529....... -2
51.0 through 51.9_ . .__ -3
50.0 through 609 .. ... —
49.0 through 49.9. . ______. -—B
(3) Total damage.
Cents per
Percent: bushel
Sl xhrough:68.0..cococociiooioolil -1
(2 B ra o T3 i A et e S RS, -1
(4) Heat damage.
Cents per
bushel

0.3 through 0.5 percent. .o evan.- -1

(5) Broken corn and foreign material.

Cents per
bushel
3.1 through 4.0 percent. oo -1
(6) Weed control laws,
Cents per
bushel

(Where required by § 1421.25) ..______ —10

(7) Other. Amounts determined by
CCC to represent market discounts for
quality factors not specified above which
affect the value of the corn such as (but
not limited to) moisture, weevily, musty,
sour, and rodent excreta. Such discounts
will be established not later than the time
delivery of corn to CCC begins and will
thereafter be adjusted from time to time
as CCC determines appropriate to reflect
changes in market conditions. Produc-
ers may obtain schedules of such factors
and discounts at county ASCS offices ap-
proximately 1 month prior to the loan
maturity date.

Effective date: Upon filing with the
Office of the Federal Register.

Signed at Washington, D.C., on Sep-
tember 22, 1972.

E. J. PERSON,
Acting Executive Vice President,
Commeodity Credit Corporation.

[FR Doc.72-16463 Filed 9-27-72;8:45 am]

Title 9—ANIMALS AND
ANIMAL PRODUCTS

Chapter I—Animal and Plant Health
Inspection Service, Department of
Agriculture

SUBCHAPTER C—INTERSTATE TRANSPORTATION

OF ANIMALS (INCLUDING POULTRY) AND AN-
IMAL PRODUCTS

[Docket No. 72-557]

PART 76—HOG CHOLERA AND
OTHER COMMUNICABLE SWINE
DISEASES

Areas Quarantined

Pursuant to provisions of the Act of
May 29, 1884, as amended, the Act of
February 2, 1903, as amended, the Act
of March 3, 1905, as amended, the Act of
September 6, 1961, and the Act of July 2,
1962 (21 U.S.C. 111-113, 114g, 115, 117,

RULES AND REGULATIONS

120, 121, 123-126, 134b, 134f), Part 76,
Title 9, Code of Federal Regulations, re-
stricting the interstate movement of
swine and certain products because of
hog cholera and other communicable
swine diseases, is hereby amended in the
following respects:

1. In §76.2, in paragraph (e)(3) re-
lating to the State of North Carolina,
subdivision (iv) relating to Henderson
County is amended to read:

(e) . % =
(3) North Carolina. * * *
(iv) That portion of Henderson

County bounded by a line beginning at
the junction of Secondary Road 1534
and Secondary Road 1006; thence, fol-
lowing Secondary Road 1006 in a north-
westerly direction to Secondary Road
1556; thence, following Secondary Road
1556 in a northeasterly, then northerly
direction to Secondary Road 1539;
thence, following Secondary Road 1539
in a northeasterly direction to Second-
ary Road 1559; thence, following Second-
ary Road 1559 in a northeasterly direc-
tion to Secondary Road 1552; thence,
following Secondary Road 1552 in a
southeasterly direction to Secondary
Road 1567; thence, following Secondary
Road 1567 in a southeasterly, then north-
easterly direction to Secondary Road
1565; thence, following Secondary Road
1565 in a southeasterly direction to
Secondary Road 1573; thence, following
Secondary Road 1573 in a northeasterly
direction to Secondary Road 1572:
thence, following Secondary Road 1572
in a southeasterly direction to Secondary
Road 1587; thence, following Secondary
Road 1587 in a southeasterly direction
to Secondary Road 1586; thence, fol-
lowing Secondary Road 1586 in an east-
erly direction to U.S. Highway 64; thence,
following U.S. Highway 64 in a south-
westerly direction to Secondary Road
1724; thence, following Secondary Road
1724 in a southeasterly direction to Sec-
ondary Road 1722; thence, following
Secondary Road 1722 in a southwesterly
direction to Secondary Road 1734:
thence, following Secondary Road 1734
in a southeasterly direction to Second-
ary Road 1525; thence, following Second-
ary Road 1525 in a southwesterly direc-
tion to the west bank of the western
branch of the Hungry River; thence,
following the west bank of the western
branch of the Hungry River in a south-
easterly direction to the north bank of
the Hungry River; thence, following the
north bank of the Hungry River in a
generally southwesterly direction to the
north bank of the Green River; thence,
following the north bank of the Green
River in a southwesterly direction to
Interstate Highway 26; thence, follow-
ing Interstate Highway 26 in a north-
westerly direction to Bypass U.S. High-
way 25; thence, following Bypass U.S.
Highway 25 in a southwesterly direction
to U.S. Highway 25; thence, following
U.S. Highway 25 in a northwesterly direc-
tion to Secondary Road 1114; thence,
following Secondary Road 1114 in a gen-
erally southwesterly direction to Second-
ary Road 1124; thence, following Second-
ary Road 1124 in a northerly direction

to Secondary Road 1123; thence, follow-
ing Secondary Road 1123 in a south-
westerly direction to Secondary Road
1125; thence, following Secondary Road
1125 in a generally southwesterly direc-
tion to Secondary Road 1127; thence,
following Secondary Road 1127 in g
southwesterly direction to Secondary
Road 1196; thence, following Secondary
Road 1196 in a generally northwesterly
direction to Secondary Road 1195
thence, following Secondary Road 1195
in a northeasterly direction to Second-
ary Road 1194; thence, following Sec-
ondary Road 1194 in a northwesterly
direction to Secondary Road 1171
thence, following Secondary Road 1171
in a northeasterly direction to Secondary
Road 1188; thence, following Secondary
Road 1188 in a northeasterly direction
to Secondary Road 1215; thence, follow-
ing Secondary Road 1215 in a generally
northeasterly direction to U.S. Highway
64; thence, following U.S. Highway 64
in a northwesterly direction to Second-
ary Road 1309; thence, following Sec-
ondary Road 1309 in a northwesterly,
then northeasterly direction to State
Highway 191; thence, following State
Highway 191 in a northwesterly direc-
tion to Secondary Road 1365; thence,
following Secondary Road 1365 in a
northeasterly direction to Secondary
Road 1417; thence, following Secondary
Road 1417 in an easterly direction to
U.S. Highway 25; thence, following U.S.
Highway 25 in a northwesterly direction
to Interstate Highway 26; thence, follow-
ing Interstate Highway 26 in a southeast-
erly direction to Secondary Road 1534;
thence, following Secondary Road 1534
in a southeasterly direction to its junc-
tion with Secondary Road 1006.

* - * * *

2. In § 76.2, in paragraph (e) (9) relat-
ing to the State of Indiana, a new subdi-
vision (iv) relating to Dubois and Pike
Counties is added to read:

(e) * * ¥

(9) Indiana. * * *

(iv) The adjacent portions of Dubois
and Pike Counties bounded by a line
beginning at the junction of the south
bank of the White River and the Porters-
ville Road in Dubois County; thence, fol-
lowing the Portersville Road in a south-
westerly direction to State Highway
550W; thence, following State Highway
550W in a southerly direction to the
Boone-Madison Township line; thence,
following the Boone-Madison Township
line in a westerly direction to State
Highway 56; thence following State
Highway 56 in a westerly direction to
State Highway 825E in Pike County;
thence, following State Highway 825E
in a northerly direction to State High-
way 257; thence, following State High-
way 257 in a southeasterly direction to
State Highway 850E; thence, following
State Highway 850E in a northerly di-
rection to Iva Road; thence, following
Iva Road in a southeasterly direction
to State Highway 257; thence, following
State Highway 257 in a northerly direc-
tion to the south bank of the White
River; thence, following the south bank
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of the White River in a generally south~
easterly direction to its junction with the
Portersville Road in Dubois County.

3. In § 76.2, a new paragraph (e) (14)
relating to the State of Kansas is added
to read:

(e) * & %

(14) Kansas. That portion of Osborne
County bounded by a line beginning at
the junction of the Osborne-Smith
county line and the division line be-
tween Range 14 West and Range 13
West; thence, following the dividing line
between Range 14 West and Range 13
West in a southerly direction to U.S.
Highway 24; thence, following U.S.
Highway 24 in a southeasterly, then
easterly direction to U.S. Highway 281;
thence, following U.S. Highway 281 in a
southerly direction to Secondary Road
517; thence, following Secondary Road
517 in an easterly direction to the di-
viding line between Range 12 West and
Range 11 West; thence, following the
dividing line beftween Range 12 West
and Range 11 West in a northerly direc-
tion to the Osborne-Smith County line;
thence, following the Osborne-Smith
County line in a westerly direction to its
junction with the dividing line between
Range 14 and West and Range 13 West,
(Secs. 4-7, 23 Stat. 32, as amended; secs. 1
and 2, 82 Stat. 791-792, as amended; secs.
1-4, 33 Stat, 1264, 1265, as amended; sec. 1,
75 Stat. 481; secs. 3 and 11, 76 Stat. 130, 132;
21 U.S.0. 111-113, 114g, 115, 117, 120, 121,
123-126, 134b, 184f; 29 F.R. 16210, as
amended; 37 F.R. 6327, 6505)

Effective date. The foregoing amend-
ments shall become effective upon
issuance.

The amendments quarantine an addi-
tional portion of Henderson County in
North Carolina, portions of Dubois and
Pike Counties in Indiana and a portion
of Osborne County in Kansas because of
the existence of hog cholera. This action
is deemed necessary to prevent further
spread of the disease. The restrictions
pertaining to the interstate movement of
swine and swine products from or
through quarantined areas as contained
in 9 CFR Part 76, as amended, will ap-
ply to the quarantined areas.

The amendments impose certain fur-
ther restrictions necessary to prevent the
interstate spread of hog cholera, and
must be made effective immediately to
accomplish their purpose in the public
interest. It does not appear that public
participation in this rule making pro-
ceeding would make additional relevant
information available to the Department.

Accordingly, under the administrative
procedure provisions in 5 U.S.C. 553, it is
found upon good cause that notice and
other public procedure with respect to
the amendments are impracticable, un-
necessary, and contrary to the public in-
terest, and good cause is found for mak-
ing them effective less than 30 days after
publication in the FEDERAL REGISTER.

Done at Washington, D.C., this 25th
day of September 1972.

F. J. MULHERN,
Administrator, Animal and Plant
Health Inspection Service.

[FR Doc.72-16551 Filed 9-27-72;8:52 am]

RULES AND REGULATIONS

[Docket No. 72-558]

PART 76—HOG CHOLERA AND
OTHER COMMUNICABLE SWINE
DISEASES

Areas Quarantined

Pursuant to provisions of the Act of
May 29, 1884, as amended, the Act of
February 2, 1903, as amended, the Act of
March 3, 1905, as amended, the Act of
September 6, 1961, and the Act of July
2, 1962 (21 U.S.C. 111-113, 114g, 115, 117,
120, 121, 123-126, 134b, 134f), Part 76,
Title 9, Code of Federal Regulations, re-
stricting the interstate movement of
swine and certain products because of
hog cholera and other communicable
swine diseases, is hereby amended in the
following respects:

1. In § 76.2, in paragraph (e) (11) re-
lating to the State of Ohio, a new sub-
division (iv) relating to Auglaize County
is added to read:

(e) . * %

A1) 'Ohio. * * *

(iv) That portion of Auglaize County
bounded by a line beginning at the junc-
tion of the Auglaize-Allen County line
and Boundary Road; thence, following
the Auglaize-Allen County line in an
easterly direction to the junction of the
Auglaize-Allen-Hardin County lines;
thence, following the Auglaize-Hardin
County line in a southerly direction to
the junction of the Auglaize-Hardin-
Togan County lines; thence, following
the Auglaize-Logan County line in a
westerly direction to Santa Fe Road;
thence, following Santa Fe Road in a
northerly direction to U.S. Highway 33;
thence, following U.S. Highway 33 in a
westerly direction to Boundary Road;
thence, following Boundary Road in a
northerly direction to its junction with
the Auglaize-Allen County line.

2. In § 76.2, paragraph (e) (12) relat-
ing to the State of Tennessee, is amend-
ed to read:

(e) . 5 »

(12) Tennessee. (i) The adjacent por-
tions of Macon and Clay Counties
bounded by a line beginning at the junc-
tion of the Kentucky-Tennessee State
line and the Bug Tussel-Pumpkintown
Road in Macon County; thence, follow-
ing Bug Tussel-Pumpkintown Road in a
southwesterly direction to the Pumpkin-
town-Red Boiling Springs Road; thence,
following the Pumpkintown-Red Boiling
Springs Road in a southeasterly direc-
tion to State Highway 52; thence, fol-
lowing State Highway 52 in a generally
northeasterly direction to State Highway
1446 T in Clay County; thence, follow-
ing State Highway 1446 T in a north-
easterly direction to the Kentucky-Ten-
nessee State line; thence, following the
Kentucky-Tennessee State line in a
westerly direction to its junction with
the Bug Tussel-Pumpkintown Road in
Macon County.

(ii) That portion of Bedford County
bounded by a line beginning at the junc-
tion of Horse Mountain Road and the
Louisville and Nashville Railroad;
thence, following the Louisville and
Nashville Railroad in a generally south-
easterly direction to the Bedford-Coffee
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county line; thence, following the Bed-
ford-Coffee county line in a southerly,
then southwesterly direction to the junc-
tion of the Bedford-Coffee-Moore county
lines; thence, following the Bedford-
Moore county line in a southwesterly
direction to State Highway 82; thence,
following State Highway 82 in a north-
westerly direction to the eastern bound-
ary of the Shelbyville city limits; thence,
following the eastern boundary of the
Shelbyville ciity limits in a generally
northeasterly direction to Horse Moun-
tain Road; thence, following Horse
Mountain Road in a northeasterly, then
easterly direction to its junction with the
Louisville and Nashville Railroad.

3. In §76.2, in paragraph (e) (3) re-

lating to the State of North Carolina,
subdivision (i) relating to Nash and
Edgecombe Counties is deleted.
(Secs. 4-7, 23 Stat. 32, as amended; secs.
1 and 2, 32 Stat. 791-792, as amended; secs.
1-4, 33 Stat. 1264, 1265, as amended; sec. 1,
75 Stat. 481; secs. 3 and 11, 76 Stat. 130, 132;
21 US.C. 111-113, 114g, 115, 117, 120, 121,
123-126, 134b, 134f; 29 F.R. 16210, as amend-~
ed; 37 F.R. 6327, 6505)

Effective date. The foregoing amend-
become effective upon

ments shall
issuance.

The amendments quarantine a portion
of Auglaize County in Ohio and a portion
of Bedford County in Tennessee because
of the existence of hog cholera. This ac-
tion is deemed necessary to prevent
further spread of the disease. The re-
strictions pertaining to the interstate
movement of swine and swine products
from or through quarantined areas as
contained in 9 CFR Part 76, as amended,
will apply to the quarantined areas.

The amendments exclude portions of
Nash and Edgecombe Counties in North
Carolina from the areas quarantined be-
cause of hog cholera. Therefore, the re-
strictions pertaining to the interstate
movement of swine and swine products
from or through quarantined areas con-
tained in 9 CFR Part 76, as amended, do
not apply to the excluded areas, but will
continue to apply to the quarantined
areas described in § 76.2(e) . Further, the
restrictions pertaining to the interstate
movement of swine and swine products
from nonquarantined areas contained in
said Part 76 apply to the excluded areas.

Insofar as the amendments impose
certain further restrictions necessary to
prevent the interstate spread of hog
cholera they must be made effective im-
mediately to accomplish their purpose in
the public interest. Insofar as the amend-
ments relieve restrictions presently im-
posed but no longer deemed necessary to
prevent the spread of hog cholera, they
should be made effective promptly in
order to be of maximum benefit to af-
fected persons. It does not appear that
public participation in this rule making
proceeding would make additional rele-
vant information available to the
Department.

Accordingly, under the administrative
procedure provisions in 5 U.S.C. 553, it is
found upon good cause that notice and
other public procedure with respect to
the amendments are impracticable, un-
necessary and contrary to the public
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interest, and good cause is found for
making them effective less than 30
days after publication in the FepEraL
REGISTER.

Done at Washington, D.C., this 22d day
of September 1972,

F.J. MULHERN,
Administrator, Animal and Plant
Health Inspection Service.

[FR Do¢.72-16552 Filed 9-27-72;8:52 am]

[Docket No. 72-559]

PART 76—HOG CHOLERA AND
OTHER COMMUNICABLE SWINE
DISEASES

Areas Quarantined

Pursuant to provisions of the Act of
May 29, 1884, as amended, the Act
of February 2, 1903, as amended, the Act
of March 3, 1905, as amended, the Act of
September 6, 1961, and the Act of July 2,
1962 (21 U.S.C. 111-113, 114g, 115, 117,
120, 121, 123-126, 134b, 134f), Part 76,
Title 9, Code of Federal Regulations,
restricting the interstate movement of
swine and certain products because of
hog cholera and other communicable
swine diseases, is hereby amended in the
following respects:

In § 76.2, paragraph (e)(14) relating
to the State of Kansas is amended to
read:

e

(14) Kansas. That portion of the State

of Kansas comprised of all of Osborne
County and a portion of Smith County
bounded by a line beginning at the junc-
tion of the Smith-Phillips County line
and State Highway 9; thence, following
State Highway 9 in a southeasterly, then
easterly direction to U.S. Highway 281;
thence, following U.S. Highway 281 in a
northerly direction to Secondary Road
868; thence, following Secondary Road
868 in an easterly direction to the Smith-
Jewell County line; thence, following the
Smith-Jewell County line in a southerly
direction to the junction of the Smith-
Jewell-Osborne County lines; thence, fol-
lowing the Smith-Osborne County line
in a westerly direction to the junction
of the Smith-Osborne-Rooks County
lines; thence, following the Smith-Rooks
County line in a westerly direction to
the junction of the Smith-Rooks-Phillips
County lines; thence, following the
Smith-Phillips County line in a northerly
direction to its junction with State High-
way 9.
(Secs. 4-7, 23 Stat. 32, as amended; secs. 1
and 2, 32 Stat. 791-792, as amended; secs. 1-4,
33 Stat. 1264, 1265, as amended; sec. 1, 75
Stat. 481; secs. 3 and 11, 76 Stat. 130, 132; 21
US.C. 111-113, 114g, 115, 117, 120, 121, 123-
126, 134b, 134f; 20 F.R. 16210, as amended; 37
F.R. 6327, 6505)

Effective date. The foregoing amend-
ment shall become effective upon
issuance.

The amendment gquarantines portions
of Osborne and Smith Counties in Kan-
sas because of the existence of hog chol-
era, This action is deemed necessary to
prevent further spread of the disease.

RULES AND REGULATIONS

The restrictions pertaining to the inter-
state movement of swine and swine
products from or through quarantined
areas as contained in 9 CFR Part 76,
as amended, will apply to the quaran-
tined areas.

The amendment imposes certain fur-
ther restrictions necessary to prevent the
interstate spread of hog cholera, and
must be made effective immediately to
accomplish its purpose in the public in-
terest. It does not appear that public
participation in this rule making pro-
ceeding would make additional relevant
information available to the Department.

Accordingly, under the administrative
procedure provisions in 5 U.S.C. 553, it
is found upon good cause that notice
and other public procedure with respect
to the amendment are impracticable,
unnecessary and contrary to the public
interest, and good cause is found for
making it effective less than 30 days
after publication in the FEpERAL
REGISTER.

Done at Washington, D.C., this 25th
day of September 1972.

F. J. MULHERN,
Administrator, Animal and Plant
Health Inspection Service.

[FR Doc.72-16553 Filed 9-27-72;8:52 am)

Title 12—BANKS AND BANKING

Chapter V—Federal Home Loan Bank
Board

SUBCHAPTER C—FEDERAL SAVINGS AND LOAN
SYSTEM

[No. 72-1080]
PART 556—STATEMENTS OF POLICY

Release of Pledged Savings Accounts

SEPTEMBER 14, 1972.

The Federal Home Loan Bank Board
considers it advisable to publish a state-
ment of its policy relating to the release
of savings accounts pledged by Federal
savings and loan associations and held
in escrow in connection with branch of-
fice and mobile facility applications pur-
suant to the former provisions of
§§545.14(¢c) and 545.14-4(d) of the rules
and regulations for the Federal Savings
and Loan System. Accordingly, Part 556
of such rules and regulations (12 CFR
Part 556) is amended by adding a new
§ 556.1, to read as follows:

§556.1 Release of pledged savings ac-
counts.

(a) General. Effective June 30, 1972,
the Board amended §§ 545.14(c) and
545.14-4(d) of this subchapter to re-
move fthe provisions contained therein
requiring a Federal association having
reserves and surplus of less than 4 per-
cent of its total savings accounts to
pledge savings accounts in an amount
not less than the difference between 4
percent of such total savings accounts
and the sum of its reserves and sur-
plus, in connection with an application
for a branch office or mobile facility.

Such provisions required that the
pledged savings accounts be held in
escrow by the Federal Home Loan Bank
of the district in which the association
is located until either (1) “the sum of
reserves and surplus is not less than 4
percent of savings accounts” or (2) “in
the judgment of the Board, the need
for the pledge and escrow no longer
exists.” In light of the removal of such
provisions, the Board will now consider
requests for release of pledged savings
accounts under agreements executed
prior to June 30, 1972. Such requests
should be submitted in writing to the
appropriate Supervisory Agent for
transmission to the Board,

(b) Delegation of authority. The
Board hereby delegates to the Director
or any Deputy Director of the Office of
Examinations and Supervision authority
to act upon any request by a Federal as-
sociation for release of any savings ac-
counfs pledged in connection with a
branch office or mobile facility applica-
tion pursuant to the former requirements
of §545.14(c) or §545.14-4(d) of this
subchapter. No such request shall be ap-
proved unless such Director or Deputy
Director finds in writing that the fol-
lowing criteria are satisfied:

(1) Adequacy of net worth;

(2) Sound management;

(3) Sound lending practices;

(d4) Assets of above-average quality;
an

(5) Satisfactory operating results.
(Sec. 5, 48 Stat. 132, as amended; 12 U.S.C.

1464. Reorg. Plan No. 3 of 1947, 12 F.R. 4981,
3 CFR, 1943-48 Comp., p. 1071)

By the Federal Home Loan Bank
oard.

[SEAL) EuGENE M. HERRIN,
Assistant Secretary.

[FR Doc.72-16544 Filed 9-27-72;8:53 am|

SUBCHAPTER E—DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA SAV-
INGS AND LOAN ASSOCIATIONS AND BRANCH

OFFICES
[No. 72-1081)

PART 582b—STATEMENTS OF POLICY

Release of Pledged Savings Accounts

SEPTEMBER 14, 1972.

The Federal Home Loan Bank Board
considers it advisable to publish a state-
ment of its policy relating to the re-
lease of savings accounts pledged by
District of Columbia savings and loan
associations and held in escrow in con-
nection with branch office applications
pursuant to the former provisions of
§ 582.1(c) of the regulations for District
of Columbia savings and loan associa-
tions and branch offices. Accordingly,
Part 582b of such regulations (12 CFR
Part 582b) is amended by adding a new
§ 582b.4, to read as follows:

§ 582b.4 Release of pledged
accounts.

(a) General. Effective June 30, 1972,
the Board amended § 582.1(¢c) of this
subchapter to remove the provisions con-
tained therein requiring a District of Co-
lumbia association hayving reserves and

savings
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surplus of less than 4 percent of its
total savings accounts to pledge savings
accounts in an amount not less than the
difference between 4 percent of such total
savings accounts and the sum of its re-
serves and surplus, in connection with
an application for a branch office. Such
provisions required that the pledged
savings accounts be held in escrow by
the Federal Home Loan Bank of Atlanta
until either (1) “the sum of reserves and
surplus is not less than 4 percent of sav-
ings accounts” or (2) “in the judgment
of the Board, the need for the pledge
and eserow no longer exists.” In light of
the removal of such provisions, the Board
will now consider requests for release of
pledged savings accounts under agree-
ments executed prior to June 30, 1972,
Such requests should be submitted in
writing to the appropriate Supervisory
Agent for transmission to the Board.

(b) Delegation of authority. The
Board hereby delegates to the Director
or any Deputy Director of the Office of
Examinations and Supervision authority
to act upon any request by a District of
Columbia association for release of any
savings accounts pledged in connection
with a branch office application pursuant
to the former requirements of § 582.1(c)
of this subchapter. No such request shall
be approved unless such Director or
Deputy Director finds in writing that the
following criteria are satisfied:

(1) Adequacy of net worth;

(2) Sound management;

(3) Sound lending practices;

(4) Assets of above-average quality;
and

(5) Satisfactory operating results.

(Sec. b, 48 Stat. 132, as amended; 12 U.S.C.
1464, Reorg. Plan No. 3 of 1947, 12 F.R. 4981,
3 CFR 1943-48 Comp., p. 1071)

By the Federal Home Loan Bank
Board.

[sEAL] EvuceENE M. HERRIN,

Assistant Secretary.
[FR Doc.72-16545 Flled 9-27-72;8:53 am]

Title 14—AERONAUTICS
AND SPACE

Chapter —Federal Aviation Adminis=
tration, Department of Transporifation
[Docket No. 72-CE-30-AD, Amdt. 39-1526]

PART 39—AIRWORTHINESS
DIRECTIVES

Beech Model 18 Series Airplanes

AD 72-8-5 (Amendment 39-1432) and
AD 72-16-1 (Amendment 39-1493) are
Airworthiness Directives which require
repetitive inspections of the center sec-
tion truss wing spar for cracks on Beech
Model 18 series airplanes. As a result of
subsequent tests and analyses the FAA,
the manufacturer, and other industry
segments have now developed improved
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crack detection methods. In addition, be-
cause of a reported incident it has been
determined that inspection of the lower
surface of the spar cap at Wing Station
(w.s.) 61 (not previously required) is
necessary. Finally, service history indi-
cates that one of the three inspections
required at w.s. 43 per AD 72-8-5 is no
longer relevant. Accordingly, in the in-
terest of safety a new AD is being issued
superseding AD 72-8-5 and AD 72-16-1,
applicable to Beech Model 18 series air-
planes, which will combine essential fea-
tures of the superseded AD's with respect
to repetitive inspections of the center
section truss wing spar, will set forth
the improved crack detection procedures,
will include inspection requirements at
w.s. 61, and delete the requirement for
one inspection at w.s. 43.

Since a situation exists which requires
expeditious adoption of the amendment,
notice and public procedure hereon are
impracticable and good cause exists for
making the amendment effective in less
than 30 days.

In consideration of the foregoing and
pursuant to the authority delegated to
me by the Administrator 14 CFR 11.89
(31 F.R. 13697), § 39.13 of Part 39 of the
Federal Aviation Regulations is amended
by adding the following new AD.

BeecH, Applies to all serial numbers of
Models C18S, AT-11, C-45, C45A, UC-
45B, UC-45F, AT-7, AT-TA, AT-TB, AT-
7C, JRB-1, JRB-2, JRB-3, JRB-4, SNB-1,
SNB-2, SNB-2C, D18S, D18C, C-45G, TC~
45G, C-45H, TC-456H, TC-45J (SNB-5),
JRB-6, E18S, E185-9700, G188, 3N, 3NM,
3TM, D18C-T, and RC-45J (SNB-5P),
and H~18 alrplanes with Serial Nos. BA-~
730 and below; and to aircraft of the
above models subsequently redesignated
under a Supplemental Type Certificate,
except those modified under the Supple~
mental Type Certificates referenced by
paragraph F.

Compliance: Required as indicated, unless
already accomplished.

To prevent possible wing failure, for air-
planes with 1,500 or more total hours' time
in service on the effective date of this AD or
airplanes that subsequently accumulate 1,600
total hours’ time in service after that date,
in order to detect cracks in the elliptical
front spar lower cap of the wing center sec-
tion, except as indicated by paragraph D,
accomplish the following within the next 50
hours’ time in service after the effective date
of this AD (or 500 hours' time in service after
the last complete AD 67-16-1/71-11-5 or AD
72-8-5 inspection, if applicable), and there-
after at intervals not to exceed 500 hours’
time in service from the date of the date of
the last inspection: (These inspections may
be performed at one time or may be stag-
gered, provided that no given area extends
500 hours’ time In service between inspec-
tions.)

A. Modify the lower wing skin in accord-
ance with Figure (1) or Figure (2) or an
FAA-approved equivalent to fTacilitate the
inspections specified in paragraph B,

B. (1) Inspect the front spar lower cap of
the wing center section on each side of the
airplane by methods specified below, except
inspection sites reinforced by Beech Aircraft
Corp. Kits 18-4024, 791 or 792 need not be

inspected:
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Wing Bite (See figure 3) Method
station (Bee paragraph C)
R Tips of welds at Visual, X-ray and
clevis tangs, upper cither magnetic
and lower surfuces particle or
of cap. penetrant.
81, 73, 64 Tips of welds at Do.
and 57. gussets, upper
surface of cap.
e Outboard ends of Do.
gplice in cap, upper
and lower surface
of cap.
) RN Tips of welds at wing Do,

splice plate, fore
and aft surfaces
of ca;

P
45to43. ... Tip of weld around Visual and either

cluster upper magnetic
surface of cap. particle or
penetrant,
) SR Lower surface of spar Do.

cap below tube
cluster, as seen
from wheel well.

(2) Temporarily move clamps and other
equipment as necessary to eliminate inter-
ference with the above inspections, Removal
of spar cap finish is not necessary.

(3) Flex the wing when specified by para-
graphs C and D by applying and relieving a
75 to 100 pound upward force at or near the
wing tip on the (left or right) side being in-
spected. This may be done by hand.

(4) Load the wing on the side being in-
spected when specified by paragraph C by
applying a 75 to 100 pound upward force at
the junction of wing rib No. 10 and the front
spar. Place material such as lumber under
and along the No. 10 rib so as to distribute
the force.

C. (1) Accomplish visual inspection before
and after cleaning, and while the wing is
being flexed. Use a flashlight or other illu~
mination and a low power magnifying device.

(2) When the magnetic particle method is
chosen, conduct the inspection while the
wing is either flexed or loaded. Conduct the
inspection before magnetism is induced and
again while magnetism across the inspection
site is induced by a Magnaflux Corp. Model
Y-5 or YM-5 yoke or when any equivalent is
used in accordance with the manufacturer's
instructions,

(3) When the penetrant method is chosen,
perform the inspection while the wing Is
being flexed. Use either dye or fiuorescent
materials in accordance with the penetrant
manufacturer’s instructions.

(4) For each site where X-ray inspection
is specified by paragraph B, accomplish X-ray
Inspection while the wing is loaded. Figure
4 is an aid to the following instruction. Place
fine grain film (such as GAF 800, du Pont
NDT-65 or Kodak AA) sandwiched between
lead screens of 0.005-inch thickness on the
upper surface of the spar cap (over an in-
spection site) with identification symbols
for at least the site (e.g. LWS 81 etc.), date,
and airplane registration number, Secure a
steel penetrameter of 0.005-inch thickness to
the lower surface of the spar cap at a loca-
tion clear of the Inspection site. Position the
X-ray source approximately 36 inches from
and generally below the film so that the cen-
ter of the X-ray beam will be perpendicular
to the major axis of the elliptical spar cap
and perpendicular to the spanwise centerline
of the spar cap at each inspection site. Use
a flashlight and a protractor level as neces-
sary to see that alming of the X-ray beam
compensates for wing dihedral and noseup
attitude. At those areas covered by aluminum
skin, a locally fabricated jig may be used to
position the X-ray source. Expose film so that
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density of the radiograph of the spar cap
material near the inspection site is 1.5 to
2.8 on the densitometer or Natlonal Bureau
of Standards density scale, View fillm to see
that the inspection site, the 0.010-inch diam-
eter hole in the penetrameter, and its entire
outline are plainly shown. Using a low power
magnifying device, examine the inspection
site portion of each radiograph for faint
indications of cracks In spar cap material
transverse to the spanwise centerline.

Note: Fourteen radiographs are normally
adequate for one complete inspection.

D. Until inspection at w.s. 81 as specified
in paragraphs B(1) and C is accomplished,
special inspection at w.s. 81 is necessary with-
in 25 hours' time in service after August 4,
1972, and thereafter at intervals not to ex-
ceed 100 hours’ time in service. Visual and
either magnetic particle or penetrant meth-
ods must be used while the wing is simulta-
neously flexed. Inspection at w.s. 81 per AD
72-8-5 may be substituted for any (except
the first) inspection required by this para-
graph. This speclal inspection may be dis-
continued after inspection at ws. 81 is
accomplished per paragraph B(1).

E. If a crack is found as a result of any
inspection required by this AD, prior to fur-
ther flight, repalr or replace the affected
part in accordance with Beech Alrcraft Corp.
SAR 59-705 (for w.s. 90), or kits 791 (for w.s.
32), 792 (for w.s. 81 and 73), and 18-4024
(for w.s. 57, 64, 73, and 81) or any equivalent
approved by the Chief, Engineering and
Manufacturing Branch, FAA, Central Region,

F. An airplane is exempt from requirements
of this AD if it is altered so as to incorpo-
rate STC SA1192WE, SAI533WE, SAB32SW,
SA2000WE, or SAG643CE, or any other STC
which specifically exempts affected alrplanes
from compliance with this AD,

G. Written notification must be sent to the
Chief, Engineering and Manufacturing
Branch, FAA, Central Region, stating the lo-
cation and length of any cracks discovered
during inspections required by this AD, and
the total operating time of the airplane at
the time of the discovery. In addition, for
airplanes mnot previously inspected per AD
67-16-1 or AD 7T2-8-5 results of the initial
inspection must be reported as above, even
if no cracks are discovered. (Reporting ap-
proved by the Bureau of the Budget under
No. 04-R0174.)

Currently effective Beech Aircraft Corp.'s
Service Bulletins 64-15, 64-16, 64-17 and 66—~
10 and MIL-STD-453 consider this subject,
but this AD takes precedence in any con-
flicting detall.

Nore: Part (b) of AD 64-21-1 and Part (b)
of AD 64-21-3 requiring inspection of other
portions of the center section and AD 67-8-2
requiring inspection of outer wing panels
remain in effect for only some of the air-
planes affected by this AD.

This AD supersedes AD 72-8-5
(Amendment 39-1432) and AD 72-16-1
(Amendment 39-1493),

This amendment becomes -effective

September 29, 1972,
(Secs. 313(a), 601, 603, Federal Aviation Act
of 1958, 49 U.8.C. 18564 (a), 1421 and 1423; sec.
6(c), Department of Transportation Act, 49
U.8.C. 1655(c) )

Issued in Kansas City, Mo., on Septem=
ber 15, 1972,
JorN M. CYROCKI,
Director, Central Region.
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[Alrspace Docket No. 72-AL-27]

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

Alteration of Control Zone, Transition
Area, Federal Airways, and Re-
porting Points
The purpose of these amendments to

Part 71 of the Federal Aviation Regula-

tions is to effect minor changes in the

description of the Sitka, Alaska, control

No. 189——3

zone and transition area, Amber Airway
1, Blue Airway 79, and compulsory re-
porting points associated with the Sitka
low frequency navigational aid. This

action is necessary because increased de-
terioration of the Sitka LFR range
ground system and the related unrelia-
bility of the range courses dictate con-
version of this four-course range to a
nondirectional radio beacon, Class BH.
This conversion is planned to be effective
November 9, 1972.

Since these amendments are minor in
nature and no substantive change to the
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regulation is effected, notice and public
procedure hereon are unnecessary. How-
ever, in order to allow sufficient time to
make appropriate changes to aeronau-
tical charts, these amendments will be-
come effective more than 30 days after
publication.

In consideration of the foregoing, Part
71 of the Federal Aviation Regulations is
amended, effective 0901 G.m.t., Novem-
ber 9, 1972, as hereinafter set forth.

1. Section 71.105 (37 F.R. 2007) is
amended as follows: In A-1 “Sitka,
Alaska, RR"” is deleted and ‘“Sitka,
Alaska, RBN" is substituted therefor.

2. Section 71.109 (37 F.R. 2008) is
amended as follows: In B-79 “Sitka,
Alaska, RR" is deleted and “Sitka,
Alaska, RBN” is substituted therefor.

3. Section 71.171 (37 F.R. 2056) is
amended as follows: In Sitka, Alaska,
“Sitka RR northeast and southwest
courses, extending from the 5-mile radius
zone to 2 miles southwest of the RR"” is
deleted and “Sitka RBN 027° and 207"
bearings, extending from the 5-mile
radius zone to 2 miles southwest of the
RBN” is substituted therefor.

4. Section T1.181 (37 F.R. 2143) is
amended as follows: In Sitka, Alaska,
“Sitka RR southwest course, extending
from the RR to 8 miles southwest of the
RR" is deleted and “Sitka RBN 207°
bearing, extending from the RBN to 8
miles southwest of the RBN" is substi-
tuted therefor; and “Sitka RR southeast
course, extending from the RR to 8 miles
southeast of the RR” is deleted and
“Sitka RBN 147° bearing, extending
from the RBN to 8 miles southeast of the
RBN” is substituted therefor.

5. Section 71.211 (37 F.R. 2323) is
amended as follows:

a. In Carp INT: “southwest course of
Sitka, Alaska, RR"” is deleted and “207°
bearing Sitka, Alaska, RBN" is substi-
tuted therefor.

b. In Hazy Island INT: “Sitka, Alaska,
RR” is deleted and “Sitka, Alaska, RBN"
is substituted therefor.

c. In Port Alexander INT: “Sitka,
Alaska, RR"” is deleted and *Sitka,
Alaska, RBN” is substituted therefor.

d. In Sitka, Alaska, RR “RR" is de-
leted and “RBN” 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 US.C. 16565(¢c))
Issued in Anchorage, Alaska, on Sep-
tember 15, 1972.
THOMAS J, CRESWELL,
Director, Alaskan Region.

| FR Doc¢.72-16519 Filed 9-27-72;8:40 am |

[Airspace Docket No. 72-S0-52]

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 Fort Stewart, Ga.,
control zone.

The Fort Stewart control zone is de-
scribed in § 71.171 (37 F,R. 2056). In the
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description, an extension is predicated
on the 230° bearing from Liberty RBN
which is 6 miles wide and extends to 8.5
miles southwest of the RBN, and a refer-
ence is made to the Liberty TVOR. The
NDB Runway 5L instrument approach
procedure has been amended to utilize
the Allenhurst RBN, and the name of the
TVOR has been changed to Wright. It is
necessary to alter the description by
deleting the extension predicated on the
230° bearing from Liberty RBN; desig-
nating an extension predicated on the
049° bearing from Allenhurst RBN, ex-
tending from the 5-mile radius zone to
the RBN, and deleting the reference to
Liberty TVOR and substituting Wright
TVOR therefor. Since these amendments
are either editorial or less restrictive in
nature, notice and public procedure here-
oIl are unnecessary.

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

In § 71.171 (37 P.R. 2056), the Fort
Stewart, Ga., control zone is amended as
follows: All after “longitude 81°38715"’
W. * * *¥ jsdeleted and “* * * with-
in 2 miles each side of the 049° bearing
from Allenhurst RBN, extending from
the 5-mile radius zone to the RBN; with-
in 3 miles each side of Wright TVOR
242° radial, extending from the 5-mile
radius zone to 8.5 miles SW of the
TVOR * * *” 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. 1665(¢) )

Issued in East Point, Ga., on Septem-
ber 19, 1972.
PHILLIP M. SWATEK,
Director, Southern Region.

|FR Doc.72-16521 Filed 9-27-72,8:50 am]

[Airspace Docket No. 72-SW-52]

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 Galyeston, Tex., con-
trol zone.

The present Galveston, Tex,, control
zone description, in part, includes spe-
cific reference to the Galveston RBN.
Since the RBN is proposed to be relo-
cated to a site on Galveston Island, it
will be necessary to amend the control
zone description appropriately deleting
all reference to the RBN.

As this amendment imposes no addi-
tional burden on any person, notice and
public procedures hereon are unneces-
sary and the amendment may be effec-
tive concurrent with the proposed shut-
down of the RBN on August 25, 1972,

In consideration of the foregoing, Part
71 of the Federal Aviation Regulations
is amended, effective August 25, 1972, as
hereinafter set forth,

RULES AND REGULATIONS

In § 71.171 (37 F.R. 2056), the Galves~
ton, Tex., control zone is amended by
deleting “within 2 miles either side of
the 131° bearing from the Galveston
RBN extending from the 5-mile radius
zone to the RBN."”

(Sec. 307(a), Federal Aviation Act of 1958, 49
U.S.C. 1348; sec. 6(c), Department of Trans-
portation Act, 49 U.8.C. 1655(¢) )

Issued in Fort Worth, Tex., on Au-
gust 2, 1972.

R. V. REYNOLDS,
Acting Director, Southwest Region.

|FR Doc.72-16522 Filed 9-27-72;8:50 am]

[Docket No. 12262, Amdt. 831]

PART 97—STANDARD INSTRUMENT
APPROACH PROCEDURES

Miscellaneous Amendments

This amendment to Part 97 of the
Federal Aviation Regulations incorpo-
rates by reference therein changes and
additions to the Standard Instrument
Approach Procedures (SIAP's) that were
recently adopted by the Administrator
to promote safety at the airports
concerned.

The complete SIAP’s for the changes
and additions covered by this amend-
ment are deseribed 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 pro-
cedures 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
prescribed in 49 CFR 7.85. This fee is
payable in advance and may be paid
by check, draft, or postal money order,
payable to the Treasurer of the United
States. A weekly transmital of all SIAP
changes and additions may be obtained
by subscription at an annual rate of $150
per annum from the Superintendent of
Documents, U.S. Government Printing
Office, Washington, D.C. 20402. Addi-
tional copies mailed to the same address
may be ordered for $30 each.

Since a situation exists that requires
immediate adoption of this amendment,
I find that further notice and public pro-
cedure 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:

1. Section 97.21 is amended by estab-
lishing, revising, or canceling the follow=

ilrsl)'gl L/MF SIAP’s effective November 9,
2.

Fairbanks, Alaska—Fairbanks Internationa)
Afrport; LFR-A, Amdt. 7; Revised.

Sitka, Alaska—Sitka Alrport; LFR-A, Amdt,
4; Canceled,

2. Section 97.23 is amended by estah-
lishing, revising, or canceling the follow-
ing VOR-VOR/DME SIAP’s effective
September 14, 1972.

North Myrtle Beach, 5.C.—Mpyrtle Beach Air-
port; VOR Runway 5, Amdt. 5; Revised.
North Myrtle Beach, S.C.—Myrtle Beach Air-
port; VOR Runway 23, Amdt. 7; Revised.

3. Section 97.23 is amended by estab-
lishing, revising, or canceling the follow-
ing VOR-VOR/DME SIAP's effective
November 9, 1972,

Allentown, Pa.—Allentown-Bethlehem-Eas-
ton Airport; VOR-B, Amdt. 6; Revised.
Austin, Tex.—Robert Mueller Municipal Air-
port; VOR Runway 16R, Amdt, 22; Can-

celed.

Austin, Tex—Robert Mueller Municipal Air-
port; VOR/DME Runway 12R, Originaj;
Established.

Austin, Tex.—Robert Mueller Municipal Alr-
port; VOR/DME Runway 16R, Original;
Established.

Austin, Tex.—Robert Mueller Municipal Alr-
port: VOR/DME Runway 30L, Original;
Established.

Corsicana, Tex.—Corsicana Municipal Alr.
port; VOR/DME-A, Original; Established.

Findlay, Ohio—Findlay Airport, VOR Runway
7, Amdt. 5; Revised.

Findlay, Ohio—Findlay Airport, VOR Runway
25, Original; Established,

Findlay, Ohio—Findlay Airport, VOR Runway
86, Original; Established,

La Verne, Calif.—Brackett Field, VOR-A,
Amadt. 3; Revised.

Newport, R.I—Newport State Alrport; VOR-1,
Original; Canceled,

Sitka, Alaska—Sitka Alrport; VOR-A, Amdt,
6; Revised.

Springfield, Ohio—Springfield Municipal Air-
port, VOR Runway 5, Original; Established.

Springfield, Ohio—Springfield Municipal Air-
port, VOR Runway 23, Original; Estab-
lished.

Torrance, Calif —Torrance Municipal Airport,
VOR Runway 11L, Amdt, 8; Revised.

Victoria, Tex—Victoria County-Foster Air-
port, VOR Runway 12L, Amdt. 4; Revised.

4. Section 97.25 is amended by estab-
lishing, revising, or canceling the follow-
ing SDF-LOC-LDA SIAP’s effective
October 12, 1972.

Windsor Locks, Conn.—Bradley International
Airport; LOC(BC) Runway 24, Amdt. 10;
Revised.

5. Section 97.25 is amended by estab-
lishing, revising, or canceling the follow-
ing SDF-LOC-LDA SIAP's effective No-
vember 9, 1972.

Allentown, Pa—Allentown-Bethlehem-Eas-
ton Airport; LOC(BC) Runway 24, Amdt
11; Revised.

Austin, Tex.—Robert Mueller Municipal Air-
port; LOC(BC) Runway 12R, Amdt. 9
Canceled.

Austin, Tex—Robert Mueller Municipal Air-
port, LOC/DME(BC) Runway 12R, Origl-
nal; Established.

Barrow, Alaska—Wiley Post-Will Rogers
Memorial Airport; LOC/NDB Runway 0
Original; Established. p

Covington, Ky.—Greater Cincinnati Airport;
LOC(BC) Runway 27L, Original; Estab<
lished,
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Fairbanks, Alaska—TFairbanks International
Alrport; LOC(BC) Runway 1L, Amdt. 8;
Revised.

Morristown, N.J.—Morristown Municipal Alr-
port; LOC(BC) Runway 5, Original; Estab-
lished.

sitka, Alaska—Sitka Airport; LOC/DME Run=-
way 11, Amdt. 4; Revised. -

6. Section 97.27 is amended by estab-
lishing, revising, or canceling the follow-
ing NDB/ADF SIAP’s effective Octo-
ber 12, 1972.

Miami, Fla—Dade-Colller Training and
Transltion Airport; NDB Runway 9, Amdt,
5; Revised,

windsor Locks, Conn.—Bradley International
Airport, NDB Runway 6, Amdt. 20; Revised.

7. Section 97.27 is amended by estab-
lishing, revising, or canceling the follow-
ing NDB/ADF SIAP's effective Novem-
ber 9, 1972.

Allentown, Pa.—Allentown-Bethlehem-~
Faston Airport; NDB Runway 6, Amdt. 11;
Revised,

Austin, Tex.—Robert Mueller Municipal Air-
port; NDB Runway 30L, Amdt. 24; Revised.

Barrow, Alaska—Wiley Post-Will Rogers Me~
morial Airport; NDB(ADF)-1, Amdt. 2;
Canceled.

Barrow, Alaska.—Wiley Post-Will Rogers Me~
morial Airport; NDB Runway 6, Amdt. 1;
Revised.

Barrow, Alaska—Wiley Post-Will Rogers Me-
morial Airport; NDB Runway 24, Amdt. 2;
Revised.

Covington, Ky.~—Greater Cincinnati Airport;
NDB Runway 27L, Original; Established.
Falrbanks, Alaska—Fairbanks International
Airport; NDB Runway 19R, Amdt. 13;

Revised.

Findlay, Ohio—Findlay Airport; NDB(ADF) -~
1, Amdt. 1; Canceled.

Findlay, Ohio—Findlay Airport; NDB Run-
way 36, Amdt. 5; Revised.

Sitka, Alaska—Sitka Airport; NDB-A, Orig-
inal; Established.

South Bend, Ind—St. Joseph County Air-
port, NDB Runway 27, Amdt. 20; Revised.

Trenton, N.J.—Mercer County Airport, NDB
Runway 6, Amdt. 3; Revised.

8. Section 97.29 is amended by estab-
lishing, revising, or canceling the follow-
ing ILS SIAP's effective October 12, 1972.

Miami, Fla.—Dade-Collier Training and
Transition Alrport; ILS Runway 9, Amdt,
5; Revised.

Windsor Locks, Conn.—Bradley International
Airport; ILS Runway 6, Amdt. 22; Re-
vised.

9. Section 97.29 is amended by estab-

lishing, revising, or canceling the follow-

llxsgzms SIAP’s effective November 9,
&,

Allentown, Pa.—Allentown-Bethlehem-Eas-
ton Airport; ILS: Runway 6, Amdt. 16;
Revised.

Annette Island, Alaska—Annette Alrport;
ILS Runway 12, Amdt. 11; Revised.

Austin, Tex.—Robert Mueller Municipal Air-
port; ILS Runway 30L, Amdt. 24; Revised.

Fairbanks, Alaska—Fairbanks International
Airport; ILS Runway 19R, Amdt. 13;
Revised.

Santa Ana, Calif.—El Toro MCAS; ILS Run~
way 34R, Amdt. 5; Revised.

South Bend, Ind.—St. Joseph County Air-
port; ILS Runway 27, Amdt. 26; Revised.

Trenton, N.J.—Mercer County Airport; ILS
Runway 6, Amdt. 1; Revised.

10. Seetion 97.31 is amended by estab~
lishing, revising, or canceling the follow=-
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ing Radar SIAP's effective October 12,
1972.

Windsor Locks, Conn.—Bradley International
Airport; Radar-1, Amdt. 3; Revised.

11. Section 97.31 is amended by estah~
lishing, revising, or canceling the follow-
ing Radar SIAP's effective November 9,
1972,

Fairbanks, Alaska—TFairbanks International

Airport; Radar-1L, Amdt. 5; Revised.
(Secs. 307, 313, 601, 1110, Federal Aviation
Act of 1958; 49 U.S.C. 1488, 1354, 1421, 1510;
sec. 6(c) Department of Transportation Act,
49 U.S.C. 1655(c) and 5 U.S.C. 552(a) (1))

Issued in Washington, D.C., on Sep-
tember 21, 1972.

C.R. MELUGIN, JT.,
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.72-16523 Filed 9-27-72;8:50 am |

Title 17—COMMODITY AND
SECURITIES EXCHANGES

Chapter Il—Securities and Exchange
Commission

[Releases Nos. 33-5301, 84-0776, 85-17698,
40-7360, AS-128]

PART 210—FORM AND CONTENT OF
FINANCIAL STATEMENTS, SECURI-
TIES ACT OF 1933, SECURITIES EX-
CHANGE ACT OF 1934, PUBLIC
UTILITY HOLDING COMPANY ACT
OF 1935, AND INVESTMENT COM-
PANY ACT OF 1940

Statements of Banks and Bank
Holding Companies

The Commission today adopted a gen-
eral revision of Article 9 of Regulation
S-X (17 CFR 210.9-01—9-05) pertaining
to the form and content of financial
statements of bank holding companies
and banks. The revision was issued for
public comment on August 20, 1971" as
part of a general revision of Regulation
S_X but, because a number of unex-
pected problems arose, its adoption was
deferred when other portions of the pro-
posed revision were adopted on June 23,
19722

Letters commenting on the proposal
were given careful consideration in defer-

mining the final form of the revision of

1 Securities Act Release No. 5177, Securities
Exchange Act Release No. 9264, Public Utility
Holding Company Act Release No. 17215 and
Investment Company Act Release No. 6645
(36 F.R. 16106).

s Securities Act Release No. 5261, Securities
Exchange Act Release No. 9648, Public Utility
Holding Company Act. Release No, 17617, In-
vestment Company Act Release No. 7236 and
Accounting Series Release No, 125 (37 F.R.
14601).

20235

Article 9. The more significant changes
from the existing Article 9 are discussed
below:

Rule 9-01. Application of Article 9. A
requirement has been added that in pre-
paring consolidated statements, holding
companies shall give consideration to
utilization of the form and content of
financial statements prescribed for
banks.

Rule 9-02. Balance Sheets of Bank
Holding Companies. The former special
requirements for holding company bal-
ance sheets pertaining to disclosure of
balances with affiliated banks have been
eliminated.

Rule 9-03. Income Statements of Bank
Holding Companies. This rule was re-
vised to provide for use of the equity
method of reflecting income of subsidi~
aries and for separate reporting of in-
come from operations, securities gains
and losses and extraordinary items.

Rule 9-04. What Schedules Are To Be
Filed for Bank Holding Companies. The
requirement for filing the schedule of
investments in securities of affiliate
banks, Rule 12-32, has been deleted.

Rule 9-05. Financial Statements and
Schedules of Banks. This rule has been
revised to require that statements of
banks shall generally follow the form
and content prescribed in Regulation F
of the Board of Governors of the Fed-
eral Reserve System. These statements
shall be supplemented by a statement
of source and application of funds, in-
formation as to market value of invest-
ment securities, a schedule of amounts
receivable from directors, officers, and
certain other persons, and a schedule of
supplementary income statement in-
formation. Requirements for filing
schedules have been provided.

The amendments to Regulation S-X
are adopted pursuant to authority con-
ferred on the Securities and Exchange
Commission by the Securities Act of 1933,
particularly sections 6, 7, 8, 10, and 19(a)
thereof; the Securities Exchange Act of
1934, particularly sections 12, 13, 15(d),
and 23(a) thereof; the Public Utility
Holding Company Act of 1935, par-
ticularly sections 5(b), 14, and 20(a)
thereof; and the Investment Company
Act of 1940, particularly sections 8, 30,
31(c), and 38(a) thereof,

Commission action. The Commission
hereby amends §§210.9-01 through
210.9-05 and § 210.12-32 of Chapter II
of Title 17 of the Code of Federal Regu-
lations by (1) rewriting all parts of
§§ 210.9-01 through 210.9-05 and (2)
deleting § 210.12-32, and as so amended,
shall read as follows:

§210.9-01 Application of §§ 210.9-01
10 210.9-05.

(a) Bank holding companies. Finan-
cial statements filed for bank holding
companies shall be prepared in accord-
ance with §§ 210.5-01 to 210.5-04, 210.9-
02, 210.9-03 and 210.9-04.

(b) Banks. Financial statements filed
for banks shall be prepared in accordance
with § 210.9-05.

(e) Consolidated and combined finan-
cial statements. Article 4 is applicable to
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the preparation of consolidated and com-
bined financial statements. If consoli-
dated financial statements are prepared
for a bank holding company and its bank
and other subsidiaries, consideration
shall be given to utilization of the bank
format for financial statements and
schedules as prescribed in § 210.9-05.

§ 210.9-02 Balance sheets of bank hold-

ing companies.

Notwithstanding the provisions of
§ 210.5-02, current assets and current
liabilities need not be separately classi-
fied as such.

§ 210.9-03 Income stalements of bank
holding companies.

The following captions shall be in com-
plete substitution for § 210.5-03.

1. Income. (a) State separately the total
of income from (1) equity in income before
profits or losses on securities and extraordi-
nary items of (1) unconsolidated subsidi-
aries and (ii) 50 percent or less owned
persons (showing dividends received paren-
thetically or otherwise), (2) dividends, (3)
interest, (4) management and service fees,
and (5) other income, stating separately any
material amounts,

(b) Exclude from dividends included
under item (a)(2) above amounts from in-
vestments in affiliates and others which are
accounted for by the equity method. State
separately, if significant, the amounts of div~
idends from (1) securities of other affiliates,
(2) marketable securities and (3) other
securities.

In regard to any dividends other than cash,
state the basis on which they have been
taken up in the accounts and the justifica-
tion, if any, for such action, If any such divi-
dends recelved from affitiates have been cred-
ited In the accounts in an amount different
from that charged to retained earnings by
the disbursing company, state the amount of
such difference and explain.

(c) State separately any material amounts
included in items (a) (3), (4), and (5) above
earned from (1) companies for which the
equity in earnings was reported in item
(a) (1), and (2) other afliliates.

2. Ezpenses for salaries. If salaries are pald
other than in cash, state details In a note
referred to in the income statement.

3. Taxes. Other than income tax expense.

4. Other expenses. State separately the
amount of interest and debt discount and
expense and any significant amounts of other
classes of expense.

5. Income or loss before income taxr ex-
pense and appropriate items below.

6. Income tax expense. Include under this
caption only taxes based on income, Taxes
applicable to profits or losses on securities
and extraordinary items shall not be in-
cluded under this caption. (See § 210.3-16
(0).)

7. Income or loss before profits or losses
on securities and exitraordinary items.

8. Profits or losses on securities, less ap-
plicable tax. State separately (a) equity in
net securities profits or losses of (1) uncon-
solidated subsidiaries and (2) 50 percent
or less owned persons for which the equity
on earnings was reported under item 1(a) (1),
and (b) net securities profits or losses of
the holding company, disclosing parentheti-
cally or otherwise the tax applicable to such
amounts. No profits or losses on the holding
company's own equity securities, or equity
in profits or losses of its affiliates on their
own equity securities, shall be included un-
der this caption. State, here or in a note re-
ferred to herein, the method followed in
determining the cost of securities sold by
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the holding company, e.g., “average cost,”
“first-in, first-out,” or “identifled certified.”
Consideration should be given to reporting
transactions of the holding company under
caption 10, when appropriate.

9. Income or loss before exztraordinary
items.

10. Eztraordinary items, less applicable taz.
State separately (a) equity in extraordinary
items of (1) unconsclidated subsidiaries and
(2) 650 percent or less owned persons for
which the equity in earnings was reported
in item 1(a) (1), and (b) extraordinary items
of the holding company, disclosing paren=
thetically or otherwise the tax applicable to
such amounts.

11. Cumulative effects of changes in ac-
counting principles. State separately (a)
equity in cumulative effect of changes in ac-
counting principles of (1) unconsolidated
subsidiaries and (2) 50 percent or less owned
persons, and (b) cumulative effects of
changes In accounting principles of the hold-
ing company, disclosing parenthetically or
otherwise the tax applicable to such
amounts.

12. Net income or loss. See § 210.5-02 (cap-
tion 39(d)).

13. Earnings per share data. Refer to the
pertinent requirements in the appropriate
filing form.

§ 210.9-04 What schedules are to bhe
filed for bank holding companies.

The following special provisions shall
be applicable to the schedules specified
in § 210.5-04:

Schedule I. The schedule prescribed by
§ 210.12-02 shall be filed in support of cap-
tions 2 and 12 of each balance sheet required
to be filed.

Schedule 11I. The schedule prescribed by
§ 210.12-04 shall be presented in two parts
as follows: Part 1 for banks and part 2 for
other than banks.

§ 210.9-05 Financial
schedules of banks.

(a) Financial statements and sched-
ules of banks shall be furnishsed in sub-
stantially the same form and content as
ules of banks shall be furnished in sub-
prescribed in forms F-9, F-9A, F-9B,
F-9C, and F-9D (12 CFR 206.71) of
Regulation F of the Board of Governors
of the Federal Reserve System issued
pursuant to section 12(i) of the Securi-
ties Exchange Act of 1934, except as
otherwise provided in this rule.

(b) The financial statements and
schedules required to be filed shall be
supplemented as follows:

(1) A statement of source and appli-
cation of funds as specified in §§ 210.11A~
01 to 210.11A-02 shall be filed for each
period for which an income statement
is required to be filed.

(2) The aggregate amount on the
basis of market quotations at the balance
sheet date shall be shown parenthetically
for each category of investment securi-
ties reported under caption 2 of each
balance sheet required to be filed.

(3) The aggregate amount on the
basis of market quotations at the balance
sheet date shall be stated for each type
and maturity grouping of securities listed
on Schedules I and II prescribed under
Form F-9D (12 CFR 206.71),

(4) Schedule VIII—Amounts receiv-
able from directors, officers and principal
holders (other than afiiliates) of equity

statements and

securities of the person and its afiliates:
A schedule in the format prescribed by
§ 210.12-03 of this chapter shall be fileq
showing the aggregate amounts of in-
debtedness of more than $20,000 or 1 per-
cent of total assets, whichever is less, of
each director, officer or principal holder
(other than affiliates) of equity secu-
rities of the bank that are receivable or
were receivable at any time during the
period for which related income state-
ments are required to be filed. It shall not
be necessary to disclose a loan or ex-
tension of credit to any person made in
the ordinary course of business that (i)
was made on substantially the same
terms, including interest rates and col-
lateral, as those prevailing at the time for
comparable transactions with other per-
sons, and (i) did not involve more than
normal risk of collectibility or present
other unfavorable features. Notwith-
standing the foregoing, disclosure shall
be made if at any time during the period
for which related income statements ure
required to be filed there existed—

(a) indebtedness of any officer in an
amount which exceeded the maximum
loan or extension of credit permitted un-
der applicable rules and regulations of
the banking regulatory agencies to
which the bank is subject;

(b) indebtedness of any director or
any principal holder (other than affili-
ates) of equity securities of the person
and its affiliates in an amount which ex-
ceeded 10 percent of the stockholders'
equity of the bank; or

(¢) indebtedness of all directors and
principal holders (other than affiliates)
of equity securities of the person and its
afliliates as a group which exceeded 20
xgerient of the stockholders’ equity of the

ank.

For the purpose of this schedule the
term “officer” means a chairman of the
board of directors, vice chairman of the
board, chairman of the executive com-
mittee, president, vice president (except
as indicated in the next sentence), cash-
ier, treasurer, secretary, comptroller, and
any other person who participates in
major policymaking functions of the
bank. In some banks (particularly banks
with officers bearing titles such as execu-
tive vice president, senior vice president
or first vice president as well as a number
of “vice presidents”), some or all “vice
presidents’” do not participate in major
policymaking functions, and such per-
sons are not officers for the purpose of
this schedule.

(5) Schedule IX—Supplementary in-
come statement information: The sched-
ule prescribed by § 210.12-16 shall be
filed in support of each income statement
required to be filed. This schedule may be
omitted if the information required by
Column B and Instructions 3 and 4
thereof is furnished in the income state-
ment or in a note thereto.

(¢) The schedules specified as Sched-
ules I, II, III, IV, and VI in Form F-9D
(12 CFR 206.71) shall be filed as of the
dates of the most recent audited balance
sheet and any subsequent unaudited bal-
ance sheet being filed. All other sched-
ules, specified as Schedules V and VII in
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Form F-9D and VIII and IX in this rule,
shall be filed for each period for which an
income statement is required to be filed.
The provisions of §§ 210.5-04 (b), (c),
and (d) shall apply to the schedules.

(d) Financial statements of banks
need not be certified for periods ending
on or before November 30, 1971.

§210.12-32 [Deleted]

(Secs. 6, 7, 8, 10, 19(a), 48 Stat. 78, 79, 81, 85,
secs. 206, 209, 48 Stat. 906, 908, sec. 8, 68 Stat.
685 15 U.8.C. T7{, 77g, T7h, T7j, T7s; secs. 12,
13, 15(d), 23(a), 48 Stat. 892, 894, 895, 901,
secs. 8, 8, 49 Stat. 1377, 1379, secs. 3, 4, 6, 10,
78 Stat. 565, 569, 570, 850, secs. 1, 2, 84 Stat.
1497, 156 US.C. 78!, 78m, 780(d), T8w; secs.
5(b), 14, 20(a), 49 Stat. 812, 827, 833, 15
US.C. T9e, 79n, 79t; secs. 8, 30, 31(c), 38(a),
54 Stat. 803, 836, 838, 841, sec. 3(c), 84 Stat.
1415, 15 U.S.C. 80a-8, 80a-29, 80a-30(c),
80a-37(a))

The foregoing amendments shall be
effecfive with respect to financial state-
ments required to be filed with the Com-~
mission for periods ending on or after
December 31, 1972.

By the Commission.

[sEAL] Ronarp F. HUNT,
Secretary.

SEpTEMBER 20, 1972.
[FR Doc.72-16504 Filed 9-27-72;8:48 am|

Title 28—JUDICIAL
ADMINISTRATION

Chapter I—Department of Justice
[Directive 5-72]

PART 0—ORGANIZATION OF THE
DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE

Appendix to Subpart Y—Redelega-
tions of Authority To Compromise
and Close Civil Claims

SePTEMBER 18, 1972,

By virtue of the authority vested in
me by Part O of Title 28 of the Code
of Federal Regulations, particularly
§§ 0.65, 0.160, 0.162, 0.164, 0.166, and
0.168, I hereby redelegate to U.S. Attor-
neys authority to compromise condem-
nation cases subject to and in accordance
with -the following Ilimitations and
conditions:

1. Except as provided in paragraph 2
hereof, U.S. Attorneys are authorized to
accept or reject offers in compromise
of claims against the United States for
Just compensation in condemnation pro-
ceedings in any case in which the gross
amount of the proposed settlement does
not exceed $20,000: Provided, That—

(a) The settlement is approved in
writing (to be retained in the file of the
U.S. Attorney concerned) by the author-
ized field representative of the acquiring
agency if the amount of the settlement
exceeds the amount deposited with the
declaration of taking as to the particular
tract of land involved; and
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(b) The amount of the settlement is
compatible with the sound appraisal, or
appraisals, upon which the United States
would rely as evidence in the event of
trial, due regard being had for probable
minimum trial costs and risks.

2. This redelegation of authority shall
not apply—

(a) In any case in which, for any
reason, the compromise of a particular
claim, as a practical matter, will control
or adversely influence the disposition of
other claims totalling an amount in ex-
cess of $20,000; or

(b) In any case in which the U.S. At~
torney concerned is of the opinion that
because of a question of law or policy
presented, or for any other reason, the
offer should receive the attention of the
Land and Natural Resources Division of
the Department; or

(c) When the case involves the revest-
ment of any land or improvements or
any interest, or interests, in land under
the Act of October 21, 1942, 56 Stat. 797
(40 U.S.C. 258f).

3. The procedural functions necessary
for completing disposition of the matter,
including the entry of judgment and
distribution of the award, shall be per-
formed promptly when a settlement has
been made under this redelegation of
authority. The U.S. Attorney concerned
shall immediately forward to the De-
partment a report, in the form of a let-
ter or memorandum, bearing his signa-
ture or showing his personal approval.
The report, an initialed copy of which
shall be retained in the file of the U.S.
Attorney, shall show the action taken
and shall contain an adequate statement
of the reasons therefor. In routine cases,
a form, containing the minimum ele-
ments of the required report, may be
used in lieu of a letter or memorandum.
In any case, special care shall be taken
to see that the report contains a state-
ment as to what the valuation testimony
of the United States would have been if
the case had been tried,

Land and Natural Resources Division
Memo No. 389 is superseded.

KENT FRIZZELL,
Assistant Attorney General.

Approved:

RicHARD G. KLEINDIENST,
Attorney General.

[FR Doc.72-16495 Filed 9-27-72:8:47 am|

[Directive 4-72.]

