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This listing does not affect the legal status
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coupon allotments; effective 1-1-74 ... 30118
HAZARDOUS MATERIALS—FAA excludes magnetized ma-
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VETERANS BENEFITS—VA regulations on plot and burial
allowances for service-connected death. ... .. 30105
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eration of certification requirements...._......... . 30107
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logal significance, Since this list 1s intended as a reminder,

Rules Going Into Effect Today
This Ust includes only rules that were pub-
FEDERAL

lished In the Rearsten after Octo-
ber 1, 1972,
page no,
and date

AMS—Certifying agency standards and
procedures to assure genetic purity and
identity of certified seed.......... 25661:

9-14-73

COMPTROLLER OF THE TREASURY—Min-
imum security devices and procedures
for national and district banks: mini-
mum standards for security devices.

27829; 10-9-73

DOD—Mandatory allocation program for

middie distillate fuels.... ... 28667;
10-16-73

REMINDERS

ENERGY POLICY OFFICE—Mandatory al-
location program for middle distillate
fuels......_.._..... 28660; 10-16-73

FAA—Certification of pilots and flight in-
instructors ... . 3156, 2-1-73; 6276,

: 3-8-73

—Offenses involving narcotic drugs,
marihuana, and depressant or stim-
ulant drugs or substances = 17491:
7-2-73

—Standard instrument approach pro-
cedures ... ... 26446; 9-21-73

FDIC—-Minimum security devices and pro-
cedures for insured nonmember banks;
minimum standards for bank security
AMICeSE., i ide 27832; 10-9-73

FHLBB—Minimum security devices and
procedures; - minimum standards for se-
curity devices of certain savings and
loan assoclations. . ..... 27834; 10-9-73

ald to Froxzar Rxcistem users. Inclusion or exclusion from this 1st has no
It does not Include offective dates that ocour within 14 days of publieation,)

FRS—Minimum security devices and pro-
cedures for Federal Reserve banks and
State member banks; minimum stand-
ards for security devices 27830;

10-9-73

NHTSA—Child seating systems; Federal
motor vehicles safety standards.

7562; 3-23-73

OSHA—Montana State Plan for develop-
ment and enforcement of occupational
safety and health standards. . 25929;

12-6-72

SOCIAL AND REHABILITATION SERVICE—
Service programs for families and chil-
dren and for aged, blind or disabled in-
dividuals: Titles I, IV (Parts A and B),
X, XIV of the Social Security Act.

19911; 7-25-73
First published at.. ... 10782; 5-1-73
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MEETINGS— NASA: Physical Sciences Committee, 11-13 and
USDA: Condor Advisory Committee, 11-14-73 .. ... 30119 P ED T AL 1 oW st S T 30155
Deschutes National Forest Advisory Council, Commission on Civil Rights: Missouri State Advisory

5B D Sy S s R S Committee, 11-9-73 . BRGNSt 1) T - ]

DOD: Secretary of the Navy's Advisory Board on Educa-
tion and Training, 11~7 and 11-8-73...... QYA 2 2
Employer Support of the
Guard and Reserve Advisory Council, 11-12-73.....
Department of the Army, Corps of Engineers, Ad-
Dredging Study, L

National Committee for

visory Committee for National
11-13-73 :

—————— . —————

. 30115
30115

... 30115

West Virginia State Advisory Committee, 11-5-73.... 30135

AEC: Advisory Committee on Reactor Safeguards, Sub-
committee on the
Units 1 and 2, 11-16-72. ... ..

General Advisory Committee Research Subcommit-
tee, 11-14 and 11-15-73........

Brunswick Steam Electric Plant,

- 30127

AGRICULTURAL MARKETING SERVICE

Rules and Regulations

Filberts grown in Oregon and
Washington; free and restricted
percentages for 1973-74 fiscal

VOAL «nmmemmmm 30101

Cotton classification; removal of
bona fide spot markets .-

Oranges grown in Arizona and
designated part of California;
limitation of handling - —-——--

Pears grown In Oregon, Washing-
ton and California; expenses
and rate of assessment. .-

Notices
Grain standards; inspection areas
and points:
Lowsians - e m e

AGRICULTURE DEPARTMENT

See also Agricultural Marketing
Service; Animal and Plant
Health Inspection Service;
Farmers Home Administration;
Food and Nutrition Service;
Forest Service; Soill Conserva-
tion Service; Rural Electrifica-
tion Administration.

Notices

Yakima Indian lands in Washing-
ton, and California; expenses
tions

ANIMAL AND PLANT HEALTH
INSPECTION SERVICE

Rules and Regulations

30089
30100

30101

30115
30116

30119

30102

Humanely slaughtered livestock;
identification of carcasses,
changes in list of establish-

ments 30116

———— - - -

ARMY DEPARTMENT
See Engineers Corps.

ATOMIC ENERGY COMMISSION

Proposed Rules

Environmental impact state-
ments; revised policies and pro-
cedures (2 documents) __ 30203, 30208

Contents

Notices
Meetings:
Advisory Committee on Reactor
Safeguards Subcommittee on
the Brunswick Steam Electric
Plant
General
Research Subcommittee. ..
Philadelphia Electric Co., et al;
availability of initial decision._-

CIVIL AERONAUTICS BOARD

Notices

Eastern Alr Lines, Inc.: order
granting temporary suspension .
International Air Transport Asso-

ciation (2 documents) —.. 30129, 30130
CIVIL RIGHTS COMMISSION

30126
30127
30127

30128

Notices
State Advisory Committee meet-
ings:
MissoUr] . oo ——— 30135
West Virginia. - oo 30135

COMMERCE DEPARTMENT

See Domestic and International
Business Administration; Mari-
time Administration.

CONSUMER PRODUCT SAFETY
COMMISSION

Rules and Regulations

Electrically operated foys In-
tended for use by children; cor-
rection

COST OF LIVING COUNCIL

Rules and Regulations

Phase IV price regulations (2 doc-
uments) 30087, 30009

DEFENSE DEPARTMENT

See also Engineers Corps; Navy
Department,

Notices

National Committee for Employer
Support of the Guard and Re-
serve; meeting. e — 30115

30106

DELAWARE RIVER BASIN COMMISSION

Notices
Proposed Martin’s Creek Steam
Electric Generating Station

Expansion; availability of draft
environmental statement. ...

DOMESTIC AND INTERNATIONAL
BUSINESS ADMINISTRATION

Notices

University of Colorado et al., deci-
sion on applications for duty-
free entry of scientific articles_. 30120

ENGINEERS CORPS

30135

Notices
Advisory Committee for National
Dredging Study; meeting... - 30115

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
Notices
California motor vehicle pollution
control standards; EPA findings
and determinations
Judicial officers; delegation of au-
thority
West Virginia Air Quality Plan;
postponement of hearing.....- 30136

ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY COUNCIL
Notices

Environmental impact state-
ments; list of statements re-
OUPEE L s gt i s et - 30133

FARMERS HOME ADMINISTRATION

Rules and Regulations

Interest subsidy rates and pay-
ments; clarification. —ccccuna 30102

Notices

Guarantee fee payment; informa-
tion
Interest subsidy payments and
aaws to borrowers; informa-
on

FEDERAL AVIATION ADMINISTRATION
Rules and Regulations
Federal alrways, area low routes,

controlled airspace and report-
ing units; designation; delayed

30136
30138

30117

- —— - " - ——————

effective dates_ e eeaee 30103
Magnetized materials; transpor-
T R R O R 30104
(Continued on mext poge)
30003
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Standard instrument approach
procedures; changes and addi-
o RS R S AN — 30103

Proposed Rules

Mountainous areas; exception to
western United States_._._____

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS
COMMISSION

Notices

Canadian broadcast stations: no-
tiflcation lst 30137

FEDERAL HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATICN

Proposed Rules

Environmental and public hear-
ing procedures..._.....________

FEDERAL HOME LOAN BANK BOARD

Rules and Regulations

Certificate account maturities;
amendment relating to policy.

FEDERAL MARITIME COMMISSION

Proposed Rules

Uniform system of accounts for
maritime carriers. ... __.___

Notices

Metro Shipping Corp.; revocation

30102

30111

Do N T RN e 30115
FEDERAL POWER COMMISSION
Notices
Hearings, ete.:
Anadarko ProductionCo. ... 30138
Blakemore, Milton H._..______ 30139
Cincinnati Gas & Electric Co... 30140
Sk N RS AR TR et 30138
Exxon Corp. and Guif Oil Corp.. 30142
Florida Gas Transmission Co.
[ VISR S e S R 30138

Midwestern Gas Transmission
Co
Millspaugh, Theodore W. Jr_.__
Minnesota Power & Light Co. et
) e - S L
Natural Gas Pipeline Company
O AT O e s
Public Service Company of
New Hampshire_  ____________
Rushford, Donald L. .___.__
Tennessee Gas Pipeline Co. et

30150
30149

30139
30140

30143
30138

e L R SR TS 30144
United Gas Pipe Line Co, et al__ 30149
Utah Gas Service Cone ... 30149

FEDERAL REGISTER ADMINISTRATIVE
COMMITTEE

Rules and Regulations

CFR checklist; 1973 issuances____

FEDERAL RESERVE SYSTEM

Notices
Acquisitions and proposed acqui-
sitlons:
Affiliated Bank Corp_.._______
Barnett Bank of Florida Inc..._. 30154
First Abllene Bankshares Inc_. 30154

30097

First Banc Group of Ohlo Inc.. 30152
First Coolidge Corp......__.__ 30154
First & Merchants Corp_______ 30151
FPirst Valley Corp..._ . _______ 30152
Southwest Bancshares Inc.____ 30153
United Virginia

e R e R T e L Sy 30153

CONTENTS

American Banks of Florida, Ino.:
formation of bank holding
Ry e e - 30150

FEDERAL TRADE COMMISSION
Rules and Regulations
Cooling-off period for door-to-
door sales; notice of cancella-
tion
Notices
Funeral prices and pricing poli-
cies in the District of Columbia;
submission and disclosure______
FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE
Proposed Rules
Oyster Bay National Wildlife
Refuge, N.Y.; addition_________ 30109
FOOD AND DRUG ADMINISTRATION
Notices

Edison Pharmaceutical Co., Inc.:
final order on objections and re-

30104

questforhearing_-________ 30121
FOOD AND NUTRITION SERVICE
Rules and Regulations
Special milk program for children:
definition of school . ___________ 30100
Notices
Food stamp program: maximum
monthly allowable income
standards and basis of coupon
T SO RN DR 30118
FOREST SERVICE
Notices
Meetings:
Condor Advisory Committee___ 30119
Deschutes National Forest Mul-
tiple Use Advisory Commit-
A B A R N R R 30119
GEOLOGICAL SURVEY
Notices
Snake River Basin, Wyoming:
power site modification________ 30115

HEALTH, EDUCATION, AND WELFARE
DEPARTMENT

See also Food and Drug Adminis-
tration.

Notices

Assistant Secretary for Planning
and Evaluation; social services
and human development. .. ____

INDIAN AFFAIRS BUREAU

Rules and Regulations

Salt River Indian Irrigation Proj-
ect, Arizona; operation and
maintenance assessment.______

INTERIOR DEPARTMENT

See Fish and Wildlife Service;
Geological Survey; Indian Af-
fairs Bureau; Land Manage-
ment Bureau.

INTERSTATE COMMERCE COMMISSION

Notices

Assignment of hearings.________

LAND MANAGEMENT BUREAU

Notices

Alaska: filing of plat of survey
and protraction diagram (2
documents)

30126

30105

Arizona; proposed classification of
public lands for transfer out of
Federal ownership_.__________

Idaho; termination of proposed
lwil.gsdmwal and reservation of
e e el e s AR

Oregon; proposed withdrawal and
reservation of lands__._______

MARITIME ADMINISTRATION
Notices

Construction of tankers of about
265,000 DWT; intent to recom-
pute forelgncost__._______. ____

tions; procedure for revisions___ 30121

NATIONAL AERONAUTICS AND SPACE
ADMINISTRATION

Notices -
NASA Space Program Advisory
Council; meeting____________ 30155

NATIONAL HIGHWAY TRAFFIC SAFETY
ADMINISTRATION

Rules and Regulations

Passenger car tires and rim tables:
safety standards_..____________

30113

30114

30233

more stages; certification and
labeling of altered vehicles.____

NAVY DEPARTMENT

Notices

Secretary of the Navy's Advisory
Board on Education and Train-
ing:meeting. . ________ . .

POSTAL RATE COMMISSION

Notices

Rates and fees: order allowing
participation and establishing
date of prehearing conference. _

RURAL ELECTRIFICATION
ADMINISTRATION

Proposed Rules

Guarantee loan program; guar-
antee of loans for bulk power
supply facilitles. ______________

SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE
COMMISSION

Proposed Rules
Exemptions for certain insurance

company accounts and advisers;
extension of comment period._ 30111

30107

30115

30156

30112

Notices
Hearings, ete.:
Autobale America Corp......__ 30157
Continental Vending Machine
oy ISR A i T L 30157

Delmarva Power and Light Co.. 30157
Industries International, Inc___ 30160

Eoracorp Industries Inc.._____ 30158
Potomac Edison Co.....______ 30158
Sanitas Services Corp......___ 30161
Seaboard Corp.........._.__.__ 30159
Stratton Group Ltd___________ 30159
TelePrompTer Corp.. ... 30159
United States National Bank of
BanENSEO. . s 30159
Westgate California Corp_.__.. 30159
Wisconsin Gas CO.eeeer o __ 30159
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SCIL CONSERVATION SERVICE

Notices

Upper Castleton River Watershed
Project, Vt.; avallability of final
environmental statement. ... 30120

STATE DEPARTMENT
Notices
Service abroad of judicial and

extrajudicial documents; desig-
nation of Justice Department._ . 30115

30095

TRANSPORTATION DEPARTMENT
See also Federal Aviation Admin-
{stration: Federal Highway Ad-
ministration; National Highway
Trafiic Safety Administration.
Naotices
Environmental impact
ments; procedures. .. —eeoeeee 30215
VETERANS ADMINISTRATION
Rules and Regulations
Service-connected burial benefit;
plot or interment allowance._. 30105

List of CFR Parts Affected

The following numerical guide Is

A cumulative guide is published separa
since January 1, 1973, and specifies how they are affected.

a list of the parts of each title of the Code of Federal Regulations affected by documents published in todoy's
ed, covering the current month to dote, appears following the Notices section of each issue beginning with
last issue of the month the cumulative list will appear at the end of the issue,

tely at the end of each month. The guide lists the parts and sections aftected by documents published

10 CFR

17 CFR

............. 30203 23 CFR
............. gg‘;’gg FRrOPOSED RULES!
------------- e R ST i QUARE
------------ 80208 Wi S e D e s SO
/- DU R S A g e e AN S B 30192
_____________ 30102 25 CFR
 ~ ) ISRl "B TR LA o S T 30105
............. 30103 38 CFR
............. 108 A L e SUANED
............. 30104
46 CFR
............. 30100 Prorosep RULES:
1.3 § el DR SRS L T P 30111
............. 30104 49 CFR
............. SOM0O8 T ot e e SUARY
............. 0108 BB L e A R e SO
. ) IR Do S SR M D UG S S T 30233
50 CFR
_____________ 30111 Prorosep RULES
............. 80111 33.. o eececn e mmmm—————— 30109
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Rules and Regulations

REGISTER issue of each month,

This section of the FEDERAL REGISTER contains regulatory documents having general applicability and legal effect most of which are
keyed to and codified In the Code of Federal Regulations, which is published under 50 titles pursuant to 44 u.s.c. 1510,

The Code of Federal Regulations Is sold by

the Superintendent

of Documents, Prices of new

books sre listed in the first FEDERAL

Title 1—General Provisions

CHAPTER 1—ADMINISTRATIVE
COMMITTEE OF THE FEDERAL REGISTER

CFR CHECKLIST
1973 Issuances

This checklist, prepared by the Office
of the Federal Register, is published in
the first issue of each month. It is ar-
ranged in the order of CFR titles, and
shows the issuance date and price of re-
vised volumes of the Code of Federal
Regulations issued to date during 1973.
New units issued during the month are
announced on the back cover of the
dally FEDERAL REGISTER A5 they become
avallable.

Order from Superintendent of Docu-
ments, Government Printing Office,
Washington, D.C. 20402.

CFR Unit (Rev. as of Jan. 1, 1973):

Title Price
.......................... $0.55
2 [Reserved]
. e U I s SIS S 2. 60
SA 1972 Compilation. e~ 2. 50
B o i i i S -t 1.75
D e e ML e < st e 3.5
6 (Rev. Feb. 1, 1973) e e 4.25
7 Parts:
048 i iiiimmareeeam e 6. 50
7Y i o s | e T 2. 60
T L A S S T 4.20
ST ) R R S TS s S o 7.00
210699 —vomeccccer e —— 5.26
T00=T40 o eneeveanmmenana= 3.7
[T S S 5 2. 10
A LR NS AR R 4.00
045-980 -
981-999
1000-1059
1060-1119
1120-1199
1200-1499
1500-end
S P ot N B, RO S
R AN e AR SRS S
10
11
12 Parts:

B i e s i o0 SUa e - 4.00
16 Parts:
Ot e e 7.00
150-end 4.25
Finding Aids. > 3.10
General IndeX...oeeee- PEAZ RS B (]

CFR Unit (Rev. as of April 1, 1973):
Title

21

22

23

24

26

26 Parts:
1 ($§1.0-1-1.300) c —cccmnm 9.5
1 (8§ 1.301-1.400) e 2.50
1 (551.401-1.500) o= 3. 00
1 (5§ 1.501-1.640) cmveeam 3.175
1 (§§1.641-1.850) e 4% 00
1 (§81.851-1.1200) e 4.50
1 (§1.1201-end) e e 6. 50
N, A S S AR 2 2.175
80-80 L e ieecsensmmae= 3.00
40-169 co e unnn——— 4.75
170-399 s 6.75
800499 o —- 3.00
500-599 - e —— 3.50
800-eNA o eecccnnm e 1.50

R L e i e e 1.25

CFR Unit (Rev. as of July 1, 1973 :
Title

28 (Rev. July 10, 1973) - ccaevem
29 Parts:

41 Chapters:
10=17 i nnnnrcscaawaeen - 2.55
18-100 oo mmmm——— 2.30
P11} F 1, (e 4.55
General Index Supplement. .- 1.35

Title 6—Economic Stabilization
CHAPTER |—COST OF LIVING COUNCIL

PART 150—COST OF LIVING COUNCIL—
PHASE IV PRICE REGULATIONS

Product Mix Changes

The purpose of these amendments is to
modify the treatment of changes in prod-
uet mix under the rules applicable to food
manufacturing in Phase IV.

Under the original “gross margin” rule
applicable to slaughtering and meat
manufacturing during the period March-
September, 1973, total permissible sales
revenues for any guarier could be ex-
ceeded by reason of changes in product
mix (among other reasons). When the
new regulations applicable to food manu-
facturing became effective on Septem-
ber 9, the product mix rule was different
in two significant respects: (1) only
changes in product mix which were
“temporary” and “unforeseen'” were rec-
ognized as & basls for justifyving a revenue
excess, and (2) it was made a matter of
the Couneil’s discretion whether to take
those changes in product mix Into ac-
count in determining whether a violation
had occurred. The Council, in making
those changes in the product mix rule for
purposes of food manufacturing under
Subpart Q. adopted verbatim the product
mix rule as it had been promulgated for
wholesaling and retailing under Subpart
K of the Phase IV price regulations.

In adopting for Subpart Q purposes the
more stringent product mix rule of Sub-
part K, the Council intended to foreclose
further application of the original unre-
strained product mix rule until the Coun-
¢il had had a better opportunity to ex-
amine the frequency and impact of
changes in product mix in the food man-
ufacturing industry and to design a new
product mix rule which would both rec-
ognize the possibility of justifiably in-
creased revenues derived from changes in
product mix and preclude use of the
product mix rule as an unjustified excuse
for revenue excesses.

After considering the problem in some
detail, the Council has decided that its
objectives can be met through adoption
of the present amendments.

First, these amendments place changes
in product mix on the same ground as
seasonal patterns and the sale of exempt
ftems as bases for possible justification
of a revenue excess under Subpart Q: the
firm concerned must demonstrate, to the
satisfaction of the Council, that the rev-
enue excess was attributable to or Justi-
fied on the basis of one or more of the

three factors mentioned.
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Second, “temporary” and “unforseen”
are omitted in recognition of the fact that
changes {n product mix in food manufac-
turing do occur which are long-term and
foreseeable and which should be per-
mitted to be taken into aceount in caleu-
Iating total permissible revenues under
Subpart Q.

Third, firms which seek to justify a
revenue excess on the basis of changes
in product mix are given guidance as to
what kind of change in product mix can
be justifiable and what kind of justifica-
tion is necessary in order to satisfy the
Council. The new statement of the prod-
uct mix rule provides that the initial test
to be applied is whether the firm’s actual
revenues exceed the total revenues which
would have been permissible if the total
revenue during the period had been
changes In product mix. To the extent
calculated on the basis of the current
product mix. Details concerning this cal-
culation are provided In an appendix to

Q. To the extent that actual
revenues exceed total permissible reve-
nues on the basis indicated, that excess
will not be deemed attributable to
changes In product mix. To to the extent
that actual revenues do not exceed total
permissible revenues on the basis indi-
cated but do exceed total permissible
revenues under the revenue formula in
Bubpart Q, that excess is potentially jus-
tifiable on the grounds of changes in
product mix.

In addition, the new product mix rule
makes it clear that the Council may re-
Ject as unjustifiable a revenue excess
based on product mix changes where the
Council believes that those changes were
not either (1) largely induced by market
forces beyond the control of the firm
concerned or (2) intended to result in
greater efliclency of food production or
distribution. The Council may reject as
unjustifiable any revenue excess which
the Council believes resulted from s
change In product mix which was made
in order to circumvent the purposes of
the regulations.

The new product mix rule is made re-
troactive to the effective date of Sub-
part Q. The Council recognizes that the
criteria for the acceptabil-
ity of product mix justification as pro-
vided in these amendments was not made
avallable to firms concerned until near
the end of or after the close of monthly
or quarterly reporting periods in some
cases. However, since the matter of
whether or not to allow revenue excesses
based on product mix changes had al-
ways been at the option of the Council
under Subpart Q prior to these amend-
ments, and since these amendments pro-
vide a clarification of product mix cri-

accept justifiable changes in product
mix as a basis for revenue excess, the

Council belleves that the publication of
the present amendments at this time on
a refroactive basis may result in hard-
ship only in connection with filing dead-
lines. Accordingly, the Council has ad-

RULES AND REGULATIONS

vised the Internal Revenue Service that
it may extend the time for fillng monthly
or reports up to 15 days when
requested by firms for good cause, in-
cluding firms for which product mix
change is a factor.

Because the purpose of these amend-

ments is to provide immedinte guidance
and information with respect to the de-
cisions of the the Council finds
that publication in accordance with nor-
mal rule making procedure is imprac-
ticable and that good cause exists for
making these amendments effective in
Jess than 30 days. .
(Economic Stabilization Act of 1970, as
amended, Pub. L, 92-210, 85 Stat. 743; Pub. L.
93-28, 87 Stat. 27: EO. 11730, 38 FR 10345:
Cost of Living Council Order No, 14, 38 FR
1489.)

In consideration of the foregoing,
Part 150 of Title 6 of the Code of Federal
Regulations is amended as follows, effec~
tive 11:59 p.m., es.t., September 9, 1973,

" Issued In Washington, D.C., on Octo-

ber 30, 1973,
Janes W. McLAxne,
* Deputy Director,
Cost of Living Council,

1. Section 150.806(¢) (2) (i) is amended
to read as set forth below; § 150.606(¢)
€2) (1D Is redesignated as § 150.606(¢) (2)
(i) and a new §150.606(¢c)(2) (D) is
added to read as set forth below; and
§ 150.606(¢c) (2) is amended to read as
follows:

§ 150.606 Food manufacturing: Price
rules.

(c) Price rules. * * *

(2) () Sales revenues for any fiscal
quarter may exceed the total sales rev-
enues calculated in accordance with
paragraph (c) (1) of this section only
if the firm concerned demonstrates, to
the satisfaction of the Council, that the
excess Is justified on the basls of seasonal
patterns or changes in product mix or is
attributable to revenues derived from the
sale of exempt items.

(i) A firm which seeks to justify a
revenue excess on the basls of changes in
product mix shall, as an initial step in
discharging its obligation to present jus-
tification satisfactory to the Council, sub-
mit in accordance with the appendix to
this subpart a comparison of actusal
sales revenues for the period concerned
with total sales revenues which would
have been permissible under paragraph
(e) (1) of this section if total sales rev-
enues during the base period had been
calculated on the basis of current prod-
uct mix. To the extent that actual sales
revenues for the period concerned exceed
total sales revenues which would have
been permissible on the basis of current
product mix during the base period, the
excess Is not justifinble on the basis of
changes in product mix. To the extent
that actual sales revenues for the period
concerned do not exceed total permissibie
revenues on the basis Indicated, but do
exceed total sales revenues (Rs) calcu-

lated in accordance with paragraph
(©) (1) of this section, that excess is
potentially justifiable on the basis of
changes In product mix. The Council
shail accept justification based on
changes in product mix if the firm con-
cerned demonstrates, to the Councll's
satisfaction, that (A) the change results
largely from market forces or raw ma-
terial supply conditions beyond the con-
trol of the firm or (B) the change is in-
tended to result in greater utilization of
food raw materials or production or dis-
tribution eficiencies. However, the Coun-
cil may reject justification based on a
change in product mix which, in the
judgment of the Council, was made by
the firm concerned In order to circum-
vent the purposes of this section or of
the Economic Stabilization Program. If
the Council does not act upon a submis-
slon attempting to fustify a revenue ex-
cess on the basis of changes in product
mix within 90 days of the date of its
receipt, the revenue excess which is po-
tentially justifinble on that basis as pro-
}rxded by this paragraph shall be deemed
ustified.

- -

(e) Reporting and recordkeeping. * * *

(2) Action by the Council on monthiy
reports. If it appears to the Council,
upon examination of a monthly report
submitted pursuant to this section, that
a firm'’s revenues with respect to a prod-
uct line are at a rate that would, when
projected for the fiscal quarter, exceed
the revenues permitted by this section
and the firm fafls to , to the
satisfaction of the Council, that it will
not exceed the revenues permitted by
this section for that quarter or that any
excess will be justified on the basis of
seasonal patterns or changes in product
mix or will be attributable to revenues
derived from the sale of exempt items,
the Council may suspend authority to
implement price increases and order
price reductions i necessary to assure
compliance with paragraph (¢) of this
section.

2. The following appendix is added at
the end of Subpart Q:

APPENDIX TO SUBPART Q—MRTHOD YoR Drren-
MINING EXTENT TO WHICH REvewux Excess
18 POTENTIALLY JUSTIFIABLE ON Basts or
OnaAxoEs 18 Propucr Mix.

TERMS YOR PURPOSES OF TIIIS APFENDIX

Re=Current period sales revenue for the
product }line conoerned.

Re=Current period total permisaiblo sales
revenue for the product line con-
corned,

R,=Base period total sales reventes for the
product Iine concerned.

R,"=Base period total zales revenues for the
product line concerned adjusted for
current product mix.

Re=Current period total permissible sales
revenues for the produot line con-
cerned adjusted by using current
product mix in the base period.

Va==Curront period volume of food or food
raw material units for the product
line concerned,

V,=Base period volume of food or food raw
material units for the product line
concerned.
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velume.
Step 3. To offset the effect of product-line

yolume change between
the cumn‘t'

Step 2 by —‘f

_The result s R,
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Step 4. Using the R’ caloulated In Step 3,
caloulate Ry’ on the basis of the formuls
provided in § 150.608 (c) (1) 1.8

RO=RX i (C+100%)

wmmuaomaumnu»w
mpmam.nmmmwkem
&bntdonotcmeﬂk,’.mtmhpo-
tentially justifinble as an excess allowable
onmbmlo(chm;ulnprodmtmlx.

Esemple A. (Va=Viand C=100%)

A B c

By (205 (1.00)}4(40) (050 +140) M-ﬂ:&?
Ry =30) (1.00+ 00 (9.80)+(30) Muﬁ,—moa

g.-mx}:xnmw-”‘r
R,'.mx!lgx(wzfnm)-n

« Items A c v i Ry RY
Aetial D PUrtOd VORI oo smessnsronemeserescesss 0 0 O IO
Averagn b peried pree. - T 2 e i~ AT, A )
B, «¥76.00 (Ses examplo A). S
R (CM) 01,00} (32) (050)-+C36) (0.800) X35 =~$80.00.
Ry B X (04 100%) ~$60.50.
&-.m%xmm)-un
Exemple C. (Vi>Vy, and C=0)
TLetns A B c Vi Vi Ry RY
TR e b A ST
Actua) base pericd = Y R - P ey
Avertge basm peried pelet - - Im T S e s

Ry=$76.00 (See exumple A) +*%0
Ry = {(340) (1.00)+(48) (0.50)+30) m&xﬁm

ReA 16X g X OH100%) =901 20.

SO
R B0 X 100C) =00.00,

|FR Doc.73-23350 Filed 10-30-73;10:43 am]

R

[Bhase IV Price Ruling 1973—2]
PHASE IV PRICE RULINGS
Prompt and Obsolete Steel Scrap
Materials
Facts. Firm A sells both prompt and
Prompt

scmotsdertvedtromwodnclsuntm
uolongermefulorfmtbedcmouﬁm

or dismemberment of existing structures,

vemles.etc.nmt\cutsupsomeonhe
obsolete scrap before it
tomakettmmmmuublefouhtwlnt
ptuposu.Anmmta t

its serap is exempt from
price coutrols under 6
vm&mhw«mdpmd-
ucts.

Issue. Under what circumstances are
ulao(pmmtnndohooletempmm-
rmssubjectwt.hepmvldomofhﬂlso
of the Cost of Living Councll Regula-
tions?

30099

Ruling. Section 150.54(e) states that
“the prices charged for damaged or used

other than products which have
been rebullt, repackaged, taled, reassem-
bled, or otherwise processed are exempt.”
Prompt ferrous scrap is an industrial by-
product rather than a used or damaged
good and, therefore, is not exempt as a
damaged or used product. Obsolete steel
scrap which has not been reprocessed or
otherwise basically altered is intrinsi-
cally a damaged or used product and,
therefore, qualifies for the exemption in
§ 150.54(e).

However, if obsolete scrap is treated or
processed it will lose its exempt status.
The cutting of obsolete scrap to make it
more manageable for shipping purposes
is not considered processing under § 150.-
54(e) if the cutting does not change the
characteristics of the product or its po-
tential reuse. For example, the cutting in
ralls, steel beams,

such items as railroad cars, ships and
trucks is considered processing because
it changes the characteristics of the
product and its potential reuse.

Winriam N. WALKER,
General Counsel,
Cost of Living Council,

Ocroner 30, 1973,
| FR Doc.73-23358 Filed 10-30-73;10:43 am |

Titie 7—Agriculture

CHAPTER I—AGRICULTURAL MARKETING
SERVICE (STANDARDS, INSPECTIONS,
MARKETING PRACTICES), DE

MENT OF AGRICULTURE ¥

PART 27—COTTON CLASSIFICATION
UNDER COTTON FUTURES LEGISLATION

Subpart A—Regulations
Bona Fide Spot Markets

Statement of consideration. The revi-
sion of § 27.93 of the Regulations for Cot~
ton Classification Under Cotton Futures
Legislation (7 CFR Part 27, Subpart A)
mmmxmumumem.
Arkansas from the list of bona fide spot
markets. Cotton is no longer traded in
such volume and under such conditions
in the Little Rock, Arkansas market as
neodedtomnectaocunwythenmeor
cotton according to informsation

Arkansas market from the list of bona
ng:s spot markets effective November 1,
1 +

Accordingly, pursuant to authority
contained in the cotton futures provisions
in sections 4862 and 4863 of the Internal
Revenue Code of 1954 (68A Stat. 581, 582,
26 U.S.C. 4862, 4863) section 27.93 of the
regulations governing cotton classifica-
tion (T CFR 27.93) under such provision
{s hereby revised to read as follows:

§27.93 Bona fide spot markets.

mtonowtnsmrkctshavebeende‘
termined, after Investigation, and are
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hereby designated to be bona
mnarkets within the meaning of
Atlanta, Ga,

fide spot
the act:

Lubbock, Tex.
Memphis, Tenn,
Montgomery, Ala.
Phoenix, Ariz,

(8ecs. 4862 and 4803, 68A Stat, 581, 582; 26
U.S.C, 4862, 4863.)

Inasmuch as the Little Rock Cotton
Exchange requested this revision to be
effective on November 1, 1973, and inas-
much as it will impose no hardship or ad-
vance preparation on the part of the in-
dustry it is found that pursuant to the
administrative procedure provisions of
5 U.S.C. 553 notice and other public rule
making procedures are impracticable and
good cause is found for making the revi-
slon effective less than 30 days after pub-
lication In the FepEraL REGISTER.

Eflective date. This revision shall be-
come effective November 1, 1973,
Dated: October 26, 1973.

E. L. PETERSON,
Administrator,
Agricultural Marketing Service.

[PR Do0.73-23350 Filed 10-30-73;8:46 am|

CHAPTER [I—FOOD AND NUTRITION
SERVICE, DEPARTMENT OF AGRICUL-
TURE

fAmdt, 11]
PART 215—SPECIAL MILK PROGRAM FOR
CHILDREN
Definition of School

The purpose of this amendment to the
regulations governing the Special Milk
Program for Children (7 CFR Part 215)
is to revise the definition of “school” and
the uniform rate of reimbursement for
all participating schools and Institutions
which have pricing programs. The effect
of this amendment will be to cancel the
provisions of Part 215 of the regulations
which were added by amendment 9 and
to reinstate the previous provisions. This
actlon 15 taken in view of the funding
level provided by Public Law 93-135 of
funds to carry out the Special Milk Pro-
gram for Children.

Since increased funds are now avail-
able and it is desirable to make this
change as soon as possible, it is imprac-
ticable and unnecessary to follow the
proposed rule making and public par-
ticipation procedure.

Accordingly, the Speclal Milk Program
for Children regulations are amended
as follows:

1. In § 215.2 paragraph (v) is amended
to read as follows:

RULES AND REGULATIONS
§ 215.2 Definitions.

(v) “School” means the governing
body responsible for the administration
of a public or nonprofit private “school”
of high school grade or under, as recog-
nized under the laws of the State. “School
of high school grade or under” shall in-
clude preschool programs operated as
part of the school system. The term
“school" also includes a nonprofit agency
to which the school has delegated au-
thority for the operation of its nonprofit
milk service,

» » » - -
2. In §2158 paragraphs (a) and (b)
are revised to read as follows:

§ 215.8 Reimbursement payments,

(a) Reimbursement payments shall be
made for milk purchased for service to
children by participating schools and
child-care institutions, except that re-
imbursement shall not be made for the
first half pint of milk served as part of a
Type A lunch by schools participating in

the National School Lunch Program or .

the first half pint of milk served as part
of a reimbursed breakfast under the
School Breakfast Program.

(b) In pricing programs, the maximum
rate of reimbursement shall be 4 cents
per half pint iIn schools that serve Type
A lunches under the National School
Lunch Program and in schools that serve
breakfasts under the School Breakfast
Program, For other schools and for
child-care institutions having pricing
programs, the maximum rate of reim-
bursement shall be 3 cents per half pint.
Schools and child-care institutions hav-
ing pricing programs shall make maxi-
mum use of the reimbursement pay-
ments received under the Program to re-
duce the price of milk to children. The
full amount of the payments shall be re-
flected in reduced prices to children ex-
cept that such payments may be used by
schools or child-care institutions to de-
fray distribution costs. Distribution costs
shall not exceed 1 cent per half pint. Ex-
ceptions to this provision may be granted
by the State agency, or FNSRO where
applicable, in Instances where the situ-
ation in a school or child-care Institu-
tion justifies distribution costs above 1
cent per half pint, but in no case shall
distribution costs be allowed above 1%
cents per half pint. When milk is pur-
chased at more than one price, the price
to the child shall be based on the lowest
cost milk,

- » » - »

(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance Pro-
gram No. 10.656, National Archives Reforenco
Services.)

Effective date, This amendment shall
be effective November 1, 1973,

Dated October 30, 1973.

CLAYTON YEUTTER,
Assistant Secretary.

[FR Doc.T3-23337 Filed 10-31-73:8:45 am]

IX—AGRICULTURAL MARKET-
ING SERVICE (MARKETING AGREE-
MENTS AND ORDERS; FRUITS, VEG-
ETABLES, NUTS), DEPARTMENT OF
AGRICULTURE
[Navel Orange Regulation 207)

PART 907—NAVEL ORANGES GROWN IN
ARIZONA AND DESIGNATED PART OF
CALIFORNIA

Limitation of Handling

This regulation fixes the quantity of
California-Arizona Navel oranges that
may be shipped to fresh market during
the weekly regulation period Novem-
ber 2-8, 1973. It Is issued pursuant to the
Agricultural Marketing Agreement Act
of 19837, as amended, and Marketing
Order#No. 807, The quantity of Navel
oranges so fixed was arrived at after
consideration of the total available sup-
ply of Navel oranges, the quantity cur-
rently available for market, the fresh
market demand for Navel oranges, Navel
orange prices, and the relationship of
season average returns to the parity price
for Navel oranges,

59072-337 Navel Orange Regulation

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

(2) The need for this section to limit
the respective quantities of Navel
oranges that may be marketed from
District 1, District 2, and District 3 dur-
ing the ensuing week stems from the
production and marketing situation con-
fronting the Navel orange industry.

(1) The committee has submitted its
recommendation with respect to the
quantities of Navel oranges that should
be marketed during the next succeeding
week. Such recommendation, designed
to provide equity of marketing oppor-
tunity to handlers In all districts, re-
sulted from consideration of the factors
enumerated In the order. The committee
further reports that the fresh market
demand for Navel oranges has not yet
been established, because ol insufficient
shipments.

(ii) Having considered the recom-
mendation and information submitted
by the committee, and other available
information, the Secretary finds that
the respective quantities of Navel
oranges which may be handled should
be fixed as hereinafter set forth.

(3) It is hereby further found that it
is impracticable and contrary to the pub-
lic interest to give preliminary notice,
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engage in public rule-making procedure,
and postpone the effective date of this
section until 30 days after publication
hereof in the PEpERAL REGISTER (6 UB.C.
553) because the time intervening be-
tween the date when information upon
which this regulation is based became
available and the time this section must
become effective in order to effectuate
the declared policy of the act Is insuf-
ficlent, and a reasonable time is permit-
ted, under the circumstances, for prep-
aration 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 Navel oranges and
the need for regulation; interested per-
sons were afforded an opportunity to
submit information and views at this
meeting: the recommendation and sup-
porting information for section, includ-
ing its effective time, are identical with
the aforesald recommendation of the
committee, and information concerning
such provisions and effective time has
been disseminated smong handlers of
such Navel oranges; it is necessary, in
order to effectuate the declared policy of
the act, to make this regulation effective
during the period herein specified; sand
compliance with this regulation will not
require any special preparation on the
part of persons subject hereto which
cannot be completed on or before the ef-
fective date hereof. Such committee
meeting was held on October 30, 1973.

(b) Order. (1) The respective quanti-
ties of Navel oranges grown in Arizona
and designated part of California which
may be handled during the period No-
vember 2, 1973, through November 8,
1073, are hereby fixed as follows:

(1) District 1: 302,247 cartons;

(i) District 2: Unlimited Movement;

(i) District 3: Unlimited Movement."

(2) As used In this section, *“han-
dled.” *“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 MM; TUS8C0.
601-674.)

Dated October 31, 1973.

CHARLES R. BRADER,
Deputy Director, Fruit and Veg-
etable Division, Agricultural
Marketing Service. 5

| FR Doc.73-23467 Piled 10-81-73:11:43 am]

PART 927—BEURRE D'ANJOU, BEURRE
BOSC, WINTER NELIS, DOYENNEAag

This document authorizes $82445 of
Control Committee expenses for the
1973-74 fiscal period and the assessment
rate of $0.015 per standard western pear
box of pears, handlied during such period,
to be paid to the committee by each first

RULES AND REGULATIONS

mnhbpmrmmmormch

expenses.

On September 24, 1973, notice of rule
making was in the PEDERAL
RecisTer (38 FR 26615) regarding pro-
posed expenses and the related rate of as-
sessment for the fiscal period July 1,
1973, through June 30, 1974, pursuant to
the amended marketing agreement and
Order No. 927 (7 CFR Part 927), regulat-
ing the handling of Beurre D'Anjou,
Beurre Bosc, Winter Nelis, Doyenne du
Comice, Beurre Easter, and Bewrre
Clairgeau varieties of pears grown in
Oregon, Washington, and Caltfornia, ef-
fective under the applicable provisions of
the Agricultural Marketing Agreement
Act of 1937, as amended (7 US.C. 601-
674) . The notice afforded 15 days during
which interested persons could submit
written dita, views, or arguments in con-
nection with sald proposal. None were
received.

After consideration of =all relevant
matters presented, including the pro-
posals set forth in'such notice which were
submitted by the Control Committee
(established pursuant to said amended
marketing agreement and order), it is
hereby found and determined that:

§927.213 Expenses and rate of asscss-
ment.

(a) Exrpenses. Expenses that are rea-
sonable and necessary to be incurred by
the Control Coimmittee during the period
July 1, 1973, through June 30, 1874, will
amount to $82,445.

(b) Rate of assessment. The rate of
assessment for said period, payable by
each handler in accordance with § 927.41,
is fixed at $0.015 per standard western
pear box of pears, or an equivalent quan-
t!;iltnyk of pears in other containers or in

Terms used in the amended marketing
agreement and order shall, when used
herein, have the same meaning as is
given to the respective term in said
t;;a-‘siemled marketing agreement and

er,

It is hereby further found that good
postponing

cause exists for not the ef-
fective date hereof until 30 days after

in the FeoeraL RecistEn (5
US.C. 553) in that (1) shipments of
fresh pears are now being made; (2) the
relevant provisions of sald marketing
agreement and this part require that the
rate of assessment herein fixed shall be
applicable to all assessable pears han-
died during the aforesaid period; and (3)
such period began on July 1, 1973, and
the rate of assessment will automatically
apply to all such pears beginning with
such date.
(Secs. 1-10, 48 Stat, 31, as amended; 7 US.C.
601-874.)

Dated: October 29, 1973,
CuarLes R. BRADER,
Deputy Director, Fruit and
Vegetable Division, Agricul-
tural Marketing Service.

|FR Doc.73-23327 PFiled 10-31-73;8:46 am]
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PART 982—FILBERTS GROWN IN
OREGON AND WASHINGTON

Free and Restricted Percentages for the
1973-74 Fiscal Year

Notice was published in the October 12,
1973, issue of the FEDERAL REGISTER (38
FR 28296) regarding a proposal to estab-
lish, for the 1973-74 fiscal year, {ree and
restricted percentages of 65 percent and
35 percent, respectively, applicable to fil-
berts grown in Oregon and Washington.
The proposal was unanimously recom-
mended by the Filbert Control Board
under § 98241 of the marketing agree-
ment, as amended, and Order No. 982, as
amended (7 CFR Part 082), hereinafter
referred to as the “order”, regulating the
handling of filberts grown in Oregon and
Washington. The order is under the Agri-
cultural Marketing Agreement Act of
1937, as amended (7 U.S.C. 601-674),
hereinafter referred to as the “act™.

The notice afforded interested persons
opportunity to submit written data, views,
or arguments with respect to the pro-
posal. None were received.

The proposed percentages are based
upon the following estimates by the Fil-
bert Control Board for the 1973-T4 fiscal
year:

Inshell supply:

Tons
(1) Total production. cceemeeamee 11, 500
(2) Less omall sizes, o0 v ceeeene 1,735
(8) Total merchantable produc-
T BT ) T W DARSS B 1
{4) Carryover August 1, 1973 sub-
Ject to regulntion. . 2
(5) Total merchantable supply
(Item 9 plus Item 4) - veen 9,802
Inshell requirements:
(6) Trade demand. . ccoeeveeen 6, 200
(7) Carryover July 31, 1074 .- 1,000
(8) TOtAl oo eeem 7,200
(0) Less carryover August 1, 1973,
not subject to reguintion. .. 80O
(10) Inshell requirements.......- 6,30
Peroentages:
(11) Pree percentage (item 10 divided by

ftem 5): @5,
(12) Restricted percentage (100 percent
minus 65 percent) : 35

The free percentage prescribes that
portion of the total merchantable supply
which may be handled as inshell filberts.
The restricted percentage prescribes that
portion of the total merchantable supply
which must be withheld from such han-
dling. Restricted filberts may be shelled
(for domestic or foreign consumption),
exported, or disposed of in outlets deter-
mined by the Filbert Control Board to be
noncompetitive with normal market out-
lets for inshell filberts.

After consideration of all relevant mat-
ter presented, including that in the no-
tice, the information and recommenda-
tion submitted by the Board, and other
avaflable information, it is found that to
establish free and restricted percentages
applicable to filberts grown in Oregon
and Washington, will tend to effectuate
the declared policy of the act.

1t is farther found that good cause ex-
ists for not postponing the effective time
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of this action until 30 days after publica-
tion in the Feoerar Recister (5 U.S.C.
563) in that: (1) The relevant provisions
of the amended marketing agreement
and this part require that free and re-
stricted percentages designated for a par-
ticular fiscal year shall be applicable to
all inshell filberts handled during that
fiscal year; and (2) the current fiscal
year began on August 1, 1973, and the
percentages established by this action
will automatically apply to all such fil-
berts beginning with such date,

Therefore, the free and restricted per-
centages for merchantable filberts during
the 1973-74 fiscal year are established
as follows: ;

§982.223 Free and restricted percent-
ages for merchantable filberts during
the 1973-74 fiscal year.

The following percentages are estab-
lished for merchantable filberts for the
fiscal year beginning August 1, 1973:

PFree percentage

(Secs. 1-10, 48 Stat. 31, as amended: 7 U.S.C.
801-874)

Dated October 26, 1973.

CHARLES R, BrADER,
Acting Director,
Fruit and Vegetable Division,

IFR Doc.78-23270 Filed 10-31-73;8:45 am |

CHAPTER XVIIl—FARMERS HOME AD-
MINISTRATION, DEPARTMENT OF
AGRICULTURE

SUBCHAPTER D—GUARANTEED LOANS
[ PHA Instructions 449.1 and 440.3)

PART 1843—FARMER LOANS
Clarification Amendments

Part 1843, Title 7, Code of Pederal Reg-
ulations (38 FR 20051) is amended. The
changes are as follows:

1. Section 1843.3 is revised for clari-
flcation and to provide additional Infor-
mation about interest subsidy rates and
payments.

2. A new § 1843.5 is added to prescribe
the form for requesting issuance of a con-
tract of guarantee,

3. As aresult of the addition of § 1843.5
the table of contents is revised to provide
that §§ 1843.6-1843.9 are reserved,

In accordance with 5 US.C. 553 these
amendments are not published for notice
of proposed rule making Inasmuch as
they only clarify existing agency proce-
dures. Therefore, these amendments are
effective November 1, 1973.

1. As amended, §18433 reads as
follows:

§ 1843.3 Interest subsidy rates and pay-
menis.

(a) Interest subsidy rates. Interest
subsidy rates, If any, on guaranteed loans
will be established by FHA periodically,
Thus, the subsidy rate for the same loan
may vary from time to time. However,
the interest subsidy rate in effect at the
time the Contract of Guarantee is exe-
cuted will remain constant during the
period covered by the intlal guarantes
fee payment, and the interest subsidy
rate in effect at the time any subsequent
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guarantee fee falls due will remain con-
stant during the period covered by the
subsequent guarantee fee, provided in
each instance the guarantee fee is pald
in accordance with the requirements of
7 CFR 1841.30, 1841.31, and 1841.32. The
subsidy rate for each type of loan will
be a rate equal to the difference, if any,
between the interest rate charged to the
borrower and the lesser of the following
rates (if they are higher than the rate
to the borrower) :

(1) Local interest rate. The current
per annum Interest rate being charged
to borrowers obtaining loans for like
purposes and periods of time in the bor-
rower’s area without an FHA Contract
of Guarantee, or

(2) FHA interest rate. The current per
annum interest rate announced by FHA.

(b) Information on rates. Lénders or
holders can ascertain the method of de-
termining the subsidy rates in effect at
any particular time by calling any FHA
office or by consulting the notice section
of the FEDERAL REGISTER.

(¢) Semi-annual interest subsidy pay-
ments. The interest subsidy payments
will be made semiannually beginning 6
months after the issuance of the Con-
tract of Guarantee and will continue as
long as the Contract of Guarantee is in
effect, unless by agreement between the
lender or holder and FHA a different pay-
ment date is arranged. The interest sub-
sidy payments will be based on the out-
standing principal balance on the
guaranteed loan promissory note (or as-
sumption agreement). After receipt of a
proper Holders Guarantee Fee Report
and Interest Subsidy Claim, a Treasury
check will be sent to the holder. for the
amount of the interest subsidy payment
owed for the preceding 6-month period.

2. As amended, §1843.5 reads as
follows:

§ 1843.5 Request for contract of guar-
antee.

This request will be made on Form
FHA 449-21, “Request for Contract of
Guarantee."

§§ 1843.6-1843.9 [Reserved)

(US.C. 1089: delegntion of authority by
Secretary of Agriculture (7 CFR 2.23); delo-
gation of authority by Assistant Becretary
for Rural Development (7 CFR 270))

Dated October 26, 1973.

Frank B. Eiviorr,
Administrator,
Farmers Home Administration.

|FR Doc.73-23275 Piled 10-31-73:8:45 am]

Title 9—Animals and Animal Products

CHAPTER I—ANIMAL AND PLANT HEALTH
INSPECTION SERVICE, DEPARTMENT

“OF AGRICULTURE
ATE TRANSPORTA.

m‘nms (INCLUDING _ POULTRY)
RAORDINARY

SUBCHAPTER
B St RS U
EMERGENCY REGULATION OF INTRASTATE
ACTIVITIES

PART 82—EXOTIC NEWCASTLE DISEASE;
AND PSITTACOSIS OR ORNITHOSIS IN
POULTRY

Area Released From Quarantine

This amendment excludes a portion of
Davidson County in Tennessee from the

areas quarantined because of exotic New-
castle disease under the regulations in 9
CFR Part 82, as amended. Therefore, the
restrictions pertaining to the interstate
movement of poultry, mynah and psit-
tacine birds, and birds of all other specles
under any form of confinement, and their
carcasses and parts thereof, and certain
other articles from quarantined areas, as
contained in 9 CFR Part 82, as amended,
will not apply to the excluded area.

Pursuant to provisions of the Act of
March 3, 1905, as amended, the Act of
February 2, 1903, as amended, the Act of
May 20, 1884, as amended, and the Act
of July 2, 1962 (21 U.S.C. 111, 112, 113,
115, 117, 120, 123, 124, 125, 126, 134b,
1341), Part 82, Title 9, Code of Federal
Regulations, is hereby amended In the
following respects:

§823 [Amended]

In §82.3(a)(3) relating to the State

of Tennessee, subdivision (1) relating to
Davidson County is deleted,
(Secs. 4-7, 23 Stat, 32, as amended; secs. 1
and 2, 32 Stat. 791-792, us amended; socs.
1-4, 33 Stat. 1264, 1265, as amended: secs. 3
and 11, 76 Stat. 130, 132; 21 US.C. 111-113,
115, 117, 120, 123-128, 134b, 1341, 37 PR 28404,
28477, 38 FR 10141.)

Effective date. The foregoing amend-
ment shall become effective on Octo-
ber 26, 1973.

The amendment relieves certain re-
strictions no longer deemed necessary to
prevent the spread of exolic Newcastle

, and must be made effective im-
mediately to be of maximum benefit to
affected persons. It does not appear that
public participation in this rulemaking
proceeding would make additional rele-
vant information available to the De-
partment. Accordingly, under the admin-
istrative procedure provisions in 5 U.S.C.
553, It is found upon good cause that no-
tice and other public procedure with re-
spect to the amendment are imprac-
ticable and unnecessary, and good cause
is found for making it effective less than
30 days after publication in the Feperar
REGISTER,

Done at Washingfon, D.C., this 26th
day of October 1973,

E. J. WiLson,
Acting Depuly Administrator,
Veterinary Services Animal
and Plant Health Inspection
Service.

|FR Doc.73-23278 Filed 10-31-73;8:45 am]

Title 12—Banks and Banking

CHAPTER V—FEDERAL HOME LOAN
BANK BOARD

SUBCHAPTER B—FEDERAL HOME LOAN BANK
SYSTEM

[No. 73-1602]
PART 531—STATEMENTS OF POLICY
Policy on Certificate Account Maturities
Ocroser 25, 1973,
The Federal Home Loan Bank Board
conslders it desirable to revise its state-
ment of policy concerning distribution of
maturities of certificate accounts of 1
year or more contained in § 531.7 of the
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Regulations for the Federal Home Loan
Bank System (12 CFR 531.7).

Section 5317 is revised in order to
clarify its meaning and to remove cer-
tain portions of it which are no longer
appropriate. In particular the last sen-
tence of h (b) of §531.7 is re~-
vised in order to clarify the method of
computing the maximum amount of cer-
tificate accounts of 1 year or more which
member institutions should have matur-
ing in any month. The last sentence had
provided, in part, that “member institu-
tions should avoid maturities In any
month which already has maturities of
certificate accounts in excess of 5 per-
cent of the institution’s total savings
accounts outstanding at the end of its
most recent distribution perfod for regu-
lar accounts”,

Under revised paragraph (b) of §31.7,
each member institution should avold
{ssuing or renewing a certificate account
of I year or more if, as a result of such
issuance or renewal, the total of the In-
stitution’s certificate accounts of 1 year
or more maturing in a particular month
would exceed 5 percent of this institu-
tion’s total savings accounts. The 5 per-
cent ratio is computed by dividing the
total outstanding certificate accounts of
1 year or more maturing in the particu-
lar month (including the one just being
issued or renewed) -by the institution’s
total savings mccounts as of the end of
the month immediately before such issu-
ance or renewal. Under this method of
computation, the institution is able to
more accurately determine whether it
has reached the 5 percent maximum.
This new method of computation is pref-
erable because under thie previous rule
a member institution could find that its
ceftificate accounts of 1 year or more ex-
ceeded the limitation due to events be-
yond its control such as unusually large
savings withdrawals.

Accordingly, the Board hereby revises
said § 531.7 to read as set forth below,

£531.7 Distribution of maturities of
certificate nccounts of 1 year or more.

(a) This is a statement of the Federal
Home Loan Bank Board’s policy concern-
ing distribution of maturities of certifi~
cate accounts of 1 year or more. In con-
ducting examinations of member insti-
tutions whose acgounts are insured by the
Federal Savings and Loan Insurance Cor-
poration, the Board’s examiners will re-
view the maturity structure of each in-
stitution’s certificate accounts. Supervi-
sory comment will be made if the insti-
tution has an undue “bunching” of ma-
turities of certificate accounts of 1 year
or more.

(b) Each member institution should
avoid issuing or renewing a te
account of 1 year or more if, as a result
of such issuance or renewal, the total of
the institution’s certificate accounts of 1
year or more maturing in a particular
month would exceed 5 percent of the in-
stitution’s total savings accounts. In com-
puting the 5 percent ratio, the denomina~
tor shall be the institution’s total savings
as of the end of the month preceding

RULES AND REGULATIONS

such issuance or renewal and the nu-
merator shall be the total certificate ac-
counts of 1 year or more outstanding
after such issuance or renewal and ma-
turing in the particular month.

(Secc. 5B, 47 Stat. 727, as added by sec, 4, 80
Stat, 824, as amended by sec. 2(b), 83 Stat.
371, as amended by sec. 4, Public Law 83-100,
August 16, 1073; sec. 17, 47 Stat. 736, as
amended: 12 U.S.C. 1425b, 1437. Reorg, Plan
No. 3 of 1047, 12 FR, 4081, 8 CFR, 104348
Comp., p. 1071).

By the Federal Home Loan Bank
Board.

[sEAL] EvuceENE M. HERRIN,

Assistant Secretary.
[FR Doc.73-23208 Flled 10-31-73;8:45 am|

Title 14—Aeronautics and Space

CHAPTER |—FEDERAL AVIATION ADMIN-
ISTRATION, DEPARTMENT OF TRANS-
PORTATION

[Alrspace Docket No. 73-SW-2]

PART 71—DESIGNATION OF FEDERAL
AIRWAYS, AREA LOW ROUTES. CON-
T'g?'l&LgD AIRSPACE, AND REPORTING

Delayed Effective Dates

On August 27, 1973, FR Doc. No. 73~
18020 was published in the FEDERAL REG-
wmTER (38 FR 22888) amending the ef-
fective date of deletion of the Fort Worth,
Tex. (Greater Southwest International
Dallas-Fort Worth Field), control zone;
designation of the Dallas-Fort Worth,
Tex. (Regional Alrport), control zone;
and alteration of the Dallas, Tex. (Love
Field), (NAS Dallas), (Redbird Alrport),
and (Addison Airport), control zones
from September 30, 1973, to October 28,
1973. Subsequent to publication of the
revised effective date, opening of the new
Dallas-Fort Worth Reglonal Airport has
been delayed until January 13, 1974. This
will delay the effective date of the
amendments to Part 71 of the Federal
Aviation Regulations. Action is taken
herein to amend the effective date.

Since this amendment will impose no
undue burden on any person, notice and
public procedure hereon are UnNecessary.

In consideration of the foregoing, Fxo-
grAL RecisTer Document 73-18020 Is
amended to change the effective date of
Airspace Docket No. 73-SW-2 from 0901
G.m.t,, October 28, 1973, to 0901 G.m.t,
January 13, 1974.