PART 0—ORGANIZATION OF THE
DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE

Appendix to Subpart Y—Redelega-
tions of Authority To Compromise
and Close Civil Claims

SEPTEMBER 18, 1972,
Pursuant to the authority contained in
28 CFR 0.168, the Deputy Assistant
Attorney General in the Land and Nat-
ural Resources Division is hereby au-
thorized, with respect to matters assigned
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to the Land and Natural Resources Divi-
sion, to accept or reject offers in com-
promise of claims against the United
States in which the amount of the pro-
posed settlement does mnot exceed
$100,000, and of claims in behalf of the
United States in which the gross amount
of the original claim does not exceed
$100,000; and the Chief of the Land
Acquisition Section and the Chief of the
General Litigation Section of the Land
and Natural Resources Division are
hereby authorized, with respect to mat-
ters assigned to their respective sections,
to accept or reject offers in compromise
of claims against the United States in
which the amount of the proposed settle-
ment does not exceed $50,000, and of
claims in behalf of the United States in
which the gross amount of the original
claim does not exceed $50,000; except:

(1) When, for any reason, the com-
promise of a particular claim, as a prac-
tical matter, will control or adversely
influence the disposition of other claims
totaling more than the respective
amounts designated above;

(2) When because a novel question of
law or a question of policy is presented,
or for any other reason, the offer should,
in the opinion of the officer or em-
ployee concerned, receive the personal
attention of the Assistant Attorney Gen-
eral in charge of the Land and Natural
Resources Division; and

(3) When the agency or agencies in-
volved are opposed to the proposed ac-
ceptance or rejection of the offer in com-
promise.

Lands Division Directive No. 27, dated
April 11, 1961, is superseded.

KENT FRIZZELL,
Assistant Attorney General,

Approved:
RicHARD G. KLEINDIENST,
Attorney General.
[FR Doc.72-16494 Filed 9-27-72;8:47 am]

Title 29—LABOR

Chapter XX—Occupational Safety
and Health Review Commission

PART 2200—RULES OF PROCEDURE

Pursuant to section 12(g) of the Oc-
cupational Safety and Health Act of
1970 (29 U.S.C.A. 661(f)), the Occupa~-
tional Safety and Health Review Com-
mission has by official action adopted the
following rules of procedure under au-
thority of section 10 of the Act to super-
sede interim rules adopted by the Com-
mission on August 25, 1971 (36 F.R.
17409, August 31, 1971), and set forth in

“§ 2200.1, et seq., of this title.

At the time of publication of the pro-
posed rules (37 F.R. 15470, August 2,
1972), the Commission requested writ-
ten comments, suggestions, or objections
from all interested persons. Many have
been received, and each has been care-
fully considered.
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These rules are effective upon publica-
tion (9-28-72).

By the Commission.
Dated: September 21, 1972.

[SEAL] RoOBERT D. MORAN,
Chairman.

James F. VAN NAMEE,
Commissioner.

AvaxN F. BUrcH,
Commissioner.

Subpart A—General Provisions
Sec.
22001
2200.2

Definitions.

Scope of rules; applicability of Fed~
eral Rules of Civil Procedure.

Use of gender and number.

Computation of time.

Extensions of time.

Record address,

Service and notice.

Filing.

Consolidation.

Severance.

Protection of trade secrets and
other confidential information.

2200.3
22004
2200.5
2200.6
22007
2200.8
2200.9
2200.10
2200.11

Subpart B—Parties and Represeniatives

2200.20 Party status.

220021 Intervention; appearance by non-
parties.

Representatives of parties and
Intervenors.

Subpart C—Pleadings and Motions

Form.,

Caption; titles of cases.

Notices of contest.

Employer contests.

Petitions for modification of abate-
ment period.

Employee contests.

Statement of position.

Response to motions,

Failure to file.

Subpart D—Pre-Hearing Procedures and Discovery

2200.50 Withdrawal of notice of contest,

2200.51 Pre-hearing conferences.

2200.52 Requests for admissions.

2200.53 Discovery depositions and inter-
rogatories,

Failure to comply with orders for
discovery.

Issuance of subpenas; petitions to
revoke or modify subpenas; right
to inspect or copy data.

Subpart E—Hearings

Notice of hearing.

Postponement of hearing.

Fallure to appear.

Payment of witness fees and mile~
age; fees of persons taking
depositions.

Reporter’s fees.

Transcript of testimony.

Duties and powers of Judges.

Disqualification of Judge.

Examination of witnesses.

Affidavits.

Deposition in lieu of oral testi-
mony; application; procedures;
form; rulings.

Exhibits,

Rules of evidence,

Burden of proof.

Objections,

Interlocutory appeals; special; as
of right.

Filing of briefs and proposed find-
ings with the Judge; oral argu-
ment at the hearing.

2200.22

2200.30
2200.31
2200.32
2200.33
2200.34

2200.35
2200.36
2200.37
2200.38

2200.54
2200.55

2200.60
2200.61
2200.62
2200.63

2200.64
2200.65
2200.66
2200.67
2200.68
2200.69
2200.70

2200.71
2200.72
2200.73
2200.74
2200.75

2200.76
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Subpart F—Post Hearing Procedures

Sec.

2200.90
2200.91
2200.92
2200.93

Decisions of Judges.

Discretionary review; petition.

Stay of final order.

Oral argument before the Com-
mission.

Subpart G—Miscellaneous Provisions

2200.100 Settiement.

2200.101 Expedited proceeding.

2200.102 Standards of conduct.

2200.108 Ex parte communication,
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Official Seal Occupational Safety
and Health Review Commission,

AvrHORITY: The provisions of this Part
2200 are jssued under 29 U.S.C.A. 661(f).

Subpart A—General Provisions
§ 2200.1 Definitions.

As used herein:

(a) “Act” means the Occupational
Safety and Health Act of 1970, 84
Stat. 1590, 29 U.S.C.A. 651, et seq.

(b) “Commission,” “person,” “em-
ployer,” and “employee” have the mean-
ings set forth in section 3 of the Act.

(¢) “Secretary” means the Secretary
of Labor or his duly authorized
representative.

(d) “Executive Secretary” means the
Executive Secretary of the Commission.

(e) “Affected employee” means an em-
ployee of a cited employer who is ex-
posed to the alleged hazard described
in the citation, as a result of his assigned
duties.

(f) “Judge” means a Hearing Exam-
iner appointed by the Chairman of the
Commission pursuant to section 12(j)
of the Act.

(g) ‘“Authorized employee representa-
tive” means a labor organization which
has a collective bargaining relationship
with the cited employer and which rep-
resents affected employees.

(h) “Representative” means any per-
son, including an authorized employee
representative, authorized by a party or
intervenor to represent him in a
proceeding.

(1) “Citation” means a written com-
munication issued by the Secretary to an
employer pursuant to section 9(a) of the
Act.

(j) “Notification of proposed penalty”
means a written communication issued
by the Secretary to an employer pursuant
to section 10 (a) or (b) of the Act.

(k) “Day” means a calendar day.

(1) “Working day” means all days ex-
cept Saturdays, Sundays, or ¥ederal
holidays.

(m) “Proceeding” means any proceed-
gng before the Commission or before a

udge.

2200.105
2200.106

2200.107
2200.108 walver of
2200.109
2200.110

§ 2200.2 Scope of rules; applicahility of
Federal Rules of Civil Procedure.

(a) These rules shall govern all pro-
ceedings before the Commission and its
judges.

(b) In the absence of a specific pro-
vision, procedure shall be in accordance
with the Federal Rules of Civil Proce-
dure.

§ 2200.3 Use of gender and number,

(a) Words importing the singular
number may extend and be applied to
the plural and vice versa.

(b) Words importing the masculine
gender may be applied to the feminine
gender.

§ 2200.4 Computation of time.

(a) In computing any period of time
prescribed or allowed in these rules, the
day from which the designated period
begins fo run shall not be included. The
last day of the period so computed shall
be included unless it is a Saturday, Sun-
day, or Federal holiday, in which event
the period runs until the end of the next
day which is not a Saturday, Sunday,
or Federal holiday. When the period of
time prescribed or allowed is less than 7
days, intermediate Saturdays, Sundays,
and Federal holidays shall be excluded in
the computation.

(b) Where service of a pleading or
document is by mail pursuant to § 2200.7
of this subpart, 3 days shall be added to
the time allowed by these rules for the
filing of a responsive pleading.

§ 2200.5 Extensions of time.

Requests for extensions of time for the
filing of any pleading or document must
be received in advance of the date on
which the pleading or document is due to
be filed.

§ 2200.6 Record address.

The initial pleading filed by any per-
son shall contain his name, address, and
telephone number. Any change in such
information must be communicated
promptly in writing to the judge or the
Commission, as the case may be, and to
all other parties and intervenors. A party
or intervenor who fails to furnish such
information shall be deemed to have
waived his right to notice and service
under these rules.

§ 2200.7 Service and notice.

(a) At the time of filing pleadings or
other documents a copy thereof shall be
served by the filing party or intervenor
on every other party or intervenor.

(b) Service upon a party or intervenor
who has appeared through a representa-
tive shall be made only upon such repre-
sentative.

(¢) Unless otherwise ordered, service
may be accomplished by postage prepald
first class mail or by personal delivery.
Service is deemed effected at the time of
mailing (f by mail) or at the time of
personal delivery (if by personal deliv-
ery).

(d) Proof of service shall be accom-
plished by a written statement of the
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same which sets forth the date and man-
ner of service. Such statement shall be
filed with the pleading or document.

(e) Where service is accomplished by
posting, proof of such posting shall be
filed not later than the first working day
following the posting.

(f) Service and notice to employees
represented by an authorized employee
representative shall be deemed accom-
plished by serving the representative in
the manner prescribed in paragraph (c)
of this section.

(g) In the event that there are any
affected employees who are not repre-
sented by an authorized employee repre-
sentative, the employer shall, imme-
diately upon receipt of notice of the dock-
eting of the notice of contest or petition
for modification of the abatement pe-
riod, post, where the citation is required
to be posted, a copy of the notice of con-
test and a notice informing such affected
employees of their right to party status
and of the availability of all pleadings for
inspection and copying at reasonable
times., A notice in the following form
shall be deemed to comply with this
paragraph:

(Name of employer)

Your employer has been cited by the Sec-
retary of Labor for violation of the Occupa-
tional Safety and Health Act of 1870. The
citation has been contested and will be the
subject of a hearing before the Occupational
Safety and Health Review Commission. Af-
fected employees are entitled to participate
in this hearing as parties under terms and
conditions established by the Occupational
Safety and Health Review Commission in
its rules of procedure, Notice of intent to
participate should be sent to:

Occupational Safety and Health Review Com-
mission, 1825 K Street NW., Washington,

DC 20006.

All papers relevant to this matter may be
inspected at:

(Place reasonably convenient to employees,
preferably at or near workplace.)

Where appropriate, the second sentence of
the above notice will be deleted and the fol-
lowing sentence will be substituted:

The reasonableness of the period prescribed
by the Secretary of Labor for abatement of
the violation has been contested and will be
the subject of a hearing before the Occu-
pational Safety and Health Review
Commission.

(h) The authorized employee repre-
sentative, if any, shall be served with the
notice set forth in paragraph (g) of this
section and with a copy of the notice of
contest,

(1) A copy of the notice of the hearing
to be held before the judge shall be served
by the employer on affected employees
who are not represented by an authorized
employee representative by posting a
copy of the notice of such hearing at or
hear the place where the citation is re-
quired to be posted.

(j) A copy of the notice of the hearing
to be held before the judge shall be
served by the employer on the authorized
employee representative of affected em-
bloyees in the manner prescribed in para-
graph (c) of this section, if the employer
has not been informed that the author-
ized employee representative has entered
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an appearance as of the date such notice
is réceived by the employer.

(k) Where a notice of contest is filed
by an affected employee who is not rep-
resented by an authorized employee rep-
resentative and there are other affected
employees who are represented by an
authorized employee representative, the
unrepresented employee shall, upon re-
ceipt of the statement filed in conform-
ance with § 2200.35 of this part, serve
a copy thereof on such authorized em-
ployee representative in the manner pre-
scribed in paragraph (c) of this section
and shall file proof of such service.

(1) Where a notice of contest is filed
by an affected employee or an author-
ized employee representative, a copy of
the notice of contest and response filed
in support thereof shall be provided to the
employer for posting in the manner pre-
seribed in paragraph (g) of this section.

(m) An authorized employee rep-
resentative who files a notice of contest
shall be responsible for serving any
other authorized employee representa-
tive whose members are affected
employees.

(n) Where posting is required by this
section, such posting shall be main-
tained until the commencement of the
hearing or until earlier disposition.

§ 2200.8 Filing.

(a) Prior to the assignment of a case
to a judge, all papers shall be filed with
the Executive Secretary at 1825 K
Street NW., Washington, DC 20006. Sub-
sequent to the assignment of the case to
a judge, and before the issuance of his
decision, all papers shall be filed with
the judge at the address given in the
notice informing of such assignment.
Subsequent to the issuance of the deci-
sion of the judge, all papers shall be filed
with the Executive Secretary.

(b) Unless otherwise ordered, all filing
may be accomplished by first class mail.

(¢) Filing is deemed effected at the
time of mailing.

§ 2200.9 Consolidation.

Cases may be consolidated on the mo-
tion of any party, on the judge’s own
motion, or on the Commission’s own mo-
tion, where there exist common parties,
common questions of law or fact, or both,
or in such other circumstances as justice
and the administration of the Act
require.

§ 2200.10 Severance.

Upon its own motion, or upon motion
of any party or intervenor, the Commis-
sion or the judge may, for good cause,
order any proceeding severed with re-
spect to some or all issues or parties.

§ 2200.11 Protection of trade secrets
and other confidential information.

(a) Upon application by any person,
in a proceeding where trade secrets or
other matters may be divulged, the con-
fidentiality of which is protected by 18
U.S.C. 1905, the judge shall issue such
orders as may be appropriate to protect
the confidentiality of such matters.
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(b) Interlocutory appeal from an ad-
verse ruling under this section shall be
granted as of right.

Subpart B—Parties and
Representatives

§ 2200.20 Party status.

(a) Affected employees may elect to
participate as parties at any time before
the commencement of the hearing before
the judge, unless, for good cause shown,
the Commission or the judge allows such
election at a later time. See also § 2200.21.

(b) Where a notice of contest is filed
by an employee or by an authorized em-~
ployee representative with respect to the
reasonableness of the period for abate-
ment of a violation, the employer
charged with the responsibility of abat-
ing the violation may elect party status
at any time before the commencement
of the hearing before the judge. See also
§ 2200.21,

§ 2200.21 Interyention; appearance by
nonparties.

(a) A petition for leave to intervene
may be filed at any stage of a proceeding
before commencement of the hearing
before the judge.

(b) The petition shall set forth the
interest of the petitioner in the pro-
ceeding and show that the participation
of the petitioner will assist in the deter-
mination of the issues in question, and
that the intervention will not unneces-
sarily delay the proceeding.

(¢) The Commission or the judge may
grant a petition for intervention to such
an extent and upon such terms as the
Commission or the judge shall determine.

§ 2200.22 Representatives of parties and
intervenors.

(a) Any party or intervenor may ap-
aear in person or through a representa-

ve.

(b) A representative of a party or
intervenor shall be deemed to control all
matters respecting the interest of such
party or intervenor in the proceeding,

(¢) Affected employees who are repre-
sented by an authorized employee rep-
resentative may appear only through
such authorized employee representative.

(d) Nothing contained herein shall be
construed to require any representative
to be an attorney at law,

(e) Withdrawal of appearance of any
represenfative may be effected by filing
a written notice of withdrawal and by
serving a copy thereof on all parties and
intervenors.

Subpart C—Pleadings and Motions
§ 2200.30 Form.

(a) Except as provided herein, there
are no specific requirements as to the
form of any pleading. A pleading is
simply required to contain a caption suf-
ficient to identify the parties in accord-
ance with § 2200.31, which shall include
the Commission’s docket number, if as-
signed, and & clear and plain statement
of the relief that is sought, together with
the grounds therefor,
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(b) Pleadings and other documents
(other than exhibits) shall be typewrit-
ten, double spaced, on letter size opaque
paper (approximately 8'%2 inches by 11
inches). The left margin shall be 11
inches and the right margin 1 inch.
Pleadings and other documents shall be
fastened at the upper left corner.

(c) Pleadings shall be signed by the
party filing or by his representative.
Such signing constitutes a representation
by the signer that he has read the docu-
ment or pleading, that to the best of his
knowledge, information and belief the
statements made therein are trume, and
that it is not interposed for delay.

(d) The Commission may refuse for
filing any pleading or document which
does not comply with the requirements
of paragraphs (a), (b), and (¢) of this
section.,

§ 2200.31 Caption; titles of cases.

(a) Cases initiated by a notice of con-
test shall be titled:

Secretary of Labor, Complainant v. (Name
of Contestant), Respondent.

(b) Cases initiated by a petition for
modification of the abatement period
shall be titled:

(Name of employer), Petitioner v. Secre-
tary of Labor, Respondent.

(¢) The titles listed in paragraphs (a)
and (b) of this section shall appear at
the left upper portion of the initial page
of any pleading or document (other than
exhibits) filed.

(d) The initial page of any pleading
or document (other than exhibits) shall
show, at the upper right of the page, op~
posite the title, the docket number, if
known, assigned by the Commission.

§ 2200.32 Notices of contest.

The Secretary shall, within 7 days of
receipt of a notice of contest, transmit
the original to the Commission, together
with copies of all relevant documents,

§ 2200.33 Employer contests.

(a) Complaint. (1) The Secretary
shall file a complaint with the Commis~
sion no later than 20 days after his re-
ceipt of the notice of contest.

(2) The complaint shall set forth all
alleged violations and proposed penalties
which are contested, stating with
particularity:

(i) The basis for jurisdiction;

(ii) The  time, location, place, and
circumstances of each such alleged vio-
lation; and

(iii) The considerations upon which
the period for abatement and the pro-
posed penalty on each such alleged vio-
lation is based.

(3) Where the Secretary seeks in his
complaint to amend his citation or pro-
posed penalty, he shall set forth the
reasons for amendment and shall state
with particularity the change sought.

(b) Answer, (1) Within 15 days after
service of the complaint, the party
against whom the complaint was issued
shall file an answer with the Com-
mission.

(2) The answer shall contain a short
and plain statement denying those al-
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legations in the complaint which the
party intends fo contest. Any allegation
not denied shall be deemed admitted.

§ 2200.34 Petitions for modification of
abatement period.

(a) An employer may file with the
Secretary a petition for modification of
an abatement period no later than the
close of the next working day following
the date on which abatement is required.

(b) The Secretary shall transmit such
petition to the Commission within 3 days
after its receipt.

(c) The Secretary shall file a response
within 10 days of receipt of the petition.

(d) The burden of proving the need
for modification of the abatement pe-
riod shall rest with the petitioner.

§ 2200.35 Employce contests,

(a) Where an affected employee or
authorized employee representative files
a notice of contest with respect to the
abatement period, the Secretary shall,
within 10 days from his receipt of the
notice of contest, file a clear and con-
cise statement of the reasons the abate-
ment period prescribed by him is not
unreasonable.

(b) Not later than 10 days after re-
ceipt of the statement referred to in
paragraph (a) of this section, the con-
testant shall file a response.

§ 2200.36  Statement of position.

At any time prior to the commence-
ment of the hearing before the judge,
any person entitled to appear as a party,
or any person who has been granted
leave to intervene, may file a statement
of position with respect to any or all
issues to be heard.

§ 2200.37 Response to motions.

Any party or intervenor upon whom
a motion is served shall have 10 days
from service of the motion to file a
response.

§ 2200.38 Failure 1o file.

Failure to file any pleading pursuant
to these rules when due, may, in the
discretion of the Commission or the
judge, constitute a waiver of the right to
further participation in the proceedings.

Subpart D—Prehearing Procedures
and Discovery

§ 2200.50 Withdrawal of notice of con-

test.

At any stage of a proceeding, a party
may withdraw his notice of contest, sub-
ject to the approval of the Commission.

§ 2200.51 Prehecaring conference.

(a) At any time before a hearing, the
Commission or the judge, on their own
motion or on motion of a party, may
direct the parties or their representatives
to exchange information or to partici-
pate in a prehearing conference for the
purpose of considering matters which
will tend fto simplify the issues or ex-
pedite the proceedings.

(b) The Commission or the judge may
issue a prehearing order which includes
the agreements reached by the parties.

Such order shall be served on all parties
and shall be a part of the record.

§ 2200.52 Requests for admissions.

(a) At any time after the filing of
responsive pleadings, any party may re-
quest of any other party admissions of
facts to be made under oath. Each ad-
mission requested shall be set forth
separately. The matter shall be deemed
admitted unless, within 15 days after
service of the request, or within such
shorter or longer time as the Commission
or the judge may prescribe, the party to
whom the request is directed serves upon
the party requesting the admission a
specific written response.

(b) Copies of all requests and re-
sponses shall be served on all parties in
accordance with the provisions of
§ 2200.7(a) and filed with the Commis-
sion within the time allotted and shall
be a part of the record.

§ 2200.53 Discovery depositions and in.
terrogatories,

(a) Except by 'special order of the
Commission or the judge, discovery depo-
sitions of parties, infervenors, or wii-
nesses, and interrogatories directed to
parties, intervenors, or witnesses shall
not be allowed.

(b) In the event the Commission or
the judge grants an application for the
conduct of such discovery proceedings,
the order granting the same shall set
forth appropriate time limits governing
the discovery.

§ 2200.54 Failure to comply with orders
for discovery.

If any party or intervenor fails to com-
ply with an order of the Commission or
the judge to permit discovery in accord-
ance with the provisions of these rules,
the Commission or the judge may issue
appropriate orders.

§ 2200.55 Issuance of subpenas: peti-
tions to revoke or modify subpenas:
right to inspect or copy data.

(a) Any member of the Commission
shall, on the appiication of any party
directed to the Commission, forthwith
issue subpenas requiring the attendance
and testimony of witnesses and the pro-
duction of any evidence, including rele-
vant books, records, correspondence, or
documents, in his possession or under
his control. Applications for subpenas,
if filed subsequent to the assignment of
the case to a judge, shall be filed with
the judge. A judge shall grant the appli-
cation on behalf of any member of the
Commission. Applications for subpenas
may be made ex parte. The subpena
shall show on its face the name and
address of the party at whose request
the subpena was issued.

(b) Any person served with a subpena,
whether ad testificandum or duces tecum,
shall, within 5 days after the date of
service of the subpena upon him, move in
writing to revoke or modify the subpena
if he does not intend to comply. All mo-
tions to revoke or modify shall be served
on the party at whose request the sub-
pena was issued. The judge or the Com-
mission, as the case may be, shall revoke
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or modify the subpena if in its opinion
the evidence whose production is re-
quired does not relate to any matter un-
der investigation or in question in the
proceedings or the subpena does not de-
scribe with sufficient particularity the
evidence whose production is required, or
if for any other reason sufficient in-law
the subpena is otherwise invalid. The
judge or the Commission, as the case
may be, shall make a simple statement
of procedural or other grounds for the
ruling on the motion to revoke or modify.
The motion to revoke or modify, any
answer filed thereto, and any ruling
thereon shall become a part of the
record.

(c) Persons compelled to submit data
or evidence at a public proceeding are
entitled to retain, or on payment of law-
fully preseribed costs, to procure copies
of transcripts of the data or evidence
submitted by them.

(d) Upon the failure of any person to
comply with a subpena issued upon the
request of a party, the Commission by
its counsel shall initiate proceedings in
the appropriate district court for the
enforcement thereof, if in its judgment
the enforcement of such subpena would
be consistent with law and with policies
of the Act. Neither the Commission nor
its counsel shall be deemed thereby to
have assumed responsibility for the ef-
fective prosecution of the same before
the court.

Subpart E—Hearings
§2200.60 Notice of hearing.

Notice of the time, place, and nature
of a hearing shall be given to the parties

and intervenors at least 10 days in ad-
vance of such hearing, except as other-
wise provided in § 2200.101.

§2200.61 Postponement of hearing,

(a) Postponement of a hearing ordi-
narily will not be allowed.

(b) Except in the case of an extreme
emergency or in unusual circumstances,
no such request will be considered unless
received in writing at least 3 days in
advance of the time set for the hearing.

(¢) No postponement in excess of 30
days shall be allowed without Commis-
sion approval.

§2200.62 Failure to appear.

(a) Subject to the provisions of para-
graph (¢) of this section, the failure of
a party to appear at a hearing shall be
deemed to be a waiver of all rights except
the rights to be served with a copy of the
decision of the judge and to request
s()Jlommission review pursuant to § 2200.-

(b) Requests for reinstatement must
be made, in the absence of extraordinary
circumstances, within 5 days after the
scheduled hearing date.

(c) The Commission or the judge,
upon a showing of good cause, may ex-
cuse such failure to appear. In such
event, the hearing will be rescheduled.

§2200.63 Payment of witness fees and
mileage; fees of persons taking
depositions,

Witnesses summoned before the Com-
mission or the judge shall be paid the
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same fees and mileage that are paid wit-
nesses in the courts of the United States,
and witnesses whose depositions are
taken and the persons taking the same
shall seyverally be entitled to the same
fees as are paid for like services in the
courts of the United States. Witness fees
and mileage shall be paid by the party
at whose instance the witness appears,
and the person taking a deposition shall
be paid by the party at whose instance
the deposition is taken.

§ 2200.64 Reporter’s fees.

Reporter's fees shall be borne by the
Commission, except as provided in
§ 2200.63.

§ 2200.65 Transcript of testimony.

Hearings shall be transeribed verbatim.
A copy of the transcript of testimony
taken at the hearing, duly certified by
the reporter, shall be filed with the judge
before whom the matter was heard. The
judge shall promptly serve notice upon
each of the parties and intervenors of
such filing.

§ 2200.66 Duties and powers of judges.

It shall be the duty of the judge to
conduct a fair and impartial hearing,
to assure that the facts are fully elicited,
to adjudicate all issues and avoid delay.
The judge shall have authority with re-
spect to cases assigned to him, between
the time he is designated and the time
he issues his decision, subject to the
rules and regulations of the Commission,
to.

(a) Administer oaths and affirma-
fions;

(b) Issue authorized subpenas;

(¢c) Rule upon petitions to revoke
subpenas;

(d) Rule upon offers of proof and re-
ceive relevant evidence;

(e) Take or cause depositions to be
taken whenever the needs of justice
would be served;

(f) Regulate the course of the hearing
and, if appropriate or necessary, exclude
persons or counsel from the hearing for
contemptuous conduct and strike all re-
lated testimony of witnesses refusing to
answer any proper questions;

(g) Hold conferences for the settle-
ment or simplification of the issues;

(h) Dispose of procedural requests or
similar matters, including motions re-
ferred to the judge by the Commission
and motions to amend pleadings; also to
dismiss complaints or portions thereof,
and to order hearings reopened or, upon
motion, consolidated prior to issuance of
his decision;

(i) Make decisions in conformity with
section 557 of title 5, United States Code;

(j) Call and examine witnesses and to
introduce into the record documentary
or other evidence;

(k) Request the parties at any time
during the hearing to state their respec-
tive positions concerning any issue in the
case or theory in support thereof;

(1) Adjourn the hearing as the needs
of justice and good administration
require;

(m) Take any other action necessary
under the foregoing and authorized by
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the published rules and regulations of
the Commission.

§ 2200.67 Disqualification of Judge.

(a) A judge may withdraw from a
proceeding whenever he deems himself
disqualified.

(b) Any party may request the judge,
at any time following his designation
and before the filing of his decision, to
withdraw on ground of personal bias or
disqualification, by filing with him
promptly upon the discovery of the al-
leged facts an affidavit setting forth in
detail the matters alleged to constitute
grounds for disqualification.

(¢) If, in the opinion of the judge, the
affidavit referred to in paragraph (b) of
this section is filed with due diligence
and is sufficient on its face, the judge
shall forthwith disqualify himself and
withdraw from the proceeding.

(d) If the judge does not disqualify
himself and withdraw from the proceed-
ing, he shall so rule upon the record,
stating the grounds for his ruling and
shall proceed with the hearing, or, if
the hearing has closed, he shall proceed
with the issuance of his decision, and
the provisions of §2200.90 shall there-
upon apply.

§ 2200.68 Examination of witnesses.

Witnesses shall be examined orally
under oath. Opposing parties shall have
the right to cross-examine any witness
whose testimony is introduced by an ad-
verse party.

§ 2200.69 Affidavits.

An afidavit may be admitted as evi-
dence in lieu of oral testimony if the
matters therein contained are otherwise
admissible and the parties agree to its
admission.

§2200.70 Deposition in lieu of oral tes-
timony; application; procedures,
form ; rulings.

(a) An application to take the deposi-
tion of a witness in lieu of oral testi-
mony shall be in writing and shall set
forth the reasons such deposition should
be taken, the name and address of the
witness, the matters concerning which
it is expected he will testify and the
time and place proposed for the taking
of the deposition, together with the name
and address of the person before whom
it is desired that the deposition be taken
(for purposes of this section, herein-
after referred to as ‘“‘the officer”). Such
application shall be filed with the Com-
mission or the judge, as the case may be,
and shall be served on all other parties
and intervenors not less than 7 days
(when the deposition is to be taken with-
in the continental United States) and
not less than 15 days (if the deposition
is to be taken elsewhere) prior to the
time when it is desired that the deposi-
tion be taken. Where good cause has
been shown, the Commission or the
judge shall make and serve on the par-
ties and intervenors an order which spe-
cifies the name of the witness whose dep-
osition is to be taken and the time,
place, and designation of the officer be-
fore whom the witness is to testify. Such
officer may or may not be the officer spe-
cified in the application.
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(b) Such deposition may be taken be-
fore any officer authorized to administer
oaths by the laws of the United States
or of the place where the examination
is held. If the examination is held in a
foreign country, it may be taken before
any secretary of embassy or legation,
consul general, consul, vice consul, or
consular agent of the United States.

(c) At the time and place specified in
the order, the officer designated to take
such deposition shall permit the witness
to be examined and cross-examined un-
der oath by all parties appearing, and
the testimony of the witness shall be
reduced to typewriting by the officer or
under his direction. All objections to
questions or evidence shall be deemed
waived unless made at the examination.
The officer shall not have power to rule
upon any objection, but he shall note
them upon the deposition. The testimony
shall be subscribed by the witness in the
presence of the officer who shall attach
his certificate stating that the witness
was duly sworn by him, that the deposi~
tion is a true record of the testimony
and exhibits given by the witness, and
that the officer is not of counsel or attor-
ney to any of the parties nor interested
in the proceeding. If the deposition is
not signed by the witness because he is
ill, dead, cannot be found, or refuses to
sign it, such fact shall be included in the
certificate of the officer and the depo-
sition may be used as fully as though
signed. The officer shall immediately de-
liver an original and four copies of the
transcript, together with his certificate,
in person or by registered mail to the
Executive Secretary at 1825 K Street
NW., Washington, D.C. 20006.

(d) The judge shall rule upon the ad-
missibility of the deposition or any part
thereof.

(e) All errors or irregularities in com-
pliance with the provision of this sec-
tion shall be deemed waived unless a
motion to suppress the deposition or some
part thereof is made with reasonable
promptness after such defect is, or with
due diligence might have been
discovered.

(f) If the parties so stipulate in writ-
ing, depositions may be taken before any
person at any time or place, upon any
notice and in any manner, and when so
taken may be used as other depositions.

§ 2200.71 Exhibits.

(a) All exhibits offered in evidence
shall be numbered and marked with a
designation identifying the party or in-
tervenor by whom the exhibit is offered.

(b) In the absence of objection by
another party or intervenor, exhibits
shall be admitted into evidence as a part
of the record, unless excluded by the
judge pursuant to § 2200.72.

(¢) Unless the judge finds it imprac-
tical, a copy of each such exhibit shall
be given to the other parties and inter-
venors.

(d) All exhibits offered, but denied
admission into evidence, shall be iden-
tified as in paragraph (a) of this sec-
tion and shall be placed in a separate
file designated for rejected exhibits,
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§ 2200.72 Rules of evidence.

Hearings before the Commission and
its judges shall be in accordance with
section 554 of title 5 U.S.C. and insofar
as practicable shall be governed by the
rules of evidence applicable in the United
States District Courts.

§ 2200.73 Burden of proof.

(a) In all proceedings commenced by
the filing of a notice of contest, the
burden of proof shall rest with the
Secretary.

(b) In proceedings commenced by a
petition for modification of the abate-
ment period, the burden of establishing
the necessity for such modification shall
rest with the petitioner,

§ 2200.74 Objections.

(a) Any objection with respect to the
conduct of the hearing, including any
objection to the introduction of evidence
or a ruling by the judge, may be stated
orally or in writing, accompanied by a
short statement of the grounds for the
objection, and shall be included in the
record. No such objection shall be
deemed waived by further participation
in the hearing.

(b) Whenever evidence is excluded
from the record, the party offering such
evidence may make an offer of proof,
which shall be included in the record
of the proceeding.

§ 2200.75 Interlocutory appeals;
cial: as of right.

(a) Unless expressly authorized by
these rules, rulings by the judge may
not be appealed directly to the Com-
mission except by its special permission.
Unless otherwise provided by these rules,
all such rulings shall become a part of
the record.

(b) Request to the Commission for
special permission to appeal from such
ruling shall be filed in writing within 5
days following receipt of the ruling and
shall state briefly the grounds relied on.

(¢) Interlocutory appeal from a rul-
ing of the judge shall be allowed as of
right where the judge certifies that: (1)
the ruling involves an important ques-
tion of law concerning which there is
substantial ground for difference of opin-
ion; and (2) an immediate appeal from
the ruling will materially expedite the
proceedings. Such appeal shall also be
allowed in the circumstances set forth
in § 2200.11.

(d) Neither the filing of a petition for
interlocutory appeal, nor the granting
thereof as provided in paragraphs (b)
and (¢) of this section, shall stay the
proceedings before the Judge unless such
stay is specifically ordered by the
Commission.

§ 2200.76 Filing of briefs and proposed
findings with the Judge; oral argu-
ment at the hearing,

Any party shall be entitled, upon re-
quest, to a reasonable period at the close
of the hearing for oral argument, which
shall be included in the stenographic
report of the hearing. Any party shall be
entitled, upon request made before the
close of the hearing, to file a brief, pro-

spe-

posed findings of fact and conclusions
of law, or both, with the judge. The
judge may fix a reasonable period of time
for such filing, but such initial periog
may not exceed 20 days from the receip;
by the party of the transcript of the
hearing.

Subpart F—Post Hearing Procedures

§ 2200.90 Decisions of Judges.

(a) The decision of the judge shall
include findings of fact, conclusions of
law, and an order.

(b) The judge shall sign and date the
decision, Upon issuance of the decision,
Jjurisdiction shall rest solely in the Com-
mission, and all motions, petitions and
other pleadings filed subsequent to such
issuance shall be addressed to the
Commission.

§ 2200.91 Discretionary
tion.

(a) A party aggrieved by the decision
of a judge may submit a petition for dis-
cretionary review.

(b) The petition must be received by
the Commission at its offices in Washing-
ton, D.C. on or before the 25th day fol-
lowing receipt by the Commission of the
judge’s decision.

(c) A petition should contain a con-
cise statement of each portion of the
decision and order to which exception is
taken and may be accompanied by a brief
of points and authorities relied upon.
The original and three (3) copies shall
be filed with the Commission.

(d) Failure to act on such petition
within the review period shall be deemed
a denial thereof.

§ 2200.92 Stay of final order.

(a) Any party aggrieved by a final
order of the Commission may, while the
matter is within the jurisdietion of the
Commission, file a motion for a stay.

(b) Such motion shall set forth the
reasons a stay is sought and the length
of the stay requested.

(¢) The Commission may order such
stay for the period requested or for such
longer or shorter period as it deems ap-
propriate.

§ 2200.93 Oral argument before the

Commission,

(a) Oral argument before the Com-
mission ordinarily will not be allowed.

(b) In the event the Commission
desires to hear oral argument with re-
spect to any matter it will advise all
parties to the proceeding of the date
hour, place, time allotted, and scope of
such argument at least 10 days prior 10
the date set.

Subpart G—Miscellaneous Provisions

§ 2200.100 Settlement.

(a) Settlement is encouraged at any
stage of the proceedings where such set-
tlement is consistent with the provisions
and objectives of the Act, )

(b) Settlement agreements submitted
by the parties shall be accompanied by
an appropriate proposed order.

(¢) Where parties to settlement agree
upon & proposal, it shall be served upon

reviews; peti-
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represented and unrepresented affected
employees in the manner set forth in
£2200.7. Proof of such service shall ac-
company the proposed settlement when
submitted to the Commission or the
judge. \

§2200.101 Expedited proceeding.

(a) Upon application of any party or
intervenor, or upon his own motion, any
Commissioner may order an expedited
proceeding.

(b) When such proceeding is ordered,
ihe Executive Secretary shall notify all
parties and intervenors.

(¢) The judge assigned inan expedited
proceeding shall make necessary rulings
with respect to time for filing of plead-
ings and with respect to all other mat-
ters, without reference to times set forth
in these rules, shall order daily tran-
scripts of the hearing, and shall do all
other things necessary %o complete the
proceeding in the minimum time con-
sistent with fairness.

§2200.102 Standards of conduct.

All persons appearing in any proceed-
ing shall conform to the standards of
ethical conduct required in the courts
of the United States.

§2200.103 Ex parte communication.

(a) There shall be no ex parte com-
munication, with respect to the merits
of any case not concluded, between the
Commission, including any member,
officer, employee, or agent of the Com-
mission who is employed in the deci-
sional process, and any of the parties or
intervenors.

(b) In the event such ex parte com-
munication occurs, the Commission or
the judze may make such orders or take
such action as fairness requires. Upon
notice and hearing, the Commission may
take such disciplinary action as is appro-
priate in the circumstances against any
person  who knowingly and willfully
makes or solicits the making of a pro-
hibited ex parte communication.
§2200.104 Restrictions as to participa-

tion by investigative or proseculing
officers.

In any proceeding noticed pursuant
to the rules in this part, the Secretary
shall not participate or advise with re-
spect to the report of the judge or the
Commission decision.

§2200.105 Inspection and reproduction
of documents.

(a) Subject to the provisions of law
restricting public disclosure of informa-
tion, any person may, at the offices of the
Commission, inspect and copy any docu-
ment filed in any proceeding.

(h) Costs shall be borne by such
person.,

§2200.106 Restrictions with respect to
former employees.

(2) No former employee of the Com-
mission or the Secretary (including a
member of the Commission or the Secre-
tary) shall appear before the Commis-
sion as an attorney or other representa-
tive for any party in any proceeding or
other matter, formal or informal, in
which he participated personally and

RULES AND REGULATIONS

substantially during the period of his
employment.

(b) No former employee of the Com-
mission or the Secretary (including a
member of the Commission or the Sec-
retary) shall appear before the Com-
mission as an attorney or other rep-
resentative for any party in any
proceeding or other matter, formal or
informal, for which he was personally
responsible during the period of his em-
ployment, unless 1 year has elapsed

since the termination of such
employment.
§ 2200.107 Amendments to rules.

The Commission may at any time
upon its own motion or initiative, or
upon written suggestion of any inter-
ested person setting forth reasonable
grounds therefor, amend or revoke any
of the rules contained herein. Such
suggestions should be addressed to the
Commission at 1825 K Street NW.,,
Washington, DC 20006.

§ 2200.108 Special circumstances: waive
er of rules.

In special circumstances not contem-
plated by the provisions of these rules,
or for good cause shown, the Commis-
sion may, upon application by any party
or intervenor, or on its own motion,
after 3 days notice to all parties and
intervenors, waive any rule or make such
orders as justice or the administration
of the Act requires.

§2200.109 Penalties.

(a) All penalties assessed by the
Commission are Civil,

(h) The Commission has no jurisdic-
tion under section 17 (e), (), and (g)
of the Act and will conduct no proceed-
ing thereunder,

§2200.110 Official Seal Occupational
Safety and Health Review Commis-
s10M.

The seal of the Commission shall con-
sist of: A gold eagle outspread, head
facing dexter, a shield with 13 vertical
stripes superimposed on its breast, hold-
ing an olive branch in its claws, the
whole superimposed over a plain solid
white Greek cross with a green back-
ground, encircled by a white band edged
in black and inscribed *“Occupational
Safety and Health Reyiew Commission™
in black letters.

[FR Doc.72-16498 Filed 0-27-72;8:47 am|

Title 32—NATIONAL DEFENSE

Chapter Vil—Department of the
Air Force
SUBCHAPTER A—ADMINISTRATION
PART 809a—ENFORCEMENT OF OR-
DER AT AIR FORCE INSTALLATIONS,
CONTROL OF CIVIL DISTURBANCES,
AND SUPPORT OF DISASTER RELIEF
OPERATIONS
Miscellaneous Amendment;
Correction

Item 7 of the miscellaneous amend-
ment for Part 809a, published in 37 F.K.
18728, September 15, 1972, should be
corrected to read:

20243

§809a.5 [Amended]

7. Section 809a.5 is amended by adding
a new sentence to the end of paragraph
(¢) to read: “They include riots, acts of
violence, insurrections, unlawful obstruc-
tions or assemblages, or other disorders.”

Jorn W. FAHRNEY,
Colonel, U.S. Air Force, Chief,
Legislative Division, Office of
The Judge Advocate General.

[FR Doc.72-16487 Filed 9-27-72;8:46 am|

Title 40—PROTECTION OF
ENVIRONMENT

Chapter l—Environmental Protection
Agency

PART 120—WATER QUALITY
STANDARDS

Adoption, identification, and
Availability of State Standards

Pursuant to the authority of section
10(¢c) of the Federal Water Pollution
Control Act, as amended, 33 U.S.C. 1160
(¢), the Administrator of the Environ-
mental Protection Agency hereby deter-
mines that the water quality standards
adopted by the States listed, and con-
tained in the documents identified in
§ 120.10, except as otherwise indicated,
are consistent with paragraph (3) of
section 10(¢) of the Federal Water Pol-
lution Control Act, as amended, and are
such standards as protect the public
health or welfare, enhance the quality
of water and serve the purposes of the
Federal Act; such standards shall here-
after be the standards applicable to the
interstate waters for which adopted.

The documents containing such stand-
ards are incorporated herein and made a
part hereof.

Section 120.10 is amended as follows:

Section 120.10 is amended by re-
vising the paragraph entitled “Califor-
nia" as follows:

Water quality standards established by
California in June 1967 for interstate waters
subject to its jurisdiction and which are con-
tained in the following documents:

1. Water Quality Control Policy for Klam-
ath River in California, 1967, as amended
June 5, 1969

2. Water Quality Control Policy for Smith
River, 1967, as amended June 4, 1970.*

3. Water Quality Control Policy for Hum-
boldt Bay, 1967.*

4. Water Quality Control Policy for Hum-
boldt-Del Norte Coast, 19672

5. Water Quality Control Policy for So-~
noma-Marin Coast, 1967}

6. Water Quality Control Policy for Men-
docino Coast, 1967}

7. Lake Tahoe Water Quality Control Pol-
icy, June 1966, with Addendum Regarding
Control of Siltation adopted December 17,
19702

8. Water Quality Control Policy for East
Walker River, 1967

9. Water Quality Control Pollcy for West
Fork Carson River, 19672

10. Water Quality Control Policy for
'I;x;ckee River, 1067, as amended June 5,
1069.*

See footnote on next page.
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11. Water Quality Control Policy for West
Walker River and Lake Topaz, 1967.1

12. Water Quality Control Policy for East
Fork Carson River, 19672

13. Statement of Policy for Water Quality
Control of Minor California, Nevada Inter-
state Waters, April 1967.*

14. Water Quality Control Policy for Pacific
Ocean, 1967 [Within the San Diego Water
Quality Control Region, March 30, 1967] 2

15. Water Quality Control Policy for San
Diego Bay, 1966.*

16. Water Quality Control Policy for Mis-
sion Bay including Tidal Prism of San Diego
River and Agua Hedionda Lagoon, 19672

17. Water Quality Control Policy for
Tijuana River Basin in California, 1967.*

18. Water Quality Control Policy for Sacra-
mento-San Joaquin Delta, 1967, as amended.*

19. Water Quality Control Policy for Goose
Lake, Calif., January 19672

20. Water Quality Control Policy for Tidal
Waters Inland from the Golden Gate within
the San Francisco Bay Region, 1967, as
amended December 3, 1970}

21. Water Quality Control Policy for Pacific
Ocean, Pescadero Point to Mouth of Tomales
Bay (Bolinas Lagoon, Drakes Estero, Liman-
tour Estero, Portions of Tomales Bay and
Tidal Portions of Coastal Streams), 19672

22. Water Quality Control Policy for
Coastal Waters, Point Piedras Blancas to
Pescadero Point, 19672

23. Water Quality Control Policy for
Coastal Waters, Point Arguello to Point
Piedras Blancas'

24, Water Quality Control Policy for
Coastal Waters, Rincon Point to Point
Arguello, 196872

25. Water Quality Control Policy for Pacific
Ocean Coastal Waters, Rincon Point to San
Gabriel River, 1967.!

26. Water Quality Control Policy for San
Gabriel Tidal Prism, 1967.*

27. Water Quality Control Policy for Pacific
Ocean Coastal Waters, 1967 [San Gabriel
River to the Drainage Divide Between Muddy
Canyon and Moro Canyon, Orange County,
March, 1067], as amended December 4, 1969.!

28. Water Quality Control Policy for
Coastal Bays, Marinas and Sloughs, 1967.%

29. Water Quality Control Policy for
Colorado River in California, 1967, as
amended June 4, 1970}

30. Water Quality Control Policy for Alamo
River in California, 1967

31. Water Quality Control Policy for New
River in California, 19672

32. Water Quality Control Policy for Har-
bors, Marinas, and Tidal Prisms of Los
Angeles and Ventura Counties, 1967, as re-
vised February 6, 1969, December 4, 1969, and
November 5, 1970, and corrected February 18,
19712

33. Water Quality Control Policy for the
Lost River in California, September, 1969, as
revised November 19, 1970}

34, Water Quality Control Plan for the
Bryant Creek Basin, January 21, 19712

35. Policy Regarding the Control of Tem-
perature in the Coastal and Interstate Waters
and Enclosed Bays and Estuaries of Cali-
fornia, October 13, 1971 [approval was con-
ditloned upon the accomplishment by Cali-
fornia of specified revisions to the “General
Water Quality Provisions” and “Implemen-
tation” portions of the Policy], together with

material supporting the above policies.

Section 120.10 is further amended
by revising the paragraph entitled
“Florida” as follows:

1 Temperature requirements established by
the Policy Regarding the Control of Tem-
perature (paragraph 35) supersede tempera-
ture requirements stated in water quality
control policies for particular waters.
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Water quality standards established by
Florida on February 20, 1968, for interstate
waters subject to its jurisdiction and which
are contained in the document entitled,
“Rules of the Florida Air and Water Pollu-
tion Control Commission, Chapter 28-5, Pol-
lution of Waters," as amended, recodified as
Chapter 17-3, as amended on October 28,
1970 (section 17-3.04(1)) and February 17,
1971 (section 17-3.05(v)), and March 4, 1871
(sections 17-3.08, 17-3.09, 17-3.10, and
17-3.21).

Section 120.10 is further amended
by revising the paragraph entitled “Ha-
waii” as follows:

Water quality standards established by Ha-
wail on June 29, 1967, for interstate waters
subject to its jurisdiction, and which are
contained in the document entitled “Water
Quality Standards, June 28, 1967,” and
which were revised on December 26, 1967, by
revisions of Chapters 37 and 37-A of the
Public Health Regulations, as amended on
November 16, 1970, and as further amended
on January 15, 1871.

Section 120.10 is further amended
by revising the paragraph entitled “Illi-
nois” as follows:

Water quality standards established by
Illinois on January 6, 1972, and on March 7,
1972, for interstate waters subject to its
jurisdiction and which are contained in
the document entitled “Water Pollution
Regulations of Illinois,"” except for Rules 2056
and 302 Restricted Use Waters, and the Rule
206(e), Lake Michigan Thermal Standards,
implementation plan as it relates to the
power plant at Zion.

Section 120.10 is further amended
by revising the paragraph entitled “Ken-
tucky™ as follows:

Water Quality Standards established by
Kentucky as follows: WP-4-1, Water Quality
Standards for the Waters of the Common-
wealth of Kentucky, July 23, 1971; Anti-
degradation statement, March 5, 1971; and
Plan of Implementation, Parts I and II, July
1971; together with supporting material. Ap-
proval was conditioned on the adoption by
Kentucky of appropriate water use classi-
fications.

Section 120.10 is further amended
by revising the last five lines of the para-
graph entitled “Maine” as follows:

“St. John River Basin Water Quality
Standards”; Antidegradation provisions,
Chapter 461, Public Law 1971, section 363 and
sections 413-415; and supporting documents
contained in rules and regulations of the
Maine Environmental Improvement Commis-
sion, including temperature criteria.

Section 120.10 is further amended
by revising the paragraph entitled
“Pennsylvania’” as follows:

Water quality standards established by
Pennsylvania on June 28, 1967, for interstate
waters subject to its jurisdiction, and which
are contalned in the document entitled
“Water Quality Standards for Pennsylvania’s
Interstate Streams, June 1967,” as amended;
including criteria and use -classifications
contained in Articie 301 of the Pennsylvania
Sanitary Water Board's rules and regula-
tions, as amended on November 19, 1969,
and as further amended on September 16,
1971 (Pennsylvania Bulletin, Vol. I, No. €8,
Oct. 2, 1971), except that the following cri-
terion remains in effeet for interstate waters
to which such criterion previously applied:
“not to be changed by more than 2° F., dur-
ing any one hour period;” and section 95.1

of chapter 26 of title 25 of the rules ang
regulations of the Department of Environ.
mental Resources, adopted August 11, 1071,

Section 120.10 is further amendeq
by revising the paragraph entitled
“South Carolina" as follows:

Water quality standards established by
South Carolina on November 7, 1967, for
interstate waters subject to its jurisdiction
and which are contained in the document
entitled “General Water Quality Criteria and
Specific Water Quality Standards, Implemen-
tation Plan," as amended September 8, 1971,

Section 120.10 is further amended
by revising the paragraph entitled
‘“‘Tennessee” as follows:

Water quality standards established by
Tennessee on May 26, 1967, for interstate
waters subject to its jurisdiction and which
are contained in the following document en-
titled “Water Quallty Criteria for the State
of Tennessee” as amended on November 17,
1967, May 22, 1970, October 26, 1971, and
December 14, 1971, to include temperature
criteria previously excepted from approval
and an antidegradation statement,

Dated: September 22, 1972.

Witriam D. RUCKELSHAUS,
Administrator,

[FR Doc¢.72-16497 Filed 9-27-72;8:47 am|

Title 41—PUBLIC CONTRACTS
ARD PROPERTY MANAGEMENT

Chapter 9—Atomic Energy
Commission

MISCELLANEOUS AMENDMENTS TO
CHAPTER

A new section, § 9-5.5202-5, Justifica-
tions, is added to highlight the require-
ment for justification of AEC-direct
typewriter purchases, when appropriate,
as set forth in FPMR 101-26.408-3.
§ 9-7.5006-52, Priorities, allocations and
allotments, is changed to reflect the
name change from “Business and De-
fense Services Administration” to “Bu-
reau of Domestic Commerce, Department
of Commerce.” In § 9-53.106, Assigned
contract prefizes, a prefix for Regulation
is added.

PART 9-5—SPECIAL AND DIRECTED
SOURCES OF SUPPLY
1. In Subpart 9-5.52, Procurement of
Special Items, a new section § 9-5.5202-5,
Justifications is added as follows:
§ 9-5.5202 Typewriters.
§ 9-5.5202-5 Justifications.
- The justification which is required for
AEC direct procurements of typewriters
made at price other than the lowest de-

livered price available is set forth in
FPMR 101-26.408-3.

PART 9-7—CONTRACT CLAUSES

2. In Subpart 9-7.50, Use of Standard
Clauses, § 9-7.5006-52, Priorities, alloca-
tions and allotments, is revised as fol-
lows:
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§9-7.5006 Standard AEC clauses not in-
cluded in § 9-7.5004 or § 9-7.5005.

§9-7.5006-52 Priorities,
and allotments.

The contractor shall follow the provisions
of DMS Regulation 1 and all other applicable
regulations and orders of the Bureau of Do~
mestic Commerce, Department of Commerce
in obtaining controlled materials and other
products and materials needed to fill this
order.

allocations,

PART 9-53—NUMBERING AND DIS-
TRIBUTION OF CONTRACTS AND
ORDERS

3. In Subpart 9-53.1, Contracts, § 9-
53.106, Assigned coniract prefizes, is re-
vised as follows:

£9-53.106 Assigned contract prefixes,

Prefixes for AEC contract numbers for
the various field installations and head-
quarters divisions are set forth below:

AcTivE OFFICES

Contract

Field Installations: prefiz

AT(10-1)-
AT (11-1)—
AT(15-1)~
AT (23-3)~
AT (26-1)—
- AT(28-1)—
AT (49-16)—-
AT(20-1)—
AT(29-2)-
AT(30-2)—
AT (30-8)—
AT(33-1)—
AT(33-2)-
AT (36-1)—
AT (38-1)—
AT (40-1)—
AT (45-1) -

Pittsburgh
Savannah RiVer..eeceeeoe--=

Headquarters:

Headquarters Services..-

General Manager.....

Military Application

Production and Materials
Management

Reactor Development
Technology

Biomedical and Environmen-
tal Research

Physical Research

Personnel

International Programs

Space Nuclear Systems

Management Information and
Telecommunications Sys-

AT (49-15)~

AT (49-17) -

AT (49-18)~

AT (51-1)—
AT (49-1)—
AT (49-2)—

AT (49-3)—
and
AT (49-4)~

AT (49-5)—
AT (49-7)~
AT (49-8)—
AT (49-13) —
AT (49-14)—

Applied Technology

Controlled Thermonuclear
Research

Office of Information Services..

Waste Management
Transportation

Nuclear Materlals Securlity...

Regulation

Joint AEC/NASA Space Nu-
clear Systems Office

Joint AEC/NASA Space Nu-
clear Systems Office —

AT (49-19) -
AT (49-20) -

AT (49-21)~
AT (49-22) -
AT (49-23) -

AT (49-24) -
SNSO-

InAcTIVE OFFICES
Fleld Installations:
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Contract

prefix
AT(05-2)—

Spoon River.
Iowa (Burlington)
Ames

AT(18-1)—
AT(13-2)~
AT (20-1)~
AT (20-2) -
AT(23-2)-

AT (30-1)—
AT (33-3)—
AT(33-4)—
AT(41-1)—
AT (47-1)—
AT (50-1)~

Milwaukee
Eniwetok

Headquarters:
Raw Materials
Special Projects
Labor Relations
Isotopes Development AT (49-11)~
Technical Information AT (49-12)~
Peaceful Nuclear Exposives_.. AT(49-16)—
Space Nuclear Propulsion.... SNP-

Effective date. These amendments are

effective upon publication in the Fep-
ERAL REGISTER (9-28-72).
(Sec. 161, Atomic Energy Act of 19054, as
amended, 68 Stat. 948, 42 U.S.C. 2201; sec.
205, Federal Property and Administrative
Services Act of 1949, as amended, 63 Stat.
390, 40 U.S.C. 486)

Dated at Germantown, Md., this 22d
day of September 1972,

For the U.S. Atomic
Commission.

AT (49-8)—
AT (49-9)—
AT (49-10) -

Energy
JosepH L. SMITH,

Director, Division of Contracts.
[FR Doc.72-16471 Filed 9-27-72;8:45 am|

Title 50—WILDLIFE AND
FISHERIES

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

PART 32—HUNTING

National Wildlife Refuges in Certain
States

The following special regulations are
issued and are effective on date of publi-
cation in the FEDERAL REGISTER (9-28-
72).

§ 32.12 Special regulations; migratory
game birds; for individual wildlife
refuge areas.

FLORIDA
LOXAHATCHEE NATIONAL WILDLIFE REFUGE

Public hunting of ducks and coots cn
the Loxachatchee National Wildlife Ref-
uge, Fla., is permitted only on the area
designated by signs as open to hunting.
This open area, comprising 29,000 acres,
is delineated on a map available at the
refuge headquarters, Delray Beach, Fla.,
and from the office of the Regional Di-
rector, Bureau of Sport Fisheries and
Wildlife, Peachtree-Seventh Building,
Atlanta, Ga. 30323. Hunting shall be in
accordance with all applicable State and

Federal regulations covering the hunting

of ducks and coots subject to the follow-
ing special conditions:

1. Only portable or temporary blinds
constructed of native vegetation are per-
mitted. Blinds should be disassembled
at the close of the hunt, or within 10
days after the waterfowl season.

2. Hunters must enter and leave the
refuge by either the S-39 landing or the
headquarters landing and must use the
following designated routes of travel to
and from the hunting area; those por-
tions of Canal 40 and Canal 39 (Hills-
boro Canal) immediately east and south
of the hunting area; also the refuge
marsh areas near the headquarters land-
ing and the S-39 landing lying between
the hunting area and portions of canals
described above. No hunting is permitted
in or over these designated routes of
travel.

3. While using the designated routes of
travel to and from the hunting area,
hunters must have their shotguns un-
loaded and dismantled or cased.

4. Air-thrust boats may be authorized
for use only by special permit issued by
the refuge manager,

5. All public use within the refuge dur-
ing the hunting season is limited to the
period each day from 1'5 hours before
sunrise to 1 hour after sunset.

CHASSAHOWITZKA NATIONAL WILDLIFE
REFUGE

Public hunting of ducks and coots on
the Chassahowitzka National Wildlife
Refuge, Fla., is permitted only on the
areas designated by signs as open to
hunting. The open area, comprising 2,500
acres, is delinated on a map available at
the refuge headquarters and from the
office of the Regional Director, Bureau
of Sport Fisheries and Wildlife, Peach-
tree-Seventh Building, Atlanta, Ga.
30323. Hunting shall be in accordance
with all applicable State and Federal
regulations governing the hunting of
ducks and coots subject to the following
special conditions:

1. Hunting will be permitted only on
Wednesdays through Sundays during the
regular waterfowl season.

2. Only temporary blinds constructed
of native vegetation are permitted.

3. Designated routes of travel must be
used for entering or leaving the public
hunting area.

4. A Federal permit is required for the
use of airboats in the refuge area. All air-
boats must be equipped with exhaust
mufflers.

5. All guns must be unloaded and cased
while hunters are traveling to and from
the hunting area.

6. Decoys will be retrieved by hunters
at the end of each day’s hunt.

GEORGIA
EUFAULA NATIONAL WILDLIFE REFUGE

Public hunting of ducks and cootfs on
the Eufaula National Wildlife Refuge,
Ga., is permitted only on the area des-
ignated by signs as open fo hunting.
This open area, comprising 770 acres,
is delineated on a map available at the
refuge headquarters, Eufaula, Ala., and
from the Regional Director, Bureau of
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Sport Fisheries and Wildlife, Peachtree-
Seventh Building, Atlanta, Ga. 30323.
Hunting shall be in accordance with all
applicable State and Federal regulations
covering the hunting of ducks and coots
subject to the following special condi-
tions.

1. Hunting will be permitted only on
Saturdays. Hunting hours will be from
one-half hour before sunrise to 11:30
a.m. during the waterfowl season.

2. Hunters must hunt only from des-
ignated blinds provided and located by
the Bureau. Shooting is not permitted
outside of designated blind zone.

3. Guns must be unloaded while being
transported on the refuge and while
being carried to and from the blinds.

4. Each hunter is limited to no more
than 15 shells in his possession. Shells
with shot larger than No. 4 are
prohibited.

5. Hunters are required to check in
and out of the hunt area and must pre-
sent all bagged game for inspection.

6. A refuge permit is required. A blind
fee of $6 per blind will be charged at the
time permits are issued prior to each
day’s hunt.

7. Applications for reservations for
refuge permits must be received by the
Refuge Manager, Eufaula Refuge,
Fufaula, Ala., prior to 12 noon, Octo-
ber 30, 1972. Successful applicants will
be determined by an impartial drawing
on November 1, 1872.

8. Hunters under 18 years of age must
be accompanied by an adult, 21 years
of age or older.

9. Blind reservations are nontrans-
ferable.

(GEORGIA

SAVANNAH NATIONAL WILDLIFE REFUGE

Public hunting of ducks, coots, and
snipe on the Savannah National Wild-
life Refuge, Ga., is permitted only on the
areas designated by signs as open fto
hunting. This open area, comprising
3,600 acres, is delineated on the map
which is available at the refuge head-
quarters, Hardeeville, S.C., and from the
office of the Regional Director, Bureau
of Sport Fisheries and Wildlife, Peach-
tree-Seventh Building, Atlanta, Ga,
30323. Hunting shall be in accordance
with all applicable State and Federal
regulations covering the hunting of
ducks, coots, and snipe, subject to the
following conditions:

1. Hunting will be permitted only on
Thursdays, Fridays, and Saturdays, from
one-half hour before sunrise to 2 p.m.
during the season set by State regula-
tions. Note that State snipe season opens
at different dates than ducks and coofts
but will close on the refuge on the same
date.

2. Hunting will not be permitted in or
on Front, Middle, and Back Rivers, nor
closer than 50 yards to the shoreline of
these rivers.

3. Hunters will not be permitted to
enter the hunting area sooner than 1%
hours before sunrise.

4. Guns must be unloaded while being
carried to and from the hunting area,

RULES AND REGULATIONS

and shot size larger than No. 4 will not
be permitted on the refuge.

5. Only temporary blinds constructed
of native materials are permitted.
Hunters must build their own blinds,
furnish their own boats and decoys.

6. Dogs used to retrieve waterfowl
must be under complefe control at all
times.

7. Before entering the hunting area,
hunters are required to obtain a permit
at the refuge check station located on
U.S. Highway 17 at the Middle River
Bridge. Al hunters must check out at the
check station as soon as possible after
completing their hunt and must present
all bagged game for inspection.

LoOUISIANA
LACASSINE NATIONAL WILDLIFE REFUGE

Public hunting of waterfowl is per-
mitted on Lacassine National Wildlife
Refuge, La., only on the area designated
by signs as open to hunting. The open
area comprises 6,400 acres or approxi-
mately 20 percent of the total refuge area
and is delineated on a map available at
the refuge headquarters and from the
office of the Regional Director, Bureau
of Sport Fisheries and Wildlife, Peach-
tree-Seventh Building, Atlanta, Ga.
30323. Waterfowl hunting shall be in ac-
cordance with applicable State and Fed-
eral regulations subject to the following
special conditions:

1. Waterfowl hunting is permitted five
half-days per week, Wednesday through
Sunday, during the periods November 4-
26, 1972, and December 16, 1972, through
January 11, 1973. No one allowed on the
area from November 27 through Decem-
ber 15.

2. Shooting hours: One-half hour be-
fore sunrise to 12 noon daily. Hunters
may enter the refuge 2 hours prior to
shooting time and must depart the hunt-
ing area by 1 p.m.

3. Temporary blinds of native vegeta-
tion may be constructed or portable
blinds can be carried in for each hunt.

4, During the waterfowl season only,
small boats may be left on the area at
the owner's risk provided they do not
block traffic and provided they are re-
moved from the refuge not later than
January 11, 1973. Airboats may not be
used on the refuge.

5. The use of retriever dogs is per-
mitted and encouraged but they must be
under control at all times.

6. Hunting is not permitted within
refuge waterways and hunters must sta-
tion themselves a minimum of 50 yards
inland from all streams and canals.
Hunting along lake and pond edges is
permissible.

7. All guns must be encased or dis-
mantled while traveling through
waterways.

8. Hunters shall not interfere with any
refuge trapper during his daily rounds
nor disturb any trap or set.

MISSISSIPPI
NOXUBEE NATIONAL WILDLIFE REFUGE

Public hunting of ducks and coots on
the Noxubee National Wildlife Refuge,

Miss., is permitted only on the area desig.
nated by signs as open to hunting. T
open area of 520 acres is delineated on g
map available at the refuge headquarters
and from the office of the Regional Direc.
tor, Bureau of Sport Fisheries and Wild.
life, Peachtree-Seventh Building, At-
lanta, Ga. 30323. Hunting shall be in
accordance with all applicable State ang
Federal regulations governing the hun:.
ing of ducks and coots subject to the fgl-
lowing special conditions:

1. Hunting will be permitted only on
Mondays, Wednesdays, and Saturdays
from one-half hour before sunrise to 12
noon during the period December 2, 1972
through January 20, 1973.

2. The use of boats with electric mo-
tors is permitted within the hunting area,

3. The construction of blinds is not
permitted.

4. Hunters will not be permitted to
enter the hunting area sooner than 15
minutes before legal shooting hours.

5. All hunters must enter and leave the
waterfowl hunting area by way of the
designated access point.

6. No hunter may take more than 1§
shotgun shells into the hunting area.

7. No shooting will be permitted from
the levee or the open water area immedi-
ately adjacent to the levee.

8. All hunters are required to check
out at the designated check station be-
fore leaving the area.

9, Bag limits: To be set by flyway.

NoRrTH CAROLINA
MATTAMUSKEET NATIONAL WILDLIFE REFUGE

Public hunting of ducks, geese, and
coots on the Mattamuskeet National
Wildlife Refuge, N.C., is permitted only
on the area designated by signs as open
to hunting. This open area, comprising
11,300 acres, is delineated on a map avail-
able at the refuge headquarters, New
Holland, N.C., and from the office of the
Regional Director, Bureau of Sport
Fisheries and Wildlife, Peachfree-
Seventh Building, Atlanta, Ga. 30323
Hunting shall be in accordance with all
applicable State and Federal regulations
covering the hunting of ducks, geese, and
coots subject to the following special
conditions:

1. Each hunter is limited to 25 shells
per day.

2. Air thrust boats are prohibited.

Sovurr CAROLINA

SANTEE NATIONAL WILDLIFE REFUGE
Public hunting of geese, ducks, and
coots on the Santee National Wildlife
Refuge, Lake Moultrie Unit, 8.C., is per-
mitted only on the area designated bY
signs as open to hunting. This open ared,
comprising approximately 29,500 acres,
is delineated on a map available at ref-
uge headquarters, Summerton, S.C., and
from the office of the Regional Director,
Bureau of Sport Fisheries and Wildlile,
Peachtree-Seventh Building, Atlant?,
Ga. 30323. Hunting shall be in accord-
ance with all applicable State and Fed-
eral regulations governing the hunting
of geese, ducks, and coots subject to the
following special conditions:
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1, Hunting will be permitted only on
Tuesdays, Thursday, and Saturdays, dur~
ing the established season.

9. Shooting hours are from one-half
hour before sunrise until 12 noon. Hunt-
ers may not enter the refuge hunting
area prior to 115 hours before sunrise
and must be off the hunting area no later
than 1 p.m.

3. Only temporary blinds constructed
of native vegetation are permitted. Any
blind constructed by a hunter on the
hunting area, once vacated, may be oc-
cupied by any other hunter on a first
come, first served basis.

4. Boats will not be left in Pinopolis
Pool (hatehery) overnight.

5. Only boat motors of less than 10
hoursepower allowed in Pinopolis Pool
(hatchery).

The provisions of these special regula-
tions supplement the regulations which
govern hunting on wildlife refuge areas
generally which are set forth in Title 50,
Code of Federal Regulations, Part 32,
and are effective through January 1973.

JACK E. HEMPHILL,
Acting Regional Director, Bu-
reaw of Sport Fisheries and
Wildlife.
SEPTEMBER 22, 1972.

[FR Doc.72-16488 Filed 9-27-72;8:46 am]

PART 32—HUNTING

Crab Orchard National Wildlife
Refuge, Il

The following special regulation is
issued and is effective on date of publi-
cation in the FEDERAL REGISTER (9-28-
72).