(Sec. 807(n), Pederal Aviation Act, 1058 (49
U.S.C. 1348); sec. 8(¢), Department of Trans-
portation Act (40 U.8.C. 1655(c) ).

Issued in Fort Worth, Tex., on Octo-

ber 18, 1973,
Henry L. NEWMAN,
Director, Southwest Region.

|PR Doc.73-23250 Filed 10-81-73;8:45 sm]

[Docket No, 13285, Amdt. No. 888]
PART 97—STANDARD INSTRUMENT
APPROACH PROCEDURES

Recent Changes and Additions

This amendment to Part 97 of the
Federal Aviation Regulations incor-
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porates by reference therein changes and
additlons 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 described in FAA Forms 3139,
8260-3, 82604, or §260-5 and made a part
of the public rule making dockets of the
FAA in accordance with the procedures
set forth in Amendment No. 97-696 (35
FR 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, D.C. 20591, Coples of
SIAP's adopted in a particular region are
also available for examination at the
headquarters of that reglon. Individual
coples of SIAP's may be purchased from
the FAA Public Document Inspection Fa-
cility, HQ-405, 800 Independence Avenue
SW., Washington, D.C. 20591 or from the
applicable FAA regional office in accord~
ance with the fee schedule prescribed in
49 CFR 7.85. This fee is payable in ad-
vance and may be pald by check, draft
or postal money order payable to the
Treasurer of the United States. A weekly
transmittal of all SIAP changes and ad-
ditions may be obtained by subscription
at an annual rzte of $150 per annum
from the Superintendent of Documents,
U.S. Government Printing Office, Wash-
ington, D.C. 20402, Additional copies
mailed to the same address may be or-
dered 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 97.23 is amended by origi-
nating, amending, or canceling the fol-
lowing VOR-VOR/DME SIAP's, effective
December 13, 1973:

Clarksyille, Fenn —Outlaw Fleld, VOR Run-

way 34, Amdt. 6.

Dubuque, Iowa—Dubuque Municipal Alrport,

VOR Runway 13, Amdt. 4.

Dubugque, lIowa—Dubugue Municlpal Airport,

VOR Runway 31, Amdt, 6.

Gillette, Wyo.—Glllette-Campbell County

Atrport, VOR Runway 15, Amdt, 1.
Hibbing, Minn.—Chisholm-Hibbing Alrport,

VOR Runway 18, Amdt. 6.

Hibbing, Minn.—Chisholm-Hibbing Alrport,

VOR Runway 31, Amdt. 10,

Hobbs, N.M.—Lea County (Hobbs) Alrport,

VOR Runway 3, Amdt. 13.

Laurel, Miss.—Laurel Municipal Atrport, VOR

Runway 13, Amdt. 7.

West Bend, Wis—West Bend Municipal Alr-

port, VOR Runway a1, Amdt, 2.

* * * offective November 15, 1973:

Huron, 8.D.—W. W. Howes Municipal Alrport,
VOR Runway 12, Amdt, 13.

* » * offective November 8, 1973:

Seattle, Wash,—Seattle-Tacoma Int’ Alr-
port, VOR Runway 16L/R, Amdt, 5,
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Winchester, Va —Winchester Munteipal Atr-
port, VOR-A, Amdt, 3.

Winchester, Va —Winchester Municipal Alr-
port, VOR/DME-B, Orig.

* * * effective October 25, 1973

Phlladelphia, Pa—Philadelphia Intl Atrport,
VOR/DME Runway 27R, Amat. 3.

* * * effective October 24, 1973:

Paducah, Ky ~—Barkley Alrport, VOR Runway
4, Amdt. 9,

Rocky Mount, N.C.—Rocky Mount-Wilson
Alrport, VOR/DME Runway 22, Amdt. 3.

2. Section 97.25 is amended by origi-
nating, amending, or canceling the fol-
lowing SDF-LOC-LDA SIAP's, effective
December 13, 1973.

Hibbing, Minn—Chisholm-Hibbing Alrport,

LOC (BC) Runway 13, Amadt. 1.

* * * effective November 29, 1973:

Concord, N.H.—Concord Municipal Alrport,
LOC Runway 35, Orig.

* ¥ ¢ effective November 15, 1973

Huron, 8D.—W. W. Howes Munlicipal Alrport,
LOC Runway 12, Orig.

Huron, SD.—W, W. Howes Municlpal Atrport,
LOC/DME (BC Runway 30, Amdt, 1.

* * * effective November 8, 1973:

Salisbury, Md.—Sallsbury-Wicomico Co. Atfr-
port, LOC (BC) Runway 14, Orig.

3. Section 97.27 is amended by orig-
inating, amending, or canceling the fol-
lowing NDB/ADF SIAP's, effective De-
cember 13, 1973.

Bryan, Ohlo—Williams County Alrport, NDB-
A, Amdt, 1.

Dubuque, Iowa—Dubuque Munleipal Atrport,
NDB Runway 31, Amadt, 3,

Emporia, Va.—Emporia Municipal Alrport,
NDB Runway 33, Amdt, 2.

Mineral Wells, Tex—Mineral Wells »
NDE (ADP) Runway 31, Amdt. 4, Can-
celed.

West Bend., Wis.—West Bend Municipal Alr-
port, NDB Runway 31, Amadt, 4,

* * * effective November 29, 1973:

Concord, N.H.—Concord Municipal Alrport,
NDB (ADF)-1, Amadt, 2, Canceled.

Concord, N.H.—Concord Municipal Alrport,
NDB Runway 35, Orlg.

* ¥ * effective November 15, 1973:

Huron, 5.D.—W. W, Howes Municipal Atrport,
NDB Runway 12, Amdt. 138,

* % *® effective October 24, 1973

Paducah, Ky.—Barkley Alrport, NDB Runway
4, Amdt, 5,

4. Section 97.20 is amended by origl-
nating, amending, or canceling the fol-
lowing ILS SIAP's, effective December 13,
1973:

Dubuque, Iowa—Dubuque Municlpal Alrport,
ILS Runway 31, Amat, 4.

Hibdbing, Minn—Chisholm-Hibbing Atrport,
ILS Runwny 31, Amadt. 3.

* * * effective November 15, 1973:

Huron, S.D.—W. W. Howes Municipal Alrport,
ILS Runway 12, Amdt. 14, Canceled.

* * *effective October 24, 1973:

Paducah, Ky.—Barkley Atrport, ILS Runway
4, Amat. 1,

Rocky Mount, N.C—Rocky Mount-Wilson
Alrport, ILS Runway 4, Amadt. 3.
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5. Section 97.31 is amended by origi-
nating, amending, or canceling the fol-
lowtngu ledar SIAP's, effective October

o & 5

Orlando, Fia—McCoy AFE, RADAR-1,
Amdt. 1, Canceled.

6. Section 97.33 is amended by orginat-
ing, amending, or canceling the following

i!;;l\v SIAP's, elfective December 13,
3:

Stockton, Calif.—Stookton Metropolitan Alr-
port, RNAV Runway 20R, Amdt. 1,

West Bond, Wis—West Bend Municipal Alr-
port, RNAV Runway 18, Orlg.

* * * effective December 6, 1973:
Okishoma City, Okla.—Will Rogers Warld
Alrport, RNAV Runway 12, Amdt. 2.

Oklanhomsa City, Okia-—Will Rogers World
Alrport, RNAV Runway 17L, Amdt. 2.

* * * effective October 17, 1973:

Buffalo, N.¥.—Greater Bulfalo Intsrnational
Alrport, RNAV Runway 32, Amdt, 3.

Correction. In Docket No. 13268,
Amendment No. 887, to Part 97 of the
Federal Aviation Regulations, published
in the Federal Register under Section
97.27, effective December 6, 1973, cancel
procedure under Yakataga, Alas—Yaka-
taga Arpt., NDB-A, Original.

(Secs. 307, 318, 601, 1110, Federal Aviation
Act, 1048, 490 US.C. 1438, 1354, 1421, 1510,
sec, 6(c) Departmont of tation Aot,
49 US.0. 1655(c) and 5 US.C. 652(a)(1)).

Issued in Washington, D.C., on Octo-

ber 25, 1973.
James M. Vines,
Chief,
Aircraft Programs Division.

Notz: Incorporation by reference pro-
visions In §%97.]0 and 97.20 approved
by the Director of the Feoesal RecrsTes
on May 12, 1869 (35 FR 5610).

[FR Doc.73-23252 Filed 10-31-73;8:45 am)

[Docket No. 12574, Amdt, No. 103-19)

PART 103—TRANSPORTATION OF DAN-
GEROUS ARTICLES AND MAGNETIZED

Carriage of Magnetized Materials

The purpose of this amendment to Part
103 of the Federal Aviation Regulations
is to correct the inadvertent inclusion of
magnetized materials In an amendment
to Part 103. This amendment would ex~
pressly exclude magnetized materials
from those that are required to be
located in any passenger-carrying air-
craft in a place that is inaccessible to
persons other than crewmembers.

Amendment 103-17 (published In 38
FR 17831, July 5, 1973) added a new
paragraph (f) to § 103.31 of the Federal
Aviation Regulations, prohibiting the
carriage of any articles subject to the re-
quirements of Part 103 on passenger-
carrying alrcraft unless those articles are
inaccessible In the aircraft to persons
other than crewmembers. It was In-
tended that the requirements of new
§10331(1) be limited to dangerous
articles; however, as adopted, the section

was made applicable to magnetized mate-

() to magnetized materials an
unnecessary and unintended restriction,
since they are not dangerous articles and
their proximity to persons aboard the
alrcraft is not a safety factor. Magnet-
ized materials were first provided for in
thedvﬂAkRegmwomhysnamend-
ment to Part 49 which then contained
the regulations dealing with the trans-
portation of explosives and other danger-
ous articles (Amendment No. 49-3; 27 FR
5383; June 1, 1962). The preamble to
that amendment explained that magnets
and magetic devices can adversely influ-
ence the accuracy of magnetic compasses
unless they are properly packed and kept
at a safe distance from the ajrcraft's
compass, The FAA believes that the cur-
rent §§ 103.29 and 103.31(d) are adequate
to ensure the safe operation of sircraft
carrying magnetized materials.

Accordingly, the PAA has determined
that an amendment excluding magnet-
ized materials from the applicability of
§ 103310 is appropriate and will not
adversely affect safety.

Since this amendment removes an un-
necessary and unintended restriction, I
find that notice and public procedure
hereon are unnecessary and good cause
exists for this amendment effec-
tive on less than 30 days' notice.

(Secs. 313(n) and 601, Federal Aviation Act,
1058 (49 US.C. 1354{a) and 1421): sec. 6(c)

tof tion Act (49 US.C.
16855(¢c)).

In consideration of the foregoing,
§ 103.31(f) of the Federal Aviation Reg-
ulations Is amended, effective Novem-
ber 1, 1978, to read as follows:

§ 103.31 Cargo location.

rials as well. The applicability of § 103.31
imposes

(f) No person may carry an article
subject to the requirements of this part
that is acceptable for carriage in passen-
ger-carrying aircraft, other than mag-
netized materials, unless it is Jocated in
the alreraft in a place that is inaccessible
to persons other than crewmembers,

Issued in Washington, D.C., on Octo-
ber 24, 1973,

ALEXANDER P. BUTTERFIELD,
Administrator.

[FPR Doc.73-23251 Plled 10-831-73:8:45 am)

Title 16—Commercial Practices
CHAPTER —FEDERAL TRADE
COMMISSION
SUBCHAPTER D—TRADE REGULATION RULES
PART 429—COOLING-OFF PERIOD FOR
DOOR-TO-DOOR SALES
“Notice of Cancellation”
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publish notice of proposed rulemaking
and to receive comments on this modifi-
cation in accordance with 5 US.C. sec-
tion 553 (b) and (¢), or to delay the effec-
tive date of the rule for 30 days in
sccordance with 5 U.8.C. section 553(d),
because it finds that the modified provi-
sion constitutes merely an editorial
change in the language of the rule and
is not intended to create, alter or revoke
any substantive rights or duties provided
by the original language of the rule.

Set forth below is the full text of re-
vised paragraph (b) of § 429.1, The Rule,
in which only the fourth paragraph of
the “Notice of Cancellation” is hereby
amended:

§ 429.1 The Rule.

L L4 - » »

(b) Fail to furnish each buyer, at the
time he signs the door-to-door sales con-
tract or otherwise agrees to buy con-
sumer goods or services from the seller,
a completed form in duplicate, captioned
“NOTICE OF CANCELLATION", which
shall be attached to the contract or re-
ceipt and easily detachable, and which
shall contain in ten point bold face type
the following information and state-
ments In the same language, e.g., Span-
ish, as that used in the contract:

Norice oF CANCELLATION
[enter date of transaction]

YOU MAY CANCEL THIS TRANSACTION,
WITHOUT ANY PENALTY OR OBLIGATION,
WITHIN THREE BUSINESS DAYS FROM
THE ABOVE DATE.

IF YOU CANCEL, ANY PROFPERTY
TRADED IN, ANY PAYMENTS MADE BY
YOU UNDER THE CONTRACT OR SALE,
AND ANY NEGOTIABLE INSTRUMENT EX-~
ECUTED BY YOU WILL BE RETURNED
WITHIN 10 BUSINESS DAYS POLLOWING
RECEIPT BY THE SELLER OF YOUR CAN-
CELLATION NOTICE, AND ANY SECURITY
INTEREST ARISING OUT OF THE TRANS-
ACTION WILL BE CANCELED,

IF YOU CANCEL, YOU MUST MAKE
AVAILABLE TO THE SELLER AT YOUR
RESIDENCE, IN SUBSTANTIALLY AS GOOD
CONDITION AS WHEN RECEIVED, ANY
GOODS DELIVERED TO YOU UNDER THIS
CONTRACT OR SALE; OR YOU MAY IF
YOU WISH, COMPLY WITH THE INSTRUC-
TIONS OF THE SELLER RERGARDING THE
RETURN SHIPMENT OF THE GOODS AT
THE SELLER'S EXPENSE AND RISK.

IF YOU DO MAKE THE GOODS AVAIL-
ABLE TO THE SELLER AND THE SELLER
DOES NOT PICK THEM UP WITHIN . 20
DAYS OF THE DATE OF YOUR NOTICE OF
CANCELLATION, YOU MAY RETAIN OR
DISPOSE OF THE GOODS WITHOUT ANY
FURTHER OBLIGATION. IP YOU FAIL TO
MAKE THE GOODS AVAILABLE TO THE
SELLER, OR IF YOU AGREE TO RETURN
THE GOODS TO THE SELLER AND FAIL TO
DO 80, THEN YOU REMAIN LIABLE FOR
PEFORMANCE OF ALL OBLIGATIONS UN-
DER THE CONTRACT.

TO CANCEL THIS TRANSACTION, MAIL
OR DELIVER A SIGNED AND DATED COPY
OF THIS CANCELLATION NOTICE OR ANY
OTHER WRITTEN NOTICE. OR SEND A
TELEGRAM, TO [Name of seller], AT [ad-
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dress of seller's place of business] NOT
LATER THAN MIDNIGHT OF

B

-—— -

(Buyer's signature)
Efective: November 1, 1973.
By the Commission.
Issued: October 29, 1973,

(sEAL] CuArLES A, ToBIN,
Secretary.

|FR Doc.73-23202 Piled 10-31-73;8:45 am]

CHAPTER {I—CONSUMER PRODUCT
SAFETY COMMISSION
SUBCHAPTER C—FEDERAL HAZARDOUS
SUBSTANCES ACT REGULATIONS
PART 1500—HAZARDOUS SUBSTANCES
AND ARTICLES; ADMINISTRATION AND

ENFORCEMENT REGULATIONS

PART 1505—REQUIREMENTS FOR ELEC-
TRICALLY OPERATED TOYS OR OTHER
ELECTRICALLY OPERATED ARTICLES
INTENDED FOR USE BY CHILDREN

Revision and Transfer
Correction

In FR Doc. 73-20420, appearing at page
27012 in the issue for Thursday Septem-
per 27, 1973, make the following changes:

1.In § 1600.3(b) (10}, the phrase which
begins In the the 9th line and ends in
the 12th line reading “and ‘combustible’
shall apply to any substance which has a
flash-mined by the Tagliabue Open Cup
Tester;” should be deleted,

2. In § 1500.3(b) (14) (i), the reference
to “paragraph (b)(15) ()" should read
“paragraph (b) (14 (D",

3. In § 1500.3(c) (3) the word “or" In
the 15th line should read “of".

4. In $1500.4(a)(3), in the last line,
insert the word “other” between the
words “or* and “similar’’.

5. In § 1500.42(a) (2), second sentence,
the words “hand silt-lamp" should read
“hand slit-lamp”.

6. In §1500.46, third sentence, the
words “(brine of glycol” should read
“(brine or glycol”.

7. In §1500.84(a)(1), In fourth line,
the words “shipment or delivery Into
interstate” should réad “lishment where
the hazardous substance™”. W

8. In § 1500.127(a), in the penultimate
line, insert a close parenthesis (*)") be-
tween the words "“name” and “for".

9. In § 1505.6(g) (2) (v), the words “'see
paragraphs (g) (), di), (i) and (viD
of this paragraph” should read “see para-
graph (g)(2) (b, (4D, (i) and (vih of
this section".

10. In § 1505.6(g) (5) (ii), the sixth line
now situated under the footnote entry
should be positioned above the footnote
entry.

30105

Title 25—Indians

CHAPTER |—BUREAU OF INDIAN AF-
FAIRS, DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR

PART 221—OPERATION AND
MAINTENANCE CHARGES

Salt River Indian Irrigation Project, Arizona

On page 26729 of the FenerAL REGISTER

of September 25, 1973, there was pub-
lished a notice of intention to amend
$8 221.120, 221.121, and 221.123, of Title
25, Code of Federal Regulations, dealing
with operation and maintenance assess-
ment against the 1ands of the Salt River
Indian Irrigation Project in Arizona, with
the annual date of payment, and rate
for excess water.
_ Interested persons were given 30 days
within which to submit written com-
ments, suggestions, or objections with
respect to the proposed revisions. No
comments, sugeestions, nor objections
have been received, and the proposed
revisions are hereby adopted without
change as set forth below.

Sections 221.120, 221,121, and 221,123
are revised to read as follows:

§221.120

The basic oreration and maintenance
assessment ageinst the lands under the
Salt River Indian Trrigation Profect In
Arizonsa to which water can be delivered
through the irrigation project works is
hereby fixed at £9.60 per acre for the year
1074 and subsequont years until further
notice, The pavment of the per-acre as-
sessment shall entitle the Jand for which
payment is made to receive three acre-
feet of water per annum, or such lesser
amount as represents the proportionate
ghare of the available supply of water,

§ 221.121 Payment.

The annual basic charge fixed in § 221,
120 shall be due and payable on or be-
fore February 1, 1074, and on February 1
of each year thereafter until further no-
tice. Charges not paid on the due date
shall stand as a first lien against the
lands until paid.

§ 221,123 Excess water.

Additional water In excess of the basic
apportionment of three acre-feet per acre
per annum, may be purchased if and
when the water is available at the rate
of $9.50 per acre-foot or fraction thereof,
measured at the farm delivery point.
Payment shall be made in advance of
delivery.

Basic assessment,

JouxN ARTICHOKER,
Area Director.

[FR Doc.73-23281 Piled 10-31-73;8:45 am|

Title Bonuses, and

Yeterans' Relief
PTER I—VETERANS
ADMINISTRATION
PART 3—ADJUDICATION

Service-Connected Burial Benefit; Plot or
Interment Allowance

On page 22561 of the FEDERAL REGISTER
of August 22, 1973, there was published a
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notice of proposed regulatory develop-
ment to provide for the plot or inter-
ment allowance and the service-con-
nected death burial benefit and to specify
the right to burial in a national ceme-
tery as a benefit which will be forfeited
upon conviction of certain subversive
activities enumerated in 38 US.C. 3505.
These regulations implement the provi-
sions of Public Law 93-43 (87 Stat. 75).
Interested persons were given 30 days in
which to submit comments, suggestions
or objections regarding the proposed
regulntions.

Pursuant to such notice, written com-
ments were recelved from three inter-
ested parties. Two comments were in the
nature of Inquiries. The other proposed
delaying promulgation of the changes
pertaining to the plot or Interment al-
lowance, It was determined that such
delay would not be appropriate. There-
fore the proposed regulations are hereby
adopted without change and are set
forth below.

Eflective date. This revision is effec-
tive August 1, 1973, except $§ 3.903 and
3.904 which are effective June 18, 1973
and §3.1600(a) which is effective Sep-
tember 1, 1973.

Approved: October 18, 1973.
By direction of the Administrator.

(sEAL) Frep B. Ruooss,
Deoputy Administrator,

1. In §3903, paragraph (b)(1) is
amended t0 read as follows:

§3.903 Subversive activities.

(b) Effect on claim.—(1) Any person
who Is convicted nfter September 1, 1959,
of subversive activitiss shall from and
after the date of commission of such of-
fense have no right to gratultous bene-
fits (including the right to burial in a
national cemetery) under laws admin-
istered by the Veterans Administration
based on periods of military, naval, or air
service commencing before the date of
the commission of such offense and no
other person shall be entitlefl to such
benefits on account of such person.

2. In §3.904, paragraph (d) and (@)
are amended to read as follows:

§3.904 Effect of forfeiture after vet-
eran’s death.
» - - - -

(b) Treasonadble acis—Death benefits
may be authorized as provided in para-
graph (a) of this section where forfeiture
by reason of a treasonable act was de-
clared before September 2, 1959. Other-
wise, no award of gratuitous benefits (in-
cluding the right to burial in a national
cemetery) may be made to any person
based on any period of service com-
mencing before the date of commission
of the offense which resulted in the for-
feiture (38 U.S.C. 3504(c)).

(¢) Subversive activities—Where the
veteran was convicted of subversive ac-
tivities after September 1, 1959, no award
of gratuitous benefits (including the
right to burial In a national cemetery)
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may be made to any person based on any
period of service commencing before the
date of commission of the offense which
resulted in the forfeiture unless the vet-
eran had been granted a pardon of the
offense by the President of the United
States. If pardoned, his surviving de-
pendents upon proper application may be
pald pension, compensation or depend-
ency and indemnity compensation, if
otherwise eligible, and be restored to a
right to burial in a national cemetery (38
U.S.C.3505(n) ).

3. In §3.1600, paragraphs (a) and (b)
(4) are amended and paragraph () is
added to read as follows:

§ 3.1600 Payment of burial expenses of
deceased velerans,

(a) Wartime veterans —When a vet-
eran of any war dies, an amount not to
exceed $250 ($800 If he dies of a service-
connected disability) (where entitlement
is based on § 3.8 (c) or (d), at a rate in
Philippine pesos equivalent to $125 or
$400 if death is service-connected) is
payable on the burial and funeral ex-
penses and transportation of the body to
the place of burial, If otherwise entitled
within the further provisions of
§§ 3.1600 through 3.1611. For this pur-
pose the period of any war is as defined
in § 3.2, except that World War I extends
only from April 6, 1917, through Novem-
ber 11, 1918, or if the veteran served with
the United States military forces in Rus-
sia, through April 1, 1920 (38 U.S.C. 902:
807; 107(a); Public Law 93-43, 87 Stat.
5.

(b) Peacetime veterans—The statu-
tory burial allowance suthorized by
paragraph (a) of this section is payable
based on service of a veteran rendered
during other than a war period;

(#) If he dies of a service-connected
disability (38 U.S.C. 902),

- . - - -

(f) Plot or interment allowance.—
Where a veteran dies for whom eligibil-
ity for the burial allowance under this
section is warranted and is not buried In
4 national cemetery or other cemetery
under the jurisdiction of the United
States (except where the higher rate of
burial allowance is payable because of
service-connected death), there may be
pald an additional amount not to exceed
$150 (where entitiement is based on
3.8 (¢) or (d), at a rate in Philippine
pesos equivalent to $75), as a plot or
interment allowance for expenses actu-
ally incurred. The allowance will be pay-
able to the person or entity who incurred
the expenses (38 U.S.C. 903(b); Public
Law 93-43, 87 Stat. 75) .

4. Section 3.1601 is revised to read as
follows: 3

§ 3.1601 Claims and evidence.

(a) Claims—Claims for reimburse-
ment or direct payment of burial and
funeral expenses, transportation of the
body, and plot or interment allowance,
must be received by the Veterans' Ad-
ministration within 2 years after the per-

manent burial or cremation of the body.
Where the burial allowance was not pay-
able at the death of the veteran because
of the nature of his discharge from serv-
ice, but after his death his discharge has
been corrected by competent authority
50 as to reflect a discharge under condi-
tions other than dishonorable, claim may
be filed within 2 years from date of cor-
rection of the discharge. (38 US.C. 904;
Public Law 93-43, 87 Stat. 75).

(1) Claims for burial allowance may be
executed by:

(1) The funeral director, if entire bill
or any balance 15 unpald (if unpaid bill
is under $250 only amount of unpaid bal-
ance will be payable to the funeral di-
rector); or

(1) The Individual whose personal
funds were used to pay buriul, funeral,
and transportation expenses; or

(i) The executor or administrator of
the estate of the veteran or the estate of
the person who paid the expenses of the
veteran’s burial or provided such serv-
ices. If no executor or administrator has
been appointed then by some person act-
ing for such estate who will make dis-
tribution of the burial allowance to the
person or persons entitled under the laws
governing the distribution of interstate
estates In the State of the decedent's
personal domicile.

(2) Claims for the plot or interment
allowance may be executed by:

(i) The funeral director, if he provided
the plot or interment services, or ad-
vanced funds to pay for them, and if the
entire hill for such or any balance there-
of Is unpaid (If unpaid balance is less
than $150 only the amount of the unpald
balance thereof will be payable to the
funeral director) ; or

(i) The person(s) whose personal
funds were used to defray the cost of the
plot or interment expenses: or

(1if) The person or entity from whom
the plot was purchased or who provided
Interment services if the bill for such is
unpaid in whole or in part. An unpaid bill
for a plot will take precedence in pay-
ment of the plot or interment allowance
over an unpaid bill for other interment
expenses or a claim for reimbursement
for such expenses. Any remaining bal-
ance of the $150 allowance may then be
appled to interment expenses: or

(iv) The executor or administrator of
the estate of the veteran or the estate
of the person who bore the expense of the
plot or interment expenses. I no execu-
tor or administrator has been appointed,
claim for the plot or interment allow-
ance may be filed as provided in para-
graph (8) (1) (§il) of this section for the
burial allowance,

(3) For the purposes of the plot and
interment allowance “plot” or “burial
plot” means the final disposal site of the
remains, whether It Is a grave, mauso-
leum vault, columbarium niche, or other
similar place. Interment expenses are
those costs associated with the final dis-
position of the remains and are not con-
fined to the acts done within the burial
grounds but may include the removal of
bodies for burial or interment,
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(b) Supporting evidence —Evidence
to complete a claim for the
burial allowance and the plot or inter-
ment allowance, when payable (includ-
lnsuteopmedclummedwimnthez-
year period), must be submitted within
1 year from date of the Veterans’ Ad-
ministration’s request for such evidence.
In addition to the proper claim form,
the claimant is required to submit:

(1) Statement of account.—Preferably
on funeral director’s or cemetery own-
er's billhead showing name of the de-
ceased veteran, the plot or interment
costs, and the nature and cost of services
rendered, and unpaid balance.

(2) Receipted bills—Must show by
whom payment was made and show re-
ceipt by a person acting for the funeral
director or cemetery owner.

(3) Proof of death—In accordance
with § 3.211.

(4) Waivers from all other distribu-
tees —Where expenses of a veteran's
burial, funeral, plot, interment and
transportation were paid from funds of
the veteran's estate or some other de-
ceased person’s estate and the identity
and right of all persons to share in that
estate have been established, payment
mnybemadetoonehetruponuneundl-
tional written consent of all other heirs.

5. In § 3.1602, paragraphs (a), (b), and
(d) are amended to read as follows:

§3.1602 Speeial conditions governing
paymoenis.

(a) Two or more persons ecrpended
junds—1f two or more persons have paid
from their personal funds toward the
burial, funeral, plot, interment and
transportation expenses, the burial and
plot or Iinterment allowance will be
divided among such persons in accord-
ance with the proportionate share paid
by each, unless walver Is executed In
favor of one of such persons by the
other person or persons involved. The
person in whose favor payment is waived
will not be allowed & sum greater than
that which was paid by him. (See
$3.1601(a) (D))

(b) Person who performed services.—
A person who performed burial, funeral,
and transportation services or furnished
the burial plot will have priority over
claims of persons whose personal funds
were expended.

(d) Escheat.—No payment of burial
allowance or plot or interment allow-
ance will be made where it would escheat,

6. Section 3.1603 is revised to read as
follows:

§3.1603 Unelnimed bodies.

If the body of a deceased veteran is
unclaimed, there being no relatives or
friends to claim the body, the amount
provided for burial and plot or inter-
ment allowance will be available for the
burial upon receipt of a claim accom-
panied by a statement showing what
efforts were made to locate relatives or
friends. The question of escheat of any
part of such deceased veteran's estate

No. 210—Pt, I—3
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is not a factor in such a claim. Burial
allowance may be authorized for cost of
disinterment and reburial of unclaimed
remains originally accorded pauper
burial but not for initial expenses of a
burial in a potter's fleld. Burial In a
prison cemetery Is not considered a
pauper burial.

7. In § 3.1604, paragraph (¢) is added
to read as follows:

§3.1604 Payments from non-Yelerans'
Administration sources.
» » » - -

(¢c) Payment of plot or interment
allowance by public or private organi-
zation—Where any part of the plot or
{nterment expenses have been paid or
assumed by a State, any agency or politi-
cal subdivision of a State, or the em-
ployer of the deceased veteran, only the
difference between the total amount of
such expenses and the amount paid or
assumed by any of these agencies or
organizations, not to exceed $150, will
be authorized,

8. In $3.1605, the introductory por-
tion preceding paragraph (a), paragraph
(n), and the introductory portion of
paragraph (b) are amended to read as
follows:

§3.1605 Death while traveling under
prior authorization or while hospital-
ized by the Veterans Administration.

An amount may be pald not to exceed
the amount payable’under §3.1600 for
the funeral, burial, plot, or interment
expenses of a person who dies while In a
hospital, domiciliary, or nursing home to
which he was properly admitted under
authority of the Veterans' Administra-
tion. In addition, the cost of transport-
ing the body to the place of burial may
be authorized. The amount payable
under this section is subject to the limi-
tations set forth in paragraph (b) of
this section, and §§ 3.1604 and 3.1606.

(a) Death enroute—When a veleran
while traveling under proper prior au-
thorization and at Veterans' Administra-
tion expense to or from a specified place
for the purpose of:

(1) Examination;or

(2) Treatment; or

(3) Care

dies enroute, burial, funeral, plot, inter-
ment, and transportation expenses will
be allowed as though death occurred
while properly hospitalized by the Vet-
erans’ Administration. Hospitalization in
the Philippines under 38 US.C, 631, 632,
and 633 does not meet the requirements
of this section.

(b) Transportation —Except for re-
tired persons hospitalized under section
5 of Executive Order 10122 (15 FR 2173;
3 CFR 1950 Supp.) issued pursuant to
Public Law 351, 81st Congress, and not
as Veterans' Administration beneficiar-
fes, the cost of transportation of the
body to the place of burial in addition
to the burial and plot or interment al-
lowance will be provided by the Veterans'
Administration where death occurs:

30107

9. Section 3.1609 is revised to read as
follows:

§ 3.1609 Forfeiture.

(a) Forfeiture of benefits for fraud
by a veteran during his lifetime will not
preclude payment of burial and plot or
interment allowance if otherwise in
order. No benefits will be paid to a clalm-
ant who participated in the fraud which
caused the forfeiture by the veteran (38
U.8.C.3503(c) ).

(b) Burial and plot or interment al-
lowance is not payable based on a period
of service commencing prior to the date
of commission of the offense where
either the veteran or claimant has for-
feited the right to gratuitous benefits
under § 8.902 or §3.903 by reason of &
treasonable act or subversive activities,
unless the offense was pardoned by the
President of the United States prior to
the date of the veteran's death (38 US.C.
3504(c) (2),3506(a)).

[PR Doc.73-23285 Filed 10-31-73;8:45 am|

Title 49—Transportation

CHAPTER V—NATIONAL HIGHWAY
TRAFFIC SAFETY ADMINISTRATION

[Docket No. 72-7; Notice 3]
PART 567—CERTIFICATION

PART 568—VEHICLES MANUFACTURED
IN TWO OR MORE STAGES

Certification and Labeling of Altered Ve-
hicles; Response to Petitions for Recon-
sideration

This notice responds to petitions for
reconsideration of the amendment to
NHTSA Certification and Vehicles
Manufactured in Two or More Stages
regulations (49 CFR Parts 587, 568) pub-
lished June 19, 1873 (38 FR 15961). The
amendment specified requirements for
the certification and labeling of aitered
vehicles. Two petitions for reconsidera-
tion, one from the Recreational Vehicie
Institute (RVI) and the other from the
Ford Motor Company, were received. For
the following reasons, each of the peti-
tions is denled.

The RVI petitioned that manufactur-
ers of complete vehicles altered to be-
come motor homes be required under the
regulation to provide to alterers, when
requested by them, data similar to that
furnished by incomplete vehicle manu-
facturers to final-stage manufacturers
under Part 568. This information, RVI
argues, would provide guidance for alter-
ers in maintaining conformity to appli-
cable motor vehicle safety standards.
RVI further petitioned that alterers be
authorized to utilize the®vehicle's cer-
tification label in ascertaining com-
pliance with applicable standards, and
that the regulations be amended to spe-
cifically refer to “dealers” in those cases
where that group is subject to require-
ments.

The NHTSA considers that its con-
clusions regarding RVI's first request,
which was first made in RVI's comments
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to the proposed rule (37 FR 22800; Octo-
ber 25, 1972), are still valid. The pre-
amble to the final rule stated that this
agency considers it unreasonable to re-
quire manufacturers of completed, certi-
fled vehicles to provide persons who alter
vehicles with the type of information re-
quested. The alterer situation is entirely
different from one Involving incomplete
vehicles in that the latter, unlike com-
plete vehicles, are marketed with the in-
tent that they will be completed by
other persons. This intent justifies the
requirement to furnish special, addi-
tional conformity information, and is a
necessary part of the régulatory scheme,
However, the certification of the com-
pleted vehicle—that is, a statement that
it conforms to all applicable standards—
itself would szatisfy the requirements of
Part 568, so the request that complete
vehicle manufacturers supply ‘'Part 568"
information is essentially meaningless,

RVI’s second request, that the regula-
tions be amended to provide that the
alterer of a completed vehicle may rely
on the vehicle's original certification
label iIn ascertaining conformity of the
altered vehicle, is denied as unnecessary.
It {5 a trulsm that the person who alters
a vehicle may rely on the originsl manu-
facturer's statement of conformity to the
extent that the alterations do not affect
the conformity of the vehicie. It is ob-
vious, on the other hand, that the state-
ment of conformity cannot be relled on
to the extent that the alterations have
affected the vehicle’s conformity. The
guestion to be answered by the alterer Is
the factual one whether the vehicle con-
forms to the standards as altered by him,
and he certainly may use the manufac-
turer’s statement that it conformed as it
was delivered to him as conclusive on
that point. Only the alterer is in a posi-
tion to know the extent to which his
work has affected the vehicle's perform-
ance, and consequently whether addi-
tional determinations as to conformity
must be made.

RVI's request concerning the use of
the word “dealers"” is also denled. The
phrase “any person,” which Is used in
the regulation, Is sufficiently specific to
provide the necessary notice to dealers
that they may be subject to the

requirements.

RULES AND REGULATIONS

Ford Motor Company objected to the
requirement in the rule that persons who
alter vehicles in such & manner that the
welght ratings on the original certifica-
tion label are no longer valid must afix
an alterer’s label with corrected ratings.
Ford argued against the provision both
substantively, and on the procedural
grounds that that specific provision had
not been included In the version of the
rule presented in the notice of proposed
rulemaking.

On the merits, Ford’s objection was
that its dealers will have to change labels
often in cases where they add optional
readily attachable equipment that adds
to the weight of the vehicle. Ford's
problem apparently arises from a prac-
tice (possibly unique to Ford since no
other manufacturers objected to the pro-
vision in question) of listing as the “gross
vehicle weight rating” of its passenger
cars the sctual unloaded weight of the
vehicle as It leaves the assembly line,
plus  rated passenger and luggage
weights. Ford evidently has been assum-
ing that, for the purposes of the certifi-
cation label, it is not responsible for
changes made to its vehicles by its
dealers, even the addition of accessories
fully authorized by Ford itself. It fur-
ther argued that the concept of “valid-
ity” of the welght rating is not clear.

The NHTSA does not accept this posi-
tion. Weight ratings are assigned figures,
which do not necessarily match the ac-
tual weight of the vehicle. The Certifica~
tion regulations at 49 CFR § 567.4(g) (3)
clearly state that the vehicle’'s GVWR
“shall not be less than the sum of the
unloaded vehicle welght, rated cargo
load, and 150 pounds times the vehicle's
designated seating capacity.” Where the
manufacturer authorizes his dealers to
make alterations in his vehicles before
sale to a consumer, the manufacturer
must take responsibility for the continu-
ing conformity of the vehicle to the
safety standards and associated regula-
tions. The concept of valldity of the
GVWR 15 not at all unclear. It means
that the rating satisfies the quoted for-
mula in §567.4(g) (3) for the vehicle in
question. Similarly, the validity of the
gross axle weight rating depends simply

on whether the loaded vehicle imposes a
heavier weight on the axle than its stated
rating. The intent of the regulation and
the solution to Ford’s problem is, of
course, not to have dealers frequently
add alteration labels, but for Ford to rate
and equip its vehicles at levels sufficient
to accommodate the alterations that it
authorizes its dealers to make.

Ford's procedural objection Is also
found to be without merit. This agency
has always considered it beyond question
that the information on the certification
label must correctly describe the vehlcle
at the time it s sold to & consumer. In-
deed, informing the consumer is a pri-
mary purpose of the information, In ex-
cepting  alterers who use only readily
attachable items from the requirement of
attaching an alteration label, the NHTSA
was assuming that these alterations did
not affect the volidity of the information
on the original label, It was pointed out
In several comments in response to the
proposed rule that this might not always
be the case. In adding the language con-
cerning the changing of weight ratings,
the NHTSA was really only clarifying its
intent with respect to readily attachable
items and the necessity to maintain the
validity of the label's Information.

The NHTSA knows of no statute or
legal doctrine suggesting that minor
clarifying changes such as this cannot
be made to & proposal at the time it is
issued as a rule. The Administrative
Procedure Act requires in relevant part
only .that the notice state “either the
terms of substance of the proposed rule
or & description of the subjects and
issues involved.” 5 U.S.C, 553(b) (3). The
adjustment of details on the basis of
comments recelved, as this one was, is
the essence of notice-and-comment rule-
making.

For these reasons, Ford's petition for
reconsideration is denied.

(Seecs. 103, 112, 114, 110, Pub, L. 80-563, 80
Stat. 718, 156 US.C. 1392, 1401, 1403, 1407;
delegation of authority 49 CFR 1.61),

Issued on October 26, 1973.

James B, GREGORY,
Administrator.

[FR Do0.73-23313 Piled 10-31-78:8:45 am]
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Proposed Rules
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DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
Fish and Wildlife Service

OYSTER BAY NATIONAL WILDLIFE
REFUGE, NEW YORK

[50CFRPart33]
Sputhhhu;Pcopou:lMdlﬁonbUstof
Open Areas

Notice is hereby given that pursuant
to the authority vested in the Secretary
of the Interior by the National Wildlife
Refuge System Administration Act of
1966 (80 Stat. 927 as amended; 16 US.C,
668dd) , as delegated to the Director, Bu-
reau of Sport Fisheries and Wildlife by
Chapter 2, Part 242 of the Departmental
Manual, it is proposed to amend 50 CFR
33 by the addition of Oyster Bay National
wildlife Refuge, New York, to the list of
areas open to sport fishing.

It has been determined that sport fish-
Ing may be permitted as designated on
the above refuge without detriment to
the objectives for which the area was

established.

It is the policy of the Department of
the Interior, whenever practicable, to af-
ford the public an opportunity to par-
ticipate in the rulemaking process. Ac-
cordingly. Interested persons may submit
written comments, suggestions or objec-
tions, with respect to the proposed
amendment, to the Director, Bureau of
Sport Fisheries and Wildlife, Washing-
ton, D.C. 20240, by October 30, 1973.

WILLARD M. SPAULDING, Jr.,
Acting Regional Director.

Ocroner 18, 1973.
{PR Doc.73-23232 Plled 10-31-73:8:45 aml

DEPARTMENT OF
TRANSPORTATION

Federal Aviation Administration

[ 14 CFR Part 95 ]
[Docket No. 13284; Notice No. 73-28]

WESTERN UNITED STATES
MOUNTAINOUS AREAS

Proposed Additional Exception

The Federal Aviation Administration
is considering amending § 95.15(b) of the
Federal Aviation Regulations to add an
additional exception to that portion of
the Western United States described in
§$95.15(a) and designated as a moun-
tainous avea under § 95.11. The area that
would be added as an exception Is in the
vicinity of Puget Sound in the Northwest
portion of the State of Washington.

Interested persons are invited to par-
ticipate in the making of the proposed
rule by submitting such written data,
views, or arguments as they may desire.
Comments are also solicited with respect
to the environmental aspects of the pro-
posals contained in this notice. Commu-

nications should identify the regulatory
docket or notice number and be submit-
ted in duplicate to: Federal Aviation
Administration, Office of the Chief Coun-
sel, Attention: Rules Docket, AGC-24,
800 Independence Avenue SW., Washing-
ton, D.C. 20591. All communications re-
ceived on or before December 29, 1973,
will be considered by the Administrator
before taking action on the proposed

‘rule. The proposals contained in this no-

tice may be changed in the light of com-
ments received. All comments submitted
will be available, both and after the clos-
ing date for comments in the Rules
Docket, for examination by interested

persons.

Scction 95.15(a) presently describes
that area of the western continental
United States designated under §95.11
as & mountainous area. Section 95.15(b)
presently contains one exception to the
area described in § 95.15(a).

The import of an area being designated
as a mountainous area is reflected in
§$ 91.119, 91.195, 121657, and 135.91,
Section 901.119(a) (2) (1) prescribes in
pertinent part, that no person may oper-
ate an afroraft under IFR over an area
designated as a mountainous area in
Part 95 (where no minimum altitudes
are prescribed for that area in Parts 85
and 97), unless an altitude of at least
2,000 fect is maintained above the high-
est obstacle within a horizontal distance
of five #tatute miles from the course to
be flown. Sections 91.195(a)(2) and
135.91(a) (2) provide similar require-
ments for VFR night operations con-
ducted under Subpart D of Part 91 and
Part 135, and § 121.857(c) provides, in
pertinent part, a similar requirement for
night VFR, IFR, and over-the-top opera-
tions conducted under Part 121. With
respect to those operations not conducted
over designated mountainous areas,
under §§91.119(a) (2) (1), 91.195(R) (2),
121.657(¢), and 135.91(a) (2) the require-
ments are similar except that a limitation
of 1,000 feet Is required in place of a
limitation of 2.000 feet as is required for
areas designated as mountainous areas.

The reasons for designating an area
as a mountainous area involves the
consideration of—(1) Weather phe-
nomena in the area that are con-
ducive to marked pressure differen-
tials; (2) Bernouli effect; (3) precipi-
tous terrain turbulence; and (4) other
factors likely to Increase the possibility
of altimeter error. However, the Puget
Sound area described in this notice is
an area of homogenous weather charac-
teristics. In addition, the area has excel-
lent weather reporting facilities, is free
of precipitous terrain and those other
weather phenomena associated with
other designated mountainous areas. The
FAA believes that a need exists in this

area for additional operational altitudes,
and that safety would not be adversely
affected if an additional exception were
added to § 95.15(b) covering the area de-
scribed hereinafter. Therefore, it is pro-
posed that an additional exception be
added to § 95.15(b) to describe that area.
For purposes of this Notice & map is pre-
sented following the proposed revision to
§ 95.15 to illustrate the extent of that
aren. Finally, the map entitled “Des-
ignated Mountainous Terrain”, that is
presently included in Part 95 would be
replaced with a map incorporating the
proposed exception.

This amendment is proposed under the
authority of sections 307, 313(a), and
601 of the Federsl Aviation Act of 1958
(49 U.S.C. 1348, 1354(a), and 1421), and
section 8(¢c) of the Department of Trans-
portation Act (49 U.S.C. 16535(¢)).

In consideration of the foregoing, Part
95 of the Federal Aviation Regulations
(14 CFR Part 95) would be amended as
follows:

1. By substituting a map of the desig-
nated mountainous terrain of the conti-
nental United States to replace the map

entitled “Designated Mountainous Ter-
rain” that is presently included in Part
95.

2. By redesignating the present lan-
guage of §95.15(b) as (b)(1) and by
adding a new subparagraph (2) to
$§ 95.15(b) to read as follows:

§95.15 Western United States mountain-
ous areas.

(b) Ezxceptioms. (1) * * *

(3) Beginning at latitude 40+00" N, longl-
tude 122+21° W.; thence to Iatitude 48°34° N,
longitude 123°21° W.; thence to Iatitude
48+08° N. longitude 122°00° W.; thence to
Iatitude 47°12° N., longitude 122°00° W,
thence to latitude 46+59° N., longitude
122°13° W.: thence to Iatitude 48°52° N,
longitude 122°16° W.; thence to Iatitude
46°50° N. longitude 122°40° W.. thence to
latitude 46°35° N, longltude 132°48° W
thence to Istitude 46°35° N. longitude
123°17° W.; thence to Iatitude 47°15° N,
longitude 123°17° W.. thence to latitude
47°41" N. longitude 122°54° W.: thence to
latitude 48°03° N, longitude 122°48' W
thence to Iatitude 48°17° N, longitude
123*15° W.; thence North and East along
the Unlted States and Canada boundary to
iatitude 49°00° N, longitude 122°21° W,
point of beginning.

Nore:—The accompanying map, entitled,
“Proposed Puget Sound Exception to Wes-
tern U S, Designated Mountainous Area”, il-
lustrates the extent of the area described
in purposed § 95.16(b) (2).

Issued in Washington, D.C., on Oc-
tober 17, 1973.

Janss F. RupoLeH,
Director, Flight Standards Service.
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FEDERAL MARITIME COMMISSION
{Docket No. 73-68]

[ 46 CFR Part 511 ]

UNIFORM SYSTEM OF ACCOUNTS FOR
MARITIME CARRIERS

Notice of Proposed Rulemaking

Pursuant to the authority of the S8hip-
ping Act, 1916 (46 US.C. 801, et seq.)
and section 4 of the Administrative Pro-
cedure Act (5 U.8.C. 553), notice is hereby
given that the Federal Maritime Com-
mission is considering amending section
511.5 of its General Order No. 5.

On April 19, 1972, the Commission
issued Amendment 6 to its General Order
No. 5. This amendment, Title 46 CFR,
Chapter IV, § 511.5, reads:

For purposes of filing FMC-84 Reports only,
the Uniform System of Accounts found in
Part 282 of this title is prescribed.

The Maritime Administration
(MARAD) has recently issued a proposed
revision of Part 282 to Title 46 CFR ""Uni-
form System of Accounts for Maritime
Carriers” (MARAD) General Order No.
22) (38 FR 28682; 10-16-73).

It is believed it would be advantageous
for the Federal Maritime Commission to
recognize revisions of these accounts, Ex-
perience indicates that composition of
the accounts employed in the execution
of this common form should conform to
the revision of the “Uniform System of
Accounts for Maritime Carriers” in order
to provide for accurate and uniform re-
porting to the FMC,

It is noted that not all carriers filing
FMC-64 Reports are subject to Part 282
of Title 46 CFR. As a result, several car-
riers operating in the domestic offshore
trades employ accounting systems unique
to themselves.

The comparison and analysis of data
submitted by these carriers to data sub-
mitted by carriers using the Uniform
System of Accounts has been serlously
hampered by the lack of specific knowl-
edge regarding the composition of the
accounts translated by these carriers into
the accounts structure contained in Part
282. As might be expected from large dy-
namic organizations, the internal ac-
counting structures frequently change so
an analysis developed in one year may
not safely be assumed to be appropriate
for the next year.

The way their data has been evaluated
has been to obtain a translation trial bal-
ance wherein the carrier unique accounts
are recoded to the Uniform System of
Accounts. The carrier unique accounts
must then be reviewed in detail to ascer-
tain if the information recorded therein
is properly translatable into the Uniform
System of Accounts account selected. The
effort to accomplish reviews of this type
Is substantial and continuing.

It is considered desirable for the Com-
mission to have a continued current un-
derstanding of the nature of the infor-
mation reported by all of the carriers
filing FMC-64 Reports.

In order to develop a regular flow of
Information regarding the content of ac-
counts and their assembly into reporting
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formats from carriers to the Commission
for those carriers not using the “Uni-
form System of Accounts for Maritime
Carriers”, it is not believed to be neces-
sary to impose MARAD General Order 22
recordkeeping requirements on such
carriers.

The Commission proposes, however, to
amend § 511.5 of Title 46 CFR (Commis-
sion General Order §) to include the
following:

When a carrier does not record its nccount-
ing data in accordance with Part 282 of this
title it shall file annually with the Commis-
slon data describing: the information re-
corded in each of the General Ledger ac-
counta it employs; asny changes In such
description; new saccounts or deleted ac-
counts aince the last period reported on; and
the Part 283 account number under which
tt will report the data In the PMC-64 Report.

It recognizes that this solution is not
as perfect from the Commission view-
point as outright uniform accounting,
but it considers that individual carrier
internal information needs, and existing
accounting structures designed to meet
those needs, should not be disrupted. The
reporting of what is being done on &
regular basis does not require any
changes in existing accounting and s,
therefore, deemed a minimal burden to
the carriers involved.

‘Accordingly, the Commission pursuant
to section 4 of the Administrative Proce-
dure Act (5 U.S.C. 553) and sections 21
and 43 of the Shipping Act, 1916 (46
U.S.C. 820 and 841a), proposes a revision
of the "Uniform System of Accounts for
Maritime Carriers” by amending Title 46
CFR, Chapter IV, § 511.5, in the follow~
ing respects:

1. The text of existing § 511.5 is desig-
nated as paragraph (a).

2. A new paragraph (b) is added to

the section reading as follows:

§ 511.5a Form number designations.

(a) L

(b) (1) When a carrier does not record
its accounting data in accordance with
Part 282 of this title it shall file annually
with the Commission data describing:
the information recorded in each of the
General Ledger accounts it employs; any
changes in such description; new ac-
counts or deleted accounts since the last
period reported on; and the Part 282
account number under which it will re-
port the data in the FMC-64 Report.

(2) Such data shall be filed by March 1
of each year encompassing all changes
through December 31 of the preceding
year.

Therefore, it is ordered, That notice of
this proposed rulemaking be published
in the Feoeral REecisTER; and

It is jurther ordered, That all inter-
ested persons may participate in this
rulemaking proceeding by filing with the
Secretary, Federal Maritime Commis-
sion, Washington, D.C. 20573, on or be-
fore November 30, 1973, an original and
15 coples of their views and arguments
pertaining to the proposed rules, All sug-
gestions for changes in the text of sald
proposed rules should be accompanied by
the language thought necessary to ac-
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complish the desired changes and state-
ments and arguments in support thereol.
The Commission’s Bureau of Hearing
Counsel shall participate in the rulemak-
ing proceeding and shall file a reply to
said comments on or before December 21,
1973, by serving an original and 15 copies
on the Commission and one copy to each
party who filed written comments. An-
swers to Hearing Counsel shall be sub-
mitted to the Commission on or before
January 11, 1974; and

It is further ordered, That all future
notices issued by or on behalf of the
Commission in this proceeding be pub-
lished in the Feperat Recisrenr, and in
addition be mailed directly to all persons
filing comments In accordance with the
procedures enumerated above and all
other persons who notify the Secretary,
Federal Maritime Commission, of their
desire to receive such notice.

By the Commission.

[sEaL] Francis C. HURNEY,
Secretary.

[(FR D00.73-23300 Filed 10-31-73;8:45 am|

SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE
COMMISSION

[ 17 CFR, Parts 270, 275]
[Release No. IA-893, IC-8047, File No. 4-149]

EXEMPTIONS FOR CERTAIN INSURANCE
COMPANY ACCOUNTS AND ADVISERS

Extension of Comment Period

The Securities and Exchange Commis-
sion has received requests for an exten-
sfon of the due date for comments upon
its Proposal to Amend Rule 3c-4 under
the Investment Company Act of 1940
(17 CFR 270.3c-4) and Rule 202-1 (17
CFR 275.202-1) under the Investment
Advisers Act of 1940 to Condition the
Exemptions Afforded by Those Rules for
Insurance Company Separate Accounts
Issuing Variable Life Insurance Con-
tracts and Their Advisers on a Determi-
nation by the Commission that Applica-
ble State Laws or Regulations Provide
Protections Substantially Equivalent to
Relevant Protections Afforded by the In-
vestment Company Act and the Invest-
ment Advisers Act. In view of these re-
quests that the comment period be ex-
tended, the Commission has authorized
an extension to November 19, 1973 of the
due date for submitting comments. The
Commission desires a prompt determina-
tion with respect to adoption of the pro-
posed rule amendments, but believes that
this extension is appropriate and will not
result in undue delay. Notice of the pro-
posed  rule amendments was published
on September 20, 1973 in Investment
Company Act Release No. 8000, Invest-
ment Advisers Act Release No. 391 and
in the Feoxrar RecisTer issue of Septem-
ber 26, 1973, 38 FR 268186.

By the Commission.

[seAL] Smmmrey E, HoLuis,
Senior Recording Secretary.

Ocroser 26, 1073.
[FR Doc.73-28326 Filed 10-31-73;8:45 am]
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DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE
Rural Electrification Administration
[7CFRPart1701 ]

RURAL ELECTRIFICATION
Guaranteed Loan Program

Notice is hereby given that, pursuant
to the Rural Electrification Act, as
amended (7 US.C. 901 et seq.), REA
proposes to issue a new REA Bulletin
20-22, Guarantee of Loans for Bulk
Power Supply Facilities. The purpose of
this bulletin is to set forth REA policies
and requirements concerning the guar-
anteeing, under section 306 of the Rural
Electrification Act, of loans made by
legally organized lending agencies for
bulk power supply facilities. On issu-
ance of the new bulletin, Appendix A to
Part 1701 will be modified accordingly.

Interested persons may submit written
data, views or comments to the Assistant
Administrator—Electric, Rural Electrifi-
cation Administration, Room 4056, South
Building, U.S. Department of Agricul-
ture, Washington, D.C. 202560 on or be-
fore December 3, 1973. All written sub-
missions made pursuant to this notice
will be made available for public inspec-
tion by the Office of the Assistant
Administrator—Electrie.

The text of the proposed REA Bulletin
20-22 is as follows:

REA Burreriv 20-22

Subject: Guarantee of Loans for Bulk
Power Supply Pacllities,

1. Purpose. The purpose of this bulletin ia
to set forth Rural Electrification Administra-
tion policies and requirements concerning
the gusranteeing, under Section 306 of the
Rural Electrification Act, as amended, “the
RE Act,” of loans made by legally organized
Jending agencies for bulk power supply fa-
cllities.

IL Policy. A. It Ia the policy of REA to guar-

D. Loan guarantees will bo considered on o
case-by-case basts for lonns made by the Na-

preloan to
for bulk power supply facilities
be followed in developing a project to be
financed by a loan made by a legally orga-
nized lending agency and guaranteed by the
Administrator, The borrower will be respon-
sible for developing the application and re-
Iated documents, Including the engineering
and econoimnic feasibility studies and the en-
vironmental analysis,
B. When REA, having recelved an appli-
cation for financial sssistance, determines to
guarantesing a loan in connection

project, the eostimated total cost, the esti-

tained and to which financing proposals may
be submitted.

C. Tho borrower will be responsible for
ovaluating all proposals and furnishing REA
with a report on the evaluations and its
cholce of proposals,

IV. Contract of guarantee. A. If REA s
satisfied with the engincering and economic
feasibllity of the project and spproves the
borrower’s choice of proposal, subject to the
submission of a satisfactory lending agree-
ment and other loan documents and to the
satisfaction of other pertinent terms and
conditions, REA will prepare a contract of
guarantee to be executed by the borrower, the
lender, and REA within a specified time.

B, The Administrator shall require from

the lender, as a to the guaran-
tee, certification of the feasibility of the
borrower's proposal from economic and en-

viewpoints, based on the lender's
independent review of such studies and data
a3 the Administrator may require for his
determination to guarantee the loan,
©. The contract of guarantee will require
the lender to service the loan. Required serv-
fcing will include:
1. Determining that all prerequisites to
each advance of loan funds by the lender

under the terms of the Agreement,
Contract of Guarantee, and related security

2. Bllling and collecting loan payments
from the borrower.

3. Reviewing barrower’s actions which
under the Lending Agreement, the Contract
of Quarantee or related security instruments
are subject to the lender's roview.

4. Notifying the Administrator promptly of
any payment in default 30 days and submit-
ting a report, as soon as possible thereafter,
setting forth the reasons for the default, how
long it is expected the borrower will be in
default, what corrective actions are belng
taken by the barrower to achleve a current
debt service position and recommendstions
for appropriate action.