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

ILLINOIS
CRAB ORCHARD NATIONAL WILDLIFE REFUGE

Public hunting of pheasants, bobwhite
quail, and rabbits on the Crab Orchard
National Wildlife Refuge, Ill.,, is per-
mitted from November 11, 1972, through
January 15, 1973. The hunting of rac-
coons, opossums, skunks, and weasels is
permitted from November 11, 1972,
through January 31, 1973, except on
November 17, 18, 19, and December 8, 9,
and 10, Hunting is permitted only on the
area designated by signs as open to hunt-
Ing. This open area, comprising 9,380
acres is delineated on a map available
at the refuge headquarters, Carterville,
Il 62918, and from the Regional Direc-
tor, Bureau of Sport Fisheries and Wild-~
life, Federal Building, Fort Snelling,
Twin Cities, Minn. 55111. Hunting shall
be in accordance with all applicable
State and Federal regulations.

The provisions of this special regula~-
tion supplements the regulations which
govern hunting on wildlife refuges gen-
erally which are set forth in Title 50,
Code of Federal Regulations, Part 32,

RULES AND REGULATIONS

and are effective through January 31,

1973.
L. A. MEHRHOFF, JT.,
Project Manager, Crab Orchard
National Wildlife Refuge,
Carterville, Illinois.
SEPTEMBER 20, 1972,

[FR Doc.72-16489 Filed 9-27-72;8:46 am]

PART 32—HUNTING

Bitter Lake National Wildlife Refuge,
N. Mex.

The following special regulation is is-
sued and is effective on date of publica-
tion in the FEpERAL REGISTER (9-28-72).

§32.32 Special regulations; big game;
for individual wildlife refuge areas.

NEw MEXICO
BITTER LAKE NATIONAL WILDLIFE REFUGE

The public hunting of deer on the Bit-
ter Lake National Wildlife Refuge is
permitted only on the North Tract and
as follows: Bow hunting from October 14,
1972, through October 29, 1972, inclusive;
general hunting from November 18, 1972,
through December 3, 1972, inclusive. The
hunting area comprising about 12,000
acres, is delineated on maps available at
refuge headquarters, 13 miles northeast
of Roswell, N. Mex., and from the Re-
gional Director, Bureau of Sport Fish-
eries and Wildlife, Post Office Box 1306,
Albuquerque, NM 87103.

Hunting shall be in accordance with
all applicable State regulations govern-
ing the hunting of deer.

The provisions of this special regula-
tion supplement the regulations which
govern hunting on wildlife refuge areas
generally, which are set forth in Title
50, Code of Federal Regulations, Part 32,
an;l are effective through December 3,
1972,

LAWRENCE G. KLINE,
Refuge Manager, Bitter Lake
National Wildlife Rejfuge,
Roswell, New Mezico.

SEPTEMBER 21, 1972.
[FR Doc. 72-16496 Filed 9-27-72;8:47 am]

Title 36—PARKS, FORESTS
AND MEMORIALS

Chapter I—National Park Service,
Department of the Interior

PART 7—SPECIAL REGULATIONS,
AREAS OF THE NATIONAL PARK
SYSTEM

Blue Ridge Parkway, Virginia-North
Caroling; Fishing

A proposal was published at page

10448 of the FEDERAL REGISTER of May 23,

1972 to revise § 7.34 of Title 36 of the

Code of Federal Regulations. The pur-

20247

pose of this amendment is to conform
our fishing regulations with those of the
North Carolina Wildlife Resources Com-
mission to eliminate confusion among
fishermen of a short stretch of water
along the Linville River and at Camp
Creek.

Interested persons were given 30 days
within which to submit written com-
ments, suggestions, or objections with
respect to the proposed amendments.
No comments, suggestions, or objections
have been received and the proposed
amendments are hereby adopted without
change and set forth below. These
amendments shall take effect 30 days
following the date of publication in the
FEDERAL REGISTER.

(6 US.C. 563; 39 Stat. 535; 16 U.S.C. 3; 49
Stat. 2041; 16 U.S.C. 460a-2 as amended)

Paragraph () (3)({1) of §7.34 is

amended to read as follows:
§ 7.34 Blue Ridge Parkway.
L] - * * .

(b) * %

(3) * % %

(i) North Carolina. Basin Creek and
its tributaries in Doughton Park; Trout
Lake in Moses H. Cone Memorial Park;
Ash Bear Pen Pond, Boone Fork River,
Cold Prong Branch, Laurel Creek, Price
Lake, Sims Creek, and Sims Pond in
Julian Price Memorial Park.

L * - *

*

GRANVILLE B. LILES,
Superintendent, Blue Ridge Parkway.

[FR Doc.72-16490 Filed 9-27-72;8:47 am]

Title S—ADMINISTRATIVE
PERSONNEL

Chapter I—Civil Service Commission
PART 213—EXCEPTED SERVICE
Environmental Protection Agency

Section 213.3318 is amended to show
that one additional position of Staff As-
sistant to the Administrator is excepted
under Schedule C.

Effective on publication in the Fen-
ERAL REGISTER (9-28-72), § 213.3318(a)
(4) is amended as set out below.

§ 213.3318 Environmental
Agency.

(a) Office of the Administrator, * * *
(4) Two Staff Assistants to the
Administrator.
. » » - »
(5 U.S.C. secs. 3301, 3302, E.O, 10577; 3 CFR
1954-58 Comp. p. 218)
UnITED STATES CIVIL SERV~
IcE COMMISSION,
James C. Spry,
Ezecutive Assistant
to the Commissioners.

[FR Doc.72-16548 Filed §-27-72;8:52 am]

Protection

[seaL]
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Instructions for the Preparation of Form PC-63 for
Report on Insurance Rate Increases

Purpose
Yorm PC-63 is to be used to rgort rate Incroases affecting $250,000 of
morg in #eurogate anaustized premiums,

Confidentiality of Information

n A- n- ancllu ul lh. Price Commission o release 1o the public Infore
and allowed, with

Pull JH of Prica Cnmmlulen Ragulations,

Who Must File
Form PC-G3 must be filed by sach insurer that had annual revenues of
$50 million or more during the preceding calendar year,

\Vhan to File

Form PC.83 must be filed on @ quartorly basis at the time the insurer
normolly roleases its quarterly reports, but not more than 45 days after
the end of the quarter,

Where to Fi
2&""‘ Imuvm must filo these forms with the Price Commission,
MSIM,NW Washington, D.C. 20508,

What to
Firms muind 0 rlo Form PC-&‘! must attach. oll supporting schedules,
foems in the

Rounding

For the pumo- of this form, all percentages should be expressed 1o the
nearnst docimal place; {e.9., 1.3%). All dollar entries thould be entered to
the nearest whola dollar;" (o 9., $257,875.22 entered a5 $257,875).

Definition

"Revenues™ for the purposes of this roport means the sum of net pre-
miums written, other income, gross Investment & m:om- end realized capi-
10 gains as reported In the lnamr‘s Annusl Statement

Specific Instructions
Part 1 - Identifying Data

ftem 1

1f you nee supplying
2 teport which had been tetumned, chock the box fo! vu in (o) lnd
supply in (b) the prior reference

f.

hem 3

eriod Cavered « This item should specify the first day of the quarter
covemd bv the rnpon 1o the fast doy of the quarter being reported. For
.umde the roport covering the last quarter of |97l this item should
road * me 10/1/71 t0 12/31/71."

Item 4

Name of Insurer - The name of the individual insurance company hunq
tha roport should be shown here. If the report is being made by a grou|

of companies, the nama of the group may be shown for this item wnh
the names of the individual companies comprising the group listed sopa-.
rately and attached to this form,

Item 5{a)

Name of Group - If the Indivdud insurer Is 3 member ol on sffilisted
group or fleet of . Such are

ownership, mansgement or oonlml, the name of the wpup should be
shown here. If the address of the executive office of the group is dif-
ferent from that of the Indeuli insurer such address should ba nated
here,

Item Slc)

DUNS Identification Number - Enter the “Data Universal Numbering
Systom™ (O-U-N-S) Number, if known. If not known, lesve this item
blank, The D-U-N-S Number is a nine-digit number assigned to establish-
ments by Dun & Bradstreet, Inc. If the insurer hos more than one
D-UN-S Number, the oumber entered in this ltem should be that

wssigned 10 the insurer for the address entered above as the executive
office.

Item 6
Total Revenues in Most Recent Calendar Year - This item refers to the
total revenues of the 'oup not the individual insurer if that insurer n a

RULES AND REGULATIONS

Item 7

Certification of Compifanes - Type, on the lhunbwol\e signature, the
namo and title lincluding the company name) of the individual who has
signad the certification. The Individual certifying to this Form PC-63
must be the Chief Executive O'r-e«otmlnnm or such other sxecu~
tive officer as suthorized by the Chief Executive Officer to sign for him
for this purpose.

Part Il Summary of Rata Increases
General

Rate increases which have be ified to the Price C: ission nead
not bo listed here if a copy ol the prenotification form is attached for
each of those rate incresses.

Rate Increases which have been filed by o rating organizstion or the
Automobile Insurance Plans Service Office on behall of the insurer
should be noted on this port and the name of the rating organization
should be inserted in licu of the data specified for Columns (7) - (10},

Rate increases do not include rate incroases made through January 10,
1972, by insurers In sccordance with Section 406 of OEP Econunk:
Stabilization Circutar No. 12, issued on September 165, 1971 {36 F.R,

18471). {See 37 F.R. 11754,)

Column (1)

Effective Date - The date the increase became effective should be shown
hore, If thore were separate effective dates for new and renewal policles,
only the eardior date need be indicated.

Column (2)
Optianal troatment 2s provided by 6 CFR 300.20(d) may be used for
experience rated or group contracts mwoan multi-state risks.

Column (3)

I the increase pertains to an h\dmdunl controct for health insurance of
other lines, the *s name, of the policy, or the
contract number, 05 may be mpllclalu mould be entered here.

Column (4)

Coverage(s) - To the extent that rates sre customarily determined sepa-
rately for component parts of the line of insurance, those component
parts should be listed in this cdumn {e.9., Bodily Inju Property
Domagu, Medical P: and L "ﬂvnn Pas-

sanger Auto Liabitity).

Column (5)

Aggragate Annuslized Premium Volume Prior to Rate Increase - The
promium volume affected by the rate increase should be shown here, The
premium figure may b shown in the oggregate for all covarages listed in
Column (4) which would be the aggregate for the ling of insurance des-

in Column (3], These figures may be shown individually by cover-
o0 if the insurer so elects,

Column (6)

Aversge Percantage Incroase - The percentage increase in rates over the
previousty established rates should be entered in this column. This may

be an aversge figure for all of the coversges listed in Column (4) Mich
would be the average for the line of insurance as described in Column (3],

f the insurer prefers, the percentage incresses by coverage may be shown
instead of the average for oll coverages.

Columns (7), (8), and (9)

Annuslized Inflationary Trend Factors « The information required in
these columns should be shown soparately for each of the coverages in-

volvu)i (eg Bod-iv lniurv Propwty Damage, Medical Payments, if appli-

insurers rops g rate for Mdvh nwed only
indicate the !rmd factors used for each of the major coverages once, pro-
vided that tuch trend factors are standard for all contracts and all States;
(e.9., comprehensive coverage, plus 10% before B/16/71; mejor madical,
plus 20% defare 8/16/71),

Calumn (10)
:‘ncv'vu: tor‘vachd Expentes, Othe: isition Costs snd U

rofit Pr ion - Any expense, o(-l or retention tion of mmlurm
{other than 99;".‘"‘?' po;' loss 5
oxpense, Stote taxes and fees, and commissions payable to licensed agents
and brokors based on a percantage of premium) when loaded on o per-
centagh of premium basis may not be used to produce an actusl dollar
amount when applied to the average premium per unit of exposure under
the proposed rato in uens of 2 1/2 percent more than the actusl doliar
amount repressnied by those loadings opplied to the average premium
per unit of exposure undor the rates that are to be increosed. This

member of a group or fleet of under
managemant or control, If the insurer is not 8 member of such group,
that Individual company’s revenue should be shown in this itom.

nly be by “yes"™ or “no™ for sach rate increase
:’l'lec{ud I 2 “no™ answor is entered, an explonation must be stteched to
is form.

[FR Doc.72-16569 Filed 9-26-72;10:20 am]

PART 300—PRICE STABILIZATION
Miscellaneous Amendments

The purpose of these amendments is to
change certain citations in §§300.31(1),
300.32(f), 300.51(j), 300.52(c), 300.63(a),
300.53(h), 300.54(a), and 300.507(2), of
the regulations of the Price Commission
from reference solely to §§300.16 and
300.16a, relating to public utilities, to an
additional reference to Subpart C, “Pub-
lic Utilities.”

On September 16, 1972 (37 F.R. 18893),
the Price Commission established a new
Subpart C to replace and expand upon
§§ 300.16 and 300.16a, and to contain all
Commission regulations for public utili-
ties. The effective date of the new sub-
part was September 18, 1972, but rate in-
creases authorized to be placed into ef-
fect, or legally placed into effect, before

that date remain subject to §§ 300.16 and
300.16a, as appropriate.

In view of the establishment of Sub-
part C, and the continued applicability of
§§ 300.16 and 300.16a to certain rate in-
creases, it is neecssary to add reference to
the new subpart in sections currently
making reference only to §§ 300.16 and
300.16a. These modifications are accom-
plished by these amendments.

Since the purpose of these amend-
ments is to make conforming modifica-
tions without substantive change to any
regulatory section, it is hereby found
that further notice and public procedure
is impracticable and that good cause ex-
ists for making them effective in less
than 30 days after publication in the
FEDERAL REGISTER.

(Economlic 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; Economic Stabilization Act Amendments
of 1971, Public Law 92-210; Executive Order
No. 11640, 37 F.R. 20202, October 16, 1971)

In consideration of the foregoing, Part
300 of Chapter III of Title 6 of the Code
of Federal Regulations is amended as sef
forth herein, effective September 27,
1972.

Issued in Washington, D.C., on Sep-
tember 26, 1972,
James B. MINOR,
General Counsel,
Price Commission.

1. Section 300.31(i) is amended fo read
as follows:

§ 300.31 Low profit firms: Manufactur-
ers, wholesalers, and retailers.
* * - * A

(i) Persons to which section does not
apply. This section does not apply to any
service organization covered by § 300.14;
any public utility covered by §§ 300.16
and 300.16a, or Subpart C; any milk pro-
ducer covered by § 300.17; any provider
of health services covered by $ 300.18 or
§ 300.19; any insurer covered by § 300.20;
any public benefit corporation covered by
§ 300.51(k); or any cooperative orga-
nized under the laws of the United States
or any State or the District of Columbia.

* * *® * *

2. Section 300.32(f) is amended to
read as follows:

§ 300.32 Low profit firms: Certain serv-
ice organizations.
* - * - *

(f) Persons to which section does not
apply. This section does not apply to any
manufacturer covered by § 300.12; any
wholesaler or retailer covered by § 300.13;
any public utility covered by §§ 300.16
and 300.16a, or Subpart C; any milk
producer covered by § 300.17; any pro-
vider of health services covered by
§ 300.18 or § 300.19; any insurer covered
by § 300.20; any public benefit corpora-
tion covered by § 300.51(k); or any co-
operative organized under the laws of
the United States or any State or the
District of Columbia.

3. Section 300.51(j) is amended to
read as follows:

§ 300.51 Prenotification firms.

* * L * *

(j) Persons to whom section does not
apply. This section does not apply to any
public utility covered by §§300.16 and
300.16a, or Subpart C; any provider of
health services covered by §300.18 or
§ 300.19; or any insurer covered by
§ 300.20.

» - * . *

4. Section 300.52(¢) is amended fo
read as follows:

§ 300.52 Reporting firms.

* - * - *

(¢) Persons to whom this section does
not apply. This section does not apply (0
any public utility covered by §§ 300.16
and 300.16a, or Subpart C; any provider
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of health services covered by § 300.18 or
§ 300.19 (except for those providers with
annual sales or revenues in excess $1
million which have received exceptions
from the Price Commission); or any in-
surer covered by § 300.20.

5. Section 300.53 is amended to read
as follows:

§300.53 Effect of failure to file reports
or other documents required by or
under certain sections of this part,

(a) If a person who is required to file
a report or other document with the
Price Commission by or under §§ 300.16
and 300.16a, Subpart C, §§ 300.20, 300.31,
and 300.32, 300.51, 300.52, and 300.54, or
any other section of this part pertaining
to the filing of reports or other docu-
ments, does not, within the time limits
prescribed in or pursuant to that sec-
tion, file the report (including any op-
tional report) or other document which
complies with that section or an order
issued under that section—

(1) The person may not implement
any further price increases until he has
complied with that reporting require-
ment and has obtained the special
approval of the Commission;

(2) Action on all pending requests for
price increases or exceptions by that per-
son are suspended until it has complied
with the reporting requirement; and

(3) The Commission may, whenever
it considers it appropriate under the
circumstances, order the person to re-
duce any of its prices.

(b) Each day that a person fails to
comply with a reporting requirement
pursuant to §§ 300.16 and 300.16a, Sub-
part C, §§300.20, 300.31, 300.51, 300.52,
and 300.54, or any other section of this
part pertaining to reports, or an order
under any of those sections, is considered
to constitute a separate violation of this
part or that order.

6. Section 300.54(a)
read as follows:

§300.54 Profit margin limitations and
prevention of windfall profits: Price
Commission actions,

(a) Applicability: This section applies
fo manufacturers, service organizations,
retailers, wholesalers, and providers of
health services, It does not apply to any
public utility covered by § 300.16,
§ 300.16a, or Subpart C; to any insurer
covered by §300.20; or fo any firm
covered by § 300.31 or § 300.32, so long as
it is within the profit margin limits al-
lowed by that section.

- * * * *

7. Bection 300.507(b) is amended to
read as follows:

§300.507 Exceptions: Authority of Dis-
trict Directors of Internal Revenue in
certain cases,
ks - » Ll -

(b) Any price category III firm (as
defined in § 101.15 of this chapter) ex-
cept a public utility subject to § 300.16,
£300.16a, or Subpart C.

[FR Doc.72-16641 Filed 9-27-72;10:34 am)

is amended to

RULES AND REGULATIONS

PART 301—RENT STABILIZATION

Rent Reduction Based on Decreases in
Allowable Costs, Property and Serv-
ices, or Costs of Property and
Services

The purpose of these amendments to
§301.102 is (1) to expressly require that
certain rents must be reduced to reflect
decreases in allowable costs, not only
in those cases in which rent for a resi-
dence was increased due to increases in
allowable costs occurring after Au-
gust 15, 1971, but also in those cases in
which there has been no increase in al-
lowable costs occurring after August 15,
1971, (2) provide that the rent for a
residence must be reduced to reflect de-
creases in any property or service or the
cost of any such property or service, and
(3) establish a date on which such re-
ductions must be made.

Section 301.102(a) as adopted herein
contains two new subparagraphs. Sub-
paragraph (1) provides that if an in-
crease in allowable costs for a residence
occurred after August 15, 1971, and an
increase in the rent for that residence
was made to reflect those allowable costs,
a reduction in the rent must also be
made to reflect any subsequent decrease
in allowable costs for that residence.
Subparagraph (2) requires rent reduc-
tions to reflect decreases in allowable
costs occurring after August 15, 1971,
even though no increase in such costs
occurred after that date. Paragraphs
(b) and (¢) of §301.102 have been re-
titled and changed to make it clear that
the provisions of those paragraphs apply
to decreases in the cost of property and
services used in connection with a resi-
dence and the actual reduction of such
property or services respectively. A new
§ 301.102(e) has been added to provide
for the date any reduction in rent is to
became effective.

Because the purpose of this amend-

ment is to provide immediate guidance
and information as to the rent stabili-
zation program, and for its effective im-
plementation, it is hereby found that
notice and public procedure thereon is
impracticable and that good cause exists
for making it effective less than 30 days
after publication.
(Economic Stabilization Act of 1970, as
amended, PL. 91-879, 84 Stat. 799; PL,
91-558, 84 Stat. 1468; P.L. 92-8, 85 Stat. 13,
P.L. 92-15, 85 Stat. 38; Economic Stabiliza-
tion Act Amendments of 1970, P.L. 92-210,
Executive Order No. 11640, 37 F.R. 1213,
Jan. 27, 1972; Cost of Living Council Order
No. 4, 36 F.R. 20202, Oct. 16, 1971)

In consideration of the foregoing Part
301 of Title 6 of the Code of Federal
Regulations is amended as set forth
below, effective September 25, 1972,

By direction of the Commission,

Issued in Washington, D.C, on Sep-
tember 25, 1972.

C. JACKSON GRAYSON, Jr.
Chairman, Price Commission.

20251

1. In §301.102, the captions of that
section and paragraph (b) and (c) are
changed, paragraphs (a) and (¢) are
revised, and a new paragraph (e) is
added. As amended § 301.102 reads as
follows:

§ 301.102 Rent reduction: deereases in
allowahle costs, property or services,
cost of property or services.

(a) Decreases in allowabdle costs. Not-
withstanding any other provision of this
part, the rent charged for any residence
shall be reduced to reflect decreases in
allowable costs in accordance with this
paragraph.

(1) Decrease in allowable costs; when
an increase in those costs occurred ajter
August 15, 1971, When a decrease in
allowable costs allocable to a residence
occurs after an increase in such costs,
the rent of that residence, if increased
after August 15, 1971, to reflect the in-
crease in allowable costs, shall be reduced
by the amount of that decrease. The
amount of the decrease is the excess of
(1) over (ii) divided by 12.

(i) The allowable costs related to the
residence which were charged during the
12-month period ending on the day be-
fore the date the first installment of the
decrease in costs is payable.

(ii) The allowable costs related to the
same residence which will be charged
during the 12-month period beginning
on the date the first installment of the
decrease in costs is payable.

(2) Decrease in allowable costs; when
no increase in those costs occurred after
August 15, 1971. When no increase in
allowable costs allocable to a residence
occurred after August 15, 1971, but a de-
crease in those costs occurred after that
date, the rent of that residence shall be
reduced by the amount of the decrease.
The amount of the decrease is the excess
of (i) over (ii) divided by 12.

(i) The allowable costs related to the
residence which were charged during a
12-month period including August 15,
1971, beginning on the date before Au-
gust 15, 1971, that the first installment
of the costs was payable.

(ii) The allowable costs related to the
same residence which will be charged
during any 12-month period, after Au-
gust 15, 1971, beginning on the date the
first installment of the decreased costs
is payable.

(b) Decreases in cost of property or
services. The rent charged for any resi-
dence shall be reduced to the extent that
any increase in costs for an increase in
property or services, which was refiected
in a rent increase under § 301.101(a) (4),
does not continue to be incurred by the
lessor or owner of that residence,

(¢c) Decreases in property or services.
If any property or service provided in
connection with the use of a residence
is decreased from that expressly or im-
pliedly provided in the lease under which
the base rent for that residence is calcu-
lated, the monthly rent shall be reduced
by the cost per month allocable to that
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residence which is no longer incurred by
the lessor or owner of the residence as a
result of the decrease in the property or
service provided.

(d) Allocation. The amount of the de-
crease in allowable costs allocable to a
particular residence shall be determined
in accordance with the method for allo~
cating rent adjustments in § 301.101(b).

RULES AND REGULATIONS

(e) Effective date of reduction. The
rent of any residence required to be re-
duced under this section shall be reduced
beginning with the first rent payment
interval after—

(1) The first installment of the allow=
able cost reflecting a decrease is payable;
or

(2) The increase in the cost of any
property or service is no longer incurred
by the lessor; or

(3) Any property or service is reduced;
without regard to the duration of the
lease in effect on the date such reduction
must be made.

[FR Doc.72-16618 Filed 9-26-72;3:04 pm]
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Proposed Rule Making

DEPARTMENT OF THE
TREASURY

Bureau of Customs

[19 CFR Parts 1, 8,10, 13, 14, 16, 18,
141, 142, 143, 144, 151, 152, 1591

MERCHANDISING DUTIES

Proposed Entry, Examination, Sam-
pling, Testing, Classification, Ap-
praisement and Liquidation; Exten-
sion of Time for Submission of Data,
Views, or Arguments

Notice of proposed revision to the
Customs Regulations pertaining to entry
of merchandise, examination, sampling,
and testing of merchandise, classifica-
tion, and appraisement of merchandise,
and liquidation of duties, was published
in the FEDERAL REGISTER on Thursday,
June 29, 1972 (37 F.R. 12805), with cor-
rections published on Tuesday, July 25,
1972 (37 F.R. 14786). Ninety days from
the date of publication of the notice were
given for submission of data, views, or
arguments pertaining to the proposed
revision.

Requests have been received for exten-
sion of the time for submission of com-
ments. Therefore, the period for sub-
mission of data, views, or arguments
relating to the revision is extended to
October 30, 1972.

[sEAL] LEONARD LEEHMAN,
Acting Commissioner of Customs.

SEPTEMBER 25, 1972.
[FR Doc.72-16563 Filed 9-27-72;8:563 am]

[19 CFR Part 61

GREATER BUFFALO INTERNATIONAL
AIRPORT, BUFFALO, N.Y.

Proposed Revocation of International
Airport Status

A review of airport operations at
Greater Buffalo International Airport
indicates that there are no facilities for
clearing passengers or baggage, and that
revocation of international airport status
would give the district director of Cus-
toms better control over charter flights.
Furthermore, the revocation would not
breclude aircraft arriving from foreign
countries from applying for permission
to land under the provisions for a land-
ing rights airport. Aircraft denied per-
mission to land could easily be handled,
without undue inconvenience to the pub-
lic, at any of the several alternative air-
borts in that area having available Cus-
toms service.

Therefore, notice is hereby given that
under the authority of section 1109(b)
of the Federal Aviation Act of 1958, as

amended (49 U.S.C. 1509(b)), it is pro-
posed to revoke the designation of
Greater Buffalo International Airport,
Buffalo, N.Y., as an international air-
port (airport of entry) for civil aircraft
and for merchandise carried thereon ar-
riving from places outside the United
States, and to amend § 6.13 of the Cus-
toms regulations (19 CFR 6.13), to de-
lete Greater Buffalo International Air-
port, Buffalo, N.Y,, from the list of
international airports.

Data, views, or arguments with respect
to the foregoing proposal may be ad-
dressed to the Commissioner of Customs,
Washington, D.C. 20226. To insure con-
sideration of such communications,
they must be received in the Bureau not
later than 30 days from the date of pub-
lication of this notice in the FEDERAL
REGISTER.

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

[sEAL] Epwin F. RAINS,
Acting Commissioner of Customs.

Approved: August 7, 1972.

EuGENE T. ROSSIDES,
Assistant Secretary of the
Treasury.

[FR Doc.72-16564 Filed 9-27-72;8:53 am|

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE

Agricultural Marketing Service
[ 7 CFR Part 9061

ORANGES AND GRAPEFRUIT GROWN
IN LOWER RIO GRANDE VALLEY
IN TEXAS

Containers, Packing, and Container
Marking

Consideration is being given to the fol-
lowing proposal, applicable to § 906.340
Container, pack, and container marking
regulations (7T CFR 906.340; 37 F.R. 2765;
4707), recommended by the Texas Valley
Citrus Committee, established pursuant
to the marketing agreement, as amended,
and Order No. 906, as amended (7 CFR
Part 906) regulating the handling of
oranges and grapefruit grown in the
Lower Rio Grande Valley in Texas. This
program is effective under the Agri-
cultural Marketing Agreement Act of
1937, as amended (7 U.S.C. 601-674).

All persons who desire to submit writ-
ten data, views, or arguments in connec-
tion with the proposal should file the
same with the Hearing Clerk, Room 112A,
U.S. Department of Agriculture, Wash-

ington, D.C. 20250, not later than the 7th
day after the publication of this notice
in the FEpErAL REGISTER. All written sub-
missions made pursuant to this notice
will be made available for public inspec-
tion at the office of the Hearing Clerk
during regular business hours (7 CFR
1.27(b)).

The proposed amendment would ex-
tend beyond October 15, 1972, certain
pack requirements with respect to pack
size 96 and add such requirements for
pack size 112 grapefruit. Such require-
ments would restrict the diameter range
for pack size 96 by prescribing 3% inches
as the minimum diameter limit and 3%
inches for pack size 112, instead of the
3% Inches and 3%, inches, respectively,
specified in §51.630(c) of the US.
Standards for Grades of Grapefruit
(Texas and States other than Florida,
California, and Arizona). This packing
requirement is intended to effect the
handling of larger and more uniform
size fruit, thereby improving its appear-
ance and marketability.

The proposal is that the provisions of
paragraph (a) (2) (ii) of § 906.340 (7 CFR
906.340; 37 F.R. 2765; 4707) be amended
to read as follows:

§ 906.3140 Container, pack, and con-
tainer marking rcgu{:nions.
(575 i i
(2) U S
(ii) Grapefruit. Grapefruit, when

packed in any box, bag, or carton shall
be within the diameter limits specified
for the various pack sizes in § 51.630(c)
of the U.S. Standards for Grapefruit
(Texas and States other than Floridsa,
California, and Arizona) ; Provided, That
the minimum diameter limit for pack
size 96 grapefruit shall be 3% inches and
for pack size 112 grapefruit shall be 8%
inches: And provided further, That any
grapefruit in boxes or cartons shall be
packed in accordance with the require-
ments of standard pack.

- » * * -

Dated: September 22, 1972,
CHARLES R. BRADER,
Acting Deputy Director, Fruit
and Vegetable Division, Agri-
cultural Marketing Service.
[FR Doc.72-16510 Filed 9-27-72;8:49 am|

[7 CFR Part 9061

ORANGES AND GRAPEFRUIT GROWN
IN LOWER RIO GRANDE VALLEY
IN TEXAS

Proposed Limitation of Handling

Consideration is being given to the fol-
lowing proposal, which would limit the
handling of grapefruit by establishing
regulations recommended by the Texas
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Valley Citrus Committee, established
pursuant to the marketing agreement, as
amended, and Order No. 906, as amended
(7 CFR Part 906), regulating the han-
dling of oranges and grapefruit grown in
the Lower Rio Grande Valley in Texas.
This program is effective under the Agri-
cultural Marketing Agreement Act of
1937, as amended (7 U.S.C. 601-674).

All persons who desire to submit writ-
ten data, views, or arguments in con-
nection with the proposal should file the
same with the Hearing Clerk, Room
112A, U.S. Department of Agriculture,
Washington, D.C. 20250, not later than
the seventh day after the publication of
this notice in the FeperaL REGISTER. All
written submissions made pursuant to
this notice will be made available for
public inspection at the office of the
Hearing Clerk during regular business
hours (7 CFR 1.27(b)).

The proposed grade requirements are
the same as those currently in effect,
while the croposed size requirements for
the periods specified are comparable to
those in effect during the past season.
The proposed more stringent size re-
quirement, for the period November 6,
1972, through February 25, 1973, is de-
signed to prevent a weakening of the
market during a period of normally
heavy shipments, and to maintain the
competitiveness of Texas grapefruit
when other areas are shipping greater
volumes of larger grapefruit. Grade and
size requirements are currently in effect
through October 15, 1972, under § 906.349
Grapefruit Regulation 23 (36 F.R. 19971),
The proposed requirements would be-
come effective October 16, 1972.

Such proposal reads as follows:

§906.351 Grapefruit Regulation 24,

(a) Order: During the period Octo-
ber 16, 1972, through October 15, 1973, no
handler shall handle:

(1) Any grapefruit of any variety,
grown in the production area, unless such
grapefruit grade U.S. Fancy; U.S. No. 1
Bright; U.S. No. 1; U.S. No. 1 Bronze;
or U.S. No. 2;

(2) Any grapefruit of any variety,
grown in the production area, which are
smaller than pack size 112, as such size
is specified in §51.630(c) of the U.S,
Standards for grapefruit in this title
(Texas and States other than Florida,
California, and Arizona), except that
the minimum diameter limit for pack
size 112 grapefruit in any lot shall be
3%¢ inches: Provided, That during the
period November 6, 1972, through Feb-
ruary 25, 1973, no handler shall handle
any grapefruit of any variety, grown in
the production area, which are smaller
than pack size 96, as such size is speci-
fied in §51.630(c) of the aforesaid U.S.
Standards for grapefruit, except that the
minimum diameter limit for pack size
96 grapefruit in any lot shall be 3%
inches;

(3) Any grapefruit of any variety,
grown as aforesaid, for which inspection
is required unless an appropriate inspec-
tion certificate has been issued with re-
spect thereto not more than 48 hours
prior to the time of shipment; or

PROPOSED RULE MAKING

(4) Any grapefruit of any variety,
grown as aforesaid, unless such grape-
fruit meet all the applicable container
and pack requirements which are in
effect pursuant to the aforesaid market-
ing agreement and order during the
period.

(b) Terms used in the marketing
agreement and order shall, when used
herein, have the same meaning as is
given to the respective term in said mar-
keting agreement and order; and terms
relating to grade and diameter, when
used herein, shall have the same mean-
ing as is given to the respective term in
the U.S. Standards for grapefruit
(Texas and States other than Florida,
California, and Arizona (§§51.620-
51.653 of this title).

Dated: September 22, 1972.

CHARLES R. BRADER,
Acting Deputy Director, Fruit
and Vegetable Division, Agri-
cultural Marketing Service,

[FR Doc.16511 Filed 9-27-72;8:49 am|]

Agricultural Stabilization and
Conservation Service

[7 CFR Part 7221
UPLAND COTTON

Proposed Base Acreage Allotments
for 1971, 1972, and 1973 Crops

Notice is hereby given that pursuant
to applicable provisions of the Agri-
cultural Adjustment Act of 1938, as
amended (7 U.S.C. 1281 et seq.), the
Department proposes to amend the Reg-
ulations for Determination of Base Acre-
age Allotments for 1971, 1972, and 1973
Crops of Upland Cotton (36 F.R. 4853,
as amended). The purposes of this
amendment would be to make miscel-
laneous changes as follows:

(1) Section 722404(f) would be
amended to provide that planted and
considered planted credit be given up-
land cotton on federally owned land
having a restrictive lease in effect pro-
hibiting its production only when the
land is leased back with uninterrupted
possession to the former owner after
acquisition under the right of eminent
domain.

(2) Section 722.407 would be restruc-
tured for uniformity and would provide
that the spouse’s farm and nonfarm in-
come be used in computing the income
requirement.

(3) BSection 722.421(h) would be
amended to provide for a transfer from
federally owned land only when leased
back with uninterrupted possession to
the former owner after acquisition under
right of eminent domain.

Prior to the issuance of the proposed
change in the regulations, any data, views
or recommendations pertaining thereto
which are submitted in writing to the
Director, Commodity Stabilization Divi-
sion, Agricultural Stabilization and Con-
servation Service, U.S. Department of
Agriculture, Washington, D.C. 20250, will
be given consideration, To be sure of con-

sideration, such submissions should be
postmarked not later than 15 days from
the date of this notice in the FeperaL
REGISTER.

All written submissions made pursuant
to this notice will be made available for
public inspection at such times and places
and in a matter convenient to the public
business (7 CFR 1.27(b)).

It is proposed that the Regulations for
Determination of Base Acreage Allot-
ments for 1971, 1972, and 1973 Crops of
Upland Cotton be amended as follows:

1. Paragraph (f) of § 722.404 is amend-
ed by adding a new subparagraph (9) to
read as follows:

§ 722.404 Definitions.
» - - - .
(f)
(9) Acreage on federally owned land
having a restirctive lease in effect pro-
hibiting production of upland cotton
when the land is leased back with un-
interrupted possession to the former own-
er after acquisition under the right of
eminent domain,

- * L - >

2. Section 722.407 is revised to read as
follows:

§ 722.407 Base Acreage Allotments for

new cotton farms.

(a) Written application. The farm
owner or operator shall file an applica-
tion for a new cotton farm base acreage
allotment at the office of the county
commifttee where the farm is adminis-
tratively located on or before February 15
of the year for which such allotment is
requested.

(b) Eligibility requirements for owner
or operator. A mew cotton farm base
acreage allotment may be established if
each of the following conditions are met:

(1) Interest in another farm. Neither
the farm owner nor the farm operator
shall own or operate any other farm
in the United States for which an upland
cotton base acreage allotment is estab-
lished for the current year.

(2) Availability of equipment and fa-
cilities. The farm operator shall own, or
have readily available, adequate equip-
ment and any other facilities of produc-
tion (including irrigation water in irri-
gation areas) necessary to the produc-
tion of upland cotton on the farm.

(3) Income requirement. The operator
must expect to obtain during the current
year more than 50 percent of his income
from the production of agricultural com-
modities or products from farming.

() Computing operator’s income. The
following shall be considered in comput-
ing operator’s income:

(a) Income from jfarming. Income
from farming shall include the estimated
return from home gardens, livestock and
livestock products, poultry, or other agri-
cultural products produced for home con-
sumption or other use on the farm(s) but
shall not include estimated return from
the production of any requested new cot-
ton farm base acreage allotment.

(b) Income from nonfarming. Non-
farming income shall include but shall
not be limited to salaries, commissions

* & @
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pensions, social security payments, and
unemployment compensations.

(¢) Spouse’s income. The spouse's
farm and nonfarm income shall be used
in the computation.

(ii) Operator a partnership. If the op~
erator is a partnership, each partner
must expect to obtain more than 50 per-
cent of his current year income from
farming. :

(iii) Operalor a corporation. If the op-
erator is a corporation, it must have no
other major corporate purpose other
than ownership or operation of the
farm(s). Farming must provide its offi-
cers and general manager with more
than 50 percent of their expected in-
come. Salaries and dividends from the
corporation shall be considered as in-
come from farming.

(iv) Special provision for low-income
farmers. The county committee may
waive the income provisions in this sec-
tion provided the county committee
determines that the farm operator's in-
come, from both farm and nonfarm
sources, will not provide a reasonable
standard of living for the operator and
his family, and a State committee repre-
sentative approves such action. In waiv-
ing the income provisions the county
committee must exercise good judgment
to see that such determination is rea-
sonable in the light of all pertinent fac-
tors, and that this special provision is
made applicable only to those who qual-
ify. In making such determination, the
county committee shall consider such
factors as size and type of farming op-
erations, estimated net worth, estimated
gross family farm income, estimated
family off-farm income, number of de-
pendents, and other factors affecting the
individual's ability to provide a reason-
able standard of living for himself and
his family.

(¢) Eligibility requirements for the
farm. The eligibility requirements for
the farm are as follows:

(1) Available land, type of soil, and
topography. The available land, type of
soil, and topography of the land on the
farm must be suitable for cotton pro-
duction. Also continuous production of
cotton must not result in an undue ero-
sion hazard.

(2) Entire allotment permanently
transferred by sale or owner. A farm
which includes land from which the en-
tire cotton base-acreage allotment was
permanently transferred by sale or
owner shall not be eligible for a new
cotton farm base-acreage allotment for
a period of 5 years beginning with the
vear in which the transfer became
effective.

(3) Entire allolment permanently
released. A farm which includes land
from which the entire cotton base-
acreage allotment was permanently re-
leased shall not be eligible for a new
cotton farm base-acreage allotment for
& period of 3 years beginning with the
vear the release was effective.

(4) Entire allotment designated by
owner for a reconstitution. A farm which
includes land which has no upland cot-
ton hase-acreage allotment because the
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owner did not designate an allotment for
such land when the parent farm was
reconstituted pursuant to Part 719 of
this chapter shall not be eligible for a
new cotton farm base-acreage allotment
for a period of 3 years beginning with
the year in which the reconstitution
became effective.

(5) Eminent domain. A farm which
includes land acquired by an agency hav-
ing the right of eminent domain for
which the entire cotton base-acreage
allotment was pooled pursuant to Part
719 of this chapter, which is subse-
quently returned to agricultural produc-
tion, shall not be eligible for a new cot-
ton farm base-acreage allotment for a
period of 3 years from the date the for-
mer owner was displaced.

(d) Establishment of base-acreage
allotments for new cotion farms. If the
applicant’s farm is eligible for a cotton
base-acreage allotment, such base-
acreage allotment shall be established
by the county committee on the basis of
land, labor, and equipment available for
the production of cotton; crop-rotation
practices; and the soil and other physical
facilities affecting the production of cot-
ton. The allotment so determined for any
such farm shall not exceed the smallest
of: (1) The factored base-acreage allot-
ments established pursuant to § 722.406
for old cotton farms in the county which
are similar except for the acreage
planted to cotton during the farm-base
years, (2) the base-acreage allotment
requested, or (3) acreage of the re-
quested commodity intended to be
planted in the current year. The sum of
the base-acreage allotments determined
by the county committee for new cotton
farms shall not exceed the reserves
available for such farms in the county.
The base-acreage allotments for new
cotton farms shall be subject to review
and approval by a representative of the
State committee.

(e) Reduction or cancellation of new
colton farm base-acreage allotments for
misrepresentation. If a new cotton farm
base-acreage allotment is established
under this section and it is later deter-
mined by the county committee or State
committee, or the deputy administrator,
that the new farm base-acreage allot-
ment was obtained by misrepresentation
by or on behalf of the farm operator or
owner, the new farm base-acreage allot-
ment established for the farm shall be
canceled if the farm is not eligible for a
new cotton farm base-acreage allotment
or reduced to the amount which would be
proper on the basis of the facts and a
notice of revised allotment shall be is-
sued. Any reduction or cancellation of a
new cotton base-acreage allotment by the
county committee shall be subject to the
approval of the State committee. A cot-
ton base-acreage allotment established
for a farm in any year subsequent to the
establishment of a new cotton farm bhase-
acreage allotment for such farm shall be
revised to reflect any reduction or can-
cellation of the new farm base-acreage
allotment and a notice of revised allot-
ment shall be issued.
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3. Paragraph (h) of § 722.421 is re-
vised to read as follows:

§ 722.421 Additional
limitations.
- . - - -

(h) Federally owned land. No trans-
fer under section 344a of the act shall be
made from any land owned by the United
States, or any agency or instrumentality
wholly owned by the United States, ex-
cept that the transfer may be approved
in cases where the land is leased back
with uninterrupted possession fo the
former owner after acquisition under
right of eminent domain. For such trans-
fers, the Government agency or instru-
mentality is not required to sign the
record of transfer.

Signed at Washington, D.C., on Sep-
tember 21, 1972.

conditions and

GLENN A. WEIR,
Acting Administrator, Agricul-
tural Stabilization and Con-
servation Service.

[FR Doc.72-16513 Filed 9-27-72;8:49 am]|

[7 CFR Part 7221
EXTRA LONG STAPLE COTTON

Acreage Allotment; 1966 and
Succeeding Crops

Notice is hereby given that pursuant to
applicable provisions of the Agricultural
Adjustment Act of 1938, as amended (7
U.S.C. 1281 et seq.), the Department pro-
poses to amend the regulations for deter-
mination of acreage allotments for 1966
and succeeding crops of extra long staple
cotton (31 F.R. 6247, as amended). The
purpose of this amendment would be to
make miscellaneous changes as follows:

(1) Section 722.512 (a) and (b) would
be restructured for uniformity and
would provide that the spouse’s farm and
nonfarm income would also be used in
computing the income requirement, a
special provision for low-income farmers,
and where the ELS cotton allotment was
permanently released and where a farm
was reconstituted and no ELS cotton
allotment was designated by owner, such
farms would not be eligible for a new
ELS cotton allotment for 3 years.

(2) Section 722.530(¢) would be
revoked since this provision is now
covered in § 722.512, and paragraph (h)
of § 722.530 would be amended to provide
for a transfer from federally owned land
only when leased back with uninter-
rupted possession to the former owner
after acquisition under right of eminent
domain.

Prior to the issuance of the proposed
changes in the regulations, any data,
views, or recommendations pertaining
thereto which are submitted in writing
to the Director, Commodity Stabilization
Division, Agricultural Stabilization and
Conservation Service, U.S. Department
of Agriculture, Washington, D.C. 20250,
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will be given consideration. To be sure
of consideration, such submissions should
be postmarked not later than 15 days
from the date of this notice in the
FEDERAL REGISTER.

All written submissions made pursuant
to this notice will be made available for
public inspection at such times and
places and in a manner convenient to the
public business (7 CFR 1.27(b)).

It is proposed that the regulations for
determination of acreage allotments and
marketing quotas for 1966 and succeed-
ing crops of extra long staple cotton (31
F.R. 6247) be amended as follows:

1. Paragraphs (¢), (d), and (e) of
§ 722.512 are redesignated (d), (e), and
(f), respectively, and reference in re-
designated paragraph (f) is changed to
read “paragraph (d) of this section,” and
paragraphs (a) and (b) of § 722.512 are
amended to read as follows:

§722.512 Allotments for new ELS cot-
ton farms,

(a) Written application, The owner or
operator shall file an application for a
new farm allotment at the office of the
county committee where the farm is
administratively located on or before
February 15 of the year for which the
new farm allotment is requested.

(b) Eligibility requirements for owner
or operator. A new farm allotment may
be established if each of the following
conditions are met:

(1) Interest in another farm. Neither
the farmowner nor the farm operator
shall own or operate any other farm in
the United States for which an ELS cot~
ton allotment is established for the cur-
rent year,

(2) Availability of equipment and fa-
cilities. The operator must own, or have
readily available, adequate equipment
and any other facilities of production
(including irrigation water in irrigation
areas) necessary to the production of
ELS cotton on the farm.

(3) Income requirement. The operator
must expect to obtain during the cur-
rent year more than 50 percent of his
income from the production of agricul-
tural commodities or products from
farming.

i) Computing operator’s income. The
following shall be considered in comput-
ing operator’s income:

(a) Income from farming. Income
from farming shall include the estimated
return from home gardens, livestock and
livestock products, poultry, or other agri-
cultural products produced for home
consumption or other use on the farm(s)
but shall not include estimated return
from the production of the requested
new farm allotment.

(b) Income from mnonfarming. Non-
farming income shall include but shall
not be limited to salaries, commissions,
pensions, social security payments, and
unemployment compensations.

(¢) Spouse’s income. The spouse’s
farm and nonfarm income shall be used
in the computation.
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(ii) Operator a partnership. I the
operator is a partnership, each partner
must expect to obtain more than 50
percent of his current year income from
farming.

(iii) Operator a corporation. If the
operator is a corporation, it must have
no other major corporate purpose other
than ownership or operation of the
farm(s). Farming must provide its offi-
cers and general manager with more
than 50 percent of their expected in-
come. Salaries and dividends from the
corporation shall be considered as in-
come from farming.

(iv) Special provision for low-income
farmers. The county committee may
waive the income provisions in this sec-
tion provided the county committee
determines that the farm operator’s in-

come, from both farm and non-
farm sources, will not provide a
reasonable standard of living for

the operator and his family, and a
State committee representative approves
such action. In waiving the income pro-
visions the county committee must exer-
cise good judgment to see that such
determination is reasonable in the light
of all pertinent factors, and that this
special provision is made applicable only
to those who qualify. In making such
determination, the county committee
shall consider such factors as size and
type of farming operations, estimated
net worth, estimated gross family farm
income, estimated family off-farm in-
come, number of dependents, and other
factors affecting the individual's ability
to provide a reasonable standard of liv-
ing for himself and his family.

(¢) Eligibility requiremenis for the
farm. A new farm allotment may be
established if each of the following con-
ditions are met:

(1) Available land, type of soil, and
topography. The available land, type of
soil, and topography of the land on the
farm must be suitable for ELS cotton
production. Also continuous production
of ELS cotton must not result in an un-
due erosion hazard.

(2) Entire allotment permanently
transferred by sale or owner. A farm
which includes land from which the en-
tire ELS cotton allotment was perma-
nently transferred by sale or owner
shall not be eligible for a new farm allot-
ment for a period of 5 years beginning
with the year in which the transfer be-
came effective.

(3) Entire allotment permanently re-
leased. A farm which includes land from
which the entire ELS cotton allotment
was permanently released shall not be
eligible for a new farm allotment for a
period of 3 years beginning with the year
the release was effective.

(4) Entire allotment designated by
owner for a reconstitution. A farm which
includes land which has no ELS cotton
allotment because the owner did not
designate an ELS cotton allotment for
such land when the parent farm was

reconstituted pursuant to Part 719 of
this chapter shall not be eligible for a
new ELS cotton allotment for a period of
3 years beginning with the year in which
the reconstitution became effective.

(5) Eminent domain. A farm which
includes land acquired by an agency
having the right of eminent domain for
which the entire ELS cotton allotment
was pooled pursuant to Part 719 of this
chapter, which is subsequently returned
to agricultural production, shall not he
eligible for a new farm allotment for a
period of 3 years from the date the
former owner was displaced.

2. Paragraph (c¢) of § 722.530 is de-
leted. Paragraphs (d), (e), (f), (g), and
(h) are redesignated (¢), (d), (e), (),
and (g), respectively. The redesignated
paragraph (g) is amended to read as
follows:

§ 722.530 Additional econditions and
limitations.
- » > L *

(g) Federally owned land. No transfer
under §§ 722.526 to 722.531 shall be made
from any land owned by the United
States, or any agency or instrumentality
wholly owned by the United States, ex-
cept that the transfer may be approved
in cases where the land is leased back
with uninterrupted possession to the
former owner after acquisition under
right of eminent domain. For such trans-
fers, the Government agency or instru-
mentality is not required to sign the
record of transfer.

Signed at Washington, D.C., on Sep-
tember 21, 1972.
. GLENN A. WEIR,
Acting Administrator, Agricul-
tural Stabilization and Con-
servation Service.

[FR Doc.72-16514 Filed 9-27-72;8:40 am|

Commodity Credit Corporation
[7 CFR Part 14641
BURLEY TOBACCO
Advance Grade Rafes

Notice of Advance Grade Rates for
price support on 1972-crop Burley to-
bacco, Type 31.

Consideration will be given to data,
views and recommendations pertaining
to the advance rates set out in this no-
tice which are submitted in writing to
the Director, Tobacco Division, Agricul-
tural Stabilization and Conservation
Service, U.S. Department of Agriculture,
Washington, D.C, 20250. All submissions,
in order to be sure of consideration, must
be received not later than 30 days from
the date of publication of this notice in
the FEDERAL REGISTER,

These proposed rates calculated to pro-
vide the level of support 74.9 cents per
pound as determined under section 106
of the Agricultural Act of 1949 (7 U.S.C.
1445) are as follows:
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§1464.21 1972 Crop—Burley tobacco,
type 31, advance schedule.”

DorLARS PER HUNDRED POUNDS, FARM SALES WEIGH

Advance
rate

Advance Grade

rate

Grade
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80,
7.
78,
7.
76,
7.
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75.
74,
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76.
7.
73,
72
0.
62,
58,
73.
71
66.
75.
73.
67.
7.
7.
7L
9.
68,
65,
70.
68,
65,
79.
78
77.
75.
72,
63,
61,
58,
6.
73.
70.
74
72,
60,
60,
66.
62,
61
B8,
60.
b7,

o
i

' Only the original producer 1§ cligible to recelve
advances, Tobacco graded ““U” (unsound), “W”’ (wet),
“No-G” (no grade), or serap will not be accepted. Coop-
cratives are authorized to deduct 25 cents per hundred
pounds to apply against overhead costs,

All comments, suggestions or objections
will be considered before the final sched-
ule is published. All written submissions
received pursuant to this notice will be
made available for public inspection at
the office of the Director, Tobacco Divi-
sion, during the regular business hours,
8:15 a.m. to 4:45 p.m. (T CFR 1.27(b) ).
(Sec. 4, 62 Stat., 1070, as amended, sec. 5, 62
Stat. 1072, secs. 101, 106, 401, 403, 63 Stat.
1051, as amended, 1054, 74 Stat. 6; 7 US.C.
1441, 1445, 1421, 1423, 15 US.C. T14b, Ti4c)

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

Signed at Washington, D.C., on Sep-
tember 21, 1972.
GLENN A. WEIR,
Acting Ezecutive Vice President,
Commodity Credit Corporation.
|FR Doc.72-16516 Filed 9-27-72;8:40 am]
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Commodity Exchange Authority
[17 CFR Part 11

CONTRACT MARKET RULES AND
FILING OF COPIES

Time Allowed for Evaluation of Rule
Changes

Notice is hereby given, in accordance
with the Administrative Procedure Pro-
visions of 5 U.S.C. Section 553, that the
Secretary of Agriculture, pursuant to the
authority of section 8a of the Commodity
Exchange Act, as amended (7 U.S.C. 12a),
is considering revising § 1.41 of the gen-
eral regulations under the Commodity
Exchange Act (17 CFR 1.41) to read as
follows:

§ 1.41 Contract market rules, regula-
tions; filing of copies.

(a) Each contract market shall file
promptly with the Commodity Exchange
Authority copies of any bylaw, rule, reg-
ulation, or resolution made or issued by
it or by the governing board thereof, or
by any committee or clearing organiza-
tion thereof, and shall notify the Com-
modity Exchange Authority promptly of
any changes in its membership.

(b) Each contract market shall file
with the Commodity Exchange Authority
copies of any proposed amendment or
repeal of, or any addition to, its bylaws,
rules, regulations, or resclutions, to be
made or issued by it or by the governing
board thereof, or any committee thereof,
which relates to terms and conditions in
contracts of sale to be executed on or
subject to the rules of such contract
market or relates to other trading re-
quirements. Such copies shall be filed
not: less than 3 weeks before such amend-
ment, repeal or addition is submitted to
a vote of the members of such contract
market, or before final action is taken
on such amendment, repeal or addition
by the governing board thereof, or any
committee thereof: Provided, however,
That under emergency circumstances
such copies need not be filed as herein
above provided, but in such case the
contract market shall give the Commod-
ity Exchange Authority as much notice
as the circumstances permit and shall
file a written statement of the reasons
why the filing of copies as above pro-
vided was impracticable. If any change
is made in a proposed amendment, repeal
or addition after copies are filed with the
Commodity Exchange Authority, the 3-
week period will commence to run from
the time the Commodity Exchange Au-
thority is notified of such change, unless
the change dees not alter the substance
of the proposed amendment, repeal or
addition or the change is made in con-
formity to a suggestion by the Com-
modity Exchange Authority.

(¢) Two copies of all material required
to be filed by this section shall be fur-
nished to the Acting Administrator, Com-

modity Exchange Authority, U.S. De-
partment of Agriculture, Washington,
D.C, 20250, and two copies shall be fur-
nished to the Director of the Regional
Office of the Commodity Exchange Au-
thority having local jurisdiction with
respect to such contract market.

The purpose of the proposed revision
is to allow sufficient time for the Com-
modity Exchange Authority to deter-
mine whether any proposed change in
contract market bylaws, rules, regula-
tions, or resolutions which relate to the
terms and conditions in contracts of sale
or to other trading requirements would,
if adopted, violate any of the provisions
of the Act or regulations thereunder.

It is proposed that this revision, if
adopted, be made effective 30 days after
publication of a notice of revision in the
FEDERAL REGISTER.

Any person who wishes to submit
written data, views or arguments on the
proposed revision to the regulations may
do so by filing them with the Adminis-
trator, Commodity Exchange Authority,
U.S. Department of Agriculture, Wash-
ington, D.C. 20250, within 30 days after
publication of this notice in the FEpERAL
REGISTER.

All written submissions made pursu-
ant to this notice will be available for
public inspection in the Office of the Ad-
ministrator, Commodity Exchange Au-
thority, U.S. Department of Agriculture,
Washington, D.C. 20250, between the
hours of 8:30 am. and 5 p.m. on any
business day.

Issued on September 25, 1972.

ALEX C, CALDWELL,
Administrator,
Commodity Exchange Authority.

[FR Doc.72-16554 Filed 9-27-72;8:53 am]

DEPARTMENT OF
TRANSPORTATION

Federal Aviation Administration

[ 14 CFR Pari 711
[Alrspace Docket No. 72-GL-43]
TRANSITION AREA

Proposed Alteration

The Federal Aviation Administration
is considering amending Part 71 of the
Federal Aviation Regulations so as to
alter the transition area at Mosinee, Wis.

Interested persons may participate in
the proposed rule making by submitting
such written data, views or arguments
as they may desire. Communications
should be submitted in triplicate to the
Director, Great Lakes Region, Attention;
Chief, Air Traffic Division, Federal Avia-
tion Administration, 2300 East Devon
Avenue, Des Plaines, IL 60018. All
communications received within 45 days
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after publication of this notice in the
FepErRAL REGISTER will be considered be-
fore action is taken on the proposed
amendment. No public hearing is con-
templated at this time, but arrangements
for informal conferences with Federal
Aviation Administration officials may be
made by contacting the Regional Air
Traffic Division Chief, Any data, views or
arguments presented during such confer-
ences must also be submitted in writing
in accordance with this notice in order
to become part of the record for con-
sideration. The proposal contained in this
notice may be changed in the light of
comments received.

A public docket will be available for
examination by interested persons in the
Office of the Regional Counsel, Federal
Aviation Administration, 2300 East Devon
Avenue, Des Plaines, IL 60018.

Three new public instrument approach
procedures have been developed for the
Central Wisconsin Airport, Mosinee, Wis.
Accordingly, it is necessary to alter the
Mosinee transition area to adequately
protect the aircraft executing the new
approach procedures.

In consideration of the foregoing, the
Federal Aviation Administration pro-
poses to amend Part 71 of the Federal
Aviation Regulations as hereinafter set
forth:

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

MosINEE, Wis.

That airspace extending upward from 700
feet above the surface within a 10-mile
radius of Central Wisconsin Airport (lati-
tude 44°46'566'’ N., longitude 89°39'33"" W.);
within 5 miles each side of the 087° bearing
from Central Wisconsin Airport, extending
from the 10-mile radius area to 13 miles
east of the airport; and within 34 miles
each side of the localizer back course 078°
bearing extending from the 10-mile radius
to 1714 miles east of the airport; and within
5 miles north, and 9% miles south of the
localizer course 258° bearing, extending from
the 10-mile radius to 24 miles west of the
airport, excluding the portions that overlie
the Wausau, and Marshfield, Wis. transition
areas.

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

Issued in Des Plaines, I1l., on Septem-
ber 5, 1972.
LyrLe K. BROWN,
Director, Great Lakes Region.

[FR Doc¢.72-16520 Filed 9-27-72;8:49 am]

[ 14 CFR Part 711
[Airspace Docket No. 72-WE-36]

CONTROL ZONE
Proposed Designation and Alteration

The Federal Aviation Administration
is considering an amendment to Part 71
of the Federal Aviation Regulations that
would designate a new control zone for
Chino, Calif. Airport and alter the des-
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cription of the Ontario, Calif. control
zone.

Interested persons may participate in
the proposed rule making by submitting
such written data, views, or arguments
as they may desire. Communications
should be submitted in triplicate to the
Chief, Airspace and Procedures Branch,
Federal Aviation Administration, 5651
West Manchester Avenue, P.O. Box
92007, Worldway Postal Center, Los An-
geles, CA 90009. All communications re-
ceived within 30 days after publication
of this notice in the FEDERAL REGISTER
will be considered before action is taken
on the proposed amendments. No public
hearing is contemplated at this time, but
arrangements for informal conferences
with Federal Aviation Administration
officials may be made by contacting the
Regional Air Traffic Division Chief. Any
data, views, or arguments presented dur-
ing such conferences must also be sub-
mifted in writing in accordance with
this notice in order to become part of
the record for consideration. The pro-
posals contained in this notice may be
changed in the light of comments
received.

A public docket will be available for
examination by interested persons in the
office of the Regional Counsel, Federal
Aviation Administration, 5651 West
l;&og.nchester Avenue, Los Angeles, CA

45,

A new control tower for Chino Airport
will be commissioned on or about De-
cember 7, 1972, In order to provide con-
trolled airspace protection for aircraft
conducting special VFR operations and
the VOR~1 instrument approach proce-
dure, a 3-mile radius control zone is pro-
posed for Chino Airport. In addition, it
is proposed to alter the description of
the Ontario control zone to provide for
the proposed Chino control zone to he-
come part of the Ontario control zone
during the hours that the Chino Control
Tower is not in operation.

In consideration of the foregoing, the
FAA proposes the following airspace
actions.

In § 71.171 (37 F.R. 2056) the follow-
ing control zone is added:

CHINO, CALIF.

Within a 3-mile radius of the Chino, Calif.
Airport (Latitude 33°58'30" N,, Longitude
117°38’10’* W.). This control zone shall be
effective during the specific dates and times
established in advance by a Notice to Air-
men. The effective date and time will there-
after be continuously published in the Alr-
man’s Information Manual.

In § 71.171 (37 F.R. 2056) the descrip-
tion of the Ontario, Calif., control zone
is amended to read as follows:

ONTARIO, CALIF.

Within a 5-mile radius of Ontario Inter-
national Airport (latitude 34°03°25'* N,,
longitude 117°36’30’° W.); within 2 miles
each side of the Ontario ILS localizer East
course extending from the 5-mile radius zone
to 3 miles east of the OM, and within a 3-mile
radius of Chino, Calif,, excluding the portion
within the Chino control zone when it is
effective.

These amendments are proposed under
the authority of sec. 307(a) of the Fed-
eral Aviation Act of 1958, as amended
(49 U.S.C. 1348(a)), and of sec. 6(c)
of the Department of Transportation
Act (49 U.S.C. 1655(¢) ).

Issued in Los Angeles, Calif., on Sep-
tember 18, 1972,

ROBERT O. BLANCHARD,
Acting Director, Western Region.

[FR Doc.72-16524 Filed 9-27-72;8:50 am]

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY

[ 41 CFR Part 15-31
PROCUREMENT BY NEGOTIATION

Administrative Actions Required in
Connection With Cost Overruns

Notice is hereby given in accordance
with the administrative procedure provi-
sions in 5 U.S.C. 553, that pursuant to
the Federal Property and Administra-
tive Services Act of 1949, as amended,
the Administrator is considering an
amendment to 41 CFR Chapter 15, by
adding a new Subpart 15-3.52, Adminis-
trative Actions Required in Connection
With Cost Overruns, to Part 15-3. This
subpart will establish EPA procedures
applicable to cost overruns.

Any person who wishes to submit writ-
ten data, views, or objections pertaining
to the proposed amendment may do so
by filing them in duplicate with the Di-
rector, Contracts Management Division,
Room 413, Environmental Protection
Agency, Fourth and M Streets SW,
Washington, DC 20460, within 30 days
following publication of this notice in the
FepERAL REGISTER. All comments submit-
ted pursuant to this notice will be avail-
able for public inspection during regular
business hours in the Office of the Direc-
tor, Contracts Management Division,

Dated: September 22, 1972,
ROBERT W, FRI,
Acting Administrator.

As proposed, the amendments to Part
15-3 would read as follows:
Subpart 15-3.52 Adminisfrative Ac-
tions Required in Connection with
Cost Overruns

Sec.

15-3.5200 Scope of subpart.
15-3.5201 Applicability.

15-3.5202 General.

15-3.56203 Limitation of cost clause.
15-3.5204 Contract administration.
15-3.56204-1 General.

15-3.6204-2 Procedure.

15-3.6204-3 Contract amendments.

§ 15-3.5200 Scope of subpart.

This subpart sets forth the procedure
to be followed when a cost overrun is an-
ticipated: i.e., the allowable actual cost
of performing a cost reimbursement type
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contract is expected to exceed the total
estimated cost specified in the contract.

§15-3.5201 Applicability.

This subpart applies to the placement
and administration of cost reimburse-
ment type contracts, and the cost re-
imbursement portion of other types of
contracts.

£15-3.5202 General.

Reimbursement for costs incurred un-
der contracts referred to in § 15-3.5201
shall not exceed the amount of funds
obligated by the contract, unless in-
creased by the Contracting Officer. Cost
overruns shall be held to an absolute
minimum compaftible with accomplish-
ment of the statement of work. Cost over-
runs estimated to total $250,000 or more
shall be approved by the Director, Con-
tracts Management Division, AMAC, ‘as
prescribed in § 15-1.5403-2(b),

§15-3.5203 Limitation of cost clause.

The following clause shall be used in
fully funded cost-reimbursement con-
tracts. The words “exclusive of any fee,”

occurring twice in paragraph (a) of the
clause may be deleted in any contract not
providing for the payment of a fee.

LiMITATION OF COST

(a) It is estimated that the total cost to
the Government for the performance of this
contract, exclusive of any fee, will not ex-
ceed the estimated cost set forth in the sched-
ule, and the Contractor agrees to use his
best efforts to perform the work specified In
the schedule and all obligations under this
contract within such estimated cost. If, at
any time, the Contractor has reason to be-
lieve that the cost which he expects to incur
in the performance of this contract In the
next succeeding 60 days, when added to all
costs previously incurred, will exceed 75 per-
cent of the estimated cost set forth in the
schedule or if, at any time, the Contractor
has reason to belleve that the total cost to
the Government for the performance of his
contract, exclusive of any fee, will be greater
or substantially less than the then estimated
cost, hereof, the Contractor shall notify the
Contracting Officer in writing to that effect,
giving the revised estimate of such total cost
for the performance of this contract.

(b) Except as required by other provisions
of this contract specifically citing and stated
to be an exception of this clause, the Govern-
ment shall not be obligated to reimburse the
Contractor for costs incurred in excess of the
estimated cost set forth in the schedule, and
the Contractor shall not be obligated to con-
tinue performance under the contract (in-
cluding actions under the Termination
Clause) or otherwise to incur costs in excess
of the estimated cost set forth in the Sched-
ule, unless and until the Contracting Of-
ficer shall have notified the Contractor in
writing that such estimated cost has been
increased and shall have specified in such
notice a revised estimated cost which shall
thereupon constitute the estimated cost of
performance of this contract. No notice,
communication or representation in any
other form or from any person other than
the Contracting Officer shall affect the esti-
mated cost of this contract. In the absence
of the specified notice, the Government shall
not be obligated to reimburse the Contractor
for any costs in excess of the estimated cost
set forth in the Schedule, whether those ex-
cess costs were incurred during the course
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of the contract or as a result of termination.
When and to the extent that the estimated
cost set forth in the Schedule has been in-
creased, any costs incurred by the Contractor
in excess of the estimated cost prior to such
increase shall be allowable to the same extent
as If such costs had been Incurred after the
increase; unless the Contracting Officer is-
sues a termination or other notice and di-
rects that the increase is solely for the pur-
pose of covering termination or other speci-
fled expenses.

(c) If (1) the Contractor stops perform-
ance before completion of all work here-
under because it has incurred costs In the
amount of or in excess of the estimated cost
set forth in the contract, and (2) the Con=-
tracting Officer elects not to increase such
estimated costs, the Contractor’'s fixed-fee
will be equitably reduced to reflect the actual
amount of work performed as compared with
the full amount of the work required in the
contract. In the event of failure to agree as
to the amount of such reduction, the Con-
tracting Officer shall determine the amount,
subject to the right of the Contractor to ap-
peal therefrom pursuant to the clause in the
contract entitled “Disputes.” This paragraph
shall not, in any way, limit the rights of the
Government under the clause in the contract
entitled “Termination for Default or for
the Convenience of the Government.”

(d) Change orders issued pursuant to the
Changes clause of this contract shall not be
considered an authorization to the Con-
tractor to exceed the estimated cost set forth
in the Schedule in the absence of a state-
ment in the change order, or other contract
modification, increasing the estimated cost.