0. Notifying the Administrator of (a) other
vicliations or defaults by the borrower under
the Lending Agreement, Contract of Guar-
antee, or related security instruments, and
(b) conditions of which the Jender is aware
which might Jead to nonpayment, violation
or other defsult; and, if requested by the
Administrator, making recommendations to
the Administirator as to action for the cor-
reclon or avold of such conditions, in-
cluding, If appropriate, the exercise of mort-
gage remedisa or other rights of the
Administrator,

6. Evalunting the borrower's operating
results, financial condition, and proposed
budget annually and submitting to REA the
rosults of such evaluation with appropriate
gmmuom in » form satisfactory to
V. Payments under the contract of guar-
entee. A. Upon receipt of the reports required
in parsgraph IV, C. 4. above, REA will pay
the lender the amount of the installment in
default with Interest to the date of payment.

B. When REA has made & payment under
& contract of guarantee, it will establish {n
its accounts the amount of the payment as
due and payable from the borrower, with in-
terest at the rate of interest specified in the
lending agreement.

C. REA will work with the borrower and the
londer in an effort to eiiminate the borrower's
default as soon as possible. REA may also
proceed to act under other remedies svalle
able under its security Instruments.

V1. Pledging of contract of guarantee. Sub-
Ject to applicable law, REA will congider, on

n case-by-case basis, permitting pledging of
the contract of guarantes in order to facilitate

the obtaining of funds by the lending agency
to make the guaranteed loan.

Dated: October 31, 1973.

Davip A. Hamrn,
Administrator.

[FR D0e.73-23431 Filed 10-31-73;10:02 am])
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DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR

Bureau of Land . fanagement
[Notice 401
ALASKA
Notice of Filing of Protraction Diagram,
Anchorage Land District

1. Notice is hereby given that effective
November 1, 1973, the following protrac-
tion diagrams are officially filed of record,
for information only, in the Anchorage
Land Office, 555 Cordova Street, Anchor-
age, Alaska, In accordance with 43 CFR
3101,1-4, these protractions will become
the basic record for description of oil
and gas lease offers, State Selection ap-
plications under 43 CFR 2627, and other
authorized uses filed at or subsequent to
10:00 a.m., on December 7, 1963,

ALASKA PROTRACTION DIAGRAM
(UNSURVEYED)

APPROVED SEPTEMBER 14, 1973
SEWARD MERIDIAN

B831-6: T8, T3-T68. e Rs, 121-122W,
831-7: Ts.72&T6 8. cucucaan Rs, 127-120 W.
8531-8: T.808 e Rs, 133-134 W
831-0: T8. TT-808. e Rs. 120-132 W
831-10: TS. T7-80 S e Bs. 126~128 W,
831-11: T. T71-T0 8 e Ts, 121-124 W.
B31-12: T8 T7-718 Seee s we R8.119-120 W.
837-1: T. 84 B ceeeeeeeeeeee Rs, 269-260 W,
837-3: Ts. 83-84 S Rs, 261-204 W
837-3: Ty, 83-84 8. Rs. 265-268 W
837-4: T5. 86-86 8. e Rs. 265-266 W
837-5: T. 8585, e Rs.263-264 W

2. Coples of this diagram are for sale
at two dollars ($2) per sheet by the An-
chorage Land Office, Bureau of Land

Management, mailing address: 555
g:;glon Street, Anchorage, Alaska

Dated: October 24, 1973.

Crarx R, NosLk,
Land Office Manager.

[FR Doc.73-23233 Filed 10-30-73;8:456 am|]

ALASKA
Notice of Filing of Plat of Survey

1. Plat of survey of the lands described
below will be officially filed in the An-
chorage Land Office, Anchorage, Alaska,
effective at 10 a.m. November 30, 1973.

Corrze Rivex MERIDIAN, ALASKA
T.28,R. 1B

Sec. 1, Lota 1 to 6 inclusive, BINEY,

gémvmiw%. B8YUNWY, BEl48WI, and

Seo. 2, Lots 1 to 7 inclusive, 8% NEYNEY,
SY¥NK, and SWY;
“g‘ﬁa'. Lots 1 to 4 inclusive, B}4N%, and

Seoc. 10;

Sec. 11, Lots 1 to 6 inclusive, NENWIY,
and WL, Wis:

Sec. 12, Lots 1 to 6 inclusive, E¥%;

Sec. 18, Lots 1, 2, and 3, EY%, BENWIYK,
SWILSWY, ERSWK:

Sec. 14, Lota 1 to 9 inclusive, WILSEY
NWY, WL NEKLSWY, Wi Wik

Bec, 15,

The areas described aggregate 4,778.15

ncres,

2. The lands are located along the
Richardson Highway approximately 18
miles south of Copper Center, Alaska,

Pippin Lake is located near the center
of this survey and the land is generally
level except for the northwest portion
which lies on the east slope of Willow
Mountain.,

The area within the survey is generally
timbered with black spruce and birch
with willow undergrowth,

The soil is sandy loam over clay.

3. The National Resource Lands af-
fected by this order are open to the oper-
atlon of the public land laws, subject to
valid existing rights, the provisions of
existing withdrawals, and the require-
ments of applicable laws, rules and
regulations.

4. Inquiries concerning the lands
should be addressed to the Manager, An-
chorage Land Office, 5565 Cordova Street,
Anchorage, Alaska 99501,

Dated: October 25, 1973.

CrARK R. NOBLE,
Land Office Manager.

[FR D0c.73-23282 Filed 10-31-73;8:45 am)|

Bureau of Land Management
[Serial Number A 7712}
ARIZONA

Classification of Public Lands for
Transfer Out of Federal Ownership

1. Pursuant to the Act of June 28, 1934,
48 Stat. 1275, as amended, 43 U.S.C. 3151,
and the regulations in 43 CFR 2462, it is
proposed to classify the public lands de-
scribed below for transfer out of Federal
ownership by Indemnity Lieu Selection,
43 U.S.C. 851, 852, or for lease or sale
pursuant to the Recreation and Public
Purposes Act, 43 US.C. 869-869-4.

2. Subject to valld existing rights, pub-
leation of this notice has the effect of
segregating the described lands from all
forms of appropriation under the public
land laws, including the mining and
mineral leasing laws, except that these
lands will remain open to filing of In-
demnity lieu selection and applications
under the Recreation and Public Pur-

poses Act. The classification would su-

persede Classifications A-58, A-662, A-
2152, A-2153, A-3478, and AR 032224 as
they may affect the lands described
below.

3. The public lands proposed for
classification In this notice are scattered
tracts located in Pima County, Arizona.
State and local government authorities
have identified these lands as being suit-
able for indemnity lieu selection and/or
needed for future orderly community ex-
pansion, or development for recreation
or other public purposes.

Petition-applications have already
been filed on many of these parcels by
the State Land Department, the Pima
County Board of Supervisors, and the
Tucson School District #1. The criteria
for classification of lands for disposal
for the above cited purposes in 43 CFR
2410.2 authorizes the classification of
lands in a manner which will best pro-
mote the public interests.

4. The public lands proposed for clas-
sification in this notice are shown on
maps on file and avaflable for inspection
{n the Phoenix District Office, Bureau of
Land Management, 2929 West Clarendon
Avenue, Phoenix, Arizona 85017, and the
State Office, 3022 Federal Bullding,
Phoenix, Arizona 85025,

5. The public lands involved are de-
scribed as follows:

GILA AND Sart River MERIDIAN

T.118.R, 10E,

Sec. 20, Wik:

8ec. 35, NEY,NE4.

T.128,R.10E,,

Sec. 6, SENSEY!

Sec. 18, lots 1 to 4, Inclusive, B, W4, NEI,
N SEY,, SWHBEY, WILSEKSEY , NEY
SEYSEY,, WILSEYSEKSEY, and NEY
SEY SEYSEY.

T.138,.R.10E,

Sec, 35, all.
T.I68,.R.10E,

Sec. 4, lots 1 to 4, Inclusive, and SN,
T.168,.R.10E,

Sec. 4, lots 1, 5, 8, and 0, SWI{ and NWi§

SE:
Sec. 0, lots 2, 4, and 5, NN, and SEY

NWY:
Sec. 27, NWIENW.
T.128.R. 11 E,
Sec. 25, NEYUNEY.
T.135.R. 11 E,
Sec. 4, lots 3 and 4;
Sec. 5, SEWSE:
Bec. 8, BI4SEY:
Seg.z'im NY, NUSWY, SEXSWI, and
Sec. 20, Wi5:
Bec, 29, N4, and SW,
T.I48 . R.11E,
Sec, 4, SESEY:
Bec, 7,10t 2, 8, and 4, SEUNWY, EWSWY,
and B,
T.I68 . R. 11 E,
Sec. 30, lot 2.
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T.168,R. 11 E,
Sec. 4, SWLBWY SW;
Sec 6,10ts 3, 4, and 5, SE{NWY.
T.178,R. 11 E,,
Sec. 23, NWYNEY.
T.148,R. 128,
Sec. 23, NWYNBY,, I*W%NSK. BEY
SWNEK . and SESEYNWI
Sec. 24, N, BWL.SWY, .MSE%SWK.
Sec. 28, NWY SEl;;
Sec. 29, Iots 1 to 30, Inclusive, and NEY%;
Seo. 30, lots 9 to B4, Inclusive, and §7 to 73,
Inclusive;
Sec. 35, 1ots 1, 2, and 7, NYNWY, N SEY
K. SWYUNWI, SWKSELNWY, N
128
ta 8, 9 13, 14, and 24 to 31, tnclu-

3. lots 1,2, and 5 to 28, inclusive, NE%
SEUNEY, WYSEKNEY, sna SWK
Sec. 4, lots 1, 5 to 12, Inclusive, and 29 to

Nw
1'158
Sec. 1 lo

dve
Sec.

38, n. and SEYNEY;

Sec. 5, 1ots 53 10 69, Inclusive;

Sec., 7, lo ts 5 to 20, inclualve, SEILSWI,
and that part of Jot 4 south of right-of-

nonoaz

Sec. 8, lots 1 to 9, Inclusive, 24 to 44, Inclu-
sive, and 58 to 67, {

Sec. 9, NEYUNWIY, w;gllwu. NYSEY
NW, and SWYSEYUNWY.

Sec. 10, lots 37 to 40, inclusive, 58 to 60,
inclusive, 89 to 92, inclusive, and 101
to 104, Inclusive;

Sec. 11, NUNEY, SEYNEY, N%LSWY
NEY.SEYSWKNEY, and SEY;

Sec. 12, lots § to 12, Inclusive, Wi, NWi§,
NLBEYUNWY, and swxaawth.

Bec. 14, SWYSEYSEY

Sec. 19, lots 1 to 4, inclustve, E%Wi: and
Bls:

Sec. 20, NW4, and 814;

Bec. 22, xnunxm SYUNEYSEY, and

8B
Sec. 28, num SYUNY, SWY, and N%

SEY:

Sec. 24, SEIUNEYNW, and SWIANWK.
T.A7TS.R.12E,

Sec. 24, N, NEY, and NEXNWI,.
T.118,R.13E.,

Sec. 4, NEYSEY,, and S5148%:;

Bec. 7, Jots 1 and 2, S NEY, and SEY

NWi;

Sec. 13, Wi5;

Sec, 16, Ny NEY, and NW:

Sec. 24, NW14.

T.I4S. R 13E,

Sec. 19, SBY.
T.I55. . R.ISE,

Sec. 15, NW 8W, and S SWY.
T.168.R.15E,,

Sec. 7,10t 3.

T.178,.R.16 E,

Sec. 5, SWYSWYSW;

Sec. 8, SWLSW SWL:

Sec. 9, all;

Sec. 18, SEY SE), SEY;

Sec. 19, SEI,SE:

Sec. 30, SW14 of lot 8,

T.12S8,R.18E,,

Sec. 5, lots 3 and 4, SUNWY, and SWi.
T.16S,R.18E.,

Sec. 22, NWI{NEY,, S, NEY, and N4LSEY,

The areas described aggregate ap-
proximately 1233194 acres in Pima
County.

6. On or before December 31, 1973, all
persons who wish to submit comments,
suggestions, or objections in connection
with the proposed classification may pre-
sent their views to the State Director,

NOTICES

Bureau of Land Management, 3022 Fed-
eral Bullding, Phoenix, Arizona 85025.

Dated: October 286, 1973.

Joe T. FALLINT,
State Director.

IFR Doc.73-23283 Piled 10-31-73;8:45 am]

[Serlal No. 1-012996)
IDAHO

Partial Termination of Proposed With-
drawal and Reservation of Lands

OcTosxr 26, 1973.
Noti~e of an application of the Bu-
reau of Sports Fisheries and Wildlife,
Serial No. I-012996, for withdrawal and

reservation of lands, was published as
FeoeraL Recister Document No. 83-9003
on Page 9267 of the issue for August 22,
1963. The applicant agency has can-
celled its application insofar as it in-
volved the lands described below. There-

at 10 am. onDeeemberlz 1973, relleved
of the segregative effect of the above
mentioned application.

The lands involved in this notice of
termination are:

Boise Mexmiax, Inaxo

T.18,.R.36E,

Section 25, north 12.5 acres of Lot 10;

Section 26, north 34 of Lot 7. These lands

have been resurveyed and are now de-
scribed as Tract 47 which contains 52.65
ucres,

Vincenr S. STROBEL,
Chief, Branch of L&M Operations.

[FR Doc.73-23380 Filed 10-31-73;8:45 am|

[OR 11258]
OREGON
Proposed Withdrawal and Reservation of
Lands

Ocroser 25, 1973,

The Department of Agriculture, on be-
half of the Forest Service has filed ap-
plication, OR 11258, for the withdrawal
of the national forest .and described be-
low, from all forms of appropriation un-
der the mining laws (30 U.S.C., Ch. 2)
but not from leasing under the mineral
leasing laws, subject to valid existing
rights.

The applicant desires the land for use
as a scenic and recreational area.

Anpetmwhowhheosubmneom-
ments, lmesuansorobjoeuomlncon-
nection with the proposed withdrawal
may present their views In writing no
later than December 1, 1973, to the un-
dersigned officer of the Bureau of Land
Management, Department of the Interi-
or, P.O, Box 2065 (729 NE. Oregon
Street) , Portland, Oregon 97208.

withdrawn as requested by the applicant
agency.

The determination of the Secretary on
the application will be published In the
FEpERAL REGISTER. A separate notice will

. be sent to each interested party of record.

If circumstances warrant it, a public
hearing will be held at a convenlent time
and place which will be announced.

The Jand involved In the application is:

WILIAMETTE MERIDIAN
A strip of land )4-mile wide north and

west of the meander line of the Snake River
through the following legal subdivisions:

WALLOWA WATIONAL FOREST

Sogz ’? nunm. SYNEY, SEYSWY,
Bec. 25, WILNEY,, Wik:

Sec. 26, SEY SEY,;

80;8;8 nu. EY%SWY. NEYSEY, Wi

nsurveyed
aca.c.lu. E)8WIY,, excepting patented
soe.owmlx LERW sw
=ti: %. B4 Wi, SWiK % Wi

Sec. 16, W5 :
Sec. 21, NW4, that part of NI4SW1; north
of centeriine of Point

WIITMAN NATIONAL POREST
T.4S . ROE,
Sec. 20, SR SEY,;
Bec. 21, that pmrt of NY%SWI, south of
centerline of Point Creek, SWI{SWY%;

Sec. 28, WL, NW, NWILSWiL;
Bec. 20, ELNEY,, SEY, ;
Sec. 32, NEYUNEY,, WiLEY, BLWI, ex-
cepting patented HES-105.
T.5 8, R. 49 E Unsurveyed
Sec. 4, WLEY , ELL WiL:
Sec. 8, NEYSEY, S 8RY,;
Bec. 9, WY, NEY, , W%
Sec. 17, BY%, EX W, SWY SW, excepting
patented HES-223;
Sec. 19, S8R, SEXSWY,, excepting pat-
ented HES-255;
Bec. 230, NWi, NYSWY, excepting pat-
ented HES-255.
The areas aggregate approximately 3,665.45
acres In Wallowa and Baker Countles, Oregon,

Invine W. ANDERSON,
Chief, Branch of Lands
and Minerals Operations.

[FR Doc,73-23284 Plled 10-31-73;8:45 am)
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Geological Survey
| Power Site Modification 440]

SNAKE RIVER BASIN, WYOMING

Pursuant to authority under the Act
of March 3, 1879 (20 Stat. 394; 43 US.C.
31), and 220 Departmental Manual 6.1,
Powe* Site Classification 286, of July 16,
1934, is hereby modified to the extent
necessary to permit the grant of a 100
foot wide right-of-way under Revised
Statute 2477 (43 U.S.C. §32) to the Board
of County Commissioners, Teton County,
Wyoming, for the construction of &
county road as shown on & map on file
with the Bureau of Lanl Management
under Wyoming 36598, The right-of-way
will affect the following described lands:

Sixri PraNcirat Mzmnian, Wyosane
T, 40 N., R. 110 W, sec. 27, SWENWK.

This power site modification is subject
to the condition that should the land
traversed by the right-of-way be required
ior reservoir of power purposes, any im-
provements or structures thereon, when
found by the Secretary of the Interior
to interfere with reservolr or power de-
velopment, shall be removed or relocated
to eliminate interference with such de-
velopment at no cost to the United States,
its permittees or licensees.

Dated: October 19, 1973,
W. A. RapLINSKI,
Acting Director.
[FR Doc.73-23288 Filed 10-31-73;8:46 am] -

DEPARTMENT OF STATE
{Public Notice 404}

SERVICE ABROAD OF JUDICIAL AND
EXTRAJUDICIAL DOCUMENT IN CIVIL
OR COMMERCIAL MATTERS

Designation of Justice Department

Pursuant to the suthority vested in me
by virtue of Executive Order 11471 of
May 28, 1969, I hereby modify the desig-
nation made in that Order and designate
the Department of Justice as the Cen-
tral Authority to recelve requests for
service from other Contracting States
under the Convention on the Service
Abroad of Judicial and Extrajudicial
Documents.

This designation shall be effective De-
cember 31, 1973.

Dated: October 18, 1973.
Henry A, KISSINGER,
Secretary of State.
|FR Doc.73-23200 Piled 10-31-73;8:45 am)
DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE
Department of the Army, Corps of
Engineers i

ADVISORY COMMITTEE FOR NATIONAL
' DREDGING STUDY

Notice of Meeting
In accordance with section 10(a) (2) of
the Federal Advisory Committee Act
(Pub. L. 92-463) notice is hereby given
of the fifth meeting of the Advisory Com-~
mittee for National Dredging Study to

No. 210—Pt. I—4

NOTICES -

be held November 13, 1973, The meeting
will begin at 9:00 a.m. in Room TE089 of
the Forrestal Building, Washington, D.C,

The purpose of the meeting is to have
the Contractor, Arthur D, Little Co., pre-
sent a briefing on the accomplishments
of the study and to discuss the proposed
operations during the ensuing month.

Within the facilities available (about
25 persons) the meeting will be open to
observers. However, the purpose of the
meeting is not compatible with partici-
pation in the proceedings by the observ-
ers. Any member of the public who
wishes to do so will be permitted to file
a written statement with the Committee
before or after the meeting.

Inquiries may be addressed to the Des-
ignated Federal Representative, Mr.
Eugene B. Connor, DAEN-CWO-M, Of-
fice, Chief of Engineers, U.S. Army,
Washington, D.C. 20314.

Dated: October 30, 1873.
For the Chief of Engineers.

Joun V. Pamsam, Jr.,
Colonel, Corps of Engineers,
Executive Director of Civil
Works.

[FR Do00.73-33387 Flled 10-31-73;8:45 am}

Department of the Navy

SECRETARY OF THE NAVY’'S ADVISORY
BOARD ON EDUCATION AND TRAINING
Notice of Meetings

Pursuant to the provisions of the Fed-
eral Advisory Committee Act [Public
Law 92-463 (1972)], notice is hereby
given that meetings of the Secretary of

Navy’s Advisory Board in Education
Training will be held from 9:00
to 4:00 p.m. on November 7, 1973,
8:30 am. to 12:00 noon on
1973, at the National War
College, Fort M . Washington, D.C.
n of the meeting on Novem-

The remainder of the meetings, concern-
ing graduate education of personnel of
the Navy and Marine Corps, will be open
to the public.

Dated: October 24, 1973.

H. B. RoBerTSON, Jr.,
Rear Admiral, JAGC, U.S. Navy,
Aeting Judge Advocate General,

[FR Doc.73-23231 Piled 10-31-T3;8:45 am]

Office of the Secretary
NATIONAL COMMITTEE FOR EMPLOYER
SUPPORT OF THE GUARD AND RESERVE

Notice of Open Meeting

Pursuant to the provisions of section
10, Public Law 92-463, effective Janu-
ary 5, 1973, notice is hereby given that
a regional meeting of the National Com-
mittee for Employer Support of the

30115

Guard and Reserve Advisory Council will
be held on November 12, 1873, at the
Hyatt Regency O'Hare Hotel, O'Hare In-
ternational Airport, Chicago, Illinois.

The purpose of the meeting is to de-
velop greater activity by members of the
National Advisory Council in the solict-
tation of employer support of the Guard
and Reserve.

The transcript of the meeting will be
available to anyone desiring information
about the meeting.

Additional information concerning
these meetings may be obtained by can-
tacting the Assistant to the National
Chairman, National Committee for Em~
ployer Support of the Guard and Re-
serve, Room 3A29, 400 Army Navy Drive,
Arlington, Virginia 22202,

Dated: October 29, 1973.

Mavrice W. Rocae,
Director, Correspondence and
Directives, OASD(C).

[PR Doc.73-28260 Piled 10-31-73;8:45 am)

FEDERAL MARITIME COMMISSION
[License No. 1143)
METRO SHIPPING CORP.
Order of Revocation

On October 12, 1973, Metro Shipping
Corporation, 50 Doncaster Road, Mal-
verne, New York 11565 voluntarily sur-
rendered its Independent Ocean Freight
l"m'vmr‘i der License No. 1143 for revoca-

on.

By virtue of authority vested in me by
the Federal Maritime Commission as set
forth In Manual of Orders, Commission
Order No. 1 (revised) section T7.04()
(dated 9/15/73) ;

It is ordered, That Independent Ocean
Freight Forwarder License No. 1143 of
Metro Shipping Corporation be and is
hereby revoked effective October 12, 1973,
without prejudice to reapply for a license
at a later date.

It is further ordered, That a copy of
this Order be published in the Frpzran
Recisrer and served upon Metro Ship-
ping Corporation.

Aanon W, Rezse,
Managing Director,

[FR Doc.73-23311 Filed 10-31-73;8:45 am|

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE
Agricultural Marketing Service
GRAIN STANDARDS
Louisiana Inspection Arcas and Points

Statement of considerations, Section
26.99 of the regulations (7 CFR 2699
under the U.S. Grain Standards Act (7
U.S.C. 71 et seq.) provides that each of-
ficial inspection agency shall be assigned
8 designated inspection area identified
by geographical boundarles, and one or
more designated inspection points within
the area, for the performance of official
inspection services.

The official inspection agencies along
the lower Mississippl River requested
that designated Inspection areas and
points be assigned to them. In response to
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NOTICES

ESTARUMIMESTS StAvGHTERING HosmaNsLy—Coutinmued

Name of establishment wl":n-u Csttle Calves Sheep Gouts Swine Equines

Laretto Meat Pr
Hoone's Abattolr, Ine.
) las swghm!a:u

nson Bnmﬁ
Mexiol Meat Packing Co.

Mu(: r Shop. .
Charles Meat Market.
Elmer's Place.. ... pccvevrens

Alma Cooperative » Locker Association.
Carlson Frozen Moot Sales
Forster Packing Co., Tne . S
loasum Co-Op Assockation Locker l»mno 87

o uy hhl N‘rkvt
neh's Foods.....

‘myton Z-R-0 Pue >
Soow HIN l'rweadnx Pt
Santinm Meat Packers.....
Stanton's Siaughtorhowse. .
Robort O. Cannon Meat Co.
Oregon State Penltentlary—Annex Farm.
Grabam Mot Co. .. o i e rnrrrrersicasn
Hostou's Heol llmuc .....

Hawloy Mens

Jo
Wolmnr Packing Co., Ine...
The Moeris Puo lm U0 s el
5«{:,! l'ockluc (‘u

Kuol
Marshall Mmt Pruducl %
al (‘ulwo—Anluuu

Tows 8«1 Processors, Tne
Facifiec Meat Co,, In
Nobiln’s Meat Co.

R e ses
)

Dol Curto Meat Co =
Missouri Beel Packers, Tne
Eaint Crolx Ahauolr. Eisosm
Bartel's Meat Co. ... ...
Smulwood P khu Ca., It
Dawson-Baker Packing 'Co,, lur -
Echluderborg- I(mdle Co., 100 naan
Wilhelm Foods, 1
Katlor Paeking Co =
Dismond Meat Co., Ine
The Allen I‘nckln] Co..
Valley Packers, 1
Peop! l'lcll.l‘ Co
Joo Doctorman & Son Facki
Groater Omaha Packiog Co.

Klarer of Kentucky, Inc. .
Alowel's, Ino..

L & 1 Pucking—Brogn Divison

P(lulnold Dressedd lkml ) [ PR,

Beale & Sons, 1
Granite Meat & Live: xod: Co....
Pottly County Looker Systew.
Bolivar Locker Flant.
Shugho Ment Market, Ine..
Davis Meit Processing. .
Grlen’s Custom, BUuteBoring ... .o owxvoeer
Morris Mendel & Co 5
Fanhandle Psckiog Co.
Oberg’s Meat Procesilng
Kimball Locker Plant. ... oooonnv
¥ & J Ment Processon. . .......
Duteh's Packing (o ......
Roseville Packing Co.....
Mughesville Bluuhlor Plar
Krvisel hter Hotse. . s
Willinm C. Parko & Sons Co. ..o o ooiieiaiana 0003,
0 lll‘Vﬂily of Nevada—Animal Scieace Divi- 0004..
son
Codar Pulhg ........... - G118,
\lu!lnhaugh lmghm
. L. Poochey, Jr. .

l' O, Morrdson . ......
(lonn J, Beaston

Now
wr Paeking

0. T

Hc
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Done at Washington, D.C., on Octo-
ber 24, 1973.
G. H. Wise,

Acting Administrator, Animal and
Plant Health Inspection Service.

{FR Doc.73-23005 Filed 10-31-73;8:45 am|

Farmers Home Administration

INTEREST SUBSIDY PAYMENTS AND
INTEREST RATES TO BORROWERS

Information to Supplement and Implement
Provisions

Notice is hereby given by the Farmers
Home Administration (FHA) of infor-
mation to supplement and implement
the interest subsidy provisions of 7 CFR
18433, and the provisions on interest
rates to borrowers in 7 CFR 1841.13,

1. Interest subsidy payments. The in-
terest subsidy payments on loans guar-
anteed while this notice is in effect (un-
til it is revised or superseded by a new
notice published in the FEperaL REGIS-
TER), Will be determined for the type of
loan involved by subtracting the follow-
ing “Interest Rate to Borrower" from
the Local Interest Rate® or the following
“FHA Interest Rate,” whichever is less.

Intereat rate FHA Interoot
Laan type to borrower rate (percent)
(percent)
(] o S Lo [
BN e 5 92
FO,8W . RL....... L] L]

2. Interest rates to borrowers. Interest
rates that may be charged by lenders
and holders to borrowers on the various
types of loans are set forth in the table
above. Such rates will remain constant
as long as the Contract of Guarantee is
in effect. However, the interest rates for
new loans may be changed periodically
by publishing the changes in the notices
section of the Feoenar REGISTER.

Avrsomrry: T US.C0. 1089; delegation of

by the Sec. of Agrl, 38 FR 14044,
14048, 7T CFR 2.23; delegution of authority by
the Asst. Sec. for Rural Development, 38 FR
14044, 14052, 7 CPR 2.70,

Effective date. This notice shall be
effective November 1, 1873,

Dated October 26, 1973.

Frank B, EuniorT,
Administrator,
Farmers Home Administration,

[FR Doc.73-23271 Filed 10-31-73;8:45 nm|

GUARANTEE FEE PAYMENT
Information to Supplement and Implement
Provisions

Notice Is hereby given by the Farmers
Home Administration (FHA) of infor-

*The Local Imterest Rate s defined In 7
CFR 18433(a)(1). It will be the “Local In-
terest Rate™ ahown In the lender's or holder's
Request for Contract of Guarantee or Inter-
est Subsidy Claim.
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NOTICES

mation to supplement and implement the
guarantee fee provisions of 7 CFR 1841.30
(b). The following rates and times of

by lenders and holders to FHA will re-
main in effect until this notice is revised

or superseded by a new notice published

payments of loan guarantee fees payable in the FEpERAL REGISTER.
Bubsequent fers
Loon term * Type of loan ¥ Feorate? Initial feo due date ¢ due date ¥
Iyearafless....... ADY EYPOeeeiaennins Jsall percent........ Date of guarantes..... 1 yr Intervals from
date of guurantee.
Moro than 1 yr..... OL, B&I, and EM 1PEroent. ... iennns Date of guarantee. ... 3 yr Intervyls from

for operating

More than 1 yr..... !'8, gw. RL, and 1 percent. ..
EM for roal estate
purposes.

date of guarantee.

veresasss Do of guaruntes. ... 5 yr intorvals from

date of guarmntee.

1 The Joan term is the perfod of timo between the date of the note (or aeumption agreement) and the final maturity

date set forth thereln,

T For o complete description of types of loans referrod 1o above, see 7 CFR I"art 1842 on B&1 Loans, and 7 CFR

3543.1(b) on farmer

lTbckcnuhwcdmumMmdmwntw«lonmem teed Joan promissory note (or plion agreo-

meont) on the date cach fee payment

¢ The contract of guarantes will umunm'mlnmnuuny us of any guarantes fee due dato If the catire foo Is not
recelved by the FHA Finance Office within 10 days after the due date, except that in | percent fee cases, o 1.

year and
10-day grace 0d alter the due date i3 allowed for payment of the second balf of the und excopt further that
such sutomatio contract termination will not occur i a fee payment is made late for reasons FH mnns«s Justin:
teo fee payments for different peclods are set farth more speciieally in

3 The Intervals, rtes, and amounts of

able.

Form FHA “0-1'7. *Contract of (luaranteo," Subsequent foes are not required to be paid, bt il not padd the contract

will twrninate as stated (o footnote 4,
AvtHOoRITY: 7 US.C. 1889; delegation of au-
thority by the Sec. of Agrl, 38 FR 14044,
14948, 7 CFR 2.23; delegation of authority by
the Asst, Seo. for Rural Development, 38 FR
14944, 14052, 7 CFR 2.70,

Effective date. This notice shall be

effective November 1, 1973.
Dated: October 19, 1973,

J. R. Haxsox,
Administrator,
Farmers Home Administration,

[FR Doc.73-23270 Piled 10-31-73,8:45 am|]

Food and Nutrition Service
| PSP No. 1974-1.1; Amdt. 18]

FOOD STAMP PROGRAM

Maximum Monthly Allowable Income
Standards and Basis of Coupon Issuance

Section 7(a) of the Food Stamp Act, as
amended, requires that the value of the
coupon allotment be adjusted semian-
nually by the nearest increment that is a
multiple of two to reflect changes in the
prices of food published by the Bureau of
Labor Statistics. The first such adjust-
ment is to be implemented commencing
with January 1, 1974 incorporating the
changes in the prices of food through Au-
gust 31, 1973. Therefore, Notice FSP No.
1973-1, which is issued pursuant to a
part of Subchapter C—Food Stamp Pro-
gram, under Title 7, Chapter II Code of
Federal Regulations, is superseded, effec-
tive January 1, 1874, by this Notice FSP
No. 1974-1.1.

Except for the three and five person
households, the total monthly coupon al-
lotments are not divisible by four. This
results in total coupon allotments of un-
even dollar amounts for those households
which choose to purchase one-fourth or
three-fourths of their total coupon allot-
ment. For such households, the State
agency shall round the face value of one-
fourth or three-fourths of the total cou~
pon allotment up to the uext higher
whole dollar amount and shall not
change the purchase requirements for
such allotments,

In view of the need for placing this no-
tice into effect on January 1, 1974, it is
hereby determined that it is impractica-
ble and contrary to the public interest to
give notice of proposed rulemaking with
respect to this notice. Notice FSP No.
1974-1.1 reads as follows:

MaxiMumM MONTHLY ALLOWABLE INCOME
STANDARDS AND Basis oy Courox Issu-
ANCE: 48 StATES AND DISTRICT OF
COLUMBIA
As provided in 7 CFR 271.3(b), house-

holds in which all members are included
in the federally aided public assistance or
general assistance grant shall be deter-
mined to be eligible to participate in the
program while receiving such grants
without regard to the income and re-
sources of the household members.

The maximum allowable income stand-
ards for determining eligibility of all
other applicant households, including
those in which some members are recip-
ients of federally aided public assistance
or general assistance, in any State other
than Alaska or Hawall or in the District
of Columbia, shall be the higher of:

(1) The maximum allowable monthly
income standards for each household
size which were in effect In such States or
the District of Columbia prior to July 29,
1971, or

(2) The following maximum allowable
monthly income standards.

Maximum allowadle
monthly income

standards—48 States
and District of
Household size: Columbia
Lo et s St I ASG o I $183
DU ot i ey s b 260
TRED e o s e aki i a7
) o PN G IS A S 473
o YO el L . e 580
e el s 648
e TR A e i S 728
0 e B AN OIQUSE IRy i € 806
Ench additional member. ... +67

“Income” as the term is used in the no-
tice is as defined in paragraph (¢) of
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$2713 of the Food Stamp Program
Regulations.

Pursuant to section 7(a) and (b) of the
Food Stamp Act, as amended (7 US.C.
2016, Public Law 91-671), the face value
of the monthly coupon allotment which

NOTICES

state agencies are authorized to issue to
any household certified as eligible to par-
ticipate in the Program and the amount
charged for the monthly coupon allot-
ment in the 48 States and the District of
Columbia are as follows:

MoxTaLy CouroN ALLOTSENTE AND PUNCHASE REQUIREMENTS 18 STATES AND Drricr or Corumnia

FYor n household of —
1 2 3 4 s o 7 s
person persons Persots persons persons penons persons persons
Moathly met
tneame The monthly coupon allotment ks—
42 8 $112 $142 it L300 s 212
And the ly purch ¥ iy~
0 0 0 0 0 0 0
1 0 o [ 0 0 0
4 1 4 s 8 [} 5
? 7 v ~ 8 s L
10 10 10 n 1 12 12
12 13 13 u " T 10
15 16 16 17 17 1% 19
18 19 19 2 21 2 =
21 A 2 zn b 25 b
= bd 2% 26 o ] 2
e} o = 29 5 b n
3 : ol 3 = 34 35 30
£ 4 n R 3 ¥ = o
T b = E] 50 11 2
Y 40 41 “ a EY I
X 10 7 = 40 0 al
.90, 82 55 5 1 “w 5
0 g‘m.w. : = & o 6l © =
230 Lo $240.00 o4, 65 ) o, L) o
250 Lo $200.90. 0 7 7 3 7 75
0 R0 D i o A reopemrnis e 70 7 by b 8 51
$200 1o 3090, 82 = L 85 L 5
$310 to 832,90, = L w " €z “a
£330 to £350.90 ™ w wl " - o
30 to $380.00_ e m 106 106 107 104
20 to M9, 13 14 115 116 u7
HDWMHELID, .......oovrrrrserevtrersssssissnsasnsnns 13 124 25 12
$120 1o U709, . 135
430 Lo S50, 144
$510 to 35309, 1=
1540 Lo S500.99... 0
1570 (o 850,90, 171
00 Lo $6290,90_ 150
$630 to $650.9.. 150
$650 to §659.99. 1.
$600 to $719.9%. 200
1720 to §740.90, a0k
500 Lo 5TV, L
£750 to $N00.99... . an
For IssuancE T0 HoUsSEHOLDS O More THAN Forest Service
Ewxr Persons Use tie Fourowine For-
MULA CONDOR ADVISORY COMMITTEE
2 h
A. Value of the total allotment. For eac Notice of Meeting

person in excess of elght, add 820 to tho
monthly coupon allotment for an eight-
person househoid,

B. Purchase requirement. 1. Use the pur-
chase requirement shown for the eight-
porson  household for houscholds with
incomes of $689.99 or less per month.

2. For households with monthly incomes
of #6600 or more, uss the following formula:

For each $30 worth of monthly income (or
portion thereof) over $680.99, add 89 to the
monthly purchase requirement shown for an
elght-person houschold with an income of
$659.99.

3. To obtaln maximum monthly purchase
requirements for households of more than
elght persons, ndd $16 for pach person over
cight to the maximum purchase requirement
shown for an eight-person household,

Eflective date. The provisions of this
notice shall become effective on Janu-

ary 1, 1974.
J. PHIL CAMPBELL,
Acting Secretary.
Ocroser 26, 1973.

|FR Doc.73-23238 Filed 10-831-73;8:45 am|

The Coundor Advisory Committee will
meet on November 14, 1973, at 1 p.m. in
the Sequoia National Forest, Supervi-
sor's Office, 900 W. Grand Avenue, Por-
terville, California.

The meeting will be open to the pub-
lie. Persons who wish to attend should
notify Mr. Edward R. Schneegas, U.S.
Forest Service, 630 Sansome Street, San
Francisco, Callfornia 94111 (telephone
number 415-556-5375). Written state-
ments may be filed with the Committee
before or after the meeting.

Time for public participation has been
scheduled after the regular meeting,

Dovucras R. Leisz,
Regional Forester.

Octopen 25, 1973.
[FR Doc.73-23248 Piled 10-31-73;8:45 am]

30119

DESCHUTES NATIONAL FOREST
MULTIPLE USE ADVISORY COMMITTEE
. Notice of Meeting

The Deschutes National Forest Ad-
visory Council will meet at 8:00 pm.,
November 8, 1973, at Frieda’s.

The purpose of this meeting is review
and discuss revislons to Forest Reorga-
nization Plan; Forest 10-Year Timber
Management Flan; and proposed Forest
off-highway recreation vehlcle restric-
tions.

The meeting will be open to the public.

Dated: October 23, 1973.

Eanry E, N1cHOLS,
Forest Supervisor.

[FR Doc,73-23253 Plled 10-31-73;8:45 am )

Office of the Secretary
YAKIMA INDIAN LANDS IN WASHINGTON
STATE

Feed Grain Donations

Pursuant to the authority set forth
in section 407 of the Agricultural Act of
1949, as amended (7 U.S.C. 1427), and
Executive Order 11336, I have determined
that:

1. The chronic economic distress of the
needy members of the Yakima Indian
Lands in Washington has been materially
increased and become acute because of
severe and prolonged drought creating a
serious shortage of livestock feeds. These
lands are reservation or other lands des~
ignated for Indian use and are utilized
by members of the Indian tribe for graz-
ing purposes.

2. The use of feed grain or products
thereof made available by the Commodity
Credit Corporation for lvestock feed for
such needy members of the tribe will not
displace or interfere with normal mar-
keting of agricultural commodities,

Based on the above determinations, I
hereby declare the reservations and graz-
ing lands of this tribe to be acute distress
areas and authorize the donation of feed
grain owned by the Commodity Credit
Corporation to livestockmen who are de-
termined by the Bureau of Indian Af-
fairs, Department of the Interior, to be
needy members of the tribe utilizing such
lands. These donations by the Commod-
ity Credit Corporation may commence
upon signature of this notice and shall
be made available through the duration
of the existing emergency or to such
other time as may be stated in a notice
issued by the Department of Agriculture.

Signed at Washington, D.C., on Octo-

ber 26, 1973.
J. Prin CAMPBELL,
Acting Secretary.

[FR D0¢,73-23276 Piled 10-21-73,8:456 am)
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Soil Conservation Service

UPPER CASTLETON RIVER WATERSHED
PROJECT, VT.

Availability of Final Environmental
Statement

Pursuant to section 102(2)(C) of the
National Environmental Policy Act of
1969, the Soll Conservation Service, US.
Department of Agriculture, has prepared
a final environmental statement for the
Upper Castleton River Watershed Proj-
ect, Rutiand County, Vermont, USDA-
SCS-ES-WS-(ADM)-73-23(F) .

The environmental statement concerns
a plan for watershed protection, flood
prevention, and fish and wildlife devel-
opment, The planned works of improve-
ment include conservation land treat-
ment throughout the watershed, supple-
mented by (1) one multiple-purpose
structure for flood prevention and fish
and wildlife and associated fish and
wildlife facilities, (2) three sections of
channel work for flood prevention, (3)

one fish and wildlife marsh improve-.

ment, and (4) diking and highway cul-
vert alterations for flood prevention.
The final environmental statement was
transmitted to CEQ on October 24, 1973,
Copies are available for inspection
during regular working hours at the
following locations:

Soll Conservation Service, USDA, South Ag-
riculture Bullding, Room 5227, 14th and
Independence Avenue S5W. Washington,
D.C, 20250

Boll Conservation Service, USDA, 96 Col-
lego Streot, Burlington, Vermont 05401

Copies are also available from the Na-
tional Technical Information Service,
U.S. Department of Commerce, Spring-

field, Virginia 22151. Please order by_

name and number of statement. The
estimated cost is $4.50.

Copies of the environmental statement
have been sent to various Federal, State,
and local agencies as outlined In the
Council on Environmental Quality
Guidelines.

(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance Pro-
gram No. 10.904, National Archives Reference
Services)

Dated October 24, 1973.

Josern W. Haas,
Acting Depuly Administrator
Jor Watersheds, Soil Conser-
vation Service.

[FR Doc.73-23329 Plled 10-31-73;8:46 am)

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
Domestic and International Business
Administration

UNIVERSITY OF COLORADO

Notice of Consolidated Decision on
cations for Duty-Free Entry of
Articles

The following is a consolidated de-
clsion on applications for duty-free entry
of scientific articles pursuant to section
6{c) of the Educational, Sclentific, and
Cultural *faterials Importation Act of
1966 (Public Law 89-651, 80 Stat. 897)
and the regulations issued thereunder as
amended (37 FR 3892 et seq.).

NOTICES

A copy of the record pertaining to
each of the applications in this con-
solidated decision is available for public
review during ordinary business hours of
the Department of Commerce, at the
Special Import Programs Division, Office
of Import Programs,  Department of
Commerce, Washington, D.C.

Declslon: Applications denied. Appli-
cants have failed to establish that in-
struments or apparatus of equivalent
scientific value to the foreign articles, for
such purposes as the foreign articles are
intended to be used, are not being manu-
factured in the United States.

Reasons: Section 701.8 of the regula-
tions provides in pertinent part:

The applicant shall on or before the 20th
day following the date of such notice, Inform
the Deputy Assistant Secretary whether it
intends to resubmit ancther application for
the same article for the same intended pur-
poses to which the denied application relates.
The applicant shall then resubmit the new
application on or before the 90th day follow-
Ing the date of the notice of denial without

-prejudice o resubmission, unless an exton-

slon of time iz granted by the Deputy As-
sistant Secretary In writing prior to the ex-
piration of the 20 day period, * * * If the
applicant falls, within the applicable time
periods specified above, to either (a) Inform
the Deputy Assistant Secretary whether it
intends to resubmit another application for
the same article to which the denial without
prejudice to resubmission relates, or (b) re-
submit the new application, the prior denlal
without prejudice to resubmission shall have
the effect of a final decision by the Deputy
Assistant Secretary on the sapplication within
the context of § 701.11.

The meaning of the subsection is that
should an applicant either fail to notify
the Deputy Assistant Secretary of its
intent to resubmit another application
for the same article to which the denial
without prejudice relates within the 20
day period, or fails-to resubmit a new
application within the 90 day period, the
prior denial without prejudice to re-
submission will have the effect of a final
denial of the application.

None of the applicants to which this
consolidated decision relates has satis-
fied the requirements set forth above,
therefore, the prior denials without prej-
udice have the effect of a final decision
denying thelr respective applications.

Section 701.8 further provides:

* ¢ * the Deputy Assistant Secretary shall
tranamit & summary of the prior denial with-
out prejudice to resubmission to the FEDXRAL
Reoisten for publication, to the Commis-
sioner of Customs, and to the applicant.

Each of the prior denials without prej-
udice to resubmission to which the con-
solidated decision relates was based on
the failure of the respective applicants
to submit the required documentation,
including a completely executed applica-
tion form, in sufficient detail to allow the
issue of “sclentific equivalency” to
be determined by the Deputy Assistant
Secretary.

Docket number: %2-00395-01-77030.
Applicant: University of Colorado, Pur-
chasing Services Department, Regent
Hall, Room 122, Boulder, Colorado 80302.
Article: NMR Spectrometer, Model HX-

60-E. Date of denial without prejudice
to resubmission: July 29, 1973,

Docket number: 73-00148-75-14200.
Applicant: University of Chicago, Oper-
ator of Argonne National Laboratory,
9700 South Cass Avenue, Argonne, Il
nois 60439. Article: Image Analyzing
Computer, Model Quantimet 720. Date
of denial without prejudice to resubmis-

sion: June 27, 1973.

Docket number: 73-00119-91-46070.
Applicant: The New York Botanical
Garden, Bronx Park, Bronx, New York
10458. Article: Scanning Electron Micro-
scope, Model JSM-U3. Date of denial

without prejudice to resubmission: Feb-

ruary 7, 1973.

Docket number: 73-00220-33-46040.
Applicant: Veterans Administration
Hospital, Archer Road, Gainesville,
Florlda 32601. Article: Electron Micro-
scope, Model EM 300. Date of denial with-
ogg prejudice to resubmission: April 11,
1673.

Docket number: 73-00263-65-46070.
Applicant: University of Iinois, 223 Ad-
ministration Building, Urbana, Ilinois
61801. Article: Seanning Flectron Micro-
scope, Model JSM-U3. Date of denial
:ith«;ur. prejudice to resubmission: June

, 1973.

Docket number: 73-00306-00-77000.
Applicant: Colorado State University,
Fort Collins, Colorado 80521. Article:
Analyzer Type AD 69. Date of denial
;mgggt prejudice to resubmission: June

% f

Docket number: 73-00314-01-77030,
Applicant: Trenton State College, De-
partment of Chemistry, Trenton, New
Jersey 08625. Article: NMR Spectrome-
ter, Model JNM-MH-80, Date of denial
without prejudice to resubmission: June
27, 1973.

Docket number: 73-00398-90-46070.
Applicant: University of Wyoming, De-
partment of Geology, University Sta-
tion, Box 3008, Laramie, Wyoming 82070.
Article: Scanning Electron Microscope,
Model JSM-U3. Date of denial without
prejudice to resubmission: June 1, 1973.

Docket number: 73-00399-33-46070.
Applicant: Forsyth Dental Infirmary for
Children, Head Electron Microscopy De-
partment, 140 Fenway, Boston, Massa-
chusetts 02115, Article: Scanning Elec-
tron Microscope, Model JSM-U3. Date o
denial without prejudice to resubmis-
sion: June 8, 1973.

Docket number: 73-00419-33-46595.
Applicant: Environmental Protection
Agency, National Environmental Re-
search Center, Experimental Biology
Laboratory Division, Room H-229 Tech-
nical Center, Research Triangle Park,
North Carolina 27711. Article: Pyrami-
tome, Model LKB 11800-1, Date of denial
wit.gout prejudice to resubmission: June
8, 1973.

Docket number: 73-00426-33-46500,
Applicant: Albert Einstein College of
Medicine, 1300 Morris Park Avenue,
Bronx, New York 10461, Article: Ultrami-
crotome, Model LKB 8800A. Date of de-
nial without prejudice to resubmission:
June 8, 1973.

Docket number; 73-00505-33-46040.
Applicant: Ohio Agricultural Research

FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 38, NO. 210—THURSDAY, NOVEMBER 1, 1973

»




& Development Center, Electron Micro-
scope Laboratory, Wooster, Ohio 44691,
Article: Electron Microscope, Model EM
201. Date of denial without prejudice to
resubmission: June 15, 1973.

Docket number: . 73-00506-33-46500.
Applicant: Veterans Administration
Hospital, 500 Foothill Boulevard, Salt
Lake City, Utah 84113. Article: Ultra-
microtome, Model LKB 8800A. Date of
denial without prejudice to resubmis-
sion: June 13, 1973,

(Oatalog of Federal Domestic Assistance
No. 11,105, Importation of Duty-
Free Educational and Sclentific Materials.)

A. H. STUART,
Director,
Special Import Programs Division.,

[FR Doc.73-23201 Filed 10-31-73;8:45 am]

Maritime Administration
CONSTRUCTION OF TANKERS OF ABOUT
265,000 DWT

Recomputation of Foreign Cost

Notice is hereby given of the intent
of the Maritime Subsidy Board, pursuant
to the provisions of section 502(b) of the
Merchant Marine Act, 1836, as amended,
to recompute the estimated forelgn cost
of the construction of tankers of about
265,000 DWT since there appears to have
been a significant change in shipbullding
market conditions since the previous de-
termination of estimated foreign cost
was made.

Any person, firm or corporation having
any interest (within the meaning of sec-
tion 502(b)) in such computations may
file written statements by the close of
business on December 1, 1973, with the
Secretary, Maritime Subsidy Board,
Maritime Administration, Room 30998,
Department of Commerce Building, 14th
I\(!)ld oE Streets NW., Washington, D.C,
20230.

Dated: October 29, 1973.

By order of the Maritime Subsidy
Board, Maritime Administration.
James S. DAwsoNw, Jr,,
Secretary.
[FR Doo,73-23328 Filed 10-31-73:8:456 am]

POLLUTION ABATEMENT SPECIFICATIONS
Notice of Procedure Adopted for Proposed
. Revisions

Notice is hereby given that the Mari-
time Subsidy Board on this date estab-
lished & detailed procedure for revisions
Lo section 70 (Pollution Abatement Pro-
visions) of the Maritime Administra-
tlon’s Standard Specifications for Mer-
chant Ship Construction. On August 13,
1973, the Board rendered an Opinion
and Order, identified as Docket No. A-75,
which indicated the agency action to be
taken under the National Environmen-
tal Policy Act of 1969 with regard to the
Maritime Administration’s Tanker Con-
struction Subsidy Program. The proce-

NOTICES

dures adopted this date amplify proce-
dures set forth in Docket A-75 for
revising the aforesaid specifications, The
following procedures were adopted to
apprise the general public of the criteria
which will be employed by the Board in
acting on proposed revisions of the
Standard Specifications and to assure in-
terested persons both the opportunity to
comment on a proposed revision and
notification of the Board's action on any
revision and the basis for such action.

(I) Criteria for considering proposals
for revisions in section 70 pollution
abatement specifications:

(1) Environmental benefits likely to be
achieved by adoption of the proposed
revision;

(2) The technical feasibility of incor-
porating the proposed revision;

(3) The current avallabllity of the par-
ticular device or equipment involved:

(4) The construction and operating
costs associated with making the pro-

revision;

(5) The effect of adoption of the pro-
posed revision upon a vessel's economic
viability, Le.. ability to compete in the
relevant trade.

(II) Procedure for submission and con-
sideration of revisions to the section 70
pollution abatement specifications:

(1) The Staff of the Maritime Admin-
istration, other Federal Agencies and the
public may recommend to the Board
changes to section 70 pollution abate-
ment specifications;

(2) Such proposals will be referred to
the Assistant Administrator for Opera-
tions, who will notice in the FeperaL
Recister all such proposals, except those
constituting a mere restatement of exist-
ing laws and regulations or a previously
acted on proposal in which surrounding
circumstances are unchanged;

(3) Such Feoeral Recister notice will
provide 30 days for public comment prior
to any consideration by the Board of a
proposed revision;

(4) The Assistant Administrator for
Operations will then review such pro-
posals together with any comments re-
ceived pertaining thereto and will pre-
pare an evaluation of the proposals
involved, which, together with the com-
ments, will be submitted to the Board
with a recommendation as to the appro-
priate action;

(5) The Board then will take final ac-
tion on the proposal which will be ac-
companied by a written statement of
reasons for its action, and will publish
notice of its action in the FepErar
REGISTER.

(6) The Board decision, together with
all public comments and their evalua-
tions, and the recommendation of the
Assistant Administrator for Operations
will be avallable for public inspection.

Dated: October 30, 1973.

So ordered by the Maritime Subsidy
Board, Maritime Administration,

James 8. Dawson, Jr.,
Secretary.

{FR Do0c.T3-23425 Piled 10-31-73:8:45 am|

30121

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH,
EDUCATION, AND WELFARE

Food and Drug Administration
[Docket No. FDC-D-641; NDA No. 16-865]
EDISON PHARMACEUTICAL CO., INC.

Co- M;Ht'ul(}u'!:::n
uest for a Hearing Rega

Rcé:nsalToAppmoNemeg

ca

On May 19, 1969, a new drug applica-
tion (NDA 16-865), for the drug Co-
Thyro-Bal was submitted by Edison
Pharmaceutical Co., Inc., New York, New
York 10022, The application was re-
viewed and found not approvable be-
cause the Information presented was in-
adequate under section 505(b) (1) ~(6) of
the Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic
Act. By letter dated December 1, 1969,
the applicant was notified of this de-
termination, the reasons therefore, and
that the application was closed.

In June 1972, pursuant to the sugges-
tion in the opinion of the United States
Court of Appeals for the District of Co-
Jumbia, i{n Israel v, Baxter Laboratories,
Inc., 466 F.2d 272 (C.ADC,, 1972), the
applicant requested that NDA 16-865 be
re-activated and again reviewed. The
Court stated that the application was to
be subject to any amendment permitted
by FDA. Nonetheless, no additional data
was submitted by the applicant.

After review by personnel unconnected
with any previous review of any new
Grug application for Co-Thyro-Bal, NDA,
16-865 was again found not aoprovable
because the information presented Is in-
adequate under section 505(b) (1) —~(6) of
the Act, 21 US.C. 355(b)(1)~-(6), and
the regulations promulgated pursuant to
that section, 21 CFR 130.4. By letter
dated January 28, 1973, the applicant
was notified of this determination, the
reasons therefore, and that the appli-
cation was closed.

On February 15, 1973, the applicant
filed NDA 16-865 over protest, pursuant
to 21 CFR 130.5(d). The application was
subsequently re-evaluated by personnel
unconnected with any previous review
of any new drug application for Co-
Thyro-Bal, and again found to be not
approvable. By letter dated March 18,
1973, the applicant was notified of this
determination.

Subsequently, on June 28, 1973, the
Commissioner of Food and Drugs pub-
lished in the Feperarl REGISTER (38 FR
17027), his conclusion that the applica-
tion (NDA 16-865) was not approvable
because the information presented is in-
adequate under section 505(b) (1)~(6) of
the Act, 21 US.C. 355(b) (1)~(6), and
the regulations promulgated pursuant to
that section, 21 CFR 130.4. Notice was
given to Edison Pharmaceutical Com-
nany, holder of NDA 16-865 for Co-
Thyro-Bal, and to any interested person
who may be adversely affected, that the
Commissioner of Food and Drugs pro-
posed to issue an order on those grounds,
refusing to approve NDA 18-865 for Co-
Thyro-Bal. The Notice provided an op-
portunity for hearing on the refusal to
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approve NDA 16-865 for Co-Thyro-Bal
Thirty days were allowed for filing &
written appearance requesting a hearing
by the applicant or any interested per-
son who would be adversely affected by
an order refusing to approve the appli-
cation, giving the reasons why approval
of the new drug application should not
be refused, together with a well-organ-
ized and full factual analysis of any
clinical or other data they were prepared
to prove In support of their opposition,

On July 25, 1973, a written appearance
and request for a hearing was submitted
by Edward “Whitey” Ford, Member of
the Board of Directors, Vascular Re-
search Foundation, on behalf of himself
and approximately 200 other individuals.
Submitted with the request were approx-
imately 200 letters of a testimonial na-
ture relating to the drug Co-Thyro-Bal.

On July 30, 1973, & written appearance
and request for a hearing was submitted
by Edison Pharmaceutical Co., Inc., the
holder of NDA 16-865. The request con-
tained no new data and consisted en-
tirely of medical and legal arguments as
to why data previously submitted meets
% requirements for approval of an

A.

The submission of Edison Pharmaceu-
tical Co., Inc. in addition to the approxi-
mately 200 medical testimonials sum-
mitted with Mr. Edward “Whitey" Ford's
request for a hearing have been consid-
ered and the Commissioner of Food and
Drugs concludes that there is no genu-
ine and substantial issue of fact requir-
ing a hearing and that the legal argu-
ments offered are insubstantial, all as
explained in more detall below.

I. The drug. Co-Thyro-Bal is lyophil-
fzed injectable for intravenous or intra-
muscular injection to be reconstituted
with 3-5 cc. of sterile water or normal
saline. The active ingredients are sodium
levothyroxine and cyanocobalamin (V1-
tamin B ).

II. Recomtmended uses. Co-Thyro-Bal
is indicated for the treatment of hyper-
cholesterolemia in euthyroid patients
with or without organic heart disease;
for treatment of hypothyroidism with
or without cardiac disease; and for pa-
tients who become thyrotoxic with other
types of thyroid medication. Each am-
pule contains .5 mg. of sodium levothy-
roxine and 5 mg. of cyanocobalamin
(Vitamin B.). Recommended dosage is
one ampule weekly for four to eight
weeks, then, as a maintenance dose, 1.5
to 2 ampules every two weeks,

III. Submission of Edison Pharmaceu~
tical Co. A. In the June 28, 1973 Notice of
Opportunity for Hearing, the Commis-
sloner stated that the application was
inadequate in that it fails to contain the
material required by the statute 21 US.C.
356(b) (2)-(6), namely a full list of the
articles used as components of such
drug; a full statement of the composition
of such drug; a full description of the
methods used in, and the facilities and
controls used for, the manufacturing,
processing, and packing of such drug;
‘such samples of such drug and of the
articles used as components thereof as
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the Secretary may require (such samples
are required by 21 CFR 130.4, Par. 9a of
the NDA Form); and specimens of the
labdwmg proposed to be used for such

An application which does not contain
all the matter required by 21 US.C. 355
(b) is, on its face, clearly not complete,
cannot be filed as provided by 21 CFR
130.5(a) (3), and is clearly not approv-
able, Applicant submitted no new mate-
rial, In its Appearance and Request for
a Hearing, which would, in any way, cor-
rect any of the stated deficiencles under
21 US.C. 355(b)., The Commissioner con-
cludes that no formal hearing can cor-
rect the failure of the application to con-
;al;:bthe matter required by 21 US.C.

55(b).

B. The Commissioner is required by 21
US.C. 355(d) to issue an order refusing
to approve an application if he finds any
deficiencies in the application as stated
in 21 US.C. 3565(d) (1)~(6). In this con~-
nection, the Notice of Opportunity speci-
fied a number of deficiencies under 21
US.C. 355(d) (1)-(6) including under
(d) (3) that the methods used in, and the
facilities and controls used for, the man-
ufacture, processing, and packing of such
drug are inndequate to preserve its iden-
tity, strength, quality, and purity; and
(d) (6) based on a fair evaluation of all
material facts, the labeling Is false and
misleading. Numerous deficiencies in the
labeling which resulted in the labeling
being false or misleading were specified.
Applicant submitted no new material, in
its Appearance and Request for a Hear-
ing, which would, in any way, correct

Applicant asserts by way of explana-
tion of the fact that the manufacturing
and labeling requirements remain unful-
filled that FDA has, by terminating ap-
plicant’s IND, “stripped the applicant of
its ability to perform and complete these
manufacturing and labeling require-
ments * * *" (Request, p. 14).

The fact that applicant’s IND was ter-

is irrelevant because there is no
relationship between the termination of
the IND and applicant’s completion of
the NDA manufacturing and labeling re-
quirements under 21 US.C. 355. The
manufacturer's reluctance to provide the
necessary information for applicant to
meet these requirements is a problem of
applicant and applicant's explanation in

specting these requirements which were
cited in the Notice of Opportunity for a
Hearing. Further, FDA did not, as appli-
cant suggests, “authorize” the comple-
tion of these requirements. In the letter
to which applicant refers (Request, p.
15) FDA merely told the firm that it is
not necessary to have an IND in order
for the manufacturer to satisfy the man-
nfacturing and related deficiencies.

C. In the Notice of Hearing, the Com-
missioner stated that NDA 16-865 was
further deficient in that:

1. The reports of investigation in-
cluded with the application do not in-
clude adequate tests by all methods

deemed reasonably applicable to show
whether or not such drug is safe for use
under the conditions prescribed, recom-
mended, or suggested In the proposed
labeling, within the meaning of 21 U.S.C.
355(d) (1),

2. The results of tests included in the
application do not show that the drug
is safe for use under the conditions pre-
seribed, recommended, or suggested in
the proposed labeling, within the mean-
Ing of 21 US.C. 355(d) (2) in that the
clinical studies submitted were not ade-
quate and well-controlled and therefore
neither the clinfeal nor the statistical sig-
nificance of the reported results can be
evaluated.

3. Upon the basis of information sub-
mitted as part of the application and
upon the basls of other information that
is available with respect to such drug,
there is Insufficient information to deter-
mine whether such drug is safe for use
under the conditions nreseribed.

4. Evaluation on the basis of informa-
tion submitted and other Information
that is available with respect to the drug,
there is a lack of substantial evidence
within the meaning of 21 U.8.C. 355(d)
(5) that the drug will have the effect it
purports or Is renresented to have under
the conditions of use prescribed, recom-
mended, or suggested, in the proposed
labeling

These stated deficlencies, for the most
part, relate to the fact that none of the
clinical studies submitted as part of the
application are adequate and well-
controlled with the meaning of 21 CFR
130.12(a) (5) (i) and to the further fact
that applicant has not submitted the re-
quired animal studies. In its Appearance
and Request for a Hearing, applicant did
not submit the required animal studies or
any new clinical studies which do meet
the requirements of 21 CFR 130.12(a)
(5) (i1), but has chosen, rather, to argue
that such clinical studies and animal
studies are not required as follows:

1. Applicant asserts that a controlled,
double-blind study comparing Co-Thyro-
Bal with a placebo and with its com-
ponent drugs, Vitamin B, and L-thy-
roxine, is not humanly possible because
it would be too dangerous. (Request, pp.
19-26.) The applicant argues that
L-thyroxine is a toxic, potentially lethal
drug, and that it can be given safely only
with the concurrent protection of Vita-
min B,. Specifically, applicant asserts
that the dose of L-thyroxine in Co-
Thyro-Bal, 0.5 to 1 mg. every two weeks,
is & very large dose and could not be
tolerated without B,., and (Request, p.
37) that no responsible scientist could
be persuaded to give this dose.

However, the Commissioner finds that
the dose of L-thyroxine as recommended
in Co-Thyro-Bal is not a toxic dose, It
is a well-accepted medical fact that
L-thyroxine s “toxic” only when an
overdose is given, that is when it is ad-
ministered in larger amounts than the
body ordinarily produces on its own.
Ingbar & Woeber, “The Thyrold Gland”
in “Textbook of Endocrinology,” (W. B.
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applicant asserts. Rawson, et al. [Am. J.
Med Seci 226: 405-411 (1953) 1 studied the
rise in basal metabolic rate [BMR] that
followed intravenous injections of 3 mg.
(three times the largest Co-Thyro-Bal
dose) in a myxedematous (severely
hypothyroid) patient, Le, the kind of
patfent most sensitive to thyroxine. The
maximum response occurred about ten
days after the injection and no acute
effects were noted at all. In a study listed
by applicant (Reference #90) Strisower
and co-worker give six milligrams of pure
L-thyroxine weekly to patients for six-
teen weeks. The patients eventually be-
came thyrotoxic, of course, but no acute
effects were described, again demon-
strating that even large doses of thy-
roxine have little immediate effect. Bern-
stein and Robbins, “New England Journal
of Medicine™ 281: 14441448 (1969) have
also studied the effects of once-weekly
acute large doses (2 to 25 mg) of
L-thyroxine by mouth (oral thyroxine
is approximately 45-65 percent absorbed)
on six different patients. This dose, which
Is equal to the largest single dose of Co-
Thyro-Bal recommended, assuming 50
percent absorption of the orally adminis-
tered thyroxine however, this dose of
Co-Thyro-Bal is administered only every
two weeks), caused no acute effects at
all, not even tachycardia (fast heart
rate), a very sensitive measurement of
thyroxine excess. This study demon-
strated clearly that whether L-thyroxine
was given as daily 0.3 mg. doses or as
weekly 2 or 2.5 mg. doses made no de-
tectable difference to the patient or to his
clinical status as judged by the authors.

Therefore, considered either as a sin-
gle dose or as & maintenance dose to be
given every one to two weeks, 0.5 to 1.0
mg. of L-thyroxine given as Co-Thyro-
Bal (the recommended dose) is not a
very large one, since even the largest rec-
ommended dose of Co-Thyro-Bal (1.0
mg.) if administered once every two
weeks is considerably less than the
body's normal bi-weekly production of
thyroxine

It is thus clear that there is no demon-
strable immediate effect from a single
large dose of L-thyroxine. Many investi-
gators have not hesitated to administer
three to six times the largest recom-
mended Co-Thyro-Bal dose to patients
without heart disease. The Commis-
sloner finds that there 1s no merit to ap-
plicant’s assertion that no one would
ever do such a study when such studies
have, in fact, often been done. See eg.,
the Strisower study cited by applicant
as Reference No. 90.

Applicant further asserts, In regard to
the alleged danger of conducting con-

regulated by the pituitary gland, and that
this regulation consists of a negative
feedback mechanism which assures that
the proper level of blood thyroxine will
be maintained according to the individ-
ual’s needs. If a euthyroid individual is

makes, the body’s production s dimin-
ished such that the blood levels remasain
approximately unchanged. “Textbook
of Endocrinology,” supra, pp. 171 to 173.

To produce thyrotoxicity the adminis-
tered dose must thus exceed 0.2 to 0.3 mg.,
the amount of thyroxine needed to re-
place the body's normal daily thyroxine
production. “AMA Drug Evaluations,”

symptoms. The blood level of thyroxine
before each weekly dose was virtually
identical to the blood level when patients
received 0.3 mg. daily. As noted above,
the patients found both methods of thy-
roxine administration equally satisfac-
tory and free from toxicity. The recom-
mended maintenance dose of Co-Thyro-
Bal, one mg./two weeks, is still consider-
ably smaller than the bi-weekly amount
of thyroxine produced by the body in
the euthyrold patient or needed for re-
placement in the hypothyroid patient.
Therefore, administering Co-Thyro-Bal
to the euthyroid patient reduces the out-
put of the patient’s thyrold gland but
leaves the total body supply of thy-
roxine unchanged. AppHeant provides
evidence of this in his own submission by
noting that Co-Thyro-Bal does not in-
crease blood thyroxine levels. (Request,
p. 22) Since the recommended dosage of
Co-Thyro-Bal is smaller than the usual
replacement dose, administering Co-
Thyro-Bal in the recommended dose, to
the hypothyrold patient would not meet
the patient’s replacement needs.

Thus, the Commissioner finds that
there is no evidence that the amount of
thyroxine in Co-Thyro-Bal should be
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expected to be toxic in the recommended
doses. Similar doses have frequently been
studied in normal individuals. (Wheth-
er even this dose is safe In persons with
arterjosclerotic heart disease cannot be
known at present. Such persons may be
sensitive to even normal doses of L-thy-
roxine.) The absence of symptoms of
hyperthyroidism in Co-Thyro-Bal
treated patients is fully predictable from
evidence in the medical literature show-
ing that the L-thyroxine dosage con-
tained in Co-Thvro-Bal is not ordinarily
toxic. There is thus no basis for assert-
ing that Co-Thyro-Bal is In any way
safer than L-thyroxine alone or that
there is greater danger in conducting a
study with L-thyroxine alone with
Co-Thyro-Bal.

Applicant argues that because L-thy-
roxine without Vitamin B, is so toxic,
it is impossible to do the studies needed
to satisfy the FDA combination drug
policy which would require studies com-
paring Co-Thyroal, L-thyroxine alone,
and cyanocobalamin alone, As detailed
above, the Commissioner does not find
that this toxicity has been demon-
strated. However, it should be stressed
further that whether such toxicity ex-
ists or not and whether a study of the
L-thyroxine alone would be dangerous
in part irrelevant, since the
Commissioner finds that not even an
adequate and well-controlled study com-
paring Co-Thyro-Bal itself with a
placebo has been performed. Such &
study would not be dangerous accord-
ing to the applicant, and would represent
an essential part of the evidence needed
to satisfy the combination drug policy.
It is premature to express concern with
meeting the requirements of the Com-
bination Drug Policy when the basic de-
monstration of the safety and efficacy of
Co-Thyro-Bal as an entity has not even
been accomplished.

2. Applicant asserts that the evidence
that Co-Thyro-Bal is safe and effective
is already substantial. Much i5 made of
the normal blood thyroxine levels found
in patients receiving Co-Thyro-Bal. This
is said to be evidence that Vitamin B.
increased “deficient thyroxine turnover"”
(Request, p. 22) [thyroxine turnover is
the rate at which thyroxine is metabol-
fzed) and to add “more evidence to the
fact that cyanocobalamin prevents thy-
rotoxicity”. (Request, p. 35). The Com-
missioner finds that this information re-
garding normal blood thyroxine levels in
Co-Thyro-Bal patients does not lend evi-
dence to a theory that Vitamin B.. pre-
vents thyrotoxicity, but merely supports
the fact that Co-Thyro-Bal does not
contain a toxic dose of thyroxine at all.

over, a well-described experimental tech-
nique, which it did not do. See eg.,
*Textbook of Endocrinology,” supra, p.
173. It is worth noting that in applicant's
Reference #76, the patient with anemia
and thyrotoxicosis had no fall in her
protein bound jodine (PBI) when Vit
amin B was given, although she had a
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clear hematological response to the
vitamin,

The Commissioner finds that the ani-
mal studies submitted to support the
contention that Vitamin B, “‘detoxifies”
thyroxine are not relevant since the thy-
roxine dose in question is not a toxic
dose. The studies, at most, imply only
that thyrotoxic animals need more Vita-
min B, than do normal animals, a fact
which is not in question. The studies do
not show any sort of reversal of “calori-
genic side reactions,” (Request, p. 34)
as applicant asserts, nor do their au-
thors, for the most part, claim any such
thing. Most of the studies (for example
numbers 53, 54, 56, 58-60, 62, 63, 68, 68,
72) were conducted using a low Vitamin
By diet In” weanling rodents to produce
a condition of Vitamin B, deficiency.
This deficiency resulted in poor growth
and other abnormalities. The descrip-
tion of this technique is stated clearly in
Reference #59: “The requirement of the
growing animal for certain dietary es-
sentials can be increased by inducing a
hyperthyroid condition.” This in no way
suggests that Vitamin B., behaves as a
general antagonist to thyroid hormone.
Other references, such as number 73,
assert that Vitamin B.. does reverse thy-
rotoxic changes, but these references do
not measure oxygen consumption, basal
metabolism rate, ete. The Commissioner
finds that there is no basis for the claim
that Vitamin B,. blocks the calorigenic
effects of thyroxine, since this was not
investigated.

3. Applicant asserts that two of the
studies (Wren and Russek) were ade-
quate and well-controlled, even though
they are not double-blind, since the ob-
Jectives of the study were clearly stated,
they were controlled and assured com-
parability of test and control groups by
appropriate laboratory tests and clinical
evaluation, and bias on the part of the
observer was avoided by the use of ob-
jective findings.

The claimed indications for Co-Thyro-
Bal are: (1) Hypercholesterolemia in
euthyroid patients, with or without or-
ganic heart disease; (2) Hypothyroidism,
with or without cardiac disease; and (3)
in patients who become thyrotoxic with
other types of thyroid medication,
Neither the Russek or the Wren study in-
vestigated patients with documented hy-
pothyroidism. Although the applicant as-
serts in the NDA that there are many
people who are hypothyroid despite nor-
mal blood thyroxine levels, there is no
satisfactory evidence in the medical }it-
terature which shows there is a signifi-
cant population of such individuals, The
Commissioner finds there is no basis for
asserting that the patients studied by the
applicant, who had a wide.variety of
complaints, were hypothyroid. “Vague
symptoms suggestive of hypometabolism
should not be treated indiscriminately
with thyroid preparations™ “AMA Drug
Evaluations,” supra, p. 442.

There are many laboratory tests that
can document hypothyroidism, including
protein bound fodine (PBI), thyroxine
lodine, and radio-fodine uptake. These

NOTICES

tests, for the most part, were not used in
the submitted studies and when PBI was
measured, it was generally normal in
these patients. Since the patients in-
cluded were not demonstrably hypo-
thyroid, these submitted studies offer no
proof of the validity of indications two
and three which relate to the treatment
of the hypothyroid patient. The studies
furthermore do not provide the merest
hint of evidence that Co-Thyro-Bal is
effective in Hypercholesterolemia,

The Russek “study” is a one page re-
port. The summary provided offers no
hint of control population, except for
mentioning the administration of a pla-
cebo (it is not clear to whom it was ad-
ministered). Oral thyroid was also ad-
ministered to all patients in addition to
0.5 mg, of L-thyroxine given intrave-
nously. Weekly cholesterol was measured
and no ¢hange was noted. Of 58 patients
with angina pectoris, 40 reported subjec-
tive improvement, but only eight showed
improved exercise tolerance, Without a
carefully chosen control population and
double-blinding, (21 CFR 130.12(a)(5)
(ii) (a) (1), (4)] this study means little.
The Commissioner finds that this study,
on its face, is not an adequate and well-
controlled study within the meaning of
21 CFR 130.12¢a) (5) (i) and therefore
does not support a claim of efficacy of Co-
Thyro-Bal in hypercholesterolemia,

In the Wren study two kinds of con-
trols are involved. In one case 74 mostly
euthyroid patients were divided into two
groups of 37 each. One group was given
dessicated thyroid with added vitamins,
not incluing vitamin B..; the second
group of 37 recelived, in addition to oral
thyroid, Co-Thyro-Bal weekly. Dr. Wren's
conclusion was “There was no significant
differences in either the objective or sub-
Jective findings between the group re-
celving only oral treatment and the group
recelving both oral and parenteral treat-
ment.”

Both of these groups of 37 appeared to
do better then a group of conventionally
treated (that is, no thyroid) patients
witl. arterioslerotic heart disease. These
untreated patients represent a second
kind of control, but one not relevant to
the issue at hand. Apart from the ques-
tion of whether any thyroid therapy is
really desirable in patients with angina
pectoris, this study supports the thesis
that Co-Thyro-Bal made absolutely no
difference. The Commissioner finds that
this study, on its face cannot possibly
support a claim for the efficacy of Co-
Thyro-Bal in the treatment of hyper-
cholesterolemia and in fact provides
some evidence that Co-Thyro-Bal is
ineffective,

The Commissioner, thus finds that
these two studies provide no evidence for
the effectiveness of Co-Thyro-Bal in low-
ering cholesterol. The hearing request
implies that the FDA is stubbornly re-
questing studies of extraordinary purity,
and suggests that the Wren and Russek
studies were basically sound and are
“merely” lacking  double-blindness.
These studies not only fall to provide
evidence of efficacy, the conclusions of

the authors specifically deny such effi-
cacy since they conclude that adding
Co-Thyro-Bal to oral thyroid medication
made no difference at all.

One of the madequacies in both these
studies and the three additional studies
discussed below is that the patients re-
celved oral thyrold in varving dosages
as well as Co-Thyro-Bal thus making any
evaluation of any alleged heneficial ef-
fects of Co-Thyro-Bal difficult, Appli-
cant’s request for a hearing suggests that
the fact that the patients received con-
comitant oral thyroid preparations does
not prevent the studies from being ade-
quate and well-controlled since all sub-
jects had oral thvroid vitamin medica-
tion and it was thus a constant. The
presence of an oral thyroid-vitamin
combination may have been fairlv con-
stant, but the dose was quite variable in
most studies (with the excention of the
Wren studv) and therefore it was not a
constant factor in treatment grouns at
all. Further, in Dr. Wren's study, the
oral dose was cons*ant and patients
gc‘ro entirely unaffected by Co-Thyro-

al, <

The remaining three studies are en-
tirelv uncontrolled, as follows:

The Brusch study is merely a collaction
of case renorts, and not a studv. Worse,
cholesterol readines “were disrecarded
fbecause] measuring the cholesterol
blood levels in these patients, although
interestine, does not sunnlv anv infor-
mation which micht heln the nroeress of
treatment.” Proeress was followed by
measuring, without nlasebo control, a
series of whollv subjective comnlaints,
such as pre-cordial nain, palpitations,
fatigue, weakness, exhaustion, nervouns-
ness, {rritability, devrression, anxiety,
headache, dizziness. coldness. and for-
getfuness. The difficulty of avoiding
placebo effect in such determinations is
well-known. In anv ca<e. cholesterol was
not measured, and no evidence of hvno-
thvroidism is given, The Commiseionar
finds that this “studv” on its face is not
adequate and well-controlled within the
meaning of 21 CFR 130.12¢a) (5) (il),
sinea it does not meet the reauirements
of 21 CFR 130.12(a) (5) (1) (a) (2), (3),
and (4) and therefore nrovides no evi-
dence for anv of the claimed indications
for Co-Thyro-Bal.

The Wolczak studv offers no dota other
than a statement that 8,000 injections
were administered without i1l effects. No
cholesterol measurements were provided,
Symptoms for these patients included
fatigue, depression, poor sleen patterns,
muscle soreness, chest pain, shortness of
breath, etc., all entirely suhjective. The
Commissioner finds that this is not an
adeouate and well-controlled study
within the meaning of 21 CFR 130.12(a)
(5) (i) since 1t does not meet any of the
reouirements and that it therefore pro-
vides no support for any of the claimed
indications of Co-Thyro-Bal.

The Israel study is wholly uncontrolled.
These euthyrold patients were treated
with varfous amounts of dessicated thy-
roid, making the contribution of Co-
Thyro-Bal impossible to assess. There Is
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also a need for an untreated control
population to provide some estimate of
the expected variation in the treatment
population, to control for placebo effect
on the subjective measurements, and to
control for changes in cholesterol meas-
urement techniques over the years,
Apart from observing decreased choles-
terol levels in some patients, the study
draws two conclusions; first, the amount
of L-thyroxine given as Co-Thyro-Bal
should have been toxic (average 0.8 mg.)
but was not. Second, the patients have
more energy and fewer symptoms that
would be expected in persons their age.
The symptoms include anginal syndrome,
precordial distress, tight feeling in the
chest, tiredness, dizziness, depression,
backache, cough, headache. All these are
highly subjective and notoriously difficult
to study without careful controls. The
conclusion drawn, that the relief of
symptoms “must be attributable to this
increased thyroxine turnover” is unwar-
ranted. As noted earlfer, it is perfectly
easy to measure thyroxine turnover
(“Textbook of Endocrinology,” supra, p.
173) if this was desired. Therefore the
Commissioner finds that this is not an
adequate and well-controlled study
within the meaning of 21 CFR 130.12(a)
(5) (i) since it does not meet any of the
requirements and it therefore provides
no support for any of the clalmed indica-
tions of Co-Thyro-Bal,

Applicant argues that a controlled,
double-blind study is not needed in the
present situation. Specifically it asserts:

(a) Double-blind control studies are
only needed if:

(1) The chemical formuln is new.

(i1) The drug is used to treat a specific
symptom of {llness.

(ii1) It is an antimetabolite,

(b) In & long-term study controls are
not really needed since, if the medication
doesn't really work, the patient’s faith
will fade and he will leave the study.

(c) The improvement seen in treated
patients is objective, not subjective, so
that blinding is not needed.

The third of these assertions has been
dealt with above. The basis for the other
assertions is extremely obscure. The
regulations specifically state that a drug
is & “new drug” within the meaning of
the Act by reason of “the newness for
% drug use of a combination of two or
more substances, none of which is & new
drug” 21 CFR 130.12(h) (2). Therefore,
Co-Thyro-Bal is a “new drug” that must
be adequately tested, even though it is
composed of two known components.
Double-blinding is a well-established
technique for minimizing the placebo ef-
fect and observer bias. A control popula-
tion is needed so that normal variations
can be recognized. These are as impor-
tant in studying a proposed new use of &
drug as in studying a new drug entity,
more important in studying treatment of
& “non-specific” symptom than a specific
one, and essential to a varlety of studies
not involving antimetabolites (for ex-
ample, studies of analgesics, tranquiliz-
ers, sedatives, ete)).

NOTICES
The Hearing Request asserts that “an
absolutely honest, unbiased evaluation

has been made of every single factor” and
that “in a long term treatment, wishful
thinking does not complicate any evalua-
g:)n of therapeutic effect”. (Request, p.

There' is no suggestion that the investi-

t e claimed benefits of treatments are
subjective. While the applicant asserts
that objective criteria of improvement
were evaluated, its data belies this, as
discussed above. Apart from cholesterol,,
which was either not measured or did not
change, the Improvements detected are
subjective. The studies submitted are
very much in need of carefully chosen
controls and double-blinding. The Com-~
missioner finds that applicant has not
presented any reasons why double-blind
studies, as specified in 21 CFR 130.12
(a) (6) (i) should not be required,

4. Animal studies: Applicant argues
that the existence at one time of an
Investigational New Drug exemption for
Co-Thyro-Bal means that Co-Thyro-Bal
has met all requirements for acute and
chronic animal studies. This is not the
case. The granting of an Investigational
New Drug exemption merely indicates
that enough studies have been done to
permit the commencement of human
studies. Animal studies may still be, and
often are, required when they are rea-
sonably applicable to determination of
the safety of the drug 21 CFR 130.4 Par,
10(a) of the NDA form. Applicant admits
that animal studies have been required
of it by the FDA. (Request, pp, 11-13),
Applicant stresses that thyroid and vita-
min B, are not new drugs. However, the
two of them when combined in a fixed
dosage for administration and when
labeled with certain indications create
f new drug. (21 CFR 130.1(h)(2) 1, It is
this new drug which must be adequately
tested. The Commissioner finds that
applicant has not submitted the neces-
sary animal studies with its request for
a hearing.

IV. Submission of Edward “Whitey"
Ford, Member of Board of Directors, Vas-
cular Research Foundation, including
approximately 200 letters from patients
who are being treated with Co-Thyro-
Bal.

The two-hundred and twenty-nine
patient statements (approximately 200
Jetters) addressed to the Hearing Clerk
and requesting a hearing, were prompted
by Mr, Ford's communication to them
regarding the potential discontinuance
of Co-Thyro-Bal treatment in the event
of Dr. Israel's demise prior to approval
of the drug for marketing,

Numerous symptoms and disease con-
ditions were cited by the subjects as
being effectively treated by Co-Thyro-

to retinitis, hemorrhage,
and other conditions,
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Results claimed included relief of pain,
depression, restoration of sight, Increased
energy and work capacity, better ability
to cope with dally stresses and pressures,
feeling and looking younger. Several
claimed a “life-saving” effect after the
patient's failure to get help from other
physicians, Several advocated it as &
“preventive measure” to maintain health
and well-being, prevent aging, ete.

The testimonial statements by patients
contribute no scientific data as & basis
for evaluating the safety and efficacy of
Co-Thyro-Bal.

In a letter to the Associate Commis-
sloner for Compliance, dated August 10,
1973, applicant’s legal counsel submitted
tabulations compiled by the Vascular Re-
search Foundation of the numbers of in-
dividuals of “subjects” according to (a)
Associated Chronic Disease States and
(b) Signs and Symptoms of Hypothy-
roidism.

The applicant's tabulation of numbers
of subjects in various associated chronic
disease categories, and in various hypo-
thyroid symptomatic categories provide
no valid quantitative scientific data in
support of the safety and efficacy of Co-
Thyro-Bal for the proposed indications.

V. Legal arguments. Applicant asserts
that the studies submitted constitute
“substantial evidence" within the mean-
ing of 21 U.8.C. 355(d). The studies do
not constitute substantial evidence for
the claimed indications since, as ex-
plained in great detall above, the studies
constitute no evidence at all for the
claimed indications. There is not one
single submission “on the basis of which
it could fairly and responsibly be con-
cluded * * * that the drug will have the
effect it purports or is represented to have
under the conditions of usze prescribed,
recommended, or sngeested in the label-
ing thereof." 21 US.C, 355(d).

Applicant asserts that the studies are
adequate and well-controlled in con-
formity with the principle set forth in
21 CFR 130.12¢(a) (5) (1), As explained in
detail above, not one of the studies con-
forms to the principles set forth in 21
CFR 130.12(a) (5) (i) and therefore none
of the studies s adequate and well-
contralled within the meaning of 21
US.C. 355(d). In reaching this conclu-
sion the absence of “double-blind"” or
“randomization” techniques is noted, but
is not relfed on exclusively, as suggested
by applicant, since there are other in-
adequacies In the studies, as explained
above, as well as the absence of the
“double-biind” and “randomization™
techniques, Further, if Co-Thyro-Bal
were a drug which could be studied
appropriately without such techniques,
non-double-blind studies would be ac-
ceptable. There is no reason to believe
that this is the case, since applicant’s
objections to such studies relate to the
alleged “danger” of administering thy-
roxine alone. As stated above, there is no
danger in to individuals
without heart disease, amounts of thy-
roxine less than the amounts normally
produced by the body in the
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patient or amounts less than that neces-
sary for replacement in the hypothyroid
patient.

Applicant places great stress on the
fact that applicant reports numerous ad-
ministrations of the drug over 23 years
and that there have been no reports of
thyrotoxicity. As stated before, the dose
of thyroxine is such that thyrotoxicosis
should not be anticipated. It should
therefore be no particular surprise that
it did not occur. Moreover, extensive use
of a drug does not constitute “substan-

tial evidence" within.the meaning of the.

Act. Upjohn Co. v. Finch, 422 F. 2d 944
(C.A. 6, 1970).

Applicant asserts, citing Weinberger v.
Hynson Westcott, and Dunning, ——
US. —— 93 S. Ct. 2469 (C.A. 4, 1973),
that it has met the threshold burden of
showing substantial evidence, and Is
therefore entitled to a hearing. However,
Hynson, supra, specifically upholds the
validity of FDA's summary judgment
procedure when withdrawing a drug
from the market. It is proper for FDA to
deny a hearing: “where it is apparent at
the threshold that the applicant has not
tendered any evidence which on its face
meets the statutory standards as par-
ticularized by the regulations * * *
There can be no question that to prevall
at a hearing an applicant must furnish
evidence stemming from ‘adequate and
well-controlied investigations.” We can-
not impute to Congress the design of re-
quiring, nor does due process demand, a
hearing when it appears conclusively
from the applicant’s ‘pleadings' that it
cannot succeed.” [Emphasis by the
Courtl, 93 8. Ct. at 2478

Hynson, supra, is of no help to. appli-
cant since applicant has not tendered
any evidence which on its face meets the
statutory requirements.

VI. Findings, The Commissioner, based
on the information before him and a
review of the medical documentation and
legal arguments offered to support the
claims of effectiveness for Co-Thyro-Bal,
finds that there is a lack of substantial
evidence that Co-Thyro-Bal has the
effect it purports or is represented to
have under the conditions of use pre-
seribed, recommended or suggested in its
labeling, that the legal arguments are
insubstantial, and that Edison Pharma-
ceutical Co., Inc., and Edward "Whitey"
Ford, et al. have falled to set forth spe-
cific facts showing that there is a genu-
ine and substantial issue of fact requiring
a hearing.

The Commissioner finds that no evi-
dence whatever has been submitted re-
garding the effectiveness of Co-Thyro-
Bal for any of its claimed indications and
thus it cannot be found to be effective
for any of its indications. The evidence
submitted to support effectiveness is of
extremely poor quality and does not even
begin to support the three listed
indications,

Therefore the new drug application
(NDA 16-865) 15 not approvable on the
basis of a lack of substantial evidence of
effectiveness,

NOTICES

Further, the new drug application
NDA 16-865 is not approvable on its face
because it does not contain the matter
required by 21 US.C. 355(b) (2)-(8) and
(d) (3) and (6).

Therefore, pursuant to the provisions
of the Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic
Act (21 US.C. 355) and under authority
delegated to the Commissioner (21 CFR
2.120) the request for an evidentiary
hearing is denied. Notice is given that
the NDA for Co-Thyro-Bal (NDA 16-
865) is not approvable.

Dated: October 26, 1973,

ALEXANDER M. ScHMmIbT,
Commissoner of Food and Drugs.

[FR Doc.73-23206 Flled 10-31-73;8:45 am]

Office of the Secretary

SOCIAL SERVICES AND HUMAN
DEVELOPMENT

Organization and Functions

Part I of the Organization and Func-
tions Statement of the Department of
Health, Education and Welfare is
amended to delete from Chapter 1-G.3
the Deputy Assistant Secretary (Program
Analysis-Income Maintenance and So-
cial Services) and to substitute there-
for:

3. The Director of Soclal Services and
Human Development.,

Section 1-G.20 Functions is amended
to delete paragraph D and substitute for
it:

“D. The Director of Social Services and
Human Development is responsible for plan-
ning, analysis, and evaluation of policy in
the areas of social services and human devel-
opment. Specific functions include oversee-
Ing and assisting In the development of for-
ward planning and R&D and evaluation In
SRS and HD; providing policy coordination
on the development of legisiative, regula-
tory, and programmatic proposals for SRS
and HD; performing and overseeing HD and
SRS performance of evaluations of specific
program operations and effectivencss; evalu-
atlon and analysis of program structure and
functions, such as Interrelationships of so-
clal services policy change with Iincome
maintenance, health and education policy:
the Incentive structures In current and po-
tential social services polloy which would af<
fect State, community, and individual be-
havior: examination of broad range of Fed-
eral subsidies for soclal services—eyg., in-
cluding subsidies for purchase of services
now in the income tax system; target group
and special problem research and analysis,
including examination of the cumulative
impact of Federal and other programs on
specified target groups, comparison of pro-
gram to date on needs, and Inductive devel-
opment of polioy recommendations; and de-
velopment of dynamic models of changes in
target populations, and Interaction effocts
with Federal program policles.*

Dated October 10, 1973,

Roserr H. ManrIk,
Assistant Secretary jor Adminis-
tration and Management.

[FR Do0.73-23312 Piled 10-31-73;8:45 am]

ATOMIC ENERGY COMMISSION
[Docket No. 50-277)

PEACH BOTTOM POWER STATION, UNIT 2

Notice of Availal of Initial Decision
and Issuance of ating License

Pursuant to the National Environ-
mental Policy Act of 1969 and the U.S.
Atomic Energy Commission’s regulation
in Appendix D, sections A9 and A.l1,
to 10 CFR Part 50, notice is hereby given
that an Initlal Decision dated Septem-
ber 14, 1973, by the Atomic Safety and
Licensing Board in the above-captioned
proceeding authorizing issuance of an op-
erating license to Philadelphia Electric
Company, Public Service Electric and
Gas Company, Delmarva Power and
Light Company, and Atlantic City Elec-
tric Company (licensees) for authoriza-
tion to operate the Peach Bottom
Unit 2 facility located in York County,
Pennsylvania, is avallable for inspection
by the public in the Commission’s Public
Document Room at 1717 H Street NW.,
Washington, D.C., and in the Martin
Memorial Library, 159 East Market
Street, York, Pennsylvania 17401,

The Initial Decision is also being made
avallable at the Office of State Planning
and Development, 510¢c Finance Building,
Harrisburg, Pennsvlvania 17120, and at
the York County Planning Commission,
1320 West Market Street, York, Pennsyl-
vania 17404,

The Decision of the Atomic Safety and
Licensing Board modified in certain re-
spects the contents of the Final Envi-
ronmental Statement prepared by the
Commission's Directorate of Licensing
relating to the construction of the Peach
Bottom Atomic Power Station. A copy of
this Final Environmental Statement is
also available for public inspection at
the above designated locations,

Pursuant to the provisions of 10 CFR,
Part 50, Appendix D, section A.11, the
Final Environmental Statement i3
deemed modified to the extent that the
findings and conclusions relating to en-
vironmental matters contained in the
Initial Decision are different from those
contained in the Final Environmental
Statement dated April 1973. As required
by section A.11 of Appendix D, capies of
the Initial Decision by the Atomic Safety
and Licensing Board and the Final En-
vironmental Statement have been trans-
mitted to the Council on Environmental
Quality and made available to the public
as noted herein.

Pursuant to the above-mentioned Ini-
tial Decision, the Atomic Energy Com-
mission (the Commission) has lssued
Amendment No. 1 to DPR-44 Facility
Operating License to Philadelphia Elec-
tric Company, et al. for operation of the
Peach Bottom Atomic Power Station,
Unit 2, a bolling water reactor, at steady
state reactor core levels not to exceed
3293 megawatts thermal,
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In addition to the Initial Decision,
coples of (1) Amendment No. 1 to DPR~
44, Facility Operating License, (2) Or-
der, dated May 11, 1973, (3) Facility Op-
erating License DPR-44, (4) the re-
port of the Advisory Committee on Re-
asctor Safeguards, dated September 21,
1972, (5) the Directorate of Licensing's
Safety Evaluation, dated August 11, 1972,
(6) Supplement No. 1 to the Safely
Evaluation, dated December 11, 1872, (T)
Supplement No. 2 to the Safety Evalua-
tion, dated May 23, 1973, (8) Supple-
ment No. 3 to the Safety Evaluation,
dated October 1973, (9) the Final Safety
Analysis Report and amendments there-
to, (10) the applicant’s Environmental
Report, dated June 4, 1971, and supple-
ments thereto, (11) the Draft Environ-
mental Statement dated October 1972,
and (12) the Final Environmental State-
ment, dated April 1973, are also available
for public inspection at the above-desig-
nated locations in Washington, D.C., and
York, Pennsylvania. Single copies of the
Initial Decision and Order by the Atomic
Safety and Licensing Board, Facility
Operating License DPR-44 and Amend-
ment No. 1 thereto, the Final Environ-
mental Statement, and the Safety Evalu-
ation and amendments may be obtained
upon request addressed to the US.
Atomic Energy Commission, Washington,
D.C. 20545, Attention: Deputy Director
for Reactor Projects, Directorate of Li-
censing, Regulation.

Dated at Bethesda, Maryland, this 25th
day of October 1973.
For the Atomic Energy Commission.

WALTER A. PAULSON;
Acting Chiel, Boiling Water Re-
actors Branch No. 1 Director-
ate of Licensing.

| PR Do0o.73-23240 Plled 10-81-73;8:45 am |

ADVISORY COMMITTEE ON REACTOR
SAFEGUARDS, SUBCOMMITTEE ON THE
BRUNSWICK STEAM ELECTRIC PLANT

Notice of Meeting"
Ocroser 30, 1973.

In accordance with the purposes of
section 29 and 182 b. of the Atomic En-
ergy Act (42 USC 2039, 2232 b.), the Ad-
visory Committee on Reactor Safeguards
Subcommittee on the Brunswick Steam
Electric Plant, Units 1 and 2 will hold
a meeting on November 16, 1973, in Room
1046, 1717 H Street NW., Washington,
D.C. The purpose of this meeting will be
to review the application of the Carolina
Power and Light Company for a license
to operate Units 1 and 2, which are lo-
cated In Brunswick County, North Caro-
lina, about 20 miles south of Wilming-
ton, North Carolina,

The following constitutes that portion
of the Subcommittee’s agenda for the
above meeting which will be open to the
public:

Frioay, Novesmser 16, 1073, 0 AM~8:30 rar.

Review of the tion for an operating
Hcense (presentations by the AEC Regulatory

NOTICES

Staff and the Carolina Power and Light Com-
pany and {ts consultants, and discussions
with these groups).

In connection with the above agenda
item, the Subcommittee will hold an ex-
ecutive session at 8:30 am. which will
involve a discussion of its preliminary
views, and an executive session at the
end of the day, consisting of an exchange
of opinions of the Subcommittee mem-
bers and internal deliberations and for-
mulation of recommendations to the
ACRS. In addition, prior to the executive
session at the end of the day, the Sub-
committee may hold a closed session with
the Regulatory Staff and Applicant to
discuss privileged information relating to
plant security, radwaste system design,
electricel system design, and nuclear fuel
design, if necessary.

I have determined, in accordance with
subzection 10(d) of Public Law 92-463,
that the executive sessions at the begin-
ning and end of the meeting will consist
of an exchange of opinions and formula-
tion of recommendations, the discussion
of which, if written would fall within
exemption (5) of 5 US.C. 562(b); and
that a closed session may be held, if
necessary, to discuss certain documents
which are privileged, and fall within
exemption (4) of b US.C. 552(b), It is
essential to close such portions of the
meeting to protect such privileged infor-
mation and to protect the free inter-
change of internal views and to avoid
undue interference with agency or Com-
mittee operation.

Practical considerations may dictate
alterations in the above agenda or
schedule.

The Chairman of the Subcommittee is
empowered to conduct the meeting in a
manner that, in his judgment, will facili-
tate the orderly conduct of business,

With respect to public participation
in the open portion of the meeting, the
following requirements shall apply:

(a) Persons wishing to submit written
statements regarding the agenda item
may do so by mailing 25 copies thereof,
postmarked no later than November 9,
1973, to the Executive Secretary, Advi-
sory Committee on Reactor Safeguards,
U.S. Atomic Energy Commission, Wash-
ington, D.C. 20545. Such comments shall
be based upon the application for an
operating license and related documents
which are on file and available for pub-
lic inspection at the Atomic Energy
Commission’s Public Document Room,
1717 H Street NW., Washington, D.C.
20545, and the Brunswick County Li-
brary, 109 W. Moore Street, Southport,
North Carolina 28461,

(b) Those persons submitting a writ-
ten statement in accordance with para-
graph (a) above may request an oppor-
tunity to make oral statements concern-
ing the written statement, Such requests
shall accompany the written statement
and shall set forth reasons justifying the
need for such oral statement and its use-
fulness to the Subcommittee. To the ex-
tent that the time avatlable for the meet-
ing permits, the Subcommittee will re-
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celve oral statements during a perlod of
no more than 30 minutes at an appro-
priate time, chosen by the Chairman of
the Subcommittee, between the hours of
1 p.m. and 3 p.m. on the day of the meet-
ing, November 16, 1973.

(¢) Requests for the opportunity to
make oral statements shall be ruled on
by the Chairman of the Subcommittee
who is empowered to apportion the time
available among those selected by him to
make oral statements,

(d) Information as to whether the
meeting has been cancelled or resched-
tled and in regard to the Chalrman's
ruling on requests for the opportunity to
présent oral statements, and the time
allotted, can be obtained by a prepald
telephone call on November 14, 1973, to
the Office of theé Executive Secretary of
the Committee (telephone 301-973-5651)
between 8:30 am. and 5:15 p.m,, East-
ern Standard Time,

(e) Questions may be propounded only
by members of the Subcommittee and
its consultants.

(f) Seating for the public will be avail-
able on a first-come, first-served basis.

(g) The use of still, motion picture,
and television cameras, the physical in-
stallation and presence of which will not
interfere with the conduct of the meet-
ing, will be permitted both before and
after the meeting and during any recess.
The use of such equipment will not, how-
ever, be allowed while the meeting is In
session.

(h) A copy of the transcript of the
open portions of the meeting will be
available for inspection during the fol-
lowing workday at the Atomic Energy
Commission's Public Document Room,
1717 H Street NW., Washington, D.C,
20545 and within approximately nine
days at the Brunswick County Library,
109 W. Moore Street, Southport, North
Carolina 28461. On request, copies of the
minutes of the meeting will be made
available for inspection at the Atomic
Energy Commission’s Public Document
Room, 1717 H Street NW., Washington,
D.C. 20545 on or after January 15, 1074,
Copies may be obtained upon payment of
appropriate charges.

ROBERT A. KONLER,
Acting Advisory Commitiee
Management Officer.

[FR Do0.73-23427 Flled 10-31-73;9:57 am])

GENERAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE
RESEARCH SUBCOMMITTEE
Hotice of Meeting
Ocroner 30, 1973,

In accordance with the purposes of sec-
tion 26 of the Atomic Energy Act of 1954,
as amended (42 U.S.C. 2036), the General
Advisory Committee's Research Subcom-
mittee will hold a meeting on November
14 and 15, 1973 at the AEC offices at 1717
H Street NW., Washington, D.C. (Room
1046).

The following constitutes that portion
of the Committee's agenda for the above
meeting which will be open to the public:
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9:30 am -12:30 p.m. Wed., Nov. 14—Dis-
cussion with James L. Liverman, Asst, Gen.
Mgr. for Biomedical and Environmental Re-
search and Safety Programs, and a represont-
ative each from Environmential Protection
Agency and Natlonal Institute of Environ-
mental Health Sclences concerning research
activities In the field of environmental health
and related research.

In addition to the above agenda Item, the
Subcommittee will meet with Dr. Liver-
man and hold executive sessions not open

to the public under the authority of sec- =

tion 10(d) of Public Law 92-463 (Federal
Advisory Committee Act) to exchange
opinions and formulate recommendations
on the AEC long-range basic research
program. I have determined that it is
necessary to close these portions of the
meeting to discuss certain information
that is privileged and falls within ex-
emption (4) of § US.C, 552(b), and to
exchange opinions and formulate rec-
ommendations, the discussion of which,
if written, would fall within exemption
(5) of 5 US.C. 552(b). It is essential to
close such portions of the meeting to
protect such privileged information and
protect the free interchange of internal
views and avoid undue interference with
Committee operation.

Practical considerations may dictate
alterations in the above agenda or
schedule,

The Chalirman Is empowered to con-
duct the meeting In a manner that in his
Judgment will facilitate the orderly con-
duct of business.

With respect to public participation
in the above agenda items, the following
requirements shall apply:

(a) Persons wishing to submit written
statements on the agenda {tem noted
above may do so by mailing 12 coples
thereof, ked no later than No-
vember 7, 1973, to the Secretary, Gen-
eral Advisory Committee, U.S. Atomic
Energy Commission, Washington, D.C,
20545. Such comments shall be based
upon the above agenda items.

(b) Information as to whether the
meeting has been rescheduled or relo-
cated can be obtained by a prepaid tele-
phone call on November 13 to the Office
of the Secretary to the Committee (tele-
phone: 301-973-5637) between 8:30 a.m.
and 5:15 p.m., Eastern Standard Time.

(c) Questions may be propounded only
by members of the Committee.

(d) Seating for the public will be
available on a flrst-come, first-served
basis,

(e) The use of still, movie, and tele-
vision cameras, the physical installation
and presence of which will not interfere
with the course of the meeting, will be
permitted both before and after the
meeting and during any recess. The use
of such equipment will not, however, be
allowed while the meeting is in session.

(f) Coples of minutes of the public
session will be made available for copy-
ing, in accordance with the Federal Ad-
visory Commitiee Act, on or after No-
vember 30, 19793 at the Atomic Energy
Commission’s Public Document Room,
1717 H Street NW., Washington, D.C.,

NOTICES

i?onmmentotanchamrequh'edby
W.

RoserT A. KOHLER,
Acting Advisory Committee
Management Officer.
[FR Doc.73-22428 Plled 10-31-78;0:58 am|

CIVIL AERONAUTICS BOARD
[Dockets Nos. 21498, 25877; Order 73-10-96]
EASTERN AIR LINES, INC.

Order Granting Temporary &npensbn of
Service and Setting Application for Hearing

Adopted by the Civil Aeronautics
Board at its office In Washington, D.C.
on the 26th day of October 1973.

On May 30, 1973, Eastern Afr Lines,
Inc. (Eastern) filed an application re-
questing a continuation of authority,
originally granted to Caribair, to suspend
service temporarily at Mayaguez, Puerto
Rico, and at St. Kitts and Grenada, As-
sociated States of Great Britain'® The
carrier requests that asuthority to sus-
pend service at St. Kitts and Grenada
continue in effect until the expiration
of the temporary authorization to serve
those points* or until final decision on
any application for renewal of such au-
thority; and that service at Mayaguez
mnsuspmded for an Indefinite perfod of

e.

On Bepbember’t 1973, Eastern filed an
application In Docket 25877 requesting
deletion of Mayaguez from {ts certificate
of public convenience and necessity for
route 59.

In support of its application for sus-
pension, Eastern alleges, Inter alia, that
the airports at Mayaguez, St. Kitts, and
Grenada are inadequate for the turbo-
Jet afreraft which Eastern proposes to
use over Caribair's system; that avail-
able communications facilities at Maya-
guez do not meet the requirements of
Part 121 large aircraft operations; and
that continued suspension will not result
in & loss of air service at any of the
points since there is ample alr taxi and
foreign-fiag nir carrier service available.

The Commonwealth of Puerto Rico

tion insofar as it relates to Maynguez.®
Puerto Rico contends that the carrier
submitted no forecast of economic re-
sults for Mayaguez service; that Carib-

air's suspension resulted solely from its
precarious finaneial condition; that im-

1 See Orders 69-10-157, dated October 31,
1969; 70-4-140, dated April 28, 1970: 70-5-
188, dated May 28, 1070 70-10-119, dated
October 27, 1970; 70-11-92, dated Novem-
ber 19, 1970; and 71-4-157, dated Aprfl 23,
1971. The present authorization expired 90
days after final decision in the Caribair-
Eastern Case, Docket 22600, or Au-
gust 13, 1973, The carrier has invoked the
automatic extension provisions of section
9(b) of the Administrative Procedure Act (5
US.C. §58), pending final determination of
this renewal application.

*The authority to serve St. Kitts and -
Grennda will expire on March 21, 1974

*No answers have been flled with respect
to suspension at St Kitts and Grenada.

provements to the Mayaguez Airport, in-
cluding repair of the last 800 of the run-
way and installation of a new FAA con-
trol tower, will be completed by mid-
August 1973, thus making the airport
adequate for jet operations; and that
traflic growth at Mayaguez demonstrates
the economic feasibility of jet service by
Eastern at that point,

Eastern filed a reply, detalling the
factors which it considers render the air-
port inadequate under present conditions
for jet operations, and asserting that
even with Improvements contemplated
by Puerto Rico, the airport will be sub-
standard for Eastern's jet operations,
Eastern further asserts that the high
level of service presently provided by air
taxis between San Juan and Mayaguez
precludes Eastern from providing an eco-
nomically viable service In the market.

Puerto Rico and Eastern each sub-
sequently filed motions for leave to
file otherwise unauthorized documents,*
together with further responsive plead-
ings, Ench of these pleadings disputes
the factual assertions and conclusions of
the other party regarding the adequacy
of the Mayaguez Airport and the eco-
nomic viability of future Eastern opera-
ti in the market.

Upon consideration of the pleadings
and all the relevant facts, we have
decided that Fastern should be author-
ized to continue its present suspensions
of service at the three points In ques-
tion, and that the future air service needs
of Mayaguez should be examined in a
formal proceeding. Thus, we will set for
hearing Eastern’s application in Docket
25877 for deletion of Mayaguez from its
certificate, and continue the carrier's
suspension at the point until 60 days
after final decision in that Investigation.
The suspensions of service at St. Kitts
and Grenada will continue until
March 21, 1974, when Eastern's tempo-
rary authority to serve those points ex-
pires under the terms of its certificate
for route 59.

The considerations which warranted
previous grants of authority to suspend
service at St. Kitts and Grenada war-
rant further authorization. We find that
the alrports are presently Inadequate to
accommodate Eastern’s jet aircraft, and
that adequate alternative air transporta-
tion is avaflable at both points. Service
at St Kitts is provided by an air taxi
operator and a foreign-flag carrier®
while Grenada is served by a forelgn-flag
carrier.® Thus, continued suspension of
Eastern's services will not result in sig-
nificant inconvenience to the traveling
public and is in the public interest.

4 We will grant the motions of both

* Prinair two ~dally round-trip,
commuter flights between San Juan and St.
Kitts, while Lecward Islands Alr Transport
Services provides three dally round trips be-
tween San Juan/Virgin Islands and 8t Kitts,
(OAO Sept. 1, 1973),

* Leeward

Caribbean
Juan, (OAG, Sept. 1, 1073).
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We find it unnecessary to resolve the
many disputed issues raised by the plead-
ings of Eastern and Puerto Rico in view
of our determination to hear on an evi-
dentiary record the conflicting conten-
tions of the parties with regard to both
the airport and the economics of service
at Mayaguez. In the interim, serious
questions remain concerning the condi-
tion of the airport at Mayaguez, partic-
ularly in regard to its suitability for the
turbo-jet aircraft Eastern uses in the
Caribbean. Moreover, air taxis operate
numerous flights to Mayaguez, Finally,
commencing operations at Mayaguez
would result in expenditures for Eastern
that ultimately might prove needless, de-
pending upon the outcome of the hear-
ing we are ordering, although a continua~
tion of Eastern's suspension will not
deprive passengers or shippers of any
service which they now enjoy. In these
circumstances, we find that the con-
tinuation of Eastern’s suspension at
Mayaguez pending final Board decision
on the carrier’s deletion application is in
the public Interest.

Finally, we have determined that final
Board action in this proceeding may
constitute & major Federal action which
might significantly affect the quality of
the human environment within the
meaning of section 102 of the National
Environmental Policy Act of 1969 since
an eventual result of this proceeding
could be the reinstitution of certificated
airline service at Mayaguez. Accordingly,
this proceeding will be conducted in ac-
cordance with the standards and pro-
cedures set forth in section 398.110 of
the Board's Policy Statements. In addi-
tion, we are directing the Director, Bu-
reau of Operating Rights, to prepare and
circulate a draft environmental state-
ment prior to the hearing for considera-
tion and comment by the parties,
other environmentally concerned Federal
agencies, and other interested persons.
The Director is hereby authorized to
make such requests for data and other
material of the parties as he deems nec-
essary for the preparation of the environ-
mental statement, The parties, under di-
rection of the Administrative Law Judge
assigned to the proceeding, will be ex-
pected to comply fully with such requests
and any procedural dates established in
connection therewith.

Accordingly, it is ordered, That:

1. The application of Eastern Air
Lines, Inc., in Docket 25877, for deletion
of Mayaguez, Puerto Rico, from its cer-
tificate of public convenience and neces-
sity for route 59, be and it hereby is set
for hearing at a time and place to be
hereafter designated;*

" The hearing shall determine whether the
public convenlence and necessity require
that Eastern’s certificate be altered, amendoed,
or modified so as to suspend or delete
Mayaguez, As an alternative to amending
Eastern's certificate, wo shall place in issue
whether the public interest requires the tem-
porary suspension of service by Eastern, with
or without conditions, Also at issue will be
the impact on the human environment of
final Board action in this proceeding.

NOTICES >

2. Eastern Air Lines, Inc., be and it
hereby is authorized to suspend service
temporarily at Mayaguez, Puerto Rico,
until 60 days after final decision on its
application in Docket 25877 for deletion
of Mayaguez from its certificate;

3. Eastern Alr Lines, Inc., be and it
hereby is authorized to suspend service
temporarily at St. Kitts and Grenada,
Associated States of Great Britain, until
March 21, 1974;

4. This order shall be served on East-
ern Air Lines, Inc.; Alr Line Pilots Asso-
ciation, International; Mayor, City of
Mayaguez; Governor, Commonwealth of
Puerto Rico, and the Puerto Rico De-
partment of Health; Airport Manager,
Mayaguez Airport; Governor of St
Kitts: Governor of Grenada; Alrport
Manager, Golden Rock Airport, St. Kitts;
Afrport Manager, Pearls Airport, Gre-
nada; the Postmaster General; the De-
partments of Commerce, Health, Educa-
tion and Welfare, and Transportation;
the Environmental Protection Agency;
the Council on Environmental Quality;
and the National Aeronautics and Space
Administration; and :

5. The motions of the Commonwealth
of Puerto Rico and Eastern Alr Lines,
Inc., for leave to file otherwise unauthor-
{zed documents, be and they hereby are
granted,

This order shall be published in the
FEDERAL REGISTER,

By the Civil Aeronautics Board.

[sear] EowiN Z. HOLLAND,
Secretary.
[ PR Doc.73-23306 Filed 10-31-73;8:45 am|

| Doeket No, 25519; Order 73-10-99]

MEMBER CARRIERS OF THE NATIONAL
AIR CARRIER ASSOCIATION

Order Approving Discussions

Adopted by the Civil Aeronautics
Board at its office in Washington, D.C.,
on the 26th day of October, 1973,

By application filed October 11, 1873,
the member carriers of the National Alr
Carrier Association (NACA) * request the
Board to extend for a period of 90 days
the authorization granted in Order 73-
6-79 (June 19, 1973) for U.S. and foreign
alr carriers to engage in discussions re-
lating to transatlantic passenger charter
rate, subject to the same conditions pre-
viously imposed by the Board.*

The previous discussions authorized
by the Board took place in Brighton,
England, in July/August of this year,
but were unsuccessful in their goal of
reaching an inter-carrier agreement
concerning minimum transatlantic char-
ter rates. The NACA carriers, in support
of their request, state that although this
summer's meetings did not produce an
agreement, they were nevertheless useful
and constructive, and that an opportu-

1 Overseas National Alrways, Inc., Saturn
Atrways, Ino,, Trans International Alriines,
Ino., and World Atrways, Inc,

2 The initial 120-day suthorization expired
on October 17.
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nity for further discussion should be
afforded. The carriers go on to cite the
Boards evaluation of the unfavorable
economic conditions in transatlantic air
service, both In its order originally au-
thorizing discussions and in its notice
of proposed rulemaking proposing estab-
lishment of minimum transatlantic
charter rates issued September 7. The
applicants allege that the need for con-
tinued discussions has become even more
acute by reason of the rapidly worsening
fuel situation. Finally, the petitioners
state that Pan American World Airways,
Inc., and Trans World Alrlines, Inc,
have authorized them to state that those
two carriers join in the request.

Comments in opposition to the NACA
carriers' application have been filed by
56 Prominent U S. Independent Tour Op-
erators (Tour Operators) . The Tour Op-
erators contend that the two purposes for
which the Board originally authorized
discussions no longer exist. First, facili-
tation of an IATA agreement on 1974
fares is no longer necessary because
agreement has since been reached. The
second purpose was fo firm up charter
rates which appeared to be uneconomic.
This second purpose, the Tour Operators
contend, has since been superseded by
several develorments; namely; the fact
that a Jarge amount of charter capacity
for 1974 has already been committed; the
market Is a seller's market and sall of the
supplemental carriers are fully booked
for the summer of 1974; charter rates
for 1974 are substantially in excess of
those which prevailed in 1973; and the
Board has issued a notice of proposed
rulemaking looking toward establishment
of minimum charter rates. The Tour Op-
erators contend that the agreement
sought by the charter carriers to protect
against unanticivated and drastic in-
creases in the nrice of fuel after they have
entered into firm charter contracts is &
make-weight argument which has no
substance In that carriers are individ-
ually capable of using escalation clauses
:here permitted by government regula-

ons.

Upon consideration of all the points
raised in the application and the objec-
tion, the Board has decided to grant the
request, subject to the same conditions
enumerated in our original order of ap-
proval.

We are unable to accept the argument,
advanced by the Tour Operators, that
the economics of transatlantic operations
have improved so significantly as to re-
move the circumstances which prompted
our initial approval of discussions. To the
contrary, it appears clear that the un-
satisfactory operating results from trans-
atlantic air service, which the Board ad-
dressed in its earlier order, continue to
exist. In the interim, the situation has
been exacerbated by the possibility of &
significant fuel shortage and attendant
sharp rises in fuel costs. While it may be
that carriers could adopt an escalator
clause individually in negotiating their
charter contracts, we believe it unlikely
in view of the competitive pressures in-
volved. In any event, we are not per-
suaded that it would be contrary to the
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public interest to permit discussions look-
ing toward a mutually acceptable agree-
ment on this one element of cost.