§ 15-3.5204 Contract administration.
§ 15-3.5204-1 General.

(a) Upon receipt of information from
any source that a Contractor’s accumu-
lated cost and projected expenditures are
approaching the limit of funds obligated
by the contract, the Contracting Officer
shall coordinate immediately with the
appropriate program office to determine
whether the contract should be amended
or terminated. After a programing and
funding decision is received from the
program office the Contracting Officer
shall promptly notify the Contractor in
writing that: (1) A specified amount of
additional funds has been allotted to the
contract by a contractual instrument; or
(2) work will be discontinued when the
funds allotted to the contract have been
exhausted and that any work performed
after that date is at the Contractor’s risk;
or (3) the Government is considering
whether additional funds should be al-
lotted to the contract and will notify the
Contractor as soon as possibie, but that
any work performed after the funds then
allocated to the contract have been ex-
hausted is at the Contractor’s risk.
Timely, formal notification of the Gov-
ernment’s intention is essential in order
to preclude loss of contractual rights in
the event of dispute, termination, or
litigation.

(b) Contracting Officers shall refrain
from issuing any contractual documents
which will require new work or an exten~
sion of time, pending resolution of an
overrun or additional fund request.

§ 15-3.5204-2 Procedure.

(a) When the Contracting Officer re-
ceives information from a source other
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than the Contractor that a cost overrun
is anticipated, he shall remind the Con-
tractor immediately of the notification
requirements of the Limitation of Cost
clause and request the Contractor to sub-
mit a request for additional funds in-
cluding:

(1) Name and location of Contractor.

(2) Contract number and expiration
date.

(3) Contract item number(s) and
amount(s) of each creating the overrun,

(4) The elements of cost which
changed from the original estimate, i.e.,
Iabor, material, or overhead. This data
should be furnished in the following for-
mat: (i) Original estimate, (ii) costs in-
curred to date, (iii) estimated cost to
completion, (iv) revised estimate, (v) ad-
justment.

(5) The factors responsible for the in-
crease, i.e., error in estimate, changed
conditions, ete.

(6) The latest date by which funds
must be available for commitment to
avoid contract slippage, work stoppage,
or other program impairment.

(b) When the Contractor submits no-
tice of an impending overrun the Con-
tracting Officer shall:

(1) Immediately advise the appro-
priate program office and furnish a copy
of the notice and any other data re-
ceived.

(2) Request audit, cost analysis, and
technical support, as necessary, for eval-
uation of information and data received.

(3) Maintain continuous follow-up
with the program office in order to obtain
a timely decision as to whether the work
under the contract will be continued or
expanded, additional funding provided,
or the contract terminated. The decision
of the program office must be supported
by an appropriate written statement and
funding authority; including an EPA
Form 1900-8, Procurement Request/
Requisition, when new work is added and
a formal request for termination, when
applicable.

§ 15-3.5204-3 Contract amendments,

(a) Change orders and amendments to
contracts containing the Limitation of
Cost clause prescribed in § 15-3.5203
shall include either: (1) A provision in-
creasing the estimated or ceiling amount
referred to in Limitation of Cost clause
of the contract and stating that the
clause will thereafter apply in respect of
such increased amount; or (2) a pro-
vision stating that the estimated or ceil-
ing amount referred to in the Schedule
is not changed by the amendment and
that the Limitation of Cost eclause will
continue applicable with respect to the
amount in effect prior to the amendment.
(Note paragraph (d) of the Limitation of
Cost clause prescribed in § 15-3.5203.)

(b) Changes in fixed fee provided in
the contract will be made only to reflect
changes in the Scope of Work which
justify an increase or decrease in the
fixed fee.

[FR Doc.72-16476 Filed 9-27-72,8:45 am]
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FEDERAL POWER COMMISSION

[ 18 CFR Part 2601
[Docket No. R-4556]

STATEMENTS AND REPORTS
(SCHEDULES)

Imported Rate of Refurn on
Jurisdictional Rate Base

SEPTEMBER 21, 1972.

Revisions to FPC annual report Form
No. 2 to obtain allocation of costs be-
tween jurisdictional and nonjurisdic-
tional pipeline operations to determine
the imputed rate of return on jurisdic-
tional rate base.

Pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 553, sections 8,
10, and 16 of the Natural Gas Act (52
Stat. 825, 826, 830; 15 U.S.C. 717g, T17i,
7170), the Commission gives notice it
proposes to amend for the reporting year
1972, FPC Form No. 2, annual report for
Natural Gas Companies (Class A and
Class B) prescribed by § 260.1, Chapter
I, Title 18, CFR.

The proposed amendment to the Com-
mission’s annual report Form No. 2
would add one additional schedule page.
The schedule page would be numbered
and entitled schedule page 116B, im-
puted rate of return on jurisdictional
rate base.

The rate of return on common equity
on a total company basis is one of the
measurement that is commonly used
by financial analysts, investors and
others in evaluating the operating re-
sults of a company. The rates of return
on average common equity allowed by
the Commission in formal rate proceed-
ings are applicable to jurisdictional op-
erations which might differ substantially
from the earned rates of return com-
puted from data as reported in FPC
publications.

It is important, therefore, for proper
evaluation by the Commission, its staff,
and other interested parties, that pipe-
line companies allocate costs between
their jurisdictional and nonjurisdictional
operations so as to report the imputed
rate of return on jurisdictional rate base,
as set out in Attachment A.'

Additionally, this information would
be utilized for reporting imputed rate
of return on jurisdictional rate base in
the Commission’s annual statistics of
Interstate Natural Gas Pipeline Compa-
nies in a manner similar to that which
has been published for some time in the
statistics of publicly owned electric util-
ities on a total company basis.

Consequently, it is proposed that each
Class A and Class B pipeline company
shall base the cost classification and cost
allocations, and allocations when neces-
sary to functionalize items of cost or rate
base, on the methods utilized by the
Commission resolving the last formal
rate proceeding which has been approved
by a Commission opinion, or in Commis-
sion approval of a settlement agreement.
In the event there has not been such a
Commission opinion or approval of a sef-

* Attachment A filled as part of the original
document,
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tlement for purposes of this schedule the
respondent will be permitted to utilize
the cost classification and cost alloca-
tion methods employed in its last rate re-
quest * accepted for filing by the Com-
mission. Such a request includes a re-
quest under suspension or a request in
effect subject to refund. Regardless of
whichever of the foregoing methods is
utilized, no parties to the proceeding will
be bound by the method utilized in any
proceeding.

Furthermore, it is proposed that each
Class A and Class B pipeline company
shall include as a part of the new sched-
ule a statement which clearly and com-
pletely explains the basis of the func-
tionalization of items of cost or rate base
where allocations are necessary and also
clearly and completely explains the basis
of the cost classification and cost allo-
cation utilized to determine the imputed
rate of retwuin on jurisdictional rate base.

The Commission does noft recognize
settlement orders as constituting rate-
making precedent, and if the cost classi-
fication and allocation methods are on
the basis of a settlement order, then the
statement of imputed rate of return on
jurisdictional rate base on the basis of
said cost classification and allocation
methods is without prejudice to any
rights the pipeline company may have.

The Commission is aware the reporting
burden to prepare this report schedule
will be increased. However, the Commis-
sion believes there is an overriding need,
in this case, for the information.

The proposed amendment to FPC
Form No. 2 would be issued under the
authority granted the Federal Power
Commission by the Natural Gas Act, as
amended, particularly sections 8, 10, and
16 (52 Stat. 825, 826, 830; 15 U.S.C. 717g,
717, 7170).

(A) Effective for the reporting year
1972, it is proposed to amend FPC Form
No. 2, Annual Report for Natural Gas
Companies (Class A and Class B) pre-
seribed by § 260.1, Chapter I, Title 18 of
the Code of Federal Regulations, by add-
ing a new schedule page 116B, entitled
“Imputed Rate of Return on Jurisdic-
tional Rate Base,” as set out in Attach-
ment A’

(B) Amend paragraph (c) of § 260.1
in Part 260, Subchapter G of Chapter
I, Title 18 of the Code of Federal Regu-
lations as follows:

1. Add a new schedule titled “Imputed
Rafte of Return on Jurisdictional Rate
Base” immediately following schedule
“Notes to Statement of Income—State-
ment C (Continued).” so that it will
read:

§ 260.1 Form No. 2 Annual report for
natural gas companies (Class A and
Class B).

* - * Ad L4

(¢) This annual report contains the
following schedules:

* + * - *

3In the event that the certified rates of a
company have not been changed as a result
of a rate change filing, the company may use
cost classification and allocation methods
used in support of its rates accepted In the
certificate,

Imputed Rate of Return on Jurisdictional
Rate Base.

* * - * *

Any interested person may submit to
the Federal Power Commission, Wash-
ington, D.C. 20426, not later than Novem-
ber 6, 1972, data, views, comments, or
suggestions in writing concerning the
amendments to the annual report forms
proposed herein. Written submittals will
be placed in the Commission’s public files
and will be available for public inspec-
tion at the Commission’s Office of Public
Information, Washington, D.C. 20426,
during regular business hours. The Com-
mission will consider all such written
submittals before acting on the matters
herein proposed. An original and 14 con-
formed copies should be filed with the
Secretary of the Commission.

In addition, interested persons wishing
to have their comments considered in
the clearance of the proposed revision in
the report form pursuant to 44 U.SC.
3501-3511 may, at the same time, submit
a conformed copy of their comments di-
rectly to the Clearance Officer, Statisti-
cal Policy Division, Office of Management
and Budget, Washington, DC 20503.
Submittals to the Commission should
indicate the name, title, mailing address,
and telephone number of the person to
whom communications concerning the
proposal should be addressed, and
whether the person filing them requests
a conference with the staff of the Fed-
eral Power Commission to discuss the
proposed revisions. The Staff, in its dis-
cretion, may grant or deny requests for
conference.

The Secretary shall cause prompt pub-
lication of this notice to be made in the
FEDERAL REGISTER.

By direction of the Commission.

Mary B. Kipp,
Acting Secretary.

[FR Doc.72-16478 Filed 9-27-72;8:45 am|

SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE
COMMISSION

[ 17 CFR Part 2401
[Release 34-9775]

CUSTOMERS' SECURITIES AND FUNDS

Obligations of Broker-Dealers To
Maintain Physical Possession or
Control and Certain Reserves

In Securities Exchange Act Release No.
9622 published on May 31, 1972, and in
the FEpERAL RecisTer for June 10, 1972
at 37 F.R. 11690, the Commission an-
nounced the publication of proposed
Rule 15¢3-3 [17 CFR 240.15¢3-3] under
the Securities Exchange Act of 193¢
(“Exchange Act”) to provide an all inclu-
sive formula for the maintenance by
broker-dealers of basic reserves with re-
spect to customers cash and cash realized
through the utilization of customers’ sé-
curities as well as to enunciate standards
for broker-dealers concerning the physi-
cal possession or control of the fully paid

FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 37, NO. 189—THURSDAY, SEPTEMBER 28, 1972




and excess margin securities of custom-
ers. The proposal was made under the
authority of sections 15(e¢) (3), 15(¢) (2),
17(a) and 23(a) of the Exchange Act as
well as under section 6(¢) (2) (C) (iii) of
the Securities Investor Protection Act of
1970 (“SIPC Act™).

The Commission received a great num-
ber of constructive comments and sug-
gestions on its May 31, 1972 proposal,
and, accordingly, while retaining the
basiec prineiples and format of the May
31 proposal, has decided to republish it
in a form revised to render it more work-
able and to perfect the objective of the
elimination of the use by broker-dealers
of customer funds and securities to fi-
nance firm overhead and such firm activ-
ities as trading and underwriting
through the separation of customer re-
lated activities from other broker-dealer
operations, The principal revisions are
to the formula for determination of the
reserves in order that there will be a
sharper separation between customer re-
lated funds and broker-dealer funds and
to the designation of control locations for
securities required to be in the posses-
sion or control of a broker-dealer. The
list of control locations has been ex-
panded but at the same time such desig-
nations are to be exclusive in determining
a broker-dealer’s requirements regarding
possession or control of his customers’
securities. A number of important tech-
nical changes and clarifications have also
been made, and they are discussed below.

CONGRESSIONAL DIRECTIVE FOR RULES RE-
GARDING THE CuUsTODY AND USE OF CUS-
TOMERS' F'UNDS AND SECURITIES

It is the Commission’s view that, in the
context of the other customer protective
provisions it has recently adopted,’ pro-
posed Rule 15¢3-3 in the form published
herein is well fashioned to furnish the
protection for the integrity of customer
funds and securities as envisioned by
Congress when it amended section 15
(c) (3) of the Exchange Act by adopting
section 7(d) of the SIPC Act.* In meeting

*Among these are rules: 17a-13 [17 CFR
240.17a~13] (the box count rule); 17a-5(])
[17 CFR 240.178-5(j)] and 17a-11 [17 CFR
240.17a~11] (establishing an effective early
warning system); 17a-56 [17 CFR 240.17a-5]
as amended (requiring the furnishing of fi-
nancial information to customers); 15c¢3-1
[17 CFR 240.15¢3-1] as amended (increasing
minimum net capital requirements); 15b1-2
17 CFR 240.15b1-2] and 15¢3-1 as amended
(imposing high minimum threshold net
capital requirements and requiring detailed
threshold information designed to effect con-
servative operation). All of these provisions
have been deseribed in some detail in Ex-
change Act Release 9622 at pp. 8-9 and in
37F.R, 11689.

*In its Aug. 23, 1972, report on the “Study
of the Securities Industry” at pp. VI-VII
and pp. 43-44, the House Subcommittee on
Commerce and Finance of the Committee on
Interstate and Foreign Commerce recognized
that in the present state of flux of the se-
curities industry and of broker-dealer capi«
talization and operating facilities, the Com-
mission’s May 31, 1972, rule 15¢3-3 proposal,
coupled with and as part of the protective
mosaic, appears adequately designed to give
effect to the congressional intent of afford-
Ing customer protection respecting the
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the congressional directive for rules re-
garding the acceptance, custody and use
of customers’ securities and the main-
tenance of reserves with respect to cus-
tomer deposits and credit balances the
Commission seeks to accomplish the fol-
lowing in the proposed rule:

(1) To insure that customers’ funds
held by a broker-dealer (both free credit
balances and deposits which may be re-
stricted as to withdrawal) and the cash
which is realized through the lending,
hypothecation, and other permissible
uses of customers’ securities are deployed
in safe areas of the broker-dealer's busi-
ness related to servicing his customers, or
to the extent that the funds are not de-
ployed in these limited areas, that they
be deposited in a reserve bank account,
In this regard, the Commission has taken
a broad view of the congressional man-
date by requiring that the reserve ac-
count include all funds which have as
their source customer assets,

(ii) To require a broker-dealer
promptly to obtain possession or control
of all fully paid securities and excess
margin securities carried by that broker-
dealer for the account of customers and
to require him to act within designated
time frames where possession or con-
trol has not been established.

(iii) To accomplish a separation of
the brokerage operation of the firm’s
business from that of its firm activities
such as underwriting and trading.

(iv) To require a broker-dealer to
maintain more current records. Thus, the
proposed rule requires a daily determina-
tion of security locations and periodic
computations of the reserve.

(v) To motivate the securities indus-
try to process its securities transactions
in a more expeditious manner. This is
particularly important in the area of the
rule which penalizes a broker-dealer if a
security is in a location which the Com-
mission has determined to be unaccepta-
ble or has been out of the broker-dealer's
control for too long a period, as for ex-
ample in transfer.

(vi) To inhibit the unwarranted ex-
pansion of a broker-dealer's business
through the use of customers’ funds by
prohibiting the use of those funds except
for designated purposes.

(vil) To augment the broad program
of broker-dealer financial responsibility
which the Commission has been develop-
ing as a result of the financial crisis ex-
perienced by the securities industry dur-
ing the 1968-70 period.

(viii) To facilitate the liquidations of
insolvent broker-dealers and to protect
customer assets in the event of a SIPC
liquidation through a clear delineation in
the rule of specifically identifiable prop-
erty of customers.

In seeking these objectives the Com-
mission has made every effort to make
the rule flexible enough to be compatible
with the accounting, clearance, settle-
ment, and depository systems presently
operating or being developed in the se-

custody and use of customers’ securities and
the carrying and use of their cash deposits
and credit balances, as envisioned by section
7(d) of the SIPC Act which amended section
15(¢) (3) of the Exchange Act.
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curities industry. It is hoped that the
rule will encourage the further develop-
ment of these systems which will increase
the protection of customers’ funds and
securities with the concomitant reduc-
tion in the need for this rule particularly
in regard to those sections dealing with
obtaining possession of securities which
have not been brought under the broker-
dealer’s control within the normal set-
tlement period. Where the provisions of
the rule are at odds with present opera-
tional methods or where they require the
development of new recordkeeping infor-
mation it is because in the judgment of
the Commission such systems or infor-
mation are necessary to a comprehensive
program of investor protection consist-
ent not only with express congressional
intent but with the high standards of
financial responsibility which must pre-
vail in the brokerage community. At the
same time, however, the rule permits the
smaller broker-dealer who does not hold
customer funds or securities to effec-
tuate his customer transactions through
a special bank account and thereby
avoid the computations and determina-~
tions of this rule which because of his
size and capacity may be onerous to him,

REVISIONS TO PROPOSED RULE 15¢3-3

From the comments, it became evi-
dent that adherence to the paragraph
(e) (3) requirement for daily computa-
tion of the reserve formula would pre-
clude the kind of separation of customer
and firm items needed to afford maxi-
mum customer protection. It was repre-
sented that, although cash and cash
related items could be computed on a
daily basis, the nature fo broker-dealer
accounting, clearance, and settlement
procedures is such that customer trans-
actions could not be individually traced
and separated, so that the daily figures
would necessarily reflect combined fig-
ures for the firm and the customer.
Moreover, numerous smaller broker-
dealers felt that the cost of computing
such figures daily, including the man-
ual reviewing of customer accounts,
would be out of proportion with the
additional protection intended for cus-
tomers, and that the costs in some cases
might even be prohibitive. It was
pointed out that, as to those firms which
use outside computer service facilities,
they would find it virtually impossible
to comply with the daily requirement,
because such service facilities could not
reasonably generate the required figures
on & daily basis for the multitude of
brokers which they serve. Accordingly,
paragraph (e)(3) of the proposed rule
has been revised to provide for a weekly
computation by all broker-dealers, with
the option of a monthly computation
granted to those broker-dealers whose
aggregate indebtedness does not exceed
800 per centum of their net capital and
who do not carry more than $1 million
of aggregate customer funds. Those bro-
ker-dealers who are eligible to and elect
to make the computation on a monthly
basis will be required to add 5 percent
of the amount otherwise required to be
placed in the reserve bank account as
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an extra cushion. This is over and ahove
the cushion provided by the net capital
ratio necessary in order for a broker-
dealer to avail himself of the alterna-
tive monthly computation. The require~
ment that the reserve account be
composed only of cash and “qualified
securities” (issued or guaranteed as to
principal and interest by the United
States) remains unchanged.

Apart from that proposed revision, a
number of minor clarifications and cor-
rections have been added. Among these
are some definitional revisions. Thus,
paragraph (a) (5) of the proposed rule,
which defines “excess margin securities”
of customers as those with a market
value in excess of 140 percent of a cus-
tomer’s total debit balance, clarifies the
right of the broker-dealer to identify
the particular securities which are in-
cluded in such excess. In paragraph (a)
(7), the term “bank™ has been expanded
s0 as to permit a Canadian bank super-
vised by Canadian governmental author-
ity to act as the bank of deposit for the
reserve bank account for Canadian bro-
ker-dealers only. The term, “free credit
balances” as defined in paragraph (a)
(8), has been clarified to exclude funds
segregated for regulated commodities as
well as funds carried for customers in
commodities accounts maintained by the
broker-dealer separately from their se-
curities accounts and similarly segre-
gated. A similar exception has been in-
cluded in the paragraph (a)(9) defini-
tion of “other credit balances.”

On the subject of physical possession
or control by a broker-dealer of customer
securities, paragraph (d) has been re-
drafted with little change in substance.
The requirement for daily determina-
tions by the broker-dealer of the fully
paid and excess margin securities in his
physical possession or control is retained
as an important element of the rule. The
proposed rule as revised now articulates
that the determinations provided for by
that provision shall also encompass the
ascertainment of those securities which
should be and are not in the broker-
dealer’s possession or control. The vari-
ous subparagraphs of paragraph (d)
prescribe the time periods within which
a broker-dealer must act to bring secu-
rities under his possession or control if
his daily determinations show a deficit
with respect to his customers’ fully paid
and excess margin securities. If the
determination as of the close of a given
business day reveals physical possession
or control of all securities of a partic-
ular issue required to be in such broker-
dealer’s possession or control, paragraph
(b) (2) as revised makes clear that, dur-
ing the following business day, a broker-
dealer may effect delivery of shares of
such issue received that day to fulfill any
of that day's delivery obligations. This
provision for “same day turn around”
is believed essential in response to com-
ments pointing out that it is impossible
to maintain a minute-by-minute count
in the course of a business day as to
whether a security of a given class which
has heen received is either in excess of or
less than the quantity required to be
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retained by fhe broker-dealer in physi-
cal possession or confrol; and to meet
the concern that the only feasible
method of accountability which would
not paralyze operations is one which is
based on daily determinations as of the
close of each business day. While the
“same day turn around” is permitted, it
should be noted that this provision in no
way relieves the broker-dealer from the
obligation to promptly obtain and main-
tain possession or control of customer
securities,

‘With respect to the provisions of the
proposed rule relating to control loca-
tions, some clarifying language has been
added to paragraphs (¢) (1) and (2)
without a change of substance. The 30-
day period on items in transfer during
which they are deemed to be in good
location has been strenuously criticized
by the broker-dealer community on the
ground that such a limitation is not ap-
propriate since broker-dealers have no
control over transfer agents and cannot
force them to confirm a transfer. The
Commission is aware of this difficulty
and has proposed legislation to Congress
which would give the Commission power
to prescribe such rules. Nevertheless, an
item in transfer for as long as 30 days
raises questions as to whether a broker-
dealer has the security under his control.
Accordingly, to meet the conflicting con-
cerns paragraph (c) (3) has been revised
to require receipt of a confirmation or
a revalidation of a window ticket from
the transfer agent within a 40-day pe-
riod. The Commission has allowed this
additional time but intends, if Congress
grants it authority over transfer agents,
to substantially reduce this time frame.
Additional points of control of securities
have been provided. These include:
Securities held by a bank custodian, not
subject to a lien or claim, which must
be delivered to the broker-dealer upon
demand without payment of money or
other value (paragraph (¢) (5)); securi-
ties held by a branch office or in transit
between offices of the broker-dealer, or
held by a guaranteed corporate sub-
sidiary under the control of and operated
as a branch office of the broker-dealer
(paragraph (¢) (6)); securities held in a
foreign depository, foreign clearing
agency, or foreign custodian bank deter-
mined by the Commission to constitute
a satisfactory control location (para-
graph (¢)(4)); and, finally, to provide
flexibility to deal with future develop-
ments in the securities industry, securi-
ties in such other locations as the Com-~
mission, upon application or on its own
motion, finds adequate for the protec-
tion of customers.

Paragraph (d) (1) of the proposed rule
provided for 2- and 5-day periods,
respectively, for the release of securities
from a lien and for the return of the
loaned securities in order to reduce them
to possession or control for compliance
with the rule. This has been clarified to
mean 2 and 5 business days, respectively.
In addition, under paragraph (d) (2), the
time after which a fail to receive must
be reduced to possession through a buy-in
or other procedure has been extended

from 25 to 30 days which conforms this
time frame with the existing practices of
stock exchanges on buy-ins and again
recognizes the problems which may arise
with transfer agents.

An exemption has been added (para-
graph (k) (2) (ii)) which relates to a
broker-dealer whose transactions with
customers consist exclusively of -acting as
an introducing broker-dealer to a clear-
ing broker-dealer on a fully disclosed
basis, and who transmits all customer
funds and securities to the clearing
broker-dealer who, in turn, carries all of
the accounts of such customers. An addi-
tional exemption has been provided
(paragraph (k) (2) (1)) with respect to
broker-dealers who carry no margin ac-
counts, promptly transmit all customer
funds and deliver all customer securities,
do not otherwise hold funds or securities
of customers and who effectuate all
financial transactions with customers
through one or more bank accounts des-
ignated as “‘Special Account for the Ex-
clusive Benefit of (his] Customers.” As
with the reserve bank accounts, a broker-
dealer maintaining such a special ac-
count must receive and preserve a notifi-
cation from the bank that the deposits
are for the exclusive benefit of the
broker-dealer's customers and are not
subject to any lien or charge in favor of
the bank or any person claiming through
the bank. These exemptions are designed
to provide an approach which alleviafes
difficulties many small- and medium-
size broker-dealers may have in comply-
ing with the rule. At the same time the
exemptions result in the complete separa-
tion of customer funds and property and
afford protection over customer assets
comparable with that to be attained
under the provisions of the proposed
rule. The procedures outlined in these
exemptions are consistent with one of the
principal objectives of the SIPC Act that
customer funds and securities not be ex-
posed to risk of loss through broker-
dealer insolvency.

The provisions of paragraph (1) have
been expanded on the subject of the
rights of customers to delivery of their
fully paid and excess margin securities,
particularly with respect to excess mar-
gin securities. The revision articulates
the existing rights of broker-dealers to
impose maintenance and other margin
requirements as permitted by § 220.7(b)
of regulation T (12 CFR 220.7(b)), Pro-
vided, That such requirements are im-
posed equitably and reasonably.

Paragraph (m) which requires 2
broker-dealer who sells a security for &
customer to obtain possession no later
than 10 days after the settlement date
has been revised to specify the period as
10 business days. Additionally, this para-
graph has been revised to clarify that 2
broker-dealer who maintains a separate
omnibus account conforming to § 2204
(b) of regulation T (12 CFR 220.4(b)),
with another broker-dealer is not to be
deemed a customer of such other broker-
dealer for the purposes of the 10-busi-
ness-day limitation.

The Securities Investor Protection
Corp. (“SIPC™), has raised gquestions
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concerning the extent to which the Com-
mission has proposed in rule 15¢3-3 to
exercise its authority under section 6(c)
(2)(C) (dii) of the SIPC Act to deter-
mine what constitutes “specifically iden-
tifiable property’ held for the-account of
customers. The Commission has accord-
ingly revised the proposed rule on that
subject in some, but not all, of the re-
speets suggested by SIPC. As revised, the
proposed rule now provides that all fully
paid and excess margin securities in the
broker-dealer’s physical possession or
control or in transfer or stock dividend
receivable shall constitute the specifi-
cally identifiable property of those cus-
tomers entitled thereto as evidenced
from the broker-dealer’s records or as is
established otherwise by the preponder-
ance of the evidence or other demonstra-
tion, as the respective customers’ inter-
ests may appear. The cash and qualified
securities in the reserve bank account
are defermined to be the specifically
identifiable property of customers with
free credit balances. To the extent that
the specifically identifiable property of
any group of customers is not sufficient
to satisfy all their claims, the property
is to be prorated among them. In the
event, however, that such property should
exceed the aggregate claims of such cus-
tomers, the excess is to be placed in the
single and separate fund which is pro-
vided for in section 6(c) (2) (B) of the
SIPC Act for customers generally.

Former paragraph (n) of the May,
1972 proposed rule which provided for a
form of notice to customers concerning
the status of their funds and securities
has been deleted. While this provision
appeared desirable, the diversity of busi-
ness methods and operations procedures
utilized by members of the securities in-
dustry in handling securities, including
the use of street names for certificate
registration, depositories and clearing
corporations, bulk segregation, individ-
ual segregation, and pledging of margin
securities at banks, render it virtually
impossible to devise a meaningful form
describing the manner in which a cus-
tomer’s funds and securities are main-
tained. If implementation of this rule
and other developments towards uni-
formity in the industry should present a
situation which can concisely be
described without confusing or mislead-
ing the public investor, the Commission
will reconsider such a provision.

A completely new paragraph (n) has
been added which provides for extensions
of the time in which a broker-dealer is
required to buy-in securities as specified
in the rule upon good faith application
to an appropriate committee of a self-
regulatory body which would grant such
extensions in only exceptional circum-
stances, Any extensions granted must be
recorded together with the justification
therefor and preserved for a period of
not less than 3 years.

The formula has been modified prin-
cipally to limit it solely to customers’
debits and credits except for certain aged
differences and receivables on the credit
side of the formula wherein the Com-
mission has taken the conservative ap-
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proach of calling for the inclusion of all
such items whether customer or firm. A
limitation on the size of cash account
debits includable in the formula under
the May 1972 proposal has been elimi-
nated since it was not demonstrated that
such limitation improved in any way the
quality of cash debits, and, further, the
limitation worked a severe hardship on
the small firm particularly in its ability
to handle institutional orders on a c.o.d.
basis. The formula also requires a broker-
dealer to reserve against drafts payble to
customers until collected and against
bank overdrafts. Until a draft is paid the
broker-dealer continues to hold the cus-
tomer’s funds, and, accordingly, unpaid
drafts should be treated in the same way
as credit balances.

IMPACT AND MONITORING

As observed in the House Subcommit-
tee report proposed Rule 15¢3-3 may
substantially affect certain broker-
dealer’s financing requirements and will
necessitate activity on the part of these
members of the industry to raise addi-
tional capital, either by tapping new
capital sources or by liquidating securi-
ties currently used in the industry’s capi-
tal base.” Nevertheless, despite the neces-
sity on the part of the industry to make
adjustments to meet the impact of the
proposed Rule, the program for public
investor protection is paramount, not
only to give effect to the intent of
Congress as expressed in section 15(c)
(3) of the Exchange Act, but, as well, to
maintain public confidence in the high
standards of financial responsibility of
the broker-dealer community.

When proposed Rule 15¢3-3 is
adopted, its operation will be carefully
monitored by the Commission to deter-
mine whether there will be need in the
public interest and for the protection of
investors to tighten or relax any of the
restraints and time frames embodied
in the rule. The Commission recognizes
that this is by no means a final solu-
tion and that work must continue to de-
velop a total systems approach which
will reduce the time required to clear
and settle securities transactions, re-
duce the paperwork, and increase the
safety of customers’ funds and securities.

PROPOSED RULE
The Commission proposes fo amend
Part 240 of Chapter II of Title 17 of the
Code of Federal Regulations by adopting
§§ 240.15¢3-3 and 240.15¢3-3a to read
as follows:

§ 240.15¢3-3 Custom reprotection—re-
serves and custody of securities,

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

(1) The term “customer” shall mean
any person from whom or on whose be-
half a broker or dealer has received or ac-
quired or holds funds or securities for
the account of such person, but shall not
include a broker or dealer, or a general,

special or limited partner or director or

3 See p. 41 of the House Subcommittee re-
port, op. cit. supra n, 2.
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officer of a broker or dealer, or any par-
ticipant in any joint, group or any syn-
dicate account with a broker or dealer or
any general, special or limited partner,
or officer, or director of such broker or
dealer, or any person to the extent that
such person has a claim for property or
funds which by contract, agreement or
understanding, or by operation of law, is
part of the capital of the broker or
dealer or is subordinated to the claims
of creditors of the broker or dealer:
Provided, however, That the term “cus-
tomer” shall also include a broker or
dealer but only insofar as such broker or
dealer maintains a special omnibus ac-
count carried with another broker or
dealer in compliance with section 4(b)
of Regulation T under the Securities Ex-
change Act of 1934,

(2) The term “securities carried for
the account of a customer” (hereinafter
also “customer securities”) shall mean:

(1) Securities received by or on behalf
of a broker or dealer for the account of
any customer and securities carried long
by a broker or dealer for the account of
any customer; and

(ii) Securities sold to, or bought for, a
customer by a broker or dealer.

(3) The term “fully paid securities”
shall include all securities carried for the
account of a customer in a special cash
account as defined in Regulation T
promulgated by the Board of Governors
of the Federal Reserve System, as well
as margin equity securities within the
meaning of Regulation T which are car-
ried for the account of a customer in a
general account or any special account
under Regulation T during any period
when section 8 of Regulation T specifies
that margin equity securities shall have
no loan value in a general account or
special convertible debt security ac-
count, and all such margin equity secu-
rities in such account if they are fully
paid: Provided, however, That the term
“fully paid securities” shall not apply to
any securities which are purchased in
transactions for which the customer has
not made full payment.

(4) The term “margin securities”
shall mean those securities carried for
the account of a customer in a general
account as defined in Regulation T, as
well as securities carried in any special
account (such general or special ac-
counts hereinafter referred to as “mar-
gin accounts”) other than the securities
referred to in subparagraph (3) of this
paragraph.

(5) The term “excess margin securi-
ties” shall mean those securities referred
to in subparagraph (4) of this paragraph
carried for the account of a customer
having a market value in excess of 140
percent of the total of the debit balances
in the customer’s account or accounts
encompassed by subparagraph (4) of
this paragraph which the broker or
dealer identifies as not constituting mar-
gin securities.

(6) The term “qualified security”
shall mean a security issued by the
United States or a security in respect of
which the principal and interest are
guaranteed by the United States.
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(7) The term “bank” shall mean a
bank as defined in section 3(a)(6) of
the Act and shall also mean any building
and loan, savings and loan or similar
banking institution subject to supervision
by a Federal banking authority. With
respect to a broker or dealer who main-
tains his principal place of business in
the Dominion of Canada, the tferm
“bank” shall also mean a Canadian bank
subject to supervision by an authority
of the Dominion of Canada.

(8) The term *“free credit balances”
shall mean liabilities of a broker or
dealer to customers which are subject
to immediate cash payment to customers
on demand, whether resulting from sales
of securities, dividends, interest, deposits
or otherwise, excluding, however, funds
in commeodity accounts which are segre-~
gated in accordance with the Commodity
Exchange Act or in a similar manner.

(9) The term “other credit balances”
shall mean cash liabilities of a broker or
dealer to customers other than free credit
balances and funds in commodities ac-
counts segregated as aforesaid.

(10) The term “funds carried for the
account of any customer” (hereinafter
also “customer funds”) shall mean all
free credit and other credit balances car-
ried for the account of the customer.

(b) Physical possession or control of
securities. (1) A broker or dealer shall
promptly obtain and shall thereafter
maintain the physical possession or con-
trol of all fully paid securities and excess
margin securities carried by a broker or
dealer for the account of customers,

(2) A broker or dealer shall not be
deemed to be in violation of the pro-
visions of subparagraph (1) of this para-
graph regarding physical possession or
control of customers’ securities if, solely
as the result of normal business opera-
tions, temporary lags occur between the
time when a security is required to be in
the possession or control of the broker
or dealer and the time that it is placed
in his physical possession or under his
control, provided that the broker or
dealer takes timely steps in good faith
to establish prompt physical possession
or confrol. The burden of proof shall be
on the broker or dealer to establish that
the failure to obtain physical possession
or control of securities carried for the
account of customers as required by sub-
paragraph (1) of this paragraph is
merely temporary and solely the result
of normal business operations including
same day receipt and redelivery (turn-
around), and to establish that he has
taken timely steps in good faith to place
them in his physical possession or
control.

(c) Control of securiles. Securities
under the control of a broker or dealer
shall be deemed to be securities which:

(1) Are represented by one or more
certificates in the custody or control of
a clearing corporation or other subsid-
iary organization of either national se-
curities exchanges or of a registered na-
tional securities association, or of a cus-
todian bank in accordance with a system
for the central handling of securities
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complying with the provisions of
§§ 240.8c-1(g) and 240.15¢c2-1(g), the de-
livery of which certificates to the broker
or dealer does not require the payment
of money or value, and if the books or
records of the broker or dealer identify
the customers entitled to receive speci-
fied numbers or units of the securities so
held for such customers collectively; or

(2) Are carried for the account of any
customer by a broker or dealer and are
carried in a special omnibus account in
the name of such broker or dealer with
another broker or dealer in compliance
with the requirements of section 4(b) of
Regulation T under the Act, such securi-
ties being deemed to be under the con-
trol of such broker or dealer to the ex-
tent that he has instructed such carry-
ing broker or dealer to maintain physical
possession or control of them free of any
charge, lien, or claim of any kind in
favor of such carrying broker or dealer
or any persons claiming through such
carrying broker or dealer; or

(3) Are the subject of bona fide items
of transfer; provided that securities shall
be deemed not to be the subject of bona
fide items of transfer if, within 40 cal-
endar days after they have been trans-
mitted for transfer by the broker or
dealer to the issuer or its transfer agent,
new certificates conforming to the in-
structions of the broker or dealer have
not been received by him, he has not
received a written statement by the is-
suer or its transfer agent acknowledging
the transfer instructions and the posses-
sion of the securities or he has not ob-
tained a revalidation of a window ticket
from a transfer agent with respect to the
certificate delivered for transfer; or

(4) Are in the custody of a foreign
depository, foreign clearing agency or
foreign custodian bank which the Com-
mission upon application from a broker
or dealer or upon its own motion shall
designate as a satisfactory control lo-
cation for securities; or

(5) Are in the custody or control of a
bank as defined in section 3(a) (6) of the
Act, the delivery of which securities to
the broker or dealer does not require the
payment of money or value and the bank
having acknowledged in writing that the
securities in its custody or control are not
subject to any right, charge, security in-
terest, lien or claim of any kind in favor
of a bank or any person claiming through
the bank; or

(6) (1) Are held in or are in transit be-
tween offices of the broker or dealer; or
(ii) are held by a corporate subsidiary
if the broker or dealer owns and exercises
a majority of the voting rights of all of
the voting securities of such subsidiary,
assumes or guarantees all of the sub-
sidiary’s obligations and liabilities,
operates the subsidiary as a branch office
of the broker or dealer, and assumes fully
responsibility for compliance by the
subsidiary and all of its associated per-
sons with the provisions of the federal
securities laws as well as for all of the
other acts of the subsidiary and such
associated persons; or

(7) Are held in such other locations
as the Commission shall upon applica~

tion from a broker or dealer find and des-
ignate to be adequate for the protection
of customer securities.

(d) Requirement to reduce securilies
to possession or conirol. Not later than
the next business day, a broker or dealer,
as of the close of the preceding business
day, shall determine from his books or
records the quantity of fully paid securi-
ties and excess margin securities in his
possession or control and the quantity
of fully paid securities and excess margin
securities not in his possession or control.
In making this daily determination in-
active margin accounts (accounts having
no activity by reason of purchase or sale
of securities, receipt or delivery of cash
or securities or similar type events) may
be computed not less than once weekly.
If such books or records indicate, as of
such close of the business day, that such
broker or dealer has not obtained physi-
cal possession or control of all fully paid
and excess margin securities as required
by this section and there are securities
of the same issue and class in any of the
following noncontrol locations:

(1) Securities subject to a lien secur-
ing moneys borrowed by the broker or
dealer or securities loaned to another
broker or dealer, then the broker or
dealer shall, not later than the business
day following the day on which such
determination is made, issue instructions
for the release of such securities from
the lien or return of such loaned securi-
ties and shall obtain physical possession
or control of such securities within 2
business days following the date of issu-
ance of the instructions in the case of
securities subject to lien securing bor-
rowed moneys and within 5 business
days following the date of issuance of
instructions in the case of securities
loaned; or

(2) Securities included on his books or
records as failed to receive more than 30
calendar days, then the broker or dealer
shall, not later than the business day
following the day on which such deter-
mination is made, take prompt steps to
obtain physical possession or control of
securities so failed to receive through a
buy-in procedure or otherwise; or

(3) Securities receivable by the
broker or dealer as a security dividend
receivable, stock split or similar distribu-
tion for more than 45 calendar days, then
the broker or dealer shall, not later than
the business day following the day n
which such determination is made, take
prompt steps to obtain physical posses-
sion or control of securities so receivable
through & buy-in procedure or otherwise.

(e) Special reserve bank account for
the exclusive benefit of customers. (1)
Every broker or dealer shall maintain
with a bank or banks at all times when
deposits are required or hereinafter spec-
ifled a “Special Reserve Bank Account
for the Exclusive Benefit of Customers”
(hereinafter referred to as the “Reserve
Bank Account”), and it shall be separate
from any other bank account of the
broker or dealer. Such broker or dealer
shall at all times maintain in such Re-
serve Bank Account, through deposits
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made therein, cash and/or qualified se-
curities in amounts computed in accord-
ance with the formula set forth in
§ 240.15¢3-3a.

(2) It shall be unlawful for any broker
or dealer to accept or use -any of the
amounts under items comprising Total
credits under the formula referred to in
subparagraph (1) of this paragraph ex-
cept for the specified purposes indicated
under items comprising Total Debits un-
der the formula, and, to the extent Total
Credits exceed Total Debits, the net
amount thereof shall be maintained in
the Reserve Bank Account pursuant to
subparagraph (1) of this paragraph.

(3) Computations necessary to deter-
mine the amount required to be deposited
as specified in subparagraph (1) of this
paragraph shall be made weekly, as of
the close of the last business day of the
week, and the deposit so computed shall
be made no later than 1 hour after the
opening of banking business on the sec-
ond following business day; provided,
however, & broker or dealer which has
aggregate indebtedness not exceeding
800 percent of net capital (as defined in
§ 240.15¢3-1 or in the capital rules of a
national securities exchange of which it
is & member and exempt from § 240.15¢3—
1 by paragraph (b) (2) of this section and
which carries aggregate customer funds
(as defined in paragraph (a) (10) of this
section), as computed at the last re-
quired computation pursuant to this sec-
tion, not exceeding $1 million, may in
the alternative make the computation
monthly, as of the close of the last busi-
ness day of the month, and, in such event,
shall deposit not less than 105 percent
of the amount so computed no later than
1 hour after the opening of banking
business on the second following business
day.

(i) If a broker or dealer, computing on
a monthly basis, has, at the time of any
required computation, aggregate indebt-
edness in excess of 800 percent of net
capital, such broker or dealer shall there-
after compute weekly as aforesaid until
four successive weekly computations are
made, none of which were made at a
time when his aggregate indebtedness ex-
ceeded 800 percent of his net capital.

(ii) Computations in addition to the
computations required in this subpara-
graph (3), may be made as of the close
of any other business day, and the de-
posits so computed shall be made no later
than 1 hour after the opening of bank-
ing business on the second following
business day.

(iii) The broker or dealer shall make
and maintain a record of each such com-
putation made pursuant to this subpara-
graph (3) or otherwise and preserve each
such record in accordance with
§ 240.17a-4,

(f) Notification of banks. A broker or
dealer required to maintain the Reserve
Bank Account prescribed by this section
or who maintains a Special Account re-
ferred to in paragraph (k) of this sec-
tion shall obtain and preserve in accord-
ance with § 240.17a—4 a written notifica-
tion from each bank in which he has his
Reserve Bank Account or Special Ac-
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count that the bank was informed that
all cash and/or qualified securities de-
posited therein are being held by the
bank for the exclusive benefit of custom-
ers of the broker or dealer in accord-
ance with the regulations of the Commis-
sion, and are being kept separate from
any other accounts maintained by the
broker or dealer with the bank, and the
broker or dealer shall have a written
contract with the bank which provides
that the cash and/or qualified securities
shall at no time be used directly or
indirectly as security for a loan to the
broker or dealer by the bank and, shall
be subject to no right, charge, security
interest, lien or claim of any kind in favor
of the bank or any person claiming
through the bank.

(g) Withdrawals jfrom the reserve
bank account. A broker or dealer may
make withdrawals from his Reserve Bank
Account if and to the extent that at the
time of the withdrawal the amount re-
maining in the Reserve Bank Account is
not less than the amount then required
by paragraph (e) of this section. A bank
may presume that any request for with-
drawal from a Reserve Bank Account is
in conformity and compliance with this
paragraph (g). On any business day on
which a withdrawal is made, the broker
or dealer shall make a record of the com-
putation on the basis of which he makes
such withdrawal, and he shall preserve
such computation in accordance with
§ 240.17a-4.

(h) Buy-in of short security differ-
ences. A broker or dealer shall within 45
calendar days after the date of the ex-
amination, count, verification and com-
parisen of securities pursuant to § 240.-
17a-13 or otherwise or to the annual re-
port of financial condition in accordance
with § 240.17a-5, buy-in all short secu-
rity differences which are not resolved
during the 45-day period.

(1) Notification in the event of failure
to make a required deposit. If a broker
or dealer shall fail to make in his Reserve
Bank Account or Special Account, a de-
posit as required by this section the
broker or dealer shall by telegram im-
mediately notify the Commission, the
Securities Investor Protection Corpora-
tion, and the examining authority for
the broker or dealer designated by the
Securities Investor Protection Corpora-
tion and shall promptly thereafter con-
firm such notification in writing.

(i) Specifically idenlifiable property.
For the purpose of section 6(c) (2) (C)
(iii) of the Securities Investor Protection
Act of 1970 the following are hereby
determined to be allocated to and shall
constitute the specifically identifiable
property of customers:

(1) Al fully paid and excess margin
securities in the physical possession or
control (including any such securities
under the control of the broker or dealer
in which a customer can demonstrate
ownership rights where the condition of
the books or records of the broker or
dealer may otherwise fail to accurately
reflect such rights) of the broker or
dealer or in transfer or stock dividend
receivable shall constitute the specifically
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identifiable property of customers hav-
ing claims for fully paid and excess mar-
gin securities as their interests may ap-
pear from the books or records of the
broker or dealer or as is otherwise estab-
lished by a preponderance of the evidence
or to the satisfaction of a trustee ap-
pointed pursuant to section 5(b) of that
act.

(2) The cash and qualified securities
on deposit in the reserve bank account
of a broker or dealer shall be deemed to
be the specifically identifiable property
of those customers of the broker or dealer
who have free credit balances.

(3) If specifically identifiable prop-
erty allocable to customers pursuant to
subparagraph (1) or (2) of this para-
graph is insufficient to satisfy the respec-
tive claims of such customers, such
specifically identifiable property shall be
prorated among such customers in ac-
cordance with their respective interests.

(4) If the specifically identifiable
property allocable to either of the speci-
fied classes of customers referred to in
subparagraph (1) or (2) of this para-
graph exceeds their aggregate claims
against such property, such excess shall
thereafter constitute part of the “Single
and Separate Fund” provided for in sec-
tion 6(e) (2) (B) of that act.

(k) Ezxemptions. (1) The provisions
of this section shall not be applicable to
a broker or dealer meeting all of the
following conditions:

(i) His dealer transactions (as prin-
cipal for his own account) are limited to
the purchase, sale, and redemption of
redeemable securities. of registered in-
vestment companies or of interests or
participations in an insurance company
separate account, whether or not reg-
istered as an investment company; ex-
cept that a broker or dealer transacting
business as a sole proprietor may also
effect occasional transactions in other
securities for his own account with or
through another registered broker or
dealer;

(ii) His transactions as broker (agent)
are limited to: (@) The sale and redemp-
tion of redeemable securities of reg-
istered investment companies or of
interests or participations in an in-
surance company separate account,
whether or not registered as an invest-
ment company; (b) the solicitation of
share accounts for savings and loan as-
sociations insured by an instrumentality
of the United States; and (e¢) the sale
of securities for the account of a custom-
er to obtain funds for immediate rein-
vestment in redeemable securities of
registered investment companies; and

(iii) He promptly transmits all funds
and delivers all securities received in
connection with his activities as a broker
or dealer, and does not otherwise hold
funds or securities for, or owe money
or securities to, customers.

Notwithstanding the foregoing, this
section shall not apply to any insurance
company which is a registered broker-
dealer, and which otherwise meets all of
the conditions in subdivisions (i), (ii),
and (iil) of this subparagraph, solely by
reason of its participation in transactions
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that are a part of the business of in-
surance, including the purchasing, sell-
ing, or holding of securities for or on
behalf of such company’s general and
separate accounts.

(2) The provisions of this section
shall not be applicable to a broker or
dealer:

(i) Who carries no margin accounts,
promptly transmits all customer funds
and delivers all securities received in
connection with his activities as a bro-
ker or dealer, does not otherwise hold
funds or securities for, or owe money or
securities to, customers and effectuates
all financial transactions between the
broker or dealer and his customers
through one or more hank accounts, each
to be designated as “Special Account for
the Exclusive Benefit of Customers of
(name or the broker or dealer)”; or

(ii) Who, as an introducing broker
or dealer, clears all transactions with
and for customers on a fully disclosed
hasis with a clearing broker or dealer,
and who promptly transmits all custo-
mer funds and securities to the clearing
broker or dealer which carries all of the
accounts of such customers and main-
tains and preserves such books and rec-
ords pertaining thereto pursuant to the
requirements of §§240.17a-3 and 240.-
17a—4, as are customarily made and kept
by a clearing broker or dealer.

(3) Upon written application by a
broker or dealer, the Commission may
exempt such broker or dealer from the
provisions of this section, either uncon-
ditionally or on specified terms and con-
ditions, if the Commission finds that the
broker or dealer has established safe-

guards for the protection of funds and
securities of customers comparable with
those provided for by this section and
that it is not necessary in the public in-
terest or for the protection of investors

to subject the particular broker or
dealer to the provisions of this section.

(1) Delivery of securities. Nothing
stated in this section shall be construed
as affecting the absolute right of a cus-
tomer of a broker or dealer to receive in
the course of normal business operations
following demand made on the broker
or dealer, the physical delivery of cer-
tificates for:

(1) Fully paid securities to which he
is entitled and,

(2) Margin securities upon full pay-
ment by such customer to the broker or
dealer of his indebtedness to the broker
or dealer; and, subject to the right of
the broker or dealer under section 7(b)
of regulation T to retain collateral for
his own protection beyond the require-
ments of regulation T, excess margin
securities not reasonably required to
collateralize such customer’s indebted-
ness to the broker or dealer.

(m) Completion of sell orders on be-
half of customers, If a broker or dealer
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executes a sell order of a customer (other
than an order to execute a sale of secu-
rities which the seller does not own) and
if for any reason whatever the broker
or dealer has not obtained possession of
the securities from the customer within
10 business days after the settlement
date, the broker or dealer shall immedi-
ately thereafter close the transaction
with the customer by purchasing secu-
rities of like kind and quantity: Pro-
vided, however, The term *“‘customer” for
the purpose of this paragraph (m) shall
not include a broker or dealer who main-
tains a special omnibus account with
another broker or dealer in compliance
with section 4(b) of regulation T.

(n) Extensions of time. If an appro-
priate committee of a registered na-
tional securities exchange or a registered
national securities association is satisfied
that a broker or dealer is acting in good
faith in making the application and that
exceptional circumstances warrant such
action, such committee, on application
of the broker or dealer, may extend any
period specified in paragraphs (d) (2)
and (3), paragraph (h) and paragraph
(m) of this section, relating to the re-
quirement that such broker or dealer
take action within a designated period
of time to buy-in in a security, for one
or more limited periods commensurate
with the circumstances. Each such com-
mittee shall make and preserve for a
period of not less than 3 years a record
of each extension granted pursuant to
this paragraph (n) which shall contain
a summary of the justification for the
granting of the extension.

§ 240.15¢3-3a  Exhibit A—Formula for
determination of reserve require-
ment for brokers and dealers under

§ 240.15¢3-3.

Credits Debits

1. Free credit balances and other
credit  balances in - customers’
seeurity accounts, (See Note A). .

2. Moneys borrowed collateralized
by securitles carried for the ac-
counts of customers

3. Moneys pavable against cus-
tomers’ securities loaned

$XXX ..

i 4 R L R e S
6. Credit balances in firm accounts
except for items which clearly can
be demonstrated to be attribut-

6. Market value of stock dividends,
stock splits and similar distribu-
tions receivable outstanding over
30 calendar days

7. Market value of short security
count differences over 80 calendar
days old

8. Market value of short securitias
and credits (not to be offset by
longs or by debits) in all suspense
accounts over 30 calendar days. ..

9. Market value of securities which
are in transfer In excess of 40 cal-
endar days and have not been
confirmed (o be In transfer by the
issuer during the 40 days

10. Debit balances in customers’
cash and margin accounts ex-
cluding unsecured accounts and
accounts doubtful of collection.

Credits Debits

$XXX

short sales by customers and
securities borrowed to make de-
livery on customers' securities
falled to deliver.

13. Excess of totsl eredits (sum of
items 1-9) over total debits (sum
of items 10-12) required to be on
deposit in the *““Reserve Bank
Account™ (§240.15¢3-3(e) of this
chapter). If the computation is
made monthly as permitted by
§240.15¢3-3(¢), the deposit shall ba
106%, of the excess of total credits
over total debits. ... ... ... ... s

NotE A: Jtem 1 shall include all outstanding drafis
payable to customers which have been applied against
freo credit balances or other credit balances and shall
also include checks drawn in excess of bank balances
per the records of the broker or dealer,

NOTE B: (1) Debit balances in margin accounts shall
be reduced by the amount by which a specific security
(other than an exempted security) which is collateral
for margin accounts exceeds in aggregate value ten per-
cent of the aggregate value of all securities which col-
lateralize all margin accounts receivable., A specified
security is decmed to be collateral for a margin account
only to the extent it represents in value not more than
one hundred and forty percent of the customer debit
balance in a margin aceount,

(2) Debit balances in customers’ cash and margin
accounts included in the formula under item 10 shall e
reduced by an amount equal to one percent of their
aggregate value,

IMPLEMENTATION AND COMMENTS

While the Commission believes it is
necessary in the public interest that in-
terested persons again be given an op-
portunity to express their views, it is
essential, especially in view of the length
of the previous exposures, that the pro-
posed rule be adopted and implemented
as rapidly as possible. Therefore, the
comment period will expire on Octo-
ber 14, 1972, and the Commission intends
to adopt the rule in definitive form
shortly thereafter to become effective
January 1, 1973.

All interested persons are invited to

submit their views in writing on revised
proposed rule 15¢3-3 on or before Oc-
tober 14, 1972, to Lee A. Pickard, Asso-
ciate Director, Division of Market
Regulation, Securities and Exchange
Commission, 500 North Capitol Street
NW., Washington, DC 20549. All such
communications will be available for
public inspection.
(Secs. 15(¢) (2), 156(¢c) (3), 17(a), 23(a), 6(c)
(2) (C) (ii1); 48 Stat. 895, 897, 901; secs. 4, 8,
49 Stat. 1379; sec. 5, 52 Stat. 1075, 1076; 84
Stat. 1636, 16563; 16 U.S.C. 780(¢) (2), 780(c)
(3), 78q, 78w, 78aaa)

By the Commission.

[SEAL] RonNALD F. HUNT,
Secretary.

SEPTEMBER 14, 1972,
[FR Doc.72-16503 Filed 9-27-72;8:48 am|]
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE

Agency for International Development
[Delegation of Authority No. 97]

ASSISTANT ADMINISTRATOR FOR
SUPPORTING ASSISTANCE

Delegation of Authority

Pursuant to the authority delegated to
me by Delegation of Authority No. 104, as
amended, dated November 3, 1961 (26
F.R. 10608) from the Secretary of State,
it is hereby ordered as follows:

SecTIoN 1. Each of the following dele-
gations of authority is amended, (1) by
deleting the titles “Coordinator for Sup-
porting Assistance” and “Assistant Ad-
ministrator for Vietnam”, and (2) by in-
serting among the titles of the officers
named in those delegations the title “As-
sistant Administrator for Supporting
Assistance”.

A. Delegation of Authority No. 5, dated
December 29, 1961 (27 F.R. 449), as
amended, with respect to Loan Agree-
ments;

B. Delegation of Authority No. 17,
dated April 12, 1963 (27 F.R. 5914), as
amended, with respect to Authority to
Sign Contracts;

C. Delegation of Authority No. 19,
dated October 3, 1962 (27 F.R. 10374), as
amended, with respect to Participating
Agency Service Agreements;

D. Delegation of Authority No. 23,
dated December 28, 1962 (28 F.R. 563),
as amended, relating to the Agricultural
Trade Development and Assistance Act
of 1954, as amended;

E. Delegation of Authority No. 27,
dated April 15, 1963, as amended, relat-
ing to Personnel;

F., Delegation of Authority No. 38,
dated April 10, 1964 (29 F.R. 5280), re-
lating to Project Agreements, Trust
Fund Agreements, and Grants to Inter-
national Organizations;

G. Delegation of Authority No. 40,
dated April 17, 1964 (29 F.R. 5695), re-
lating to Waivers of Procurement Source
Requirements;

H. Delegation of Authority No. 41,
dated May 8, 1964 (29 F.R. 6892), relat-
ing to the Furnishing of Services and
Commodities pursuant to section 607 of
the Foreign Assistance Act of 1961, as
amended;

I. Delegation of Authority No. 43,
dated June 12, 1964 (29 F.R. 8122), relat-
ing to the Acceptance of Donated Non-
military Property and Services pursuant
to section 635(d) of the Foreign Assist-
ance Act of 1961, as amended; and

J. Delegation of Authority No. 75,
dated January 11, 1968 (33 F.R, 919),
relating to Certifications under section

Notices

611(e) of the Foreign Assistance Act of
1961, as amended.

Sec. 2. In addition there is hereby
delegated to the Assistant Administrator
for Supporting Assistance, with respect
to the countries and areas within the
responsibility of that officer, all those
authorities or functions which are con-
ferred on A.ID, Assistant Administrators
or Regional Assistant Administrators or
delegated to the Coordinator for Sup-
porting Assistance or to the Assistant
Administrator for Vietnam in any regu-
lations (published or unpublished),
manual orders, policy directives or de-
terminations, manual circulars or circu-
lar airgrams or instructions or communi-
cations of any nature.

Sec. 3. The authorities made available
hereunder may be exercised by an officer
serving in an acting capacity and may be
delegated successively according to the
terms of the delegations set forth in
sections 1 and 2 of this Delegation of
Authority.

Sec. 4. Currently effective redelega-
tions of authority issued by the Coordi-
nator for Supporting Assistance or by
the Assistant Administrators for Viet-
nam and for East Asia are hereby con-
tinued in effect according to their terms
until modified or revoked by appropriate
authority.

Skc. 5. Delegations of Authority No. 71,
dated May 25, 1967 (32 F.R. 8041), and

No. 92, dated July 29, 1971 (36 F.R.
14483), are hereby revoked.

SEec. 6. This Delegation of Authority
shall be effective immediately.

Dated: September 18, 1972,

JoHN A. HANNAH,
Administrator.

[FR Doc.72-16501 Filed 9-27-72;8:48 am]

DEPARTMENT OF THE
TREASURY

Bureau of Customs
[T. D. 72-259]
CEYLON RUPEE

Foreign Currencies; Rates of Exchange

SEPTEMBER 11, 1872.

The Federal Reserve Bank of New
York, pursuant to section 522(¢), Tariff
Act of 1930, as amended (31 U.S.C, 372
(¢)), has certified the following rates of
exchange which vary by 5 per centum or
more from the quarterly rate published
in Treasury Decision 72-194 for the
Ceylon rupee. Therefore, as to entries
covering merchandise exported on the
dates listed, whenever it is necessary for
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Customs purposes to convert such cur-
rency into currency of the United States,
conversion shall be at the following daily
rates:

Ceylon rupee:

July 10, 1972 e ceeeennna $0. 15665
July 11, 1972 ceecm e ccncnnca . 15655
July 12, 1973 e 15655
ULV 18, 197D e m = 15655
July 14, 1972 c e cemme e 15655
JUY 17,1072 e e 1655
July 18, 1978 e 1560
July 19, 1972 ccc e e eceaa 1560
July 20, 1972 e 1560
July 21, 1978 e e . 1560
JUly 24, 1978 e ccaec taa s 1560
JULY 28, 19T ce e e cacamcnam 1560
July 26, 1972 e ceccccnnana 1575
JUIY 27, 1072 e e n e 1575
JUly 88, 10T e mmenmmawmee 1565
July 81, 10TR. c e cnnnnan 1575
August 1, 1072 e cc v . 1570
August 2, 1972 e eeeeeean 1560
August 3, 1972 o= 1560
August 4, 1072 ccccaaaa . 1560
August 7, 1972 1560

August 8, 1972... 1556
August 9, 1972, 1560
August 10, 1972 1560
August 11, 1972 . 1560
August 14, 1972.. . 1560
August 15, 1972.. 1560
August 16, 1972 1560
August 17, 1972__ . 1560
August 18, 1972_. 1560
August 21, 1972__ 1560
August 22, 1972.. 1560
August 23, 1972 1560
August 24, 1972 e 1560
August 25, 1972 e eeeeeceee 1565
August 28, 1972 cceeeea 1565
August 29, 1972 e o e 1565
Angust 80, 10 S e n = 1560
Angust 81, 19TH . e 1565
September 1, 1972 e . 1560
September 4, 1972, ccccancaaa Holiday
September 5, 1072 e e $0. 1565
September 6, 1972 .. 15656
September 7, 1972 e 1566
September 8, 1972 oo 1565

Rates of exchange certified for the
Ceylon rupee which vary by 5 per centum
or more from the rate $0.1680 during the
balance of the calendar quarter ending
September 30, 1972, will be published in a
Treasury Decision for dates subsequent
;o ?g’x;;ember 8, 1972, and before October

[SEAL] Epwin F. RAINS,
Acting Commissioner of Customs.

[FR Doc.72-16661 Flled 9-27-72;8:53 am|]

[T.D. 72-260]
PRECLEARANCE OPERATIONS

Reimbursable Excess Cosis

Notice is hereby given that pursuant to
§ 24.18(d), Customs Regulations (19 CFR
24.18(d) ), the biweekly reimbursable ex-
cess costs for each preclearance installa-
tion are determined to be as set forth
below and will be effective with the pay

period beginning September 17, 1972.
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Biweekly
Installation excess cost
Montreal, Canada
Toronto, Canada.
Kindley Field, Berumda..
Nassau, Bahama Islands. .
Vancouver, Canada.
Winnipeg, Canada.

[sEAL] EpwinN F. RAINS,
Acting Commissioner of Customs.

[FR Doc.72-16562 Filed 9-27-72;8:53 am]

PERCHLORETHYLENE FROM ITALY

Withholding of Appraisement Notice

Information was received on May 17,
1971, that perchlorethylene, including
technical grade perchlorethylene and
purified grade perchlorethylene, from
Italy was being sold at less than fair
value within the meaning of the Anti-
dumping Act, 1921, as amended (19
U.S.C. 160 et seq.) (referred to in this
notice as “the Act”). This information
was the subject of an “Antidumping Pro-
ceeding Notice” which was published in
the FEpErRAL REGISTER of July 22, 1971, on
page 13623. The “Antidumping Proceed-
ing Notice” indicated that there was evi-
dence on record concerning injury to or
likelihood of injury to or prevention of
establishment of an industry in the
United States.

Pursuant to section 201(b) of the Act
(19 U.S.C. 160(b) ), notice is hereby given
that there are reasonable grounds
to believe or suspect that the purchase
price (section 203 of the Act; 19 U.S.C.
162) of perchlorethylene from Italy is
less, or is likely to be less, than the for-
eign market value (section 205 of the
Act; 19 U.B.C. 164).

Customs officers are being directed to
withhold appraisement of perchlorethyl-
ene from Italy in accordance with
§ 153.48, Customs Regulations (19 CFR
153.48).

In accordance with §§153.32(b) and
153.37, Customs Regulations (19 CFR
153.32(b), 153.37), interested parties may
present written views or arguments, or
request in writing that the Secretary of
the Treasury afford an opportunity to
present oral views.

Any request that the Secretary of the
Treasury afford an opportunity to pre-
sent oral views should be addressed to
the Commissioner of Customs, 2100 K
Street NW., Washington, DC 20226, in
time to be received by his office not later
than 7 days from the date of publication
of this notice in the FEDERAL REGISTER.

Any written views or arguments should
likewise be addressed to the Commis-
sioner of Customs in time to be received
by his office not later than 14 days from
the date of publication of this notice in
the FEDERAL REGISTER.

This notice, which is published pursu-
ant to §153.34(a), Customs Regulations
(19 CFR 153.34(a)), shall become effec~
tive upon publication in the Feperan
RecIsTER (9-28-72), It shall cease to be

NOTICES

effective at the expiration of 3 months
from the date of this publication, unless
previously revoked.

[sEaL] EpwiN F. RAINS,
Acting Commissioner of Customs.

Approved: September 26, 1972,

EvuGeNE T. ROSSIDES,
Assistant Secretary
of the Treasury.

[FR Do¢.72-16637 Filed 9-27-72;9:23 am]

Internal Revenue Service
[Order 126]

ASSISTANT COMMISSIONER
(STABILIZATION) ET AL.

Delegation of Exception Authority and
Authority to Challenge Review and
Decide Certain Category 11l Pay Ad-
justment Cases

The authority delegated to the Com-
missioner of Internal Revenue by Treas-
ury Department Order No. 150-79 in
connection with the administration of
the Economic Stabilization Act of 1970,
as amended, is hereby redelegated to
the following officials:

Assistant Commissioner (Stabilization).

Regional Commissioners.,

Assistant Regional Commissioners (Appel-
late).

Assistant Reglonal Commissioners (Stabili-
zation).

Regional Inspectors.

District Directors.

Director of International Operations.

The authority delegated herein may
be redelegated only by the officials speci-
fied in this order and may not be redele-
gated by those officials to whom the spec-
ified officials redelegate.

The authority delegated in this order
shall be effective as of July 12, 1972.

Date of issue: September 22, 1972.

[sEaL] JOHNNIE M. WALTERS,
Comumissioner.

[FR Doc.72-16525 Filed 9-27-72;8:50 am]

Office of the Secretary
PERCHLORETHYLENE FROM FRANCE

Determination of Sales at Less Than
Fair Value

SEPTEMBER 26, 1972.

Information was received on May 17,
1971, that perchlorethylene from France
was being sold at less than fair value
within the meaning of the Antidumping
Act, 1921, as amended (19 U.S.C. 160
et seq.) (referred to in this notice as
“the Act”).

A “Withholding of Appraisement No-
tice” issued by the Commissioner of Cus-
toms was published in the FEpErAL REG-
ISTER of June 28, 1972.

I hereby determine that for the rea-
sons stated below, perchlorethylene from
France is being, or is likely to be, sold
at less than fair value within the mean-

ing of section 201(a) of the Act (19
US.C.160(a)).

Statement of reasons om which this
determination is based. The information
currently before the Bureau reveals that
the proper basis of comparison for fair
value purposes is between purchase price
and the adjusted home market price of
such or similar merchandise.

Purchase price was calculated by de-
ducting from the c.i.f. U.S. port price the
included transportation, insurance, depot
and storage charges.

Home market price was caleulated on
the basis of an f.0.b. monthly weighted-
average delivered price to purchasers in
the home market. Deductions were made
for transportation charges. Appropriate
adjustments were made for advertising,
warranty, and laboratory expenses.

Using the above criteria, purchase
price was found to be lower than the ad-
justed home market price of such or
similar merchandise,

The U.S. Tariff Commission is being
advised of this determination,

This determination is being published
pursuant to section 201(c) of the Act
(19 U.S.C. 160(c) ).

[SEAL] EUGENE T. ROSSIDES,
Assistant Secretary of the Treasury.

[FR Doc.72-16638 Filed 8-27-72;9:23 am]

PERCHLORETHYLENE FROM ITALY

Determination of Sales at Less Than
Fair Value

SEPTEMBER 26, 1972.