In Hght of these considerations we
cannot conclude that a 90-day extension
of the authorization to discuss would be
adverse to the public interest.

Accordingly, pursuant to the Federal
Aviation Act of 1958, and particularly
sections 204(a), 404, 412, and 414 thereof,

It is ordered, That:

1. Al US.- and foreign-flag carriers
holding certificate or permit authority to
provide passenger charter services on the
North Atlantic may engage in discussions,
for a period not to exceed 90 days from
the date of service of this order, on the
subject of rules, practices, procedures,
and minimum rate levels applicable to
transatlantic passenger charter service,
and the relationship of charter rates to
fares in scheduled service;

2. The director of the Bureau of Eco-
nomics be given at least 48 hours’ notice
of the time and place of the meetings;

3. The carriers keep complete and ac-
curate minutes of such discussions and
that a true copy of such minutes and all
documentation be filed with the Board's
Docket Section not Iater than two weeks
after close of each meeting;

4. Any Interested person may advise a
direct air carrier participant of his in-
terest in these discussions and upon re-
quest all meeting notices and agendas
shall bg mailed to such interested third
person with such notice to Include an
invitation to submit comments upon the
agenda matters and to request appoint-
ments for personal appearance;

5. Any agreement or agreements
reached as a result of such discussions
be flled with the Board in accordance
with section 412 of the Federal Aviation
Act of 1858 and approved by the Board
prior to being incorporated in a tariff
filing or otherwise placed in effect; and

6. This order be served upon all US.-
and forelgn-flag carriers holding certifi-
cate or permit authority to provide pas-
senger charter service on the North At-
lantic, and on counsel on behalf of 56
Dromlnenm t US. independent tour oper-
a

This order shall be published in the
FEpERAL REGISTER.

By the Civil Aeronautics Board:
[sgaLl Eowix Z. HoLranp,
Secretary.
[FR Doc.73-23307 Piled 10-31-73;8:45 am)
[Docket 25280)
INTERNATIONAL AIR TRANSPORT
ASSOCIATION -
Order Relating to North Atlantic Cargo Rate
Matters

Adopted by the Civil Aeronautics
Board at its office in Washington, D.C.
on the 24th day of October, 2
Agreements have been filed with the
Board, pursuant to section 412(a) of the
Federal Aviation Act of 1958 (the Act)
and Part 261 of the Board's Economic
Regulations, between various air car-

NOTICES

riers, foreign air carriers, and other car-
riers, embodied in the resolutions of the
Traflic Conferences of the International
Alr Transport Association (IATA). The
agreements comprise the overall North
Atlantic cargo rate structure, and were
adopted by the recessed July, 1973 North
Atlantic Traffic Conference held in
Geneva. Agreement C.A B. 23889 encom-
passes rates between the United States
and Africa,” and was adopted for in-
tended effectiveness from October 1, 1973
through September 30, 1975, Agreement
C.A.B. 23892 covers rates between the
United States and the remainder of
IATA Trafic Conference 2 (defined as
Europe/Middle East), and was adopted
for a one-year period of effectiveress in-
tended for implementation on January 1,
1074,

Significant changes are proposed in the
existing cargo rate structure. Minimum
charges between the United States and
Europe/Middle East are proposed to be
increased by $2.00 for the cities of Bos-
ton/New York/Hartford /San Juan, while
reductions are proposed in minimum
charges “to/from other U.S. points to
standardize the minimum charge differ-
ential between gateways and interior
points at $3.00 (See Appendix A).

General cargo rates between the
United States and Europe would remain
at status quo for the under-45 kg, and
45 kg. welghtbreaks, while higher weight-
break (100, 300, 500 kz.) rates would be
raised by six cents per kg. for an in-
crease ranging from three to seven
percent.”

Specific commodity rates would gener-
ally be increased by a uniform six cents
per kg. for eastbound shipments, and
four cents per kg. for westbound ship-
ments, Resultant percentage increases
are in the 5-10 percent range for east-
bound traffic, and 4-7 percent for west-
bound traffic. Most 45 kg. weightbreaks,
in both directions, would be eliminated.®
The agreement also includes high weight-
break rates for shipments of at least
30,000 kgs. of a single commodity, In
major U.S.-Europe markets. Selected ex-
amples are outlined In Appendix C.

Resolution 534a governing bulk uniti-
zation charges would be amended to
eliminate descriptions and rates for the
Type 10 container (half-size lower-deck
device at 139.00 cu. ft. average external
volume) , while descriptions and rates for
two new unit-load devices would be
added.” Present pivot weights are to be
retained, with minimum charges at the
pivot weight to be increased by six cents
per kg. Over-pivot rates would also be in-
creased by six cents per kg., but a second
“pivot weight,” roughly corresponding to
a density of 12.1 1bs, per cu. ft.* would be

! Includes all countries on the continent of
Afrien  excopt Morocco, Algeria, Tunisia,
Egypt and Sudan.

* Appendix B presents a comparison of
ent and proposed New York-London rates.

* Appendix B represents a comparison of
present and proposod New York-London
mtes,

* See the following table:
“‘Density st the “first pivot welght™ is
about 105 Ibs, per cu. ft.

added above which the rate per kilogram
would be reduced ten cents below present
over-pivot rates. Appendix D compares
the two systems in greater detail for rep-
resentative containers.

A new resolution, 045¢, would establish
minimum rates for cargo charters oper-
ated under the provisions of existing
Resolution 0454, which governs the pro-
visions ,of cargo charters. Under the
terms of Resolution 045a, the charterer
is charged for the entire weight/volume
cargo capacity of an aircraft regardless
of the space or available weight actually
utilized. For example, charter of a B-707
freighter (13 pallets) would now be sub-
Ject to a minimum rate of $4.00 per air-
craft mile, for a total charge of $13,824
in the case of New York-London charters
(3,456 miles). The proposed minimum
rates for all-cargo and combination afr-
craft in various configurations are set
forth In Appendix E, along with addi-
tional New York-London examples,

The carriers have also agreed on
amendments to the proportional rates
for US. interior gateways used to con-
struct through international rates by
combination with the specified rates over
New Yark. At present there are no pro-
portionals for construction of through
specific commodity rates, and propor-
tionals for general cargo rate and con-
tainer rate constructions are listed only
for Boston, Philadelphia, Baltimore and
Washington.

Now unit-load A
dovices: Dipwasdons n'mmlm
volume

Type2A, full128in S x 126 x 9 in. .. 264 1
pallot. 234 x 218 x 244 em., 16 o
2B, 26125 M x 126 x721n.. ., 463 (0

n paliet. M xS xIsIom. . 1310 m*

Proportional rates are now proposed for
the named gateway cities in Docket 20522,
as well as for Columbus, Dayton and
Indianapolis.* A single proportional rate
would be assigned to each weightbreak
in each rate category (general, specific,
container) for traffic between any given
U.S. gateway, and all points in Furope/
Middle East.” (See Appendix F,) We also
note that, although all specific commod-
ity rates are theoretically available for

By Ordér 73-3-24 (Febryary 6, 1073) as
amended by Order 73-7-0 (July 5, 1973), the
Board concluded its Investigation in Docket

lantic genera! commodity,

and container rates for service between the
oities of Boston, FPhlladelphia, Baltimore,
Washington, Cleveiand, Detroit, and Chicago,
on the one hand, and points in Europe, on
the other hand, are the New York-
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carriage to and/or from each above-
named city, the specific commodity rate
tables describe certain rates as “Appli-
cable only for New York traffic.” This
would seem to fly directly in the face of
the Board's decision in Docket 20522,

U.S.-AFRICA

Increases are proposed in U.S.-Africa
cargo rates similar to those outlined
above for U.S.-Europe/Middle East rates.
Most general cargo rates would be in-
creased by six cents per kg. in both direc-
tions except rates at the under-45 kg.
and 45 kg. weightbreaks which would re-
main at status quo." Specific commodity
rates would generally be increased by six
cents per kg. in both directions, There
are no agreed container rates or propor-
tional rates between the United States
and Africa,

CURRENCY ADJUSTMENTS

There is presently in effect a six per-
cent surcharge on all charges for US.-
originating shipments, as well as sur-
charges of amounts on west-
bound shipments originating In various
countries in Europe/Africa/Middle East.
The surcharge on U.S.-originating ship-
ments is intended to compensate for the
adverse revenue effects of the February
12, 1973 dollar devaluation on carriers
operating between the United States and
Traffic Conference 2, and is now pro-
posed to be continued for the life of the
respective agreements.” We note that
whereas the present surcharge applies
only on that portion of the through rate
specified from New York to TC2, the
amended resolution would apply the sur-
charge to the entire specified or con-
structed through rate. This change would
not seem fillogical if the applicable
through rate from Interior U.S. gateways
were brought into conformance with the
Board's decision in Docket 20522 to re-
flect the economics of direct interna-
tional service. As noted below, however,
the revised system of proportional rates
does not comport with the Board's rul-
ing in that case. Moreover, the surcharge
would apply from interior points for
which no proportional rate is specified,
and thus would impose a six percent in-

" All general rates to New York from the
common-rated points Beira, Johannesburg,
Kitwe, Livingstone, Lourenco Marques, Lu-
saka and Salisbury, and the 500 kg. rates
from New York to those points, would remain
at status guo, Eastbound rates at the remalin-
ing welghtbrenks would be reduced from one
to four percent.

‘' For example, the surcharge on shipments
originating in the United Kingdom and Ire-
land s 10 percent.,

“Through December 31,
Europe/Middle East, and

1974 for US.-
September
1075 for US.-Africa,

30,

NOTICES

crease on U.S. domestic cargo rates used
in combination with the New York-TC2
specified rates.

By Order 73-9-109 dated September 28,
1973 in Docket 20522, the Board rejected

riers to implement the proportional rate
concept discussed above in respect to the
present structure of New York-Europe
rates. The Board stated that although the
use of a single add-on based upon averag-
ing will fit the per-mile formula with re-
spect to some selected European cities,
rates determined by this methodology
cannot meet the requirements of the
Board's order with respect to North At-
lantic rates for the U.S. gateway points
to/from all European points, or even to
European gateway points. The Board also
noted an alternative methodology which
would present clear, explicit rates fully in
conformance with the Board's mandate.
Finally, the Board directed the carriers to
amend their tariffs to conform with the
Board's requirements on or before No-
vember 15, 1973, on not less than 30
days’ notice.

We expect the carriers to act quickly
and effectively in this connection, and
suggest that the necessary amendments
to the appropriate IATA resolutions
could be adopted with a minimum of de-
lay. At this time we would also reiterate
that the question of the lawful rates and
charges between Memphis and other non-
gateway interfor cities and points In
Europe will be considered in determining
the lawfulness of the above-mentioned
agreements and tariffs®

The Board also believes it necessary
and desirable to establish procedural
dates for the receipt of justification and
comments concerning the various aspects
of the agreement, particularly the inno-

1 The Board has received numerous com-
ments from businesses and tadustries in Day-
ton, Columbus and Indianapolis contending
that the rate structure discriminates against
them.
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vations advanced in the area of minimum
cargo charter rates and high weightbreak
specific commodity rates. We will, there-
fore, require justification and data in
support of the subject agreements, to-
gether with comments from interested
persons, to be submitted within 15 days
after the date of this order. Replies shall
be filed within 30 days of the date of this
order™

Accordingly, it is ordered, That:

1. All United States air carrier mem-
bers of the International Air Transport
Association providing services over the
North Atlantic shall file within fifteen
calendar days after the date of this order,
full documentation and economic justifi-
cation for rates, charges and related
conditions embodied in the subject
agreements;

2. Comments and/or objections from
interested persons shall be submlitted
within fifteen days after the date of this
order;

3. Replies to justifications received in
response to ordering paragrah 1 above
and replies to comments received in re-
sponse to ordering paragraph 2 above
shall be submitted within thirty days
after the date of this order; and

4. Insofar as air transportation as de-
fined by the Act is concerned, tariffs im-
plementing the subject agreements shail
not be filed in advance of Board approval
of the subject agreements. The provisions
of this paragraph, however, do not sus-
pend or limit the Board's mandate in
ordering paragraph 3 of Order 73-9-108
dated September 28, 1973,

This order will be published in the Fep-
ERAL REGISTER.

By the Civil Aeronautics Board:
[sEAL] Epwin Z. HOLLAND,
5 Secretary.
¥ An and 12 coples should be filed

with the Board's Docket Section.

COMPARIBON OF FRESENT AXD PROFOSED MINIMUM CHARGES YOR MUFMENTS BETWEEN VARIOUS UA POINTS AND
EUROPE/AVRICA/MIDULE EAST

Proposed rates with curmency
adjustments

Percent change In proposed
mtes with mn‘:m-
n

Present rates
Excluded Includod Excinded Inclnded
Botween Europe/Africa and
Now York. o...oiovaias =4 v )  v28 8.3 1.5
Othor U8, poits.. ... -maween o 2 E) 7.4 n
xmm to the Middis East
. b (s SRRSO N 2 z 5.3 1.8
Other U.R, points. .......veem n 2 2 2.4 1.1
wuhonw nd from the Middle E
] YOrK. ooeeeeann- - ) = 130 0 110.6
Other gs‘ POIDLS..-enemrmren o 2 126,50 87 $16.2
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COMPARINON OF PRESENT AND PROFOSED GEXERAL CARGO AND SELECTED SFECIVIC COMMODITY RATES YROM NEW YORK
70 LONDON
Conts Kilogram Percent change In
C“:I“l. Description hk'm!k l:pond wi nd A
modity 1 i ates with )
vode weightbreak Pm‘. bt eurreney adfustment it s
i
Exchided Included Excuded Incladed
General caryo ! cenannnanas  Under 48 o5 o) W rote a3
45 s 218 OB TR P o4
150 154 10 170 39 10.4
A T TR R
4 1.
O350 Lobwlers. ...o.uiunniiaiacainens 100 <9 = “w 5.2 183
1, % X o ” 7.3 15.0
U8 Nutriaskine. .................. 500 © 1@ ras 40 54,6
2,000 n e an M3 "3
M7 Tropieal plants_ .. ... . o ] R <« 7 1
50 " & b 81 e
2418 Shoos nod sippers?.____ . .. s - "8 12 a9 0.7
1 sy Do 0% o1 a7 138
30 0 70 &1 L84 18,7
50 " 0 5 04 17,2
€204 Automotdle parts? . ... 3 L 121N 32 WLy 126
[ S 4 I - 100 L) 13.6
200 N “ (] n3 17.2
Wn  Englues and turbines. ..., .. - 0 53 & % 7.2 M5
50 " = &5 81 .8
30 Abrasive cdoth and paper... ... 100 o 3 (] 1170 86,1 .7
200 ” 00 11 Wwis 120, 8
500 7 1 i 2.9 38,0
L, 000 &7 0 108 .3 46 3
7000 Paper, in sheets or vollad 100 K b o 7.2 .5
SR R TN R R
IR (i TS b 7.2 14,
k) iz = 85 1 e
50 (53 w 7 2.5 17,8
X6 Toys, garses, and  sporting 15 00 28 L 17,1 .7
SooKs ¢ 300 oo ui e ) e 109 63 135
200 ] o« 1™ a7 13.5
500 & 9 w 71 11
5 Persotial effects not for resale ¥ 5 13 145 154 43 0.8

| Prosenst and proposed westbound penera! canio mates (sbsent eurrancy aijustient) from London to New York
Are e s east Dound rotes,

Arrexmx B
PROPOSED NORTH ATLANTIC MINIMUM CARGO CHARTEN
RATES

Gn w th-
Afreraft mile (.8,
dollars) 8.00 i
ALL CARGO CONFIGURATION
e $0,192.00
3,46 11, 957,78
2y a7 S, 80
DC-8/5 (13 pnll:“; 4,00 13,824, 00
DC-R02 (13 pal) e 400 s w
BI07 (13 pallets 4.0 13, 824, 00
nmauwu:}h 4.0 M, 722,08
DC-8-42 (14 palieta 4. 4,722 54
DC-5-63 (18 800 17, 250, 00
o NN A SR V] 148, 212,00

MIXED CONFIGURATION *

DC-8/86 (4 pallets). .. ... 1,46 5, 045, 76
DC-5788 (6 pallets). ... 200 6,912.00
D 8 - am K, 2,84
BI07 (5 rallety). T 200 6,012.00
DC-812 (5 palleta). ... ... Lm 6,912 00

C-862 (8 paliotn). ........ 23 5, 250. 54

PANENGER
COXMQURATION
BT Oower deck hold only). s 11, 5, 48

! New York-Frunkfurt.
I The exact

Iy

by the ssme oumber varies & between eartiers. For

ity of a

exsmple, the cugo capac
nlmnllbll"dunuh«d fi,or %

rifeular DC-5-85

Noumt Atiasnc PROPORTIONAL RATES

GENERAL CARGO RATES
1Cents por kilogram]

Betweett Burope/Middle
Fast und—

2 Applicable gonernl cqrgo ™ ~45 45 100 200 500
! Cammodity rate “ho naﬂnbir from Fondon o New York \ﬂrallx:um! rates, prosently squel to eastbonnd kr kg kg kg
rutes, nre proposed (o be increased by 4 eeuts por Kilogram, sy opposed W 6 cents por kilogram incrense on
eastbounl mtes.
e "3 anTs
5 6 1]
SELECTED 20,000 KOG, WEIGHTEREAK SPECIFIC Kturt, Stutt H o, o : :
COMMODITY RATES b € = 15 13
HAMDUIE v e cmaacnan ———vas DO
Centx Basle, Geneva, Zurich e L ¢
Between New York and: per Kg. Copenhagen 2 1 13
BHENOON. oo o sy s wprrsnh 48 Lyons, Nice, Marseilles S
ot e Phisggen Jeda gy . SPECIFIC COMMODITY RATES
Parls, Lille. ... oo . B4 Rome [Conts por kilogram]
Cologne, Dusseldorf 54 Stockholm -
Hotween Eoropey 100 200 300 8500 1,000 50,000
AFTRDORIX Midde Extand— kg kg g kg kg K
COMPARIAON OF PHESEXT AND PROFOSED CHARGES FOR SELECTED UNIT-LOAD DEVICES BETWEEN XEW YORK AXD LONDON
e iy Sl i i Vi
Minimmum dollar charge deviee | Phllsdelphia......
= upto pivot wvhm‘ Baltimore/Weahi-
Percent change fogton. .. ..... 4 4 4 3 3 3
Pivot weight Propased with eurronoy Cleveland. .. ... s " i 6 5 s
Coatuluier type (kilograna) — e N (B o, RGOS T 4
Preseot  Without percutt chv'u..:‘:_: ....... 80 8% 8 | X8 5
= curreney mltc 1 Exoluded Inchuded | I . 13 313 18 M0 v 8
ndjastment for U.8, Chicogn......ovve- 13 13 13 1 v L]
originations
2,000 $1,170 $1, 300 $1,. 375, 00 10.8 17.2
1,080 83 1,082 L ld 2 10.1 16.7
7% “uo 4w 024,70 0.2 10.9
Over-plvot rates
(oants per kilogram) A
o
Pivot weight Proposed with carrency
Contaner type (cilograms) e = "
Present Without percent
currenoy lor‘llﬁ‘ Excluded Included
adjustment S,
originationy
3 1285tnch pallet . ..o W)-? K o L 12 X
e T e Wt T :
B Wide-body alrerait lower-deck full 1,681-1.917
nd’ nireraft half lower- 7:'37!1 : : : g (g’ (;)
W hiall sixe
e oo{\l-lm. Ovor 877 L 40 43 (20 a0

¥ Charges for United Kingdom—orginating shipments would be surchanged 10 percent,
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Nonit ATLANTIC PROFORTIONAL Raves (Burx UNmumanon Crances)

[Container type and pivot weight (kilograms)]

1 2 3 4 & AA 6 7 T 89
e w oW W R W W W W R
—3 -8 - -8 -0 -% -
- - -t -4 -4 -4 -
3 = = = a 7 n
iy 2 2 2 2 ) 2
” (] w s 4 3 -3
4 1 4 4 4 4 4
1no 1] " o w = 2
& ] s 5 ) 5 1
188 M 154 1w 1us .3 n
9 9 v v 9 i ]

Detroit:
inlmum n » ™ " ” o 3
gvngvotnh...-........ ..% o 3 o . 3 ¢ "
: Mi h dollars.. 186 154 1M m 1ns RS ”
Over-pivot mats.. . . cents. v [ B o8 9 e 9
O izonm e & 19 15 1 w ns = ”
e e e L N RS L SOl g T B AN v v v v . - 5

[FR Do¢.73-23207 Filed 10-31-73;8:45 am|]

COUNCIL ON ENVIRONMENTAL
QUALITY

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENTS
List of Statements Received

Environmental impact statements re-
celved by the Council on Environmental
Quality from October 22 through Octo-
ber 26, 1973.

Norr.—At the head of the listing of state-
ments received from each agency is the name
of an individual who can answer questions
regarding those statements.

Arozic ExNErcY COMMISSION

Contact: Por Non-Regulatory Matters: Mr,
Robert J. Oatlin, Director, Diviston of En-
vironmental Affairs, Washington, D.C. 20545,

202-973-7373.
Final

San Onofre Nuclear Generating Station,
San Diego County, Callf., October 24: Pro-
posed 15 the issuance of a full-term operat-
ing license jointly to the Southern Callfornia
Edison Co, and the San Diego Gas snd Elec~
tric Co, for Unit 1. The Unit employs a pres-
surized water reactor to 1347 MW
and 430 MWe (net). Exhaust steam is cooled
by & o flow from the Pacific
Ocean, with discharge at 10 degrees F. above
amibent, Fish losses from plant operation are
estimated to range up to 36,000 1b./year
(approx, 300 pages). Comments made by:
AHP, DOT, DOC, HEW, USDA, COE, FPC,
EPA, DOI, and the State of California. (ELR
Order No. 31688.) (NTIS Order No. EIS 73
1088-P.)

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE

Contact: Dr, Fred H. Tschirtey, Acting Co-
ordinator, Environmental Quality Activities,

of a $1,200,000 loan to the Colorado Ute
Electric Assoc., Inc., for construction of 6.5
miles of 230 kV transmission line from the
Hayden-Archer line to Steamboat

Also to be constructed is s 23/69 kV 30/40/560
MVA substation, There will be construction
disruption, and visual Impact. Comments
made by: EPA, FPC, DOI, and USDA. (ELR
Order No. 81680.) (NTIS Order No. EIS 73
1689-F.)

BOIL CONSERVATION SENVICE
Draft

Red Bolling Springs Watershed, Macon and
Clay Countles, Tenn.: The proposed project
involves land treatment measures on 2450
acres of the watershed, and the construction
of five floodwnter retarding structures, The
purpose of the project is the prevention of
possible flood damage to sgricultural, resi-
dential, and commercial properties. One hun-
dred and elghty-two ncres, 75 of which will
be permanently inundated (along with 1.8
miles of stream), will be committed to the
project. An additional 78 scres will be peri-
odically flooded (55 pages). Comments made
by: ARC, DOA, DOC, DOI, DOT, EPA, HEW,
and State agencles. (ELR Order No. 31701.)
(NTIS Order No. EIS 73 1701-F.)

Pirst Capitol Watershed Projoct, Towa
County, Wis., October 25: Proposed is a wa-
tershed protection, ficod prevention, and fish
and wildlife improvement project. Structural
measures will reduce flood water and sedi-
ment damages by 36 to 90 percent on 1,600
acres in the floodplain. An 18 acre lake, with
incidental recreational benefits, will be cre-
ated; an additional 5 acres of wetlands will
be created; 238 acres of sgricultural land
will be subjected to occasional short duration
flooding (67 pages). (ELR Order No. 31005.)
(NTIS Order No. EIS 78 1695-D.)

DeraRTMENT OF DErFExsx
ARMY CORPS

Contact: Mr, Francis X. Kelly, Director,
OfMce of Public AfMairs, Attn: DAEN-PAP,
Omce of the Chie! of Engineers, US, Army
Corps of Engineers, 1000 Independence Ave-
nue SW., Washington, DO, 20314, 202-093-
7168.

Drajt
St. Lucle Inlet (2), Florida, October 24:
The statement, & revised draft, refers to the

proposed deepening of St. Lucie Inlet, the
extension of the north jetty, and the con-

struction of a south jetty. Dredged sand will
be used for jetty construction. Adverse im-
pact will be to marine blota (Jacksonville
District) (approximately 100 pages). (ELR
Order No, 81684.) (NTIS Order No. EID 73
1684-D.)

Lancaster Dam and Lake, Coos County,
NH, October 25: Proposed is the construce
tion of a concrete ice retention and flood
control structure and a 56 acre lake on the
Isrsel River in the Town of Lancaster,
Recreation would be a secondary use of the
reservoir, Fifty-six acres of farm land would
be committed to the reservolr: additional
land would be commitied to project struc-
tures (Waltham District) (17 pages). (ELR
Order No. 31702.) (NTIS Order No. EIS 73
1702-D.)

Reddies River Lake, Wilkes County, N.C.,
October 25: Proposed is the construction of
a multi-purpose reservoir on Reddies River.
(Project purposes include flood control,
water supply. and recreation.) The reservoir
will have a conservation pool of 680 acres
and a flood control pool of 1330 acres. A
total of 8,800 acres of land will be trans-
ferred from private to public ownership for
the project (Charleston District) (17 pages).
(ELR Order No, 31703.) (NTIS Order No.
EIS 73 1703-D.)

Hugo Lake, Kiammich! River, Choctaw
County, Okia., October 24: The statement
refers to the construction and operation of
Hugo Lake, a flood control, water supply and
quality control recreation, and fish and
wildlife management projoct on the Klamichi
River, (Project construction was 74 percent
complete s of January 1, 1873,) Adverse im-
pact of the project includes the permanent
inundation of 13250 acres of land and 35
miles of the Kiamichi River; an additional
21,240 acres will be periodically inundated
during flood times (Tulsa District). (ELR
Order No. 31681.) (NTIS Order No. EIS 73
1601-D.)

Flood Control, Wyoming Valley, Susque-
hanna River, Luzerne County, Pa., October
24: The statement, a revised draft, refers to
proposed modifications to existing flood con~
trol features In the Wyoming Valley. Basic
to the modifications would be the ralsing of
levees and steel sheet pile wall to heights
which would protect against a June, 1072
Hurricane Agnes force flood. Impact will in-
clude the commitment of resources, and con~
struction disruption (Baltimore District)
(190 pages). (ELR Order No. 31887.) (NTIS
Order No, EIS 73 1687-D.)
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Final

locks and Dams 7 and 8, Monongahels
River, Fayette and Greene Counties, Pa.,
October 25: Proposed i3 the replacement of
existing navigation facllities at Lock and
Dam 7 and Lock 8 on the Monongaheln
River. Improved navigation facllities will
provide incentive for continued reglonal eco-
nomic growth, Adverse impact will remalt
from dredging during construction activities
(Pittsburgh District) (17 pages). Comments
made by: DOI, EPA, and one State agency.
(ELR Order No. 31694.) (NTIS Order No. EIS
73 1694-F.)

Water Intake, Clty of Chesapeake, Va.
October 256: The proposed action Is the con-
struction of s water-intake nnd pumpsta-
tion on the north bank of the Northwest
River., The wator would supply the future
domestic and industrial needs of the Clty of
Chesapeake, The project will affect the inter-
state water of Virginia and North Carolina.
Impacts will Include the denudation of one
acre of scenlc lowland; the minor destruc-
tion of benthlo organisms; and the removal
of part of the total freshwater imput into
an estuarine complex {130 pages). Comments
made by: DOC, DOI, EPA, State, and local
and private agencles. (ELR Order No. 31699.)
(NTIS Order No. EIS 73 1600-F.)

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY

Mr, Sheldon Meyers, Director,
Office of Foderal Activities, Room 8630,
Waterside Mall, Washington, D.C. 20460, 202
765-0040.

Drajt

Denver Sewage Treatment FPiant Expan-
slon, Colorado, October 25: is the
oxpansion of the Metropolitan Denver Sewage
Disposal Distriot No. 1 wastewater treatment
plant from its present capacity of 98 MGD to
o total treatment capacity of 168 MGD, Proj-
ect measures would include modification of
existing secondary scum clariflers, four 150
foot diameter primary clarifiers, ten 140 foot
secondary clarifiers, & pure oxygen aeration
system and facilities for mechanical screen-
ing grit removal, sludge pumplog and treat-
ment, and chlorination. Plant efMuent would
be discharged to the South Platte River at
the present outfall site. Impact will include
construction disruption, odor and nolse prob-
lems, and foaming in the River at the outfall
(207 pages). (ELR Order No. 81700.) (NTIS
Ordor No. EIS 73 1700-D.)

Monett Wastewater Treatment Facllities,
Missouri, October 23: Proposed Is the con-
struction of additional wastewater treatment
facilities, Interceptors, 11t stations, and force
mains for the City of Monett, The expansion
will Increase the capacity of present facill-
ties to a level which would accommodate
& population equivalent of 53,000 people.
There will be adverse aesthetlc impact from
the project (00 pages). (ELR Order No,
81674.) (NTIS Order No. BIS 78 1674-D,)

GENERAL SERVICES ADMINISTRATION

Contact: Mr., Androw E. Kauders, Execu-
tive Director of Environmental Affajrs, Gen-
eral Services Administration, 18th and ¥
Streots NW., Washington, D.C. 20406, 202-

343-4161,
Draft

US, Customs House, Wilmington (Dis-
posal), New Castle County, Del., October 23:
Proposed Is the disposal by negotisted sale
of the US, Custom House Bullding and
0016 acre In the town of Wilmington. The
customhouse 1s eligible for llating on the Na-
tional Register of Historic Places (55 pages)..
(ELR Order No, 31675). (NTIS Order No, EIS
73 1876-D.)

NOTICES

DeparTMENT OoFr HUD

Contact: Mr. Richard H. Broun, Acting
Director, Office of Community and Environ-
mental Room 7208, 451 Seventh
Street 8W., Washington, D.C. 20410, 202-755-
5080

Final

Milton and Turbot Urban Renewal Projects,
Pennsylvania, October 24: The statement
refers to an urban renewal program for the
area of Milton. Three proposed disaster proj-
ects are Involved, those of Milton North,
Milton South, and Turbot. The purpose of
the program is that of offsetting damage
causod by Tropleal Storm Agnes In 1972
There will be construction disruption from
the projects (99 pages), Comments made by:
HEW, EPA, DOI, COE, State and local agen-
cles, (ELR Order No, 31685,) (NTIS Order No.
EIS 73 1685-F.)

Reading: Urban Renewal Project, Berks
County, Pa., October 24: Proposed is an urban
renewal program for the City of Reading, in
order to compensate for damages which ro-
sulted from Troploal Storm Agnes in 1872. Of
797 bulldings In the project area, 520 are
structurally deficlent; 214 will be cleared.
Fifty percent of new residential construction
will be for moderate income familles; 20%
will be for low Income families. There will be
construction disruption (94 pages), Com-
ments made by: HEW, EPA, DOI DRBC, and
local agencles. (ELR Order No, 31686.)
(NTIS Order No, EIS 73 1685-P,)

DEPARTMENT OF INTERIOR

Contact: Mr, Bruce Blanchard, Director,
Environmental Project Review, Room 7260,
Department of the Interior, Washington, D.C.
20240, 202-343-3891,

Final

Geothermal Leaning Program, October 24:
The statement refers to the proposed de-
velopment of federally owned goothermal re-
sources, Lands potentially available for geo-
thermal leasing total 638 millior acres; the
most promising geothermal resource Areas
are located In the 11 western states and
Alnska. Development of geothermal resources
entalls the construction of access facilities,
wells, conveyance facilitles, power plants,
transmission lines, and related works. Present
use for the resource areas Includes A
forestry, recreation, mining, wildlife habitat,
and watersheds (4 volumes). Comments
made by: AEC, USDA, COE, DOC, HEW, DOI,
EPA, and agencles of several States and con-
cerned citizens, (ELR Order No. 31681) (NTIS
Order No, EIS 73 1681-P,)

BUREAU OF RECLAMATION

Final

Indian Valley Project, Supplement, Lake
and Yolo County, Callf., October 23: The
document 13 a supploment to the final en-
vironmental impact statement filed with the
Council on August 31, 1971, It refers to the
impact which the operation of the Indian
Valley Project, Yolo County Flood Control
and Water Conservation District will have
upon the water surface leyvels of Clear Lake
(43 pages). Comments made by: EPA, DOT,
COE, and State and local agencles. (ELR
Order No. 31673) (NTIS Order No. EIS 73
1673-F.)

GEOLOGICAL SURVEY

Draft

Blg Sky Mine, Peabody Coal Company,
Rosebud County, Mont, October 25: Pro-
posed 1s the spproval of a strip mining and
reclamation plan for the Blg Sky Mine, Pea-
body Coal Lease M-15965. The plan proposes
extension of the existing mine in privately
owned sec. 27 Into federally owned coal In
sec, 22, as the Initial step In long-term min-
ing that will encompass much of the 4306.55

acre lease, Coal ownership 1s vested in the
Federal Government and Burlington North-
ern, Inc,, each owning alternate sections; the
land surface is privately owned. Impact will
be to agricuitural uses, water quality and
quantity, wildlife habitat, and two archeo-
logical sites, Scenic views and open space
qualities wlll be degraded and restricted
until revegetation is complete, (ELR Order
No. 31603) (NTIS Order No. EIS 73 1603-D.)

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Contact: Mr, Martin Convisser, Director,
Office of Environmental Quality, 400 7th
Street SW., Washington, D.C. 20580, 202-.
426-4357.

FEDERAL MIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION
Draft

680-Inch Reinforced Concrete Pipe, I-210,
California, October 23: Proposed is the con-
struction of a 60-Inch Reinforced Concrete
Pipe through Memorial Park in the City of
Pasadena. The drain would be part of the
drainage system for a 4.5 miles segment of
I-210 now under construction. A 30' wide
streteh (041 aore) of section 4(f) land from
Momorial Park will be disturbed (22 pages).
(ELR Order No. 31078) (NTIS Order No, EIS
73 1678-D.)

F.A. 406, Tazewell County, I1l., October 24:
The project is the construction of a 4-lane,
fully mccess controlled, freeway on F.A. 408,
Profect length is 11.3 miles. An ifled
amount of land will be acquired for right-
of-way. Eight familles will be displaced. In-
creases in nolse and alr pollution will occur
(51 pages). (ELR Order No, 31690) (NTIS
Order No, EIS 73 1690-D.)

US., 83 Weat Bypass of Minot, Ward
County, N, Dak,, October 23: is the
construction of a four-lane highway bypass
around the West and north sides of the city
of Minot, A diversion channel for the “Peter-
son Coulee™ drainage will be Incorporated
into the roadway design. Project length is 5
miles. Avproximately 250 acres will be nc-
aulred for right-of-way. Adverse effects of
the action include the encroachment on two
wetland areas, the loss of aesthetic beauty
in the Sourls River Valley, and the displace-
ment of several familles and businesses (57
pages) (ELR Order No. 31680) (NTIS Order
No. EIS 73 16%0-D.)

Northoast Freewny—North-South Freeway,
Richland County, 8.C., October 23: The proj-
ect proposes the construction of a portion of
the North-South Freewny and a portion of
the Northeast Freeway. Total length of the
project is 1 mile, The North-South segment
will displace 35 houses, 15 businesses, and
30 apartment units, while, the Northeast por-
tion of the project will displace 1 business,
and 15 apartment units. Noise and alr pol-
lution levels will increass (18 pages). (ELR
Order No, 31676) (NTIS Order No. EIS
73 1676-D,)

State Highway 34, Kaufman County, Tex.,
October 23: Proposed is the construction of
& four-lane divided highway through Terrell
and the improvement of the existing two
Iane facility from a point north of Terrell
to the Kaufman-Hunt County lne. Project
length 1s 0,70 miles, with approximately 2,10
miles requiring new location. Two famlilies
and two businesses will be displaced (38
pages). (ELR Order No. 81679) (NTIS Order
No, EIS 73 1679-D.)

I-57, Milwaukee to Green Bay, Sheboygan,
Manitowoe, and Brown Counties, Wis,, Ooto-
ber 23: The p project is the construc-
tion of 49 miles of I-57 from Milwaukee to
Green Bay: The facllity will be a 4 lane,
divided controlled-access freeway. The corri
dor will require 2,000 nores of land displacing
30 to 40 familles and affecting 50 to 70 farm
operators. The facllity will traverse several
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streams increasing erosion. Loss of wildlife
and Increases in nolse and air pollution will
occur (284 ). (ELR Order No, 31672)
(NT1I8 Order No. EIS 73 1672-D.)

USH. 151 and S.T.H, 73, Dane, Columblia,
and Dodge Counties, Wis,, October 24: The
project the improvement of a 16
mile section of USH. 151 and & 15 mile
relocation of S/ TH. 73. The facilities will be
four-lane divided highways. Land acquisi-
tion totals 621 acres of farmiand, 74 acres of
wetland, and 25 acres of woodland, Four
families have been displaced, The facility
will traverse a number of streams and rivers
increasing erosion, siltation, and salt pollu-
tion by roadway runoff, Other adverse im-
pucts are: loss of wildlife habitat and in-
creases in noise, air, and water pollution (117
pages). (ELR Order No, 31683) (NTIS Order
No, EIS 73 1683-D.)

Final

SR 80, Palm Beach County, Fla, Octo-
ber 25: The proposed profect is the improve-
ment of SR 80. Depending upon the alter-
nate chosen, the project will: vary in length
237 to 24.3 miles: aoquire 3173 to 392 acres
of land: and displace 14 to 31 familles and
19 to 60 businesses. Construction of the
facility may affect the dralnage system and
water table. Incresses in noise and alr pol-
lution levels will ocour (96 pages) . Comments
made by: USDA, DOI, EPA, HUD, and State

agencles. (ELR Order No, 81668) (NTIS
Order No. EIS 73 1698-F.)
US-54, Sedgwick County, Kans, Octo-

ber 25: The statement refers to the pro-
posed reconstruction of US 54 between 279th
Street west and Seville Avenue to provide a
freeway facllity with full control of access,
interchanges, grade separations, and frontage
ronds as required. Project length is approxi-
mately 12 miles. The number of displace-
ments will depend upon the route selected
(170 pages). Comments made by: USBDA,
COE, DOC, DOI, DOT, EPA, and one State
agency. (BELR Order No, 31686) (NTIS Order
No. EIS 73 1606-F,)

Legisiative Route 1003, Section 3, Erie
County, Pa., October 25: The statement con-
siders the construction of 4-lane LR, 1003
(Interstate 79) from the 26th Street Inter-
change to the 12th Street Interchange. The
smount of iand required and the number of
displacements will depend upon the route
taken (205 pages). Comments made by:
USDA, ARC, DOI, EPA, HEW, HUD, and
State agencies. (ELR Order No, 31697)
(NTIS Order No. EIS 73 1697-F.)

SR, 00—West Snoquaimle to Tanner, King
County, Wash,, October 24: The project is
the construction of a six lane free-
way and sppurtenances, with Its major
length passing through undeveloped forest,
then through a portion of sparsely settled
agricultural land. Free movement of wild and
domestic 1ife will be restrioted, approximately
31 familles will be displaced (165 pages).
Comments made by: EPA, COE, USDA, DOC,
HEW, HUD, DOI, and OEO, (ELR Order No.
31682) (NTIS Order No. EIS 73 1682-F.)

U 8. Coast Guanp

Contact: Captaln Sidney A. Wallace
(GWEP/73), US. Coast Guard, 400 T7th
Street SW,, Washington, D.C. 20590, 202-
426-2010,

Draft
Icebreaking Activities on the Great Lakes,
2 to

NOTICES

to assist other sgencies In the prevention of
flooding caused by ice acoumulation. The
States of Illinols, Indiana, Michigan, Min-
nesota, New York, Ohlo, Pennsylvania, and
Wisconsin, will be affected, The action may
cause adverse effects on shoreline and harbor
areas, and to the local lifestyle of Islanders
and winter sportsmen (20 pages). (ELR Or-
der No. 31677) (NTIS Order No. EIS 73
1677-D.)

Bridge, Atlantic Intracoastal Waterway at
Daytona, Volusia County, Fla., October: Pro-
posed is the approval of location and plans
for a fixed highway bridge over the Atlantlc
Intracoastal Waterway between Flomich
Street in Holly Hill and Plaza Boulevard in
Daytona Beach. A total of 38 homes and 3
businesses will be displaced by the project
(67 pages). (ELR Order No. 31692) (NTIS
Order No. EIS 73 1602-D.)

NEgIL ORLOFF,
Counsel.

[FR Do0.73-23303 Filed 10-31~73;8:45 am]

COMMISSION ON CIVIL RIGHTS
MISSOUR!I STATE ADVISORY COMMITTEE

Agenda and Notice of Open Meeting

Notice is hereby given, pursuant to the
provisions of the Rules and Regulations
of the U.S. Commission on Civil Rights,
that a meeting of the Missouri State Ad-
visory Committee (SAC) will convéne at
9 am, on November 9, 1973, in Room
1612, 1520 Market Street, St. Louis, Mis-
souri 63103.

Persons wishing to attend this meeting
should contact the Committee Chair-
man, or the Central States Regional Of-
fice, Room 3103, Old Federal Office
Building, 911 Walnut Street, Kansas
City, Missouri 641086.

The purpose of this meeting shall be
(1) to consider Missouri (SAC) project
proposals concerning Revenue Sharing,
Penal Institutions, and or Media Studies
and (2) to discuss followup activities to
the recent St. Louis and Kansas City
(SAC) reports.

This meeting will be conducted pursu-
ant to the Rules and Regulations of the
Commission.

Dated at Washington, D.C., October 25,
1973.

Isaran T. CRESWELL,
Advisory Committee
Management Officer.
[FR Doc.73-23287 Plled 10-81-73;8:45 am)

WEST VIRGINIA STATE ADVISORY -~
COMMITTEE

Agenda and Notice of Open Meeting

Notice is hereby given, pursuant to the
provisions of the Rules and Regulations
of the U.8. Commission on Civil Rights,
that a planning meeting of the West Vir-
ginia State Advisory Committee (SAC)
to this Commission will convene at 11:30
a.m. on November 5, 1973, at the Heart-
o-Town Motel, Broad and Washington
Streets, East, Charleston, West Virginia
25301. .

Persons wishing to attend this meeting
should contact the Committee Chairman,
or the Mid-Atlantic Regional Office of
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the Commission, Room 510, 2120 L Street
NW., Washington, D.C. 20425.

The purpose of this meeting shall be to
begin planning & West Virginia (SAC)
project on Revenue Sharing in the State
of West Virginia.

This meeting will be conducted pur-
suant to the Rules and Regulations of
the Commission.

o}l)aated at Washington, D.C., October 25,
1073,
Isaiax T. CRESWELL,
Advisory Committee,
Management Officer,

[FR Doc.73-23288 Piled 10-31-73;8:45 am]

DELAWARE RIVER BASIN
COMMISSION
[Docket No. D-70-25]

PROPOSED MARTIN'S CREEK STEAM
ELECTRIC GENERATING STATION EX-
PANSION

Availability of Draft Environmental
Statement

In accordance with the National En-
vironmental Policy Act of 1969 and the
Delaware River Basin Commission’s
Rules of Practice and Procedure (section
2-3.5.2) notice is hereby given of the
availabllity of the draft environmental
statement as of November 7, 1973, which
discusses the environmental impact of
the proposed expansion of the Martin’s
Creek Electric Generating Station lo-
cated on the west bank of the Delaware
River (Delaware River Mile 190.9) ap-
proximately 10 miles north of Easton,
Pennsylvania, in Northampton County.
The draft has been prepared by the Com~
mission based upon the Pennsylvania
Power and Light Company's environ-
mental studies and the Commission
stafl’s analysis of the proposed action.

The proposed development includes
construction of units No. 3 and No. 4
which are oil-fired steam electric gen-
erating units each with a capacity of 800
electric megawatts, alongside two exist-
ing coal-fired operating units of 150 MW
each. Units No. 3 and No. 4 are scheduled
to be in operation in 1975 and 1977, re-
spectively. Facllities to be constructed to
support each of the generators would
include & natural draft cooling tower 414
feet high with a water flow of 280,000 gal-
lons per minute; a chimney 600 feet high;
a transformer of 930,000 kva; a 95,000~
barrel-capacity tank to store fuel ofl; and
water inlet works to provide a maximum
of 19.6 cfs of water for each unit, of
which an average of 13.7 cfs would be
evaporated. Facilities constructed to sup-
port units No. 3 and No. 4 jointly, include
fire protection facilities; a 12,000 barrel
capacity tank for light oil; an on-site
domestic waste system; a 42-acre reten-
tion pond, with an effective holding
capacity of 216,000 cubic yards (132 acre
feet) ; an additional switchyard; and new
transmission lines.

Copies of the draft and the applicant’s
environmental report and supplements
may be examined in the library at the
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office of the Delaware River Basin Com-
mission, 25 State Police Drive, Trenton,
New Jersey, and in the library of the
Water Resources Assoclation of the Dela-
ware River Basin, 21 S. 12th Street in
Philadelphia. Coples of the application
and draft environmental statement are
available for distribution o persons or
agencies upon request.

A public hearing on the proposed ac-
tion will be held at the November meeting
of the Delaware River Basin Commission.
Formal hearing notices will be sent
specifying the date, time and place at
least ten days prior to the hearing.

Comments on the subject draft en-
vironmental statement may be submitted
to the Delaware River Basin Commission
by public or private agencies or individ-
uals concerned with environmental qual-
ity. To be considered by the Commission,
comments must be submitted no later
than December 21, 1973,

W. BrantoN WHITALL,

Secretfary.
OcTossr 30, 1973,
[FR Doc.73-23314 Plled 10-31-73;8:45 am)

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY

JUDICIAL OFFICERS

Delegation of Authority

The Judicial Officers of the Environ-
mental Protection Agency (EPA) are
delegated responsibility for all functions
which the Administrator is required by
law or regulation to perform in acting
as the final deciding officer In adjudica-
tory proceedings under the Federal
Water Pollution Control Act, the Clean
Alr Act, the Federal Insecticide, Fungi-
cide, and RodentiLide Act, the Marine
Protection, Research, and Sanctuaries
Act of 1972, or any other authority of
the Administrator, In addition, there is
designated a Chief Judicial Officer who
shall have referred to him, in the first
instance, all matters encompassed by
this delegation of authority to the Ju-
dicial Officers. The Chief Judicial Officer

the Administrator. This delegation does
not affect the authority of the Admin-
istrator, the Deputy Administrator or any
Assistant Administrator to perform such
functions.

Michael Glenn and David A. Schuenke
are hereby delegated authority to per-
form the functions of the EPA Judicial
Officers. Michael Gienn is delegated to
perform the functions of EPA’'s Chief
Judicial Officer.

Dated: October 26, 1973,

RusszLr E. Tramy,
Administrator.

[FR Doc.73-23332 Piled 10-31-73;8:45 am]
MOTOR VEHICLE POLLUTION CONTROL
California State Standards

The Administrator of the Environmen-
tal Protection Agency, by notice pub-

NOTICES

lished in the Feoerar Recister on Sep-
tember 25, 1973 (38 PR 26760) and by
earlier announcement and press release,
called a public hearing pursuant to sec-
tion 209(b) of the Clean Air Act, as
amended (42 US.C. 1857 .f-6a(a)), to
consider the request by the State of Cali-
fornia that the Administrator waive ap-
plication of the prohibitions of section
209(a) to the State of Californin with
respect to State emission standards ap-
plicable to 1975 model year gasoline
powered light duty trucks under 6,001
pounds g.v.w. Section 209(b) requires the
Administrator to grant such waiver, after
public hearing, unless he finds that the
State of California does not require
standards more stringent than applicable
Federal standards to meet compelling
and extraordinary conditions, or that
such State standards and accompanying
enforcement procedures are not consist-
ent with section 202(a) of the Clean Air
Act, as amended.

The public hearing was held in San
Francisco, California, on October 2, 1973.
The record of the public hearing was
kept open until October 17, 1973, for the
submission of written material, data, or
arguments by interested persons.

Having given due consideration to the
record of the public hearing, all material
submitted for that record, and other rel-
evant information, I find that:

(1) The State of California had, prior
to March 30, 1966, adopted standards
(other than crankcase emission stand-
ards) for the control of emissions from
new motor vehicles and new motor ve-
hicle engines.

(2) The State of California requires
standards more stringent than applicable

(3) The proposed California State
emission standards of 0.9 gram/mile HC,
17 grams/mile CO, and 15 grams/mile
NOx applicable to model year 1975 lMght
duty trucks are more stringent than the
applicable Federal standards of 2 grams/
mile HC, 20 grams/mile CO, and 3.1
grams/mile NOx.

(4) Technology exists with which to
achieve California’s proposed standards
for HC and CO; however, the standards
are inconsistent with Section 202(a) of
the Clean Air Act because the cost of
compliance within the lead time remain-
ing is excessive. This finding is based on
testimony by some manufacturers that
lack of adequate lead time would force
their abandoning the California market
for light duty trucks in model year 1975,
Adequate lead time does exist to achieve
those standards without excessive cost

in 1976; hence those standards are con-.

sistent with section 202(a) for applica-
tion to light duty trucks in model year
1976,

" (5) Technology is not available to
achieve California’s proposed standard
for NOx. -

(6) The California State emission
standard of 2 grams/mile NOx applcable
to 1974 model year light duty vehicles is
more stringent than the corresponding
Federal standard of 3.1 grams/mile NOx
and is achievable for light duty trucks in

the 1975 model year in conjunction with
the Federal standards of 2 grams/mile
HC and 20 grams/mile CO, aad in the
1976 model year In conjunction with the
California standards of 0.9 grams/mile
HC and 17 grams/mile CO, without ex-
cessive cost.

(7) The standards of 2 grams/mile HC,
20 grams/mile CO, and 2 grams/mile
NOx, when incorporated in California’s
total regulatory program, including re-
lated assembly-line testing and enforce-
ment procedures, are more stringent than
the corresponding Federal standards.

Therefore the following actions are
hereby taken:

(1) The request of California for waiy-
er of application of Section 209(a) with
respect to its proposed standards of 0.9
grams/mile HC, 17 grams/mile CO, and
1.5 grams/mile NOx is denfed:

(2) Application of Section 209(a) to
California with respect to 2 grams/mile
HC, 20 grams/mile CO, and 2 grams/mile
NOx for model year 1975 lght duty
trucks iIs waived if California adopts such
standards; and

(3) Application of Section 209(a) to
California with respect to 0.9 grams/mile
HC, 17 grams/mile CO, and 2 grams/mile
NOx for model year 19768 light duty
trucks is waived If California adopts such
standards.

The standards for which waiver 1s
granted are defined In terms of the test
procedures adopted by California and
included in the document California Ex-
haust Emission Standards and Test Pro-
cedures for 1975 and Subsequent Model
Gasoline Powered Motor Vehicles 6000
Pounds Gross Vehicle Weight or Less,
dated June 21, 1973, The waiver granted
also includes waiver of preemption of
California’s assembly-line test require-
ments insofar as they may be assoclated
with the standards for which waiver is
granted.

Dated: October 26, 1973,

RusseLl E. Traw,
Administrator.

[FR Doc.73-23205 Filed 10-31-73;8:456 am]

WEST VIRGINIA AIR QUALITY PLAN

Postponement of Public Hearing

On October 2, 1973, notice was pub-
lished in the FepesAlL Recister advising
interested persons of a section 110(D
public hearing which was to be held on
November 12, 1973 in Charleston, West
Virginia. The public hearing was sched-
uled to determine whether seven electric
utility generating stations located within
the State of West Virginia should be
granted one year postponements from
the compliance dates otherwise specified
in two sections of the West Virginia Im-
plementation Plan to Achieve and Main-
tain Air Quality Standards.

One of the provisions in question—
Regulation X, sections 3.01 and 3.03—
requires sources such as the seven elec-
tric utility stations referred to above to
limit the amount of sulfur dioxide re-
leased into the sir. To achieve compli-
ance with Regulation X by the attain-
ment dates set forth therein, some or

FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 38, NO. 210—THURSDAY, NOVEMBER 1, 1973




possibly all of the sources in question
will have to install flue gas desulfuriza-
tion equipment. Because of this, it is very
likely that the feasibility of controlling
sulfur oxides emissions through the use
of flue gas desulfurization equipment
(scrubbers) will be discussed in detail at
the West Virginia hearing.

To enable all interested persons to ad-
dress the question of scrubber technology
in the most complete manner possible,
the Agency with the assent of the ad-
ministrative law judge, the State of West
Virginia and the owners of the seven
electric utility generating stations, has
decided to postpone the West Virginia
hearing to December 10, 1873, The hear-
ing will still be held at the Federal court-
house in Charleston, West Virginia and
will begin promptly at 9:30 am. local
time. Notice of the specific courtroom in
which the hearing will take place will be
prominently posted in the main lobby of
the courthouse.

The postponement of the hearing will
allow the Agency, the station owners and
the public a reasonable period of time in
which to evaluate the testimony which
is presently being given at the Agency's
national hearing on scrubber technology.
Since the West Virginia public hearing
will be the first section 110(f) hearing
to consider scrubber technology, the
Agency wishes to do everything that is

NOTICES

required to develop a full and complete
record. By postponing the West Virginia
hearing until all parties have had a rea-
sonable chance to analyze the evidence
developed at the national hearing, the
Agency believes this objective will have
been achieved.

Under 40 CFR 5133(k) an ad-
ministrative law judge may convene a
prehearing conference prior to a section
110(f) public hearing to consider such
matters as the setting of a hearing sched-
ule, the rules of procedure which will
govern the hearing and the need for dis-
covery. The administrative law judge for
the West Virginia hearing has deter-
mined that a prehearing conference is
needed. The prehearing conference will
be held on November 12, 1973—the date
previously scheduled for the commence-
ment of the hearing—at Courtroom No.
2, U.S. Courthouse, Fifth Floor, 500 Quar-
rler Street, Charleston, West Virginia.
;I;l::lconference will begin at 9:30 am.

Persons who are parties to the hearing
will receive individual notice of the pre-
hearing conference, As noted in the
amendment to 40 CFR 5133(c)
which was published at 38 FR 27287 on
October 2, 1973, the period for requesting
to be made a party to a section 110(D)
public hearing terminates 30 days from
the date the hearing is noticed in the
FEpErAL. RecisTer. Since notice of the
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West Virginia hearing was published in
the FeoerarL REGISTER on October 2, 1973,
the 30-day period for filing requests to
be made a party to the hearing in ques-
tion expires on November 2, 1973. Ac-
cordingly, only those persons whose re-
quests to be made a party were filed with
the regional hearing clerk prior to No-
vember 2, 1973, will receive individual no-
tice of the prehearing conference. Indi-
vidual notice will also be sent to persons
who are automatically designated as
parties under the terms of 40 CFR
51.33(a) (6).

The Civil Service Commission has
designated Paul N, Pfeiffer as the ad-
ministrative law judge who will preside
over the Section 110(f) hearing noticed
above, All written correspondence to
Judge Pfeiffer should be addressed to the
Devartment of Commerce, Room 4610,
14th and E Streets, NW,, Washington,
D.C. 20230. Judge Pfeiffer will have full
authority to perform all of the duties set
forth in the Agency's regulations gov-
erning Sestion 110(f) public hearings.
See 40 CFR section 51.33.

Dated: October 29, 1973.

Auax G. Kmx,
Acting Assistant Administrator
for Enforcement and General
Counsel.

[FR Doc.73-23204 Piled 10-31-73;8:45 am]

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION

List of new stations, proposed

CANADIAN BROADCAST STATIONS
Notification List

changes In existing stations, deletions, and corrections In assignments of Canadian

standard broadcast stations modifying the assignments of Canadian broadcast stations contained in the Appendix to the
Recommendations of the North American Regional Broadcasting Agreement Engineering Meeting January 30, 1941,

CaNADIAN L1sT NoO. 315 Ocroser 13, 1973
Antenoa Ground system Propossd date of
Call letters Location Power kw. Antening  Bcbedule  Clas height o 7 el
(fect) Number  Lengtly of operation
= of radinls  (fecl)
CFAN (chnngs of cull sign). Newresstle, New Brumwick, N, 1 o DA u 1t
AN (¢ [ . Newr: Vew Bru & Ry S ln enndyivrdubred Al X I dscssssssddessnsscnsesevessveeees
oSy, W. 65530 s
0 ‘4
CFRB (now It operation Toronto, Ontarlo, N, 43°00r22%, 80, . .......... DA2 v y 1 e T LN L LA AR S RS TR
with nighttime pattern W, 7087507, ° :
change). .
s 1% kH:
CKWX Scormuon to coor- Vancouver, British Colambla, N, 80 .. ... ....... DA-N v L B SRR IR SO e i o o)
dinates), 00T W, 12590438, TS ND-D-1%0
. -
CKIM (assignment of call Bale Verte, Newfoundiand, N. 1IDOSN. ........ ND-1%05 U w 1823 120 a7
sign), s, W, SeCT0AN".
180 Mz A E.LO.
(110 o R S LS Maniwaki, Province of Quebee, 1DON. ........ ND-158 U v 180 120 €0 10-12-74.
N, 40°0P 40", W, 75°00/567, R
CICR (assigninent of call Gunder, Newfoundland, N. 4% 1. . ... ND-185 U I 135 120 =
sign), 587307, W. 54°3647". i
:
CKAD (correction to0 co- Middleton, Nova Scotla, N. #% 1. ooooirieaano DA u , 1 1 SRS DO SEAPTTS FOSNL EN OIS
ardinates). 9157, W, 05°01157 o
‘ 0 z
CFUN (change of call dign). Vancouver, British Columbla, N. . .ceoeneneaees DA-2 u ) 11 QR UTOOS U BCTO G i s L SR
. PG, W, 12390147, 7
1420 RHz 1.0.
CIMT (Ingrease in power—  Chicontimi, Province of bgub«, JODIEEN .cneesenes DA-N u ) 1 1 ST CEVOOCLCL sl S SRR 10-12-74
;;0 1420 kHz, L kw., DA= N, $5°2417%, W, 71°05'55", ND-D-1%0
¢ 1440 £z 0.
CIOI (increose In power— Wetaskiwin, Alberts, N. 32°57 J0.....covevrenenen DA-N U i 1 RN OSSO0 A RS S SRR AR 10-12-74
:')n 1440 kHz, 1 kw,, DA- 80, W. 113°27°00"", R ND-D-190
CFAB (comroction to co- Windsor, Nova Scotls, N, #4%60- 025, i oerenennnan ND®0 U v w0 120 230
ordinates). 54", W. 8170015, iR "
(Now et i es L' Annenciation, Provenee of No..coos ND-188 U v 1% e 10-12-74
bee, N. 4725907, W. 765210
(seaL] WaLLAce E. JOHNSON,

[FR Doc.73-23171 Plled 10-81-73;8:45 am)

Chief, Broadcast Bureau,
Federal Communications Commission.
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FEDERAL POWER COMMISSION
{Docket No. CI74-183)
ANADARKO PRODUCTION CO.
Notice of Application

OcTonex 24, 1973.

Take notice that on September 17,
1973, Anadarko Production Company
(Applicant), P.O. Box 9317, Fort Worth,
Texas T6107, filed in Docket No. CIT4-
183 an application pursuant to section
T(e) of the Natural Gas Act for a cer-
tificate of public convenience and neces-
sity authorizing the sale for resale and
delivery of natural gas in Interstate
commerce to Panhandle Eastern Pipe
Line Company from acreage in Texas
County, Oklahoma, all as more fully set
forth in the application which is on file
with the Commission and open to public
inspection.

Applicant proposes to zell up to 2,500
Mef of gas per day to a date of one year
following the first day of the month after
initial delivery at the rate of 45.0 cents
per Mcf at 14.65 psia, subject to Btu ad-
justment, within the contempilation of
§ 2.70 of the Commission’s general pol-
fcy and Interpretations (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 desir-
ing to be heard or to make any protest
with reference to said application should
on or before November 2, 1973, file with
the Federal Power Commission, Wash-
ington, D.C. 20426, & petition to inter-
vene or a protest in accordance with the

ts of the Commission's rules
of practice and procedure (18 CFR 18
or 1.10). All protests filed with the Com-
mission will be considered by it in de-
termining the appropriate action to be
taken but will not serve to make the
protestants parties to the proceeding.
Any person wishing to become a party to
a 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 {f no petition to inter-
vene is flled within the time required
herein, if the Commission on its own
review of the matter finds that a grant
of the certificate is required by the pub-
lic convenience and necessity. If a peti-
tion for leave to intervene is timely filed,
or if the Commission on its own motion
believes that a formal hearing is 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.

Kenners F. PLums,
Secretary.
[FR Doc.73-23264 Filed 10-31-73;8:45 am)

[Docket No. CI63-708]

CRA, INC.
Notice of Petition To Amend
Ocroser 24, 1973,

Take notice that on October 3, 1973,
CRA, Inc. (Petitioner), 3315 North Oak
Trafficway, Kansas City, Missouri 641186,
filed in Docket No. CI63-708 a petition
to amend the order issuing a certificate
of public convenience and necessity pur-
suant to section 7(c) of the Natural Gas
Act in said docket by authorizing pursu-
ant to section 7(c) of the Natural Gas
Act and § 2.75 of the Commission’s gen-
eral policy and interpretations (18 CFR
2.75) the sale for resale and delivery of
natural gas in interstate commerce to
Northern Natural Gas Company (North-
ern), gathered from wells drilled since
April 6, 1972, by Petitioner In the Velrex
Field, Schleicher County, Texas, all as
more fully set forth In the petition to
amend which is on file with the Comumis-
sion and open to public inspection.

Petitioner proposes under the optional
gas pricing procedure to sell approxi-
mately 4,000 Mcf of residue gas per
month from the tailgate its Mertzon
Plant located in the subject acreage to
Northern at an Initial rate of 31.0 cents
per Mcf at 14.65 psia, subject to upward
and downward Btu adjustment, pursu-
ant to the terms of a March 7, 1973,
amendment to the contract dated No-
vember 16, 1962, on file as Petitioner's
FPC Gas Rate Schedule No. 49, Said
amendment provides for 75 percent re-
imbursement for any new or increased
taxes greater than those being levied on
the date of initial delivery, and the
amendment provides for fixed escala-
tions of 0.25 cent per Mcf each year after
the date of initial delivery, and for a
term of 20-years from the date of ini-
tial delivery.

Petitioner alleges that in the absence
of the 31.0-cent per Mcf price the pro-
ducers of raw gas will not be financially
able to develop the addlitional gas
reserves,

Any person desiring to be heard or to
make any protest with reference to said
petition to amend should on or before
November 19, 1873, 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 pro-
tests flled with the Commission will be
considered by it in determining the
appropriate action to be taken but will
not serve to make the protestants parties
to the proceeding. Any person wishing to
become a party to a proceeding or to
participate as a party in any hearing
therein must file a petition to intervene
in accordance with the Commission’s
rules.

Kexnersn F, PLums,
Secretary.

{FR Doc.73-33280 Flled 10-31-73;8:45 am |

[Docket No, ID-1703)
DONALD L. RUSHFORD

Notice of Application
Ocroser 24, 1073,

Take notice that on October 16, 1973,
Donald L. Rushford (Applicant), filed a
supplemental application pursuant to
section 305(b) of the Federal Power Act
seeking authority to hold the position of
Vice President of Central Vermont Pub-
lic Service Corporation.

The principal business of Central Ver-
mont Public Service Corporation is the
generation and purchase of electric en-
ergy and its transmission, distribution
and sale for light, power, heat and other
purposes to about 92,600 customers in
Middlebury, Randolph, Rutland, Spring-
fleld, Windsor, Bradford, Bennin -
Brattleboro, St. Johnsbury, St. Albans,
Woodstock and 163 other towns and vil-
Iages in Vermont,

Any perszon desiring to be heard or to
make any protest with reference to the
application should on or before Novem-
ber 16, 1973, file with the Federal Power
Commission, Washington, D.C. 20426, pe-
titions or protests to intervene in accord-
ance with the requirements of the Com-
mission’s rules of practice and procedure
(18 CFR 138 or 1.10). All protests filed
with the Commission will be considered
by it in determining the appropriate
action to be taken but will not serve to
make the protestants parties to the pro-
ceeding. Persons wishing to become
parties to a proceeding or to participate
as a party in any hearing therein must
file petitions to intervene in accordance
with the Commission’s rules. The appli-
cation is on file with the Commission and
avallable for public inspection.

Kexngr F. PLrums,
Secretary.

[FR D0¢.73-23262 Filed 10-31-73.8:45 am|

[Docket No. G-18615, et al.)
FLORIDA GAS TRANSMISSION CO. ET AL.
Notice of Application

Ocroser 24, 1973.

Take notice that on September 27, 1973,
Peoples Gas System, Inc. (Peoples), P.O.
Box 855, Biscayne Annex, Miami, Florida
33152, filed an application in Docket No.
G-18615 to amend the order of the Com-
mission issued in sald docket on August 9,
1961 (26 FPC 318), pursuant to section
7(c) of the Natural Gas Act authorizing
the sale and delivery of natural gas by
Houston Texas Gas and Oil Corporation,
now Florida Gas Transmission Company
(Florida), to Pompano Natural Gas Cor-
poration (Pompano Natural) by author-
izing said sale and delivery to be made to
Peoples, ultimate successor to Pompano
Natural, and in Docket No. CP74-84 pur-
suant to section 7(a) of the Natural Gas
Act for an order of the Commission di-
recting Florida to sell and deliver addi-
tional volumes of gas to Peoples, all as
more fully set forth in the application
which s on file with the Commission and
open to public inspection.

Peoples states that subsequent to au-
thorization of the service by Florida to
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Pompano Natural authorized In Docket
No, G-18615 but before Pompano Natu-
ral commenced service in the Pompano
Beach area, City Gas Company of Florida
(City Gas) acquired Pompano Natural
Peoples further states that it is the ulti-
mate successor in interest to Pompano
Natural's allocation of natural gas and
presently holds franchises to provide
natural gas service in the cities of Pom-
pano Beach and Margate and their en-
virons. Peoples, therefore, requests that
the order authorizing the sale and deliv-
ery of natural gas by Florida to Pompano
Natural be amended by authorizing the
sale and delivery to be made to Peoples.

In Docket No. CP74-84 Peoples states
that updated volumetric limits shouild be
established and requests the Col
pursuant to section 7(a) of the Natural
Gas Act to order Florida to increase sales
and deliveries of natural gas to Peoples'
Fast Coast Division above the limit set
in the Commission's order Issued
August 9, 1981, Peoples requests an in-
crease from s present volume of 60,281~
000 terms annually to 65,759,468 therms,
an increase of 5,478,468 therms, and an
increase in maximum daily volumes
from 473,880 therms to 532,509 therms,
an increase of 58,619 therms, Peoples
states that such increases are necessary
to meet the needs of existing customers
on the distribution system of City Gas,
Iimmediate successor of Pompano
Natural in the Pompano Beach-Margate
area, that were attached at the time of
purchase, together with those propane
customers which are adjacent to such
systems and are being attached thereto.
Peoples states no additional facllities are
required.

Any person desiring to be heard or to
make any protest with reference to said
application should on or before Novem-
ber 12, 1973, 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 pro-
cedure (18 CFR 18 or 1100 and the
Regulations under the Natural Gas Act
(18 CFR 156.9 and 157.10). All protests
filed with the Commission will be con-
sidered by it in determining the appro-
priate action to be taken but will not
serve to make the protestants parties
to the proceeding. Any person wishing
to became a party to a proceeding or to
participate as a party in any hearing
therein must file a petition to intervene
trr:u accordance with the Commission’s

s,
Kennern F. PLroms,
Secretary.
[FR Doc.73-23257 Flled 10-31-73;8:45 am]

{Docket No. CI74-185]
MILTON H. BLAKEMORE
Notice of Application
OcTOBER 24, 1973.

Take notice that on September 20,
1973, Milton H. Blakemore (Appiicant),
P.O. Box 977, Liberal, Kansas 67901, filed
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in Docket No. CI74-195 an application
pursuant to section 7(c) of the Natural
Gas Act for a certificate of public con-
venience and necessity authorizing the
sale for resale and delivery of natural
gas In interstate commerce to Panhandle

Eastern Pipe Line Company from the

Mocane-Laverne Field, Beaver County,
Oklahoma, all as more fully set forth in
the application which is on file with the
Commission and open to public
inspection.

Applicant states that he commenced
the sale of natural gas within the con-
templation of section 157.29 of the Regu-
Iations under the Natural Gas Act (18
CFR 157.29) and proposes to continue
said sale for two years from the end of
the sixty-day emergency period within
the contemplation of § 2.70 of the Com-
mission's General Policy and Interpre-
tations (18 CFR 2.70). Applicant pro-
poses to sell approximately 15,000 Mecf
of gas per month at 45.0 cents per Mcf
at 14.65 p.s.ia., subject to upward and
downward Btu adjustment,

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 protest with
reference to said application should on
or before November 2, 1973, file with the
Federal Power Commission, Washington,
D.C. 20426, a petition to Intervene or a
protest in accordance with the require-
ments of the Commission's rules of prac-
tice and procedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10).
All protests filed with the Commission
will be considered by it in determining
the appropriate action to be taken but
will not serve to make the protestants
parties to the proceeding. Any person
wishing to become a party to a proceed-
ing or to participate as a party in any
hearing therein must file a petition to
intervene in accordance with the Com-
mission’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, & hearing will be held without
further notice before the Commission on
this application if no petition to inter-
vene is filed within the time required
herein, if the Commission on its own 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.

Kenver F. PLume,
Secretary.
{PR Doc.73-23268 Plled 10-31-73;8:45 am]
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[ Docket No, E-8396, et al.}
MINNESOTA POWER & LIGHT CO. ET AL.

Notice of Application
Octoser 25, 1973.

Take notice that each of the Appli-
cants listed herein has filed an applica-
tion pursuant to section 205 of the Fed-
eral Power Act and Part 35 of the
regulations issued thereunder.

Any person desiring to be heard or to
make any protest with reference to these
applications should on or before Novem-
ber 23, 1973, file with the Federal Power
Commission, Washington, D.C. 20426, pe-
titions to intervene or protests n ac-
cordance with the requirements of the
Commission’s rules of practice and pro-
cedure (18 CFR 18 or 1.10). Persons
wishing to become parties to a proceed-
ing or to participate as a party in a hear-
ing related thereto must file petitions to
intervene in accordance with 18 CFR 1.8,

All protests filed with the Commission
will be considered by it in determining
the appropriate action to be taken, but
will not serve to make the protestants
parties to the proceeding.

The applications referred to above are
on file with the Commission and are
available for public inspection.

Docket No, E-8306.

Pliing date: September 13, 1973,

Name of applieant: Minnesota Power &
Light Co,

By letter dated September 11, 1973, Appli-
cant submits a Municipal Interchange Agree-
ment between the Village of Buhl, Minnesota,
and the Minnesota Power & Light Company,
dated January 22, 1973. This Agreement re-
pinces ¥Federal Power Commission Rate
Schedule No, 93 which has expired. Applicant
requents that this filing be made effective as
soon as possible.

Docket No. E-8398,

Filing date: Soptomber 13, 1073,

Name of applicant: Virginia Electric &
Power Company.

In Its letter of September 12, 1073, Appil-
cant requests acceptance for fillng of the
July 25, 1973, sunplement to Its contract with
the Southside Electric Cooperative. The sub-
ject matter of this supplement is a change In
voltage from 12,5 XV to 34.5 XV at the Stod-
dert Delivery Point. The sunplement is pro-
posed FPC Rate Scheduls No, 85-38 and It
would supersede current FPC Rate Schedule
No. 85-23 dated August 1, 1867,

The unit cost of electricity to Southside
Electric Cooperative will remaln unchanged
as a result of this voltage conversion, and for
that reason Applicant requests walver of the
required billing data,

Docket No. E-8309,

Plling date: September 14, 1073.

Name of applicant: Publlc Service Com-
pany of New Mexico.,

Applieant requests aoceptance for fling of
its agreement, dated April 26, 1972, between
Applicant and Plains Electric Generation and
Transmission Cooperative, Inc. (Plaing), The
Agreement provides Plains with a wheellng
path over Applicant's transmisyon system
from Applicant's West Mesa Switching Sta-

tion at Albuquerque, New Mexico, to the
Enlarged Four Corners

. In exchango
wheeling, Applicant requires the
right to utilize any excess capacity which
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may be avallable at the Algodones Generating
Station, Algodones, New Mexico, which s
owned by Plains. Applicant intends to utilize
this capacity primarily for emergency energy
or spinning reserves,

No revenue has been recelved by elther
party to this Agreement nor Is any antici-
pated In the future; this latter factor is
the reason why no estimate of revenues has
been submitted by Applicant.

Applicant requests that the effectivenecss
date of this fillng be made retroactive to
May 1, 1972,

Docket No. E-8400.

Piling date: September 14, 1973.

Name of applicant: Alabama Power
Company.

Applicant submits for filing nn agreement
dated July 23, 1973; with Clarke-Washington
Electric Membership Corporation, This Agree-
ment provides for n new delivery point des-
ignated as Thomasville in Clarke County,
Alabama. This electric service is pursuant to
tarlif rate schedule REA-1 filed with the
Commission November 1, 1971.

Docket No. E-8402.

Piling date: September 13, 1673,

Name of applicant: Brockton Edison
Company.

By its letter of September 13, 1973, Appli-
cant submits for filing on behalf of itself
(Brockton), Fall River Electric Light Com-
pany (Fall River), Montaup Electric Com-
pany (Montaup), and Blackstone Valley
Electric Company (Blackstone), an amend-
ment dated August 31, 1973, to an agreement
dated September 11, 1923, among these Com-
panies. The amendment would provide for
assignment by Fall River to Brockton of the
former's righta and obligations under a con-
tract dated July 23, 1063, as amended, for
sale of electricity to Newport Electrie
Corporation.

The amendment further provides for pay-
ments by Brockton to Montaup of a rental
charge for use of certaln transmission and
auxiliary facilities and to Fall River for use
of metering equipment,

Applicant requests that this amendment
be made effective on October 14, 1973,

Docket No. E-8400,

Flling date: September 19, 1973,

Name of applicant: Duke Power Company,

Applicant submits for filing a supplement
to its contract with Surry-Yadkin Electric
Membership Corporation. The supplement
provides for an Increase in designated de-
mand at Delivery Polnts 1-5. Applicant re-
quests that this filing become eoffective on
October 19, 1073,

Docket No, E-8400,

Plling date: September 20, 1973.

Name of applicant: Duke Power Company.

By letter dated September 18, 1973, Appli-
cant submits for filing a supplement to its
eleotric service contract with Davidson Elec-
tric Membership Corporation. This contract
is on file with the Commission and has been
designated Duke Power Company Rate Sched-
ule FPC No. 134. The supplemental agree-
ment provides for a change in designated
demand at Delivery Points Nos. 2, 8, 5, 8, 9,
and 10. Applicant requests that this filing
be made effective as of October 19, 1973,

Docket No. E-8411.

Filing date: September 20, 1973,

Name of applicant: Puget Sound Power
& Light Company.

Applicant submits for filing an exchange
agreement between itself and the Idaho
Power Company, which provides for the ex-
change, consignment, or sale of power be-
tween their respective aystems. Service under
the agreement began in June 1973, and ap-
plicant requesta that the effective date for
this fillng be made retroactive to Jupe 1,
1978,

NOTICES

Docket No, E-8412.

Flling date: Septomber 21, 1073,

Name of applicant: Public Service Com-
pany of Indiana, Ine,

Applicant submits for filing with the Com-
mission an agreement dated August 27, 1973,
between Applicant and the City of Craw-
fordaville, Indiana (City). This Agreement
is the first supplement to the Interconnec-
tion Agreement dated March 6, 1968, between
the Applicant and the Oity. The supplemental
agreement provides for the amending of the
Puel Clause Adjustment included in Service
Schedule A—Firm Power, Exhibit I to the
Interconnection Agreement,

Docket No. E-8413.

Flling date: September 21, 1973,

Name of applicant: Public Service Com-
pany of Indiana, Inc.

In {ts lettor of September 18, 1073, Appii-
cant submits for fling with the Commission
& supplement to its electrio service ngree-
ment with the Boone County Rural Elec-
tric Membership Corporation. This supple-
ment provides for a new Delivery Point desig-
nated l;d Pu:e-oa Dellvery Point, Service
commen at the Pike-89 Deliv Polnt
May 23, 1873, e e

Docket No. E-8417.

:mng date: September 27, 1073,

ame of applicant: Virginia Electr
Power (k:mpu?; sl

Applicant submits for filing a supplement
to its contract with the Community Electric
Cooperative. A supplement provides for a
new Delivery Polnt in Southampton County,
Virginia, which has been designated Sadlers
Delivery 'Point. Projected date for connec-
tion in November 1973. When Sadlers Deliv-
ery Point is connected the Wakefield Deliv-
ery Point (FPC Rate Schedule No, 77-2 dated
March 20, 1067) will be abandoned,

Applicant requests that the Commission
allow the  Sadler's Dellvery Point supploe-
ment to become effective on the date that
the facllities are connected, with the under-
standing that Applicant will notify the Com-
mission of that date,

Docket No. E-8426.

Filing date: October 1, 1078,

Name of applicant: Minnesota Power &
Light Co.

In Its letter of September 25, 1973, Applt-
cant submits for filing with the Commission
an Electric Service Agreement between the
Applicant and the Lake Superior District
Power Company. This Is the initial filing of
sald agreement. Applicant requests that this
Agreement be accepted for filing and effec-
tiveness s soon as possible,

EKennera F. PLoms,
Secretary.
[FR Doc.73-23265 Filed 10-31-73;8:45 am]

[Docket No, CP73-106]
NATURAL GAS PIPELINE COMPANY OF
AMERICA

Notice of Amendment to Application

OcTOoBER 24, 1973,

Take notice that on October 10, 1973,
Natural Gas Pipeline Company of Amer~
fca (Applicant), 122 South Michigan
Avenue, Chicago, Illinois 60603, filed in
Docket No. CP73-106 an amendment to
its application pending in said docket
pursuant to section 7(b) of the Nat-
ural Gas Act for permission and approval
to abandon a 3,000-horsepower com-
pressor engine at Applicant’s Compressor
Station No. 141 by requesting permission
and approval for the complete abandon-

ment of said compressor statlon and 4.75
miles of 8-inch pipeline appurtenant
thereto, all as more fully set forth in
the amendment to the application which
is on file with the Commission and open
to public Inspection.

Under the original application Appli-
cant souzht permission and approval
to abandon a 3,000-horsepower compres-
sor at its Compressor Station No., 141
in Lea Countv. New Mexico, due to de-
clining deliveries of natural gas to said
station from Warren Petroleum Com-
panv's (Warren) Bough Plant In Lea
County.

Applicant states that deliveries by
Warren from the Bough Plant have now
terminated and that Warren has in-
formed Applicant that the remaining
gas volumes availahle to Warren for
processing have declined to the extent
that it is no longer economically feasible
for Warren to operate the plant. Appli-
cant states as a result of this plant’s
closing it will no longer reauire its Com-
pressor Statlon No. 41 and, therefore,
proposes to abandon the station and the
475 miles of 8-inch piveline extending
from said station to Avplicant’s main
supplv transmission pipeline in Lea
County, =

Applirant proposes to remove all fa-
ciltties to be abanAoned which can be
reclalimed and salvaced and to store
them until Anplicant has= a need for such
facilities at some other location.

Any person desiring to be heard or to
make any protest with reference to said
amendment should on or before Novem-
ber 12, 1973, file with the Federal Power
Commission, Washington, D.C. 20426, a
petition to intervene or a protest in ac-
cordance with the reouirements of the
Commissinn’s rmles of practice and pro-
cedure (18 CFR 18 or 1.10) and the
Regulations under the Natural Gas Act
(18 CFR 157 10). Al protests filed with
the Commission will be considered by it
in determining the appronriate action to
be taken but wil' not serve to make the
protestants parties to the proceeding.
Any person wiching to become a party
to a proceeding or to participate as a
party in any hearing therein must file
& vetition to intervene in accordance
with the Commission’s rules.

KenNNeTH F. PLUMs,
Secretary.
[FR Do¢.73-23263 Filed 10-31-78;8:45 am)
[Docket No. E-7025]
CINCINNATI GAS AND ELECTRIC CO.
Order Terminating Proceeding

Ocroser 17, 1973,

On December 19, 1972, Cincinnat!{ Gas
and Electric Company (CG&E) filed a
revised rate schedule to supersede the
present agreement, as supplemented, ap-
plicable to the Union Light, Heat and
Power Company (Union), a wholly owned
subsidiary. The amount of the proposed
rate increase Is $1,460,302 based on test
year 1971 data. By order of March 1,
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1973, the Commission accepted the pro-
posed tariff sheets for filing and sus-
pended their effectiveness for five months
or until August 1, 1973, and permitted
Unlon to intervene. In addition, the Com-
mission ordered CG&E to submit cost
and revenue data for calendar year 1972,
By motion of the Commission Staff, the
procedural dates, directed by the
March 1 order were extended.

On July 31, 1873, the Commission Stafl
served testimony in which Stafl made
certain adjustments to rate base, cost of
service, cost allocation, a proposed fuel
adjustment clause, and billing. Stafl’s
testimony included an overall rate of re-
turn recommendation of 7.875 percent.’
Finally, Staff took note of, but did not
oppose, the use by the Company of the
normalized method of Iincome tax
computation.

On September 21, 1973, Staff filed with
the Secretary of the Commission and
served on all parties a Motion to suspend
the procedural dates and terminate the
proceeding (Motion). The Motion states
that Staff’s position on the foregoing
items was based upon a review of the
Company’s case-in-chief, together with
supporting and supplemental informa-
tion, including the Company’s responses
to Staff data requests. According fo the
Motion, after Stafl’s testimony was
placed on the record at the pre-
hearing conference convened on Au-
gust 30, 1973, CG&E placed upon
the record rebuttal testimony which
supported the rates as flled be-
cause it had the effect of: (1) Clearing
up misunderstandings relating to certain
rate base items which arose as a result of
inadvertently erroneous replies made to
Staff data requests; (2) revising Federal
income tax allowable, FIT credit, the
total rate base and the return on rate
base, all recomputed in line with the revi-
sions of erroneous responses to data re-
quests; (3) agreeing to use demand al-
Jocation based on the average of the 12
monthly coincident peaks; and (4) ex-
plaining in some detail the Company’'s
proposal of a 100 percent 1ll-month
demand ratchet, Stafl’s Motion indicates
that, upon careful consideration of the
Company’s rebuttal evidence, and upon
further review of the filing, its support-
ing data, and the revisions of the re-
sponses of the Company to Stafl's data
requests, Staff believes that CG&E's pro-
posed rates, as filled on December 19, 1972,

18ee Attachment A for Stafl's capitaliza-
tion and recommended rate of return,

$8ee Attachment B for summary cost of
service,

are just and reasonable’ Staff indicates
that its conclusion would be conditioned
upon CG&E filing a revised fuel clause in
conformance with Commission Opinion
No. 633. The Motion urges the Commis-
sion to accept the proposed rates to be
effective without being subject to refund,
to order CG&E to file, within a reason-
able time, a revised fuel clause in con-
formance with Opinion No. 633, and to
terminate this docket.

By notice issued by the Secretary on
September 25, 1973, the hearing date was
suspended. Stafl's Motion was noticed on
October 1, 1973, with comments due on
or before October 9, 1973, Supportive
comments were filed by Unlon on
September 28, 1073,

On September 28, 1973, CGSE filed
with the Commission a revised fuel
clause in response to Staff's motion.
Our review of this fuel clause indicates
that it does conform with the directives
of Opinion No, 633.

Our review of the record in this pro-
ceeding indicates that the proposed rates
as filed on December 19, 1972, are just
and reasonable and in the public interest,
We shall, therefore, accept the proposed
rates to be effective without being further
subject to refund, as of August 1, 1973.

The Commission finds

(1) Good cause exists to grant Staff's
motion to terminate the proceeding in
this docket.

(2) Good cause exists to permit CG&E
to use the normalized method of income
tax computation.

The Commission orders

(A) Staff's Motion to terminate the
proceeding in this docket is hereby
granted.

(B) CGLE's proposed change in its
rate schedule is hereby made effective,
and no longer subject to refund, as of Au-
gust 1, 1973,

(C) CG&E's proposed revised fuel
clause is accepted to be effective as of
August 1, 1973, and CG&E shall make
whatever refunds may be necessary to
reflect this revision.

(D) CG&E shall be permitted to use the
normalized method of income tax com-
putation and shall maintain its accounts
related thereto consistent with the Com-
mission’s Uniform System of Accounts.

(E) The secretary shall cause prompt
publication of this order in the FEpERAL
REGISTER.

By the Commission.

{sEaL) Kexxera F. Proms,
Secretary.

ArrExvmx A

CAFITAL STRUCTURE AND STAYY ETCOMMEXDED BATE OF RETURN
OCTODER 31, 1972, AS A

Amonnt Percent Cost of capital Welghted retum

(peorcent poreent)
o AN TR DTS s S48, 4, 008 80,94 8,90 3.000
rred stock. ... S L R 115, oo, 000 13. 4 7.0 0
Common equity ?. . 20, 113, 200 H.u 1.4 3.085
Deferrod taxes. . .. 1), ON2, 5&0 1L .0 N
g ) TR e - I8, 1O, 35 00 17.575

1 Reflocts the propased sale of 1,700,000 shnres of common stock on Jun, 18,1073, ut approxizoately £20 a abare.

d'lgmm the peoposed sale af £60,000,000 D3t marfzage bonds at approximately 71 percent lu the second quarter

* Rocommended return
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ArrEXDIX B
THE CINCISNATI GAS & ELECTRIC COMPARY - REVISED ¥IC EXIINY (8-1) SONEDULE NO, 1--COST OF SERVICE 1972
m (2 @) (0] (L} @ m
Power supply i
(Buﬂulmww t M) Stant A Total Demand i
sdjustmen otal adjusted Energy
FProduction Transmission
1 Cost of service:
* 2 Production expenses:
3 Operation and malntensnee. .. .oceeeees
El power and Interchange. ...
5 Bystem control and load dispatehing. ...
L] Other eXpPOnses. . ..o oo ioieriiiaaiosans
; Total production expenses. . ... ...
9 Transnlsdon ex s
10 DARKDULION SXPENMNE. . . .. o veronssesmsasns sontsssrssforsrnnassmnmmressan $837
11 Customer accounting expenses 30
T e e g Eeed et ey e e TSRS
13 Administrative and genoral expenses. ... . 3,84, 10 04, 256 3,918 414 3,201, 550 BRI L S T 20
:; Total operatiog expenses. . ............ 4, 800, 160 S a8 07,218, 253 & 200, 674 2,980, 073 58, 007, 500 | [
16 Operatl ustments 73, 186, 350 BROER N eete s 12
17 opencial o';':::: - 14,151,270 IQ&W (e s S G TR 453
Taxes—Other than income
19 ¥ Laxes 8,054,043 6, 340, 150 20138068 .o g
A P e s e R P s RSB S L NO
s Payroll Laxes. 11,718 457, 1 £, 219 B R 0 oo i £
R 5 Sl 157, 868 PR 161, 760 135, 881 BT e e 3
TOtS) SXPIBA. ..o vosovnessssnnnnsnns 0, 454, 126 T, 702 01, 188, §28 23, 005, 332 %, 0025, 900 , 007, 500 1, 2
Other electiic rovenne (1,204, 430) 89, e (U1 ) R etanny (042, 907) U A PR -
Nt EXDIDINS. & iosciocomonassnsnsasnsssard §0, 191, 006 £22, edl 90,014, 317 23, 0o, 32 8 353, 083 58, A3, 002 1,2

Alloention to U.L.HL&F,, Co;
Demand:
Production—12.2391 peroent.,
T isd 12,1862 pr
Energy —12.344 percent
Direct assignment.

Net cost of MrVIct. cosvs s dinaiaiaaia.
Revenoe from Unlon.. ...

Revenue Geflodeney. ..o.veenereeennsons

# 4R N2E HEsNENRE BE SEESE

| (3752152 peroent X rute base--Schodale No. 2 line 23),
. (%m parcent X rote buse—Schodule No. 2 line 22).

{Docket Nos, RI74-41, et al.]
EXXON CORP. AND GULF OIL CORP.

mnslonmofng for Hucr:'ng on 'arn:! as;:
Propoud a n
:d Allowing Rate Cmngensg.;o Become

Effective Subject to Refund '

Ocrosen 23, 1973,

Respondents have filed proposed
changes in rates and charges for juris-
dictional sales of natural gas, as set forth
in Appendix A hereof.

The proposed changed rates and
charges may be unjust, unreasonable,
unduly discriminatory, or preferential, or
otherwise unlawful.

*Does not consolidate for hearing or dis-
pose of the several matters herein,

IPR Doc.78-23111 Filed 10-31-73;8:45 am|

—_—

The Commission finds

It is in the public interest and con-
sistent with the Natural Gas Act that the
Commission enter upon hearings regard-
ing the lawfulness of the proposed
changes, and that the supplements here-
in be suspended and their use be deferred
as ordered below.
The Commission orders

(A) Under the Natural Gas Act,
particularly sections 4 and 15, the regula-~
tions pertaining thereto (18 CFR, Chap-
ter I), and the Commission’s rules of
practice and procedure, public hearings
shall be held concerning the lawfulness
of the proposed changes.

(B) Pending hearings and decisions
thereon, the rate supplements herein are
suspended and their use deferred until

date shown in the “Date Suspended Un-~

til" column. Each of these supplements
shall become effective, subject to refund,
as of the expiration of the suspension pe-
riod without any further action by the
Respondent or by the Commission. Each
Respondent shall comply with the re-
funding 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-
plements, nor the rate schedules sought
to be altered, shall be changed until dis-
position of these proceedings or expira-
tion of the suspension period, whichever
is earlier.

By the Commission.

[seavl KennNeETH F, PLUMS,
Secretary.
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t Subject to quality adfustments pursusnt to Opinton No. 662,

1 Rate determined through arbitratio

s Ineludes Btu sdjustment pursuant
pursunnt to Opinion No, 468, s amended.,

' Rate decrease (n compliance with Oplufon No. 882,

Prior to the issuance of Opinlon No. 662
(Permian IT), Gulf was colleoting increased
rates subject to refund which are in excess
of the just and rensonable rates established
in that opinion. Guif has filed herein de-
creased rates down to the levels prescribed
In that opinion, snd concurrently has filed
rate increases back up to its previous levels.
The proposed decrenses are accepted as of
August 7, 1973, the effective date of Opinion
No. 662. Gulf'a proposed rate Increases are
suspended In the same suspension proceed-
ings applicable to its previous increased rates
for one day from the date of filing with
walver of the 30 day notice period granted.

Exxon's proposed rate increases are from
underiying rates equal to the applicable base
rate celling established in Opinlon No, 662
which were filled for and became effective
subsequent to the issuance of that opinion.
Sincs the proposed rates exceed the appil-
cable area ceiling rate prescribed in Opinion
No, 662 they are suspended for five months,

[FR Do0c.73-23121 Filed 10-31-73;8:45 am]

[ Docket No. E-7742]
PUBLIC SERVICE COMPANY OF NEW
HAMPSHIRE

Order Approving Settlement Agreement
With Reservation of Fuel Clause Issue
OcroBER 25, 1973,
On June 15, 1972, Public Service Com-
pany of New Hampshire (PSCNH) filed
changes in its resale service rates to be-
come effective August 15, 1972, Based on
a 1971 test year, the proposed rates would
have provided PSCi{H with increased
revenues of $1.7 milllon from jurisdic-
tional sales and service,
The new schedules provide for a de-
mand charge of $3 per kilovolt-ampere
of maximum demand and 7.5 mills per

3; Optulon No, 862 and quality adjustments

* The

Sun| columo, the
aocepted hereln ahall not

NOTICES 30143
Arreinix A
Rato In
Docked Roespondent sched- plo- Purchasee and produclng of nling ‘d.u" suspended =i .ﬁmw
area
No. ule mont annual tendered  uniess uatfl— Ratein Proposed refund in
. No. No. tncrease suspeaded effoot tnereased dooked
2 rle Nos.
Exx00 CorPaceaeseeeenss - m 15 West Toxsa Onhm%c‘o. (Em- $5,028,082 O-24-T8 coeeennes - 32574 R0 1420
?m Fiold, Wink County, :
'ox., Pormian Basin),
4“7 13 420,048 O-M-T8 eeeeernnn..s 3-25-T4 10 1420 .
RI73-180.5. Gulf Ofl CoMpacccavereees: 18 512 West Texna Oathering Co. (Ker- (100, 308) 9-24-73 573 30,0724 2.5 RIT3-150
mit South  Ellenburger Fleld,
13 W:nkil'{.d(?oum) y, Tex.) (Per- 100,308 O0-M-T3 aeeeeianne ol 9-28-73 1325 30,0024
mian n),
RITA249 2o do, o 192 17 Trawswestern Pipeline Co, (Puck- (2,685 &) 02473 8~ 773t Accepted 2005507 L 3140000 RITZ-240.
ott  Ellen Flold, FPecos
County, Tex.) (Permian Basin),
13 265589 92473 . 0-25-73 1 814.9390 20, 8807
ily, % | B | RRSRCSEC SRR 197 21 Tosmawestorn Pipeline Co, (Puck- o, ) 2473 8- 7-78 T Accepted 245680 1 90 22 8540 RITIZSL
ott  Dovonlan  Field Pocos,
County, Tex., Permian Basin).
rWEES DSt 1w n b R oy o SRR 9-25-73 1322 8510 24, 6520
BRITO-200. 0 ee 0. icscvssnenorrasane 213 10 Transwestarn Pipeline Co. (Ato- (3,7233) +-2-73 5~ 7-78 " Accepled 0.8 206710 RIT0-790.
kn Peon Field, Eddy County,
N. Mex., Permian Bssin).
11 3723 T8 eiieaaain 0-25-73 12206710 0,300
RIN-9...een B0 s sevnsnand 28 10 Transwestern Pipetine Co, (White (40,81)) 273 8§ 77 ¥ Accepted 33 .M RIT0-T90,
Oity Peun Gus Flald‘ Kddy
l,Conn“.l l)y. N. Mox., Permian
n).
1 0,00 0M-T3 . 0-25-73 13240470 27, 300
RIT3-Y....... (. " T SO SSOAN A 118 12 Tranawestsrn Pipeline Co. (Ker- (7,802) -0 §7-73 ¥ Accoptod 2.9 M 0060 RITZ-240.
mit and South Kermit Fields,
Winkler County, Tex., Per-
minn Basin)
13 7858 NI e 9-25-73 1 224, 0080 20,3600
*Unless otherwise stated, the base Is 14,65 psia * Not spplicabls to Supp, No, 6,

mte {5 scoepted us of the date shown (n the “Effective Date Unless

date of issuance of Oplnon No. 662, The

mte
excced the applioabls area rote s adjusted for quality,

and gathering allowance if applicable, pursuant to Oplnion No. 602,

kilowatt-hour for energy. For the Town
of Wolfeboro the demand charge Is ex-
pressed ai an equivalent value of $3.13
per kilowatt. The new schedules also in-
troduce & fuel clause, with a base cost
derived by adjusting pro forma 1971
fuel costs to include year end costs of
coal for Merrimack Station.

PSCNH states that its 1971 rates would
yleld a rate of return of 4.62 percent
while under the proposed rates the re-
turn would be 8.25 percent with a 12.56
percent return on common equity.

The fillng was noticed July 12, 1972,
with petitions to intervene and protests
due on or before July 26, 1972, By order
issued August 14, 1972, we suspended the
proposed increase until January 185, 1873,
and set the matter for hearing.

At a hearing on May 10, 1973, a settle-
ment, which was the result of confer-
ences between PSCNH, Staff, and cus-
tomers, was placed in the record and the
Presiding Administrative Law Judge cer-
tified the settlement to the Commission
on May 16, 1973. The settlement agree-
ment would reduce PSCNH's proposed
increase of $1,700,000 by approximately
$243,000 to $1,456,787, based on a test
year of calendar year 1971, which would
yield a jurisdictional rate of return of
7.94 percent.!

The principal provisions of the pro-
posed settlement agreement may be sum-
marized as follows:

(1) The demand charge per KVA of
maximum demand for service to all cus-
tomers except the Town of Wolfeboro is
changed from $3 to $2.95. Wolfeboro's
demand charge per KW of maximum de-
mand I8 changed from $3.13 to $3.07.

(2) The energy charge per KWH for
all customers is reduced from 0.75 cents
to 0.73 cents.

(3) The ratchet provision is changed
so that the amount exempted from the
ratchet is 1,500 KVA of demand instead
of the current 200 KVA of demand.
Wolfeboro's exempted demand is 1,500
KW instead of 200 KW.

(4) The company will refund to the
customers from January 15, 1973, any
amounts collected in excess of the settle-
ment rates with Interest at 7 percent
from the date of payment,

(5) The company will not file any
proposed increases in its resale service
rate prior to January 1, 1074,

(6) The fuel clause issue Is reserved
for hearing.

On May 30, 1973, the Certification of
the Settlement was noticed with com-
ments due on or before June 22, 1973, On
June 22, 1973, Staff filed comments call-
ing our attention to the proposed mora-
torium and recommending that the fuel
clause issue be reserved for hearing, No
other comments were received.

Since the moratorium has only a few
months remaining to January 1, 1974,
we believe that it is not unreasonable, We
have reviewed the reserved fuel clause
issue which is found in Article II of the
settlement agreement. The settlement
states that the Company's filing was
made prior to the Commission’s Opinion
No. 633, New England Power Company,
and that because of the method of re-
gional dispatch of generation in the New
England region, in which the Company

tSee Appendices A and B.
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par'ﬁcipates through membership in NE-
POOL, it would not be possible for the
Company to ascertain the Account 151

upon the reserved issue. We
find that this proposal has mertt and ac-
cordingly shall fix dates for the service
of evidence and hearing on PSCNH's fuel
adjustment clause.

Our review of the proposed Settlement
Agreement and the cost of service in
support thereof (Appendix A) indicates
that the rates are not excessive.

The Commission finds:

The settlement of this proceeding on
the basis of the Settlement Agreement
certified herein by the Presiding Judge is
reasonable and proper and in the public
interest in carrying out the provisions of
the Federal Power Act, and should be
approved as hereinafter ordered,

The Commission orders:

(A) The Settlement Agreement cer-
tified by the Presiding Judge on May 16,
1973, is Incorporated herein by refer-
ence and made a part hereof, and is ap-

proved

(B) Service of evidence and hearing
on the reserved issue the fuel
adjustment clause shall be in accordance
with the following schedule:
Staff and Intervenor

evidencs ... ... -- November &, 1973
PSCNH robuttal evidence . November 20, 1873
SROREIR =o e Decembor 4, 1973

(C) Within 30 days from the date of
this order, PSCNH shall file with the
Commission revised tariff sheets in con-
formity with the terms of the Settlement
Agreement as approved herein,

(D) This order is without prejudice to
any findings or orders which have been
made or which may hereafter be made by
the Commission, and is without prejudice
to any claims or contentions which may
be made by the Commission, its staff,
PSCNH, or by any other party or person
affected by this order in any proceeding
now pending or hereafter Instituted by or
against PSCNH or any other person or

party.

(E) The Secretary shall cause prompt
publication of this order to be made in
the FepERAL RecisTeR,

By the Commission.
[seAL) Kennera F. PLuss,
Secretary.
ArrEnorx A—Seltlement cost of service
el e A ST e S $23, 262, 084
Reovenue requirement._ .. . ____ B, 500,933
Other operating revenues______ 500, 540
OIS o s ———e 9,010,468
Opera expenses:
Op:uln!ng and maintenance.. 4, :::. g
Otber taxes..._____..._.__._  B48, 534
Income taxes. .. .. ___ 568, 791
TR e sio L D IS8
BOAID e meceiannass 1, 847,008
Rate of return—7.94 percent.
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Arrexoez B
CAPITALIZATION AT MARCH 81, J972, A% ADJUSTED
Com- Welghted
Amounts Ratios ponent compo-
retwn  nent
relurn
(Thon-
2onds) (Peront)
mam.. $I07,.578 5209 4 1%
stock., .. #1973 1m 0%
Doferred lncome
o AR TS 2, 606 .84 0w
Comuion equity., 10548 3296 aAsT
Total
tali J10,650 10000 ... . .4

[FR Doc.73-23258 Piled 10-31-73;8:45 am}

[Docket Nos. CP6-260, etc.; Opinlon No. 867)
TENNESSEE GAS PIPELINE CO. ET AL.

OcroBER 24, 1973,

In the matter of Tennessee Gas Pipe-
line Company a division of Tenneco Inc.,
Amoco Production Company, The Delta
Development Company, Inc., Moise W.
Dennery, Charles William Fasterling,
Gertrude Jackman Fns’ltgeuns. John

Land and Exploration Co, Joseph Mec-
Closkey, Joan B. Fasterling Meyers, Edity
Fasterling McGee and Kenneth C. Mec-
Gee, Docket Nos. CP66-269, CI68-910,
ete., CIG7-1805, CI67-1808, CIB7-1807,
CI67-1808, CIS7-1809, CI67-1810, CIGT-
1811, CI67-1812, nud CIST-1813, respec-
tively.

1. This proceeding involyes a lease-sale
transaction by which Amoco Production
Company (Amoco) ' transferred certain
gus reserves in the Bastian Bay Fileld
located onshore in Plaguemines Parish,
Louisiana, to Tennessee Gas Pipeline
Company (Tennessee). The basic issues
are whether the lease-sale transaction
should be adopted in the form created
by the parties and whether, if approved,
it should be conditioned to reflect appli-
cable area prices and other factors. The
proceedings are again before us upon
certification on April 11, 1973, by Pre-
siding Administrative Law Judge Walter
T. Southworth of proposed stipulations
for settling the contested issues, motions

Company, Inc.
1955 and 1959 made several leases
American's predecessor reserving
royalty interests, On July 15, 1960,
Pan American entered into the lease sale
agreement with Tennessee.

3. Under the lease-sale agreement
Tennessee agreed to pay a total consid-
eration of $159,463,600, of which $9,427,-
104 was a down-payment and the re-

2EE

-
!
E

E

* Formerly Pan American Petroleum Corpo-
ration.

mainder was represented by non-interest
bearing notes due each year through
1977. The parties agreed that the amount
of recoverable reserves attributable to
the net leasehold interest assigned was
759,350,000 Mcf of gas and 7,650,000
barrels of oil. The unit price of gas under
the agreement thus amounted to 21-cents
per-Mcf, The agreement provides for a
redetermination, upon request, of the re-
coverable reserves after 900,000,000 Mcf
of gas has been produced or after Jan-
uary 1, 1973, and the purchase price
would then be adjusted proportionately.

4. Under the agreement Amoco retains
rights to deep reserves, production pay-
ments from separator lquids until 85
percent of the natural gas {s produced
less Tennessee's costs of development
and operation, production payments
from ofl until 85 percent is produced less
only taxes, and the rigcht to process the
gas, but Amoco must pay. Tennessee fts
cost for resultant reduction in volume.

5. When the lease-sale was executed
Tennessee, Pan American and Land
Company executed a letter agreement
dated July 15, 1960, consenting to the
transfer of the leases, and agreeing that
Tennessee should pay a royaity to Land
Canmot”bnnhdethmgh
1961 and 25.0 cents per Mcf thereafter
plus taxes. On December 28, 1960, Ten-
nessee and Pan American entered into
an agreement for the same royalty with
Delta. The transfer of the various
leases to Tennessee took place on De-
cember 30, 1060, without Commission
suthorization.

6. Acting under a budget authoriza-
tion, Tennessee then constructed a short
connecting line to the field and com-
menced operations. However, the Com-
mission on Desember 12, 1963, determined
that the budget authorization did not
cover Tennessee's construction and that
Pan American’s transfer of reserves was
subject to the Commission’s jurisdiction.’

7. In accordance with the Commis-
slon’s order Tennessee n Docket No.
CP66-269 applied for a certificate au-
thorizing the connecting line, and in
Docket No. CI66-910 Pan American
sought a certificate approving its trans-
IeroltheBastimBayMOnJma.
1967 (37 FPC 1195), the Commission
stated that Land Company, Delta and
other royalty owners in Bastian Bay had
made separate contracts with Tennessee
for royalties so that it appeared that
these royalty owners were engaged in the
Jurisdictional sale of natural gas. The
Commissfon therefore required the roy-
alty owners to file applcations for cer-
tificates of public convenience and neces-
sity, or to show cause why they should
not file, and they filed responses under
Dockets CI87-1805 to CI87-1813.

8. At the hearing held on November 20,
1967, before Presiding

ties waived cross examination and briefs
except as to jurisdiction over the royalty

! Tennessee Gas Transmission Co., 30 FPC
1477 (1963), afirmed P.P.C. v. Pan American
Petroleum Corp., 381 US. 762 (1965), revers-
ing Pan American Petroleum Corp. v. F.P.O.,
839 F. 2d 094 (CA10, 1064).
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interest. The direct evidence of the par-
ties was introduced Into the record and
the Judge's decision was issued a year
later, on November 22, 1868. In his de-
cision the Judge granted certificates to
Tennessee and Pan American but re-
quired them to cancel ard rescind the
lease-sale. Exceptions were filed and oral
argument was held on November 14, 1969,

9. After extensive consideration in the
light of the Rayne Field case * the Com-
mission determined that the record was
insufficient as to past costs or future ex-
pectations with respect fo the operation
of the Bastian Bay Field and on Decem-
ber 23, 1971, remanded the proceedings
for the purpose of making a full eviden-
tiary record upon all issues (46 FPC
1368). Specifically, the Commission re-
quired consideration of the issue whether
the lease-sale should be certificated as
proposed, certificated with conditions de-
signed to reflect the applicable area price
and other conventional producer-pur-
chaser relationship, or treated In another
manner. Other issues designated by the
Commission include the method to be
used by Tennéssee in accounting for the
Bastian Bay properties and production
therefrom, the treatment to be accorded
the royalty owners, the amount and
treatment of refunds from Amoco to
Tennessee, if any, and the flow-through
of such refunds by Tennessee to its
customers.

10. At the same time the Commission
remanded Tennessee's rate case in
Docket No. RP71-8 after a settlement
had been proposed (46 FPC 1371), The
Commission did approve the settlement
with conditions on May 19, 1972 (47 FPC
1327). In doing so the Commission pro-
vided that the rates approved were sub-
ject to the present proceedings with re-
spect to the valuation of the gas In the
Bastian Bay Field, and that Tennessee
was subject to making appropriate re-
funds or to flowing through refunds from
Amoco, if so ordered here,

11, In accordance with the Commis-
slon’s order further hearings were held
before Presiding Administrative Law
Judge Walter T. Southworth commenc-
ing April 18, 1972, with the evidentiary
presentations concluding November 1,
1972. Conferences were later held result-
ing in settlement stipulations as follows:
(1) a stipulation submitted by Amoco for
the settlement of the contested issues in
Docket No. C166-910 providing for a cer-
tificate to Amoco under the lease-sale
agreement with a refund and provision
for discharge of the refund by dedication
of reserves: (2) a stipulation submitted
by the staff with a somewhat different
formula for writing off the refund; and
(3) a stipulation presented by Tennessee
settling the contested issues in Docket
No. CP66-269 permitting the lease-sale
agreement to remain in effect, providing
for the flow-through of any refunds
which Amoco may not be able to write

Texns Eastern Tranasmission Corporation,
et al, 42 FPC 376 (1069), 44 FPC 1079
(1970) appeal docketed, Nos, 24716, et al,
CADC. October 19, 1970.
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off and providing for a revolving fund
to finance drilling by producers. No
agreement was reached with respect to
Docket Nos, CI67-1805 through CI67-
1813, which represent the responses of
the royalty owners.

12. Comments on the stipulations were
filed by Amoco, Tennessee, Land Com-~
pany, Public Service Electric and Gas
Company, Consolidated Edison Company
of New York, Inc., ong Island Light
Company (LILCO), Brooklyn Union Gas
Company, the Public Service Commission
for the State of New York, and our staff,
At a final hearing session on April 5,
1973, further comments were made on
the stipulations, which, along with the
filed comments, were included in the rec-
ord. At that session Amoco and Tennes~
see moved that their proceedings be sev-
ered from those of the royalty holders
and determined separately. On April 11,
1973, the Judge, on motioh of the par-
ties except for Land Company, which
did not oppose, certified the record to the
Commission.

13. On the basis of the comments writ-
ten and oral all parties either do not ob-
ject or accept the settlement except that,
as noted, staff proposes an alernative
refund write-off formula and Land Com-
pany supports the settlement only on
condition that it should be held to have
shown cause why no certificate should
be required as to it and that it should
be discharged from the proceedings. The
Amoco stipulation is affirmatively sup-
ported (and Stafl’s alternative opposed)
by Brooklyn Union, Consolidated Edison,
Public Service Electric and Gas, LILCO,
and the New York Commission. On May
10, 1973, Land Company filed a protest
with respect to the settlement in support
of its view that it should be discharged,
and this was answered the same day by
the New York Commission,

14. The present record includes both
the evidence presented at the 1967 hear-
fng and that presented in 1972 on re-
mand. The record on remand Includes
data on the Bastian Bay gas reserves, evi-
dence under various assumptions com-
paring costs under the leose-sale ar-
rangement and costs that would arise
under a conventional contract, evidence
on whether Amoco should make refunds
of excessive revenues to Tennessee, and
evidence relating to the flow-through of
refunds to Tennessee’s customers.

TaHE SETTLEMENT STIPULATIONS

15. In Amoco’s stipulation the parties
agree to accept, or not to oppose, an or-
der of the F.P.C. issuing a certificate to
Amoco authorizing the sale of natural
gas under the lease-sale arrangement
without modification subject to the fol-
lowing conditions:

16. Amoco shall have & totsal dollar ob-
ligation to Tennessee of $8,000,000 (of
which $2,000,000 represents principal and
$6,000,000 represents interest). Amoco
may reduce this obligation by commit-
ting to Tennessee during an eight-year
period up to 800 Bef of new gas reserves.
200 Bef of these reserves are to come
from fields located onshore. Cumulative

30145

credits against the total obligntion shall
be at the rate of 1 cent per Mcf of new
gas reserves committed plus increasing
amounts for increments of onshore re-
serves added so that the average credit
for the onshore reserves will amount to
an additional 1 cent per Mcf. Amoco may
increase its dedication of onshore re-
serves up to 400 Bef with the additional
credit of 1 cent per Mcf. The result is
that if Amoco is able to offer 200 Bef, or
more, of cnshore reserves, the total credit
for such reserves is 2 cents per Mcf
compared with one cent per Mcf for the
offshore reserves. Provisions are made
for substituting offshore reserves where
Tennessee s unwilling to contract at the
going -price for onshore reserves or the
F.P.C. is unwilling to issue a certificate at
such a price. Onshore new gas reserves
may be offered up to the going price in
the area and use may be made of the
optional procedure under Order No, 4565."

17. Amoco expects to offer to Tennessee
10 percent of its onshore new gas reserves
which {t may have available for sale over
the eight-year period, and Amoco shall
have a minimum obligation to offer to
Tennessee an average of 30 percent of
the onshore new gas reserves committed
for interstate sale east of the Rockles
during the eight-year period with cer-
tain provisos.

18. Offshore new gas reserves may be
offered by Amoco at prices up to the go-
ing price in the offshore area subject to
the FP.C. provided that the optional
procedure provided by Order No. 455
shall not be used unless the F.P.C. per-
mits optional pricing for write-off of re-
fund obligations governed by Opinion
Nos. 595, 598 or other area rate decislons.

19. Any dollar obligation remaining at
the end of the eight-year period shall
be paid by Amoco to Tennessee with
seven percent simple interest. However,
Amoco and Tennessee may petition the
FP.C. to expend the remaining amount
in exploratory drilling for the benefit of
Tennessee.

20. The stipulation is not to become
effective until approved by the Commlis-
sion on or before 180 days from the date
it was certified to the Commission, and
the order shall have become final and
non-appealable, but Amoco may walve
the requirement that the order become
final and non-appealable. If not ap-
proved the stipulation will be privileged
and of no effect. The stipulation asserts
that it represents a negotiated settle-
ment and no party shall be deemed to
have agreed to any underlying principle.
By letter filed October 5, 1873, Amoco
agrees to extend the time for Commis-
sion action for 90 days from and after
October 9, 1873. Amoco states that all
parties were notified by letter of Sep-
tember 26, 1973, and no objection has
been received.

21. The staff proposed stipulation is
nearly identical except for the write-off

¢+ Optional Procedure for Certificating New
Producer Sales of Natural Gas, Docket No. R-
441,48 FPC 218 (1072).
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Optional Procedure under Order

new gas reserves. Like Amoco, Stafl by
Jetter of October 9, 1973, would extend
the time for approval of its stipulation
by 90 days from and after October 8,
1973.

23. Like the stipulation of Amoco and
the staff, Tennessee provides with re-
spect to Docket No. CP66-269 that the
lease-sale agreement and the resulting
assignment and conveyvance shall remain
in full force and effect. Tennessee agrees
to flow-through to its customers the full
amount of any refunds by Amoco or the
royalty owners with interest.

24. For the duration of production
Tennessee shall continue for rate
making purposes to treat the production
of hydrocarbons from the leases in-
volved in the lease-sale on a cost-of-
service basis, but shall otherwise not be
required to change its rates In conform-
ity with the Commission's order issued
May 19, 1972, with Opinion No. 619.

25. Tennessee commits itself to con-
tribute $3,500,000 as a revolving fund to
producers, including its affiliate Tenneco
Oil Company, for exploration for gas
production. The contributions will be
only for prospects onshore and economi-
cally accessible to Tennessee's system.
Tennessee shall endeavor to obtain a call
on all gas so discovered but in any event
shall require any producer when it com-
mits funds to agree to sell a falr share to
Tennessee. Any gas so committed to
Tennessee's system will be on such pric-
Ing basis as Is then sallowed by the
Commission and negotiated between
Tennessee and the producer.

26. Tennessee is to account for the
contributions In accordance with the
provisions of the Uniform System of
Accounts but shall not include any part
of the contributions In its cost of service
for rate making purposes. Producers are
to repay the contributions in gas or in
cash and Tennessee is to reinvest the
amounts in contributions to producers.
Tennessee may require the producers to
repay the amount even if the exploratory
drilling is not successful but is not obli-
‘gated to require such repayment, Where
repayment is made by an affiliate after
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an unsuccessful venture, Tennessee shall
not be required to reinvest the repay-
ment.

27. The agreement is not o become
effective until the Commission shall have
entered a final order approving the stip-
ulation on or before 180 days from the
date the stipulatfon is certified to the
Commission and the order shall become
final and non-applicable, but Tennes-
see may walve the requirement that the
Commission’s order become final and
non-appealable. By letter of October 4,
1973, Tennessee advises thal it Is willing
to extend the time period by an addi-
tional 90 days from and after October 9,
1973.

28. The stipulation, if not approved,
is privileged and of no effect. It is stated
to represent a negotiated settlement and
no party fs deemed to have agreed to
any underlying principle.

THE STIPULATIONS IN THE LICHY OF THE
RECORD

29. In our opinion the settlement stip-
ulations are supported by the record. Of
particular importance in this respect are
the following matters: (1) the preserva-
tion of the lease-sale arrangement; (2)
the refund by Amoco of $8,000,000 to
Tennessee; and (3) obligations of Ten-
nessee to its customers.