Information was received on May 17,
1971 that perchlorethylene, including
technical grade perchlorethylene and
purified grade perchlorethylene, from
Italy was being sold at less than fair
value within the meaning of the Anti-
dumping Act, 1921, as amended (19
U.S.C. 160 et seq.) (referred to in this
notice as “the Act”).

A “Withholding of Appraisement No-
tice” issued by the Commissioner of Cus-
toms is being published concurrently
with this notice.

I hereby determine that for the rea-
sons stated below, perchlorethylene, in-
cluding technical grade perchlorethylene
and purified grade perchlorethylene,
from Italy is being, or is likely to be,
sold at less than fair value within the
meaning of section 201(a) of the Act
(19 U.S.C. 160(a)).

Statement of reasons on which this
determination is based. The information
currently before the Bureau reveals that
the proper basis for comparison for fair
value purposes is between purchase price
and the adjusted home market price of
such or similar merchandise.

Purchase price was calculated by de-
ducting from the f.0.b. port price for ex-
portation to the United States the in-
cluded inland freight charges and by
adding internal taxes rebated or not col-
lected by reason of exportation to the
United States.
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Home market price was based on a
delivered price to purchasers in the home
market. Deductions were made for
freight charges, insurance, commissions
and quantity discounts. -

Comparisons between purchase price
and the adjusted home market price re-
vealed that the purchase price was lower
than the adjusted home market price.

The U.S. Tariff Commission is being
advised of this determination.

This determination is published pur-
suant to section 201(c) of the Act (19
U.S.C.160(c)).

[sEAL] EuceENE T. ROSSIDES,
Assistant Secretary of the Treasury.

[FR Doc.72-16639 Filed 9-27-72;9:24 am]

PERCHLORETHYLENE FROM JAPAN

Determination of Sales at Less Than
Fair Value

SEPTEMBER 26, 1972,

Information was received on May 17,
1971, that perchlorethylene from Japan
was being sold at less than fair value
within the meaning of the Antidumping
Act, 1921, as amended (19 U.S.C. 160
et seq.) (referred to in this notice as
“the Act’).

A “Withholding of Appraisement No-
tice” issued by the Acting Commissioner
of Customs was published in the FEpERAL
REGISTER of June 28, 1972.

I hereby determine that for the rea-
sons stated below, perchlorethylene from
Japan is being, or is likely to be, sold at
less than fair value within the meaning
of section 201(a) of the Act (19 US.C,
160(a)).

Statement of reasons on which this
determination is based. The information
before the Bureau reveals that the proper
basis of comparison for fair value pur-
poses is befween purchase price or ex-
porter’s sales price, as appropriate, and
adjusted home market price of such or
similar merchandise.

Purchase price was calculated on the
basis of an f.o.b. Japanese port price,
with deductions for the applicable inland
freight charges.

Exporter’s sales price was calculated
by deducting from the resale price of
the related firm to purchasers in the
United States, selling commissions, ocean
freight, and marine insurance. Deduc-
tions were also made for transportation
costs and inspection fees in the United
States and Japan, where appropriate. An
addition was made for internal taxes
rebated or not collected by reason of ex-
portation to the United States.

Home market price was calculated on
the basis of an f.o0.b. delivered price, with
deductions for inland freight charges.
Adjustments were made for differ-
ences in packing, cost of production,
credit costs, and advertising, where
appropriate.

Using the above criteria, purchase
price, or exporter’s sales price, as appro-
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priate, was found to be lower than the
adjusted home market price of such
or similar merchandise.

The U.S. Tariff Commission is being
advised of this determination.

This determination is being published
pursuant to section 201(c) of the Act
(19 U.S.C. 160(¢c)).

[SEAL] EvuceNE T. ROSSIDES,
Assistant Secretary of the Treasury.

[FR Doc.72-16640 Filed 9-27-72;9:24 am|

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR

Bureau of Indian Affairs
NATIONAL INDIAN TRAINING CENTER
Notice of Name Change

Correction

In F.R. Doc. 72-15952, appearing on
page 19389, in the issue of Wednesday,
September 20, 1972, the seventh line
reading “dian Affairs by 230 DM 2 (32
F.R. 13938).”, should read “dian Train-
ing Center. The address re-".

Bureau of Land Management
[ES 8670]

LOUISIANA

Notice of Proposed Restoration and
Further Withdrawal of Land

The U.S. Coast Guard, Department of
Transportation, has relinquished for re-
turn to the public domain a 117-acre
tract of land at the Calcasieu Pass Radio
Beacon Station Reservation, Cameron
Parish, La,, more particularly described
as Parcels “D"” and “F” sec. 32, T. 15 S.,
R. 10 W., Louisiana Meridian, Louisiana,
as depicted on U.S. Coast Guard Cal-
casieu Radio Beacon Station Plot Plan,
Drawing No. 1751 dated June 19, 1968.

The Corps of Engineers, Department
of the Army, has requested that the land
be withdrawn for use in connection with
the Calcasieu River and Pass Channel
Improvement Project.

For a period 30 days from the date of
publication of this notice, all persons
who wish to submit comments, sugges-
tions, or objections in connection with
the proposed action may present their
views in writing to the undersigned officer
of the Eastern States Land Office, Bureau
of Land Management, 7981 Eastern
Avenue, Silver Spring, MD 20910.

The Department’s regulations, 43 CFR
2311.1-3(c), provide that the authorized
officer of the Bureau of Land Manage-
ment will undertake such investigations
as are necessary to determine the exist-
ing and potential demand for the land
and its resources. The officer will also
undertake negotiations with the appli-
cant agency with the view of adjusting
the application to reduce the area to the
minimum essential to meet the appli-
cant’s needs, to provide for the maxi-

mum coneurrent utilization of the lands
for purposes other than the applicant’s,
to eliminate lands needed for purposes
more essential than the applicant’s, and
to reach agreement on the concurrent
management of the land and its
resources,

The authorized officer will also pre-
pare a report for consideration by the
Secretary of the Interior who will de-
termine whether or not the land will be
further withdrawn as requested by the
applicant agency. )

The determination of the Secretary on
the application will be published in the
FeEpERAL REGISTER. A separate notice will
be sent to each interested party of
record.

If circumstances warrant, a public
hearing will be held at a convenient time
and place, which will be announced.

Doris A. KO1vuLa,
Manager.

[FR Doc.72-16492 Filed 9-27-72;8:47 am])

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE

Office of the Secretary
PUERTO RICO

Designation of Areas for Emergency
Loans

For the purpose of making emergency
loans pursuant to section 321 of the Con-
solidated Farm and Rural Development
Act (7 US.C, 1961), as amended by sec-
tion 232 of the Disaster Relief Act of
1970 (Public Law 91-606) and section §
of Public Law 92-385, it has been deter-
mined that in the following counties in
the State of Puerto Rico natural disas-
ters have caused a general need for agri-
cultural credit:

COUNTIES

Juana Diaz,
Morovis.
Orocovis,
San German,
Yauco.

Adjuntas.
Arroyo.
Barranquitas.
Cayey.

Ciales.
Corozal.

Emergency loans will not be made in the
above-named counties under this desig-
nation pursuant to applications received
after June 30, 1973, except subsequent
loans to qualified borrowers who re-
ceived initial loans under this designa-
tion.

The urgency of the need for Emer-
gency loans in the designated areas
makes it impracticable and contrary to
the public interest to give advance notice

of proposed rule making and invite pub-
lic participation.

Done at Washington, D.C., this 25th
day of September 1972.

J. PHIL CAMPBELL,
Actling Secretary.

[FR Doc.72-165617 Filed 9-27-72;8:49 am|]
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DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH,
EDUCATION, AND WELFARE

Health Services and Mental Health
Administration

NATIONAL ADVISORY COMMITTEES

Announcement of Meetings

Pursuant to Executive Order 11671,
the Administrator, Health Services and
Mental Health Administration, an-
nounces the meeting dates and other re-
quired information for the following Na-
tional Advisory bodies scheduled to as-
semble the month of October 1972, in
accordance with provisions set forth in
section 13(a) (1) and (2) of that Execu-
tive order:

Committee name, date, time, place, and type
of meeting and/or contact person

Immunization Practices, Advisory commitiee,
10/2-3, 9 am., Room 207, Building 1, Cen-
ter for Disease Control, 1600 Clifton Road
NE., Atlanta, GA 30333, Open. Contact Dr.
H. Bruce Dull, Room 224, Building 1, Cen-
ter for Disease Control, 1600 Clifton Road
NE., Atlanta, GA 30333. Code 404-633-3296.

Purpose. The Committee is charged with
advising on the appropriate uses of immu-
nizing agents for public health practice.

Agenda, The Committee will review the
status of selected immunizable diseases, data
on passive immunization for rabies exposure,
and the concurrent use of selected antigens
in routine immunization programs.

Committee name, date, time, place, and type
of meeting and/or econtact person

U.S. National Committee on Vital and Health
Statistics, International Classification of
Diseases Subcommittee, Working Party on
Mental Disorders, 10/11, 10:30 a.m., Room
5146, HEW—North Bullding, 330 Independ-
ence Avenue, SW., Washington, DC, Open.
Contact Carl A, Taube, Room 18C-17, Park-
lawn Building, 5600 Fishers Lane, Rock-
ville, MD. Code 301-443-3343,

Purpose. The Committee is charged with
studying and recommending necessary
changes on mental disorders to be incor-
porated In the Ninth Revision of the Inter-
national Classification of Diseases.

Agenda. Agendsa items will cover considera-
tion of a proposal for revision of rubrics ICD
970-972 and comments on the proposal, dis-
cussion of recommendations relating to clas-
sification of alcohol and drug disorders
referred to the Working Party by the Inter-
national Classification of Diseases Subcom-
mittee, U.S. National Committee on Vital and
Health Statistics; and final review and ap-
proval of revisions to be recommended to the
World Health Organization.

U.S. National Committee on Vital and Health
Statistics, International Classification of
Diseases Subcommittee, 10/11-12, 9:30 a.m.,
Conference Room H, Parklawn Building,
5600 Fishers Lane, Rockville, MD, Open,
Contact Mrs, Alice Dolman, Room 9A-54,
Parklawn Building, 6600 TFishers Lane,
Rockville, MD. Code 301-443-1069.

Purpose. The Committee is charged with
advising on 8th Revision proposals prepared
and submitted by the Federal Government on
the International Classification of Diseases
initiated by the World Health Organization.

Agenda. Agenda items will include draft
proposals to be submitted to the World
Health Organization on chapters of the clas-
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sification relating to diseases of the blood and
blood-forming organs, diseases of the circu-
latory system, diseases of the respiratory
system, complications of pregnancy, child-
birth and the puerperium and certain causes
of perinatal mortality, A draft proposal of
a problem list covering signs, symptoms and
health related problems mot classifiable in
other chapters of the classification and the
feasibility of expanding the classification to
cover environmental and social factors re-
lated to diseases and injuries will also be
discussed.

Commitiee name, Date, iime, place, and
Type of meeting and/or contact person
National Advisory Council on Regional Medi-
cal Programs, 10/16-17, 8:30 a.m., Confer-
ence Room G-H, Parklawn Building, 5600
Fishers Lane, Rockville, MD. Partially
open to the public. Closed for grant review.
Contact EKenneth Baum, Room 11-19,
Parklawn Building, 5600 Fishers Lane,

Rockville, MD. Code 301 —443-1514.

Purpose., The Council is charged with ad-
vising and assisting the Secretary, in the
preparation of regulations for, and as to
policy matters arising with respect to, the
administration of this program. Reviews ap-
plications for grants wunder Title IX, and
recommends to the Secretary with respect to
approval of applications for and the amounts
of grants under this title.

Agenda. The Council will discuss policy
matters regarding the administration of this
program, and this portion of the meeting
shall be open to the public. The remaining
portion of the meeting will be for the re-
view of grant applications, and will not be
open to the publie, in accordance with the
determination by the Secretary of Health,
Education, and Welfare pursuant to the
provisions of Executive Order 11671, section
13(d).

Coal Mine Health Research Advisory Council,
10/25, 8 a.m., Albany Hotel, Emerald Room,
17th and Stout Streets, Denver, Colo. Par-
tially open to the public. Closed for grant
review. Contact Dr. Raymond Moore, Room.
10A-13, 5600 Fishers Lane, Rockville, MD.
Code 301—443-2100.

Purpose. The Council is charged with con-
sulting and making recommendations to the
Secretary on matters involving or relating to
coal mine health research, Including grants
and contracts for such research.

Commitiee name, Date, time, place, Type of
meeting and/or contact person

Agenda. Agenda items will cover prevalence
study of incidence of coal workers’ pneumo-
coniosis in surface coal miners; second round
medical examinations of coal miners includ-
ing pertinent regulations, plans and reports;
aspects of other Health, Education, and Wel-
fare pr relevant to the activities of
the Natlonal Institute for Occupational
Safety and Health in the area of coal mine
health; follow up of exercise study of ex-
miners; report of U.S.-Germany dust panel;
and legislation of interest to the coal mine
health program.

The remaining portion of the meeting will
be closed to the public for the review of
grant aplications, and will not be open to the
publie, in accordance with the determina-
tion by the Secretary of Health, Education,
and Welfare pursuant to the provisions of
Executive Order 11671, section 13(d).

Regional Health Advisory Committee, Region
VII, 10-26-27, 9 am. Glenwood Manor,
Overland Park, EKans.,, Open, Contact Mrs,
Jean Glenn, Room 5368, New Federal
Building, 601 East 12th Street, Kansas City,
MO, Code 816-374-3491.

Purpose. The Committee is charged with
assisting the Regional Office In issue identi-
fication and provides a new viewpoint for
the Interface of Federal, State, and local ef-
forts in the Health Service field in the States
of Iowa, Kansas, Missouri, and Nebraska,

Agenda. Agenda items will cover the com-
mittee's report on Emergency Medical Serv-
ices; State Plans, Education of Health
Professionals, and other appropriate pro-
grammatic issues,

Items for discussion are subject to
change due to priorities as directed by
the President of the United States, or
the Secretary of Health, Education, and
Welfare,

A roster of members may be obtained
from the contact person listed above.

Dated: September 25, 1972.

Joun H. KELso,
Associate Administrator for
Management, Healith Serv-
ices and Menial Health Ad-
ministration.

[FR Doc.,72-16539 Filed 9-27-72;8:53 am|

National Institutes of Health

ANIMAL RESOURCES ADVISORY
COMMITTEE

Notice of Meeting

Pursuant to Executive Order 11671,
notice is hereby given of the meeting of
the Animal Resources Adyvisory Commit-
tee commencing at 1:30 p.m. on Octo-
ber 5, 1972, and at 9 a.m. on October 6,
1972, at the State Office Building, Port-
land, Oreg. This meeting will be open to
the public on October 5 from 1:30 p.m.
to 5 pm. and closed to the public on
October 6 from 9 a.m. to 5 p.m. to review,
discuss, and evaluate grant applications
in accordance with section 13(d) of
Executive Order 11671 and the Secre-
tary’'s determination.

Name of the person from whom rosters
of committee members and summary of
the meeting may be obtained: Dr. John
E. Holman, Executive Secretary.

Dated: September 21, 1972,

JOHN F. SHERMAN,
Deputy Director,
National Institutes of Health.

[FR Doc.72-16482 Filed 9-27-72; 8:46 am]

BLADDER-PROSTATE CANCER
ADVISORY COMMITTEE

Notice of Meeting

Pursnant to Executive Order 11671,
notice is hereby given of the meeting of
the Bladder-Prostate Cancer Advisory
Committee, September 25 and 26, 1972,
at 9 a.m,, Corsican Room No. 7, Biltmore
Hotel, Los Angeles, Calif. This meeting
will be open to the public from 1:30 p.m.
to 2 p.m., September 25, and 2 pm. o
2:30 p.m. September 26. The meeting
will be closed to the public at all other
times to review, discuss and evaluate
and/or rank grant applications in ac-
cordance with section 13(d) of Executive
Order 11671 and the Secretary’s deter-
mination.
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Name of the person from whom rosters
of Bladder-Prostate Cancer Advisory
Committee members and/or summary of
the meeting may be obtained:

Dr. Samuel Price, Westwood ‘Building, Room

853, Bethesda, MD 20014.

Dated: September 21, 1972.

Jouy F. SHERMAN,
Deputy Director,
National Institutes of Health,

[FR Doc.72-16485 Filed 9-27-72;8:46 am]

GENERAL CLINICAL RESEARCH
CENTERS COMMITTEE

Notice of Meeting

Pursuant to Executive Order 11671,
notice is hereby given of the meeting of
the General Clinical Research Centers
Committee commencing at 9 am. on
October 12 and 13, 1972, at Conference
Room No. 9, Building 31, Nationa! Insti-
tutes of Health, Bethesda, Md. This
meeting will be open to the public on
October 12 from 9 a.m. to 10:30 a.m. and
closed to the public from 10:30 a.m. to
5 p.m. also closed to the public on Octo-
ber 13 from 9 a.m. to 5 p.m. to review,
discuss, and evaluate grant applications
in accordance with section 13(d) of Ex-
ecutive Order 11671 and the Secretary’s
determination.

Name of the person from whom rosters
of committee members and summary of
the meeting may be obtained: Dr. Wil-
liam DeCesare, Executive Secretary.

Dated: September 21, 1972.

JouN F. SHERMAN,
Deputy Director,
National Institutes of Health.

[FR Doc.72-16483 Filed 9-27-72;8:46 am]

GENERAL RESEARCH SUPPORT PRO-
GRAM ADVISORY COMMITTEE

Notice of Meeting

Pursuant to Executive Order 11671,
notice is hereby given of the meeting of
the General Research Support Program
Advisory Committee commencing at 8:30
a.m, on October 16 and 17, 1972, at Con-
ference Room No. 6, Building 31, Na-
tional Institutes of Health, Bethesda,
Md. This meeting will be open to the
public from 8:30 a.m. to 10 a.m. on
October 16, and closed to the public from
10 a.m. until 5 p.m. and also closed to the
public on October 17, 1972 from 8:30 a.m.
until 5 p.m. to review, discuss, and evalu-
ate grant applications in accordance
with section 13(d) of Executive Order
11671 and the Secretary’s determination.

Name of the person from whom rosters
of committee members and summary of
the meeting may be obtained: Dr. George
M. Willis, Executive Secretary.

Dated: September 21, 1972.

JoHN F. SHERMAN,
Deputy Director,
National Institutes of Health.

[FR Doc.72-16484 Filed 9-27-72;8:46 am]

NOTICES

NURSE SCIENTIST GRADUATE
TRAINING COMMITTEE

Notice of Meeting

Pursuant to Executive Order 11671,
notice is hereby given of the meeting of
the Nurse Scientist Graduate Training
Committee, October 5 and 6, 1972, at
8:30 a.m. to 5 p.m., October 5, 1972, and
8:30 a.m. to 4 p.m., October 6, 1972, Na-
tional Institutes of Health, Building 31,
Conference Room 7. This meeting will be
closed to the public to review, discuss
and evaluate and/or rank applications in
accordance with section 13(d) of Execu~-
tive Order 11671 and the Secretary’s
determination.

Name of the person from whom rosters
of Nurse Scientist Graduate Training
Committee members and/or summary of
the meeting may be obtained: Marie J.
Bourgeois, R.N., Ph.D., Executive Secre-
tary, Nurse Scientist Graduate Training
Committee.

Dated: September 21, 1972,

JouN F. SHERMAN,
Deputy Director,
National Institutes of Health.

|FR Doc.72-16486 Filed 9-27-72;8:46 am]

PRIMATE RESEARCH CENTERS
ADVISORY COMMITTEE

Notice of Meeting

Pursuant to Executive Order 11671,
notice is hereby given of the meeting of
the Primate Research Centers Advisory
Committee commencing at 8:30 p.m. on
October 3, 1972, and at 9 a.m. on Octo-
ber 4, 1972, and at 9 a.m. on October 5,
1972, at the Sea-Tac Holiday Inn, in
Seattle, Wash. This meeting will be open
to the public on October 3 from 8:30 p.m.
to 9:30 p.m.; it will be closed to the public
on October 4 for the purpose of site-visit-
ing an applicant; and it will be closed to
the public on October 5 from 9 a.m. until
adjournment to review, discuss, and
evaluate grant applications in accordance
with section 13(d) of Executive Order
11671 and the Secretary’s determination.

Name of the person from whom
rosters of committee members and sum-
mary of the meeting may be obtained:
Dr. William J. Goodwin, Executive
Secretary.

Dated: September 21, 1972.

JOHN F. SHERMAN,
Deputy Director, NIH.
National Institutes of Health.

[FR Doc.72-16481 Filed 9-27-72;8:46 am]

DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING
AND URBAN DEVELOPMENT

[Docket No. D-72-203]

DIRECTOR, CONTRACTS AND
AGREEMENTS DIVISION

Redelegation of Authority

The Director, Contracts and Agree-
ments Division, is hereby empowered to
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authorize the publication in newspapers
of advertisements, notices, or proposals.

(44 US.C. 324; 5 U.S.C. 302; 42 U.S.C. 3535;
7 GAO 5200)

Effective date. This redelegation of au-
thority shall be effective upon publica-
tion in the FEDERAL REGISTER (9-28-T2).

OSBORNE S. KOERNER,
Director,
Office of General Services.

[FR D0c¢.72-16502 Filed 9-27-72;8:48 am]

ATOMIC ENERGY COMMISSION

[Docket No. 50-397]

WASHINGTON PUBLIC POWER
SUPPLY SYSTEM

Notice of Hearing on Application for
Construction Permit

In the matter of The Washington Pub-
lic Power Supply System (Hanford No. 2
Nuclear Power Plant) .

Pursuant to the Atomic Energy Act of
1954, as amended (the Act), and the
regulations in Title 10, Code of Federal
Regulations, Part 50, “Licensing of Pro-
duction and Utilization Facilities,” and
Part 2, “Rules of Practice,” notice is
hereby given that a hearing will be held,
at a time and place to be set in the fu-
ture by an Atomic Safety and Licensing
Board (Board), to consider the applica-
tion filed under the Act by the Washing-
ton Public Power Supply System (the
Applicant) , for a construction permit for
a boiling water nuclear reactor desig-
nated as the Hanford No. 2 Nuclear
Power Plant (the Facility), which is de-
signed for initial operation at approxi-
mately 3,323 thermal megawatts with a
net electrical output of approximately
1,110 megawatts. The proposed facility is
to be located on a site leased from the
U.S. Atomic Energy Commission and lo-
cated within the Commission’s Hanford
reservation in Benton County, Wash. The
proposed site, which is 3 miles from the
Columbia River, is about 12 miles north
of the city of Richland, Wash., and is ap-
proximately 21 miles northwest of Ken-
newick and 18 miles northwest of Pasco.
The hearing will be scheduled to begin in
the vicinity of the site of the proposed
Facility.

The Board will be designated by the
Atomic Energy Commission (Commis-
sion). Notice as to its membership will
be published in the FEDERAL REGISTER.

Upon receipt of a report by the Ad-
visory Committee on Reactor Safeguards
and upon completion by the Commis-
sion’s regulatory staff of a favorable safe-
ty evaluation of the application and an
environmental review, the Director of
Regulation will consider making affirma-
tive findings on items 1-3, a negative
finding on item 4, and an affirmative
finding on item 5 specified below as a
basis for the issuance of a construction
permit to the applicant:

Issues pursuant to the Atomic Energy
Act of 1954, as amended:

1. Whether in accordance with the
provisions of 10 CFR 50.35(a) :
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(a) The applicant has described the
proposed design of the Facility including,
but not limited to, the principal architec-
tural and engineering criteria for the
design, and has identified the major fea-
tures or components incorporated there-
in for the protection of the health and
safety of the public;

(b) Such further technical or design
information as may be required to com-
plete the safety analysis and which can
reasonably be left for later considera-
tion, will be supplied in the final safety
analysis report;

(¢) Safety features or components, if
any, which require research and develop-
ment have been described by the Appli~
cant and the Applicant has identified,
and there will be conducted a research
and development program reasonably
designed to resolve any safety questions
associated with such features or com-
ponents; and

(d) On the basis of the foregoing,
there is reasonable assurance that: (i)
Such safety questions will be satisfac-
torily resolved at or before the latest date
stated in the application for completion
of construction of the proposed Facility,
and (ii) taking into consideration the
site criteria contained in 10 CFR Part
100, the proposed Facility can be con-
structed and operated at the proposed
location without undue risk to the health
and safety of the public.

2. Whether the Applicant is tech-
nically qualified to design and construct
the proposed Facility;

3. Whether the Applicant is financially
qualified to design and construct the pro-
posed Facility; and

4. Whether the issuance of a permit
for construction of the Facility will be
inimical to the common defense and
security or to the health and safety of
the public.

Issue pursuant to National Environ-
mental Policy Act of 1969 (NEPA) :

5. Whether, in accordance with the
requirements of Appendix D of 10 CFR
Part 50, the construction permit should
be issued as proposed.

In the event that this proceeding is
not a contested proceeding, as defined by
10 CFR 2.4(m), the Board will determine:
(1) Without conducting a de novo
evaluation of the application, whether
the application and the record of the
proceeding contain sufficient informa-
tion, and the review of the application by
the Commission’s regulatory staff has
been adequate, to support the findings
proposed to be made by the Director of
Regulation on items 1-4 above, and to
support, insofar as the Commission's
licensing requirements under the Act are
concerned, the issuance of the construc-
tion permit proposed by the Director of
Regulation; and (2) determine whether
the review conducted by the Commission
pursuant to NEPA has been adequate. In
the event that this proceeding is not con-
tested the Board will convene a prehear-
ing conference of the parties within sixty
(60) days after this notice of hearing or
such other time as may be appropriate,
at a time and place to be set by the
Board. It will also set the schedule for

NOTICES

the evidentiary hearing. Notice of the
preh conference and the hearing
will be published in the FEDERAL REGISTER.

In the event that this proceeding be-
comes a contested proceeding, the Board
will consider and initially decide, as is-
sues in this proceeding, items 1-5 above
as a basis for determining whether the
construction permit should be issued to
the Applicant.

The Board will convene a special pre-
hearing conference of the parties to the
proceeding and persons who have filed
petitions for leave to intervene, or their
counsel, to be held within sixty (60) days
ifrom the date of publication of this no-
tice in the FEpERAL REGISTER, or within
such other time as may be appropriate,
al & place to be set by the Board for the
purpose of dealing with the matters spe-
cified in 10 CFR 2.751a.

The Board will convene a prehearing
conference of the parties, or their coun-
sel, to be held subsequent to any special
prehearing conference and within sixty
(60) days after discovery has been com-
pleted, or within such other time as may
be appropriate, at a place to be set by
the Board for the purpose of dealing
;'ith the matters specified in 10 CFR

752,

Notices of the dates and places of the
special prehearing conference, the pre-
hearing conference and the hearing will
be published in the FEDERAL REGISTER.

With respect to the Commission’'s re-
sponsibilities under NEPA, and regard-
less of whether the proceeding is
contested or uncontested, the Board will,
in accordance with section A.11 of Ap-
pendix D of 10 CFR Part 50: (1) Deter-
mine whether the requirements of
section 102(2) (C) and (D) of NEPA
and Appendix D of 10 CFR Part 50 have
been complied with in this proceeding;
(2) independently consider the final
balance among conflicting factors con-
tained in the record of the proceeding
with a view to determining the appro-
priate action to be taken; and (3) de-
termine whether the construction permit
should be issued, denied, or appropri-
ately conditioned to protect environ-
mental values.

For further details, see the application
for a construction permit dated 8-10-71,
and amendments thereto, and the appli-
cant’s environmental report dated
8-19-71, which are available for public
inspection at the Commission’s Public
Document Room, 1717 H Street NW.,
‘Washington, DC, between the hours of
8:30 a.m. and 5 p.m. on weekdays. Copies
of those documents will also be made
available at the Richland Public Library,
Swift and Northgate Streets, Richland,
‘WA 89352, for inspection by members of
the public between the hours of 10 a.m.
and 9 p.m. Monday through Wednesday
and 10 a.m. and 5:30 p.m. on Thursday
and Friday. As they become available, a
copy of the report of the advisory com-
mittee on reactor safeguards (ACRS),
the safety evaluation by the Commis-
sion’s Directorate of Licensing, the Com-
mission’s draft and final detailed state-
ments on environmental considerations,
the proposed construction permit, other

relevant documents, and the transcripts
of the prehearing conferences and of the
hearing will also be available at the
above locations. Copies of the proposed
construction permit, the ACRS report,
the Directorate of Licensing’s safety
evaluation and the Commission’s draft
and final detailed statements on environ-
mental considerations may be obtained,
when available, by request to the Deputy
Director for Reactor Projects, Director-
ate of Licensing, U.S. Atomic Energy
Commission, Washington, D.C. 20545.

Any person who does not wish to, or
is not qualified to become a party to this
proceeding may request permission to
make a limited appearance pursuant to
the provisions of 10 CFR 2.715. A person
making a limited appearance may only
make an oral or written statement on the
record, and may not participate in the
proceeding in any other way. Limited ap-
pearances will be permitted at the time
of the hearing in the discretion of the
Board, within such limits and on such
conditions as may be fixed by the Board.
Persons desiring to make a limited ap-
pearance are requested to inform the
Secretary of the Commission, U.S.
Atomic Energy Commission, Washing-
ton, D.C. 20545, not later than 30 days
from the date of publication of this no-
tice In the FEDpERAL REGISTER,

A person permitted to make a limited
appearance does not become a party, but
may state his position and raise ques-
tions which he would like to have
answered to the extent that the ques-
tions are within the scope of the hear-
ing as specified in the issues set out
above.

Any person whose interest may be af-
fected by the proceeding, who does not
wish to make a limited appearance but
who wishes to participate as a party in
the proceeding must file a written peti-
tion under oath or affirmation for leave
to intervene in accordance with the pro-
visions of 10 CFR 2.714,

A petition for leave to intervene shall
set forth the interest of the petitioner
in the proceeding, how that interest may
be affected by the results of the proceed-
ing, and any other contentions of the
petitioner including the facts and reasons
why Le should be permitted to intervene,
with particular reference to the follow-
ing factors: (1) The nature of the peti-
tioner’s right under the Act to be made
a party to the proceeding: (2) the na-
ture and extent of the petitioner’s prop-
erty, financial, or other interest in the
proceeding; and (3) the possible effect of
any order which may be entered in the
proceeding on the petitioner’s interest.
Any such petition shall be accompanied
by a supporting afidavit identifying the
specific aspect or aspects of the subject
maftter of the proceeding as to which the
petitioner wishes to intervene and set-
ting forth with particularity both the
facts pertaining to his interest and the
basis for his contentions with regard to
each aspect on which he desires to inter-
vene. A petition that sets forth conten-
tions relating only to matters outside
the jurisdiction of the Commission will
be denied.
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A petition for leave to intervene must
pe filed with the Office of the Secretary
of the Commission, U.S. Atomic Energy
commission, Washington, D.C. 20545, At-
tention: Chief, Public °~ Proceedings
staff, or the Commission’s Public Docu-
ment Room, 1717 H Street NW., Wash-
ington, DC, not later than 30 days from
the date of publication of this notice in
the FEDERAL RECGISTER, A petition for leave
to intervene which is not timely will not
pe granted unless the Board determines
that the petitioner has made a substan-
tial showing of good cause for failure
io file on time and after the Board has
considered those factors specified in 10
CFR 2.714(a).

Those permitted to intervene become
parties to the proceeding, subject to any
limitations in the order granting leave
to intervene, and have all the rights of
the applicant to participate fully in the
conduct of the hearing, such as the
examination and cross-examination of
witnesses, with respect to their con-
tentions related to the matters at issue
in the proceeding.

An answer to this notice, pursuant to
the provisions of 10 CFR 2.705, must be
filed by the applicant not later than 20
davs from the date of publication of this
notice in the FEDERAL REGISTER.

Papers required to be filed in this pro-
ceeding may be filed by mail or telegram
addressed to the Secretary of the Com-
mission, U.S. Atomic Energy Commission,
Washington, D.C. 20545, Attention: Chief,
Public Proceedings Staff, or may be filed
by delivery to the Commission’s Public
Document Room, 1717 H BStreet NW,,
Washington, DC.

Pending further order of the Board,
parties are required to file, pursuant to
the provisions of 10 CFR 2.708, an orig-
inal and 20 conformed copies of each
such paper with the Commission.

With respect to this proceeding, the
Commission will delegate to the Atomic
Safety and Licensing Appeal Board the
authority and the review function which
would otherwise be exercised and per-
formed by the Commission. The Com-
mission will establish the Appeal Board
pursuant to 10 CFR 2.785 and will make
the delegation pursuant to paragraph
(a) (1) of that section. The Appeal Board
will be composed of a Chairman, and
two other members to be designated by
the Commission. Notice as to the mem-
bership of the Appeal Board will be pub-
lished in the FEDERAL REGISTER.

Dated at Germantown, Md., this 21st
day of September 1972.

UNITED STATES ATOMIC
ENERGY COMMISSION,

PauL C. BENDER,
Seeretary of the Commission.

[FR Doc.72-16402 Filed 9-27-72;8:45 am]

NOTICES

CIVIL AERONAUTICS BOARD

[Docket No. 24679]
EAST AFRICAN AIRWAYS CORP.

Notice of Postponement of Prehearing
Conference Regarding Renewal of
Foreign Air Carrier Permit
Notice is hereby given that the pre-

hearing conference in the above-entitled

proceeding, which was assigned to be

held on September 26, 1972 (37 F.R. 17578,

August 30, 1972), will be held on Oc-

tober 12, 1972, at 10 a.m., local time, in

Room 1031, Universal Building North,

1875 Connecticut Avenue NW. Wash-

ington, DC, before the undersigned.

Dated at Washington, D.C., Septem-
ber 22, 1972.

[sEaL] HeNrRY WHITEHOUSE,
Administrative Law Judge.

[FR Doc.72-16540 Filed 9-27-72; 8:51 am|]

[Docket No. 24057]

INTERNATIONAL JET AIR LTD. AND
GREAT NORTHERN AIRWAYS LTD.

Notice of Prehearing Conference and
Hearing Regarding Foreign Air Car-
rier Permit Transfer and Renewal
(Canada-United States Charter
Transportation)

Notice is hereby given that the pre-
hearing conference in the above-entitled
matter, which was previously postponed
indefinitely (37 F.R. 11384, June 7, 1972),
is assigned to be held on November 16,
1972, at 10 a.m., local time, in Room 503,
Universal Building, 1825 Connecticut
Avenue NW.,, Washington, DC, before
the undersigned.

Notice is also given that the hearing
may be held immediately following con-
clusion of the prehearing conference
unless a person objects or shows reason
for postponement on or before Novem-
ber 9, 1972,

Dated at Washington, D.C., Septem-
ber 22, 1972.

[SEAL] HymAN GOLDBERG,

Administrative Law Judge.
[FR Doc.72-16541 Filed 9-27-72;8:51 am]

[Docket No. 24779; Order 72-9-90]

INTERSTATE AND INTRASTATE FARES
IN CALIFORNIA AND TEXAS MARKETS

Order of Investigation

Adopted by the Civil Aeronautics
Board at its office in Washington, D.C., on
25th day of September 1972.

By complaint filed September 28, 1971,
Ralph Nader and Aviation Consumer Ac-
tlon Project (ACAP) ask the Board to
suspend and investigate the jet coach
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and jet commuter fares of United Air
Lines, Inc. (United), applying between
Los Angeles and San Francisco, Calif.
The complainants allege that the differ-
ence between United’s jet coach and jet
commuter fares which are available to
interstate and intrastate passengers and
the difference between the interstate and
intrastate fares in the Los Angeles-San
Francisco market are unjustly discrimi-
natory. Complainant Nader alleges spe-
cifically that he, while on an interstate
journey, was required to pay a higher
charge for air transportation than was
required of intrastate passengers on the
same flight between San Francisco and
Los Angeles. Complainant ACAP joints
Mr. Nader on behalf of those interstate
passengers who were or are discriminated
against by the higher interstate fares.
The complainants also request that other
appropriate action be taken by the Board
to initiate civil and criminal proceedings
for the purpose of penalizing United for
practices which violate the Federal Avia-
tion Act of 1958 (Act).

By answer filed October 13, 1971,
United contends that (a) the jet coach
and jet commuter fares filed with the
Board are not subject to suspension, (b)
the intrastate fares of United are beyond
the Board’s jurisdiction, (¢) even if the
Board had jurisdiction over the intra-
state fares of United, competition from
wholly intrastate air carriers and char-
acteristics of the Los Angeles-San Fran-
cisco market justify different fares for
intrastate and interstate passengers, (d)
ACAP has no standing to file an enforce-
ment complaint because it has not shown
that it is a “person” as defined in section
101(27) of the Act, and (e) the com-
plaint requesting enforcement action
was procedurally defective.

United’s fares in the Los Angeles-San
Francisco market are as follows:

Interstate?  Intrastate 3
Jet coach (Y Class)........- $32.41 £30. 56
Jot commuter (K Class) .. 20.37 15.28

1 Afrline Tardff Publishers, Ino., Tarlff CAB No. 136
(August 1972).

2 Per complaint—Tarllf not filed with Civil Aero-
nautics Board,

There are three preliminary matters
which we shall dispose of first. With re-
gard to the request for suspension of the
interstate fares, the complaint was not
timely filed. The fares complained
against had been in effect since May 186,
1971, and the Board does not have the
authority to suspend effective fares in
interstate air transportation. Further,
the complainant’s allegation that United
is violating the Act because United’s
tariffs covering intrastate fares are not
filed at the Board is untenable, United
is not required to file its intrastate tariffs
with the Board because transportation
thereunder is not “air transportation” as

defined in the Act. (See sections 403(a),
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101(10), and 101(21).) The complain-
ants’ request that the Board initiate pro-
ceedings against United for violations of
sections 404(b) and 411 of the Act will
also be denied. The facts alleged do not
warrant the initiation of an enforcement
proceeding for purposes of imposing civil
or criminal penalties upon United. Our
disposition of the request for enforce-
ment action makes further consideration
of United’s contention regarding ACAP’s
standing unnecessary.

As to United’s contention that the
Board lacks jurisdiction over its intra-
state fares, we would only remark that
the complaint raises significant legal and
factual questions with respect to the re-
lationship between interstate and intra-
state fares that need to be resolved. The
principal issue before us is whether the
difference between those fares results in
unjust discrimination against interstate
passengers and, if so, what order should
be made to correct the situation.

Fares applicable between Los Angeles
and San Francisco, on the one hand, and
points outside the State of California, on
the other, apply in many instances not
only to direct service between the points
involved but also to services operated via
the other California point, provided no
stopover* is made at the other point.?
Thus, the “interstate” fares applicable
between Los Angeles and San Francisco
are used to construct a through fare
when a stopover is made at either point
enroute to the other.

It may be true that, with respect to cost
of service to the carrier, a stopover pas-
senger is little different from two local
passengers * and that a higher fare may
be justified for stopover than for through
passengers. On the other hand, there
would seem to be no difference, from
either the passengers’ or the carriers’
viewpoint, between a local Los Angeles-
San Francisco passenger (intrastate)
and a stopover passenger (interstate)
who receive the same service between the
same points. At this stage, we are not
inclined to accept, without further explo-
ration in an evidentiary hearing, United’s
argument that the fare differential is
justified by competition from intrastate
carriers.

Since the time the complaint was filed,
we have found that the same type of dif-
ferentials between interstate and intra-
state fares exist in numerous intra-Cali-
fornia markets, and the differentials
apply to first-class and standard-class as
well as to coach and commuter- (or econ-
omy) class fares. For example, the fol-
lowing fares are listed for various inter-
state carriers in the Official Airline
Guide for August 1972:

1Carrier tariffs define “stopover” as a
deliberate Interruption of a journey by the
passenger, agreed to In advance by the car-
rier, at a point between the place of de-
parture and the place of destination.

*Los Angeles, San Francisco, and other
California points are commonfared by the
intrastate carriers with respect to many
points in the Eastern United States,

3 See Order 72-4-42, dated April 10, 1972.

NOTICES

Market Fare Inter-

class  state

Intra-
state

Burbank-San Francisco. .z $41.67
32.41
20. 37
41. 67
32.41
20. 37

$38.89
30. 56
15.74

Burbank-San Jose 82,41
20. 00

g
&

Los Angeles-Oakland.
Los Angeles-Ontario
Los Angeles-Sacramento

SEE.BER
SREERRY

Los Angeles-San Diego

28
3%

Los Angeles-San Francisco

Los Angeles-San Jose

Oakland-8an Francisco
Oakland-San Jose

Ontario-SanJose. ..._.......... Y
Bacramento-San Francisco

B RS e R e R o R BB R BB e B
HESESES3CES3NLETRIZISESR

The questions raised by the California
fare situation are not easy ones, and we
believe they can best be resolved on the
basis of facts adduced in the hearing
which we are ordering herein. We are
naming as parties to the proceeding all
the interstate carriers providing inter-
state and intrastate service in these
markets.' Since a situation similar to the
intra-California one also exists in the
following intra-Texas markets, and the
same principles are involved, we will in-
clude in the investigation fares in these
markets: ©

Inter-
state

Fare

Market olass

Dallas-Houston. £32.41

X
K
Dallas-San Antonfo............. 1’-\"
K

Houston-San Antonio

We will expect the parties to address
not only the specific issues adverted to
herein but also the broader issue of the
effect of such intrastate transportation
generally on the interstate fare struc-
ture.

In addition, the differences between the
interstate coach (or standard) and com-
muter (or economy) fares offered by the
carriers in the intra-California markets
also raise questions of discrimination,
and we have decided to investigate the
relation between these fares. Following
are examples in addition to those previ-
ously listed:

* American, Continental, Delta, Hughes Air
West, National, Trans World, United, and
Western.

¢ Additional parties will be Braniff and
Texas International.

Market Y-Class fare K-Class fary

Los Angeles-Oakland

Los Angeles-Sacramento. ...
Los Angeles-San Franclsco.
Ontario-San Jose_...__.....

$32, 41
34.26
87.96(8)
32.41

$20. 37
23.15
20,37

2,37

United has cited few, if any, real dif-
ferences between coach and commuter
services between Los Angeles and San
Francisco.® According to the applicable
tariffs on seating configurations, coach
and commuter passengers may be seated
in like accomodations; and the avail-
ability of family-fare discounts to coach
passengers but not to commuter passen-
gers would seem to make little difference
because the commuter fare provides a
greater discount from the coach fare
than the 25 percent family fare discount
available on coach service. On the other
hand, it may be that the cost of operat-
ing commuter service is less than the cost
of operating coach service. Any differ-
ences in the costs of commuter service
should therefore be fully explored in this
investigation. We do not, however, intend
to relitigate here the industry average
costs of coach service nor the fare struc-
ture formula which are now under in-
vestigation in Docket 21866.

Upon consideration of all relevant
matters; the Board has determined that
the relationships between intrastate and
interstate fares in intra-California and
intra-Texas markets, and between inter-
state coach and commuter fares in in-
tra-California markets may be unjustly
discriminatory, or unduly preferential, or
unduly prejudicial, or otherwise unlaw-
ful, and should be investigated.

Accordingly, pursuant to the Federal
Aviation Act of 1958, as amended, and
particularly sections 204(a), 403, 404, and
1002 thereof,

It is ordered, That:

1. An investigation is instituted to de-
termine whether the differences between
intrastate fares and interstate fares
charged by the carriers listed in para-
graph 4 hereof between intra-California
markets and between Dallas and Hous-
ton, Dallas and San Antonio, and Hous-
ton and San Antonio, and the differences
between interstate coach (or standard)
class and commuter (or economy) class
fares in intra-California markets, includ-
ing subsequent revisions and reissues
thereof, and classifications, rules, regu-
lations, and practices, affecting such
fares, or the value of service thereunder,
are or will be unjustly discriminatory,
unduly preferential, unduly prejudicial,
or otherwise unlawful, and, if found to be
unlawful, to determine and prescribe the
lawful fares and classifications, rules,
regulations, and practices;

2. Except to the extent granted herein,
the complaint in Docket 23859 is hereby
dismissed;

3. The proceeding ordered herein be
assigned for hearing before an Adminis-
trative Law Judge of the Board at a time
and place hereafter to be designated; and

¢ United points out in its answer that coach
service is currently provided only on multi-
stop flights, whereas commuter service Is
nonstop.
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4. Copies of this order shall be served
upon American Airlines, Inc.,
Airways, Inc., Continental Air Lines, Inc.,
Delta Air Lines, Inc., Hughes Air Corp.,
National Airlines, Inc., Texas Interna-
tional Airlines, Inc., Trans World Air-
lines, Inc., United Air Lines, Inc,, Western
Air Lines, Inc., Ralph Nader, and Avia-
tion Consumer Action Project, which are
hereby made parties to this proceeding,
and upon the California Public Utilities
Commission and the Texas Aeronautics
Commission.

This order will be published in the
FEDERAL REGISTER.

By the Civil Aeronautics Board.

PryLLIS T. KAYLOR,
Acting Secretary.

[FR Doc.72-16543 Filed 9-27-72;8:51 am]

[sEAL]

[Docket No, 24778]
SOUTHERN AIRWAYS, INC.

Notice of Application for Amendment
of Certificate of Public Convenience
and Necessity |

SEPTEMBER 22, 1972.

Notice is hereby given that the Civil
Aeronautics Board on September 22, 1972,
received an application, Docket 24778,
from Southern Airways, Inc., for amend-
ment of its certificate of public conven-
ience and necessity for Route 98 to pro-
vide nonstop or direct single-plane service
between its presently certificated points
Greenville/Spartanburg, S.C. (an inter-
mediate point on Segment 1), on the one
hand, and Washington, D.C., and New
York, N.Y./Newark, N.J. (intermediate
points on Segment 7), on the other.
Southern requests that Greenville/Spar-
tanburg be designated on its Segment 7
as an intermediate point between Colum-
bus, Ga., and Washington. Southern also
requests one-stop authority in lieu of
its present restriction which precludes
single-plane service between Atlanta, Ga.,
on the one hand, and Washington and
New York/Newark on the other.

The applicant requests that its appli-
cation be processed under the expedited
procedures set forth in Subpart M of
Part 302 (14 CFR Part 302).

[SEAL] PryLiis T. KAYLOR,
Acting Secretary.
[FR Doc.72-16542 Filed 9-27-72;8:51 am]

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS
COMMISSION

CABLE TELEVISION ADVISORY
GROUP

Notice of Four Open Meetings

SepTEMBER 15, 1972.

The Steering Committee of the Cable
Television Federal-State/local Advisory
Committee will have four open meetings
in October at 10 am. On October 16
and 17, 1972, the Steering Committee will
meet in Room Al10 of the FCC Annex,
1229 20th Street NW., Washington, DC;

NOTICES

on October 4, it will meet in Room A205
of the FCC Annex and on October 5, 1972,
it will meet in Room 847S of the main
FCC building, 1919 M Street NW., Wash-
ington, DC.

The agendas for these meetings will
include discussion of subcommittee prog-
ress and consideration of a series of
urgent issues concerned with Federal-
State/local relationships.

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS

COoMMISSION,

Ben F. WaAPLE,
Secretary.

[FR Doc.72-16559 Filed 9-27-72;8:53 am]

[sEAL]

CABLE TV GOVERNMENTAL
RELATIONSHIP GROUP

Announcement of Additional
Appointments to Subcommiftees

AvucusTt 17, 1972.

Additional permanent subcommittee
appointments for the Cable Television
Federal-State/local Advisory Committee
have been approved by FCC Chairman
Dean Burch. This committee was created
on February 3, 1972, following the adop-
tion of new cable TV rules, to deal with
matters involving governmental relation-
ships such as franchising procedures,
service, interconnection, and rates to
subscribers. Chairman Burch is chairman
of the advisory committee and Cable TV
Bureau Chief 8ol Schildhause is vice
chairman. Committee membership con-

sists of representatives of government,
industry, and public interest groups.

The following is a list of the new
appointments:

SUBCOMMITTEE A—INITIAL ORGANIZATIONAL
PHASE

Richard Flynn, Goldwater and Flynn.

Sydney Arak, National Association of Theater
Owners, Inc,

Walter Kaitz, General Counsel,
Community Television Assoc.

Wilmot Horton, Theta Cable of California.

Susan Greene, Black Communicator.

George Vukasin, City Councilman, Oakland,
Calif.

California

SuBCcOMMITTEE B—STUDY PHASE

Don Shuler, Vice President, Cypress Com-
munications.

Morton Berfield, Cohen and Berfleld.

‘Walter Baer, The Rand Corporation.

Joseph Benes, President, California Com-
munity Television Assoc.

Michael Neben, Educational Technology,
HEW

SuBCOMMITTEE C—FRANCHISING PHASE

Lewls Cohen, Cohen and Berfield.
Donald Willlams, Vice President, Cox Cable

Co.

Richard Galkin, President, Sterling Man-
hattan Cable Television, Inc.

Barry Le Mieux, Bedford Stuyvesant Restora-
tion Corp.

John Reading, Mayor, Oakland, Calif.

Alfred Alquist, State Senator, San Jose, Calif,

SupCcOMMITTEE D—PosST AWARD REGULATORY
PHASE

Frank Drendel, Vice President, Cypress Com-
munications.

William Schiller, Vice President, Storer Cable
TV, Inc,
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Thomas Wilson, Amvideo Corp.

Gerry Slater, General Manager, Public Broad-
cast Service.
Ralph Dills, State Senator, Gordenla, Calif.

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS
COMMISSION,
BEN F. WAPLE,
Secretary.

[FR Doc.72-16556 Filed 9-27-72;8:52 am]

[sEAL]

CHILDREN'S TV PANEL DISCUSSIONS

Announcement of Speakers

SEPTEMBER 14, 1972.

Participants in public panel discussions
on children’s television, scheduled for
October 2 through October 4, 1972, have

been announced by the FCC. The discus-
sions will be held in Room 856 of the
Commission offices, 1919 M Street NW,,
Washington, DC.

A list of panel subjects, times and
speakers follows:

PANEL I—CONTENT DIVERSIFICATION—
MonDAY, OCTOBER 2, 1972, 9:30 AM. TO
12 m.

Dr. Rene Cardenas,
Television.

Dr. Frederick Greene, Office of Child Develop-
ment.

David Connell, Children's Television Work-
shop.

Fred Silverman, Columbia Broadcasting Sys-
tem, Inc.

Harry Francis, Meredith Broadcasting.

Christopher Sarson, Station WGBH, Boston
Mass.

Robert Thurston, Quaker Oats.

PANEL II—AGE SPECIFICITY—MONDAY,
OCTOBER 2, 1972, 2 p.M, TO 4:30 P.M.

Eliot Daley, Family Communications.

Fred Calvert, Fred Calvert Productions.

Eugene Accas, Leo Burnett Co., Inc.

George Koelher, Triangle Broadcasting.

Michael Eisner, ABC Television,

Dr. Joseph G, Colmen, Education and Public
Affairs.

Mr. Neil Morse,
Television.

Bilingual Children’s

Children's Committee on

PaneL ITI—RESPONSIVE SCHEDULING—
TuESPAY, OCTOBER 3, 1972, 9 AM. TO
11:30 a.m,

Dr. John Condry, Department of Human De-
velopment, New York State College,

Martha Van Renselaer, Cornell University.

Larry Fraiberg, WNEW-TV, New York, N.Y.

E. Weaks McKinney-Smith, WDRX-TV,
Paducah, Ky.

Arch O. Knowlton, General Foods Corp.

Les Towne, Helfgott and Partners.

Evelyn Sarson, Action for
Television.

PANEL IV—CHILDREN'S TELEVISION AND
ADVERTISING PRACTICES—TUESDAY, Oc-
TOBER 3, 1972.

A, 1 PM, TO 2:30P.M,

Peggy Charren, Action for
Television.

Dr. Scott Ward, Harvard University, Graduate
School of Business Administration.

Ray Hubbard, WTOP-TV, Washington, D.C.

Jeanette Neff, Children’s Television Work-~

Children's

Children's

shop.
F. Kent Mitchel, General Foods Corp.
B. 2145 P.M. TO 3745 P.M,

Robert Keeshan, Columbia Broadcasting Sys-
tem, Inc.
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Lorraine F. Lee-Benner, WCSC-TV, Charles-
ton, 8.C.

Wanda Lesser, Charleston, S.C.

Larry Harmon, Larry Harmon Pictures Corp.

Katherine Lustman, ¥Yale Child Study
Center.

Sherman K. Headley, WCCO-TV, Minneap-
olis, Minn,

PANEL V—ALTERNATIVE METHODS OF FI-
NANCING—WEDNESDAY, OCTOBER 4, 1972,
9AM. TO11:30 AM.

Joan Ganz Cooney,
Workshop.

Fred Pierce, American Broadcasting Co.

Bill Melody, Annenberg School of Communi-
cations, University of Pennsylvania.

Al Fields, Health Tex, Inc.

Edmund Smarden, Carson-Roberts,
Advertising.

Ward L. Quaal, WGN-TV, Chicago, I1l.

PANEL VI—SELF-REGULATION—WEDNES-
DAY, OCTOBER 4, 1972, 1 P.M. TO 3 P.M.

Donald McGannon, Westinghouse Broad-
casting, Inc.

Stockton Helffrich, NAB Code Authority.

Ruth Handler, Mattel Toys.

Dr. Ithiel de Sola Pool, Center for Inter-
national Studies, Massachusetis Institute
of Technology.

Everett Parker, United Church of Christ,

Herminio Traviesis, National Broadcasting
Co.

Steve Bluestone, Washington, D.C.

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS
COMMISSION,
BEN F. WAPLE,
Secretary.

[FR Doc.72-16557 Filed 9-27-72;8:52 am]

Children's Television

Inc.,

[SEAL]

[Dockets Nos. 19588, 195689; FCC 72-836]

COLORADO WEST BROADCASTING,
INC.,, AND GLENWOOD BROAD-
CASTING, INC.

Order Designating Applications for
Consolidated Hearing on Stated Is-
sues

In regard applications of Colorado
West Broadcasting, Inc., Glenwood
Springs, Colo., Requests: 92.7 MHz, No.
224; 3 kw. (H & V); —301 feet, Docket
No. 19588, File No. BPH-7646; Glenwood
Broadcasting, Inc., Glenwood Springs,
Colo., Requests: 92.7 MHz, No. 224; 3
kw. (H & V); —1,920 feet, Docket No.
19589, File No. BPH-T7707; for construc-
tion permits.

1. The Commission has under consid-
eration the captioned applications
which are mutually exclusive in that
operation by the applicants as proposed
would result in mutually destructive in-
terference. Therefore, a comparative
hearing must be held.

2. Data submitted by the applicants
indicates that there would be a signifi-
cant disparity in the size of the areas
and populations which would receive
service from the proposals. Conse-
quently, for the purposes of comparison,
the areas and populations which would
receive FM service of 1 mv/m or greater
intensity, together with the availability
of other primary aural services in such
areas, will be considered under the
standard comparative issue, for the pur-
pose of determining whether a compara-

NOTICES

tive preference should accure to either
of the applicants,

3. Except as indicated by the issues
specified below, the applicants are quali-
fied to construct and operate as pro-
posed. However, because the proposals
are mutually exclusive, they must be
designated for hearing in a consolidated
proceeding on the issues specified below.

4. Accordingly, it is ordered, That pur-
suant to section 309(e) of the Communi-
cations Act of 1934, as amended, the ap-
plications are designated for hearing in
a consolidated proceeding, at a time and
place to be specified in a subsequent
order, upon the following issues:

1. To determine which of the pro-
posals would, on a comparative basis,
better serve the public interest.

2. To determine, in light of the evi-
dence adduced pursuant to the foregoing
issue, which of the applications for con-
struction permits should be granted.

5. It is further ordered, That each of
the applicants shall file a written ap-
pearance stating an intention to appear
and present evidence on the specified
issues, within the time and in the man-
ner required by § 1.221(c) of our rules.

6. It is further ordered, That the ap-
plicants shall give notice of the hearing,
within the time and in the manner speci-
fied in §1.594 of our rules, and shall
seasonably file the statement required by
§ 1.594(g).

Adopted: September 20, 1972.
Released: September 22, 1972.

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS
ComMmiIssION,*
BeN F. WAPLE,
Secretary.

[FR Doc.72-16556 Filed 9-27-72;8:52 am]

[SEAL]

FCC ANSWERING DEVICES ADVISORY
SUBCOMMITTEE

Notice of Public Meeting

SEPTEMBER 21, 1972.

In accordance with Executive Order
No. 11671, dated June 7, 1972, announce-
ment is made of a public meeting of the
Answering Devices Subcommittee, to be
held Monday, October 2, 1972, and con-
tinuing to Tuesday, October 3, 1972, The
subcommittee will meet at 1229 20th
Street NW., Room A-110, Washington,
DC, at 10 a.m.

1. Purpose. To prepare and submit
recommended standards and procedures
to the FCC, in order to permit the inter-
connection of customer provided and
maintained answering equipment to the
public switched network;

2. Membership. The subcommittee is
chaired by Fred Warden and is composed
of the following: Lyle D. Abbott, M. E.
Hacker, Samuel R. Buxbaum, James B.
Eppes, Charles Hernandez, Anthony Gia-
coio, Thomas J. Dunleavy, Peter J. Grant,
Jim Owen, F. A. Foresta, Richard W.
Horton, Jerry A. Klein, Leslie N, Wilder,

1 Commissioner Robert E. Lee absent; Com=~
missioner Johnson not participating.

K. R. Parker, R. B. Brunson, Clyde W.
Sautters, F. G. Splitt, Peter F. Theis,
Robert E. Morgan, Lloyd Smith, Shaun
Delaney, Boyd King, Ron Matteson, Gus-
tone Perrin, Preston R. Brown, James F.
Holmes, Brendan McShane, Allan Mac-
Leod, Denis E. Lowry, Robert W. Shirley,
George A. Smith, B, Edelman, Rudy C.
Stiefel, John R. Mineo, Earl C. Mans-
field, Louis Feldner;

3. Activities. As at prior meetings, sub-
committee members and observers pre-
sent their suggestions and recommenda-
tions regarding the various technical
criteria and standards that should be
considered with respect to the intercon-
nection of answering devices to the pub-
lic telephone network;

4. Agenda. The agenda for the meet-
ing is consideration of interface criteria
and equipment standards for answering
devices.

It is suggested that those desiring more
specific information about the meeting
call the Domestic Rates Division (202)
632-6457.

FEDPERAL COMMUNICATIONS
CoMMISSION,
BEN F, WAPLE,
Secretary.

[FR Doc.72-16558 Filed 9-27-72;8:52 am]

FEDERAL HOME LOAN BANK BOARD

[H. C. 136]
AMERICAN FINANCIAL CORP.

Receipt of Application for Approval of
Acquisition of Control of Oak Sav-
ings and Loan Co.

SEPTEMBER 25, 1972.

Notice is hereby given that the Federal
Savings and Loan Insurance Corporation
has received an application from the
American Financial Corp., Cincinnati,
Ohio, a savings and loan and bank hold-
ing company, for approval of its acquisi-
tion of control of The Oak Savings and
Loan Co., Cincinnati, Ohio, an insured
institution, under the provisions of sec-
tion 408(e) of the National Housing Act,
as amended (12 U.S.C. 1730a(e)), and
§ 584.4 of the regulations for Savings and
Loan Holding Companies, said acquisition
to be effected by the exchange of cash
and stock of American Financial Corp.
for the stock of The Oak Savings and
Loan Co. Following the acquisition it is
proposed that said association be merged
into the Hunter Savings Association, an
insured subsidiary of the applicant. Com-
ments on the proposed acquisition should
be submitted to the Director, Office of
Examinations and Supervision, Federal
Home Loan Bank Board, Washington,
D.C. 20552, within 30 days of the date
this notice appears in the FEpERAL REG-
ISTER.

[sEAL]

[sEAL]

EuGeNE M. HERRIN,
Assistant Secretary,
Federal Home Loan Bank Board.

[FR Doc.72-16547 Filed 9-27-72;8:51 am]
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FEDERAL POWER COMMISSION

[Docket No. CI73-204]
JAKE L. HAMON

Notice of Application

SEPTEMBER 26, 1972.

Take notice that on September 18,
1972, Jake L. Hamon (Applicant), Post
Office Box 663, Dallas, TX 75221, filed in
Docket No. CI73-204 an application pur-
suant to section 7(c) of the Natural Gas
Act for a certificate of public conven-
ience and necessity authorizing the sale
for resale and delivery of natural gas in
interstate commerce to United Gas Pipe
Line Co. from the Chandler Lease, West
Puerto Bay Field, San Patricio County,
Tex., all as more fully set forth in the
application which is on file with the
Commission and open to public inspec-
tion.

Applicant proposes to sell approxi-
mately 3,000 Mcf of gas per day at 35
cents per Mcf at 14.65 p.si.a. for 1 year
within the contemplation of § 2.70 of the
Commission’s general policy and inter-
pretations (18 CFR 2.70).

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
desiring to be heard or to make any pro-
test with reference to said application
should on or before October 9, 1972, file
with the Federal Power Commission,
Washington, D.C. 20426, a petition to
intervene or a protest in accordance with
the requirements of the Commission’s
rules of practice 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 pro-

NOTICES

testants parties to the proceeding. Any
person wishing to become a party to a
proceeding or to participate as a party
in any hearing therein must file a peti-
tion to intervene in accordance with the
Commission’s rules.

Take further notice that, pursuant to
the authority contained in and subject
to the jurisdiction conferred upon the
Federal Power Commission by sections 7
and 15 of the Natural Gas Act and the
Commission’s rules of practice and pro-
cedure, a hearing will be held without
further notice before the Commission on
this application if no petition to inter-
vene is filed within the time regquired
herein, if the Commission on its own re-
view of the matter finds that a grant of
the certificate is required by the public
convenience and necessity. If a petition
for leave to intervene is timely filed, or if
the Commission on its own motion be-
lieves that a formal hearing is required,
further notice of such hearing will be
duly given,

Under the procedure herein provided
for, unless otherwise advised, it will be
unnecessary for Applicant to appear or
be represented at the hearing.

KENNETH F. PLUMS,
Secretary.

[FR Doc.72-16589 Filed 9-21-72;8:54 am]

[Docket No. RI73-53]
MARATHON OIL CO.

Order Providing for Hearing on and
Suspension of Proposed Change in
Rate, and Allowing Rate Change To

- Become Effective Subject to Refund

SEPTEMBER 18, 1972.

Respondent has filed a proposed
change in rate and charge for the juris-

APPENDIX A
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dictional sale of natural gas, as set forth
in Appendix A hereof.

The proposed changed rate and charge
may be unjust, unreasonable, unduly dis-
criminatory, or preferential, or other-
wise unlawful.

The Commission finds: It is in the
public interest and consistent with the
Natural Gas Act that the Commission
enter upon a hearing regarding the law-
fulness of the proposed change, and that
the supplement herein be suspended and
its use be deferred as ordered below.

The Commission orders: (A) Under
the Natural Gas Act, particularly sec-
tions 4 and 15, the regulations pertain-
ing thereto (18 CFR, Ch. I), and the
Commission’s rules of practice and pro-
cedure, a public hearing shall be held
concerning the lawfulness of the pro-
posed change.

(B) Pending hearing and decision
thereon, the rate supplement herein is
suspended and its use deferred until
date shown in the “Date Suspended Un-
til” column, This supplement shall be-
come effective, subject to refund, as of
the expiration of the suspension period
without any further action by the Re-
spondent or by the Commission. Re-
spondent shall comply with the refunding
procedure required by the Natural Gas
Act and §154.102 of the regulations
thereunder.

(C) Unless otherwise ordered by the
Commission, neither the suspended sup-
plement, nor the rate schedule sought
to be altered, shall be changed until
disposition of this proceeding or expira-
tion of the suspension period, whichever
is earlier.

By the Commission.

[sEAL] Mary B. Kiop,
Acting Secretary.

Rate
sched-
ule
No.

Bup-
ple-
ment
No.

Docket
No.

Respondent

Amount Date

Purchaser and producing area of filing
annual tendered
increase

Effective
date
unless
suspended

Rate In
effect sub-
ject to
Proposed  refund in
increased docket
rote No.

Date Conts per Mol !

Rate In
effect

suspended
until—

R173-53... Marathon Ofl Co.

Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line
Corr. (La Gloria Field, Jim
Wells and Brooks Counties,
Tex., RR. District No. 4),

$210,650 5-30-72 .....

19.0 24,0

tThe pressure base is 14.85 p.s.i.a.

The situation presented here relates to a
notice of change in rate filed by Marathon
proposing a unilateral increase in rate to
240 cents per Mc.f, for gas sold to Transco
pursuant to the terms of an expired con~
tract. Marathon claims that such gas is sur-
plus gas which was avallable for sale to a
third party and therefore never committed
to Transco’s contract.

In both earlier and later filings of this
type, the Commission has suspended the
proposed Increases to 24.0 cents per Molf,
for 1 day and producers with respect to
later filings concurrently were issued tempo-
rary certificates conditioned to a rate of
19.0 cents per Mc.f, to assure maintenance of
service pursuant to section 7(c) of the Natu-
ral Gas Act.

Marathon by letter dated July 6, 1972,
declined to accept the provisional temporary
authorization issued to it with respect to
sales presently being made to Transcontinen-
tal Gas Pipe Line Corp. in the LaGlorla Field,
Tex. R.R. Dist. No. 4.

Marathon's proposed increase is therefore
suspended for 1 day from the date of expira-
tion of the statutory notice period.

In order to resolve the aforementioned
questions, as expeditiously as possible, and
to expedite the hearing provided for in order-
ing paragraph A supra, & prehearing con-
ference shall be held in accordance with
§ 1.18(¢) of the rules of practice and proce-
dure, in a hearing room of the Federal Power
Commission, 441 G Street NW., Washington,
DC 20426, on October 10, 1972, at 10 am.

(eds.t.,) concerning the issues hereinbefore
discussed,

After convening the prehearing conference
provided for herein, the Administrative Law
Judge may recess the same to provide the
parties hereto an opportunity for the sub-
mission and consideration of facts, argu-
ments, offers of settlement, or proposals of
adjustment for settlement of the issues in
these proceedings.

The Administrative Law Judge may in his
discretion grant recesses from time to time
if he deems settlement or submission of the
issues upon stipulated facts to be possible.
If no settlement or stipulation can be
reached by the parties hereto after reason-
able time and provision has been made for
the same, the procedural dates for service of
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prepared testimony and exhibits, and for
hearings on the issues herein shall be fixed
by the Administrative Law Judge.

CERTIFICATION OF ABBREVIATED SUSPENSION

Pursuant to §300.16(i) (3) of the Price
Commission rules and regulations, 6 CFR
Part 300 (1972), the Federal Power Commis-
sion certifies as to the abbreviated suspen-
sion pemiod in this order as follows:

(1) This proceeding involves producer
rates which are established on an area rather
than company basis. This practice was estab-
lished by Area Rate Proceeding, Docket No.
AR61-1, et al.,, Opinion No. 468, 34 FPC 159
(1965), and affirmed by the Supreme Court
in Permian Basin Area Rate Case, 390 U.S.
747 (1968). In such cases as this, producer
rates are approved by this Commission if such
rates are contractually authorized and ave at
or below the area ceiling.