(1) The Preservation of the Lease-
Sale Arrangement—

30. In our opinion the preservation of
the lease-sale arrangement, to which no
participants objected, when viewed to-
gether with other settlement provisions
offered by the contracting parties, is In
accordance with the public convenience
and necessity. By the end of 1971, about
one-half the reserves, as originally esti-
mated had been delivered, and almost 70
percent of the purchase price had been
paid. Since this Is no longer an executory
transaction, even If this were a contested
proceeding, we would be loath to order
rescission or radical modification. We
may note that the situation presented on
this record differs from that in the Rayne
Field case® involving a lease-sale, where
we were impressed with the uncertainty
and inflexibility of the arrangement. In
Rayne there was a fixed dollar price for
the reserves; in the present proceeding
the price amounts to 21 cents per Mcf
based on the contractual reserve estimate
or on any redetermined estimate,

31. The essence of the Bastian Bay
lease-sale is that Tennessee acquired &
large reserve for which the record shows
an increasing need. The record shows
that these onshore reserves have been
used to meet emergencies during a hur-
ricane period when producers offshore
were shutting down their facilities. Un-
der the lease-ssle form of transaction
Tennessee, within physical limits and
possible limitations imposed by state al-
Jowables, has obtained the right to pro-
duce gas at whatever rate of take it may
desire without incurring take-or-pay
obligations.

* Suprs, 42 FPC at p. 388,

32. Evidence in the record shows that
under a conventionnl contract the dafly
contract volume might have been ap-
proximately 151 Mmef per day with a
dafly take tolerance from 136 to 167
Mmef per day. In contrast, during the
years 1961 through 1967 Tennessee's
takes have ranged from zero to 360 Mmeotf
per day. Thus Tennessee has used the
flexibility of Bastian Bay as & storage
facility without incurring the necessary
investment or opernting costs.

33. There are cost comparisons in the
record indicating that over the life of
the field the cost under the lease-sale
arrangement would be greater than un-
der a conventional contract under esti-
mated area rates. Thus staff's witness
Loring using data presented by staft’s
witness Fell, who in turn relled on data
presented by Tennessee at the request
of the staff, testifled that Tennessee's
overall cost of Bastian Bay gas over the
life of the field using area rates is lower
than under the lease-sale. He found that
the total conventional cost plus tax
would be $248,511,818. Discounting this
amount at 6 percent back to the begin-
ning of operations, 1961, he reached a
discounted cost of $135,111,640.

34. For comparison, the witness set
forth costs under the lease-sale over the
life of the field arriving st $306,634,475
undiscounted and $162,280,697, dis-
counted. Alternatively, he made a sim-
flar computation treating the lease-sale
as a cash purchase as of 1861, Under
that assumption his net cost of-service
was $280,389,200, undiscounted, and
$161,746,046, discounted.

35. Amoco also made a cost compari-
son. Using the contractual reserve figure
of 759,000,000 Mcf it found a value, at
area rates for the net working interest
in the Bastian Bay gas, exclusive of pro-
duction taxes, of $160,907,017 or 21.190
cents per Mcf, compared to the contriac-
tual amount of $159.463,500 or 21.00
cents per Mcf. Using Amoco's claimed
reserve figure of 902,000,000 Mcf, the
value became $189,521 418 or 22.105 cents
per Mcf compared to $189,543,480 under
the contract rate of 21.0 cents per Mcf.
The differences in these results are, of
course, due to the assumptions. The stafl,
for instance, did not use as high a rate
of take and used & two-year rather than
& one-year make-up provision in com-
puting costs under a conventions!
contract.

36. Tennessee prepared cost computa-
tions in rebuttal to those of the staff. On
the conventional basis its witness Thorn-
hill found a cost of $331,658,767, undis-
counted and $147,636,912, discounted. On
a lease-sale basis for the life of the field
the witness found a cost of $347,337,507,
undiscounted and $173,844,185 dis-
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taken Into consideration the results are
consistent with permitting the least-sale
Jrrangement to continue in effect,

77. One important factor is that Ten-
hessee acquired the equivalent of a stor-
are field. As already noted, during the
parly years of the contract it made ex-
tenzive use of the fleld for swing pur-
poses, that is taking the gas when it was
needed but retaining it in the field at
other times. Amoco shows that Tennes-
e has stored up to about 165,000,000
Mcf in this manner, Based on data from
other storage fields Amoco computes
that an operating charge for storage
would be about 4 cents per Mecf and fixed
charges would be about 12 cents per
Mci. For the early period this repre-
ents costs saved to Tennessee of about
<26 million, For the period 1961 through
1071 the staff shows undiscounted con-
ventional costs of $124,448,650 compared
with lease-sale costs of $148,899,215. If
+25 million is deducted from the lease-
sale costs, they become approximately
e same as the conventional costs, We
recopnize that the record indicates that
the variations In take from Bastian Bay
beeame more modest in 1970 and 1971,
the last years covered by the record but
the storage potential 1s still present.

38. To conclude, because the lease-sale
arrangement has been successfully used
for s number of years and has provided
peculiar benefits to Tennessee we are of
the opinion that there is no reason to
disapprove the lease-sale arrangement,
but it would be in the public interest to
leave it intact subject to the conditions
set forth in the settlement.

(2) Amoco’s Refund Obligation—

30. Amoco's $8 million refund obliga-
tion in the proposed settlement is & ne-
gotiated figure. On the record the staff
computed what it called excess pay-
ments, meaning the difference between
the net consideration recelved by Amoco
under the lease-sale arrangement,
namely the note payments plus other
monetary benefits resulting from Ten-
nessee's operation of the properties, and
the revenues that would have been re-
ceived by Amoco at applicable area rates
under a conventional contract. Staff wit-
ness Zenith found excess payments for
the 1961-1971 period amounting to
$29,837,644 plus interest of $19,512,783
at 7 percent, In arriving at this result he
used for computing revenues under area
rates & dally contract quantity of one
Mc! for each 8000 Mecf of original net
recoverable reserves and a two-year
make-up period for deficient takes. After
deducting prepayments of $30,402,694,
which Tennessee would be permitted to
retain, he arrived at flow through re-
funds of $18,947,733.

40. Amoco’s witness Baumunk ad-
Justed the staff refund calculation to ar-
rive at a refund of $12.3 nillion plus
interest of $12.4 million or a total of
$24.7 milllon. He excluded certain costs
and added the year 1972 contending that
this would make years and note pay-
ments correspond. Further, on different
assumptions, which he considered more
appropriate, with respect to rate-of-take
and make-up periods he showed refunds
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diminishing to a negative amount of
$14.1 million, principal. Again we do not
believe it is necessary to go into the pre-
cise validity of the assumptions made.
Some of the costs excluded from the
lease-sale calculation represent overhead
which arguably could have been ex-
cluded. Ttems of considerable impact in
conventional contracts are the rates of
take and the make-up periods. There is
evidence in this record of rates-of-take
under contracts in Southern Louisiana
dating from the period of the lease-sale
which shows that annual volumes have
been in excess of the 1:8000 basis and
that the predominant contractual provi-
sion for 8 make-up period was one year.
In view of these considerations the pro-
posed refund of $8,000,000 is supportable
by the record. We therefore find no diffi-
culty with it and believe it is consistent
with the public convenience and
necessity.

(3) Obligations of Tennessee to its
Customers—

41. Tennessee, as outlined above, un-
dertakes to establish a $3.5 million re-
volving fund for financing gas explora-
tion. The record shows that Tennessee
recorded on its books during the years
1061 through 1971 about $11 million in
capital expenditures which actually had
been recovered from Amoco through con-
densate revenues, These amounts were
claimed as rate base in Docket No, RP71~
8 and thereby incremsed Tennessee's
costs and rates since the RP71-6 rates
went into effect on March 17, 1971. The
settlement rates in RP71-6 were made
subject to the outcome of Bastinn Bay,
but, in view of the settlement here, Ten-
nessee's rates will not be changed nor
refunds ordered as a result of Bastian
Bay. We think that Tennessee's offer of
a revolving fund of $3.5 million Is a
reasonable resolution of this issue on
which there is no controversy.

42. The issue as to whether Tennessee's
customers are entitled to a portion of
refunds received by Tennessee from
Amoco or the royalty owners has been
resolved by Tennessee's undertaking to
flow-through to its customers all of such
refunds.

Tas Reruxo Write-Orr FORMULA

43. Staff objects to the write-off for-
mula in Amoco's stipulation particularly
the distinction between onshore and off-
shore dedlcations by which write-off
credits above one cent per Mef are given
for onshore dedications and can be re-
ceived for onshore dedications at optional
prices under Order No. 455. Staff points
out that Amoco's write-off provision
differs greatly. from the Commission’s
refund write-off policies as expressed in
Opinion Nos. 598 and 595, and the pro-

* Southern Louisiann Area Rata proceeding,
46 PPC 86 (1071): afr'd, Placid Ol Company v.
PPO. —— F2d —— (CAS, April 10, 1973)
No, T1-2761. Texas Guilf Coast Area Rate

ng, 46 PPC 674 (1971); remanded

Casts, — F. 2d —— (CADC, August 24,
1973), No. 71-1828, because, among other
things, further explanation was required for
the work-off aystem adopted.
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ducers not Involved in Bastian Bay might
seck the same write-off treatment. The
Stafl also argues that the optional pricing
feature in Amoco's stipulation is contrary
to Order No. 456 and that other pro-
ducers would seek the same kind of re-
lief, Staff adds that the refund write-off
of 2 cents per Mcf for onshore dedica-
tions would provide no additional incen-
tive uniess the optional pricing feature is

because competitive prices are
substantially higher than the 26 cent
area rate in Southern Louisiana.,

44. As already indicated, the other
parties commenting on the stipulations
supported Amoco’s write-off plan rather
than the staff’s. Variously expressed,
their argument was that the provisions in
Amoco's stipulation providing for the
dedication of onshore reserves would be
more in the public interest than stafl's
provisions because they would cause the
dedication to the interstate market of
gas that would otherwise go to the intra-
state market over which the Commis-
sion has no jurisdiction.

45. We are of the opinion that stafl’s
version of the refund write-off should be
accepted principally on the ground that
Amoro's stipulation would represent a
diseriminatory treatment of the write-
off problem contrary to the aren cases,
As set forth earlier, the Amoco stipula-
tion provides for onshore dedications
with write-off credits in excess of one
cent per Mcf and permits credits for on-
shore dedications where the gas Is sold at
optional prices under Order No. 455 In-
stend of area prices. In contrast, Opinion
No. 598 provides for a refund credit of
one cent for each Mcf of new gus re-
serves committed to jurisdictional seles
{rom the area (46 FPC at pp, 141, 147).

46. Amoco argues that producers sub-
ject to the varlous area proceedings
are In an entirely different posture.
Amoco says that to gain applica-
tion of the formula presented by it
here other producers would have to con-
vey the producing leases to the pipeline,
relinqulsh control over lease operations,
undertake an additional specified dollar
obligation to the pipeline, offer a specific
percentage of future Interstate sales to
the pipeline and otherwise carry out the
obligations of the lease-sale and Amoco’s
stipulation. In our opinion these distinc-
tions between Amoco and other producers
are not persuasive. In either case we
would be dealing with & producer selling
gas to a pipeline and liable for a refund.
The refund evidence in this case Is based
upon the area price for flowing gas and

ably the settlement figures of
$8,000,000 reflects that evidence. Al-
though specifically excluded by Opinion
No. 508 the Bastian Bay proceeding was
originally part of the Southern Loulsl-
ana area proceeding. While a legalistic
distinction can be made between Amoco
and the other producers, it would be un-
just and discriminatory for Amoco to re-
celve a write-off credit of 2 cents per
Mef with repect to the onshore gas while
other producers receive only one cent
per Mcf. In Placid, supra, aflirming Opin-
fon 598, the court recounted that cer-
tain intervening parties contended that
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Amoco was premature in objecting to
separation of the Bastian Bay proceeding
since there is no indication that its
Bastian Bay sale would receive disparate
treatment. We think that without more
than is shown here that the refund write-
off issue should receive the same
treatment.

47. Furthermore, as staff points out,
the refund write-off of 2 cents per Mecf
for onshore dedications would provide
no additional incentive to Amoco to dedi-
cate onshore reserves unless the optional
price feature of the stipulation is ac-
cepted. We can take notice that intra-
state prices in the Southern Loulsiana
area are much more than 2 cents above
the area rate of 26 cents per Mecf.

48. In our opinion the optional pric-
ing procedure under Order No, 455 Is not
applicable where the dedications of gas
are to be used to write-off refund obliga-
tions. In Order No. 455 we expressly said
that reserves dedicated under the op-
tional procedure would not count toward
discharge of refund obligations under
area rate opinfons (48 FPC at p. 228).
While this is not an area rate proceeding
it is so closely related to the Southern
Loulsiana proceeding that it would. be
unjust and . discriminatory to permit
Amoco to use the optional procedure,

49. We agree with the staff that the
differences in the refund work-off for-
mula in stafl’s stipulation from that in
Opinion Nos, 595 and 598 are not sig-
nificant. Dedications here may be made
anywhere In the continental United
States east of the Rockles instead of
only in the pricing area. Also for Amoco
to recelive credit 100 percent of the dedi-
cations must be made to Tennessee, not
only 50 percent as in Opinion Nos, 595
and 588. The staff stipulation gives credit
for dedications where the sale is not ap-
proved by F.P.C. or approved only with
conditions different from those applicable
to similar sales. Further, the staff stipu-
lation does not require rejection by the
pipeline to whom the refunds are owed
in order to permit refund credit where
reserves are committed to other buyvers
as Opinion No. 598 requires, These differ-
ences in our opinion make the staff stipu-
lation adaptable to this proceeding with-
out being violative of the precedent of
Opinion Nos, 595 and 598 on such funda-
mental matters as the level of write-off
credit and the use of optional pricing.

Tre PosiTioN oF Lanp CoMpany

50. Land Company filed an answer to
motions for approval of the settlements
and a protest to the proposed settle-
ments. It argues on the law and the evi-
dence that the royalty owners have not
sold gas and are not subject to the juris-
diction of the Commission. It prays that
the Commission issue the certificates re-
quested by Tennessee and Amoco but only
in the event that Land Company should
be held to have shown cause why no
certificate should be required as to it
and should be hence discharged and the

proceedings in Docket No, CI67-1810
terminated.

NOTICES

51. Amoco and Tennessee have asked
that their dockets be severed from the
royalty owner dockets. New York and
staff simlilarly ask that the Commission
in approving the Amoco and Tennessee
proposals sever the royalty dockets for
subsequent resolution, and that the legal
issues, which they contend are separable,
be resolved after further opportunity for
briefing. =

52, In our opinion based upon the
record the relations between Tennessee
and the royalty owners involve issues,
lagal and factual, that may be considered
separately. The settlement agreements
did not extend to these issues. In approv-
ing the stipulations we shall grant the
Amoco and Tennessee motions that their
dockets be severed, and we shall provide
for further briefing before making a de-
termination on the issues or remanding
if further evidence should appear neces-
sary.

53. We are aware that In our order of
December 23, 1971, remanding these pro-
ceedings we noted that the issue of our
Jurisdiction over the royalty owners had
already been briefed and further evi-
dence was not required. At the present
time further briefing on the legal ques-
tions is required and it is necessary to
deal with additional evidence in the 1972
record on alleged excess payments and
refunds with respect to the royalty In-
terest gas, To avold unnecessary work
any party or intervenor will be permitted
to Incorporate by reference protests or
comments filled with respect to the settle-
ment stipulations.

The Commission further finds

(1) Tennessee Gas Pipeline Company,
a Division of Tenneco Inc., is an inter-
state pipeline and is a “natural-gas com-
pany* within the meaning of the Natural
Gas Act.

(2) Amoco is & natural-gas company
:'ithin the meaning of the Natural Gas

ct.

(3) The sales and transportation of
natural gas hereinbefore described, as
more fully described in the respective ap-
plications, are made In interstate com-
merce, subject to the jurisdiction of the
Commission and such sales and transpor-
tation, together with the construction
and operation of any facilities subject to
the jurisdiction of the Commission nec-
essary therefor, are subject to the re-
quirements of subsections (¢) and (e) of
Section 7 of the Natural Gas Act.

(4) Amoco and Tennessee are able and
willing properly to do the acts and to per-
form the services proposed and to con-
form to the provisions of the Natural Gas
Act and the requirements, rules and regu-
lations of the Commission thereunder.

(6) The sale of natural gas by Amoco
and the transportation and sale of na-
tural gas by Tennessee, together with
the construction and operation of any
facilities subject to the jurisdiction of
the Commission necessary therefor, are
required by the public convenience and
necessity and certificates therefor
should be issued as hereinafter ordered
and conditioned.

(6) The disposition of the issues in
Docket Nos, CP66-269 and CI66-910, ot
al. on the basis of the settlements filed
by stafl and Tennessee and certifled to
the Commission on April 11, 1973, is rea-
sonable and proper and in the public in.
terest in carrying out the provisions of
the Natural Gas Act and should be ap-
proved and made effective.

(7)) Good cause has not been shown
for adopting the stipulation presented by
Amoco.

(8) It is necessary and proper that
Docket Nos. CI67-1805 through CI67-
1813 be severed and that opportunity for
briefing be afforded as provided below

The Commission orders

(A) Certificates of public convenience
and necessity are issued authorizing
Amoco to sell natural gas in interstate
commerce for resale, Tennessee to tran:-
port and sell natural gas in interstate
commerce for resale and both the Appli-
cants to construct and operate the facill-
ties subject to the jurisdiction of the
Commission necessary therefor, as de-
seribed above or in their applications,
upon the terms and conditions of this
order.

(B) The certificates issued by para-
graph (A) above and the rights granted
therein are condi'foned upon Applicants'
compliance with all applicable Commis-
sion Regulations Under the Natural Gas
Act; for Tennessee, with the general
terms and conditions set forth in pars-
gravhs (a), (e), () and (g) of Section
157.20 of such Regulations; and with re-
spect to the settlement stipulations filed
by staff and Tennessee and referred to
above,

(C) Within 30 days of the issusnce of
this order Amoco shall flle with this
Commission a rate schedule applicable
to the sale herein authorized.

(D) The settlement stipulations filed
by staff and Tennessee are hereby ap-
proved.

(E) This order is without prejudice to
any findings or orders which have been
made or will hereafter be made by the
Commission, and is without prejudice to
any claims or conditions which may be
made by the Commission, its staff,
Amoco, Tennessee, or any other party or
person affected by this order, in any
proceeding now pending or hereinafter
instituted by or against Amoco or Ten-
nessee or any other person or party.

(F) Docket Nos. CI67-1805 through
CI67-1813 are severed; briefs on the
question of whether Land Company and
other royalty are selling gas to Tennes-
see and are subject to the jurisdiction of
the Commission and whether they are
liable for refunds may be filed by any
party or Intervenor within 60-days of the
issuance of this opinion and order and
reply briefs within 30-days thereafter.
In preparing such briefs or reply briefs
any party or intervenor may incorporate
by reference any flling made by way of
comment or protest with respect to the
settlement stipulations.
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gy the Commission.
Brooke, concurring, filed a separate
ctaternent appended hereto” Commis-
<joner Moody, dissenting, filed a separate

statement appended hereto.”
(sEaLl KenneTH F, ProMa,
Secretary

-

[ PR Doc.73-23259 Plled 10-31-73:8:45 am|]

[Docket No. ID-1663]
THEODORE W. MILLSPAUGH, JR.
Notice of Application

OcrosEn 24, 1973.

Take notice that on October 18, 1973,
Theodore W. Millspaugh, Jr. (Appli-
cant), filed a supplemental application
pursuant to section 305(b) of the Fed-
eral Power Act seeking authority to hold
the position of Treasurer of Central Ver-
mont Public Service Corporation and
Connecticut Valley Electric Company,
Ine,

Central Vermont Public Service Cor-
poration engages in the generation and
purchase of electric energy and its trans-
mlscion, distribution and sale for light,
power, heat and other purposes to about
92,600 customers In Middlebury, Ran-
dolph, Rutland, Springfield, Windsor,
Bradford, Bennington, Brattleboro, St,
Johnsbury, St. Albans, Woodstock and
163 other towns and villages in Vermont.

Cohnecticut Valley Electric Company,
Inc. engages in the purchase of electric
energy and its transmission, distribution
and sale for light, power, heat, and other
purposes to about 8000 customers in
Claremont and 18 other towns and vil-
Inzes In New Hampshire.

Any person desiring to be heard or to
make any protest with reference to sald
application should on or before Novem-
ber 18, 1973, file with the Federal Power
Commission, Washington, D.C. 20428,
petitions or protests to intervene in ac-
cordance with the requirements of the
Commission's rules of practice and pro-
cedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10). All protests
filed with the Commission will be con-
sidered by it in determining the appro-

riate action to be taken but will not
=erve to make the protestants parties to
the proceeding. Persons wishing to be-
come parties to a proceeding or to par-
ticipate as & party in any hearing
therein must flle petitions to intervene
In accordance with the Commission’s
rules. The application is on file with the
Commission and available for public
Inspection.
Kexnera F. PLoms,
Secretary.

[FR Doe.73-23208 Filed 10-31-73;8:45 am]

[Docket No. CP73-117, ste,)]

UNITED GAS PIPE LINE CO. ET AL.

Order Granting Extension of Time and Set-
ting New Date for Cross-Examination of
Supply Evidence

Ocrounzz 24, 1973.

In the matter of United Gas Pipe Line
Company, United Gas Pipe Line Com-

e —

"Flled as part of the original document.

NOTICES

pany, Mississippl River Transmission
Corporation, Natural Gas Pipeline Com-
pany of America, Southern Natural Gas
Company, Texas Eastern Transmission
Corporation, Texas Gas Transmission
tion. Docket Nos. CP73-117, CP

73-168, CP73-169, CP73-170, CP73-171,
CP73-179, CP73-180, CP73-189 (Phase I).
On September 26, 1973, Staff of the
Federal Power Commission moved to ex-
tend the time in which it may file evi-

calculations and deliverability projec-
tions of United Gas Pipe Line Company’s
(United) system to January 10, 1874 or
until it has compieted its investigation
of United’s gas supply. Utilities * support
the motion and request that cross-exami-
nation begin 20 days after all evidence
or rebuttal evidence on United’s gas sup-
ply has been filed. United generally op-
poses the motion and states that Staff
should be directed to complete its study
of United's reserves while the ancillary
fssue of Stafl’s rights under the Natural
Gas Act to data reproduction and main-
tenance thereof is pending. United asks
that Staff be allowed 30 days from the
date of this order in which to complete
{ts Investigation and flle evidence. Exxon
Corporation (Exxon), not a party herein,
but an owner of gas reserves dedicated
to Sea Robin Pipe Line Company, by
telegram filed October 15, 1973 likewise
opposes Stafl’s motion or in the alterna~-
tive suggests a 15 day extension of time.

For the reasons and to extent stated
below we grant Stafl’s motion and Util-
{ties request. While we are cognizant
that a prior extension of time was
granted * for essentially the same pur-
poses for which the instant extension
is sought, the circumstances put forward
by the pleadings before us dictate the
results herein reached.*

Where natural gas service to certain
customers is subject to abandonment
under section T(b) of the Natural Gas
Act, gas supply matters must be fully
considered. Analyses, independent of
United's, are & desirable element of that
consideration, particularly for purposes
of these proceedings.

Stafl, therefore, will be granted an ex-
tension to January 10, 1974, to complete
its investigation. We are of the opinion
that commencement of cross-examina-
tion of reserve witnesses on January 28,
1974 provides sufficient time within which
to prepare therefor and we so order,

We now turn to the issue of whether
Stalf must retain reproduced copies of
data that It has or will examine. Stall
need not do so inasmuch as we recognize
the practical and administrative burdens
that such an undertaking would give rise
to. However, sections 8, 10 and 14 of the
Natural Gas Act grant this Commission
the authority and power to examine and

1 New Orleans Public Sarvice Inc., Loulsiana
Power and Light Company, Mississipp! Power
and Light Company, Gulf States Utilitiea
Company and Mississtpp! Power Company.

*See our Order on Reconsideration issued
thereln on May 16, 1973.

*Mindful of our desire for an
resolution of the matters presented in theso
dockets, we may well have reached a dif-
ferent result Iif the situation were not as
presentod.

20149

have access to reserve data for reserves
dedicated to Jurisdictional plpelines,
These sections also prescribe that nat-
ural gas companies shall keep and main-
tain such data so that Commission access
thereto can, at all times, be effectuated.
We, therefore, will direct the companies *
holding such reserve data to keep and
maintain all data pertaining to United
States reserves for purposes of access
thereto by the Commission or its Staff
and until further notification by the
Commission.

Staff is directed to maintain Its work
papers on the data that it will examine
togethe. with a detailed MNst(s) of all
documents examined. Each producer or
party holding data shall indicate its
agreement In writing, on each list pre-
sented by Staff that sald list(s) con-
taln(s) a description of all the data ex-
amined by Staff. Staff shall maintain the
original 1ist(s) with a copy going to the
producer or party whose data appears
thereon. Sald party or producer shall
maintain the data until further order of
the Commission. Should the need arise
during the pendency of cross-examina-
tion, Stall and parties shall have the op-
portunity to seek through the Yresiding
Administrative Law Judge reproduction
of the document or particular data upon
which any conflict is based.

The Commission orders:

(A) The data heretofore mentioned
shall be kept and maintained as pre-
scribed above

(B) Staff"s Motion for Extension of
Time and Utlities Motion for Extension
of Time to Commence Cross Examina-
tion of Supply Evidence are granted to
the extent above limited.

(C) Any rebuttal evidence shall be
filed on January 21, 1974,

By the Commission.

[sEaAL) Kexnem F. PLuns,
Secretary.
[FR Doc.73-23256 Filed 10-31-73;8:46 am ]}

[Docket Nos. CP74-82, CPT74-83)
UTAH GAS SERVICE CO.

Notice of Applications
Ocroser 24, 1973,

Take notice that on September 27,
1973, Utah Gas Service Company (Appli-

*It would appear that those in posssssion
of the compilete Information required to
make a determination of the reserves at-
tached to Sea Robin are the producers from
which it purchases natural gas. These in-
clude, but are not limited to: Signal Ol &
Gas Company; Amorada Hess tion;
Louistann Iand and Exploration Company;
Texaco, Inc; Amoco Production Company;
Pennzoll Offshore Gas Operators, Inc.
(POGO); Mesa Offshore Company: Texas
Ecee, Inc; Pinto, Inc,
: Exxon 3

tion; Corporation;
Mobil On Corporation; Dixilyn Corporation;
Perry B. Bams, Agent; Shell Oll Corporation;
Chevron Ol Company, The California Com-
pany Division: Pennsoll Production Com-
pany; The Offshore Company: Midwest Ol
Corporation; Argonsut Petroleum; Occiden-
tal Petroleum Company and Charter Explora-
tion & Production Company.
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cant), Suite 1210, Denver Center Build-
ing, 1776 Lincoln Street, Denver, Colo-
rado 80203, filed {n Docket Nos. CP74-82
and CP74-83 applications pursuant to
section 7(c) of the Natural Gas Act for
certificates of public convenience and
necessity authorizing a volumetric ex-
change of natural gas with and the sale
for resale of natural gas to the Northwest
Division of El Paso Natural Gas Com-
pany (El Paso), all as more fully set forth
in the applications which are on file with
the Commission and open to public in-
spection,

Applicant states that since it is unable
to procure increased volumes of gas from
El Paso to meet the increasing needs of
residential and commercial customers,
Applicant has secured a source of intra-
state supply from production in the Alta-
mont Area of Duchesne County, Utah.
Applicant proposes in Docket No. CP74-
83 to utilize said supply of gas to meet
the needs of the community of Vernal
and to deliver a portion which is remain-
ing to El Paso at an interconnection to
be established in Ulntah County, Utah,

.pursuant to a gas exchange agreement
dated September 19, 1673. El Paso is to
redeliver to Applicant on a volumetric
exchange basis at four existing upstream
delivery points on El Paso’s pipeline
which are presently used to deliver gas
to Applicant In San Juan County and
Grand County, Utah. The application in
Docket No. CP74-83 states the exchange
agreement shall be for a primary term
ending May 1, 1977, and thereafter until
cancelled upon six month written notice.

Applicant proposes in Docket No. CP
74-82 pursuant to a gas purchase agree-
ment with El Paso dated September 19,
1873, to sell to El Paso certain volumes of
sald gas which are surplus to the require-
ments of Applicant’s intrastate system
and the volume of gas it proposes to ex-
change with El Paso in accordance with
the exchange agreement of September 19,
1973. The application states the price will
be 45 cents per Mcf for gas sold during
the period ending December 31, 1973 es-
calating one cent for each succeeding
year until the expiration of the gas pur-
chase agreement’s term on May 1, 1977,

Applicant states that the exchange and
sale are advantageous to both parties and
will bring a supply of natural gas into
the Interstate market which would not
otherwise be available. Applicant further
states that no new facilities will be re-
quired other than a metering station to
be constructed by El Paso at the pro-
posed interconnection in Uintah County,
Utah,

Any person desiring to be heard or to
make any protest with reference to said
applications should on or before Novem-
ber 2, 1973, file with the Federal Power
Commission, Washington, D.C. 20426, a
petition to intervene or a protest in ac-
cordance with the requirements of the
Commission's rules of practice and pro-
cedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10) and the regu-
Jations under the Natural Gas Act (18
CFR 157.10). All protests filed with the
Commission will be considered by it in
determining the appropriate action to be

NOTICES

taken but will not serve to make the
protestants parties to the p . Any
person wishing to become a party to a
proceediny or to participate as a party in
any hearing therein must file‘a petition
to intervene in accordance with the Com-
mission's rules.

Take further notice that, pursuant to
the authority contained in and subject ‘o
the jurisdiction conferred upon the Fed-
eral Power Commission by sections 7 and
15 of the Natural Gas Act and the Com-
mission’s rules of practice and procedure,
hearings will be held without further
notice before the Commission on these
applications if no petitions to intervene
are flled within the time required herein,
if the Commission on its own review of
the matter finds that a grant of the cer-
tificates is required by the public con-
venience and necessity. If petitions for
leave to intervene are timely filed, or if
the Commission on its own motion be-
lieves that formal hearings are required,
further notice of such hearings will be
duly given.

Under the procedure herein provided
for, unless otherwise advised, it will be
unnecessary for Applicant to appear or
to be represented at the hearings,

KenNNeTH F. PLuMs,
Secretary.

[FR Doc.73~23261 Piled 10-31-73;8:45 amj

[Docket No. RP74-20)
MIDWESTERN GAS TRANSMISSION CO.

Notice of Filing of Plan for
Curtailment of iveries

Ocroser 20, 1973.

Take notice that on October 9, 1973,
Midwestern Gas Transmission Company,
& Division of Tenneco Inc. (Tennessee)
tendered for filing proposed changes to
Third Revised Volume No. 1 of its FPC
Gas Tariff, consisting of the following
tariff sheets.

Original Sheets Nos. 89, 00, 81, 92, 03, 04,
and 95 Pirst Revised Sheet Nos. 5, 11, 16, 19,
20, 27, 48, 47, 52, 57, 76, 80, 81, 87, and 88,

Midwestern states the principal change
on the tariff sheets is to Include in the
general terms and conditions of the tar-
iff a new Article XIX entitled Curtail-
ment of Deliveries (Southern System).
Furthermore, Midwestern states the re-
vised tariff sheets cancel Midwestern's
Rate Schedule TWS. In addition, Mid-
western states that the tarlff sheets (1)
revise the form of Sheet No. 5 to accom-
modate the rate adjustments provided by
section 9 of Article XIX and to eliminate
the rate for Rate Schedule TWS and (2)
make certain minor changes in wording
on the other tariff sheets filed to conform
to the inclusion of Article XIX and the
elimination of Rate Schedule TWS. Mid-
western further states that the proposed
gas curtailment provision is being filed
pursuant to the Commission’s Order No.
467-B in Docket No. R-469, as modified
as to priority-of-service category (2) by
the Commission’s Opinion No. 647-A.

Midwestern requests that the filing be
made effective on the proposed date of
November 9, 1973, without suspenstion:
however, should the Commission suspend
such tariff sheets, Midwestern requests
that the suspension be limited to a period
of one day. If the Commission regards
the inclusion of category (2) to be such a
departure from the Commission's policy
as to lead to a suspension of Midwestern's
filing, Midwestern requests that Subsii.
tute Original Sheet No. 89 be submitted
for original sheet No. 89. Midwestern in-
dicates that except for the deletion of
category (2), such substitute sheet is
identical to the original sheet of the same
number.

On September 28, 1973, in Docket No.
RP74-24, Tennessee filed a plan for cur-
tallment citing the critical nation-wide
gas shortage and the abnormally high
reductions In Tennessee's gas supply. As
a result of this Midwestern indicates it
may be unable to meet its Southern sys-
tem requirements subsequent to Novem-
ber 1, 1973. Therefore Midwestern states,
it is necessary, appropriate and in the
public interest that Midwestern's pro-
posed curtailment plan be accepted.

Midwestern's flling includes provision
for an overrun pensity of $10.00 per Mcf
for volumes taken In excess of curtail-
ment volumes under the curtailment
plan.

Midwestern states that coples of its
filing have been mailed to all of its af-
fected customers and interested state
commissions,

Any person desiring to be heard or to
protest said filing should file a petition
to intervene or protest with the Federal
Power Commission, 825 North Capitol
Street NE., Washington, D.C. 20426, in
accordance with §§1.8 and 1.10 of the
Commission’s rules of practice and pro-
cedure (18 CFR 1.8, 1.10). All such peti-
tions or protest should be filed on or
before November 2, 1973. Protests will
be considered by the Commission In de-
termining the appropriate action to be
taken, but will not serve to make protest-
ant parties to the proceeding. Any person
wishing to become a party must file &
petition to intervene. Coples of this filing
are of file with the Commission and are
available for public inspection.

EKennern F. Proms,
Secretary.

IFR Doc.73-23438 Piled 10-31-73;11:02 am|

FEDERAL RESERVE SYSTEM
AMERICAN BANKS OF FLORIDA, INC.
Formation of Bank Holding Company

American Banks of Florida, Inc., Jack-
sonville, Fiorida, has applied for the
Board's approval under section 3(a) (1)
of the Bank Holding Company Act (12
US.C. 1842(a) (1)) to become a bank
holding company through acquisition of
80 percent or more of the voting shares
of each of the following banks: American
National Bank of Jacksonville, American
Beach Boulevard Bank, Amerfcan Ar-
lington Bank, and American Mandarin
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pank, & proposed new bank, all in Jack-
conville, Florida. The factors that are
considered in acting on the application
are set forth in section 3(c) of the Act
(12 U.S.C. 1842(¢c)).

The application may be inspected at
the office of the Board of Governors or
st the Federal Reserve Bank of Atlanta.
Any person wishing to comment on the
application should submit his views in
writing to the Secretary, Board of Gov-
ernors of the Federal Reserve System,
washington, D.C. 20551, to be received
not later than November 20, 1973.

Board of Governors of the Federal Re-
wrve System, October 25, 1973.

[seaLl Cuester B, FELDBERG,
Secretary of the Board,

[FR Doe, 73-23241 Filed 10-31-73; 8:456 am.]

FIRST & MERCHANTS CORP.
Order Approving Acquisition of Equitable
Leasing Corporation

Pirst & Merchants Corporation, Rich-
mond, Virginia, a bank holding company
within the meaning of the Bank Holding
Company Act, has applied for the
Board's approval, under section 4(c) (8)
of the Act and section 225.4(b) (2) of the
Board's Regulation ¥, to acquire all of
the voting shares of Equitable Leasing
Corporation, Asheville, North Carolina
(“Company’’), a company that engages
in leasing personal property and equip-
ment. Such activities have, under certain
conditions, been determined by the Board
to be closely related to banking (12 CFR
2254(a)(8)).

Notice of the application, affording op-
portunity for interested persons to sub-
mit comments and views on the public
interest factors, has been duly published
(33 FR 21217). The time for filing com~
ments and views has expired, and none
has been timely received.

Applicant controls five banks with
total deposits of $1.1 billion, represent-
.Ing 10.3 percent of total deposits in com-
mercial banks in the State, and Is the
third largest banking organization in
Virginia. (Unless otherwise indicated, all
banking data are as of December 31, 1972,
and reflect bank holding company for-
mations and acquisitions approved by the
Board through October 1, 1873.)

Company, from its 12 offices in the
southeastern and southwestern United
States,! engages in the leasing of ma-
chinery, machine tools, industrial and
office equipment, motor vehicles, furnish-
ings, and fixtures to commercial and cor-
porate lessors and also acts as agent,
broker, or adviser in securing such leases
for the accounts of four banks located in
Indiang, Illinois, and Nebraska. It ap-
pears that approximately 85 percent of
Company's leasing business and 100 per-
cent of its agency, brokerage, and ad-
visory business are originated within the
southeastern United States and the

‘Thess officea nre located in Alabams,
Colorado, Florida, Georgia, North Carolina,
South Carolins, and Texas,

NOTICES

State of Colorado, even though its cus-
tomers are located in 28 States. During
calendar year 1972, Company's volume of
gross receipts from leases and rentals
were slightly over $3 million, Company
competes with numerous national and
regional lessors, including national
banks, that are engaged In direct lease
financing; Company estimates that it has
only a 0.25 percent share of the outstand-
ing lease receivables in the South At-
lantic States. With the exception of one
lease acquired by a subsidiary of Appli-
cant in 1965, Applicant and its subsidiar-
les do not engage in leasing activities. In
light of the above facts including the
relatively small size of Company, the
Board finds that consummation of the
proposed acquisition will have no signifi-
cant adverse effect on existing or future
competition.*

Under the Board's existing leasing
regulation and interpretation, a com-
pany may engage in leasing if, at the
time of the acquisition of the property
by the lessor, there is a lease agreement
that will yield a return during the initial
term of the lease from (1) rentals, (2)
estimated salvage value at the end of the

minimum useful life allowed by the In-’

ternal Revenue Service, and (3) esti-
mated tax benefit (investment tax credit
and tax deferral from accelerated depre-
ciation) that will result in full recovery
of the lessor's acquisition cost (12 CFR
225.4(a) (6) and 225.123(d)). Applicant
states that, with one exception, all of
Company's equipment and motor vehicle
leases are consistent with the require-
ments of a full-payout lease as Company
recovers in full its acquisition cost of
leased personal property from rentals
alone during the initial term of the lease.

s Immediately prior to consummation of
the proposal herein, Company will acquire,
for cash, the assets of Biltmore Leasing, Inc.,
Asheville, North Carclina ("Blltmore™), a
corporation owned by the two principal ex-
ecutive officers of the Company and their
wives, Applicant states that all labilities of
Biltmore will bo pald and that the corpors-
tion will then be dissolved, The leate port-
folio of Biltmore consists entirely of full-
payout equipment leases covering small
ftems such as cash rogisters and similar
equipment used for retall trade purposes; its
service area consists of a small region of
western North Carolina centered around
Asheville, Biltmore's lease portfolio is valued
at approximately $150,000 and its total as-
sots, as of May 31, 1973, were $83.500. In view
of the small size of Blltmore, the Board has
considered the application as one to acquire
both Company and Biltmore.

f Applicant states that all of the leases In
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In this connection, it is noted that the
motor vehicle lease agreement offered by
Company, while generally written on a
24-month basis, permits the lessee to
terminate at any time after the 12th
month. Upon termination or expiration
of the lease, the vehicle is sold and lessee
is legally obligated to reimburse Com-
pany for any deficiency between the net
sales price and Company’s unrecovered
portion of the acquisition cost of the
leased vehicle. As the Board has previ-
ously stated, it will permit reliance on
an unconditional obligation guarantee-
ing full-payout recovery by a bona fide
lessee which clearly has the financial
resources to meet such obligations.' In
this case, Company has stated that its
leases are primarily with business orga-
nizations or, occasionally, professional
individuals, such as doctors, lawyers, and
architects. Further, Company has indi-
cated that it makes an extensive credit
investigation of each prospective lessee.
Accordingly, the Board concludes that
Company's leasing activities are within
the scope of the Board's existing leasing
regulation and interpretation.

Applicant’s acquisition of Company
would benefit the public by increasing
the line of services available to Appli-
cant’s customers and, through access to
Applicant’s greater financial resources,
enable Company to become a more ag-
gressive competitor in the leasing busi-
ness. It appears that the proposed
affiliation would not result in any undue
concentration of resources, unfair com-
petition, conflicts of interests, unsound
banking practices, or other adverse
effects.

Based upon the foregoing and other
considerations reflected in the record,
the Board has determined that the bal-
ance of the public interest factors the
Board Is required to consider under sec-
tion 4(¢)(8) is favorable. Accordingly,
the application is hereby approved. This
determination is subject to the condi-
tions set forth in section 2254(c) of
Regulation Y and to the Board's author-
ity to require such modification or termi-
nation of the activities of a holding
company or any of its subsidiaries as the
Board finds necessary to assure compli-
ance with the provisions and purposes
of the Act and the Board’s regulations
and orders issued thereunder, or to
prevent evasion thereof.’

The transaction shall be consummated
not later than three months after the
effective date of this Order, unless such
period is extended for good cause by the

Company's portfolio are full-payout 1 =
with the exception of 12 sutomobile leases
originally writfen by Alabama Auto Leasing
Corporation, Birmingham, Alabama, which
firm Company acquired In 1972, According
to Applicant, the depreciated book value of
the vehicles covered by these leases was
$32,765 as of April 30, 1073, out of total de-
preciated book value of $1,180824 for all
automobiles owned by Company. Purther, all
12 leases are with a single lessee and all will
be off Company's books within 22 months,
On the basis of these facts, It would appear
that the portion of Company's business con-
sisting of non-full-payment leases s de
minimus,

« Application of Chemlenl New York Cor-
poration, New York, New York, to acquire
CNA Nuclear Leasing, Inc., Boston, Mnasss-
chusetts (1973 Pedoral Reserve FBulletin
608-700).

It should be noted that the Board Is
presontly considering adoption of s revised
real and personal pfoperty regulation and ap-
proval of this appliestion does not provide
any assurance that Company's leasing activi-
ties will be permissible under such leasing
regulation, Accordingly, Company may be
required to discoutinue any leasing activities
that do not meet the requirements of the
rovised leasing regulation.
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Board or by the Federal Reserve Bank
of Richmond.

By order of the Board of Governors,*
effective October 25, 1973.

(sEaL] Cuaesten B. Priopere,
Secretary of the Board.

[FR Doc.73-23244 Filed 10-31-73;8:45 am]

FIRST BANC GROUP OF OHIO, INC.

Order Approving Acquisition of Bank

First Banc Group of Ohio, Inc., Colum-
bus, Ohio, a bank holding company
within the meaning of the Bank Holding
Company Act, has applied for the
Board’s approval under section 3(a) (3)
of the Act (12 U.S.C. 1842(a)(3)) to
acquire all of the voting shares (less di-
rectors’ qualifying shares of First Trust
Company of Ohio, National Assoclation,
Columbus, Ohlo, & proposed new bank
(“Bank”™).

Notice of the application, affording
opportunity for Interested persons to
submit comments and views, has been
given in accordance with section 3(b) of
the Act. The time for filing comments
and views has expired, and the Board
has considered the application and all
comments received In light of the factors
set forth in section 3(c) of the Act (12
U.S.C. 1842(c)).

Applicant, the seventh largest bank
holding company in Ohio, controls thir-
teen banks with aggregate deposits of
$1.0 billion, representing approximately
4 percent of total deposits in commercial
banks in the State?

Bank Is being organized to consolidate

tiguous thereto,” and in the fourteen Ohio

Ing pursuant to a national bank charter,

Since Bank Is being organized to con-
solidate the trust services presently pro-
six of Applicant's subsidiary

to offer trust services in the
where seven 6f Applicant's sub-

*Voting for this action: Chalrman Burns
and Governors Brimmer, Sheehan, Bucher,
and Holland. Absent and not voting: Gover-
nors Mitchell and Daane,

T All banking data are as of Docember 31,
1072,

*These counties are Delaware, Licking,

Hamillton, Sandusky, and Portage.
*Although some of Bank's aotivities are
similar in scope to those contained in regu-
Iatory proposals by the Board relating to the
deposit-taking activities of trust companies
to section 4(c) (8) of the

(38 FR 18001, 28082).

NOTICES
sidiary banks presently operate without

significant existing or potential competi-
tion would be eliminated upon consum-
mation of this proposal.

The financial and managerial re-
sources of Applicant, Its existing sub-
sidiary banks, and Bank are satisfactory
and consistent with approval of this ap-
plication. Applicant’s existing subsidiary
banks are operating without trust powers
in seven Ohio counties. In only one of
those seven counties is there more than
one other bank which directly offers trust
services. The provision of trust services
by Bank in those counties will add an-
other convenient alternative for trust
services. Considerations relating to con-
venience and needs of the communities
to be served are consistent with and lend
some welght toward approval of the ap-
plication. It is the Board's judgment that
the proposed acquisition would be in
the public Interest and that the applica-
tion should be approved.

On the basis of the record, the appli-
cation is approved for the reasons sum-
marized above, The transaction shall not
be consummated (a) before the thirtieth
calendar day following the effective date
of this Order or (b) later than three
months after that date, and (¢) First
Trust Company of Ohlo, National Asso-
ciation, Columbus, Ohio, shall be opened
for business not later than six months
after the effective date of this Order.
Each of the periods described in (b) and
(c) may be extended for good.cause by
the Board, or by the Federal Reserve
Bank of Cleveland pursuant to delegated
authority.

By order of the Board of Governors®
effective October 25, 1973.

[sEAL) CuesTer B, FrLonero,
Secretary of the Board.

[FR Doc.73-23242 Plled 10-831-73;8:45 am|]

FIRST VALLEY CORP.

Order Approving Acquisition of First Valley
Life Insurance Co.

First Valley Corporation, Bethlehem,

Board's approval, under section 4(c) (8)
of the Act and section 225.4(b) (2) of the

{ Y. to scquire all of
the voting of PFirst Valley Life
Insurance Company, Phoenix, Arizona
("Company'), a de novo company that
will engage In the activity of underwrit-
ing, as reinsurer, credit life and credit
accident, and health insurance. Such ac-

E
z
E

225.4(a) (10)),
Notice of the application, affording
opportunity for interested persons to

SVoting for this action: Vice Chalrman
Mitchell and Gowvernors Dsaane, Brimmer,
Shochan, Bucher, and Hollsnd, Absent and
not voting: Chalrman Burns,

be limited to acting as reinsurer of
credit life and credit accident and
health insurance policies offered in con-
nection with extensions of credit by Ap-
plicant’s banking subsidiary. Such In-
surance will be directly underwritten by

generally made
by banks and other lenders
and such insurance is designed to assure
repayment of a loan in the event of
death or disability of the borrower.

In connection with its addition of

credit life underwriting to the list of
permissible activities for bank holding
companies, the Board stated that:
To sssure that engaging In the under-
writing of credit life and credit accident and
health t ce can reasonably be expected
to be In the public Interest, the Board will
only mpprove applications in which an ap-
plicant demonstrates that approval will
benefit the consumer or result in other pub-
lic benefits. Normally such a showing would
be made by a projected reduction In rates
or Increase in policy benefits due to bank
holdllc:g company performance of this
service.

Applicant presently makes availabie
credit life and credit accident and health
insurance at rates substantially below
prima facie maximum rates permitted
under Pennsylvania law and Regulation
28 of the Pennsylvania Insurance Com-
missioner. In addition, the rates ot
which credit 1ife and credit accident and
health insurance are offered by Appli-
cant’s banking subsidiary appear to be
below prevalling rates generally charged
by others. While in prior applications to
engage in this activity, each applicant
has stated that it will lower its rates, the
applications generally did not involve
instances where the insurance was pre-
viously being offered at rates substan-
tially below prevailing rates, In this in-
stance, the Board believes that approval
of the application will assist Applicant in
continuing to make avsilable credit in-
surance at rates significantly below those
generally prevailing and is on that basis
procompetitive and in the public inter-
est. Accordingly, the Board concludes
that such benefits outwelgh any pos-
sible adverse effects of approval of this
application.
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Based upon the foregoing and other
considerations reflected in the record, the
Board has determined that the balance
of the public interest factors the Board
is required to consider under section 4(¢c)
(8) is favorable. Accordingly, the appli-
cation is hereby approved. This deter-
mination is subject to the conditions set
{orth in section 225.4(c) of Regulation ¥
and to the Board's authority to require
«uch modification or termination of the
activities of & holding company or any of
its subsidiaries as the Board finds neces-
sarv to assure compliance with the provi-
<jons and purposes of the Act and the
Board’s regulations and orders issued
thereunder, or to prevent evasion thereof.

The transaction shall be consummated
not later than three months after the
effective date of this Order, unless such
period is extended for good cause by the
Board or by the Federal Reserve Bank of
Philadelphia.

By order of the Board of Governors,'
effective October 25, 1973.

[sEAL] Cuester B. FELDBERG,
Secretary of the Board.

| FR Doc.78-23240 Filed 10-31-73:8:45 am )

SOUTHWEST BANCSHARES, INC.
Order Approving Extension of Time To

Acquire Bank

Whereas, by Order of March 23, 1973,
the Board approved an application by
Southwest Bancshares, Inc., Houston,
Texas, & bank holding company within
the meaning of the Bank Holding Com-
pany Act (12 U.8,C. 1841) for the Board's
approval of an extension of the time
period within which Applicant might
consummate acquisition of Arlington
Bank of Commerce, Arlington, Texas
(“Arlington Bank™) ; and

Whereas, that Order required that the
transaction not be consummated later
than three months after the effective
date of the Order, unless such period was
extended for good cause found by the
Board, or by the Federal Reserve Bank
of Dallas pursuant to delegated author-
ity; and

Whereas, on three occasions since the
expiration of the initial three month
period, Applicant requested and was
granted by the Federal Reserve Bank of
Dallas an extension of time within which
to complete its acquisition of Arlington
Bank and the last such extension ex-
pires at the close of business this date,
Applicant has requested additional time
within which to complete this transac-
tion;

Now, therefore, on the basis of the
facts of record, including information
provided by Applicant in connection with
its application to acquire Arlington Bank,
the Board hereby extends for sixty days
from this date the time within which Ap-
plicant shall complete its acquisition of
Arlington Bank;

‘Voting for this action: Vice Chairman
Mitchell and Governors Brimmor, Sheehan
and Holland. Absent and not voting: Chalr-
man Burns and Governors Daane and Bucher,

NOTICES

Provided, however, That, inasmuch as
nine months may have elapsed from
the date of the Board’s Order of March
23, 1973, before Applicant’s acquisition
of Arlington Bank is consummated, the
extension herein approved is conditioned
upon, and the Board's Order of March
23, 1973, is hereby amended to include,
a requirement that, prior to consum-
mation of the transaction, Applicant pre-
sent for the Board's review and final ap-
proval, the terms of the final acquisition
agreement and all facts and circum-
stances relevant to Applicant's acquisi-
tion of Arlington Bank.

By order of the Board of Governors,
effective October 23, 1973.

[seaLl CnesTER B. FELDBERG,
Secretary of the Board.

[FR Doc.73-23243 Filed 10-31-73;8:45 am]

UNITED VIRGINIA BANKSHARES INC.
Order Approving Acquisition of Bank

United Virginia Bankshares Incorpo-
rated, Richmond, Virginia, a bank hold-
ing company within the meaning of the
Bank Holding Company Act, has applied
for the Board’s approval under section
3(a)(3) of the Act (12 U.S.C. 1842(a)
(3)) to acquire all of the voting shares
(less directors’ qualifying shares) of the
successor by merger to Bank of Spotsyl-
vania, Spotsylvania, Virginia (“Bank”),
The bank into which Bank is to be
merged has no significance except as a
means to facilitate the acquisition of vot-
ing shares of Bank, Accordingly, the pro-
posed acquisition of shares of the suc-
cessor organization is treated herein as
the proposed acquisition of shares of
Bank.

Notice of the application, affording op-
portunity for interested persons to sub-
mit comments and views, has been given
in accordance with section 3(b) of the
Act, The time for filing comments and
views has expired, and the Board has
consldered the application and all com-
ments received in light of the factors set
forth in section 3(¢) of the Act (12US.C.
1842(¢) ).

Applicant controls 14 banking affiliates
operating 120 banking offices, with ag-
gregate deposits of $1.5 billlon—an
amount equivalent to 14.2 percent of
total commercial bank deposits in Vir-
ginia, In terms of deposits, it is the Com-
monwealth’s largest banking organiza-
tion. Acquisition of Bank (deposits of $3.4
million as of December 31, 1972) would
increase Applicant's share of deposits in
the Commonwealth by approximately .03
percentage points. Consummation of the
proposed transaction would not signifi-
cantly Increase Applicant’s share of total
commercial bank deposits in Virginia,

Bank, which has but one office, is one
of seven banking organizations in the
relevant geographical market, which in-
cludes the independent city of Fred-
ericksburg, the counties of Spotsylvania
and Stafford, and that part of Caroline

, County that lies to the West of Inter-

state 95. The four leading banks held
95.7 percent of total deposits on June 30,
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1972, while Bank ranked a distant fifth
with 3.1 percent of total area deposits.
Applicant’s lead bank, United Virginia
Bank, is located in Richmond and serves
the Richmond SMSA, which represents
a separate banking market from that in
which Bank operates. In addition, three
other banking subsidiaries of Applicant
are located in the Washington, D.C,
SMSA, a separate banking market from
that in which Bank does business. The
closest office of any of Applicant's sub-
sidiary banks to Bank is some 27 road
miles distant in Doswell, Hanover
County, Virginia. Consummation of the
proposal would not eliminate any signifi-
cant competition between Bank and any
existing bank subsidiaries of Applicant,
and it appears unlikely that any future
competition would develop between Bank
and any of Applicant’s banking subsid-
faries because of the distances involved
and Virginia's restrictive branching laws.
On the basls of the record, the Board
concludes that consummation of the pro-
posed acquisition would not adversely
affect competition in any relevant area.

The financial and managerial resources
as well as the future prospects of Appli-
cant, its present subsidiary banks, and
Bank are generally satisfactory and con-
sistent with approval. There is no evi-
dence that the major banking needs of
the area are going unserved. However,
consummation of the proposed acquisi-
tion should enable Bank to initiate new
services now offered by Applicant's other
banking subsidiaries, which will include
computer, credit card, personal property
leasing, and international services. Con-
siderations relating to the convenience
and needs of the community are con-
sistent with approval. It is the Board's
judgment that consummation of the pro-
posed transaction would be in the public
interest and that the application should
be approved.

On the basis of the record, the appli-
cation is approved for the reasons sum-
marized above. The transaction shall not
be consummated (a) before the thirtieth
calendar day following the effective date
of this Order or (b) later than three
months after the effective date of this
Order unless such period is extended for
good cause by the Board or by the Fed-
eral Reserve Bank of Richmond pursu-
ant to delegated authority.

By order of the Board of Governors,'
effective October 25, 1973.

{sEaL] CuesTter B. FELDEERG,
Secretary of the Board.

{PR Doc.73-23245 Filed 10-31-73;8:45 am|

AFFILIATED BANK CORPORATION
Acquisition of Bank
Affiliated Bank Corporation, Madison,
Wisconsin, has applied for the Board’s
approval under section 3(a)(3) of ‘the
Bank Holding Company Act (12 US.C.

1 Voting for this action: Chalrman Burns
and Covernors Brimmer, Sheehan, Bucher
and Holland, Absent and not voting: Gover-
nors Mitchell and Daane.
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1842(a)(3)) to acquire 51 percent or
more of the voling shares of Nakoma
Plaza Bank, Madison, Wisconsin, a pro-
posed new bank. The factors that are
considered In acting on the application
are sel 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 Chicago.
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 November 20, 1973.

Board of Governors of the Federal Re-
serve System, October 25, 1973,

[sEAL] Cuzester B. FELDBERG,
Secrelary of the Board.

[FR Doc.73-23236 Flled 10-31-73;8:45 am]

BARNETT BANK OF FLORIDA, INC.
Acquisition of Bank

Barnett Bank of Florida, Inc., Jackson-
ville, Florida, 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 80 percent or
more of the voting shares of (1) The
Bank of Naples, Naples, Florida, and (2)
The Collier County Bank, East Naples,
Florida. The factors that are considered
in acting on the application 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 Atlanta,
Any person wishing to comment on the
application should submit his views In
writing to the Reserve Bank, to be re-
celved not later than November 20, 1973,

Board of Governors of the Federal Re-
serve System, October 25, 1978,

[sEAL] CrESTER B. FELDBERG,
Secretary of the Board.

[PR D0e.73-23235 Piled 10-31-73;8:45 am|)

FIRST ABILENE BANKSHARES, INC.
Acquisition of Bank

First Abilene Bankshares, Inc., Abi-
lene, Texas, 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 90 percent or
more of the voting shares of Hereford
State Bank, Hereford, Texas. The fac-
tors that are considered in acting on the
application are set forth in section 3(¢c)
of the Act (12 US.C. 1842(¢c)).

The application may be inspected at
the office of the Board of Governors or
al the Federal Reserve Bank of Dallas.
Any person to comment on the
application should submit his views in

Reserve
Washington, D.C. 20551, to be reoelved
noclatenhnnNovemberls 1973.

NOTICES

Board of Governors of the Federal Re-
serve System, October 23, 1973,

(sEaL) Cazxster B. FELDEERG,
Secretary of the Board.

[FR Doc.73-23234 Plled 10-31-73;8:45 am]

FIRST COOLIDGE CORP.