(2) In the instant case, the requested in-
creases do not exceed the celling rate for a
1-day suspension.

(3) By Order No. 423 (36 F.R. 3464) Issued
February 18, 1971, this Commission deter-
mined as a matter of general policy that it
would suspend for only 1 day a change in
rate filed by an independent producer under
section 4(d) of the Natural Gas Act (156 U.S.C.
717¢(d)) in a situation where the proposed
rate exceeds the increased rate ceiling, but
does not exceed the ceiling for a 1-day
suspension.

(4) In the discharge of our responsibilities
under the Natural Gas Act, this Commission
has been confronted with conclusive evidence
demonstrating a natural gas shortage. (See
Opinions Nos. 595, 598, and 607, and Order No.
435.) In these circumstances and for the
reasons set forth in Order No. 423 the Com-
mission is of the opinion in this case that
the abbreviated suspension authorized herein
will be consistent with the letter and intent
of the Economic Stabilization Act of 1970, as
amended, as well as the rules and regula-
tions of the Price Commission, 6 CFR Part
300 (1972). Specifically, this Commission is
of the opinion that the authorized suspen-
sion ia required to assure continued, ade-
quate and safe service and will assist in
providing for necessary expansion to meet
present and future requirements of natural
gas.

[FR Doc.72-16335 Filed 9-27-72;8:45 am]

[Docket No. E-7690]
NEPOOL POWER POOL AGREEMENT

Order Accepting Rate Schedules for
Filing, Waiving Nofice Require-
ments, Accepting Amendment,
Granting Petitions To Infervene,
Denying Motion, and Setting Matter
for Hearing

SEPTEMBER 21, 1972.
The NEPOOL Agreement (NEPOOL),
dated September 1, 1971, was filed on

November 12, 1971, by the Secretary of

the NEPEX Management Committee®

The agreement has 39 signatories of

which 28 parties are jurisdictional (see

Appendix A for designations and Ex-

hibit B ** for list of signatories). Partici-

pation in NEPOOL is open to any party
engaged in the electric utility business in

New England contingent upon its execu-

tion of the agreement prior to Novem-

1 The of the t Com=-
mittee was designated as filing agent for all
Jurisdictional NEPOOL parties, The interim

NOTICES

ber 1, 1971. After November 1, 1971, eligi-
ble parties may participate in NEPOOL
upon execution of the agreement and
compliance with any conditions imposed
by the Management Committee, Parties
outside of New England may partici-
pate in NEPOOL upon application after
November 1, 1971, and after fulfillment
of any conditions imposed by the Man-
agement Committee. The agreement is
to become effective when the annual
peak of the parties who are signatories
as of August 1, 1971, exceeds a total of
10,000 MW (Exhibit B indicates that
this had occurred even prior to the time
of filing). Companies which are con-
trolled by a holding company owning
75 percent or more voting shares may
constitute a single party to NEPOOL if
it so chooses. The agreement also pro-
vides that any Vermont electric utility
may be grouped with Vermont Electric
Power Co. as a single party for NEPOOL
purpoeses. The Vermont utilities have
elected to be so treated.

The proposed agreement establishes a
Management Committee, an Executive
Committee and an Operations and Plan-
ning Committee. These committees have
the same functions, obligations, member-
ships requirement, ete., as are contained
in the NEPEX Agreement (see Exhibit
AN

The proposed agreement provides for
capacity obligations of the parties
whereas the NEPEX Agreement con-
tains no such provisions. Each party is
to maintain sufficient system capability
as defined in the agreement® during 6-
month periods which begin November 1
or May 1 of each year (known as capa-
bility periods). The Operations Commit-
tee, at the end of each capability period,
determines the difference between a
party’s system capability and his require-
ments for that period. If a party’s capa-
bility responsibility during the period
exceeds his capability, he is to pay
a capability responsibility adjustment
charge of $22/kw./year. All revenue so
derived is to be divided among the par-
ties whose capability exceeded their re-
sponsibility in proportion to the amount
of excess over their requirements. Also
for each kw. by which a party’s system
capability is less than his peak load by

agreement was necessary to allow NEPEX
to begin functioning while final development
of NEPOOL continued. The NEPEX Agree-
ment provides for the coordinated operation
and maintenance of the generating and trans-
mission facilities of its participants and for
coordination with other power pools in the
United States and Canada, The NEPEX
Agreement recognized that the final NEPOOL
Agreement would consist of provisions con-
tained in the Interim NEPEX Agreement plus
provisions covering (1) transmission faecil-
ities, (2) capacity obligations, and (3) par-
ticipation in new generating units.

1= Appendix A and all exhibits filed as part
of the original document.

2The capacity obligation is determined as
follows: The sum of 70 percent of the ratio
of his maximum peak load during the most
recent 16-month period to the total load
of all NEPOOL parties during the same period
plus 30 percent of the ratio of his 12-month
projected peak load to the 12-month pro-
Jected peak load of all NEPOOL parties.

more than 1 percent, he is to pay into the
Miscellaneous Expense Fund a capability
responsibility deficiency charge of 20
percent of the above adjustment charge
graduated to 100 percent of the above
charge for deficiency kw. in excess of 5
percent of a party’s system requirements.

The agreement provides that the
Management Committee may review and
change the above charges prior to No-
vember 1 of any year of the agreement,

In order to maintain an equitable dis-
tribution of capacity from new units, the
agreement provides for a charge if a
party receives more than 30 percent of
its requirements from a specific unit
after December 31, 1975. A party must
pay into the Miscellaneous Expense
Fund a charge of $5/kw. for each 10
percent of his requirements over 30 per-
cent that he receives from a specific unit
up to a maximum of $20/kw. for capacity
equal to or in excess of 60 percent of his
requirements. The additional charge is
not payable under various conditions
which are defined in the agreement such
as when the commitment to purchase
was made prior to the NEPOOL Agree-
ment and in instances where no other
units were available to meet load growth.

The Management Committee is to re-
view annually the generation and trans-
mission facilities of the parties and make
recommendations for changes or addi-
tions to such facilities to meet the
NEPOOL reliability standards. Each of
the parties has the right to determine to
what extent changes or additions to its
facilities will be made with appropriate
consideration given to the Management
Committee’'s recommendations, Where
additions or changes to pool transmis-
sion facilities (PTF) are determined as
necessary by the Management Commit-
tee, the Committee may designate a party
to implement such changes. The cost of
such changes is to be allocated among
the parties benefiting from them in pro-
portion to their benefits.

The Management Committee is to re-
view any significant proposed changes in
generation or transmission facilities by
NEPOOL parties. If the Committee de-
termines that a party’s plans may ad-
versely affect system reliability or oper-
ating characteristics, no actions are to
be taken with respect to such changes
until the party takes the necessary ac-
tion to avoid the adverse effects.

The agreement provides that if a party
is planning capacity in excess of its re-
quirements, for any future capability
period, he must first offer the excess
capacity on a unit contract basis,
any NEPOOL member who may have a
capacity deficiency during that period
before offering such excess capacity to a
non-NEPOOL party. Any offerings of
excess capacity must be made on a non-
discriminatory basis at charges which
are associated with the costs of produc-
tion plus a fair return on investment.

Each party which has generating fa-
cilities is to become a member of the
appropriate satellite dispatching center
and is to subject all transmission facili-
ties, rated 69 kv. and above, and all its
generation to central dispatch through
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its appropriate satellite dispatch center
and NEPEX. The objectives of central
dispatch through NEPEX are (1) reli-
ability of the bulk power supply system
of the parfies and (2) adequate energy
to meet all parties’ requirements, all at
the lowest practicable cost.

The agreement provides that each
party is to maintain an hourly spinning
and ready reserve requirement equal to
its proportion of the total peak load of all
parties. Parties may receive such reserve
from other parties when their generating
capacity is not fully utilized because of
emergency situations, or NEPEX sched-
uling, or in the event their capacity is
not adequate to cover their own hourly
load requirements plus reserves.

The Economy Energy, Scheduled Out-
age, Unscheduled Outage, and Deficiency
Energy Services contained within the
interim NEPEX Agreement are to be con-
tinued in the NEPOOL Agreement. Set-
tlement for these services is accomplished
by payments to or from the Savings
Fund. Parties supplying the services are
paid their incremental cost of providing
services, the same procedure utilized un-
der the NEPEX Agreement. Payments by
parties receiving services are also the
same as under the NEPEX Agreement
except that deficiency service does not
have the additional charge of 9 cents/
kw./day since the NEPOOL Agreement
provides for different charges.

Fifty percent of the net revenues re-
maining in the Savings Fund, after set-
tlement of monthly transactions, is paid
out for NEPEX expenses and the re-
mainder is distributed among the parties
who furnished the services on a kw.-hr.
basis. The remainder of the NEPEX ex-
penses to be financed in part by a
$3,000 annual fee payable by each
NEPOOL party which has generation or
entitlements in generation. Any addi-
tional NEPEX expenses are to be paid
by the parties in proportion to their peak
loads. All parties are to pay a $500 per
year fee to the Miscellaneous Expense
Fund which is to be used to pay NEPOOL
expenses. Any additional expenses will
be prorated among all parties in propor-
tion to their peak loads.

Transmission facilities which are re-
quired to allow energy to flow freely on
the New England transmission network
are designated as pool transmission facil-
ities (PTF) and include those facilities
owned by parties to the agreement which
are 69 kv, or higher or which are neces-
sary to interconnect the lines which con-
stitute PTF.

A schedule listing all PTF facilities as
of April 1, 1971, has been prepared and
submitted to the Management Commit-
tee for approval. The Management Com-
mittee is to review this schedule at least
once a year and classify the facilities
as EHV PTF (230 kv. and above) or
lower voltage PTF.

"There are 4 satellite centers: CONVEX—
Connecticut Valley Exchange; REMVEC—
Rhode Island, eastern Massachusetts, Ver=-
month Energy Control; New Hampshire and
Maine. See diagram attached as Exhibit C»
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Use of PTF by parties to the agree-
ment is limited to the transfer of the
various types of energy previously listed
or the transmission of unit purchases
from pool-planned units. Additionally,
PTF may be utilized to wheel a NEPOOL
party’'s purchases of capacity from a non-
party under cerfain conditions* and for
the transfer of capacity from a pool-
planned unit to a nonparty pursuant to
an arrangement approved by the Man-
agement Commitiee. NEPOOL transmis-
sion rates are not applicable for the
wheeling of capacity and energy fur-
nished from Yankee Atomic Electric Co.,
Connecticut Yankee Atomic Power Co.,
Vermont Yankee Nuclear Power Corp.,
and Maine Yankee Atomic Power Co. or
the New Brunswick Power Commission.
The agreement recognizes that Central
Maine Power Co. has proposed an ar-
rangement for support by some partici-
pants of certain lines' owned by it. If
such arrangements are acceptable to
Central Main, NEPOOL states it may be
appropriate to include transfers of New
Brunswick power after appropriate no-
tice to the Management Committee. Par-
ties furnishing wheeling services from
any of the above mentioned sources will
continue to charge for their services in
accordance with their respective agree-
ments.

Payments for the use of PTF are dis-
tinguished between the use of EHV PTF
or lower voltage PTF. Payments for the
use of EHV PTF include: (1) A daily
reliability charge based upon the sched-
uled and unscheduled outage service
provided by NEPEX determined as fol-
lows: the daily participant wheeling
rate® for EHV PTF multiplied by the
ratio of the unit entitlements located on
the party’s own system divided by its
total capability and further multiplied
by the maximum, if any, by which the
kw.-hr.'s provided by NEPEX for Sched-
uled Outage and unscheduled Outage
Service in any hour exceed the parties’
kw. capability available to NEPEX but
not used in that hour; (2) the use of
EHV PTF for transmission of unit pur-
chases from a pool-planned unit or from
8 non-NEPOOIL party for which each
party receiving such capacity is to pay
the NEPOOL participation wheeling rate
except that 50 percent of such capacity
wheeled is excluded when such transac-
tions are accomplished pursuant to a

+When a participant’s purchase from a
nonparticipant is negotiated by NEPOOL for
the benefit of the pool or when a nonpartic-
ipant is located outside New England and
the participant for whose benefit the pur-
chase is made supports the lines over which
the transfer is made In New England under
a support arrangement in which all partici-
pants had an opportunity to participate.

& The NEPOOL participant wheeling rate
per kw. is the total of all costs incurred by
parties during a calendar year for EHV PTF
divided by the lesser of (1) total capability
of all NEPOOL parties or (2) minimum
NEPOOL capability established by the Man-
agement Committee to meet its reliability
standards. The daily participant wheeling
rate i1s equal to the NEPOOL participant
wheeling rate divided by 365.
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NEPOOL Exchange Arrangement; * and
(3) charges fixed by the Management
Committee for the transfer of capacity
over EHV PTF for a non-NEPOOL party.

All charges collected under (1) above
and 50 percent of all charges collected
under (2) and (3) above are to be put
into a Pool Transmission Fund and dis-
tributed among the parties in proportion
to their costs for EHV PTF, The remain-
ing 50 percent of the charges collected
under (2) and (3) above is to be dis-
tributed to the parties on whose systems
the transfers of capacity originated.

A party may utilize lower voltage PTF
to transfer unit purchases to a NEPOOL
party from a pool-planned unit or from
a non-NEPOOL party. A party may also
utilize lower voltage PTF to transfer
power from a pool-planned unit to a
non-NEPOOL party. Payment is made
by the party utilizing the lower voltage
PTF to the party owning the facilities.
Payment is based upon the owner’s cost
for providing the facilities adjusted to
reflect the ratio of the peaks of all NE-
POOL participants to the total capa-
bility of NEPOOL times the rate per kw.

A party that is not directly inter-
connected with PTF may use the non-
PTF facilities of another party in order
to establish an interconnection with PTF,
The rates for such transmission are to be
the charges established by the owner of
such facilities,

The determination of all costs associ-
ated with either EHV or lower voltage
PTF is to be based upon an appropriate
carrying charge assessed against a party’s
net investment in facilities except that
depreciation expense is assessed against
gross investment., Expenses for the PTF
are to include only those transmission
items included in the Commission’s Uni-
form System of Accounts. Carrying
charges are to be based upon uniform
rules for calculating such charges and
are to be determined by the Manage-
ment Committee.

The agreement provides for the sup-
port of legislation by prospective parties
to NEPOOL to facilitate their participa-
tion in NEPOOL. A preliminary draft of
such legislation is attached to the pro-
posed agreement.

Any party to the agreement may elect
to terminate its participation by giving
6 months written notice to the Man-
agement Committee. A party’s status as
a participant may be terminated by the
Management Committee for (1) bank-
ruptey or insolvency of the party or (2)
failure to perform.

The agreement recognizes that there
are other agreements between parties
that may have to be modified or termi-
nated so as not to conflict with NEPOOL.
The agreement provides that the parties

¢ A NEPOOL Exchange Arrangement is de-
fined as an arrangement whereby two
NEPOOL parties having pool-planned units
located on their respective systems sell to
each other a portion of their interests for a
specific period of time. The period that both
sales are in effect will constitute a NEPOOL
Exchange Arrangement even though the be-
ginning and ending dates of the sales may
be different.
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take whatever steps are necessary to
modify those agreements which fall into
this category.

The agreement may be terminated
upon an 85 percent affirmative vote of
the Management Committee.

The instant submittal was noticed on
January 26, 1972 (37 F.R. 3008). Peti-
tions to intervene were filed by the
Rhode Island Consumers Council (Rhode
Island), the city of Holyoke, Mass.
(Holyoke), and the Northeast Public
Power Association, Inc., et al. (NPPA).

Holyoke requested that the proposed
submittal be rejected or in the alterna-
tive suspended for 5 months and that
an investigation and hearing be held on
the matter. Holyoke contends that (1)
in order to make its position viable under
NEPOOL the city must have access to
participation in large generating units,
and that in order to achieve this end
legislation must be enacted authorizing
municipals to issue revenue bonds, (2)
its efforts to obtain revenue bond financ-
ing or to participate in large unit entitle-
ments have met with strong opposition
from the public utility companies, and
(3) the proposed agreement should make
available sufficient amounts of capacity
from pool-planned units to all members
on a nondiscriminatory basis. Holyoke
also incorporates the motion of NPPA as
its own.

NPPA " also moved to reject the sub-
mittal or in the alternate to suspend its
operation for 5 months and order a hear-
ing on the maitter. The petition alleges
that:

(1) Certain parts of the NEPOOL
Agreement provide for rates and charges
which were nof fully supported by the
submittal,

(2) the submittal is deficient in that it
does not provide any estimate of trans-
actions for the 12 month period suc-
ceeding November 1, 1971, in accordance
with § 35.13(b) (1) of our regulations,

(3) NEPOOL's statement regarding
the dissimilarity between the transmis-
sion service provided herein and other
transmission services rendered by the
parties is not correct,

(4) The NEPOOL transmittal letter
which states that the agreement does
not provide for increased rates or charges
does, in fact, provide for increased rates,

(5) The agreement is deficient in that
smaller utilities are dependent upon the
larger utilities to develop generation and
transmission resources; and further, that
inadequate procedures exist for the time-
1y construction of generation and trans-
mission facilities to meet the future needs
of New England,

7 NPPA is comprised of 4 electric coopera-
tives and 36 municipal electric systems and
its petition comprises some 73 pages of nar-
rative plus 98 pages of exhibiis. Other parties
joining NPPA in its petition include 24
municipal electrical systems in Connecticut,
Massachusetts, and New Hampshire and five
electric associations and/or cooperatives. The
petition states that each of the parties that
NPPA represents is electrically intercon-
nected with or purchases its electrical re-
quirements from one or more of the signa-
tories to NEPOOL.
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(6) NEPOOL does not provide a sound
basis upon which parties to the agree-
ment may rely for the coordination and
fulfillment of their generation require-
ments,

(7) The agreement fails to provide
for adequate standards with respect to
the amount of pool transmission facili-
ties (PTF) to be associated with the in-
stallation of units required by the pool;
and the pool parties, whose facilities are
not connected to PTF, are not assured
that they will have access to it,

(8) The NEPOOL agreement provides
for no material change in the present in-
adequate mode of planning and use of
power facilities in New England, and

(9) The agreement, in general, is con-
trary to the provisions of the Federal
Power Act and antitrust law and policy
in violation of the Sherman Act.

Responses to the above were received
from ten parties. They are Central Maine
Power Co.; Northeast Utilities Group;
Fitchburg Gas and Electric Light Co.;
Eastern Utilities Associates; New Eng-
land Electric System Cos.; Vermont Elec~
tric Power Co.; Public Service Company
of New Hampshire; Boston Edison Co.,
NEGEA and the New England Power
Pool Executive Committee (EC).

With respect to NPPA's claim that
certain rates and charges were not sup-
ported by the instant submittal, Central
Maine states that the allegation is with-
out foundation and that the NEPOOL
agreement is one of the most significant
advances in the history of New England
utility operation. Taking exception to
NPPA’'s statement regarding the short
period of time it had to consider the
offer of New Brunswick power, Central
Maine states that NPPA parties had
every consideration given to them by way
of time to respond to the New Brunswick
offer including two extensions of time,
and that NPPA parties were fully aware
of the offer a considerable time before
the formal offer was made by Central
Maine.

Fitchburg and EUA point out the ad-
vantages of NEPOOL: to a small system.
They state that NEPOOL provides a
sound foundation which allows smaller
utility systems to proceed with planning
and operation for electric power supply.
Fitchburg states that NEPOOL does not
espouse all the points Fitchburg favored
and as such Fitchburg is not completely
satisfied with the agreement, but that the
advantages exceed any disadvantages
and therefore urges acceptance of the
agreement by the Commission.

EUA points out that participation in
NEPOOL provides for additional ad-
vantages such as facilitating EUA’s par-
ticipation in nuclear units and large
fossil units; providing for increased reli-
ability; allowing the construction of ad-
ditional transmission lines to tie into
other pools and thus obtain backup
power; providing a wider market for
buying and selling capacity and other
various benefits that would not be forth-
coming without NEPOOL.

EUA also responds to NPPA allegations
regarding violations of antitrust policy.
They state that such allegations have

been prolific in the New England area
when certain electric systems have not
been able to get their own way. EUA sub-
mitted material showing that they them-
selves were the target of such accusations
when they would not acquiesce to the
demands of a municipal ufility. Both
responses state that to suspend or reject
the NEPOOL: agreement will significantly
impair their ability to provide for the
future needs of their systems.

NEES, which is composed of New Eng-
land Power Co., Granite State Electric
Co., Massachusetts Electric Co., and the
Narragansett Electric Co., states that the
protests are intended to delay and to
create uncertainty regarding NEPOOL
until the special demands are met. NEES
contends that NEPOOL will not be able
to realize its full potential if it is forced
to operate subject to suspension stating
that such suspension will thwart the
economic incentives which are necessary
for successful NEPOOL operation in that
the threat of retroactive rate adjust-
ments would seriously complicate the
hourly billings of NEPEX; would affect
the financial posture of companies in-
volved in NEPOOL:; would manifest itself
in revenue expectations of companies
which would hamper retail jurisdictional
authority regarding any proposed rate
increases of a company and would affect
a company’s financial ability to meet its
system demands. NEES requests that
NEPOOL be accepted for filing and states
that they have no objection to a formal
investigation of NEPOOL but recom-
mend that it be accomplished pursuant
to section 206 of the Federal Power Act.

Northeast Utilities’ (NU) response
concerned the statements made by the
protestants regarding the short period of
time they had to review and answer
an offer to participate in a proposed nu-
clear unit to be installed in Connecticut
and concerned the protested requirement
that accepting offerees must become
NEPOOL participants. NU contends that
NPPA allegations are misleading in that
they imply that offerees had no prior
knowledge of such an offering. NU states
that the offer, which is the subject of the
complaint, was made on December 10,
1971, with February 1, 1972, set as the
time for preliminary agreement. NU
states, however, that prospective offerees
were involved in preliminary negotia-
tions regarding the offer since the early
part of 1971. Also the February 1 dead-
line was extended to May 1, 1972, with
the option of allowing a municipal sys-
tem to terminate its commitment any
time up to the end of 1973. Commitment
of a municipal system to accept the offer
required the system to become =2
NEPOOL member by the time the unit
was scheduled to go on line in 1978. NU
contends that participation in NEPOOL
was made a requirement of accepting
capacity from the unit due fo the fact
that the size of the unit, its impact on
the New England bulk power supply and
the many inherent requirements of such
a large unit (such as dispatching, main-
tenance, transmission, reliability, etc.)
can only be accomplished pursuant to a
vehicle such as the NEPOOL Agreement.
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NU concludes that it believes it has made
a considerable effort to accommodate
the requirements of the municipal sys-
tems and urges that the NPPA and
HG&E protests be denied.

Vermont Electronic Power Co.
(VELCO) states that it supplies sub-
stantially all of the bulk power to all
utilities operating within Vermont, that
70 percent of this capacity is provided
from sources outside of Vermont, and
the rejection or suspension of the
NEPOOL Agreement would seriously
jeopardize the assured availability of this
capacity which is provided for under
reserve responsibility provisions of
NEPOOL. Rejection or suspension of
NEPOOL and the resulting uncertainty
regarding payments additionally would
pose a particular strain on already
finaneially strained Vermont utilities ac-
cording to VELCO. VELCO further states
that NEPOOL contains more complete
pooling provisions than any other pool-
ing agreement in the country and that
as NEPOOL gains operating experience,
the pool will improve,

Boston Edison and NEGEA contend
that the protestants’ position is merely
one of attempting to obtain a pool agree-
ment designed to meet their own specific
needs and to achieve advantages unob-
tainable elsewhere. The parties contend
that such private party privileges are
contrary fo the proper functioning of
a power pool. They state that the relief
the protestants desire is inconsistent
with the bulk power supply requirements
of New England.

Public Service Co. of New Hampshire
(PSNH) stated that NEPOOL allows a
medium-size company such as PSNH to
achieve economies of scale, which are
otherwise unavailable to it, through par-
ticlgsation with other companies in large
units,

Respondent also addressed itself to
specific complaints made by NPPA
regarding PSNH. In its complaint NPPA
and/or Holyoke made specific reference
to certain arrangements PSNH had
regarding financial support of certain
345 kv. transmission facilities, which ar-
rangements, according to NPPA, must
be filed to complete the NEPOOL Agree-
ment. PSNH states that they have en-
tered into agreements with 10 other New
England parties providing for their finan-
cial support for a disproportionate
amount of 345 kv. facilities (170 miles of
line) to be constructed by PSNH. PSNH
states that due to delays in NEPOOL and
the resulting delay in the support of these
facilities, it prepared its own support
agreement. As time progressed PSNH be-
£an billing under the terms of the agree-
ment although all parties had not agreed
to sign it. At the present time United
Tuminating Co. (UI) is the only com-
Pany which has not signed the agree-
ment and PSNH is continuing negotia-
tions with them. PSNH advises that
regardless of the outcome of the meeting
with UI they anticipate filing the sup-
bort agreement with the Commission
within the next few months. With re-
spect to other allegations by NPPA, PSNH
generally states that NPPA has not in-
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formed the Commission regarding all the
facts in each of the above instances and
wants the NPPA and Holyoke protests
denied in all respects.

The Executive Committee (EC)® con-
tends that the protestants represent a
small portion of the generation and/or
delivered energy available in the six-
State area which NEPOOL encompasses.
They state that protestants accounted
for 1.4 percent of the generation and 3.4
percent of the delivered energy whereas
the NEPOOL parties represent 97.8 per-
cent of the generation and 91.8 percent
of delivered energy, and the remaining
systems in New England which did not
protest and are not parties to NEPOOL
represent 0.8 percent of the generation
and 4.8 percent of delivered kw.-hr.

They go on to state that the NEPOOL
Agreement represents some 5 years of
effort in its preparation, and that the
product finally submitted for filing was
the result of many revisions and attempts
to reconcile the divergent views of many
parties. They state that negotiations to
obtain approval of the consumer-owned
systems continued up to the time of sub-
mittal but that NPPA responded by sub-
mitting a new expanded list of revisions
to NEPOOL.

EC states that NEPOOL provides an
appropriate basis to meet the regional
needs of New England. They state that
these needs are reliability and economy
and that they must be measured on two
bases, short run and long run. The short-
run aspects have been satisfied via the
NEPEX Agreement and the NEPEX dis-
patch arrangements.

EC states that the NEPEX dispatch
arrangements are continued unchanged
under the NEPOOL Agreement, The long
run objectives have two elements as fol-
lows: (1) A review procedure for any
changes in or addition to bulk power
supply to determine if reliability will
be affected and (2) an adequate founda-
tion for implementation of a regional
generation and transmission plan. EC
states that the review procedure for re-
liability is established in the NEPOOIL,
Agreement, and that NEPOOL has a pool
planning committee to implement the
regional generation and transmission ex-
pansion plans.

EC states that the planning committee
has recommended that generation ex-
pansion in New England over the next
10-year period be in nuclear base load
units. The capability responsibility ob-

® All of the above responses except NEGEA
stated that they either coneur and/or adopt
the response of Executive Committee which
was filed on Apr. b, 1972. This response, en-
compassing some 70 pages of narrative and
76 pages of exhibits, states that the agree-
ment has been properly filed and does not
violate the Act and that it will not be
administered to discriminate against any
party. EC states that protestants’ request for
suspension is without merit since they did
not object to any of the various charges in
the agreement which would be affected by a
suspension except one which does not be-
come effective until 1976. They request that
the Commission deny the request to reject
or suspend the agreement,
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ligations of the parties and the trans-
mission of unit entitlements established
under the NEPOOL Agreement insure
that such recommendations will be im-
plemented. EC contends that although
NEPOOL has not established specific
provisions relating to generation expan-
sion for New England, the present ar-
rangements indicate a suitable approach
has been realized.

EC believes that the NEPOOL Agree-
ment has been structured to facilitate
participation by the smaller municipal
systems. It states that in 1967 NPPA
made five demands for modification to
the then proposed NEPOOL Agreement.
They included expansion of pool trans-
mission, consumer owned system repre-
sentation, small systems pool participa-
tion, assured access to pool
transmission for small systems and elim-~
ination of additional charges for a
parties’ entitlement in a unit exceeding
30% of the party’s annual peak. EC
claims these demands have been satis-
fied in NEPOOL along with additional
items of concern to NPPA, The addi-
tional items include reserve obligations
determined as a function of load and
not size of company; membership in
NEPEX dispatch being postponed until
1975; designation of small system’s units
as pool-planned units and ability of a
small company to change from a total
requirements customer to a self-sufficient
system.

EC categorizes NPPA’s objections
to NEPOOL provisions under three
headings:

(a) NEPOOL is not capable of meet-
ing regional power needs;

(b) NEPOOL does not provide for spe-
cial objectives of NPPA;

(c) Antitrust objections.

EC alleges that in order to put the
above objections in proper perspective it
is to be noted that neither NPPA nor
HG&E object to the NEPOOL provisions
except for minor exceptions. They con-
tend that protestants’ complaints are
directed to matters which are presently
not included in the agreement but which,
according to NPPA, should be included
within the agreement. EC also states
that, in light of protestants’ request for
a rate suspension,!? it is to be noted that
they did not object to any charges under
NEPOOL that could become effective
prior to 1976.1* To place protestants’
complaints in proper perspective, EC
states that NPPA and HG&E's public
statements regarding the pool favor the

*EC concludes that it has made a large
effort to accommodate NPPA's requests under
NEPOOL. They concede that not all of
NPPA's requests were accepted, but they go
on to state that each party to NEPOOL made
concessions on thie basis that the benefits ac-
cruing to New England power supply would
outweigh any additional advantages gained
from postponement.

** Protestants have requested suspension as
an alternative source of relief and did not
limit the basis of the suspension to the
charges involved in NEPOOL.

* (Section 205(e) of the Act does not limit
suspension to charges, but refers to “rate,
charge, classification or service * » *v)
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establishing of a regional generation and
transmission agency consistent with the
recommendations of the Zinder Report.
Moreover, EC contends that NPPA's
argument, i.e. that NEPOOL will not be
able to provide for the bulk power re-
quirements of New England because the
Management Committee does not have
the authority to require parties to con-
struct transmission or generation facili-
ties, is consistent with its preference for
a regional agency which has the author-
ity to order investor-owned utilities to
construct facilities. EC believes that the
capability responsibility obligations of
NEPOOL will be sufficient incentive to
provide for the construction of sufficient
generation to meet New England’s power
requirements.

EC states that the revenue bond legis-
lation problem is one involving mainly
the Massachusetts utilities and is the
prerogative of the Massachusetts Legis-
lature and not this Commission’s. Any
attempt to condition the effectiveness
of NEPOOL on the obtaining of revenue
bond authority in Massachusetts could
cause indefinite delay of NEPOOL for
the five remaining States which do not
have this problem.

Wwith respect to protestants’ allegation
as to guaranteed access to units, EC
states that all parties are guaranteed
access to generation to meet a deficiency
only, and that no party under NEPOOL
has any greater assurance.

With respect to protestants’ complaint
regarding the uniform cost assumptions
utilized by NEPOOL in alternative gen-
eration expansion plans, EC states that
such complaint arises because of the
lower cost a municipal system enjoys due
to tax and financing advantages. Uni-
form assumptions regarding generation
costs are not mandatory, and a particu-
lar system, through its representation
in the Management Committee, may de-
mand that the special cost of its system
be included in such expansion plan.

NPPA's claim that NEPOOL Agree-
ment is severely restrictive in that the
municipal system’s use of transmission
facilities is limited to pool-planned en-
titlements is answered by stating that af-
ter 1974 substantially all capacity com-
mitted for New England will be pool-
planned.

Other special considerations which EC
claims the protestants are seeking are
the right to interconnect their systems
below 69 kv. with PTF at specific points
for some future use; additional form of
executive committee representation;
changes in the 30 percent maximum en-
titlement in a unit; and single partici-
pant treatment. Generally, respondent
states that these claims are without
merit.

With respect to the antitrust objec-
tions. respondent states that the Federal
Power Act imposes upon the Commission
the duty to promote and encourage power
pooling (section 202(a)). In the process
of carrying out this duty respondent con-
tends that the Commission is not strictly
bound by antitrust law and can approve
actions which violate antitrust policy
but which policy is overriden by more
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important considerations. In support of
this position they offer a myriad of cases.

EC concludes by stating that NEPOOL
was obtained by more than 4 years of
effort which resulted in a pooling agree-
ment that was still not satisfactory to all
parties. They state (1) that those sys-
tems which did not obtain all the provi-
sions they wanted within NEPOOL sub-
ordinated their desires in order to ob-
tain a regional power pool whereas the
protestants’ small size allows them to ig-
nore regional needs and to pursue their
own parochial needs, and (2) that NE
POOL is a significant achievement in
power pooling which equates all member
systems regardless of their size.

NEPOOL’s transmittal letter of No-
vember 12, 1971, requested, among other
things, that the proposed agreement be
allowed to become effective on Novem-
ber 1, 1971. In support of this request
they stated that agreement between the
parties was not obtained sufficiently in
advance to submit the material on a
timely basis, and the parties request
waiver of the notice requirements to per-
mit the uninterrupted operation of the
agreement and to obtain the benefits of
the pooling arrangement.

By letter dated April 27, 1972, the Sec-
retary of the NEPOOL Management
Committee requested a change in the ef-
fective date for certain sections of the
NEPOOL Agreement, They request that
(1) section 9.4 of the agreement which
concerns payments for capability respon-
sibility deficiencies for the first capabil-
ity period (November 1, 1971 through
April 30, 1972) and (2) section 13.4(2)
regarding transmission support payments
be allowed to become effective on May 1,
1972, and (3) section 12 dealing with pay-
ment for energy exchanges be allowed to
become effective on the 1st day of the
month following Commission approval of
the agreement. They further request
that the remainder of the NEPOOL
Agreement be allowed to become effec-
tive on November 1, 1971, the previously
requested date.

The stated purpose of the delay in ef-
fectiveness of (1) and (2) above is that
the information required to determine
the level of payments has been delayed
and is resulting in uncertainty regarding
the amount of such payments. It is an-
ticipated by NEPOOL that the required
information will be available as of May
of 1972. The stated necessity of the re-
quested effective date of (3) above is to
avoid recomputing energy charges to
party who is participating in NEPEX
but is not a member of NEPOOL.

On May 25, 1972, Bangor Hydro, a
signatory to NEPOOL, filed a motion to
reject the April 27, 1972, submittal inso-
far as it pertains to a delay in the effec-
tiveness of payments for capability re-
sponsibility deficiencies. Bangor Hydro
stated that such action would deprive
them of approximately $200,000 of reve-
nues. Subsequently, Bangor Hydro and
the Management Committee resolved
their differences and the Management
Committee, by letter dated July 21, 1972,
submitted a proposed amendment to the
NEPOOL Agreement which incorporated

its agreement with Bangor Hydro. On
July 25, 1972, Bangor Hydro filed a no-
tice of withdrawal of its motion to reject.

The amendment which resolved the
above disagreement is dated July 1, 1972,
and provides that capability responsibil-
ity credits and charges for parties for
the first capability period (November 1,
1971 through April 30, 1972) be those
charges and credits agreed to in an at-
tachment to the agreement (Bangor
Hydro is to receive $121,440 for the first
capability period).

On August 18, 1972, Holyoke filed a
protest and motion to reject amend-
ment to NEPOOL Power Pool Agreement
dated as of July 1, 1972. The protest is
based on grounds that delay in the effec-
tiveness of payments for capability re-
sponsibility deficiencies deprives them of
payments in excess of $10,000 which
would not have occurred under the or-
iginal unamended agreement.

On September 5, 1972, two responses
(EC and Bangor Hydro) fto Holyoke's
motion were filed. Both respondents con-
tend that a compromise on calculating
capability responsibility was reached pur-
suant to contractual procedures set out
in the NEPOOL Agreement to which
Holyoke was a signatory. Holyoke elected
not to participate in any discussions or
meetings of NEPOOL participants lead-
ing to the compromise even though con-
tractually entitled and represented on
both the NEPOOL Executive and Man-
agement Committees. As a signatory to
the NEPOOL Agreement, Holyoke has
contractual remedies which it may ex-
ercise including termination of its par-
ticipant status in NEPOOL. Arbitration
provisions are set forth in section 16.1
of the agreement.

Respondents further assert that the
reduction in capability responsibility de-
ficiency payments treat both large and
small signatories on a nondiscriminatory
basis. Bangor states that Holyoke's “bur-
den, which is measured by the reduction
in the amount it was entitled to receive
under section 9.4(c) of the original
agreement, is no more (in relation to the
capability responsibility involved) than
the weighted average for all participants
that have agreed to such reductions, and
materially less than that of two others.”

Holyoke has not established the legal
basis for its requested rejection of the
capability responsibility amendment,
dated as of July 1, 1972. Nor is Holyoke's
objection to the amendment a sufficient
basis for rejection of the entire proposal.
We will provide Holyoke with an appor-
tunity in the hearing hereafter ordered
to present further factual and legal
showings relating to their allegation of
diserimination and the lawfulness of the
amendment and the basic agreement.

The satisfactory performance of 2
power supply network requires close co-
operation among component systems for
accurate control of frequency, sharing of
load regulating responsibility, and main-
tenance of power system stability. Fi-
nancial benefits are often realized from
staggered construction of large gener-
ating units, short-term capacity trans-
actions, and interchanges of economy
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energy. Reduction of installed reserve

capacity is made possible by mutual
emergency assistance arrangements and
associated coordinated transmission
planning. Bulk power supply reliability
is enhanced by interconnection agree-
ments covering spinning reserves, reac-
tive kilovolt-ampere requirements, emer-
gency service, coordination of day-to-day
operations, and coordination of mainte-
nance schedules. Also, operating costs
may be reduced through coordinated op-
eration of interconnected systems.

Electric utilities, which are unable
individually to construct and take full
advantage of large bulk power supply
facilities, are able to obtain economic
and operational benefits from such facil-
ities, inter alia, by joining with neigh-
boring systems in cocrdination arrange-
ments. A high degree of coordination is
achievable when a group of utilities op-
erate their bulk power supply facilities
under a single system planning coneept.
It is desirable for coordinating groups
to be large enough to take full advantage
of efficient generating units and EHV
transmissions made available by modern
technology, yet be of manageable size
with all participants capable of sharing
the responsibilities of the coordinated
effort.

The stated goals of NEPCOL are to
attain for New England the maximum
practical economy consistent with proper
standards of reliability, in the genera-
tion and transmission of bulk power
through joint planning, ecentral dispatch-
ing, coordinated operation, and mainte-
nance of generation and transmission
facilities, These goals also include equi-
table sharing of resulting benefits and
costs as well as a more effective coor-
dination with other power pools.

We view intervenors’ contentions
mainly as areas to be considered for ad-
ditional coordination between the parties
to NEPOOL, and as such we encourage
all parties to coordinate their transmis-
sion and generation to the greatest extent
vossible for the benefit of the parties and
the consumers they serve.

It is our responsibility, inter alia, to
determine whether the areas of coordi-
nation included in an agreement meet
the standards of section 206(a) of the
Federal Power Act.” See also Pennsyl-
vania Water & Power Co., et al. v. FPC,
343 US. 414, 420-22. These standards
must, however, be determined within the
context of the duties placed upon us by
section 202(a) which provides:

" SEc, 208. (a) Whenever the Commission,
after a hearing had upon its own motion or
upon complaint, shall find that any rate,
charge, or classification, demanded, observed,
charged, or collected by any public utility
for any transmission or sale subject to the
Jurisdiction of the Commission, or that any
rule, regulation, practice, or contract affect-
ing such rate; charge, or classification is un-
Just, unreasonable, unduly discriminatory or
Preferential, the Commission shall determine
the just and reasonable rate, charge, classi-
fication, rule, regulation, practice, or con-
tract to be thereafter observed and in force,
and shall fix the same by order., [49 Stat.
852, 16 U.S.C. 824e(a)] See also section
205(a) and 205(b).

NOTICES

Sec. 202. [As amended Aug. 7, 1953.] (&)
For the purpose of assuring an abundant
supply of electric energy throughout the
United States with the greatest possible
economy and with regard to the proper utili-
zation and conservation of natural resources,
the Commission is empowered and directed
to divide the country into regional districts
for the voluntary interconnection and coordi-
nation of facilities for the generation, trans-
mission, and sale of electric energy, and it
may at any time thereafter, upon its own
motion or upon application, make such mod-
ifications thereof as in its judgment will
promote the public interest. Each such dis-
trict shall embrace an area which, in the
judgment of the Commission, can economi-
cally be served by such interconnected and
coordinated electric facilities. It shall be the
duty of the Commission to promote and en-
courage such interconnection and coordina-
tion within each such district and between
such districts, Before establishing any such
distriet and fixing or modifying the bounda-
ries thereof the Commission shall give notice
to the State commission of each State situ-
ated wholly or in part within such district,
and shall afford each such State commission
reasonsble opportunity to present its views
and recommendations, and shall receive and
consider such views and recommendations.
[49 Stat. 848; 16 U.S.C. 824a(a) ]

With respect to the request of NPPA
and Holyoke to reject the NEPOOL
Agreement, the Commission believes that
such a course would not serve the public
interest, The arguments advanced by
intervenors with respect to the rejection
of NEPOOL are unconvincing, Inter-
venor's arguments are mainly concerned
with alleged omissions of NEPOOL ra-
ther than deficiencies in the filing which
would support a rejection.

The NEPOOL Agreement represents
the consensus of opinion of systems pro-
viding approximately 95 percent of all the
capacity and energy furnished and con-
sumed in a six-State area. The partici-
pants to the agreement have subordi-
nated some of their own self-interest ob-
jectives in order to achieve a workable
pooling arrangement for their own bene-
fit and for the benefit of the whole geo-
graphical area involved,

We believe that the complex nature of
the NEPOOL Agreement and the impor-
tance of its impaet on the electric oper-
ations in New England, as well as various
of the issues raised by the intervenors,
warrant an investigation pursuant to
section 206(a) of the Act. Such a course
of action will insure that all issues raised
by the petitioners will receive adequate
hearing and yet will allow continued
operation and planning on a rational
basis.

Under sections 202, 205, 206, and 306
of the Act, this Commission has juris-
diction to ensure that the intervenors
receive the benefits of the interconnected
facilities, and assume the correlative bur-
dens, on a nondiseriminatory basis pur-
suant to our interconnection, rate, and
service, authority. Thus, if the inter-
venors’ allegations are true—or if the
public interest otherwise requires it—
this Commission under sections 202, 205,
206, and 306 has jurisdiction to afford
a complete and plenary remedy to any
such allegation. Thus, the remedy is not
to block the transaction which otherwise
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may be in the public interest as to all
parties but rather to provide the inter-
venors with a forum wherein they may
address themselves to the alleged dis-
criminatory or unlawful effects of the
agreement.

The interests of the intervenors will be
fully protected. The rates, charges, bulk
power service and interconnections em-
bodied in the NEPOOL Agreement will
be regulated by the Commission. Our
regulatory rate and service jurisdic-
tion is a continuing matter under the
Act, and we deem it appropriate to note
that the action taken does not foreclose
legitimate options or interest of inter-
venors, or any party for that matter, in
coordinating their electric utility opera-
tions with NEPOOL.

In conducting proceedings with re-
gard to intervenors’ allegations the Com-
mission will do so within its own rules
and regulations under the Federal Power
Act. The Commission finds that the ten-
dered NEPOOL Agreement is an initial
rate filing under the Commission’s rules
and regulations and is complete and in
conformity therewith and therefore not
subject to the Commission’s rejection or
suspension.

While the Commission’s procedure
does not contemplate rejection or sus-
pension of complete initial rate filings
under these rules and regulations. we
shall consider the petitions of interve-
nors as complaints pursuant to section
306 of the Federal Power Act, to be set
for hearing.

The intervenors should be afforded the
opportunity to present evidence in sup-
port of their allegations and to show
under Part IT of the Federal Power Act
what, if any, relief the Commission can
grant. The issues to be explored, on the
basis of an evidentiary hearing, shall
include the following:

(a) Whether there are any existing
agreements which affect or relate to any
services proposed under the NEPOOL
Agreement which have not been sub-
mitted for filing,

(b) Whether the agreement is con-
trary to antitrust law and policy,

(c) Whether the agreement viclates
the National Environmental Policy Act
because it may encourage duplication of
facilities and the installation of small
generating plants,

(d) Whether the proposed design and
operation of NEPOOL constitutes viola-
tions of Part IT of the Federal Power Act.

The Commission further finds:

(1) Good cause has been shown for ac-
cepting the filing of the tendered NE-
POOL Agreement as amended.

(2) It is necessary and appropriate in
the proper exercise of the Commission’s
responsibilities under the Federal Power
Act that the above described issues raised
by intervenors in their Protest and Peti-
tions filed in Docket No. E-7690 be in-
vestigated in the context of a complaint
proceeding and set for hearing under
sections 202, 205, 206, and 306 of the Act
to determine what relief, if any, may be
granted by the Commission under Part
II of the Federal Power Act.
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(3) Intervention by any party having
filed a petition may be in the public in-
terest for purposes of Commission con-
sideration of their petition.

(4) Good cause exists to waive the
notice requirements so as to establish
an effective date of November 1, 1971,
for all of the agreement as aniended
except for section 12 which is to become
effective on the first day of the month
following acceptance by the Commission
of the NEPOOL Agreement.

(5) The period of public notice given
in this matter is reasonable.

(6) Sufficient cause has not been
shown to grant Holyoke’s motion to re-
ject the NEPOOL amendment of July 1,
1972.

The Commission orders:

(A) The rate schedules designated and
set forth in Appendix A ** and constitut-
ing the NEPOOL Agreement, as
amended, are hereby accepted for filing.

(B) All parties filing petitions to inter-
vene are hereby permitted to intervene
in this proceeding subject to the rules
and regulations of the Commission.
Provided, however, That the admission
of these petitioners shall not be con-
strued as recognition by the Commission
that the petitioners might be aggrieved
because of any order or orders of the
Commission entered in this proceeding.

(C) Pursuant to the authority of the
Federal Power Act, particularly sections
202, 205, 206, 306, 307, 308, and 309
thereof and the Commission’s rules of
practice and procedure, an investigation
and hearing is hereby instituted and
ordered to determine, inter alia, whether
any rate, charge, or classification, de-
manded, observed, charged, or collected,
for any transmission or sale subject to
the jurisdiction of the Commission, or
that any rule, regulation, practice, or
contract, affecting such rate, charge, or
classification is unjust, unreasonable,
unduly discriminatory, or preferential, in
order to determine what relief if any,
is appropriate and necessary under the
Federal Power Act.

(D) The notice requirements of section
205(d) of the Federal Power Act and
§35.1 of the Commission’s regulations
thereunder are hereby waived to permit
the NEPOOL Agreement as amended to
become effective as of November 1, 1971,
except for section 12 which is to become
effective on the 1st day of the month
following acceptance by the Commission
of the NEPOOL Agreement.

(E) NEPOOL shall file the carrying
charges for the PTF determined by the
Management Committee as a change in
rate in accordance with §35.13 of the
Commission’s regulations.

(F) Holyoke’s motion to reject filed
August 18, 1972, is hereby denied and the
issues alleged therein will be included in
the hearing hereinafter ordered.

(G) The expeditious disposition of this
proceeding will be furthered by the sub-
mission of prepared testimony and ex-
hibits by the intervenors (Rhode Island
Consumers Counsel, Holyoke and NPPA,

» Appendix A and all exhibits filed as part
of the original document.

NOTICES

et al.. in support of their allegations on or
before October 30, 1972. Applicants shall
file prepared testimony and exhibits in
support of their positions on or before
November 30, 1972, Staff shall file testi-
mony on or before December 22, 1972. Re-
buttal evidence shall be served no later
than January 15, 1973. Cross-examina-
tion of all evidence shall commence Feb-
ruary 5, 1973.

(H) The Administrative Trial Judge to
be designated for that purpose shall pre-
side at the prehearing conference on
January 29, 1973, in this proceeding and
prescribe relevant procedural matters not
herein provided, and shall control this
proceeding in accordance with the
policies expressed in § 1.27 of the Com-
mission’s rules of practice and procedure.

(I) This order is without prejudice to
any findings or orders which have been
made or may hereafter be made by this
Commission in this proceeding.

(J) All other requests or motions not
specifically granted in this order are
hereby denied.

(K) A notice of cancellation of the
NEPEX Agreement shall be filed by each
of the public utilities which have that
agreement on file with this Commission
within 30 days of the issuance date of
this order.

By the Commission.

[sEAL] KenNeTH F. PLUMSB,
Secretary.
[FR Doc.72-16477 Filed 8-27-72;8:45 am]

FEDERAL RESERVE SYSTEM
ATLANTIC BANCORPORATION

Acquisition of Bank

Atlantic Bancorporation, Jackson-
ville, 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 100 percent of
the voting shares (less directors’ qualify-
ing shares) of Westside Atlantic Bank,
Palm Beach County, Fla., a proposed
new bank. The factors that are con-
sidered in acting on the application are
set forth in section 3(¢) 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 Reserve Bank to be re-
ceived not later than October 20, 1972.

Board of Governors of the Federal
Reserve System, September 22, 1972,

[sEaL] FErizABeTH L. CARMICHAEL,
Assistant Secretary of the Board.

[FR Doc. 72-16479 Filed 9-27-72;8:45 am]

BANC OF MAINE CORP.
Formation of One-Bank Holding
Company

Banc of Maine Corporation, Augusta,
Maine, has applied for the Board’s ap-

proval under section 3(aj)(1) of the
Bank Holding Company Act (12 US.C.
1842(a) (1)) to become a bank holding
company through acquisition of at least
80 percent of the voting shares of the
successor by merger to Bank of Maine,
N.A., Augusta, Maine. The factors that
are considered in acting on the applica-
tion are set forth in section 3(¢) of the
Act (12 US.C. 1842(¢c)),

The application may be inspected at
the office of the Board of Governors or
at the Federal Reserve Bank of Boston.
Any person wishing to comment on the
application should submit his views in
writing to the Reserve Bank to be re-
ceived not later than October 20, 1972.

Board of Governors of the Federal Re-
serve System, September 22, 1972,

[sEaL] EL1ZABETH L. CARMICHAEL,
Assistant Secretary of the Board.

[FR Doc.72-16480 Filed 9-27-72;8:46 am |

NATIONAL AERONAUTICS AND
SPACE ADMINISTRATION

[Notice 72-18]

RESEARCH AND TECHNOLOGY AD-
VISORY COMMITTEE ON RESEARCH

Notice of Meeting

The NASA Research and Technology
Advisory Committee on Research will
meet on October 5 and 6, 1972, at the
Headquarters of the National Aero-
nautics and Space Administration,
Washington, D.C. 20546. The meeting
will be held in Room 625 of Federal
Office Building 10B, 600 Independence
Avenue SW., Washington, D.C. 20546.
Members of the public will be admitted
to the open portion of the meeting begin-
ning at 8:30 am., October 5, on the
agenda below on a first come first served
basis up to the seating capacity of the
room, which is about 40 persons.

The NASA Research and Technology
Advisory Committee on Research serves
in an advisory capacity only. In this ca-
pacity, the Committee is concerned with
program goals, trends, content, scope
and technical balance for OAST basic
research in the physical, mathematical
and life sciences as related to OAST
aeronautics, space and nuclear missions.
The current Chairman is Professor Abra-
ham Hertzberg. There are 13 members.
The following list sets forth the approved
agenda and schedule for the October 5
and 6, 1972, meeting of the Research
Committee. For further information,
please contact Dr. H. H. Kurzweg: ared
code 202, 755-2306.

OcToBER 5, 1072
Topic
Chairman and Executive Sec-
retary’s Reports (Purpose:

To review results of RTAC

meeting, developments ol

intercommittes activities,

and NASA pollcies, pro-
grams, and organizational

changes) .

Time
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Time Topic

9 am~5 pm .. Technical Presentation and

Discussion “Review of
OAST’s Research Program
in Transonic Aerodynam-
L e § : To assess
the quality and adequacy
of our transonic aerody-
namic basic research pro-
gram.)
The following presenta-
tions will be made by
speakers from NASA’s
Ames and Langley Re-
search Centers:

1. Transonic Theory and
Experimental Verification.

2. Transonic Airfoil and
Configuration Develop-
ment,

3. New Transonic Facili-
ties.

4. Transonic Scale Ef-
fects and Test, Techniques.

5. Oblique-Winged Air-
craft.

OCTOBER 6, 1972
Executive Session (Purpose:
To consider final Commit~
tee action and recommen=-
dations on the’ following
topics:

1. Transonic Aerodynam-
ics,

2. Report of Ad Hoe
Panel on Basic Materials
Research.

3. OAST Management of
Basic Research.

4. Basic Research at
Ames Research Center.

(Closed session to discuss
classified data and NASA
budgetary plans.)

HoMmer E. NEWELL,
Associate Administrator, Na-
tional Aeronautics and Space
Administration.
[FR Doc.72-16531 Filed 9-27-72;8:51 am]

OFFICE OF MANAGEMENT AND
BUDGET

BUSINESS ADVISORY COUNCIL ON
FEDERAL REPORTS

Notice of Public Meeting

Pursuant to section 13(a) (2) of Execu-~
tive Order No. 11671 of June 5, 1972,
notice is hereby given of a meeting of an
ad hoc panel of the Business Advisory
Council on Federal Reports to be held
In Room 2010, New Executive Office
Building, 726 Jackson Place (entrance on
17th Street between Pennsylvania Ave-
nue and H Street NW., Washington, DC,
on Thursday, October 5, 1972, at 9:30
am,

The Advisory Council assists the Office
of Management and Budget in the per-
formance of certain duties imposed by
the Federal Reports Act of 1942 (40
U.S.C. 3501-3511).

The names and affiliations of members
of the council are as follows:

NOTICES

Charles W. Stewart, Machinery & Allied
Products Institute (Chairman).

Carl A. Beck, Charles Beck Machine Corp.

William F. Betts, Association of American
Rallroads.

Thomas M, Brennan, Brennan & Vallone.

A. Arthur Charous, Sears, Roebuck and Co.

Walter Couper, Federated Department Stores,

C.

William E. Dunn, Associated General Con-
tractors of America.

James G. Ellis, Automobile Manufacturers
Association.

Edwin W. Gaynor, Chrysler Corp.

James M. Goldberg, American Retail Fed-
eration.

Eugene J. Hardy, National Association of
Manufacturers,

Eugene H, Hasenberg, Natural Gas Pipeline
Co, of America.

Benjamin' F, Holcomb, United States Steel
Corp.

Charles C. Hornbostel, Financial Executives
Institute.

Wayne E. Kuhn, Omark Industries, Inc.

John E. Lewis, National Small Business As-
sociation,

Herbert Liebenson, National Small Business
Association.

Carl H. Madden, Chamber of Commerce of
the United States.

David J. Mahrer, Aluminum Co. of America.

G. H. McDaniel, member-at-large,

Joseph F. Miller, Executives Consultants, Inc.

Robert H, North, International Association
of Ice Cream Manufacturers,

Edwin’' M. Patterson, Pan American Sulphur
Co.

Joseph A, Sciarrino, Financlal Executives In-
stitute.

William H. Shaw, E. I. du Pont de Nemours
and Co., Inc.

Robert H. Stewart, Jr., Gulf Oil Corp.

Vincent T. Wastlewski, National Association
of Broadcasters.

Robert O. Welk, Eastman Kodak Co.

The purpose of the meeting is to obtain
advice on reporting problems involved
in a public use report of the Federal
Trade Commission entitled “Quarterly
Financial Report” (of Corporations),
now under review in the Office of Man-
agement and Budget. The meeting will
be open to public observation and
participation.

HaArRrRY H. FLICKINGER,
Acting Assistant to the
Director for Administration.

[FR D00.72-16493 Filed 9-27-72:8:47 am|

PRICE COMMISSION

DEPUTY DIRECTOR OF EXCEPTIONS
REVIEW

Delegation of Authority

Pursuant to the authority delegated to
me by the Chairman of the Price Com-
mission in Price Commission Order No. 4
(37 F.R. 7552) :

(a) I hereby delegate authority to the
Deputy Director of Exceptions Review

to-=

(1) Make decisions and issue orders
with respect to individual requests for ex-
ceptions in cases in which the requesting
party has annual gross revenue of $50
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million or less and in rent cases involy-
ing less than 100 units; and

(2) Conduct investigations, confer-
ences or hearings with respect to the
foregoing and take such further action
as may appear necessary in connection
therewith.

(b) The delegated authority to per-
form any function heretofore performed
by the Deputy Director to whom au-
thority is delegated hereunder is hereby
ratified and confirmed.

Issued in Washington, D.C., on Sep-
tember 26, 1972.
Jay I, LEANSE,
Director,
Ezxceptions Review,

[FR Doc.72-16570 Filed 9-26-72:10:29 amj]

1973 MODEL AUTOMOBILES AND
OTHER VEHICLES

Extension of Time To Submit
Comments

On August 19, 1972, the Price Commis-
sion published a notice of public hearing
(37 F.R. 16839), beginning on Septem-
ber 12, 1972, on the subject of certain
automobile price increase requests pend-
ing before the Commission. On Au-
gust 25, 1972, the Commission issued a
supplemental notice (37 F.R. 17111),
broadening the scope of the hearing to
prices for 1973 model automobiles, light
trucks, and other highway-use vehicles,
sold to individual consumers, foreign or
domestically built and offered for sale in
the United States.

In connection with the public hearing,
the Commission announced that it would
consider and make part of the hearing
record, in addition to oral testimony,
written information, views, and data on
the subject of the hearing, received be-
fore October 1, 1972.

In light of certain information pre-
sented in oral testimony at the public
hearing, the Commission prepared a
series of questions and requests for addi-
tional information which were forwarded
to automobile manufacturers and other
firms and organizations in mid-Septem-
ber for completion and retwrn before the
October 1, 1972, deadline for all relevant
information on prices for 1973 model
automobiles. In consideration of the fact
that preparation of responses to the
Commission’s requests and questions
may be a detailed and lengthy process,
and in order to insure that the responses
to these questions and requests are made
part of the hearing record and are avail-
able for review by the Commission, it has
been determined that the automobile
manufacturers and other firms and or-
ganizations should be permitted an addi-
tional 7 days to complete their responses.

Accordingly, the Commission hereby
extends until October 7, 1972, the date
by which automobile manufacturers and
other firms and organizations must com-
plete and retwrn responses to the Com-
mission’s requests for additional infor-
mation and questions. For this reason,
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other interested persons may also submit
information, views, and data, up to, and
including October 7, 1972.

Issued in Washington, D.C., on Sep-
tember 27, 1972.
James B. MINOR,
General Counsel,
Price Commission.

[FR Doc.72-16667 Filed 9-27-72;11:20 am|

SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE
COMMISSION

| File No. 500-1]

CONTINENTAL VENDING MACHINE
CORP.

Order Suspending Trading

SepTEMBER 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 debentures
due September 1, 1976 being traded
otherwise than on a national securities
exchange is required in the public in-
terest and for the protection of investors;

It is ordered, Pursuant to section 15
(¢) (5) of the Securities Exchange Act of
1934, that trading in such securities
otherwise than on a national securities
exchange be summarily suspended, this
order to be effective for the period from
September 22, 1972 through October 1,
1972.

By the Commission,

RonALp F, HUNT,
Secretary.
|[FR Doc.72-16505 Filed 9-27-72;8:48 am]

[sEAL]

[File No. 500-1]
LEISURE CONCEPTS, INC.

Order Suspending Trading

SEPTEMBER 21, 1972.

It appearing to the Securities and Ex-
change Commission that the summary
suspension of trading in the common
stock, $0.01 par value, and all other
securities of Leisure Concepts, Inc.
being traded otherwise than on & na-
tional securities exchange is required in
the public interest and for the protection
of investors:

It is ordered, Pursuant to section 15
(¢) (5) of the Securities Exchange Act of
1934, that trading in such securities
otherwise than on a national securities
exchange be summarily suspended, this
order to be effective for the period from
September 24, 1972 through October 3,
1972.

By the Commission.

[SEAL] RonaALp F. HUNT,
Secretary.

[FR Doc.72-16506 Filed 9-27-72;8:48 am]

NOTICES

[File No. 500-1]

MERIDIAN FAST FOOD SERVICES,
INC.

Order Suspending Trading

SepTEMBER 21, 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 Meridian Fast
Food Services, Inc. being traded other-
wise than on a national securities ex-
change is required in the public interest
and for the protection of investors;

It is ordered, Pursuant to section 15
(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 from
September 23, 1972 through October 2,
1972.

By the Commission.

| SEAL] Rownarp F. HunT,

Secretary.
[FR Doc.72-16507 Filed 9-27-72;8:48 am]

|812-3228]

MICHIGAN FUND, TAX-EXEMPT
MUNICIPAL INVESTMENT TRUST

Notice of Filing of Application for Or-
der Granting Confidential Treat-
ment and Exemption

SEPTEMBER 21, 1972.

Notice is hereby given that Michigan
Pund, Tax-Exempt Municipal Invest-
ment Trust (First and Subsequent
Series) (Applicant), ¢/o0 E. F. Hutton &
Co., Inc., One Battery Park Plaza, New
York, N.Y. 10004, a unit investment trust
registered under the Investment Com-
pany Act of 1940 (Act), has filed an ap-
plication pursuant to section 45(a) of the
Act for an order of the Commission
granting confidential treatment to the
statements of earnings of Manley, Ben-
nett, McDonald & Co., one of the sponsors
(the New Sponsor) of Applicant, which
Applicant has filed or which it from time
to time may be required to file with the
Commission and, pursuant to section
6(c) of the Act, for exemption from the
provisions of section 14(a) of the Act
and Rule 22c-1 under the Act. All inter-
ested persons are referred to the appli-
cation on file with the Commission for
a statement of the representations
therein, which are set forth below.

Applicant states that the order re-
quested herein is identical to others is-
sued by the Commission, on December 4,
1970, December 17, 1970, and April 24,
1972, granting applications for identical
relief on behalf of E. F. Hutton & Co.,
fne. (Hutton), the New Sponsor’s co-
sponsor, in connection with series of the
E. F. Hufton Tax-Exempt Fund for
which Hutton is the sole sponsor (Invest-
ment Company Act Release Nos. 6274,
6298 and 7144,

Applicant is a unit investment trust
which will be organized under the laws

of the State of New York and which will
be substantially identical to the E, F.
Hutton Tax-Exempt Fund. It is intended
that the United States Trust Co. of New
York will act as Trustee of Applicant
(Trustee) under separate buft similar
Trust Indentures and Agreements to be
entered into between the New Sponsor
and E. F. Hutton & Co., Inc. (Hutton)
(herein together called “Sponsors”) and
the Trustee with respect to each series of
Applicant.

Section 45(a) . On July 26, 1972, Appli-
cant filed a registration statement on
Form S-6 under the Securities Act of
1933 for a maximum of 5,000 units of un-
divided interest in the First Series of Ap-
plicant to be offered to investors at a
public offering price set forth in the
prospectus included in said Securities Act
registration statement. This registration
statement has not yet become effective.
Applicant also filed, on July 26, 1972, a
Notification of Registration on Form
N-8A for said Series and a registration
statement on Form N-8B-2 under the In-
vestment Company Act for said Series.
On the same date, Applicant also filed
with the Commission statements of fi-
nancial condition of the New Sponsor,
audited as of April 30, 1971, and un-
audited as of June 30, 1972 (Exhibit 4.1
to the Securities Act registration state-
ment and Exhibit E to the Form N-
8B-2).

Applicant filed simultaneously with the
application statements of income and ex-
pense of the New Sponsor for the fiscal
year ended June 30, 1971, for the 10
months ended April 30, 1971, and for the
11 months ended May 26, 1972, with the
Commission, and Applicant requests con-
fidential treatment only with respect to
these statements of earnings and subse-
quent statements of earnings of the New
Sponsor which Applicant may be re-
guired to file with the Commission from
time to time.

Section 45(a) of the Act provides in
pertinent part that information fled
with the Commission “shall be made
available to the public, unless and except
insofar as the Commission * * * by order
upon application, finds that public disclo-
sure is neither necessary nor appropriate
in the public interest or for the protec-
tion of investors.”

Applicant submits that public disclo-
sure of the above financial information
is neither necessary nor appropriate in
the public interest or for the protection
of investors for the following reasons:

The New Sponsor is a partnership, the
partners of which are the sole owners
of that Sponsor. The investors in Appli-
cant are not being offered an opportu-
nity to acquire any interect whatsoever in
either sponsor. Aside from their obliga-
tions under the Trust Indenture and
Agreement periodically to evaluate the
portfolio and to direct the disposition
of obligations which are, or are likely
to be, defaulted upon by the issuer there-
of, which obligations may be performed
by the Trustee or a successor sponsor if

FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 37, NO. 189—THURSDAY, SEPTEMBER 28, 1972




not performed by the sponsors, the spon-
sors will function solely as the under-
writers of the Applicant. Applicant as-
serts that there is no legitimate interest
on the part of investors in the public dis-
closure of the statement of earnings of
an underwriter from whom securities
have been purchased. It states that this
is particularly evident in the present
context where the New Sponsor,
throughout its history of more than 39
vears as an underwriter, broker and in-
vestment banker, has never publicly re-
leased such information.

The application further states that, to
the extent that the New Sponsor’s
solvency may conceivably be thought
relevant to the proposed maintenance of
a market in the units of Applicant, the
sponsors' statements of financial condi-
tion, which have been filed with the
Commission and which are readily avail-
able to the public, contain fully adequate
information in this regard. Moreover,
even if the operations of both sponsors
were to render each of them unable to
maintain a market in the units, investors
are adequately protected by the Trust-
ee’s obligation to redeem such units at
any time at the redemption price.

In addition to the financial condition
of the sponsors being irrelevant to the
successful operation of Applicant, the
value of the items comprising the port-
folio itself is wholly unrelated to the fi-
nancial operations of the sponsors. In-
vestors in Applicant will receive a frac-
tional undivided interest in the portfolio
of tax-free municipal bonds comprising
Applicant. The obligations evidenced by
the underlying bonds are not guaranteed
in any way by the sponsors. The sound-
ness of the investors’ interest in Appli-
canf is solely a function of the fiscal
condition of the issuing municipalities.
In short, Applicant represents that the
financial operation of the sponsors will
in no way enhance or diminish the pros-
pects for the orderly payment of the
underlying bonds.

Section 14(a). Applicants represent
that pursuant to the Trust Agreement
for each series of Applicant, the Spon-
sors will deposit with the Trustee be-
tween $2 million and $10 million prin-
cipal amount of bonds which the Spon-
sors shall have accumulated for such
purpose and simultaneously with such
deposit will receive from the Trustee reg-
istered certificates for between 2,000 and
10,000 units which will represent the en-
tire ownership of a Series. Applicant pro-
poses to offer such units for sale to the
public and for this purpose a registration
statement under the Securities Act of
1933 has been filed which has not yet
become effective. The Trust Agreement
does not provide for the issuance of ad-
ditional units. The proceeds of bonds
which may be sold, redeemed or which
mature will be distributed to unit
holders,

Units in each Series will remain out-
standing until redeemed or until the
termination of the Trust Agreement,
which may be terminated by 100 percent
agreement of the unit holders of the
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particular Series, or, in the event that
the value of the bonds shall fall below
$2 million, upon direction of the Spon-
sors. The Trust Agreement must be ter-
minated if the value of the bonds shall
fall below $1 million. In connection with
the requested exemption, the Sponsors
have agreed to refund the sales load to
purchasers of units, if within 90 days
after the registration of a Series under
the Securities Act becomes effective, the
net worth of that Series shall be reduced
to less than $100,000 or if the Series is
otherwise terminated. In addition, it is
the Sponsors’ intention to maintain a
market for the units of each Series and
continually to offer to purchase such
units at prices in excess of the redemp-
tion price as set forth in the Trust
Agreement, although the Sponsors are
not obligated to do so.

Section 14(a) of the Act requires that
a registered investment company (a)
have a net worth of at least $100,000
prior to making a public offering of its
securities, (b) have previously made a
public offering and at that time have had
a net worth of $100,000 or (¢) have made
arrangements for at least $100,000 to be
paid in by 25 or fewer persons before
acceptance of public subsecriptions.

While the initial public offering of Ap-
plicant’s units will be made at a time
when none of the three lettered clauses
in the preceding paragraph has been met,
no money will be paid by any member
of the general public for any unit until
Bonds aggregating $5 million have been
deposited in trust as Applicant's portion.
Applicant submits that there is no addi-
tional protection afforded the public
through the enforcement of section 14(a)
under such facts and that the grant of
the exemption sought is consistent with
the protection of investors.

Rule 22c-1. Applicants represent that
the Sponsors intend to maintain a
secondary market for the units by re-
purchasing them from holders at a price
based on the aggregate “asked” side
evaluation of the underlying bonds
(“offering side evaluation™). This value,
according to the application, may be
expected to exceed the redemption price
(“bid side evaluation”) by at least $10
per unit. In addition, the Sponsors in-
tend to resell such units with a 4 percent
sales charge. The Sponsors seek to have
both the repurchase and resale price
based on the unit evaluation of the pre-
ceding Friday made by an independent
evaluator.

Rule 22c-1 provides, in part, that
redeemable securities of registered in-
vestment companies may be sold, re-
deemed or repurchased at a price based
on the current net asset value (computed
on each day during which the New York
Stock Exchange is open for trading not
less frequently than once daily as of the
time of the close of trading on such ex~
change) which is next computed after
receipt of a tender of such security for
redemption or of an order to purchase
or sell such security.

Applicant asserts that the pxicing by
the Sponsors in the secondary market
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in no way affects the assets of the Fund,
and that the public unit holders benefit
from such pricing procedure by receiv-
ing a normally higher repurchase price
for their units without the cost burden
of daily evaluations of the unit redemp-
tion value. In addition, the application
states that the Sponsors have under-
taken to adopt a procedure whereby the
evaluator, without a formal evaluation,
will provide the Sponsors with estimated
evaluations on trading days. In the case
of a repurchase, if the evaluator can-
not state that the previous Friday's price
is equal to or higher than the current
bid price, the Sponsors will order a full
evaluation. In case of resale, if the evalu-
ator cannot state that the previous Fri-
day’s price is no more than one-half
point ($5 on a unit representing $1,000
principal amount of underlying bonds)
greater than the current offering price,
a full evaluation will be ordered. Finally,
the Sponsors have agreed to waive that
portion of their $0.275 per $1,000 Unit fee
not required a pay for evaluations under
a weekly pricing system.

Section 6(c) of the Act provides, in
part, that the Commission may condi-
tionally or unconditionally exempt any
person, security, or transaetion, or any
class or classes of persons, securities, or
transactions from any provisions of the
Act or of any rule or regulation under the
Act, if and to the extent such exemption
is necessary or appropriate in the public
interest and consistent with the protec-
tion of investors and the purposes fairly
intended by the policy and provisions of
the Act.

Notice is further given that any inter-
ested person may, not later than October
13, 1972, at 5:30 p.m., submit to the Com-
mission in writing a request for hearing
on the matter accompanied by a state-
ment as to the nature of his interest, the
reason for such request and the issues of
fact or law proposed to be controverted,
or he may request that he be notified if
the Commission shall order a hearing
thereon. Any such communication should
be addressed: Secretary, Securities 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 mail-
ing) upon Applicant at the address stated
above. Proof of such service (by affidavit
or in case of an attorney at law by certif-
icate) 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 disposing of the applica-
tion herein may be issued by the Com-
mission upon the basis of the informa-
tion stated in said application, unless an
order for hearing upon said application
shall be issued upon request or upon the
Commission’s own motion. 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 or-
dered) and any postponements thereof,
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For the Commission, by the Division
of Investment Company Regulation, pur-
suant to delegated authority.

[sEAL] Ronatp F, HUNT,
Secretary.

|FR Doc.72-16509 Filed 9-27-72;8:48 am]
[File No. 500-1]
NORTH AMERICAN PLANNING CORP,

Order Suspending Trading

It appearing to the Securities and Ex-
change Commission that the summary
suspension of trading in the Class B non-
voting common stock, $.01 par value and
all other securities of North American
Planning Corp., 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
(¢) (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 from
September 22, 1972 through October 1,
1972.

By the Commission.

RonNaLp F. HUNT,
Secretary.

| FR Doc.72-16508 Filed 9-27-72;8:48 am]

SMALL BUSINESS
ADMINISTRATION

[ SEAL]

| Delegation of Authority No. 30-VI, Amat. 1]
DEPUTY REGIONAL DIRECTOR ET AL.

Delegation of Authority To Conduct
Program Activities in Region Vi

Delegation of Authority No. 30-VI (37
FR. 17612) is hereby amended as
follows:

PArT I—FINANCING PROGRAM

Section A. Loan Approval Author-
du * & *

9. Economic Opportunity (EO) Loans.
To approve or decline economic oppor-
tunity loans not exceeding $50,000 (SBA
Share) :

a. Deputy Regional Director.

b. Chief and Assistant Chief Regional
Financing Division.

¢. Regional Supervisory Loan Officer.

d. Distriet Director.

e. Chief District Financing Division.

f. Branch Manager.

Effective date: September 15, 1972.

FrED S. NEUMANN,
Regional Director, Region VI.

[FR Doc.72-16499 Filed 9-27-72,8:47 am |

[Delegation of Authority 30—Region IX,
Amat. 1]

CHIEF, FINANCING DIVISION ET AL.
Delegation of Authority To Conduct
Program Activities in Region IX

Delegation of Authority No. 30—Re-
gion IX (37 FR. 17624) is hereby
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amended to provide certain administra-
tive authorities to the Office Services As-
sistant, Regional Office.

Part VIII, Section A, paragraphs 2 and
3 are revised to read as follows:

PArRT VIII-—ADMINISTRATIVE

SectION A, Authority to purchase, rent,
or contract for equipment, services, and
supplies. * * *

2‘ * =

(2) Regional Office Services Specialist
or Administrative Services Assistant.

- . . & *

3. » - »

(2) Regional Office Services Specialist
or Administrative Services Assistant.

* * * * *

Effective date July 1, 1972,

GILBERT MONTANO,
Regional Director,
San Francisco Region IX.

|FR Doc.72-16500 Filed 9-27-72;8:48 am]|

TARIFF COMMISSION

[AA1921-98]

BICYCLE SPEEDOMETERS FROM
JAPAN

Determination of Injury

On June 23, 1972, the Tariff Commis-
sion received advice from the Treasury
Department that bicycle speedometers
from Japan are being, or are likely to
be, sold in the United States at less than
fair value within the meaning of the
Antidumping Act, 1921, as amended.' In
accordance with the requirements of sec-
tion 201(a) of the Antidumping Act (19
U.S.C. 160(a)), the Tariff Commission
instituted investigation No. AA1921-98 to
determine whether an industry in the
United States is being or is likely to be
injured, or is prevented from being es-
tablished, by reason of the importation of
such merchandise into the United States.

A public hearing was held August 8,
1972. Notice of the investigation and
hearing was published in the FEDERAL
REGISTER of June 30, 1972 (37 F.R. 13011).

In arriving at a determination in this
case, the Commission gave due considera-
tion to all written submissions from in-
terested parties, evidence adduced at the
hearing, and all factual information ob-
tained by the Commission’s staff from
questionnaires, personal interviews, and
other sources.

On the basis of the investigation, the
Commission has determined by a vote of
4 to 1? that an industry in the United
States is being injured by reason of the

i Notice of the Treasury Department's de-
termination of sales at less than fair value,
and the reasons therefor, was published in
the FEDERAL REGISTER of June 24, 1972 (37
F.R. 12512).

2 Chairman Bedell, Vice Chairman Parker,
and Commissioners Leonard and Moore de-
termined in the affirmative; Commissioner
Ablondi determined in the negative. Com-
missioner Young did not participate in the
decision.

importation of bicycle speedometfers
from Japan that are being, or are likely
to be, sold at less than fair value within
the meaning of the Antidumping Act,
1921, as amended.

STATEMENT OF REASONS FOR AFFIRMATIVE
DETERMINATION OF CHAIRMAN PARKER,
AND COMMISSIONERS LEONARD AND
MOORE

The Antidumping Act, 1921, as
amended, requires that the Tariff Com-
mission find two conditions satisfied be-
fore an affirmative determination can
be made.

First, there must be injury, or likeli-
hood of injury, to an industry in the
United States, or an industry in the
United States must be prevented from
being established.

And second, such injury (or likelihood
of injury or prevention of establishment)
must be “by reason of” the importation
into the United States of the class or
kind of foreign merchandise the Secre-
tary of the Treasury determined is be-
ing, or is likely to be, sold at less than
fair value.

In our judgment both of the afore-
mentioned conditions are satisfied in the
instant case. We have determined, there-
fore, that an industry in the United
States is being injured by reason of the
importation of bicycle speedometers
from Japan that are being, or are likely
to be, sold at less than fair value within
the meaning of the Antidumping Act of
1921, as amended.

The industry. In reaching our determi-
nation, we have considered the industry
to consist of the facilities in the United
States devoted to the manufacture of
bicycle speedometers. Bicycle speed-
ometers are produced in the United
States by only one company—the
Stewart-Warner Corporation—at a
plant in Chicago, Il

Sales at less than fair value. U.S. im-
ports of bicycle speedometers from Ja-
pan have risen greatly in volume in re-
cent years, resulting in a dominant mar-
ket position for the Japanese product.
Imports of such speedometers from
Japan rose from less than 25,000 in 1968
to more than 450,000 in 1971; they
amounted to almost 500,000—more than
in all of 1971—during the first 6 months
of 1972. On the basis of quantity, the
ratio of imports from Japan to apparent
U.S. consumption jumped from less than
3 percent in 1968 to 59 percent in 1971.
In January-June 1972, imports of Japa-
nese bicycle speedometers supplied 66
percent of apparent consumption com-
pared with 55 percent in the correspond-
ing period of 1971.

The Treasury investigated sales of
Japanese bicycle speedometers to the
United States in 1971, and determined
that the bulk of such speedometers im-
ported in that year had been sold at less
than fair value. The difference between
the purchase price of the speedometer
sold to the United States and the home-
market price of speedometers found by
the Treasury to be comparable was pro-
nounced, and thus the amount by which
such sales were below fair value—the so-
called dumping margin—was substantial.
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Injury. All of the pertinent informa-
tion available to the Commission in the
investigation indicates that the domestic
industry producing bicycle speedometers
is injured. The production and sales of
bicycle speedometers by Stewart-Warner
(the sole U.S. producer), the man-hours
expended by its workers in the manu-
facture of such speedometers, the prices
received for speedometers, and the com-
pany's earnings on the sale of speed-
ometers have all deteriorated materially.
In 1971, the year covered by Treasury’s
investigation in which it determined that
bicycle speedometers from Japan were
being sold at less than fair value,
Stewart-Warner’s production of bicycle
speedometers, as well as the quantity and
value of its sales of such articles, were
only about a third as large as in 1968
(when imports of bicycle speedometers
from Japan had not yet begun their
phenomenal growth). The man-hours
expended by the employees of Stewart-
Warner in the manufacture of bicycle
speedometers in 1971 were little more
than a third as large as 1968. In 1970, a
yvear when imports of bicycle speedome-
ters from Japan attained a dominant
(58 percent) position in the U.S. mar-
ket, Stewart-Warner reduced its prices
of speedometers—generally selling its
models to its largest customers at the
lowest price at which any model had
previously been offered; these depressed
price levels have been continued to the
present. In 1971, reflecting depressed
price levels and low production, Stewart-
Warner sustained a substantial net op-
erating loss on its bicycle speedometer
operations; it had earmed a substantial
net operating profit in 1968 before sales
and prices declined.

In the first half of 1972, Stewart-
Warner’s bicycle speedometer operations
partially improved. The company’s out-
put and sales of such speedometers rose
concurrently with growing consumption
that resulted from the bicycle boom in
the United States; the company also re-
gained some customers who had shifted
to imports. However, the imports of Jap-
anese speedometers supplied an even
larger share of the U.S. market than in
earlier periods, and, despite the strong
demand in the United States, the prices
at which Stewart-Warner was able to
sell its speedometers remained at the
depressed level of 1971 and earlier years.
Thus, the industry has continued to be
injured.

“By reason of”. As is evident from the
data given above, the expansion of Jap-
anese exports of bicycle speedometers to
the United States and the deterioration
of the U.S. industry occurred simultane-
ously. By 1971, the period on which
Treasury based its determination of sales
at less than fair value, Japanese suppliers
had achieved a preponderant position in
the U.S. market, and the share of the
market held by the domestic industry
had dropped greatly. Generally the Jap-
anese speedometers have been sold in the
United States at prices below those of
bicycle speedometers produced by Stew-
art-Warner. Hence, the increasing sales
of the Japanese product at prices below
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those of the domestic product had their
inevitable efflect—Stewart-Warner re-
duced the prices of its speedometers and
since has held its prices at that depressed
level.

There is extensive evidence in this in-
vestigation that the growth of imports
of Japanese speedometers is attributable
in part to factors other than the price
disecrimination determined by the Treas-
ury Department. At least in part be-
cause of dissatisfaction arising from late
and incomplete deliveries by Stewart-
Warner, as well as with the quality of
the drive mechanism of the company’s
products, a number of major customers
stopped or reduced their purchases from
Stewart-Warner and began purchasing
imported speedometers, chiefly from
Japan. Moreover, the period of growing
imports coincided with a substantial
reduction in the U.S. rate of duty as a
result of trade-agreement concessions
granted at the Kennedy Round; the U.S.
import duty applicable to bicycle speed-
ometers has been reduced, in five annual
stages, from 55 percent to 27% percent
ad valorem over the period 1968-72.
Finally, the suddenly rising U.S. con-
sumption of bicycle speedometers, in a
delayed response to the bicycle boom,
undoubtedly stimulated imports (as well
as domestic production) in 1972.

The existence of causal factors such
as these, however, does not preclude an
affirmative determination in an anti-
dumping case if the statutory criteria
are satisfied. The fact is that Japanese
bicycle speedometers are being sold at
less than fair value. All that is required,
then, for an affirmative determination is
that an industry is being injured (or is
likely to be injured, or is prevented from
being established) by reason of the im-
portation of such merchandise. In light
of the very substantial market penetra-
tion of the imports sold at less than fair
value coupled with their sale at prices
below those of domestic bicycle speed-
ometers produced by Stewart-Warner,
the importation of Japanese bicycle
speedometers sold af less than fair value
has contributed to the injury sustained
by the domestic industry. Although the
domestic industry has experienced some
improvement in 1972, the imported
speedometers from Japan are supplying
a larger share of the market than in
earlier years, and the prices obtainable
by the domestic industry remain de-
pressed. Consequently, in conformity
with the statute, we determine that an
industry in the United States is being
injured by reason of imports of bicycle
speedometers from Japan sold at less
than fair value.

By order of the Commission.

[SEAL] KENNETH R. MASON,
Secretary.

[FR Doc.72-16526 Filed 9-27-72;8:50 am]

ELECTRONIC PIANOS
Notice of Investigation

A complaint was filed with the Tariff
Commission on March 30, 1972, on be-
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half of the Wurlitzer Co., Chicago, Ill.,
alleging unfair methods of competition
and unfair acts in the importation and
sale of certain electronic pianos which
are embraced within the claims of U.S.
Patents Nos. 3,038,363, 2,942,512, 2,949,~
053, 3,154,997 for such electronic pianos.
The complaint alleges that the effect or
tendency of the unfair methods or acts
is to destroy or substantially injure an
industry, efficiently and economically
operated, in the United States in vicla-
tion of the provisions of section 337 of
the Tariff Act of 1930 (19 U.S.C. 1337).
Electrokey, Ine., Rhythm Band, Inc., and
Tommy Moore, all of Fort Worth, Tex.,
and the Chicago Musical Instrument
Co., of Cicero, Ill., have been named as
importers of the subject products. Hav-
ing conducted in accordance with § 203.3
of the Commission’s rules of practice and
procedure (19 CFR 203.3) a preliminary
inquiry with respect to the matters al-
leged in the said complaint, the U.S.
Tariff Commission, on September 14,
1972, ordered:

That, for the purposes of section 337
of the Tariff Act of 1930, an investiga-
tion is instituted with respect to the al-
leged violations in the importation and
sale in the United States of certain elec-
tronic pianos.

The Commission decided at this time
not to recommend that the President
issue a temporary exclusion order.

A public hearing will be held; the date,
time, and place of such hearing will be
announced by notice of the Commission
at a later date.

Public notice of the receipt of the
complaint was published in the FeneraL
REecisTER for April 4, 1972 (37 F.R, 6797),
and the complaint was served on the
parties named in the complaint and has
been available for inspection by inter-
ested persons continuously since issu-
ance of the notice, at the Office of the
Secretary, located in the Tariff Commis-
sion Building, and also in the New York
City office of the Commission, located in
Room 437 of the Customhouse.

Issued: September 22, 1972.

By order of the Commission.
[seaL] KENNETH R. MASON,
Secretary.

[FR D0e.72-16527 Filed 9-27-72;8:50 am |

DEPARTMENT OF LABOR

Occupational Safety and Health
Administration

SOUTH CAROLINA DEVELOPMENTAL
PLAN

Modifications

1. Submission of modifications. Pursu-
ant to seotion 18(¢c) of the Occupational
Safety and Health Act of 1970 (29 US.C.
667) and § 1902.11 of Title 29, Code of
Federal Regulations, notice is hereby
given that modifications to the Occupa-
tional Safety and Health Plan for the
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State of South Carolina, for which no-
tice of submission and informal hearing
thereon was given at 37 F.R. 10535,
10536, have been submitted to the As-
sistant Secretary of Labor for Occupa-
tional Safety and Health. The Assistant
Secretary has preliminarily reviewed
the modifications, and hereby gives no-
tice that the question of approval of the
plan, as modified, is in issue before him.

The modifications include the follow-
ing: Proposed interagency agreements;
description of laboratory facilities in the
Department of Health; position require-
ments and job descriptions; rules and
regulations concerning variances; rec-
ordkeeping and reporting regulations;
an amended compliance manual; a man-
agement information system.

The modifications also include pro-
posed legislation, accompanied by a let-
ter of support from the Governor and
am affirming legal opinion by the South
Carolina Attorney General, concerning
the following topics: Penalty Ilevels,
advance notice, remedies against em-
ployee discrimination, employee par-
ticipation in administrative and judicial
review, information to employees con-
cerning exposure to toxic materials and
harmful physical agents, employer and
employee compliance, and injunctive
power to relieve imminent danger
situations.

A copy of the plan, with modifications,
may be inspected and copied during nor-
mal business hours at the following loca-
tions: Office of State Programs, Occupa-~
tional Safety and Health Administra-
tion, Room 305, 400 First Street NW.,
Washington, DC 20210; Regional Ad-
ministrator, Occupational Safety and
Health Administration, Suite 587, 1375
Peachtree Street NE., Atlanta, GA 30309;
Commissioner of Labor, 1710 Gervais
Street, Columbia, SC.

2. Public participation. Interested per-
sons are hereby given 30 days from the
date of this publication in which to sub-
mit to the Assistant Secretary written
data, views, and arguments concerning
the plan as modified. The submissions
are to be addressed to the Director, Of-
fice of State Programs, Room 305, 400
First Street NW., Washington, DC 20210.
The written comments will be available
for public inspection and copying at all
of the above addresses.

Any interested person may request an
informal hearing concerning the pro-
posed plan as modified, or any part
thereof, whenever particularized written
objections thereto are filed within the 30
days specified above. If the Assistant
Secretary finds substantial objections on
the plan, as modified, a formal or in-
formal hearing on the subjects and issues
involved shall be held.

After consideration has been given to
all material submitted, a final decision as
to the approval or disapproval of the
modified plan will be issued.

Signed at Washington, D.C., this 25th
day of September 1972,

G. C. GUENTHER,
Assistant Secretary of Labor,

[FR Doc.72-16560 Filed 9-27-72;8:53 am]

NOTICES

Wage and Hour Division

CERTIFICATES AUTHORIZING THE EM-
PLOYMENT OF FULL-TIME STU-
DENTS WORKING OUTSIDE OF
SCHOOL HOURS AT SPECIAL MINI-
MUM WAGES IN RETAIL OR SERV-
ICE ESTABLISHMENTS OR IN AGRI-
CULTURE

Notice is hereby given that pursuant to
section 14 of the Fair Labor Standards
Act of 1938 (52 Stat. 1060, as amended,
29 U.S.C. 201 et seq.), the regulation on
employment of full-time students (29
CFR, Part 519), and Administrative Or-
der No. 621 (36 F.R. 12819), the estab-
lishments listed in this notice have been
issued special certificates authorizing the
employment of full-time students work-
ing outside of school hours at hourly
rates lower than the minimum-wage
rates otherwise applicable under section
6 of the act. While effective and expira~-
tion dates are shown for those certifi-
cates issued for less than a year, only the
expiration dates are shown for certifi-
cates issued for a year. The minimum
certificate rates are not less than 85 per-
cent of the applicable statutory
minimum.

The following certificates provide for
an allowance not to exceed the propor-
tion of the total hours worked by full-
time students at rates below $1 an hour
to the total number of hours worked by
all employees in the establishment dur-
ing the base period in occupations of the
same general classes in which the estab-
lishment employed full-time students at
wages below $1 an hour in the base year;
or provide the same standards author-
ized in certificates previously issued to
the establishment.

Anton Alkek Grocery & Market, foodstore;
714 South Bridge Street, Victoria, TX. 4-
25-T3.

A. J. Bayless Markets, Inc., foodstores, 5~
81-73: Nos. 62 and 63, Globe, Ariz,

Bethania Hospital, hospital;
Street, Wichita Falls, TX. 6-8-73.

Big Green Warehouse, foodstore; 3600
Southwest 29, Oklahoma City, OK, 4-30-73.

C & S Hardware, hardware stores, 5-23-73:
Nos. 1 and 2, Dallas, Tex.

Carson City Hospital, hospital; Elm at
Third, Carson City, MI. 6-17-73.

Dalton Grocery, foodstore; 3408 North
Whitehall Road, North Muskegon, MI. 5-20-
73.

Dickson's furniture store; 201 East Cham-
bers Street, Cleburne, TX. 6-7-73.

Donenfeld’s Inc., variety-department stores,
5-13-73: 35 North Main Street, Dayton, OH;
2700 Miamisburg-Centerville Road, Dayton,
OH; 5200 Salem Avenue, Dayton, OH.

Eaves Restaurant Co., Inc., restaurant; U.S.
301, Allendale, SC. 6-15-73.

Fisher Brothers, agriculture; 846 Oak Ave-
nue, Muskegon, MI, 6-156-73.

Frankenmuth IGA, foodstore; 270 South
Main Street, Frakenmuth, MI. 5-13-78.

Freight Salvage, Inc, variety-department
store; 808 Broadway, Highland, IL. 6-6-73.

W. T. Grant Co., variety-department store;
No. 126, Newark, Ohio. 5-14-73.

H. E. B. Food Store, foodstores, 6-16-73:
No. 110, Georgetown, Tex; No. 109, Marble
Falls, Tex.

1600 11th

Handy Andy, Inc,
Austin, Tex.; 6-6-73.

Harvey's, Inc., variety-department store:
152 West Lincolnway, Valparaiso, IN. 6-
17-73.

Herbst Variety, Inc., variety-department
store; 112 Peoria Street, Washington, IL.
5-28-73.

Holiday Inn,
15-783.

Ideal Poultry Breeding Farms, Inc,. agri-
culture; Cameron, Tex.; 6-16-73.

Jack's Supermarket, foodstore;
Tex.; 6-1-73.

S. 8. Kresge Co., varlety-department
stores: No. 4164, Birmingham, Ala,, 6-19-73;
No. 4226, Evansville, Ind., 4-14-73; No. 4328,
Houston, Tex, 4-25-73; No. 4024, South
Houston, Tex., 6-6-73; No. 4348, Wichita
Falls, Tex., 6-7-73.

L & K Food Market, foodstore; Highway 75
at Wortham, Willis, Tex.; 5-31-73.

Larry Woodard Farms, Inc., agriculture;
Osceola, Ark.; 5-18-73.

Lerner Shops, apparel stores, 5-14-73, ex-
cept as otherwise indicated: No. 421, Reno,
Nev, (6-19-72 to 2-28-73); No. 301, Tulsa,
Okla. (4-24-73); No. 473, Abilene, Tex.; No.
466, Amarillo, Tex.; No. 131, Austin, Tex.
No. 50, Beaumont, Tex., (56-16-73); Nos. 37
and 101, Dallas, Tex.; Nos. 130 and 471, El
Paso, Tex.; No. 476, El Paso, Tex. (5-21-73):
No. 104, Fort Worth, Tex. (5-26-73); No. 148,
Fort Worth, Tex.; No. 339, Hurst, Tex.; No.
58, Lubbock, Tex.; No. 47, Mesquite, Tex.

Maplecrest Center, Inc,, nursing home; 174
Main Street, Madison, ME.

MeCrory-McLellan-Green  Store, varlety-
department stores: No. 248, Albuquerque, N.
Mex., 4-23-73; No. 204, Albuquergque, N. Mex.,
4-24-73.

McDonald’'s Hamburgers, restaurant; 1443
Madison Road, Beloit, WI, 5-31-73.

Myers Fried Chicken, Inc, restaurant;
2700 Georgia Street, Amarillo, TX, 5-7-73.

Olson’s Grocery, foodstore; Bagley, Minn.;
5-13-73.

Ol' South Pancake House, restaurants, 6-
6-73: No. 3, Dallas, Tex.; Nos. 1 and 2, Fort
Worth, Tex.

Park 'N Shop Supermarket, foodstore; Lin-
colnway at Beech Road, Osceola IN, 5-12-72
to 4-30-T73.

Piggly Wiggly, foodstore; No. 26, Ennis,
Tex.; 6-11-73.

Randall’'s Food Market, Inc., foodstore:
9448 Long Point Road, Houston, TX, 5-26-73.

Rice County District One Hospital, hospi-
tal; 631 Southeast First Street, Faribault,
MI, 5-19-73.

Richard Clothing Co., apparel store; 326
South Washington Street, Marion, IN, 6-
7-173.

8. & S. Postville Food Center, Inc., food-
store; Postville, Jowa; 4-20-73.

Santa Fe Lamplighter, Inc., restaurant;
24056 Cerrillos Road, Santa Fe, N. Mex, 6-
14-73.

Sloan's Super Market, foodstore; 108 North
Wallace Street, San Saba, TX, 4-30-73.

Spurgeon’s, variety-department store; 218
North Tremont, Kewanee, IL, 6-4-73.

Sterling Jewelry & Distributing Co., Inc.,
jewelry store; 5801 East Northwest Highway,
Dallas, TX, 5-23-73.

T. G. & Y. Stores Co., variety-department
stores, 5-31-73, except as otherwise indi-
cated: No. 191, Flagstaff, Ariz. (6-15-72 to
5-81-73); No. 190, Scottsdale, Ariz.; No. 517,
Garden Grove, Callf,; No. 658, Simi Valley,
Calif.; No. 181, Albuquerque, N. Mex. (5-13-
73); Nos. 283 and 285, Albuquerque, N, Mex.
(4-20-73); No. 284, Albuquerque, N, Mex.
(6-6-73); No. 286, Santa Fe, N. Mex. (5-18-
738); No. 86, Nicoma Park, Okla. (4-23-73):
No. 39, Oklahoma City, Okla. (5-26-73); No.
56, Oklahoma City, Okla.; No. 417, Oklahoma
City, Okla. (6-14-73); No. 418, Oklahomsa
Clty, Okla, (5-2-73); No. 449, Oklahoma CIty,

foodstore; No. 175,

motel; Allendale, S.C.; 6-

Mason,
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Okla. (6-11-73); No. 67, Tulsa, Okla. (4-28-
73); No. 833, Beaumont, Tex.; No. 310, Bel-
laire, Tex. (6-14-73); No. 817, Deer Park,
Tex. (4-30-73); No. 772, Galveston, Tex. (4-
27-73); Nos. 843 and 3882, Houston, Tex. (4—
26-73); Nos. 351 and 371, Houston, Tex. (65—
14-73); No. 358, Huntsville, Tex. (6-11-73);
No. 842, Nacogdoches, Tex. (5-8-73); No. 232,
Orange, Tex. (4-28-73).

Walt Boe’s Super Market, Inc., foodstore;
57 North Broadway, Pelican Rapids, MI.
6-9-73.

Ward-Brodt Music Co., music store; 315
North Henry Street, Madison, WI. 5-14-73,

Whittaker, Inc., foodstores: No. 5, Okla-
homa City, Okla., 5-256-73; No. 6, Oklahoma
City, Okla., 6-2-73.

William G, Cain, foodstore; Main and High
Streef, St. Parls, OH. 5-11-73.

Wolke & Kotler, Inc., variety-department
store; 4811 Milwaukee Avenue, Chicago, IL.
5-15-73.

Wood’s 6 & 10¢ Stores, Inc., variety-depart-
ment store; Lewis Smith Shopping Center,
Whiteville, NC. 6-19-72 to 5-27-73.

Each certificate has been issued upon
the representations of the employer
which, among other things, were that
employment of full-time students at spe-
cial minimum rates is necessary to pre-
vent curtailment of opportunities for em-
ployment, and the hiring of full-time
students at special minimum rates will
not create a substantial probability of
reducing the full-time employment op-
portunities of persons other than those
employed under a certificate. The certifi-
cate may be annulled or withdrawn, as
indicated therein, in the manner pro-
vided in Part 528 of Title 29 of the Code
of Federal Regulations. Any person ag-
grieved by the issuance of any of these
certificates may seek a review or recon-
sideration thereof within 30 days after
publication of this notice in the Frperar
REGISTER pursuant to the provisions of
29 CFR.519.9,

Signed at Washington, D.C., this 21st
day of September 1972.
RoOBERT G. GRONEWALD,

Authorized Represeniative
of the Administrator.

[FR Doc.72-16518 Filed 9-27-72;8:49 am]

INTERSTATE COMMERCE
COMMISSION

[Notice 86]

ASSIGNMENT OF HEARINGS

SEPTEMBER 25, 1972.

Cases assigned for hearing, postpone-
ment, cancellation or oral argument ap-
pear below and will be published only
once. This list contains prospective
assignments only and does not include
cases previously assigned hearing dates.
The hearings will be on the issues as
presently reflected in the official docket
of the Commission. An attempt will be
made to publish notices of cancellation
of hearings as 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.

NOTICES

No amendments will be entertained after
the date of this publication.

MC 2202 Sub 396, Roadway Express, Ine,,
now assigned October 24, 1972, at Baton
Rouge, La., will be held in Committee
Room No. §, Ground Floor, State Capitol
Building.

MC-121303 (Sub-No. 3), O. K. Warehouse Co.,
Inc, extension used household goods in
containers, now being assigned hearing
December 11, 1972, at Austin, Tex., in a
hearing room to be later designated.

FD 26950, Baltimore & Ohio Rallroad Co.
abandonment portion of its Midvale
branch, between Monroe and Midvale, in
Randolph and Barbour Counties, W, Va.,
assigned October 16, 1972, at Elkins, W. Va.,
will be held in the U.S. Magistrates Hear-
ing Room, U.S. Post Office and Federal
Court Building, Davis Avenue,

MC-C-7363, Cardinal Air Service Corp.—Rev-
ocation of certificates, now assigned
October 12, 1972, at Buffalo, N.Y.,, in
Room 226, Federzl Building, 111 West
Huron Street.

MC 108313 Sub 12, Calendonia Lines, Inc.,
now assigned October 13, 1972, at Buffalo,
N.Y., in Room 226, Federal Bullding, 111
West Huron Street.

MC 54534 Sub 6, Grand Island Transit Corp.,
now assigned October 16, 1972, at Buffalo,
N.Y,, in Room 913, Federal Building, 111
West Huron Street.

MC 124606 Sub 2, Ford Truck Line, Inc., now
assigned October 2, 1972, at Nashville,
Tenn., hearing is postponed indefinitely.

MC 135407 Sub 1, Tri-State Air-Frelght, Inc.,
assigned November 1, 1972, at Philadelphia,
Pa., will be held in Conference Room B,
Federal Building, 1421 Cherry Street.

AB-5-19, Philadelphia, Baltimore, & Wash-
ington Railroad Co., and George P. Baker,
Richard C. Bond, Jervis Langdon, Jr., and
Willard Wirtz, trustees of the property of
Penn Central Transportation Co., debtor,
abandonment between Wawa, Pa., and
Colora, Md., assigned October 30, 1972, at
Kennett Square, Pa., will be held in Con-
ference Room Municipal Building, Broad
and Linden Street.

MC 20358 Sub 12, Badger Freightways, Inc,,
now assigned October 2, 1972, at Chicago,
I, hearing Is canceled and application
dismissed.

[sEAL] RoperT L. OswWALD,

Secretary.
[FR Doc.72-16535 Filed 9--27-72;8:51 am]

FOURTH SECTION APPLICATIONS
FOR RELIEF

SEPTEMBER 25, 1972,

Protests to the granting of an appli-
cation must be prepared in accordance
with Rule 1100.40 of the general rules
of practice (49 CFR 1100.40) and filed
within 15 days from the date of publica-
tion of this notice in the FeperaL
REGISTER.

LONG-AND-SHORT HAUL

FSA No. 42533—Joint water-rail con-
tainer rates—Sea-Land Service, Inc.
Filed by Sea-Land Service, Inc. (No. 69),
for itself and interested rail carriers.
Rates on general commodities, between
ports in Japan, Korea, Hong Kong, and
Taiwan, on the one hand, and rail car-
riers terminals at Boston, Mass., Hous-
ton, Tex., New Orleans, La., New York,
N.Y., and Norfolk, Va., on the other.

Grounds for relief—Water competi-
tion.

20291

Tariffs—Sea-Land Service, Inc., tariffs
ICC Nos. 70, 72, 75 and 78. Rates are
published to become effective on Octo-
ber 25, 1972,

FSA No. 42534—Fine coal to Terrell,
N.C. Filed by M. B. Hart, Jr., agent (No.
A6320), for interested rail carriers, Rates
on fine coal, in carloads, as described in
the application, from mine origins on the
I & N RR in Kentucky, to Terrell, N.C.

Grounds for relief—Rail carrier com-
petition.

Tariff—Supplement 42 to Southern
Freight Association, agent, tariff ICC
S-568. Rates are published to become
effective on October 26, 1972.

By the Commission.

[sEAL] RoserT L. OswALD,

Secretary.
[FR Dac.72-15632 Filed 9-27-72;8:51 am]

[Notice 130]

MOTOR CARRIER BOARD TRANSFER
"~ PROCEEDINGS

Synopses of orders entered by the
Motor Carrier Board of the Commission
pursuant to sections 212(b), 206(a), 211,
312(b), and 410(g) of the Inferstate
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 Commerce
Act, the filing of such a petition will post-
pone 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-73644. By order of Sep-
tember 8, 1972, the Motor Carrier Board
approved the transfer to McCoy Truck
Lines, Inc., Waterloo, Yowa, of the oper-
ating rights in certificate No. MC-17357
issued June 10, 1970, to Joseph E. Hall,
doing business as McCoy Truck Lines,
Waterloo, Iowa, authorizing the trans-
portation of various commodities from
and to Waukesha, Wis., and Charles City,
Iowa. Cecil L. Goettsch, 1100 Des Moines
Building, Des Moines, Iowa 50309, at-
torney for applicants.

No. MC-FC-73736. By order of Sep-
tember 12, 1972, the Motor Carrier Board
approved the transfer to Ciaccia Truck-
ing Co., Inc., Rochester, N.¥Y., of the
operating rights in certificate No. MC—
62104 issued September 7, 1954, to Fred
W. Yeagle and Roscoe C. Yeagle, & part-
nership, doing business as Yeagle Bros.,
Muncy, Pa., authorizing the transporta-
tion of automobiles, new automobiles,
trucks, and chassis, in initial and sec-
ondary movements, from and to specified
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points in Michigan, New York, Ohio,
Pennsylvania, New Jersey, and Delaware.
Robert V. Gianniny, 900 Midtown Tower,
Rochester, N.Y. 14604, attorney for ap-
plicants.

No. MC-FC-173861. By order of Sep-
tember 12, 1972, the Motor Carrier
Board approved the transfer to Gabrio
Livestock Transport, Inc., Moses Lake,
Wash., of certificate No. MC-134678 is-
sued to Fred Handley, Quincy, Wash., au-
thorizing the transportation of: Cotton-
seed meal, from points in Kern and
Fresno Counties, Calif.,, to points in
Washington. Charles Thorfin Schillberg,
attorney, Post Office Box 1055, Moses
Lake, WA 98837.

No. MC-FC-73900. By order of Sep-
tember 14, 1972, the Motor Carrier Board
approved the transfer to Joseph Bonan-
no, Inc., Linden, N.J., of the operating
rights in certificates Nos. MC-124649 and
MC-124649 (Sub-No. 1) issued July 25,
1963, and July 17, 1967, to Joseph Bonan-
no, Linden, N.J., authorizing the trans-
portation of scrap metal and ferrous
serap metal from and to specified points
in New York, New Jersey, and Pennsyl-
vania. Morton E. Kiel, 140 Cedar Street,
New York, NY 10006, registered practi-
tioner for applicants.

No. MC-FC-73906. By order of Sep-
tember 14, 1972, the Motor Carrier Board
approved the transfer to Marks Motor
Express Corp., Greenville, S.C., of certif-
jcate of registration No. MC-98138 (Sub-
No. 1) issued to Pool Freight Line, Inc.,
Greenville, S.C., evidencing a right to
engage in transportation in interstate or
foreign commerce of: General commodi-
ties, solely within the State of South
Carolina. Charles W. Wofford, attorney,
Post Office Box 10-207, Greenville, SC
29603.

No. MC-FC-73911. By order of Sep-
tember 14, 1972, the Motor Carrier Board
approved the transfer to A. J. Flynn,
Perry, Kans., of the operating rights in
certificates No. MC-37755, MC-37755
(Sub-No. 2), MC-37755 (Sub-No. 3),
MC-37755 (Sub-No. 6), and MC-37755
(Sub-No. T7) issued February 1, 1957,
March 26, 1958, June 26, 1959, September
30, 1965, and March 9, 1967, respectively,
to Lloyd Graham, Meriden, Kans.,, au-
thorizing the transportation of various
commodities between specified points
and area in Kansas and specified points
and areas in Missouri, Kansas, and Ne-
braska. Clyde N. Christey, 641 Harrison
Street, Topeka, KS, 66603, attorney for
applicants.

No. MC-FC-73912. By order of Sep-
tember 14, 1972, the Motor Carrier Board
approved the transfer to B. & B. Truck-
ing & Storage Co., a corporation, Pater-
son, N.J., of the operating rights in cer-
tificate No. MC-30816 issued March 30,
1943, to Shell Transportation Corp.,
Brooklyn, N.Y, authorizing the trans-
portation of general commodities, with
exceptions, from and to specified points
and areas in New York and New Jersey.
Robert B. Pepper, 168 Woodbridge Ave-

NOTICES

nue, Highland Park, NJ 08904, repre-
sentative for applicants.

[SEAL] ROBERT L. OSWALD,
Secretary.

[FR Doc.72-16534 Filed 9-27-72;8:51 am]

[Notice 129]

MOTOR CARRIER TEMPORARY
AUTHORITY APPLICATIONS

SEPTEMBER 21, 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 1131), published in the FEDERAL
REGISTER, issue of April 27, 1965, effective
July 1, 1965. These rules provide that
protests to the granting of an application
must be filed with the field official named
in the FeperalL REGISTER publication,
within 15 calendar days after the date
of notice of the filing of the application
is published in the FEDERAL REGISTER.
One copy of such protests must be served
on the applicant, or its authorized repre-
sentative, 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 Commis-
sion, Washington, D.C., and also in field
office to which protests are to be
transmitted.

MoTOR CARRIERS OF PROPERTY

No. MC 263 (Sub-No. 201 TA), filed
September 8, 1972. Applicant: GARRETT
FREIGHTLINES, INC. 2055 Garrett
Way, Post Office Box 4048, Pocatello, ID
83201. Authority sought to operate as a
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
regular routes, transporting: General
commodities, except those of unusual
value, household goods as defined by the
Commission, commodities in bulk and
those requiring special equipment, serv-
ing the plantsite and storage facilities of
Missouri Beef Packers, Inc., near Boise,
Idaho, as an off-route point in connec-
tion with carrier’s authorized regular-
route operations, for 180 days. NOTE:
Applicant states it does intend to tack
authority and interline with other car-
riers. Supporting shipper: Missouri Beef
Packers, Inc., 630 Amarillo Building,
Amarillo, TX 79101. Send protests to:
C. W. Campbell, Interstate Commerce
Commission, Bureau of Operations, 550

West Fort Street Box 07, Boise, ID 83702.

No. MC 30844 (Sub-No. 421 TA) (Cor-
rection), filed August 18, 1972, published
in the FEepeERAL REGISTER issue of Sep-

1 Except as otherwise specifically noted,
each applicant states that there will be no
significant effect on the quality of the human
environment resulting from approval of its
application.

tember 14, 1972, corrected and repub-
lished in part as corrected this issue.
Applicant: KROBLIN REFRIGERATED
EXPRESS, INC. 2125 Commercial
Street, Waterloo, IA 50702. Applicant’s
representative: Paul Rhodes (same ad-
dress as above), Nore: The purpose of
this partial republication is to include
the State of New York as a destination
point. The rest of the application remains
the same.

No. MC 65019 (Sub-No. 6 TA), filed
September 8, 1972. Applicant: BEA-
TRICE MOTOR FREIGHT, INC. 123
Court Street, Beatrice, NE 68310. Appli-
cant’s representative: Patrick E. Quinn,
Post Office Box 82028, Lincoln, NE 68501,
Authority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Store fixtures, from
Beatrice, Nebr., to points in Kansas, for
180 days. Supporting shipper: Duane
Daniel, Traffic Manager, Storekraft
Manufacturing Co., Beatrice, Nebr, 68310.
Send protest to: Max H. Johnston, Dis-
trict Supervisor, Bureau of Operations,
Interstate Commerce Commission, 320
Federal Building and Courthouse, Lin-
coln, Nebr. 68508.

No. MC 65916 (Sub-No. 15 TA), filed
September 11, 1972, Applicant: WARD
TRUCKING CORP., Second Avenue and
Seventh Street, Greenwood, Altoona, Pa.
16603. Applicant’s representative: Henry
M. Wick, Jr., 2310 Grant Building, Pitts-
burgh, Pa. 15219. Authority sought to
operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: Glass and glass products, from the
facilites of PPG Industries, Inc., at or
near Cumberland, Md., to points in that
part of Pennsylvania on and north of
U.S. Highway 22 and on and east of
U.S. Highway 15, for 180 days. Support-
ing shipper: PPG Industries, Inc., 1
Gateway Center, Pittsburgh, Pa. 15222.
Send protests to: District Supervisor
James C. Donaldson, Bureau of Opera-
tions, Interstate Commerce Commission,
2111 Federal Building, 1000 Liberty Ave-
nue, Pittsburgh, PA 15222.

No. MC 110380 (Sub-No. 7 TA), filed
September 8, 1972. Applicant: BER-
SCHENS OF MADISON, INC., 241 South
Segoe Road, Madison, WI 53705. Appli-
cant's representative: Paul C. Gartzke,
121 West Doty Street, Madison, WI53703.
Authority sought to operate as a com-
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over ir-
regular routes, transporting: Plastic
pipe and conduit and materials, supplies
and tools used in the installation of plas-
tic pipe and conduit, from the plantsite
of Hurlbut Plastic Pipe Corp., in Madi-
son, Wis., to points in Minnesota, Iowa,
Illinois, Indiana, Ohio, Michigan, and
Missouri, for 180 days. Supporting ship-
per: Hurlbut Plastic Pipe Corp., 1241
Gilson Street, Post Office Box 489, Madi-
son, WI 53701. Send protests to: Barney
L. Hardin, District Supervisor, Inter-
state Commerce Commission, Bureau of
Operations, 139 West Wilson Streef,
Room 206, Madison, WI 53703.
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No. MC 111170 (Sub-No. 95 TA), filed
September 7, 1972. Applicant: WHEEL-
ING PIPE LINE, INC., Post Office Box
1718, 2811 North West Avenue, E]l Dorado,
AR 71730. Authority sought to operate
as & common carrier, by motor vehicle,
over irregular routes, transporting:
Chemical NOIBN, in bulk, from EI
Dorado, Ark., to St. Louis, Mich., for 180
days. Supporting shipper: Great Lakes
Chemical Corp., Post Office Box 1878, El
Dorado, AR 71730. Send protests to: Dis-
trict Supervisor William H., Land, Jr.,
Interstate Commerce Commission, Bu-
reau of Operations, 2519 Federal Build-
ing, 700 West Capitol, Little Rock, AR
72201,

No. MC 111434 (Sub-No. 85 TA), filed
September 7, 1972. Applicant: DON
WARD, INC., 241 West 56th Avenue,
Denver, CO 80216, Post Office Box 1488,
Durango, CO 81301. Applicant’s repre-
sentative: Peter J. Crouse, 1700 Western
Federal Building, Denver, Colo. 80202.
Authority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Cement, in bulk,
from South Dakota State Cement Plant
at Rapid City, S. Dak., to L. G. Everist
site, at or near Silverthorne, Colo., and
the Denver, Colo., commercial zone, for
150 days. Supporting shipper: South
Dakota State Cement Plant, Rapid City,
S. Dak. 57701. Send protests to: District
Supervisor Roger L. Buchanan, Inter-
state Commerce Commission, Bureau of
Operations, 2022 Federal Building, 1961
Stout Street, Denver, CO 80202.

No. MC 115311 (Sub-No. 139 TA), filed
August 31, 1972. Applicant: J & M
TRANSPORTATION CO., INC. Post
Office Box 488, Milledgeville, GA 31061.
Applicant’s representative: Bruce E.
Mitchell, Suite 1600 First Federal Build-
ing, Atlanta, Ga. 30303. Authority sought
to operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: Refractory products, from Macon,
Ga., to Cowan, Tenn., for 90 days. Sup-
porting shipper: General Refractories
Co., 1520 Locust Street, Philadelphia,
PA 19102. Send protests to: William L.
Scroggs, District Supervisor, Interstate
Commerce Commission, Bureau of Op-
erations, Room 309, 1252 West Peachiree
Street NW., Atlanta, GA 30309.

No. MC 117686 (Sub-No. 139 TA), filed
September 8, 1972. Applicant: HIRSCH-
BACH MOTOR LINES, INC., 3324 U.S.
Highway 75 North, Post Office Box 417,
Sioux City, IA 51102, Authority sought
to operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, oyer irregular routes, transport-
ing: Frozen potatoes and frozen potato
products, from Clark, S. Dak., and Bon-
ner Springs, Kans., to points in Kansas,
Missouri, Arkansas, Oklahoma, Missis-
sippi, Louisiana, Texas, Alabama, Geor-
gia, Florida, North Carolina, South
Carolina, and Tennessee, for 180 days.
Supporting shipper: Fairfield Products,
Ine., Post Office Box 70, Clark, SD. Send
protests to: Carroll Russell, District
Supervisor, Interstate Commerce Com-
mission, Bureau of Operations, 106 South
15th Street, 711 Federal Office Building,
Omaha, NE 68102.

NOTICES

No. MC 117940 (Sub-No. 79 TA), filed
September 8, 1972. Applicant: NATION-
WIDE CARRIERS, INC,, Post Office Box
104, Maple Plain, MN 55359. Applicant’s
representative: David Rubenstein (same
address as applicant). Authority sought
to operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: Foodstuffs from Duluth, Minn., to
points in Kansas, Missouri, Oklahoma,
Arkansas, Louisiana, Texas, Ohio, Penn-
sylvania, New York, Massachusetts, New
Jersey, Vermont, New Hampshire, Vir-
ginia, West Virginia, Maryland, District
of Columbia, Rhode Island, Connecticut,
Delaware, and Maine, for 180 days. Sup-
porting shipper: Jeno’s, Inc., Duluth,
Minn, Send protests to: District Super-
visor A. N. Spath, Interstate Commerce
Commission, Bureau of Operations, 448
Federal Building, 110 South 4th Street,
Minneapolis, MN 55401.

No. MC 123885 (Sub-No. 7 TA), filed
September 6, 1972. Applicant: C & R
TRANSFER CO., a corporation, 1315
Blackhawk, West Street, Sioux Falls, SD
57104, Applicant’s representative: Ralph
E. Macy (same address as applicant).
Authority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Cement, in bulk or
in bags, from the facilities of the South
Dakota State Cement Plant located at
210 North Marion Road, Sioux Falls,
S. Dak., to Hawarden, Towa; and Canby,
Madison, Bellingham, Hendricks, Han-
cock, Tyler, Slayton, Ivanhoe, Ortonville,
Marshall, and Luverne, Minn., for 180
days. Supporting shipper: South Dakota
State Cement Plant, Rapid City, S. Dak.
57701, John E. Doane, Director of Trans-
portation and Terminals. Send protests
to: J. L. Hammond, District Supervisor,
Bureau of Operations, Interstate Com-
merce Commission, Room 369, Federal
Building, Pierre, S. Dak. 57501.

No. MC 125080 (Sub-No. 4 TA) (Cor-
rection), filed August 7, 1972, published
in the FeperaL REGISTER issue of Au-
gust 29, 1972, corrected and republished
as corrected this issue. Applicant: TE-
TON CRANE AND TRANSPORT, INC.,
575 West 20th Street, Idaho Falls, ID
83401. Applicant’s representative: Den-
nis M. Olsen, 485 E Street, Idaho Falls,
ID. Authority sought to operate as a
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: Penstock,
tunnel liners, machinery, equipment, and
commodities requiring special equipment
in the loading, unloading, or hauling
thereof, from railroad siding at New-
dale, Madison County, Idaho, and from
St. Anthony, Fremont County, Idaho, to
Teton Dam site in Madison County,
Idaho, for 180 days. Norte: Applicant
does not intend to tack authority or to
interline with any other carriers. Sup-
porting shipper: Morrison-Knudsen-
Kiewit, a joint venture, Post Office Box
368, St. Anthony, ID 83445. Send pro-
tests to: C. W. Campbell, Bureau of Op-
erations, Interstate Commerce Commis-
sion, 550 West Fort Street, Box 07, Boise,
ID 83702. Note: The purpose of this re-
publication is to change the authority
sought to common carrier in lieu of con-
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tract carrier, and to eliminate from
ng;gts in St. Anthony, Fremont County,
0.

No. MC 125474 (Sub-No. 35 TA), filed
September 7, 1972. Applicant: BULK
HAULERS, INC., Post Office Box 3601,
U.S. Highway 421, North Wilmington,
NC 28401. Applicant’s representative:
Ralph G. Simmons (same address as ap-
plicant). Authority sought to operate as
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: Ethylene
olyeol, in bulk, in tank trucks, from Wil-
mington, N.C,, to Greenville, S.C., for 180
days. Supporting shipper: Union Carbide
Corp., 270 Park Avenue, New York, NY
10017. Send protests to: Archie W. An-
drews, District Supervisor, Bureau of
Operations, Interstate Commerce Com-
mission, Post Office Box 26896, Raleigh,
NC 27611.

No. MC 128375 (Sub-No. 81 TA), filed
September 6, 1972. Applicant: CRETE
CARRIER CORPORATION, Post Office
Box 249, 1444 Main, Crete, NE 68333. Ap-
plicant’s representative: Duane W. Acklie
(same address as applicant). Authority
sought to operate as a contract carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: Materials and supplies used
in the manufacturing and distribution of
motor vehicle parts and accessories (ex-
cept in bulk) , from West Bend, Wis., and
its commercial zone to Nashville, Tenn.,
and its commercial zone, under contin-
uing contract with the Maremont Corp.,
for 180 days. Supporting shipper: Ed-
ward A. Coxhead, General Manager,
Maremont Corp., 168 North Michigan
Avenue, Chicago, IL, 60601. Send protests
to: Max H. Johnston, District Super-
visor, Bureau of Operations, Interstate
Commerce Commission, 320 Federal
ngi(l)ding, and Courthouse, Lincoln, NE
68508.

No. MC 133221 (Sub-No. 13 TA), filed
September 1, 1972. Applicant: OVER-
LAND CO., INC., Route 1, Box 406 A,
Lawrenceville, GA 30245. Applicant's
representative: Bruce E. Mitchell, Suite
1600 First Federal Building, Atlanta, Ga.
30303. Authority sought to operate as a
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: Ceramic
foam, wlastics, plastic products (except
in bulk), from the plantsite and ware-
house facilities of Dow Chemical Co. at
Hanging Rock, Ohio, to points in the
United States (except Alabama, Georgia,
Florida, Kentucky, Louisiana, Mississippi,
North Carolina, South Carolina, Tennes-
see, Virginia, and West Virginia), for 20
days. Supporting shipper: Dow Chemical,
U.S.A., 433 Building, Midland, Mich.
48640. Send protests to: William L.
Scroggs, District Supervisor, Interstate
Commerce Commission, Bureau of Oper-
ations, Room 309, 1252 West Peachtree
Street NW., Atlanta, GA 30309,

No. MC 133221 (Sub-No. 14 TA), filed
September 7, 1972. Applicant: OVER-
LAND CO., INC., Route No. 1, Box 406
A, Lawrenceville, GA 30245. Applicant’s
representative: Bruce E. Mitchell, Suite
1600 First Federal Building, Atlanta, Ga.
30303. Authority sought to operate as a
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common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: Plastic
foam products (except in bulk), from the
plantsite and warehouse facilities of Dow
Chemical, U.S.A. at Royersford, Pa.,
Midland, Mich., and Gales Ferry, Conn.,
to points in the United States on and
east of U.S. Highway 85 (except Ala-
bama, Georgia, Florida, Kentucky, Lou-
isiana, Mississippi, North Carolina, South
Carolina, Tennessee, Virginia, and West
Virginia), for 180 days. Supporting ship-
per: Dow Chemical Co., U.S.A., 433
Building, Midland, Mich. 48640. Send
protests to: William L. Scroggs, District
Supervisor, Interstate Commerce Com-
mission, Bureau of Operations, Room
309, 1252 West Peachtree Street, Atlanta,
GA 30309,

No. MC 133492 (Sub-No. 4 TA), filed
September 1, 1972. Applicant: CECIL
CLAXTON, East Elm Street, Wrights-
ville, Ga. 31906. Applicant’s representa-
tive: William Addams, Suite 212, 5299
Roswell Road NE., Atlanta, GA 30342,
Authority sought to operate as a con-
tract carrier, by motor vehicle, over ir-
regular routes, transporting: Malt bev-
erages, from Winston-Salem, N.C., to
Talladega, Ala., for 180 days. Supporting
shipper: Talladega Beverage Co., Post
Office Box 924, 120 East Battle Street,
Talladega, AL 35160. Send protests to:
William L. Scroggs, District Supervisor,
Bureau of Operations, Interstate Com-
merce Commission, Room 309, 1262 West
Peachtree Street NW. Atlanta, GA
30309.

No. MC 135797 (Sub-No. 4 TA), filed
September 1, 1972. Applicant: J. B.
HUNT TRANSPORT, INC,, 833 Warner
Street, SW., Atlanta, GA 30310. Appli-
cant’s representative: Virgil H. Smith,
Suite 12, 1587 Phoenix Boulevard, At-
lanta, GA 30349. Authority sought to op-
erate as a common carrier, by motor ve-
hicle, over irregular routes, transporting:
Ezxpanded polystyrene forms and shapes,
(a) from the plantsite of Mobil Chemical
Co., Division of Mobil Oil Corp. at Cov-
ington, Ga., to points in Arkansas, Colo-
rado, Kansas, Louisiana, Mississippi, New
Mexico, Missouri, Oklahoma, Illinois,
Tennessee, Kentucky, and Texas; and
(b) from the plantsite of Mobil Chemical
Co., Division of Mobil Oil Corp. at Frank-
fort, T11., to points in Arkansas, Colorado,
Georgia, Kentucky, Kansas, Louisiana,
New Mexico, Mississippi, Oklahoma, Ten-
nessee, and Texas, for 180 days. Support-
ing shipper: Mobil Oil Corps., Post Office
Box 900, Dallas, TX 75221. Send protests
to: William L. Scroggs, District Super-
visor, Interstate Commerce Commission,
Bureau of Operations, Room 309, 1252
West Peachtree Street NW. Atlanta,
GA 30309.

No. MC 136628 (Sub-No. 1 TA), filed
September 7, 1972. Applicant: RAY-
MOND L. SENN AND GEORGE MAC-
L.EOD, a partnership, doing business as
MID-STATE CARTAGE, Post Office Box
764, Socorro, NM 87801, Applicant’s rep-
resentative: Edwin E. Piper, Jr., 715
Simms Building, Albuguerque, N. Mex.
87101. Authority sought to operate as a
contract carrier, by motor vehicle, over
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irregular routes, transporting: Telephone
equipment, materials, and supplies, and
tools, between points in Socorro County,
N. Mex., on the one hand, and, on the
other, points in Catron, Socorro, Tor-
rance, and Guadalupe Counties, N. Mex.,
for the account of Western Electric Co.,
Inc., for 180 days. Supporting shipper:
Frank B. Schnebly, Resident Transporta-
tion Manager, Western Electric Co., Inc.,
111 Havana Street, Aurora, CO 80010.
Send protests to: William R. Murdoch,
District Supervisor, Interstate Commerce
Commission, Bureau of Operations, 1106
Federal Office Building, 517 Gold Avenue
SW., Albuquerque, NM 87101.

No. MC 136711 (Sub-No. 2 TA), filed
September 8, 1972. Applicant: DAVID G.
McCORKLE, doing business as McCOR-
KLE TRUCK LINE, 616 South Western
Avenue, Oklahoma City, OK 73109. Ap-
plicant’s representative: David G. Mec-
Corkle (same address as above). Au-
thority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Coal, from the
mining facilities of Western Continental
of Oklahoma, Inc., at or near Quinton,
Okla., to the Port of Carl Albert, located
on the Arkansas River at or near Keota,
Okla., and the Port of Van Buren, lo-
cated on the Arkansas River at or near
Van Buren, Ark., for 180 days. Support-
ing shipper: William A. Street, Mine
Superintendent, Western Continental of
Oklahoma, Inc., Denver, Colo. Send pro-
tests to: C. L. Phillips, District Super-
visor, Bureau of Operations, Interstate
Commerce Commission, Room 240, Old
Post Office Building, 215 Northwest
Third, Oklahoma City, OK 73102.

By the Commission.

RoBERT L. OSWALD,
Secretary.

[FR Doc.72-16533 Filed 9-27-72;8:51 am]

[sEAL]

|Notice 79]

MOTOR CARRIER, BROKER, WATER
CARRIER, AND FREIGHT FOR-
WARDER APPLICATIONS

SEPTEMBER 22, 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 Special Rule 1100.247* of the Com-
mission’s general rules of practice (49
CFR, as amended), published in the
FeDERAL REGISTER, issue of April 20, 1966,
effective May 20, 1966. These rules pro-

1 Copies of Special Rule 247 (as amended)
can be obtained by writing to the Secretary,
Interstate Commerce Commission, Washing-
ton, D.C, 20423,

vide, among other things, that a protest
to the granting of an application must
be filed with the Commission within 30
days after date of notice of filing of the
application is published in the FEDERAL
RecIsTER. Failure seasonably to file a
protest will be construed as a waiver of
opposition and participation in the
proceeding. A protest under these rules
should comply 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
specific portions of its authority which
protestant believes to be in conflict with
that sought in the application, and de-
seribing in detail the method—whether
by joinder, interline, or other means—
by which protestant would use such au-
thority to provide all or part of the serv-
ice proposed) , and shall specify with par-
ticularity the facts, matters, and things
relied upon, but shall not include issues
or allegations phrased generally. Protests
not in reasonable compliance with the
requirements of the rules may be rejected.
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.

Section 247(f) of the Commission’s
rules of practice further provides that
each applicant shall, if protests to ifs
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 Commission's
general policy statement concerning
motor carrier licensing procedures, pub-
lished in the FeperaL REGISTER issue of
May 3, 1966. This assignment will be
by Commission order which will be served
on each party of record. Broadening
amendments will not be accepted after
the date of this publication except for
good cause shown, and restrictive amend-
ments will not be entertained following
publication in the FEpERAL REGISTER Of
a notice that the proceeding has been
assigned for oral hearing.

No. MC 2900 (Sub-No. 230), filed Au-
gust 23, 1972. Applicant; RYDER TRUCK
LINES, INC., 2050 Kings Road, Jackson-
ville, FL. 32203. Applicant’s representa-
tive: 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 commodites (ex-
cept those of unusual value, livestock.
classes A and B explosives, household
goods as defined by the Commission,
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commodities in bulk, and those requiring
special equipment), (1) serving the
plantsite of the United States Envelope
Company at or near Williamsburg, Pa.,
as an off-route point in connection with
applicant’s regular route authority be-
tween Pittsburgh, Pa., and New York,
N.Y.; and (2) serving Farmington, Pa.,
near Uniontown, Pa., as an off-route
point in connection with applicant’s reg-
ular route authority to and from Union-
town, Pa, NoTte: Common control may
be involved. If a hearing is deemed nec-
essary, applicant requests it be held at
Pittsburgh or Harrisburg, Pa., or Wash-
ington, D.C.

No. MC 2962 (Sub-No. 47), filed Sep-
tember 5, 1972. Applicant: A. & H.
TRUCK LINE, INC,, 1111 East Louisiana
Street, Evansville, IN 47717. Applicant’s
representative: Robert H. Kinker, 711
McClure Building, Frankfort, Ky. 40601.
Authority sought to operate as a com-
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over reg-
ular routes, transporting: General com-
modities except those of unusual value,
classes A and B explosives, household
goods as defined by the Commission,
commodities in bulk, and commodities
requiring special equipment, between
Princeton and Mayfield, Ky., as an al-
ternate route for operating convenience
only in connection with carrier’s author-
ized regular route operations, serving no
intermediate points and serving termini
for purpose of joinder only, from Prince-
ton, Ky., over U.S. Highway 62 to the
junction of U.S. Highway 641, thence
over U.S. Highway 641 to the junction
of Kentucky Highway 80, thence over
Kentucky Highway 80 to Mayfield, Ky.,
and return over the same route. NoTk:
If a hearing is deemed necessary, appli-
cant requests it be held at Louisville, Ky.

No, MC 3468 (Sub-No. 164), filed
August 22, 1972. Applicant: F. J, BOU-
TELL DRIVEAWAY CO., INC., 705 Scuth
Dort Highway, Flint, MI 48501. Appli-
cant’s representative: Harry C. Ames,
Jr., 666 11th Street NW., Suite 805, Wash-
ington, DC 20001. Authority sought to
operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: Automobiles, new trucks, and new
buses, in truckaway service, from the
plantsite of the General Motors Corp. at
or near Lordstown, Ohio, to points in
Illinois, Indiana, Michigan, Ohio, and
Wisconsin, with no transportation on
refurn except as otherwise authorized.
Norte: Applicant states that the requested
authority can be tacked with its exist-
ing authority but indicates that it has
no present intention to tack and there-
fore does not identify the points or terri-
tories which can be served through
tacking. Persons interested in the tack-
ing possibilities are cautioned that failure
to oppose the application may result in
an unrestricted grant of authority. If
a hearing is deemed necessary, appli-
cant requests it be held at Washington,
D.C.

No. MC 10761 (Sub-No. 263), filed
August 21, 1972. Applicant: TRANS-
PORTATION FREIGHT LINES, INC.,
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1700 North Waterman Avenue, Detroit,
MI 48209. Applicant’s representative:
A, Alvis Layne, Pennsylvania Building,
Washington, D.C. 20004. Authority
sought to operate as a common carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: Plastic pipe and fittings,
from the plantsite of Tex-Tube Division,
Detroit Steel Corp., a division of Cyclops
Corp., at Houston, Tex., to points in Con-
necticut, Delaware, Georgia, Illinois, In-
diana, Towa, Kentucky, Kansas, Maine,
Maryland, Massachusetts, Michigan,
Missouri, Nebraska, New Hampshire,
New Jersey, New York, North Carolina,
Ohio, Pennsylvania, Rhode Island, South
Carolina, Vermont, Virginia, West Vir-
ginia, Wisconsin, and the District of
Columbia. Restriction: Restricted to
traffic originating at Tex-Tube Division,
Detroit Steel Corp., a division of Cyclops
Corp., at Houston, Tex., and destined to
points in the named States. Nore: If a
hearing is deemed necessary, applicant
requests it be held at Washington, D.C.

No. MC 18738 (Sub-No. 43), filed Au-
gust 21, 1972, Applicant: SIMS MOTOR
TRANSPORT LINES, INC. 610 West
138th Street, Chicago, IL 60627. Appli-
cant’s representative: Ferdinand Born,
601 Chamber of Commerce Building, In-
dianapolis, Ind. 46204. Authority sought
to operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: Iron and steel articles, aluminum
plates and extrusions, and coniractor’s
machinery, equipment, materials, and
supplies, between Indian Oaks, Ill., and
points in Indiana, Michigan, Ohio, and
Kentucky. 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 Chicago, Il1.

No. MC 29120 (Sub-No. 143), filed
August 21, 1972. Applicant: ALL-
AMERICAN TRANSPORT, INC., 1500
Industrial Avenue (Post Office Box 769,
57101), Sioux Falls, SD 57104. Applicant’s
representative: Carl L, Steiner, 39 South
La Salle Street, Chicago, IL 60603. Au-
thority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over regular
routes, transporting: General commodi-
ties (except hides, commodities of un-
usual value, classes A and B explosives,
household goods as defined by the Com-
mission, commodities in bulk, and those
requiring special equipment), between
Milwaukee, Wis., and Fairmont, Minn.,
serving no intermediate points, and serv-
ing Fairmont, Minn., for purpose of
joinder only; from Milwaukee, Wis., over
Interstate Highway 94 to junction Inter-
state Highway 90, near Tomah, Wis.,
thence over Interstate Highway 90 to
La Crosse, Wis., thence over U.S. High-
way 16 to Fairmont, Minn., and return
over the same route. Nore: Common con-
trol may be involved. If a hearing is
deemed necessary, applicant requests it
be held at Sioux Falls, S. Dak.

No. MC 30837 (Sub-No. 454), filed
August 30, 1972. Applicant: KENOSHA
AUTO TRANSPORT CORPORATION,
4200 39th Avenue, Kenosha, WI 53140,
Applicant’s representative; Paul F. Sul-
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livan, 711 Washington Building, Wash-
ington, D.C. 20005. Authority sought to
operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: Electric and battery powered vehi-
cles, from Redlands, Calif., to points in
and east of Wisconsin, Illinois, Missouri,
Arkansas, and Louisiana. Nore: 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 Los
Angeles, Calif.

No. MC 30844 (Sub-No. 423), filed Au-
gust 21, 1972, Applicant: KROBLIN
REFRIGERATED EXPRESS, INC., 2125
Commercial Street, Waterloo, IA 50704,
Applicant’s representative: Truman A.
Stockton, Jr., The 1650 Grant Street
Building, Denver, Colo. Authority sought
to operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: Meat, meat products, and 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, from Lub-
bock, Tex., to points in Connecticut,
Delaware, Maine, Maryland, Massachu-
setts, New Hampshire, New Jersey, New
York, Pennsylvania, Rhode Island, Ver-
mont, Virginia, West Virginia, and the
District of Columbia, restricted to ship-
ments originating at the warehouses and
facilities of John Morrell & Co. at Lub-
bock, Tex. 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
%e held at Dallas, Tex., or Washington,

.C,

No. MC 30844 (Sub-No. 424), filed Au-
gust 21, 1972, Applicant: KROBLIN RE-
FRIGERATED XPRESS, INC. 2125
Commercial Street, Waterloo, TA 50704.
Applicant’s representative: Truman A.
Stockton, Jr., The 1650 Grant Street
Building, Denver, Colo. Authority sought
to operate as a common carrier, by
motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: Meats, meat products, and
meat byproducts, and articles distributed
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 (ex-
cept hides and commodities in bulk)
from Waterloo, Iowa, and Columbus
Junction, Towa, to points in North Caro-
lina. NotE: Applicant states that the re-
quested authority cannot be tacked with
its existing authority. Common control
may be involved. If a hearing is deemed
necessary, applicant requests it be held
at Des Moines, Iowa, or Washington, D.C.

No. MC 35045 (Sub-No. 9), filed Sep-
tember 5, 1972, Applicant: HORNE
HEAVY HAULING, INC., 1124 De Kalb
Avenue NE. Post Office Box 5358, At~
lanta, GA 30307. Applicant’s representa-
tive: Fred F. Bradley, Post Office Box
773, Frankfort, KY 40601, Authority
sought to operate as a common carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
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transporting: Roadbuilding, earthmov-
ing, construction, mining and contrac-
tors’ machinery and equipment and parts
thereof when moving at the same time
or separately, from Chattanooga, Tenn,,
to points in the United States, including
Alaska but excluding Hawaii. NoTE: Ap-~
plicant states that the requested au-
thority cannot be tacked with its existing
authority, Common control and dual op~
erations may be involved. If a hearing
is deemed necessary, applicant requests
it be held at Chattanooga, Tenn.

No. MC 41240 (Sub-No. 15), filed Sep-
tember 5, 1972. Applicant: NELSON
TRUCKING SERVICE, INC., Post Office
Box 161, Mediapolis, IA 52637. Appli-
cant’s representative: Thomas F. Kilroy,
Post Office Box 624, Springfield, VA
22150. 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, live-
stock, household goods as defined by the
Commission, commodities in bulk, com-
modities requiring special equipment,
and those injurious or contaminating to
other lading) serving Chicago Heights,
1., as an off-route point in connection
with its presently authorized regular
route between Chicago, Ill., and Sand-
wich, Ill., over U.S. Highway 34, NoTE:
If a hearing is deemed necessary, appli-
cant requests it be held at Burlington,
Iowa.

No. MC 44639 (Sub-No. 58), filed Sep-
tember 1, 1972. Applicant: L & M EX-
PRESS CO., INC., 220 Ridge Road, Lynd-
hurst, NJ 07071. Applicant’s representa-
tive: Herman B. J. Weckstein, 60 Park
Place, Newark, NJ 07102. Authority
sought to operate as a common carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: Wearing apparel, and
materials and supplies used in the manu-
facture of wearing apparel (except com-
modities in bulk), between Powhatan,
Va., on the one hand, and, on the other
Crewe, Va. and the New York, N.Y., com-
mercial zone. Note: Applicant states that
the requested authority can be tacked
with its existing authority at Crewe, Va.,
and New York, N.Y., with points author-
ized in MC 44639. If a hearing is deemed
necessary, applicant requests it be held
at New York, N.Y., or Washington, D.C.

No. MC 52657 (Sub-No. 693), filed Sep-
tember 7, 1972. Applicant; ARCO AUTO
CARRIERS, INC., 2140 West 79th Street,
Chicago, IL 60620. Applicant’s repre-
sentative: A. J. Bieberstein, 121 West
Doty Street, Madison, WI 53703. Author-
ity sought to operate as a common car-
rier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: (1) Trailers and
trailer chassis (except trailers and trailer
chassis designed to be drawn by passen=-
ger automobiles), in secondary move-
ments in truckaway service; and (2) (a)
trailer converter dollies and truck and
trailer bodies (when moying in or on
shipper's trailer or trailer chassis), (b)
empty cargo containers and containers
when shipped with commodities named
in items 2(a) and 2(¢), and (¢) mate-
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rials, supplies and parts (except commod-
ities in bulk) used in the manufacture,
assembly or servicing of commodities de-
seribed in items (1), (2) (a), and (2) (b)
above, when moving in or on customer’s
trailer or trailer chassis, between points
in the United States (except Alaska and
Hawaii), restricted to shipments from,
to, or between suppliers, distributors,
dealers, plants, warehouses, or other
facilities of Fruehauf Corp. NoTe: Appli-
cant states that the requested authority
cannot be tacked with its existing au-
thority. Applicant further states no du-
plicating authority sought. If a hearing
is deemed necessary, applicant requests
it be held at Washington, D.C., or Chi-
cago, Ill. .

No. MC 69901 (Sub-No. 26), filed Sep-
tember 11, 1972, Applicant: COURIER-
NEWSOM EXPRESS, INC., Post Office
Box 270, Columbus, IN 47201. Applicant’s
representative: Carl L. Steiner, 39 South
La Salle Street, Chicago, IL 60603. Au-
thority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over regular
routes, transporting: General commodi-
ties, except those of unusual value, com-
modities in bulk, those requiring special
equipment, and household goods as de-
fined by the Interstate Commerce Com-
mission, serving the plantsite of Dana
Corp., at or near Edgerton, Wis., as an
off-route point in connection with ap-
plicant’s regular routes. Nore: If a hear-
ing is deemed necessary, applicant
requests it be held at Chicago, Ill., or
Madison, Wis.

No. MC 71164 (Sub-No. 4) (Amend-
ment), filed August 21, 1972, published
in the FEpERAL REGISTER issue of Septem-
ber 21, 1972 and republished as amended
this issue. Applicant: LAND-SEA-AIR
SERVICE, INC., 166 Northern Avenue,
Boston, MA 02210. Applicant’s represent-
ative: Frederick T O’Sullivan, 622
Lowell Street, Peabody, MA 01960. Au-
thority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: (A) Commodities
requiring refrigeration (except com-
modities in bulk, in tank vehicles, in
hopper-type vehicles), (1) between
points in Florida on the one hand, and,
on the other, points in Massachusetts;
and (2) from points in Iowa to points
in Massachusetts and (B) General com-
modities (except those of unusual value,
classes A and B explosives, household
goods as defined by the Commission,
commodities in bulk, in tank vehicles, in
hopper vehicles, and commodities re-
guiring special equipment), between
points in Massachusetts. NoTte: Applicant
states that the requested authority can-
not be tacked with its existing authority.
The purpose of this republication is to
add Part (B), wherein applicant seeks
to convert its certificate of registration
under MC 71164 (Sub-No. 3). If a hear-
ing is deemed necessary, applicant re-
quests it be held at Boston, Mass.

No. MC 82063 (Sub-No. 39), filed Sep-
tember 7, 1972. Applicant: KLIPSCH
HAULING CO., a corporation, 119 East
Loughborough, St. Louis, MO 63111. Ap-

plicant’s representative: Ernest A.
Brooks II, 1301 Ambassador Building, St.
Louis, Mo. 63101. Authority sought fto
operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: Printing ink, in bulk, in tank ve-
hicles, from Kansas City, Mo., and its
commercial zone, to points in Arkansas,
Colorado, Iowa, Kansas, Minnesota, Mis-
souri, Nebraska, North Dakota, Okla-
homa, South Dakota, Wisconsin, and
Wyoming. Nore: Applicant states that
tacking is possible with its Sub-No. 11,
wherein applicant holds authority from
Overland, Mo., to points in Kansas, Ne-
braska, Iowa, Illinois, Kentucky, Ten-
nessee, Arkansas, Oklahoma, Louisiana,
Indiana, and Ohio, although tacking is
not intended. If a hearing is deemed nec-
essary, applicant requests it be held at
Detroit, Mich., or Chicago, Ill.

No. MC 95876 (Sub-No. 128), filed Au-
gust 28, 1972. Applicant: ANDERSON
TRUCKING SERVICE, INC., 203 Cooper
Avenue North, St. Cloud, MN 56301. Ap-
plicants’ representative: Robert D. Gis-
vold, 1000 First National Bank Building,
Minneapolis, Minn, 55402. Authority
sought to operate as a common carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: Iron and steel, iron and
steel articles, including tanks and towers
and construction equipment, materials,
and supplies, from the plant and ware-
house sites of Chicago Bridge and Iron
Co., at or near Indian Oaks, Il1,, to points
in Minnesota, Iowa, Wisconsin, Ne-
braska, North Dakota, and South Dakota.
Norte: Applicant states that the requested
authority cannot be tacked with its ex-
isting authority. Common control may
be involved. If a hearing is deemed nec-
essary, applicant requests it be held at
Chicago, Ill,, or Minneapolis, Minn.

No. MC 100666 (Sub-No. 226), filed
September 5, 1972. Applicant: MELTON
TRUCK LINES, INC. Post Office Box
7666, Shreveport, LA 71107, Applicant’s
representative: Wilburn L. Williamson,
3535 Northwest 58th, 280 National Foun-
dation Life, Oklahoma City, OK 73112.
Authority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Particle board,
from the plantsite of Temple Industries,
Inc., at or near Thomson, Ga., to points
in the United States in and east of North
Dakota, South Dakota, Nebraska, Colo-
rado, and New Mexico. NoTe: Applicant
states that the requested authority can
be tacked with its Sub 120 at points in
Henry County, Tenn., and serve points
in Montana and Wyoming. If a hearing
is deemed necessary, applicant requests
it be held at Dallas, Tex.

No. MC 101186 (Sub-No. 12), filed Sep-
tember 6, 1972. Applicant: ARLEDGE
TRANSFER INCORPORATED, Post
Office Box 157, Burlington, IA 52601. Ap-

plicant's representative: Thomas F. Kil-
roy, Post Office Box 624, Springfield, VA
22150. Authority sought to operate as 2
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
regular routes, transporting: General
commodities (except those of unusual
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value, classes A and B explosives, live-
stock, household goods as defined by the
Commission, commodities in bulk, and
those requiring special equipment); (1)
between Cedar Rapids, Towa, and Mil-
waukee, Wis., over U.S. Highway 151
and (2) between Cedar Rapids, Iowa,
and Dixon, Ill.: from Cedar Rapids,
Towa, over U.S. Highway 30 to its junc-
tion with Alternate U.S. Highway 30,
thence over Alternate U.S. Highway 30
to Dixon, Ill., and return over the same
route; serving as alternate routes for
operating convenience only, in connec-
tion with carrier’'s authorized regular
route operations, serving no intermedi-
ate points. Note: If a hearing is deemed
necessary, applicant requests it be held
at Burlington, Iowa, or Chicago, Ill.

No. MC 105045 (Sub-No. 34) (Correc-
tion), filed August 4, 1972, published in
the FeEpERAL REGISTER issue of Septem-
ber 7, 1972, and republished, in part, as
corrected this issue. Applicant: R. L.
JEFFRIES TRUCKING CO,, INC., 1020
Pennsylvania Street, Evansville, IN
47701. Applicant’s representative: Ernest
A. Brooks II, 1301 Ambassador Building,
St. Louis, Mo. 63101. The purpose of this
partial republication is to show appli-
cant’s correct Docket number as MC
105045 (Sub-No. 34), in lieu of MC 10504
(Sub-No. 34), which was erroneously
published. The rest of the application re-
mains as previously published.

No. MC 105045 (Sub-No. 36), filed Au-
gust 31, 1972. Applicant: R. L. JEFFRIES
TRUCKING CO., INC., 1020 Pennsyl-
vania Street, Evansville, IN 47701. Ap-
plicant’s representative: Ermest A. Brooks
11, 1301 Ambassador Building, St. Louis,
Mo. 63101. Authority sought to operate
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle,
over irregular routes, transporting: Heat
exchangers and equalizers for air, gas, or
liquids: machinery and equipment jor
heating, cooling, conditioning, humidijy-
ing, and moving of air, gas, or liguids:
and parts, attachments and accessories
jor use in the installation and operation
of the above-named items, between Jack-
son, Tenn., on the one hand, and, on the
other, points in the United States (ex-
cept Alaska and Hawaii), restricted to
traffic originating at or destined to the
plantsite of ITT Nesbitt located at Jack-
son, Tenn. Nore: If a hearing is deemed
necessary, applicant requests it be held
at Memphis or Nashville, Tenn.

No. MC 106497 (Sub-No. 72), filed
August 28, 1972. Applicant: PARKHILL
TRUCK COMPANY, a corporation, Post
Office Box 912 (Business Route I-44
East), Joplin, MO 64801. Applicant’s
representative: 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: Rubber pneumatic tires,
which because of size or weight require
special equipment or handling, between
points in Shawnee County, Kans., on the
one hand, and, on the other, points in
Maine, Vermont, New Hampshire, South
Carolina, Georgia, Florida, Alabama,
. Mississippi, Tennessee, Michigan, Wis-
consin, Nebraska, South Dakota, North
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Dakota, Minnesota, Montana, Idaho,
Arizona, Utah, Nevada, California, and
Alaska, Nore: Common control may be
involved. Applicant states that the re-
quested authority can be tacked with ifs
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 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 neces-
sary, applicant requests it be held at
Kansas City, Mo., or Washington, D.C.

No. MC 106674 (Sub-No. 98), filed
August 17, 1972. Applicant: SCHILLI
MOTOR LINES, INC., Post Office Box
451, Delphi, IN 46923. Applicant’s repre-
sentative: Carl L. Steiner, 39 South
La Salle Street, Chicago, IL 60603. Au-
thority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, irregular
routes, transporting: Cabinets, moldings,
beams, countertops and decor wood
pieces, from Elkhart, Ind., to points in
Idaho, Nebraska, Kansas, Oklahoma,
Texas, Minnesota, Wisconsin, Towa, Illi-
nois, Missouri, Arkansas, Louisiana, Mis-
sissippi, Alabama, Tennessee, Kentucky,
Michigan, Ohio, North Carolina, South
Carolina, Georgia, Florida, and Pennsyl-
vania; restricted to traffic originating at
the plantsite of Woodlawn Products, Inc.
Norte; If a hearing is deemed necessary,
applicant requests it be held at Chicago.
1.

No. MC 107002 (Sub-No. 423), filed
September 11, 1972. Applicant: MILLER
TRANSPORTERS, INC., Post Office Box
1123, U.S. Highway 80 West, Jackson, MS
39205. Applicant’s representative: John
J. Borth, Post Office Box 8573, Battlefield
Station, Jackson, MS 39204. Authority
sought to operate as a common carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: Liquid chemicals, in bulk,
in tank vehicles, (1) from Le Moyne,
Ala., to points in Texas; (2) from Hat-
tiesburg, Miss.,, to points in Illinois,
Indiana, Kansas, Kentucky, Michigan,
Missouri, Ohio, and West Virginia; and
(3) from Memphis, Tenn., to points in
Towa, Kansas, North Carolina, South
Carolina, West Virginia, and Wisconsin.
NoTte: Applicant states that tacking pos-
sibilities exist under authorities presently
held, although tacking is not con-
templated at this time. Applicant fur-
ther states it is presently rendering serv-
ice from and to the area involved herein
by combining of authorities now held.
The sole purpose of this instant applica-
tion is to eliminate those gateways. No
duplicating authority is being sought. If
a hearing is deemed necessary, applicant
requests it be held at Jackson, Miss.

No. MC 107445 (Sub-No. 3), filed Au-
gust 28, 1972. Applicant: UNDERWOOD
MACHINERY TRANSPORT, INC., 940
West Troy Avenue, Indianapolis, IN
46225. Applicant’s representative: K.
Clay Smith, Post Office Box 33051, In-
dianapolis, IN 46203. Authority sought
to operate as a common carrier, by motor

vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
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ing: Iron and steel articles, and con-
tractor’s machinery, equipment, ma-
terials, and supplies (except commod-
ities in bulk), from Indian Oaks, Il
to points in Indiana, Michigan, Ohio,
Wisconsin, Kentucky, Missouri, Iowa,
and Illinois. 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 Indianapolis, Ind.,
or Chicago, I1l.

No. MC 107515 (Sub-No. 811), filed
September 7, 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: Plastic
business machine parts, in vehicles
equipped with mechanical refrigeration,
from St. Petersburg, Fla., to Lexington,
Ky. Nore: Applicant states that the re-
quested authority cannot be tacked with
its existing authority. Common control
and dual operations may be involved. If
a hearing is deemed necessary, applicant
requests it be held at Tampa, Fla.

No. MC 107515 (Sub-No. 812), filed
September 7, 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: Meats,
meat products and meat byproducts (ex-
cept commodities in bulk) as described in
section A of Appendix I to the report in
Deseriptions in Motor Carrier Certifi-
cates 61 M.C.C. 209 and 766, from
Kenosha, Wis., to points in Alabama,
Florida, Georgia, Kentucky, Louisiana,
Mississippi, North Carolina, South
Carolina, and Tennessee. NoTE: Appli-
cant states that tacking is possible at
Louisville, Ky., over practical routes to
serve the additional States of Virginia
and West Virginia, although tacking is
not intended. Common control and dual
operations may be involved. If a hearing
is deemed necessary, applicant requests
it be held at Chicago, I11.

No. MC 107818 (Sub-No. 61), filed
September 5, 1972, Applicant: GREEN-
STEIN TRUCKING COMPANY, a cor-
poration, 280 Northwest 12th Avenue,
Post Office Box 608, Pompano Beach, FL.
33061. Applicant’s representative: Mar-
tin Sack, Jr., 1754 Gulf Life Tower, Jack-
sonville, Fla. 32207. Authority sought to
operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: Foodstuffs and such commodities
that are dealt in by R. T. French Co.,
from Springfield, Mo., to points in Flor-
ida, Alabama, and Tennessee. NOTE: Ap~
plicant states that the requested author-
ity cannot be tacked with its existing au-
thority. If a hearing is deemed necessary,
applicant requests it be held at Roch-
ester, N.Y., or Washington, D.C.

No. MC 111231 (Sub-No. 178), filed
August 24, 1972. Applicant: JONES
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TRUCK LINES, INC., 610 East Emma
Avenue, Springdale, AR 72764, Appli-
cant’s representative: James B. Blair,
111 Holcomb Streets, Springdale, AR
72764. Authority sought to operate as a
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
firegular routes, transporting: Food-
stuffs, from Neosha, Mo., to points in
Arkansas, Colorado, Idaho, Illinois,
Iowa, Kansas, Louisiana, Mississippi,
Nebraska, New Mexico, Oklahoma, Ten-
nessee, Texas, and Utah. NoTe: Appli-
cant states that the requested authority
can be tacked with its existing author-
ity 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. If a hearing is
deemed necessary, applicant requests it
be held at St. Louis or Kansas City, Mo.,
or Dallas, Tex.

No. MC 112520 (Sub-No. 263), filed Au-
gust 28, 1972. Applicant McKENZIE
TANK LINES, INC., Post Office Box 1200,
Tallahassee, FL 32302. Applicant’s rep~
resentative: W. Guy McKenzie, Jr,
(same address as applicant). Authority
sought to operate as a common carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: Peilroleum and petroleum
products, in bulk, from points in Mobile
County, Ala., to points in Florida and
Mississippi. Note: Applicant states that
the requested authority cannot be tacked
with its existing authority. Common con-
trol may be involved. If a hearing is
deemed necessary, applicant requests it
be held at Tallahassee, Fla.

No. MC 113265 (Sub-No. 6), filed Sep-
tember 11, 1972. Applicant: ATLANTA-~
ASHEVILLE MOTOR EXPRESS, INC,,
Post Office Box 345, Conley, GA 30027,
Applicants representative: Paul M.
Daniell, Post Office Box 872, Atlanta, GA
30301. Authority sought to operate as a
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
regular routes, transporting: General
commodities (except classes A and B
explosives, household goods as defined
by the Commission, and liquid commodi-
ties in bulk, in tank vehicles), (a) be-
tween Gainesville and Murrayville, Ga,,
from Gainesville, Ga., over Georgia
Highway 60 to Murrayville, Ga., and re-
turn over the same route; (b) between
Murrayville and Clarkesville, Ga., from
Murrayville, Ga., over Georgia Highway
115 to Clarkesville, Ga., and return over
the same route; and (¢) between Cleve-
land and Gainesville, Ga., from Cleve-
land, Ga., over U.S. Highway 129 (also
Georgia Highway 11) to Gainesville, Ga.,
and return over the same route, serv-
ing all intermediate points on routes (a),
(b), and (c) above, and serving the off-
route point of Helen, Ga. Nore: Commeon
control may be involved. If a hearing is
deemed necessary, applicant requests it
be held at Atlanta, Ga.

No. MC 113434 (Sub-No. 52), filed Sep-
tember 11, 1972. Applicant: GRA-BELL
TRUCK LINE, INC., 679 Lincoln Ave-

NOTICES

nue, Halland, MI 49423. Applicant’s rep-
resentative: Wilhelmina Boersma, 1600
Pirst Federal Building, Detroit, Mich.
48226. Authority sought to operate as a
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: Food-
stuffs, from the distribution center site
of Heinz U.S.A. Division, H. J. Heinz
Co., at Toledo, Ohio, and the plantsite
and storage facilities of Heinz U.S.A. Di-
vision at Bowling Green, and Fremont,
Ohio, to points in Indiana, Kentucky,
Michigan, Ohio, and West Virginia; and
Bland, Giles, and Tazewell Counties, Va.,
restricted to traffic originating at or
destined to the specified points. NoTE:
If a hearing is deemed necessary, appli-
cant requests it be held at Detroit, Mich.,
Pittsburgh, Pa., or Washington, D.C.

No. MC 113855 (Sub-No. 258), filed
September 6, 1972. Applicant; INTER-
NATIONAL TRANSPORT, INC. 2450
Marion Road SE., Rochester, MN 55901.
Applicant’s representative: Alan Foss,
502 First National Bank Building, Fargo,
N. Dak. 58102. Authority sought to oper-
ate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: General commodities, in cargo vans
and/or containers, and empity cargo vans
and containers, between points in the
United States, including Alaska (but ex-
cluding Hawaii) . 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 Loos Angeles or San
Francisco, Calif,

No. MC 114019 (Sub-No. 239), filed
September 5, 1972. Applicant: MID-
WEST EMERY FREIGHT SYSTEM,
INC., 7000 South Pulaski Road, Chicago,
IL. 60629. Applicant’s representative:
Arnold L. Burke, 127 North Dearborn
Street, Chicago, IL 60602, Authority
sought to operate as a common carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: Meats, meat products and
meat byproducts, and articles distributed
by meat packinghouses, as deseribed in
Appendix I to the report in Descriptions
in Motor Carrier Certificates, 61 M.C.C.
209 and 766 (except hides and commodi-
ties in bulk), from Mankato, Kans., to
points in Connecticut, Delaware, Illinois,
Indiana, Jowa, Kentucky, Maine, Mary-
land, Massachusetts, Michigan, Minne-
sota, Missouri, New Hampshire, New
Jersey, New York, Ohio, Pennsylvania,
Rhode Island, Vermont, Virginia, West
Virginia, Wisconsin, and the District of
Columbia, restricted to traffic originat-
ing at the facilities of Dubuque Packing
Co. at Mankato, Kans. NoTeE: 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 Chicago, Ill.

No. MC 114019 (Sub-No. 240), filed
September 11, 1972. Applicant: MID-
WEST EMERY FREIGHT SYSTEM,
INC., 7000 South Pulaski Road, Chicago,
IL 60629. Applicant’s representative:
Arnold L. Burke, 127 North Dearborn
Street, Chicago, IL 60602. Authority
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sought to operate as a common carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: Bananas, coconuts, and
pineapples, (1) from Kansas City, Kans.,
to points in Nebraska, Kansas, North
Dakota, South Dakota, Minnesota, Iowa,
Missouri, Wisconsin, Illinois, and Indi-
ana; (2) from St. Louis, Mo., to points
in Missouri, Illinois, and Iowa; (3) from
Chicago, 111, to points in Indiana, Wis-
consin, Illinois, Iowa, Michigan, and
Minnesota; (4) from Council Bluffs,
Towa, to points in Nebraska, North Da-
kota, South Dakota, Iowa, and Minne-
sota; (5) from Inver Grove, Minn,, to
points in South Dakota, North Dakota,
Wisconsin, and Minnesota; (6) from
Denver, Colo,, to points in Colorado, Ne-
braska, South Dakota, and Wyoming;
restrieted to the transportation of traffic:
(a) Moving in chassis-mounted con-
tainers and (b) having a prior or sub-
sequent movement by rail. NoTE:
Applicant states that the requested. au-
thority cannot be tacked with its exist-
ing authority. Common control may be
involved, If a hearing is deemed neces-
sary, applicant requests it be held at
Chicago, Ill.

No. MC 114301 (Sub~-No. 73), filed Sep-
tember 8, 1972. Applicant: DELAWARE
EXPRESS CO. a corporation, Post
Office Box 97, Elkton, MD 21921, Appli-
cant’s representative: Chester A. Zyblut,
1522 K Street NW. Washington, DC
20005. Authority sought to operate as a
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: (1) Wet
lap pulp, from Spring Grove, Pa., to Ne-
wark, Del., and (2) liquid fish products,
in bulk, from Wildwood, N.J., to points
in New Jersey, Massachusetts, Connecti-
cut, and Rhode Island. NoTE: Applicant
states that requested authority cannot
be tacked with existing authority. Com-
mon control may be involved. If a hear-
ing is deemed necessary, applicant
requests it be held at Washington, D.C.

No. MC 114533 (Sub-No. 261), filed Au-
gust 28, 1972. Applicant: BANKERS
DISPATCH CORPORATION, 4970
South Archer Avenue, Chicago, IL 60632.
Applicant’s representative: Warren W.
Wallin, 330 South Jefferson Street, Chi-
cago, 1L 60606. Authority sought to oper-
ate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: (1) Proofs, cuts, copy, and other
graphic arts material, between Kansas
City, Mo., on the one hand, and, on the
other, points in Nebraska; (2) exposed
and processed film and prints, compli-
mentary replacement film, and inci-
dental dealer handling supplies (except
motion picture films and materials and
supplies used in connection with com-
mercial and television motion pictures),
between Springfield, Mo., on the one
hand, and, on the other, points in Okla-
homa; and (3) restorative dentistry
products, between Mission, Kans., on the
one hand, and, on the other, points in
Oklahoma. NoTe: Applicant states that
the requested authority cannot be tacked
with its existing authority., Applicant
now holds contract carrier authority
under its No. MC 128616 and subs, there-
fore dual authority may be involved. If




a hearing is deemed necessary, applicant
requests it be held at Kansas City or St.
Louis, Mo.

No. MC 114885 (Sub-No. 17), filed Au-
gust 21, 1972, Applicant: TANK TRUCK
TRANSPORT, LIMITED, 610 Dixon
Road, Rexdale 604, ON, Canada. Appli-
cant’s representative: David C. Laub,
1410 Liberty Bank Building, Buffalo, NY
14202. Authority sought to operate as a
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: Synthetic
resin dry materials in bulk, in tank
vehicles, from points in New York and
Michigan to ports of entry on the inter-
national boundary line between the
United States and Canada located at or
near Niagara Falls and Buffalo, N.Y.,
Detroit and Port Huron, Mich., and the
St. Claire River. NoTe: Common control
and dual operations may be involved.
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 Buffalo, N.Y.. or Detroit, Mich.

No. MC 115669 (Sub-No. 132), filed
July 26, 1972. Applicant: HOWARD N.
DAHLSTEN, doing business as DAHL-
STEN TRUCK LINE, Post Office Box 95,
Clay Center, NE 68933. Applicant’s rep-
resentative: Donald L. Stern, 530 Univac
Building, 7100 West Center Road,
Omaha, NE 68106. Authority sought to
operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle over irregular routes, transport-
ing: Salt and salt products, from Omaha
and Nebraska City, Nebr., to points in
Towa, Kansas, Minnesota, Missouri, and
South Dakota. Note: Applicant states
that the requested authority cannot be
tacked with its existing authority. If a
hearing is deemed necessary, applicant
requesfts it be held at Omaha, Nebr., or
Kansas City, Mo.

No. MC 116004 (Sub-No. 27), filed Sep-
tember 11, 1972. Applicant: TEXAS-
OKLAHOMA EXPRESS, INC., Post Of-
fice Box 743, Dallas, TX 75221. Appli-
cant’s representative: Clayte Binion,
1108 Continental Life Building, Fort
Worth, Tex. 76102. 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, household goods as defined by the
Commission, commodities in bulk, and
commodities requiring special equip-
ment, between Dallas and Amarillo,
Tex., as follows: From Dallas over Texas
State Highway 114 to its intersection
with U.S. Highway 287, thence over U.S.
Highway 287 to its intersection with
U.S. Highway 283, thence over U,S. High-
way 283 to its intersection with U.S.
Highway 62, thence over U.S. Highway
62 to its intersection with Texas State
Highway 256, thence over Texas State
Highway 256 to its intersection with U.S.
Highway 287, thence over U.S, Highway
287 to Amarillo, and return over the
same route, serving no intermediate
points, and serving as an alternate route
for operating convenience only, in con-
nection with carrier’s authorized regular

route operations. Nore: If a hearing is
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deemed necessary, applicant requests it
be held at Dallas, Tex., or Oklahoma
City, Okla.

No. MC 116763 (Sub-No. 227), filed
September 12, 1972. Applicant: CARL
SUBLER TRUCKING, INC., Post Office
Box 215, Route 92, Auburndale, F1L 33823.
Applicant’s representative: H. M. Rich-
ters, North West Street, Versailles, Ohio
454380. Authority sought to operate as a
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: Air clean-
ing, heating, and cooling systems, and
accessories thereto, from Bryan, Ohio, to
points in Delaware, Kentucky, Maryland,
North Carolina, South Carolina, Ten-
nessee, Virginia, West Virginia, and the
District of Columbia, restricted to traf-
fic originating at Bryan, Ohio. NoTE: Ap-
plicant states that the requested author-
ity cannot be tacked with its existing au-
thority. If a hearing is deemed neces-
sary, applicant requests it be held at Col-
umbus, Ohio.

No. MC 119390 (Sub-No. 13), filed Au-
gust 4, 1972. Applicant: MAIRS TRANS-
PORT LTD., 976 Adair Street, Coquit-
lam, BC Canada. Applicant’s representa-
tive: J. Stewart Black, 1322 Laburnum
Street, Vancouver 9, BC Canada. Author-
ity sought to operate as a common car-
rier, by motor vehicle, over regular
routes, transporting: Lime, in bags, be-
tween Tacoma, Wash., and the port of
entry on the international boundary line
between the United States-Canada lo-
cated at or near Blaine, Wash.; from
Tacoma over Interstate Highway 5 to
Blaine, Wash., and return over the same
route, serving no intermediate points.
NoTte: If a hearing is deemed necessary,
applicant requests it be held at Seattle.
Wash.

No. MC 119390 (Sub-No. 14), filed Au-
gust 9, 1972. Applicant: MAIRS TRANS-
PORT LTD., 976 Adair Street,
Coquitlam, BC Canada. Applicant’s rep-
resentative: J. Stewart Black, 1322
Leburnum Street, Vancouver 9, BC Can-
ada. Authority sought to operate as a
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
regular routes, transporting: Baled
wastepaper, from Seattle, Wash., to the
international boundary line between the
United States and Canada at or near
Blaine, Wash., over Interstate Highway
5, serving no intermediate points. NOTE:
If a hearing is deemed necessary, appli-
cant requests it be held at Seattle, Wash.

No. MC 119641 (Sub-No. 108), filed
September 5, 1972. Applicant: RINGLE
EXPRESS, INC., 450 East Ninth Street,
Fowler, IN 47944, Applicant’s represent-
ative: Robert C. Smith, 711 Chamber
of Commerce Building, Indianapolis,
Ind. 46204, Authority sought to operate
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle,
over irregular routes, transporting:
Tractors (except truck fractors) and
tractor parts thereof when moving
therewith, from the Ford Tractor Opera-
tions Plant in Highland Park and Ro-
meo, Mich., to points in Indiana, Ohio,
that part of Illinois east of U.S. High-
way 51 and north of U.S. Highway 50,
that part of Kentucky east of U.S. High-
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way 127, that part of New York west of
a line beginning at the New York-
Pennsylvania State line and extending
along U.S. Highway 219 to Hamburg,
N.Y., and thence along U.S. Highway 62
to Niagara, N.Y., that part of Pennsyl-
vania west of U.S. Highway 218, and
that part of West Virginia west of U.S.
Highway 219, restricted to shipments
originating at Ford Motor Co. at High-
land Park and Romeo, Mich. NoTE: Ap-
plicant states that the requested
authority cannot be tacked with its exist-
ing authority. If a hearing is deemed
necessary, applicant requests it be held
at Chicago, Ill., or Washington, D.C.

No. MC 119774 (Sub-No. 54), filed Au-
gust 24, 1972, Applicant: MARY ELLEN
STIDHAM, N. M. STIDHAM, A. E.
MANKINS (INEZ MANKINS, EXEC-
UTRIX), AND JAMES E. MANKINS,
SR., a partnership, doing business as
EAGLE TRUCKING COMPANY, Post
Office Box 471, Kilgore, TX 75662. Appli-
cant’'s representative: Bernard H. Eng-
lish, 6270 Firth Road, Fort Worth, TX
76116, Authority sought to operate as a
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: Iron and
steel articles, having a prior or sub-
sequent movement by water, between the
storage and dock facilities of the Port of
Muskogee, at Muskogee, Okla., and points
in Arkansas, Kansas, Missouri, Okla-
homa, and that part of Texas on and
north of U.S. Highway 80. NoTe: Appli-
cant states it intends to tack with its
Sub-Nos. 1, 2, 3, 11, and 14 wherever pos-
sible. If a hearing is deemed necessary,
applicant requests it be held at Tulsa,
Okla., Fort Smith, Ark,, and Oklahoma
City, Okla.

No, MC 119880 (Sub-No. 53), filed Au-
gust 21, 1972. Applicant: DRUM TRANS-
PORT, INC., Post Office Box 2056, East
Peoria, IL 61611. Applicant’s representa-
tive: Donald L. Stern, 530 Univac Build-
ing, Omaha, Nebr. 68106. Authority
sought to operate as a common carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: Alccholic liquors, in bulk,
in tank vehicles, from Peoria, Ill., to
Schaefferstown, Lebanon County, Pa.
Note: 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
Chicago, Il

No. MC 128988 (Sub-No. 21), filed
September 1, 1972. Applicant: JO/KEL,
INC., Post Office Box 1249, 15055 East
Salt Lake Avenue, City of Industry, CA
91749. Applicant’s representative: J. Max
Harding, Post Office Box 82028, Lincoln,
NE 68501. Authority sought to operate as
a contract carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: Caddy
stands, clothes raciks, clothes driers, hand
shopping carts, laundry carts, laundry
sorters, ironing tables, bedframes, wall
mounted ironing tables in wood cabinets
or fiberglass enclosures, and accessories
for the above-described commodities,
from Seymour, Ind., to points in Arizona,
California, Nevada, Washington, Oregon,
Idaho, and Utah, and refurned ship-
ments of the commodities described
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above, from points in Arizona, Cali-
fornia, Nevada, Washington, Oregon,
Idaho, and Utah to Seymour, Ind., under
contract with Lear Siegler, Inc. NOTE:
Applicant states no duplicating author-
ity is sought. If a hearing is deemed
necessary, applicant requests it be held
at Chicago, 1ll., or Washington, D.C.

No. MC 125687 (Sub-No. 11), filed
September 8, 1972, Applicant: EASTERN
STATES TRANSPORTATION, INC.,
1060 Lafayette Street, York, PA 17405.
Applicant’s representative: S. Harrison
Kahn, Suite 733 Investment Building,
Washington, DC 20005. Authority sought
to operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: Malt beverages, from Halethorp
(Baltimore), Md., to points in Connecti-
cut, Rhode Island, and Massachusetts.
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 Boston, Mass., or Washing-
ton, D.C.

No. MC 128117 (Sub-No. 16), filed Au-
gust 29, 1972. Applicant: NORTON-
RAMSEY MOTOR LINES, INC. Post
Office Box 896, Hickory, NC 28601. Ap-
plicant’s representative: Francis J. Ort-
man, 1100 17th Street NW., Suite 613,
‘Washington, DC 20036. Authority sought
to operate as a common carrier, by
motor vehicle, over irregular routes,

transporting: New Jfurniture, (1) from
points in Montgomery, Pulaski, Carroll,
and Grayson Counties, Va.; and Surry
County, N.C., to points in Arkansas,
Louisiana, Oklahoma, Texas, New Mex~

ico, Arizona, and Colorado; and (2) from
points in Moore, Randolph (except Lib-
erty) and Mitchell Counties, N.C., to
points in Arkansas, Louisiana, Okla-
homa, Texas, and New Mexico. 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 Roanoke, Va.; Winston-Salem, N.C.;
or Washington, D.C.

No. MC 128355 (Sub-No. 12), filed Au-
gust 25, 1972. Applicant: HURLIMAN
TRUCKING COMPANY, a corporation,
8265 North Borthwick, Portland, OR
97217. Applicant’s representative:
Amnold L. Burke, 127 North Dearborn
Street, Suite 1133, Chicago, IL 60602. Au-
thority sought to operate as a contract
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Iron and steel shot
(except ammunition), from Mishawaka,
Ind., to points in Arizona, Colorado,
Utah, and New Mexico, under continuing
contract or contracts with Wheela-
brator-Frye, Inc. Nore: If a hearing is
deemed necessary, applicant requests it
be held at Chicago, T11.

No. MC 128592 (Sub-No. 2), filed Au-
gust 21, 1972. Applicant: K. L. M. DIS~
TRIBUTING, INC. 2102 Old Brandon
Road, Post Office Box 6066, Jackson, MS

39208. Applicant’s representative: Don-
ald B. Morrison, 717 Deposit Guaranty
National Bank Building, Post Office Box
22628, Jackson, MS 39205. Authority
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sought to operate as a contract carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: Such commodities as are
dealt in by Davmor Industries, Inc. (ex-
cept commodities in bulk), from the
plantsite and/or storage facilities of
Davmor Industries, Inc., at Atlanta, Ga.,
to Chicago, Ill, Romulus, Mich., and
St. Louis, Mo., under a continuing con-
tract with Davmor Industries, Inc. NOTE:
If a hearing is deemed necessary, appli-
cant requests it be held at Jackson, Miss.,
or Atlanta, Ga.

No. MC 129588 (Sub-No. 6), filed Au-
gust 28, 1972, Applicant: R. J. AN-
DREWS, doing business as R. J. (RED)
ANDREWS TRUCK LINE, Post Office
Box 4, Corsicana, 'TX 75110, Applicant’s
representative: James W. Hightower, 136
Wynnewood Professional Building, Dal-
las, Tex. 75224, Authority sought to op-
erate as a coniract carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: (1) Adhesives, chemical coatings,
cleaning compounds, electric heaters,
fireplace accessories, furniture polish and
furniture parts, lighting fixtures, lamps
and shades, new furniture, paint, plastic
articles, sealants, wall coverings, wall
decors, waz, and waz remover; and, (2)
equipment, materials, and supplies used
in or in connection with the manufacture
and distribution of the commodities
named in (1) above, between points in
Alabama, Arkansas, Colorado, Connecti-
cut, Delaware, Florida, Georgia, Illinois,
Indiana, Iowa, Kansas, Kentucky, Louisi-
ana, Maine, Maryland, Massachusetts,
Michigan, Minnesota, Mississippi, Mis-
souri, Nebraska, New Jersey, New Hamp-
shire, New Mexico, New York, North
Carolina, Ohio, Oklahoma, Pennsylvania,
Rhode Island, South Carolina, Tennes-
see, Texas, Vermont, West Virginia, Wis-
consin, Wyoming, and the District of
Columbia, restricted against the trans-
portation of commodities in bulk, and
further restricted to operations per-
formed under a continuing contract with
De Soto, Inc. Note: Applicant states that
the requested authority cannot be tacked
with its existing authority. Applicant
further states no duplicating authority
is sought. If a hearing is deemed neces-
sary, applicant requests it be held at
Dallas, Tex.

No. MC 133570 (Sub-No. 1), filed Au-
gust 23, 1972. Applicant: MELVIN A.
ATKIN, Jr., doing business as ATKINS
TRUCKING, Box 27, Hamilton, Ind. Ap-
plicant’s representative: Donald W.
Smith, 900 Circle Tower Building, In-
dianapolis, Ind. 46204. Authority sought
to operate as a coniract carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: (1) Axles and component parts
thereof, and materials and supplies used
in the manufacture of axles and their
component parts, between the plantsites
and warehouse facilities of Lear Siegler,
Inc./Hammerblow Co. and Warehouses,
Inc., at Forsyth, Ga., Fort Worth, Tex.,
and Wausau, Wis.; (2) materials and
supplies used in the manufacture of

mobile and industrial axles, (a) from
points in Michigan, Illinois, Jowa, Kan-
sas, Oklahoma, and Texas, to the plant-

site of Lear Siegler, Inc./Hammerblow
Co. at Wausau, Wis,, and (b) from points
in Ohio, Wisconsin, Texas, Iowa, Michi-
gan, and Georgia, to the plantsite of Lear
Siegler, Inc./Hammerblow Co., at For-
syth, Ga., and points in Illinois and In-
diana; and (3) axles, wheels, couplers,
and jacks, (a) from the plantsite of Lear
Siegler, Inc./Hammerblow Co. at For-
syth, Ga., to points in New York, Penn-
sylvania, Florida, Alabama, South Caro-
lina, North Carolina, Virginia, West
Virginia, Maryland, New Jersey, Indiana,
Tennessee, Kentucky, and Mississippi,
and (b) from the plantsite of Lear Sieg-
ler, Inc./Hammerblow Co. at Wausau,
Wis., to points in Yowa, Minnesota, North
Dakota, South Dakota, Michigan, and
Illinois, under contract with Lear Siegler,
Inc./Hammerblow Co. If a hearing is
deemed necessary, applicant requests it
be held at Indianapolis, Ind., or Atlanta,
Ga.

No. MC 133627 (Sub-No. 4), filed Sep-
tember 5, 1972. Applicant: COMMON
MARKET DISTRIBUTING CORPORA-
TION, 335 West Elwood, Phoenix, AZ
85030. Applicant’s representative: Don-
ald E. Fernaays, 4040 East McDowell
Road, Suite 312, Phoenix, AZ 85008. Au-
thority sought to operate as a contact
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Ion and steel ar-
ticles as described in Appendix 5 to the
Commission’s report in Descriptions in
Motor Carrier Certificates, ex parte, MC
45, 61 M.C.C. 209 and 766, from points
in California, to points in California,
Arizona, New Mexico, Texas, Colorado,
Nevada, Utah, and Idaho. Note: Appli-
cation pending on MC 136503 for motor
common carrier authority suggests that
dual operations may be involved. 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
Phoenix, Ariz., or Los Angeles, Calif.

No. MC 134323 (Sub-No. 24) (Amend-
ment), filed July 13, 1972, published in
the FeEpErRAL REGISTER issue of Augusf 3.
1972, and republished in part as amended
this issue. Applicant: JAY LINES, INC.,
720 North Grand, Amarillo, TX 79105.
Applicant’s representative: Richard Pe-
terson, Post Office Box 80806, Lincoln NE
68501. NoTe: The sole purpose of this
partial republication is to include points
in Virginia as a destination State, which
was erroneously omitted in the previous
publication. The rest of the application
remains as previously published.

No. MC 135810 (Sub-No. 1), filed Sep-
tember 12, 1972. Applicant: BRUCE
CARTAGE CO., INC., Rural Route 15,
Box 425, Acton, Ind, 46259. Applicant’s
representative: Donald W, Smith, 900
Circle Tower, Indianapolis, Ind. 46204.
Authority sought to operate as a contract
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Elecirical goods,
household appliances, and phonograph
records, from the warehouse facilities of
Associated Distributors, Inc., at Indian-
apolis, Ind., to points in Defiance, Pauld-
ing, Van Wert, Williams, Putnam, and
Allen Counties, Ohio, and to transport
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returned shipments of the above-
described commodities from points in
Defiance, Paulding, Van Wert, Williams,
Putnam, and Allen Counties, Ohio, to the
warehouse facilities of Associated Dis-
tributors, Inc., at Indianapolis, Ind.
Note: Applicant states that the requested
authority cannot be tacked with its exist-
ing authority, If a hearing is deemed
necessary, applicant requests it be held
at Indianapolis, Ind.

No. MC 135961, filed May 26, 1972. Ap-
plicant: RAINBOW GENERAL TRANS-
PORT INC. 1405 Page Avenue, Laval,
PQ Canada. Applicant's representative:
Saul Liebinger (same address as appli-
cant). Authority sought to operate as a
contract carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: Steel
molds and plastic articles in cartons used
in the manufacture of plastic lamps, also
empty containers for same, between the
port of entry on the international bound-
ary line between the Unifed States and
Canada located at or near Highgate
Springs, Vt., and Swanton, Vt., re-
stricted to the transportation of ship-
ments or originating at and/or con-
signed to Gilbert Products Inc., at Pointe
Aux Trembles, Quebec and Softlite Inc.,
at Swanton, Vt. Nore: If a hearing is
deemed necessary, applicant requests it
be held at Montpelier, Vt., or Albany,
N.Y.

No. MC 136089 (Sub-No. 1), filed
June 12, 1972. Applicant; WILLIAM W.
WILLIAMS, 507 Cline Avenue, Port
Orchard, WA. Applicant’s representative:
George Kargianis, 2120 Pacific Building,
Seattle, Wash. 98104. Authority sought
to operate as a contract carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: Cleaning and chemical compounds
(exeluding commodities in bulk, in tank
containers), from Barberton, Ohio, to
points in Arizona, Arkansas, California,
Colorado. Idaho, Iowa, Kansas, Loui-
siana, Minnesota, Missouri, Montana,
Nebraska, New Mexico, Nevada, North
Dakota, Oklahoma, South Dakota, Texas,
Utah, Wisconsin, Wyoming, and ports
of entry on the international boundary
line between the United States and
Canada located in Washington for
furtherance to British Columbia, under
contract with Malco Products, Inc.
Nore: If a hearing is deemed necessary,
applicant requests it be held at Seattle,
Wash.

No. MC 136295 (Sub-No. 1), filed Au-
gust 22, 1972. Applicant: EXPRESSWAY
MESSENGER SERVICE, INC. 2524
Maryland Avenue, Baltimore, MD 21218.
Applicant’s representative: Lester R.
Conley, 1714 Forrest Lane, McLean, VA
22101. Authority sought to operate as a
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: Graphic
art proofs and processed art work and
commercial printing (not including
newspapers, magazines, or sales and ad-
vertising pamphlets) moving in quanti-
ties not exceeding an aggregate weight
of 200 pounds per shipment from one
consignor to one consignee, between Bal-
timore, Md.,, and points in its com-
mercial zone, on the one hand, and, on
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the other, the District of Columbia and
points in its commercial zone. NoTE: Ap-
plicant states that the requested author-
ity cannot be tacked with its existing
authority. If a hearing is deemed neces-
sary, applicant requests it be held at Bal-
timore. Md., or Washington, D.C.

No. MC 136343 (Sub-No. 2), filed
September 11, 1972. Applicant: MILTON
TRANSPORTATION, INC. Post Office
Box 207, Milton, PA 17847. Applicant’s
representative: George A. Olsen, 69 Ton-
nele Avenue, Jersey City, NJ 07306. Au-
thority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Part I, Foodstuffs
except frozen and bulk, from the facili-
ties of Snow Food Products, Division
Borden, Inc., at or near Scarborough,
Maine, to points in Pennsylvania, New
York, New Jersey, Virginia, Ohio, Ken-
tucky, Illinois, Minnesota, Texas, Colo-
rado, Nebraska, Michigan, Indiana, and
Missouri; Part II, Foodstuffs, except
frozen and bulk, from the facilities of
Snow Food Products, Division Borden,
Inc., at Wildwood, N.J., to points in
Pennsylvania, New York, Maine, Vir-
ginia, Ohio, Kentucky, Illinois, Minne-
sota, Texas, Colorado, Nebraska, Michi-
gan, Indiana, and Missouri. NoTe: Appli-
cant holds contract carrier authority
under MC 96098 and subs thereunder,
therefore dual operations may be in-
volved and common control may also 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 New
York, N.Y.

No. MC 136343 (Sub-No. 3), filed Sep-
tember 11, 1972. Applicant: MILTON
TRANSPORTATION, INC., Post Office
Box 207, Milton, PA 17847. Applicant’s
representative: George A. Olsen, 69 Ton-
nele Avenue, Jersey City NJ 07306. Au-
thority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Plastic articles (ex-
cept commodities in bulk), from the
facilities of Amory Chemical & Plastics
Co., at Clinton and Leominister, Mass.,
to points in Ohio, Pennsylvania, Michi-
gan, Virginia, North Carolina, South
Carolina, Maryland, Georgia, Florida,
and the District of Columbia, restricted
to shipments originating at the above
facilities and restricted against tacking
at the destination. NoTe: Applicant holds
contract carrier authority under MC
96098 and subs thereunder, therefore
dual operations and common control
may be involved. If a hearing is deemed
necessary, applicant requests it be held
at Boston, Mass., or Washington, D.C.

No. MC 136343 (Sub-No. 5), filed Sep-
tember 12, 1972. Applicant: MILTON
TRANSPORTATION, INC., Post Office
Box 207, Milton, PA 17847. Applicant's
representative: George A. Olsen, 69 Ton-
nele Avenue, Jersey City, NJ 07306. Au-
thority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Printing paper,
equipment, and supplies used or useful
in manufacturing and sales of printing

20301

paper, gummed paper, tape, and paper
backed with aluminum foil, from points
in New York, New Jersey, Connecticut,
Massachusetts, Rhode Island, Pennsyl-
vania, Maryland, Maine, and the District
of Columbia, to facilities of St. Regis
Paper Co. at or near Troy, Ohio, re-
stricted against interlining or tacking at
origin or destination. Nore: Applicant
presently holds on MC 96098 and subs
thereunder a permit for motor contract
carrier authority, therefore, dual opera-
tions may be involved. Applicant also
indicates an interest in permit No. MC
134776 for motor contract carrier author-
ity, suggesting common control may be
involved. Applicant further states the re-
quested authority cannot be tacked with
its existing authority. If a hearing is
deemed necessary, applicant requests it
be held at New York, N.Y., or Washing-
ton, D.C.

No. MC 136708 (Sub-No. 1), filed Sep-
tember 8, 1972. Applicant: PETER J.
FITZPATRICK, doing business as
PETER J. FITZPATRICK EXPRESS,
90 Pleasant Street, Houlton, ME 04730.
Applicant’s representative: Mary E. Kel-
ley, 11 Riverside Avenue, Medford, MA
02155. Authority sought to operate as a
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: Lumber,
fencing, and materials and supplies used
in the manufacture or distribution of
fencing, (a) between ports of entry on
the international boundary line between
the United States and Canada at or near
Houlton, Calais, and Fort Fairfield,
Maine, on the one hand, and, on the
other, Houlton and Unity, Maine; and
(b) between Unity and Houlton, Maine,
on the one hand, and, on the other,
points in Massachusetts and New Hamp-
shire. Note: If a hearing is deemed nec-
essary, applicant requests it be held at
Boston, Mass., or Augusta, Maine.

No. MC 136911 (Sub-No. 1) (Amend-
ment), filed August 7, 1972, published in
the FEDpERAL REGISTER issue of Septem-
ber 7, 1972, and republished as amended
this issue. Applicant: PACKAGE EX-
PRESS, INC., 22 Tyler Street, Spring-
field, MA 01109. Applicant's represent-
ative: David M. Marshall, 135 State
Street, Suite 200, Springfield, MA 01103.
Authority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Such merchandise
as is dealt in by retail stores, department
stores, and mail-order houses and mer-
chandise, equipment, and supplies sold,
used, or distributed by a manufacturer
of cosmetics between points in Hamp-
den, Hampshire, Franklin, Berkshire,
and Worcester Counties, Mass.; Litch-
field, Hartford, Tolland, and Windham
Counties, Conn., and Columbia, Rens-
selaer, Washington, Saratoga, Dutchess,
Ulster, Montgomery, Schenectady, and
Albany Counties, N.Y. Restriction:
Transportation under the above author-
ity shall be limited to parcels and pack-
ages not exceeding 50 pounds per pack-
age or parcel and not exceeding 250
pounds per shipment from one consignor
to one consignee, except for shipments
between Hampden County, Mass,, on the

FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 37, NO. 189—THURSDAY, SEPTEMBER 28, 1972




20302

one hand, and, on the other, Albany,
Schenectady, Poughkeepsie, and Kings-
ton, N.Y. Nore: Applicant states that
the requested authority cannot be tacked
with its existing authority. The purpose
of this republication is to redescribe the
scope of operating authority sought. If
a hearing is deemed necessary, appli-
cant requests it be held at Springfield,
Mass.,, Hartford, Conn., and Boston,
Mass.

No. MC 136934 (Sub-No. 1), filed Au-
gust 17, 1972. Applicant: MALCOLM L.
LEGGITT, 2301 Apple Tree Lane, Law-
renceville, IL 62439. Applicant’s repre-
sentative: Thomas A. Graham, Suite
1620, 10 South La Salle Street, Chicago,
1L, 60603. Authority sought to operate as
a contract carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: (1) Cor-
rugated plastic drainage tubing from
Lawrenceville, I1., to points in Missouri,
Kansas, Arkansas, Tennessee, Kentucky,
Indiana, Ohio, JTowa, Minnesota, Wiscon-
sin, Michigan, Pennsylvania, and New
York; and (2) on backhaul or return
movements of corrugated plastic drain-
age tubing from the plants of Certain-
Teed/Daymond Co. located at points in
Missouri, Kansas, Arkansas, Tennessee,
Kentucky, Indiana, Ohio, Jowa, Minne-
sota, Wisconsin, Michigan, Pennsylvania,
and New York to its plant at Lawrence-
ville, T11.; and (3) plastic coupling T’s,
reducers, end caps, adapters, and elbows
used in the distribution of and installa-
tion of corrugated plastic drainage tub-
ing from manufacturers thereof located
and having blowmolding facilities in the
destination States named in (1) above
to Lawrenceville, I11., under contract with
Certain-Teed/Daymond Co. Nore: If 2
hearing is deemed necessary, applicant
requests it be held at Chicago or Spring-
field, Il1., or St. Louis, Mo.

No. MC 136979, filed August 8, 1972. Ap-
plicant: WILLIAM J. POTOKA, doing
business as POTOKA'S ALTANTIC
SERVICE, 120 East Main Street, Mount
Pleasant, PA 15666. Applicant’s repre-
sentative: Samuel P. Delisi, 530 Grant
Building, Pittsburgh, Pa. 15219. Author-
ity sought to operate as a common car-
rier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Wrecked, disabled,
or repossessed motor vehicles and re-
placement vehicles for such wrecked or
disabled vehicles, by use of wrecker
equipment only, between those points in
Pennsylvania on and west of the line be-
ginning at the Pennsylvania-New York
State line and extending along U.S. High-
way 15 to junction U.S. Highway
290, and thence along U.S. Highway
220 to the Pennsylvania-Maryland State
line on the one hand, and, on the other,
points in Maryland, North Carolina,
Ohio, Virginia, and West Virginia. NoTE:
If a hearing is deemed necessary, appli-
cant requests it be held at Pittsburgh,
Pa., or Washington, D.C.

No. MC 138004, filed August 21, 1972.
Applicant: ATLANTIC COURIER, INC.,
18 Riverside Drive, Cranford, NJ 07016.
Applicant’s representative: Vincent T.
Bisogno, 88 South Finley Avenue, Bask-
ing Ridge, NJ 07920. Authority sought
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to operate as a common carrier, by mo-
tor vehicle, over irregular routes, trans-
porting: Baggage and personal effects of
airline passengers, from Newark, N.J.,
on the one hand, and, on the other,
points in Dutchess, Nassau, Orange,
Putnam, Rockland, Suffolk, Sullivan,
Ulster, Westchester, Bronx, and Kings
Counties, N.Y.; Bucks, Monroe, Mont-
gomery, Northampton, and Pike Coun-
ties, Pa., and Connecticut. Nore: Appli-
cant states it does not seek authority to
transfer commodities in bulk. If a hear-
ing is deemed necessary, applicant re-
quests it be held at Newark, N.J., or New
York, N.Y.

No. MC 138021, filed August 28, 1972,
Applicant: STAND, INC., Box 57, Port
Washington, OH 43837. Applicants rep-
resentative: Richard H. Brandon, 79
East State Street, Columbus, OH 43215.
Authority sought to operate as a contract
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Sand, gravel, and
stone, in bulk, in dump vehicles, between
points in Tuscarawas County, Ohio, on
the one hand, and, on the other, points
in Pennsylvania and West Virginia, un-
der contract with Stocker Sand & Gravel
Co., Gnadenhutten, Ohio. Nore: If a
hearing is deemed necessary, applicant
requests it be held at Columbus, Ohio.

MOTOR CARRIER OF PASSENGERS

No. MC 136732 (Sub-No. 1), filed Au-
gust 2, 1972, Applicant: CHEMAL, INC.,
Post Office Box 44, Wallops Island,
VA 23337. Applicant’s representative:
George B. Brothers, Rural Delivery No. 3,
Box 39, Pocomoke City, Md. 21851. Au-
thority sought to operate as a contract
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Passengers and
their baggage and express, from Wallops
Island, Va., to points in Virginia, New
York, Pennsylvania, New Jersey, Dela-
ware, Maryland, North Carolina, and
the District of Columbia, under contract
with National Aeronautics and Space
Administration, Wallops Island, Va.
Nore: If a hearing is deemed necessary,
applicant requests it be held at Wash-
ington, D.C.

No. MC 136901, filed July 17, 1972. Ap-
plicant: STANLEY E, SKAGGS, doing
business as S & A LINES, Box 11, Savage,
MN 55378. Applicant’s representative:
William E. Fox, 860 Northwestern Bank
Building, Minneapolis, Minn. 55402. Au-~
thority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over regular and
irregular routes, transporting: Regular
routes: (1) Passengers and their baggage,
and express and newspapers, in the same
vehicle with passengers; (a) between
Minneapolis and Mora, Minn., over Min-
nesota Highway 65, serving all intermedi-
ate points; (b) between Minneapolis and
New Richland, Minn. over Minnesota
Highway 13, serving all intermediate
points; (¢) between Minneapolis and
Hutchinson, Minn.; from Minneapolis
over Hennepin County Road 15 to
Watertown, thence over Minnesota High-
way 7 to Hutchinson, and return over
the same route, serving all intermediate

points. Irregular routes: (2) Passengers

and their baggage in the same vehicle
with passengers, in charter operations
pursuant to section 208(c) of the Inter-
state Commerce Act, as amended, and
the rules and regulations of the Com-
mission promulgated thereunder, be-
tween Minneapolis and Mora, Minn.,
Minneapolis and New Richland, Minn.,
and Minneapolis and Hutchinson, Minn.
Norte; If a hearing is deemed necessary
applicant requests it be held at Minne-
apolis, Minn.
APPLICATIONS FOR BROKERAGE LICENSE

No. MC 130175, filed August 11, 1972.
Applicant: E E & G INC., doing business
as SHAKESPEARE TRAVEL CENTRE, a
corporation, 18 King Street, Stratford,
CT 06497. Applicant’s representative:
Charles L. Shearer (same address as ap-
plicant). For a license (BMC-5) to en-
gage in operations as a broker at Strat-
ford, Conn., in arranging transportation
by motor vehicle, in interstate or foreign
commerce, of groups of passengers and
their baggage, beginning and ending at
points in Fairfield County, Conn., and
extending to points in the United States
including Alaska and Hawaii,

No. MC 130177, filed August 11, 1972,
Applicant: RONALD T. KING, doing
business as THE EKING CO., 218 In-
dependence Avenue, Trenton, NJ 08610.
For a license (BMC 5) to engage in op-
erations as a broker at Trenton, N.J., in
arranging for the transportation of pas-
sengers and their baggage, in round-trip
tours in special and charter operations,
beginning and ending at points in New
Jersey, Delaware, Pennsylvania, New
York, and Massachusefts and extending
to points in Connecticut, Massachusetts,
New Hampshire, New York, Pennsyl-
vania, and Vermont.

No. MC 130178, filed August 14, 1972,
Applicant: VALADAO TRAVEL AGEN-
CY, INC., 14 Broadway, Taunton, MA.
Applicant’s representative: Frank Dan-
iels, 15 Court Square, Boston, MA 02108.
For a license (B.M.C.5) to engage in op-
erations as a broker at Taunton, Mass.,
in arranging for transportation by motor
vehicle, in interstate or foreign com-
merce of passengers and their baggage,
in special and charter operations, be-
tween points in Massachusetts, on the
one hand, and, on the other, points in
the United States, including Alaska and
Hawaii.

No. MC 130179, filed August 21, 1972.
Applicant: KAY HUTCHERSON CARD-
WELL, doing business as CARDWELL'S
TOURS, Route 1, Box 199, Mayodan,
N.C. 27027. Applicant’s representative:
David M. Blackwell, The Bank Building,
Post Office Box 346, Mayodan, NC 27027.
For a license (BMC 5) to engage in op-
erations as a broker at Mayodan, N.C.,
in arranging for transportation by motor
vehicle, in interstate or foreign com-
merce of passengers and their baggage
as individuals and in groups, in special
and charter operations, beginning and
ending at points in Rockingham County,
N.C., and extending to points in the
United States including Alaska and
Hawaii.
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APPLICATION FOR WATER CARRIER

No. W-1265 (BIGGE DRAYAGE CO.
CONTRACT CARRIER AND EXEMP-
TION APPLICATIONS), filed Septem-
ber 11, 1972, Applicant: BIGGE
DRAYAGE CO., San Leandro, Calif. Ap-
plicants representative: Edward J.
Hegarty, 100 Bush Street, San Francisco,
CA 04104, Application of Bigge Drayage
Co., filed September 11, 1972, transport-
ing, in interstate or foreign commerce:
(1> Commodities which by reason of
their inherent nature, or their require-
ment for special equipment, are incap-
able of transportation between the points
of origin and destination by either com-
mon carrier by rail or common carrier
by motor vehicle, and (2) parts, mate-
rials, equipment, and supplies incidental
to their operation or instaliation when
moving with the commodities described
in (1) above. NoTe: By the instant ap-
plication, applicant seeks to obtain a
contract carrier exemption so that it,
under its own right, will be capable of
providing shippers of over-dimensional
items a complete service in the move-
ment of their commodities subject to
Part III of the Interstate Commerce Act
under section 303(e).

APPLICATIONS FOR FREIGHT FFORWARDERS

No. FF-421 (Amendment) (DOOR TO
DOOR INTERNATIONAL, INC.,
FREIGHT FORWARDER APPLICA-
TION), filed July 3, 1972, published in
the FEpERAL REGISTER issue of August 24,
1972, and republished as amended this

NOTICES

issue. Applicant: DOOR TO DOOR IN-
TERNATIONAL, INC. 308 Northeast
72d Street, Seattle, WA. Applicant’s rep-
resentative: Alan F. Wohlstetter, 1700 K
Street NW., Washington, DC 20006. Au-
thority sought under section 410, Part
IV of the Interstate Commerce Act for
a permit authorizing applicant to con-
tinue operations as a freight forwarder
in interstate or foreign commerce, in the
forwarding of: (a) Used household goods
and unaccompanied baggage, between
points in the United States (including
Hawaii, but excluding Alaska); and (b)
used automobiles, between points in the
United States (including Hawaii, but ex-
cluding Alaska), restricted to the trans-
portation of import-export traffic. Nore:
The purpose of this republication is to
redescribe the authority sought.

No. FF-422 (Amendment) (CON-
TINENTAL FORWARDERS, INC.
FREIGHT FORWARDER APPLICA-
TION), filed July 20, 1972, published in
the FEpERAL REGISTER issue of August 10,
1972, and republished as amended this
issue. Applicant: CONTINENTAL FOR-
WARDERS, INC. 105 Leonard Street,
New York, NY. Applicant’s representa-
tive: Alan F. Wohlstetter, 1700 K Street
NW., Washington, DC 20006. Authority
sought under section 410, Part IV of the
Interstate Commerce Act for a permit
authorizing applicant to continue opera-
tions as a freight forwarder in interstate
of foreign commerce, in the transporta-
tion of: (a) Used household goods and

20303

unaccompanied baggage, between points
in the United States (including Hawaii,
but excluding Alaska); and (b) used
automobiles, between points in the
United States (including Hawaii, but ex-
cluding Alaska), restricted to the trans-
portation of import-export traffic. NoTE:
The purpose of this republication is to
more clearly set forth the authority
sought.

No. FF-425 (AMERICAN ENSIGN
VAN SERVICE, INC. FREIGHT FOR-
WARDER APPLICATION), filed Sep-
tember 1, 1972. Applicant: AMERICAN
ENSIGN VAN SERVICE, INC. Post
Office Box 2270, Wilmington, CA 90744,
Applicant’s representative: Alan F.
‘Wohlstetter, 1700 K Street NW., Wash-
ington, DC 20006. Authority sought under
section 410, Part IV of the Interstate
Commerce Act, for a permit authorizing
applicant to continue operations as a
freight forwarder in interstate or foreign
commerce, in the forwarding of: (a)
Used household goods and unaccom-
panied baggage, between points in the
United States (including Hawalii, but ex-
cluding Alaska); and (b) used automo-
biles, between points in the United
States (including Hawaii, but excluding
Alaska), restricted to the transportation
of import-export traffic.

By the Commission.

[SEAL] ROBERT L. OswaALD,
Secretary.

[FR Doc.72-16444 Filed 9-27-72;8:45 am|
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