Proposed Acquisition of North Star Leasing

First Coolidge -Corporation, Water-
town, Massachusetts, has applied, pur-
suant to section 4(c)(8) of the Bank
Holding Company Act (12 U.S.C. 1843(¢)
(8)) and §2254(b)(2) of the Board's
Regulation ¥, for permission to acquire
all of the voting shares of North Star
Leasing Corporation, Waltham, Massa-
chusetts. Notice of the application was
published on September 29, 1973, In the
Boston Globe, a newspaper circulated in
Boston, Massachusetts.

Applicant states that the proposed sub-
sidiary would engage in the activities of
leasing personal property and equipment.
Applicant states that such activities have
been specified by the Board in § 225.4
(a) (6) of Regulation Y as permissible
for bank holding companies, subject to
Board approval of individual proposals
in accordance with the procedures of
§ 225.4(b). A proposal to amend § 2254
(a) (6) of Regulation Y with respect to
the leasing activities permissible for bank
holding companies (38 FR 21438) is cur-
rently under consideration by the Board
and, if adopted by the Board, might af-
fect the activities that could be con-
ducted by the proposed subsidiary.

Interested persons may express their
views on the question whether consum-
mation of the proposal can “reasonably
be expected to produce benefits to the
publie, such as greater convenience, in-
creased competition, or gains in effi-
ciency, that outweigh possible adverse
effects, such as undue concentration of
resources, decreased or unfair competi-
tion, conflicts of interests, or unsound
banking practices.” Any muast for a
hearing on this question should be sac-
companied by a statement summarizing
the evidence the person requesting the
hearing proposes to submit or to elicit
at the hearing and a statement of the
reasons why this matter should not be
resolved without a hearing.

The application may be inspected at
the offices of the Board of Governors or
at the Federal Reserve Bank of Boston.

Any views or requests for hearing
should be submitted in writing and re-
ceived by the Secretary, Board of Gov-
ernors of the Federal Reserve System,
Washington, D.C. 20551, not later than
November 19, 1973,

Board of Governors of the Federal Re-
serve System, October 23, 1973.
[szaL) Cruester B. Frioesne,
Secretary of the Board.
{PR Doc.73-23237 Plled 10-31-73;8:45 am]

FEDERAL TRADE COMMISSION
[Plle No. 732-3067: Puneral Industry|

FUNERAL PRICES AND PRICING POLICIES
IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA

Submission and Disclosure Requirements

Notice is hereby given that the Federa!
Trade Commission has approved, adopted
and entered of record the following
resolution: .

ResoLUTION REQUIRING SUBMISSION O
SPECIAL REPORTS RELATING T0 FUNERAL
PRrICES AND PaicinGg POLICIES IN THE
DistricT o CoLumais aNp DiscLosun:
THERROF BY THE CoMMISSION 1IN Cox-
NECTION WITH A PUBLIC INVESTIGATION

I. NEED FOR PRICE INFORMATION

The funeral transaction differs consid-
erably from most business arrangements.
It Involves a substantial consumer ecx-
penditure by large numbers of funeral
buyers each year, Funeral arrangements
must often be made under extreme time
pressures, by persons with little or no
knowledge of the area in which they are
dealing, and whose bereaved condition
may render them unable to exercise their
normal care and business judgment, Tho
disorientation and dependency occa-
sioned by grief, the lack of standards
for gauging the value of the seller’s offer-
ings, the need for an immediate decision,
general ignorance of legal requirements
and restrictions, the difficulty of retriev-
ing the body once it has been committed
to a mortician, and the known availabil-
ity of governmental benefits and other
monies to finance the transaction, may
nucomblnetoplwethehmaﬂbuyerm
a8 ?isndvantams position vis-a-vis the
seller.

Funeral buyers who must make their
purchase decisions under such difficult
conditions may often do so without basic
information essential for a rational
choice of funeral director and particular
funeral services. Many consumers may
speak to only one funeral director, and
thus comparison of the offerings and
prices of different funeral directors may
be the exception, not the rule. Consumers
may thus not know what options are
avallable, or whether any of the com-
ponents of the package of services and
goods offered by the funeral director can
be declined and at what price reduction.
Consumers may have only a vague idea
of what s covered by the price quoted
by the funeral director. And there have
been a number of allegations that some
funeral directors do not have established
prices, but set their prices for each cus-
tomer according to the amount of insur-
ance, union benefits, or other monies
available.

If consumers do not have knowledge
about prices and choices, and do not shop
comparatively for funerals, and if price
information is not readily available in
advertising or otherwise, the prerequi-
sites for price competition will be lacking.
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In a setting in which price advertising
may be inadequate and in which con-
sumers may lack basic Information about
prices and alternatives, there is a poten-
tial for unfair and deceptive pricing and
sales practices, Accordingly, the Com-
mission has determined to obtain infor-
mation about pricing practices and poll-
cies, and to insure that consumers réceive
price information, the Commission will
make such information public under such
rerms and conditions as it may from time
to time determine.

The Commission needs the information
to better understand competitive condi-
tions, to obtain hard data on funeral
costs, and generally to assist it to detect
and prevent any violations of section 5
of the Federal Trade Commission Act (15
U.S.C. 45) which may have occurred or
be ocourring, By injecting such4informa-
tion into the public sector the Commis-
sion can supply a stimulus to price com-
petition which can then operate to hold
down costs and eliminate such inefficien-
cies as may exist.

In view of the importance of the pos-
sible competitive and Information de-
ficlencies in the funeral industry to con-
sumers and to the Commission, the
Commission’s statutory responsibilities
under section 5 of the Federal Trade
Commission Act with respect to unfair
and deceptive acts or practices and un-
fair methods of competition, compel it to
take action to obtain information on
funeral pricing policies and to make the
information available to consumers. And
to insure that such information will be
complete, accurate, and promptly sup-
plied, the Commission, will obtain 1t with
the ald of the compulsory processes
avallable to it.

Accordingly, the Commission resolves
that funeral directors and others en-
sared or involved In the sale of varfous
goods and services In connection with
funeral or other arrangements for dis-
posal of the dead in the District of Co-
lumbia shall be required to submit infor-
mation on prices and related matters,
specified in Orders to File Special Re-
ports which shall be issued to such re-
spondents as may ected by th

th
ex

o

be sel
Commission.
The Commission will compel pro:
880

o

duction of said information in the
ercise of the powers vested in it by
tions §, 6, 9, and 10 of the Federal
Commission Act (156 U.S.C. 45, 46, 49, and
50) and with the aid of any and all
powers conferred upon it by law, and
any and all compulsory processes avail-
able to it.

II. PUBLIC RELEASE OF THE INFORMATION
SUBMITTED

The material obtained by the Com-
mission pursuant to this resolution will
be made available to the public under
such terms and conditions as the Com-
mission may from time to time deter-
mine, In addition, the Commission may
release summaries, reports, charts, in-
dices, or other publications which will
inform the public about the material de-
livered or not delivered to it hereunder,
~The Commission’s decision to make
this information available to the public

NOTICES

rests on a number of policy considera-
tions, including the following:

(1) Funeral purchasers need informa-
tion about prices, options and polices for
particular funeral homes and compara-
tive data for different funeral homes, in
order to choose rationally a funeral home
and the particular funeral arrangements
that will best serve their needs.

(2) Consumers may not be able to
obtain the information they need to make
intelligent funeral purchases.

(3) Disclosure of information about
funeral prices and policies by the Com-
mission may enable consumers to protect
thelr own interests better when they deal
with a funeral director.

(4) The knowledge that price and
other information covered by special re-
ports will be made public may encourage
voluntary disclosure of essential infor-
mation, if such voluntary disclosures are
not presently being made. It may also
lead to a self-examination of the fair-
ness of offered prices and conditions, not
only by the respondents actually sub-
jected to 6(b) orders, but by others in
the industry as well.

(5) Public disclosure of pricing infor-
mation may supply a stimulus to price
advertising and price competition.

(6) The Commission's Ilimited re-
sources restrict its ability to uncover
practices such as tie-in sales, conceal-
ing less expensive alternatives, or other
potential violations of section & of the
Federal Trade Commission Act. Public
awareness of the data reported to the
Commission can lead the public to alert
the Commission to discrepancies between
reported and actual behavior and to pos-
sible violations of section 5 of the Federal
Trade Commission Act,

By direction of the Commission dated
October 4, 1973.

[sEaL] Cuarres A. Togiw,
Secretary.

[FR Doc.73-23293 Filed 10-31-73;8:45 am]

NATIONAL AERONAUTICS AND
SPACE ADMINISTRATION

[Notice 73-83)

NASA SPACE PROGRAM ADVISORY
COUNCIL

Date and Place of Meeting

The Physical Sclences Committee of
the NASA BSpace Program Advisory
Council will meet at the headquarters of
the National Aeronautics and Space Ad-
ministration on November 13 and 14,
1973. The meeting will be held in room
5026 of Federal Office Building 6, lo-
cated at 400 Maryland Avenue SW.,
Washington, D.C. 20548. The meeting is
open to members of the public, from 2
p.m. to 5 p.m. on November 13, 1973, and
from 8:30 a.m. to 3 p.m. on November 14,
1973, on @ first-come, first-served basis
to within the 60-seat capacity of the
room. Visitors will be requested to sign
a visitor's register.

The Physieal Sclences Committee
serves only in an advisory capacity to
NASA. The committee is concerned with

30155

all aspects of the physical sclences which

are relevant to the space program, In-

cluding lunar and planetary explora-
tion, astronomy, and space physics. The
committee has 14 members including the

Chalrman, Dr. Michael B, McElroy. For

further information regarding the meet-

ing, please contact Dr. Donald Senich:

Area Code 202-755-6280. The agenda for

the meeting is as follows:

Novesauxn 13, 1973

Toplc

The preliminary Fiscal Year
1975 OSS budget has beon
submitted to the Oflice af
~ Management and Budget
for review. The Committee
is requested to review the
proposed new activities for
FY 75 and recommended
priorities for them. In ad-
ditjon, OSS has prepared a
program of new starts for
PY 78, 77, and 78 which
koeps the OSS funding re-
quirements at s reasonable
Jevel, The Commitico is re-
quested to review this pro-
gram and the issues which
it ralses; and to recom-
mend to the Assoclate Ad-
ministrator options for the
best Physical Sciences Pro-
gram which can be under-
taken at that level and
funding levels above and
below. The material to be
discussed In this closed pes-
ston Includes the budgotary
planning and levels pro-
posed in the NASA submis~
sion for the Office of Space
Science in the preparation
of the President’s Budget
for FY 1875, Under instruc-
tions from the Office of
Management and Budget,
this materinl may not be
disclosed publicly until the
President's FY 1975 budget

is submitted to Congress.

Lunch.

The Committes members have
requested a review and dis-
cussion of the flight status
of the MVM 73 mission,

The new NASA experiment
selection process was dis-
cussed at a previous PSC
meeting. The Committee is
requested to comment on
the suggested selection
process subsequent to thelr
review and deliberation,

The Physics and Astronomy
Office has suggested varfous
oconcepts ‘for & viable pro-
gram in magnetospherics,
og., Electrodynamics Ex-
plorer. The Committee has
requested a review and dis-
cussion of the strategy for
future magnetosphoric mis-
slons.,

5:00 pm... Adjourn,

Novempex 14, 1973

Data from the ATM experi-
ments on Skylab misalons IT
and III are being processed.
The Committee has re-
quested a review and dis-

- cussion of significant re-
sults from the experiments
completed and a forecast of
operations on Skylab IV,

Time
9:30 am...

12:30 pm...
2:00 pn..

2:30 pm...

8:30 pm...

8:30 am...
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Time
9:00 am. ..

Topie

The Committee reviewed ma-
terial concerning the level
of SRET efforts at selected
NASA Centers and Univer-
sities at the last PSC meet-
ing. The Commiitee 15 re-
quested to advise NASA on
the proper levels of support
for these groups and mech-
anisms to assure that the
support will be equitably
distributed.

The Committee’s recommens«
dations for future programs
to explore the planet Mars
have been requested. The
members have requested In-
formation regarding results
obtained at the Viking '79
Science Seminar,

Lunch.

The members of the Commit-
toe will use this period to
prapare individual working
papers and the draft com-
mittee report to the Asso-
ciate Administrator,

Adjourn,

Davio WiLriamsox, Jr,,

Acting Associate Administrator, Na-

tional Aeronautios end Space Ad-
ministration,

Ocroser 25, 1073,
{FR D0¢.73-23239 Plled 10-81-73,8:45 am]

POSTAL RATE COMMISSION
[Docket R74-1]
POSTAL RATES AND FEES, 1973

Order Allowing Participation and Establish-
ing Date of Prehearing Conference

OcTosER 30, 1973.

On September 27, 1973, the Commis-
sion issued a Notice® stating that the
United States Postal Service had filed a
Request for a recommended decision on
changes in the rates and fees for postal
services. The Notice directed persons de-
siring to participate In the proceeding
to file, on or before October 17, 1973, pe-
titions for leave to intervene (39 CFR
3001.20) or requests to be heard as a lim-
ited participator (39 CFR 3001.19a),

In response to the Notice the Commis-
sion has received 31 timely petitions to
intervene (listed in Appendix A hereto)
and 14 timely requests to be heard as
limited participators (listed in Appendix
B hereto) .* No answers to these pleadings
have been filed.

The persons identified in Appendices
A and B are either users of the malil or
persons who have otherwise demon-
strated an interest in the proceeding,
and accordingly the requests for partici-
pation will be granted.

11:00 am. ..

3:00 pm...

'The Notice was subsequently published
in the ProEraL Recisten (38 FR 27482, Octo-
ber 3, 1973).

*The American Council of Learned Socie-
ties filed a request for an extension of 30-
days to file a petition to intervene. The re-
quest does not set forth any supporting
rationale and accordingly it cannot be
granted. However, If the Council decides to
file a petition to intervene it may, pursuant
to Rule 20(c), request the Commission to
ncoept the late filing “in extraordinary cir-
cumstances for good cause shown.”

NOTICES

The Commission designates Chlef Ad-
ministrative Law Judge Seymour Wen-
ner as the presiding officer in this pro-
ceeding.

At this early stage of the proceeding we
urge the parties to give careful consid-
eration to the critical issues of costing
methodology which have been of great
concern to the Commission® and to the
United States Court of Appeals for the
District of Columbia Circuit. The Court’s
concern was set forth in Association of
American Publishers, Inc. v. Governors
of the United States Postal Service
C.AADC. No. 72-1641, ... F. 2d ____

(1973), In which the Court affirmed the
decision in the first postal rate case
(Docket No. R71-1). In a concurring
opinion to the Court’s decision, joined in
by all the deciding judges, Chief Judge
Bazelon ruled that

* * * [tihe Act directs that the Postal Rate
Commission determine rates in accordance
with certain guidelines, The most concrete
of these, section 3622(b) (3), establishes the
requirement that each class of mail or type
of mall service bear (1) the direct and in-
direct postal costs attributable to that class
or type pius (2) that portion of all other
costs of the Postal Service reasonably as-
signable to such class or type.

The Postal Service's response to this re-
quirement was questionable at best. ¢ ¢ ¢

* * * |Congress’] stated Intent to purge
the postal system of “politics™ provides a
strong indication that the Chief Examiner
was correct when he suggested that discre-
tionary or “reasonable” assignment of costs
shquld apply only where Postal Service stm-
ply could not “attribute” costs. * * *

That question need not be resolved In this
case * * * But when the Postal Rate Com-
mission establishes guldelines for future rate
proposals, it may wish to take a hard look
at both tho manner in which Postal Service
assigns unattributable costs and the amount
of costa that it designates “unattributable.”
[Footnotes omitted, emphasis in original.]
(Siip Opinion at 16, 21, 22; ____ P, 2d

In the present case the Postal Service's
proposed evidentiary presentation “rests
essentially on the same costing concepts”
as the Service utilized In Docket No.

tSee eg., Recommended Decision In the
rte case, Docket R71-1 at 52-53, 61-62; the
amendment of our rules on evidence, RM73-1,
38 F.R. 7528; and the statement of Chair-
man Ryan in the Mall Classification case,
Docket MC73-1, Tr. 1260-1262,

! Testimony of Arthur Eden, p. 10.

*Our focus on other parties at this time
should not be construed s Indicating that
we have ruled out the possibility of requir-
ing the Postal Service to submit additional
evidence,

*In Docket R71-1, there was substantial
testimony on theories of costing. Rather than
repeating such testimony, and if relevant and
material to their position, the parties to the
present case may consider requesting that
this testimony and related cross-examina~
tion be ted by reference in the rec-
ord of the present prooceeding. Such In-
corporation would be without prejudice to
the right of a party to present supplemental
testimony or cross-examination on new mat-
tors,

R71-17 At this time it would be pre-
mature to evaluate the material sub-
mitted by the Postal Service in support
of its costing methodology. But it is not
inappropriate to indicate that our eval-
uation of the Postal Service's methodol-
ogy would be alded by the submission of
evidence on this issue from other parties.
We specifically urge that parties dis-
agreeing with the Postal Service's
methodology give serious attention to the
preparation of exhibits developing and
applying alternative methodologies of
costing.' Exhibits which apply an alter-
native methodology are likely to be of
greater value than exhibits which are
limited to a theoretical criticism of USPS
methodology and the theoretical advo-
cacy of other methods.! We would expect
the Postal Service to cooperate in com-
plying promptly with reasonable requests
for data necessary for the development
of exhibits on alternative methodologies.

On a related matter, the Postal Service
has urged this proceeding should go for-
ward “as expeditiously as possible.” ® We
cerfainly agree that there should not be
any undue delay in the proceeding, and
to this end we urge all parties to begin
work immediately on discovery requests
and evidentiary presentations. However,
at the same time we caution that the pro-
ceeding cannot be expedited at the ex-
pense of our duty to develop a complete
evidentiary record and in particular our
duty to comply with the directives of the
United States Court of Appeals in Asso-
ciation of American Publishers, supra.
The Postal Service can help us to carry
out these duties (and thereby to expedite
the proceeding) by responding promptly
to discovery requests designed to explore
the issues raised by the Court,

The Commission orders:

(A) Each of the petitioners identified
in Appendix A to this order is hereby per-
mitted to intervene in this proceeding
subject to the provisions of paragraph
(C), below.

(B) Each of the petitioners identified
in Appendix B to this order is hereby
permitted to become a limited partici-
pator in this proceeding, subject to the
provisions of paragraph (C), below.

(C) The participation of the inter-
venors and limited participators, per-
mitted by paragraphs (A) and (B), above,
is subject to the rules and regulations of
the Commission: Provided, however,
That their participation shall be limited
to matters affecting rights and interests
specifically set forth in their respective
petitions to intervene and requests to
become limited participators, and Pro-
vided, further, That the admission of
such intervenors and limited participa-
tors shall not be construed as recognition
by the Commission that they, or any of
them, might be aggrieved because of any
order or orders {ssued by the Commission
in this proceeding.

(D) Chief Administrative Law Judge
Seymour Wenner is designated as the
presiding officer to preside at the pre-
hearing conferences and hearings in the

# Testimony of Richard Gould, pp. 8, 4.
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above-captioned proceeding. A prehear-
ing conference will be held on Novem-
per 12, 1973. ;

(E) The U.S. Postal Service shall serve
copies of its request and its prepared
direct evidence upon representatives of
petitioners permitted to intervene and
the representatives of the limited parti-
cipators. For purposes of such service,
where service upon more than one repre-
centative has been requested in the peti-
tion to Intervene or in a request for leave
to be heard as a limited participator, in-
cluding those petitions and requests filed
jointly and severally by two or more per-
sons, only the first two named represen-

wntives in the petition need be served.
By the Commission.

[sEAL] Joserr A. FISHER,

Secretary.
ArpExoix A
PESSONS WHO FILED TIMELY PETITIONS TO
INTEAVENE

Ad-A-Day Company, Incorporated

The American Bankers Association

American Business Press, Inc.

American Newspaper Publishers Assoclation

The American Retail Pederation

Arsociated Third Class Mall Users

Tne Association of American Publishers Inc.
and Book Manufacturers' Institute, Inc,

Carcross Company, Ine.

Columbin Gas System

Consumers Education and Protective Assocla-
tion, International, Inc.

Council of Public Utility Mallers

Dircet Mall/Marketing Association

Dow Jones & Compauny, Inc,

Florida State of, Department of Citrus

Inland Dafly Press Association

International Labor Press Association, AFL-
cIo

Magazine Publishers Association, Inc.

Mall Order Association of America

McCall Publishing Company

Metro-Mall Advertising Company

National Associntion of Advertising Publish-
ers and Publishers Distribution Institute

National Easter Seal Soclety

National Newspaper Association

National Retall Merchants Association

Sonntor Gaylord Nelson

Parcel Post Association

J.C. Penney Company, Ine,

Post Card Manufacturers Assoclation

Reader's Digest Association, Ine.

Time Incorporated

United Parcel Service

Arrenoix B

TERSONS WHO FILED TIMELY REQUESTE TO
DECOME LIMITED PARTICIFATORS

Agricultural Publishers Assoclation, Ino.

American Legion

American Library Assoclation

Classroom Periodical Publishers Association

Pairchild Publications, Inec,

Field Enterprises Educational Corporation

Macmillan, Inc.

Mull Advertising Service Association (Inter-
national), Ine,

Mass Retafling Institute, Ine.

Meredith

National Industrial Trafic League

.\':\ttlonu Rural Electric Cooperative Assocla~
on

R"Imcrmng Industry Association of Amerleca,
ne.

Second Class Mail Publicstions, Ine,

[FR Doe.73-23353 Pilod 10-81-73;8:45 am]

NOTICES

SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE
COMMISSION
[Pile No. 500-1]
AUTOBALE AMERICA CORP.
Suspension of Trading
OcToBER 24, 1973,

It appearing to the Securities and Ex-
¢hange Commission that the summary
suspension of trading in the common
stock of Autobale America Corp. being
traded otherwise than on a national se-
curities exchange s required in the pub-
He Interest and for the protection of in-
vestors,;

Therefore, pursuant to section 15(c)
(5) of the Securities Exchange Act of
1934, trading in such securities otherwise
than on a national securities exchange is
suspended, for the period from 2 pm.
(e.d.t.) October 24, 1973 through Novem-
ber 2, 1973.

By the Commission.

[sEaL] Sumrey E. HoLuls,
Senior Recording Secretary.

[FR Doc.73-23317 Piled 10-31-73;8:45 am]

[File No. 500-1]
CONTINENTAL VENDING MACHINE
CORP

Suspension of Trading
OcToBER 26, 1973.

1t appearing to the Securities and Ex-
change Commission that the summary
suspension of trading in the common
stock of Continental Vending Machine
Corporation being traded otherwise than
on a national securities exchange is re-
quired in the public interest and for the
protection of investors;

Therefore, pursuant to Section 15(¢)
(5) of the Securities Exchange Act of
1934, trading in such securities otherwise
than on & national securities exchange is
suspended, for the period from Octo-
ber 27, 1973 through November 5, 1973,

By the Commission.

[sEAL) Samuey E. Houus,
Sendor Recording Secretary.

[PR Doc.73-23324 Filed 10-31-73:8:45 am]

17064001
DELMARVA POWER AND LIGHT CO.
Proposed Sale and R?umhm of Pollution
Control Facilities

OcToBER 26, 1973,

Notice {5 hereby given that Delmarva
Power & Light Company (“Delmarva™),
800 King Street, Wilmington, Delaware
19899, a registered holding company and
a public-utility company, has filed an
application-declaration and amendment
thereto with this Commission designating
sections 6, 7, 9(a) (1) and 10 of the Pub-
lic Utility Holding Company Act of 1935
(“Act”) and Rule 50 promulgated there-
under as applicable to the proposed
transactions. All interested persons are
referred to the amended application-
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declaration, which is summarized below,
for a complete statement of the proposed
transactions.

In August 1973, Delmarva placed into
commercial operation a 400,000 kilowatt
low-sulfur ofl-fired electric generating
unit at its Bdge Moor station located in
Wilmington, Delaware (“Edge Moor
Unit”). Applicable environmental con-
trol standards of the State of Delaware
necessitated equipping the Edge Moor
Unit with air and water pollution control
facilities and devices (“Facilities™).
Delmarva proposes to cover its cost of
constructing and installing these Facil-
ities by entering into an agreement of
sale (“Agreement') with the Depart-
ment of Commumity Affairs and Eco-
nomic Development (“Department”) of
the State of Delaware, a state agency.

Pursuant to the Agreement it is pro-
posed, among other things, that the De-
partment will issue its pollution control
revenue bonds (“Bonds™), in an aggre-
gate principal amount not to exceed
$8,000,000, and advance the proceeds
from their sale to Delmarva pursuant to
the terms of the Agreement to provide
funds to cover Delmarva’s cost of con-
structing the Facilities. In turn, Del-
marva will convey title to the Facilitles
to the Department which will thereupon
sell the Facilities back to Delmarva under
terms of an installment sale contract,
title to the Facilities passing immediately
back to Delmarva. Delmarva will secure
its installment payments under the in-
stallment sale contract by executing and
delivering to a trustee (“Trustee'—to be
named) a note (“Note') which will be
secured, pursuant to a security agree-
ment, by & lien on the Facilities, subject
only to Delmarva’'s existing bond and in-
terest indenture provisions.

The Bonds will be issued under and
secured by an Indenture of Trust (“In-
denture”) between the Department and
the Trustee. It is stated that the Bonds
will not constitute general obligations of
the State, but will be revenue bonds, the
principal and interest on which will be
payable solely out of funds paid by Del-
marva pursuant to the Agreement. The
Bonds will mature in 25 years from the
date of issuance and it is contemplated
interest payments thereon will be pald
semi-annually. The Indenture will con-
tain certain redemption provisions which
will include the right of Delmarva to
cause the redemption of the Bonds, in
whole or in part, at any time after they
have been outstanding for 10 years at an
initial premium of 3 percent declining by
% percent every year. The Agreement will
additionally provide that Delmarva may
prepay the purchase price without
premium, plus acérued interest if unrea-
sonable burdens or excessive labllities
shall have been imposed upon the De-
partment or Delmarva with respect to the
project or the operation thereof such as
but not limited to the imposition of Fed-
eral, State or other property income or
other taxes not imposed on the date of

the Agreement.
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Delmarva states that the Bonds are ex-
pected to be marketed pursuant to ar-
rangements with a group of underwriters
represented by Blyth Eastman Dillon &
Co., Incorporated. While Delmarva will
not be a party to the underwriting agree-
ment for the Bonds, the Agreement pro-
vides that the terms of the offering shall
be satisfactory to Delmarva. Application
has been made on behalf of Delmarva
and the Department to the Internal
Revenue Service for its ruling that inter-
est on the Bonds will be exempt from
Federal income taxation. While it is not
possible to ascertain in advance precisely
the interest rate which may be obtained
in connection with the issuance of the
Bonds, Delmarva has been advised that
tax-exempt bonds of like quality and
tenor have historically carried an annual
interest rate approximately one and one-
half to two percent lower than com-
parable taxable obligations.

The Note which Delmarva will issue
will be in an aggregate prineipal amount
equal to the amount of the Bonds. Inter-
est on the Note will be at the rates, and
will be payable at times, corresponding to
the rates of interest and times of pay-
ment thereof on the Bonds. As payments
are made by Delmarva under the Note,
such payments will constitute satisfaction
of Delmarva’s obligation to pay the pur-
chase price in accordance with the
Agreement and the balance due on the
Note will be reduced in amounts cor-
responding to the payments made by Del-
marva to the Trustee under such Note.
The Indenture will provide that upon
any declaration of acceleration the issu-
ing Department and the Trustee shall
immediately declare an amount equal to
all amounts then due and payable on the
Bonds to be immediately due and pay-
able on the Delmarva Note held by the
Trustee.

For accounting and financial reporting
purposes the Indebtedness of Delmarva
under the Note will be capitalized.

Delmarva states that the Public Serv-
ice Commission of the State of Delaware
has jurisdiction over the proposed trans-
actions, No other State or Federal Com-
mission, other than this Commission, has
Jurisdiction over the proposed trans-
actions.

Fees and expenses incident to the pro-
posed transactions are estimated at $85,-
360, including counsel fees of $35,000 and
accounting fees of $10,000.

Delmarva requests that the issue of
the Note be exempted from the compet-
itive bidding requirements of Rule 50 by
reason of clause (a)(5) thereof on the
ground that the proposed transactions
do not lend themselves as a practical
matter to competitive bidding,

Notice is further given that any inter-
ested person may, not later than Novem-
ber 20, 1973, request in writing that a
hearing be held on such matter, stating
the nature of his interest, the reasons for
such request, and the issues of fact or
law raised by the application-declara-
tion, as amended, which he desires to
coutrovert; or he may request that he be
notified should the Commission order a
hearing in respect thereof. Any such re-
quest should be addressed: Secretary,

NOTICES

Securities and Exchange Commission,
Washington, D.C. 20549. A copy of such
request should be served personally or by
mail (air mall if the person being served
is located more than 500 miles from the
point of g) upon the applicant-
declarant at the above-stated address,
and proof of service (by affidavit or, in
case of an attorney-at-law, by certifi-
cate) should be filed with the request. At
any time after said date, the application-
declaration, as amended or as it may be
further amended, may be granted and
permitted to become effective as provided
in Rule 23 of the General Rules and Reg-
ulations promulgated under the Act, or
the Commission may grant exemption
from such rules as provided in Rules
20(a) and 100 thereof or take such other
action as it may deem appropriate. Per-
sons who request a hearing or advice as
to whether a hearing is ordered will re-
celve notice of further developments in
this matter, including the date of the
hearing (if ordered) and any postpone-
ments thereof.

For the Commission, by the Division
of Corporate Regulation, pursuant to
delegated authority.

[sEaL] Smnrey E. HoLLs,
Senior Recording Secretary.

[ FR Doc.73-23319 Flled 10-31-73:8:45 am)

[File No. 500-1]
KORACORP INDUSTRIES, INC.

Suspension of Trading
Ocroser 26, 1973.

The common stock of Koracorp Indus-
tries, Incorporated being traded on the
New York Stock Exchange and the Pa-
cific Coast Stock Exchange pursuant to
provisions of the Securities Exchange Act
of 1934 and all other securities of Kora-
corp Industries, Incorporated being
traded otherwise than on a national se-
curities exchange; and

It appearing to the Securities and Ex-
change Commission that the summary
suspension of trading in such securities
on such exchanges and otherwise than
on a national securities exchange is re-
quired in the public interest and for the
protection of investors;

Therefore, pursuant to sections 19(a)
(4) and 15(c) (6) of the Securities Ex-
change Act of 1934, trading in such se-
curities on the above mentioned ex-
changes and otherwise than on a na-
tional securities exchange is suspended,
for the period from October 27, 1973
through November 5, 1973.

By the Commission.

[sEAL) SHirrey E. HoLus,
Senior Recording Secretary.

[FR Doc/3-23323 Filed 10-31-73;8:45 am|)

[70-5411)
POTOMAC EDISON CO.
Pmm‘lssue and Sale of Mortgage
at Competitive Bidding
Ocroser 26, 1973,

Notice is hereby given that The Poto-
mac Edison Company (“Potomac"),

Downsville Pike, Hagerstown, Maryland
21740, a registered holding company and
an electric utility subsidiary company of
Allegheny Power System, Inc., also a

ant to the Public Utility Holding Com-
pany Act of 1935 (“Act"), designating
sections 6 and 7 thereof and Rule 50
promulgated thereunder as applicable to
the proposed transaction. All interested
persons are referred to the declaration,
which is summarized below, for a com-
plete statement of the proposed transac-
tion.

Potomac proposes to issue and sell, sub-
ject to the competitive bidding require-
ments of Rule 50 under the Act, $15,000,-
000 principal amount of its First
Mortgage and Collateral Trust Bonds-
percent Serles due 2003. The interest
rate of the bonds (which will be a multi-
ple of 15 of 1 percent) and the price, ex-
clusive of accrued interest, to be paid
to Potomac (which will be not less than
100 percent nor more than 10234 percent
of the principal amount thereof) will be
determined by the competitive bidding
The bonds will be issued under an Inden-
ture dated as of October 1, 1944, between
Potomac and Chemical Bank, as Trustee,
as heretofore supplemented and as to be
further supplemented by a Supplemental
Indenture to be dated as of December 1,
1973, which precludes Potomac from re-
deeming any such bonds prior to Decem-
ber 1, 1978, if such redemption is for the
purpose of refunding such bonds through
the use, directly or indirectly, of bor-
rowed funds at an effective interest cost
below that of the bonds.

The net proceeds from the sale of the
bonds, together with other funds, will be
used to prepay Potomac's short-term
bank notes to the extent desirable, to pay
at maturity any commercial paper out-
standing at the time of the sale of the
bonds, for its construction program and
working capital or to reimburse Poto-
mac's treasury for monies actually ex-
pentied for such purposes, and for other
lawful corporate purposes,

It Is stated that the issue and sale of
the bonds by Potomac require prior au-
thorization of the Maryland Public Serv-
ice Commission and the Pennsylvania
Public Service Commission. The declara-
tion states that no other state commis-
sion and no federal commission, other
than this Commission, has jurisdiction
over the proposed transaction. It is fur-
ther stated that the fees and expenses to
be incurred by Poftomac in connection
with the proposed issue and sale of its
bonds are estimated at an aggregate of
$97,000, including $24,500 In account-
ant's fees, and $12,500 in legal fees, The
fee of counsel for the purchasers of the
bonds, to be paid by the successful bid-
ders, is to be filed by amendment.

Notice is further given that any inter-
ested person may, not later than Novem-
ber 23, 1973, request in writing that a
hearing be held on such matter, stating
the nature of his interest, the reasons for
such request, and the issues of fact or law
raised by said declaration which he de-
sires to controvert; or he may request
that he be notified should the Commis-
sion order a hearing thereon. Any such
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request should be addressed: Secretary,
securities and Exchange Commission,
washington, D.C. 20549. A copy of such
request should be served personally or by
mail (air mail if the person being served
is located more than 500 miles from the
point of mailing) upon the declarant at
the above stated address, and proof of
service (by affidavit or, in case of an
attorney at law, by certificate) should
pe filed with the request. At any time
after sald date, the declaration, as filed
or as it may be amended, may be per-
mitted to become effective as provided in
Rule 23 of the General Rules and Regu-
lations promulgated under the Act, or
the C on may grant exemption
{rom such rules as provided in Rules 20
(a» and 100 thereof or take such other
action as it may deem appropriate. Per-
sons who request a hearing or advice as to
whether a hearing is ordered will receive
notice of further developments in this
matter, including the date of the hearing
f ordered) and any postponements
thereof.

For the Commission, by the Division of
Corporate Regulation, pursuant to dele-
gated authority.

[sEaL] SHirLey E. HoLLls,

Recording Secretary.
| FR D0¢.73-23320 Plled 10-31-73;8:45 am]

{File No. 500-1]

SEABOARD CORP.
Suspension of Trading
OcCTOBER 26, 1973,

It appearing to the Securities and Ex-
change Commission that the summary
suspension of trading in the common
stock, units and warrants of Seaboard
Corporation being traded otherwise
than on a national securities exchange
is required in the public Interest and for
the protection of investors;

Therefore, pursuant to section 15(c)
5) of the Securities Exchange Act of
1934, trading in such securities other-
wise than on & national securities ex-
change is suspended, for the period from
October 28, 1973 through November 6,
1973,

By the Commission,

[sgaL) Sumiey E. Hounus,

Recording Secretary.

FR Doc.73-23325 Filed 10-31-73:8:45 am |

[Pile No. 500-1)
STRATTON GROUP, LTD.

Suspension of Trading
OcToser 26, 1973,
The common stock of Stratton Group,
Ltd. being traded on the American Stock
Exchange pursuant to provisions of the
Securities Exchange Act of 1934 and all
other securities of Stratton Group, Ltd,
being traded otherwise than on a na-
tional securities exchange; and

NOTICES

It appearing to the Securities and Ex-
change Commission that the summary
suspension of trading in such securities
on such exchange and otherwise than
on a national securities exchange is re-
quired in the public interest and for the
protection of investors;

Therefore, pursuant to sections 19(a)
(4) and 15(c)¢5) of the Securities Ex~
change Act of 1934, trading in such se-
curities on the above mentioned ex-
change and otherwise than on a
national securities exchange is sus-
pended, for the period from October 27,
1973 through November 5, 1973.

By the Commission.

[seanl] Samuey E. Hownris,
Senior Recording Secretary.

[FR Doc.73-23322 Piled 10-31-73;8:45 am|

{File No. 500-1]
TELEPROMPTER CORP.

Suspension of Trading
Ocroser 26, 1973,

The common stock of TelePrompTer
Corporation being traded on the New
York Stock Exchange pursunant to provi-
sions of the Securities Exchange Act of
1934 and all other securities of Tele-
PrompTer Corporation being traded
otherwise than on & national securities
exchange: and

It appearing to the Securities and Ex-
change Commission that the summary
suspension of trading in such securities
on such exchange and otherwise than on
a national securities exchange is required
in the public interest and for the protec-
tion of investors;

Therefore, pursuant to sections 19(a)
(4) and 15¢(c)(5) of the Securities Ex-
change Act of 1934, trading in such se-
curities on the above mentioned exchange
and otherwise than on a national securi-
ties exchange Is suspended, for the
period from October 27, 1973 through
November 5, 1973.

By the Commission.

{sEAL) Sumrey E. HoLLs,
Senior Recording Secretary.

[FR Doc.73-23321 Filed 10-31-73;8:45 am

[Pile No. 500-1]
UNITED STATES NATIONAL BANK OF
SAN DIEGO

Suspension of Trading
Ocrosen 24, 1973,

It appearing to the Securities and Ex-
change Commission that the summary
suspension of trading in the common
stock of United States National Bank of
San Diego being traded otherwise than
on & national securities exchange is re-
quired in the public Interest and for the
protection of investors;

Therefore, pursuant to section 15(¢)
(5) of the Securities Exchange Act of
1934, trading in such securities other-
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wise than on a national securities ex-
change is suspended, for the period from
1:45 p.m. (e.d.t.) on October 24, 1973 and
continuing through November 2, 1973.

By the Commission.

[sEAL) SamLey E. HoLus,
Senior Recording Secretary.

[FR Doc.73~23316 Flle 10-31-73;8:45 am |

[File No. 500-1)
WESTGATE CALIFORNIA CORP.
Suspension of Trading
OcToner 24, 1973.

It appearing to the Securities and Ex-
change Commission that the summary
suspension of trading in the common
stock (class A and B), the cumulative
preferred stock (5 percent and 6 per-
cent), the 6 percent subordinated deben-
tures due 1879 and the 6'%9% conver-
tible subordinated debentures due 1987
being traded otherwise than on a na-
tional securities exchange is required in
the public interest and for the protec-
tion of Investors;

Therefore, pursuant to section 15(c¢)
(5) of the Securities Exchange Act of
1934, trading in such securities other-
wise than on a national securities ex-
change is suspended, for the period from
1:45 p.m. (e.d.t.) on October 24, 1973 and
continuing through November 2, 1973.

By the Commission,

fseaL) Sumiey E. HoLLs,
Senior Recording Secretary.

|FR Doc,73-23315 Piled 10-31-73:8:45 am]

[70-5406)
WISCONSIN GAS CO.
Proposed Issue and Sale of Notes

Ocrosen 26, 1973,

Notice is hereby given that Wisconsin
Gas Company ("Wisconsin Gas™), 626
East Wisconsin Avenue, Milwaukee, Wis-
consin 53201, a gas subsidiary company
of American Natural Gas Company, a

holding company, has filed an
application-declaration with this Com-
mission pursuant to the Public Utllity
Holding Company Act of 1935 (“Act”),
designating sections 6 and 7 of the Act
and Rules 42(b) (2), 50(a) (5) and 70(b)
(2), promulgated thereunder as appli-
cable to the proposed transactions. All
interested persons are referred to the
application-declaration, which is sum-
marized below, for a complete statement
of the proposed transactions.

Wisconsin Gas proposes to borrow from
commercial banks on its promissory notes
(*Notes") under lines of credit aggregat-
ing $28 million; to borrow from the Trust
Department of M&I Marshall and Ilsley
Bank (“Trust Department”™ up to $5
millfon; or, to issue and sell up to $9
milon of its commercial paper through
a dealer. The total of all such borrow-
ings will not exceed $28 million at any
one time,
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Accordingly, Wisconsin Gas has ar-
ranged lines of credit with five com-
merclal banks providing for the borrow-
ing of up to $28 million on its Notes
maturing November 28, 1874, The banks
and thelr respective commitments are
as follows:

Name of Bank Amount of commitment

Plrst Wisconsin National Bank
of Milwaukee, Wis. ... ...
M&I Marshall & Ilsley Bank,

MUwaukee, Wis. oo 6, 000, 000
First National City Bank, New
o oo AN R R s Y 4, 000, 000

Manufacturers Hanover Trust

Marine National Exchange Bank,

Milwaukee, Wis_ ..o e e 3, 000, 000
I L et 5res oot & Fogn m s 28, 000, 000

Each Note will be dated as of the date
of issuance, will mature November 28,
1974, and will bear interest at the prime
rate in effect at the lending bank on the
date of each borrowing, which interest
rate will be adjusted to the prime rate
effective with any change In said rate.
Interest shall be payable at the end of
each 90-day period subsequent to the
date of borrowing and at maturity.
There is no commitment fee, closing or
other related charges payable to the
banks, and the Notes may be prepaid at
any time without penalty. In connection
with the lines of credit, Wisconsin Gas
is required to maintain compensating
balances with the banks, the effect of
which is to increase the effective inter-
est cost by approximately one and one~
half percent (114%) above the prevail-
ing prime rate of ten percent (10%).

Wisconsin Gas also proposes that it
may, in lieu of the issuance and sale of
promissory notes to the above listed
banks, issue and sell its promissory
notes, to the extent funds are avallable,
up to a maximum of $5 million out-
standing at any one time to the Trust
Department of the M&I Marshall & Isley
Bank, Milwaukee, Wisconsin. It is stated
that the Trust Department has a con-
tinuous flow of funds from its internal
operations and follows a practice of pool-
ing these funds for loans to various cor-
porations,

The interest rate on the proposed
notes with the Trust Department will be
equivalent to the highest rate paid dafly
by General Telephone & Electronics Cor-
poration on its commercial paper with a
maturity of 180 days. Wisconsin Gas will
be notified by the Trust Department of
any change in the interest rate. The
notes issued from January 1 to June 30
will mature July 1 of the same year and
those issued July 1 to December 31 will
mature January 1 of the following year.
The Trust Department will have the
right, however, to demand payment at
any time of all or any part of the prin-
cipal of the note or notes outstanding;
Wisconsin Gas will have the right to
prepay the notes at any time without
penalty.

Wisconsin Gas anticipates, under the
proposed arrangement with the Trust
Department, that it will be able to bor-

NOTICES

row money at a lower cost than borrow-
from banks under lines of credit. It
states, as an example, that on October 1,
1973 the Trust Department’s interest
rate was 8.60 percent compared with
First National City Bank’s prime rate of
10 percent.

Wisconsin Gas further proposes, in
lieu of the issuance and sale of its Notes
to the above-listed banks, to issue and
sell from time to time, commercial paper
up to a maximum of $9 million out-
standing at any one time to Goldman,
Sachs & Co., New York, New York, a
dealer In commercial paper. The com-
mercial paper will have varying maturi-
ties of not more than 270 days after the
date of issue and will be issued and sold
in varying denominations of not less
than $50,000 and not more than $2 mil-
lion directly to Goldman, Sachs & Co. at
a discount which will not be In excess
of the discount rate per annum prevail-
ing at the date of issuance for com-
mercial paper of comparable quality and
like maturities. Wisconsin Gas proposes
to sell commercial paper only so long as
the discount rate or the effective inter-
est cost for such commercial paper does
not exceed the equivalent cost of bor-
rowings from commercial banks (after
taking into consideration compensating
balances) on the date of sale, except for
commercial paper of maturity not ex-
ceeding 90 days Issued to refund out-
standing commercial paper, if in the
judgment of Wisconsin Gas, it would be
impractical to borrow from commercial
banks to refund such outstanding com-
mercial paper.

Goldman, Sachs & Co., as principal,
will reoffer such commercial paper at a
discount not to exceed 4 of 1 percent
per annum less than the prevailing dis-
count rate to Wisconsin Gas. Such com-
mercial paper will be reoffered to not
more than 200 identified and deslgnated
customers in a list (non-public) pre-
pared in advance by Goldman, Sachs &
Co., and no additions will be made to
the customer lists without approval of
the Commission. It is anticipated that
the commercial paper will be held by
customers to maturity; however, if any
commercial paper is repurchased by
Goldman, Sachs & Co., such paper will
be reoffered to others in the group of
200 customers. No commission or fee will
be payable by Wisconsin Gas In con-
nection with the issue and sale of such
commercial paper notes.

Wisconsin Gas Intends to use the
amounts borrowed to repay notes out-
standing on November 29, 1973 (esti-
mated to aggregate $20 million) and to
partially finance its 1973 construction
program (estimated at $13,106,000). It
is anticipated that funds required to re-
tire the notes and commercial paper will
be obtained from long-term financing
and funds generated internally,

Wisconsin Gas also requests authority
to file certificates of notification re-
quired by Rule 24 on & quarterly basis
with respect to the proposed transac-
tions with the Trust Department and
Goldman, Sachs & Company.

Fees and expenses incident to the pro-
posed transactions are estimated at $4.-
100, including counsel fees of $1,600. It
is stated that no approval or consent of
any  regulatory body other than this
Commission is necessary for the consum-
mation of the proposed transactions.

Notice is further given that any inter.
ested person may, not later than No-
vember 21, 1973, request in writing that
A hearing be held on such matter, stating
the nature of his interest, the reasons
for such request, and the issues of fact
or law raised by said application-decla-
ration which he desires to controvert:
or he may request that he be notified if
the Commission should order a hearing
thereon. Any such request should be ad-
dressed: Secretary, Securities and Ex-
change Commission, Washington, D.C.
20549. A copy of such request should be
served personally or by mail (air mall
if the person being served is located more
than 500 miles from the point of mail-
ing) upon the applicant-declarant at the
above-stated address, and proof of serv-
fce (by affidavit or, iIn case of an
attorney-at-law, by certificate) should
be filed with the request. At any time
after said date, the application-declara-
tion, as filed or as it may be amended,
may be granted and permitted to become
effective as provided in Rule 23 of the
general rules and regulations promul-
gated under the Act, or the Commission
may grant exemption from such rules as
provided iIn Rules 20(a) and 100 thereof
or take such other action as it may deem
appropriate, Persons who request a hear-
ing or advice as to whether a hearing is
ordered will receive notice of further
developments in this matter, including
the date of the hearing (if ordered) and
any postponements thereof.

For the Commission, by the Division
of Corporate Regulation, pursuant to
delegated authority.

IsEan) Samiey E. HoLurs,

Senior Recording Secretary.

[FR Doc.73-23318 Filed 10-31-73;8:45 am]

[File No. 500-1]

INDUSTRIES INTERNATIONAL, INC.
Notice of Suspension of Trading

< Ocroser 23, 1973.

It appearing to the Securities and Ex-
change Commission that the summary
suspension of trading in the common
stock of Industries International, Inc.
being traded otherwise than on & na-
tional securities exchange is required in
the public interest and for the protection
of investors;

Therefore, pursuant to section 15(c)
(5) of the Securities Exchange Act of
1934, trading in such securities other-
wise than on a national securities ex-
change is suspended, for the perfod from
?:%ber 24, 1973 through November 2,

By the Commission.

[sEAL] GEORGE A. FITZSIMMONS,
Secretary.

[FR Doc.73-23246 Piled 10-31-73;8:45 am]
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|File No. 500-1]
SANITAS SERVICE CORP.
Notice of Suspension of Trading
Oc¢TonEr 23, 1973.

The common stock of Sanitas Service
Corporation being traded on the Ameri-
can Stock Exchange pursuant to provi-
<ions of the Securities Exchange Act of
1934 and all other securities of Sanitas
Service Corporation being traded other-
wise than on a national securities ex-
change; and

It appearing to the Securities and Ex-
change Commission that the summary
suspension of trading in such securities
on such exchange and otherwise than on
a national securities exchange is required
in the public Interest and for the protec-
tlon of investors;

Therefore, pursuant to sections 19(a)
(4) and 15(¢)(5) of the Securities Ex-
change Act of 1934, trading in such
securities on the above-mentioned ex-
change and otherwise than on a national
securities exchange is suspended, for the
period from October 24, 1973, through
November 2, 1973,

By the Commission.

[sEAL) GrORGE A. FITZSIMMONS,

Secretary.
[PR. Doc, 73-23247 Filed 10-31-73; 8:45 am]

NOTICES

INTERSTATE COMMERCE
COMMISSIOIN

[Notice 373]
ASSIGNMENT OF HEARINGS

OcToBER 29, 1973,
Cases assigned for hearing, postpone-
ment, cancellation, or oral argument ap-
pear below and will be published only
once. This list contains prospective as-
signments 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.

No amendments will be entertained after

November 1973.

MC 30513 Sub 14, North State Motor Lines,
Inc., now assigned December 10, 1973, at
Washington, D.C., postponed to January
21, 1074, at the Offices of the Interstate
Commerce Commission, Washington, D.C.

MC-730 Sub 349, Pacific Intermountain
Express Co., published In the Proerar Rec-
1sTen of August 2 and October 25, 1973,
remaing as assigned December 5, 1873 (3
days), st San Francisco, Callf., In a room to
be later designated.

3016130190

MC 138705 Sub 1, Daniel L. Haskell, DBA
Casco Bay Transportation Co., now #s-
signed January 17, 1974, at Boston, Mass,,

is cancelled and applioation dismissed.

MC 74321 Sub 77, B. F. Walker, Inc., now be-
ing nssigned hearing January 17, 1974 (2
days), at Albuquerque, New Mexico, in a

room to be later designated.

MC 114284 Sub 57, Fox-Smythe Transporin-
tion Co.. now being assigned hearing
January 21, 1974 (2 daye), at Albuquerque,
New Mexico, In a hearing room to be later
designated,

MC 135248 Sub 7, Willlam H. Dees, d.ba,
Dees Transportation, now belng assigned
hearing January 28, 1074 (1 week), at Salt
Lake City, Utah, in s hearing room td be
Inter desiguated.

MC 82841 Sub 120, Hunt Transportation, Inc.,
now being assigned hearing February O,
1974 (3 days), at Portland, Oregon, in a
hoaring room to be later designated.

MC 33919 Sub 7, Fairchild General Freight,
Inc., now being assigned hearing Febru-
ary 7, 1974 (2 doys), at Portland, Oregon,
in & hearing room to be later designated.

MC 74321 Sub 47, B. P. Walker, Inc,, applica-
tion dismissed.

MC-F-11851, Smith Transfer Corporation—
Control—Brady Motorfrate, Inc, MC-F-
11853, Lee Way Motor Freight, Inc.—Pur-
chase (Portion)—Brady Motorirate, Inc,,
MC-52110 Sub 137, Burgmeryer Broa,
Inc., MC-F-11876, Burgmeryer Bros, Ino.—
Purchase (Portion)—Brady Motorfrate,
Inc, now assigned November 26, 1973, will
be held in Room 609, Federal Office Bidg,
911 Walnut St., Kansas City, Mo.

[sEAL) RoBerT L. OSWALD,
Secretary,

{FR Doc.73-23330 Flled 10-31-73;8:456 am|
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DEPARTMENT OF
TRANSPORTATION

Federal Highway Administration

[23CFR Parts 771,790,795 ]
[ Docket No. 73-2; Notice No. 1)

ENVIRONMENTAL AND PUBLIC HEARING
PROCEDURES

Notice of Proposed Rulemaking

Notice is hereby given that regulations,
amendments to regulations, and proce-
dures concerning environmental impact
statements; consideration of social, eco-
nomie, and environmental effects; pub-
lic hearings; and location and design
approval are proposed by the Adminis-
trator, Federal Highway Administration
(FHWA), Advance notification of such
proposal was given October 1, 1973 (38
FR 27233),

Policy and Procedure Memorandum
(PPM) 80-1 (37 FR 21808) is being re-
vised in response to the Council on En-
vironmental Quality (CEQ) Guidelines,
40 CFR Part 1500, and Is being codified
as 23 CFR Part 771, As proposed, 23 CFR
Part 771 would also absorb some of the
requirements of 23 U.S.C. 128 and 109
(h) dealing with the consideration of
social, economlic, and environmental ef-
fects presently contained in 23 CFR Part
790 (PPM 20-8). The FHWA has recog-
nized for some time that the location and
design reports required by 23 CFR Part
790, which document the consideration
of social, economic, and environmental
effects and engineering factors, to a large
extent duplicate the Information con-
tained in environmental impact state-
ments and negative declarations. The
proposed changes would eliminate such
duplication, Once these changes have
been accomplished, final clearance of an
environmental impact statement or
FHWA adoption of a negative declara-
tion would be considered as Federal ac-
ceptance of the general location of a
highway segment,

At the same time as PPM 90-1 is re-
vised to 23 CFR Part 771, a new para-
graph would be added ‘o 23 CFR Part
795 (PPM 90-4) requiring each highway
agency to include public hearing pro-
cedures in its Action Plan. At present, 23
CFR Part 795 requires the highway
agencies to describe in thelr Action Plans
a full program of procedures to assure
public involvement in all stages of high-
way development. It is logical, therefore,
that public hearing procedures be in-
cluded in the Action Plans together with
the other forms of public involvement
activities, such as informal neighborhood
meetings, citizen advisory committees,
and other similar activities.

The proposed paragraph to be added
to 23 CFR Part 795 would provide high-
way agencies with sufficient flexibility so
that they can use hearings more effec-
tively as elements of a broader and more
comprehensive program for involving the
public in the planning and design of
highway projects. In many cases, the use
of small, informal meetings and similar

PROPOSED RULES

approaches to public involvement has
proved to be more effective than public
hearings; such methods often achieve
more effective two-way communication
and better resolve issues and differences
of opinion. Under the proposed revision
to 23 CFR Part 795, public hearings
would be viewed as only one part of a
public involvement program, Each high-
way agency's hearing procedures would
be reviewed by the FHWA and evaluated
based upon the adequacy of the total
program.

To assure that each highway agency's
public hearing procedures are adequate,
the FHWA plans to issue nonregulatory
evaluation criteria to provide guidance
on what hearing procedures would be
acceptable. While allowing the highway
agencies considerable flexibility in de-
veloping procedures suitable for each
State, the proposed evaluation criteria
contain several provisions that all Action
Plans are to contain. For example, the
proposed evaluation criteria specify that
an opportunity for hearings is to be
afforded for projects that have not met
the hearing requirements of 23 CFR Part
780. As allowed by 23 CFR Part 790, cer-
tain minor projects could be exempted
from hearings, but an opportunity for
hearings is to be afforded whenever a
project has significant impacts. The pro-
posed evaluation criteria also specify
that hearings are to provide a forum for
the discussion of the need for a project,
alternate locations, major design fea-
tures, and related social, economic, and
environmental effects and that hearings
are to be held before the highway agency
becomes committed to any alternate pre-
sented at the hearing. The proposed
evaluation criteria provide further guid-
ance on notification procedures, hearing
conduct, circumstances under which ad-
ditional hearings will be held, and on the
disposition of the reports, certifications,
and transcripts required by 23 U.S.C. 128.

The proposed evaluation criteria would
allow a highway agency to hold one hear-
ing for projects where one hearing could
adequately cover both location and de-
sign and where the highway agency’'s
other public involvement procedures are
adequate. Present FHWA requirements
for both location and design hearings
have not been satisfactory in many in-
stances because the second hearing is
frequently redundant. In order to thor-
oughly consider the social, economic, and
environmental effects of alternative loca~
tions and prepare a meaningful environ-
mental impact statement, It is often
necessary to perform detalled design
studies for each alternative before a
location is chosen. Consequently, many
location hearings cover design issues to
such an extent that subsequent design
hearings are repetitious.

Once the highway agencies have re-
vised their Action Plans to comply with
the proposed revision to 23 CFR Part 795,
the requirements of 23 CFR Part 790
would be adequately handled in 23 CFR
Parts 771, 795, and in the Action Plans.
Therefore, to consolidate overlapping

procedures and minimize redtape, the
Federal Highway Administration pro-
poses to amend 23 CFR Part 790 (PPM
20-8) to make it inapplicable when the
revised Action Plans are being followed
It is anticipated that this will lead to the
eventual revocation of 23 CFR Part 790

The Federal Highway Administration
has not included a definition for “major
Federal action” in Part 771 pending af-
fording the public an opportunity for
comment on the following definition.

A Major Action (Major FHWA Ac-
tion) —(a) an action, financed with
funds administered by FHWA, for which
FHWA has the primary Federal respon-
sibility, and which increases the avail-
able through lanes in the traffic corridor
by more than two or provides modern
highway service to a region previously
served by no highway or a primitive high-
way.

(b) an FHWA administrative approval
of an undertaking, not financed with
funds administered by FHWA, which aids
or encourages major changes in zoning
or development when the undertaking or
resultant major changes would be sub-
stantially influenced if FHWA approval
is not granted.

(¢) anaction which has been given na-
tional recognition by Congress that war-
rants a “Major Action” classification
even though it is not included in the
above definition. Such an action would
be one that requires processing under the
provisions of 16 U.S.C. 470(f), 49 US.C
1653(f) or 16 U.S.C. 1301.

We specifically invite all parties to
comment upon the FHWA adopting this
definition or suggesting an alternate
definition.

Interested persons are invited to sub-
mit written data, views, or arguments
pertaining to this proposal. All comments
submitted should refer to the docket
number and notice number appearing
at the top of this document and should
be submitted in three copies to the Office
of Environmental Policy (HEV-1), Fed-
eral Highway Administration, Washing-
ton, D.C. 20590. All comments received
before the close of business on December
17, 1973, will be considered before fur-
ther action is taken on this proposal
Comments will be available for examina-
tion In the office of the Chief of the
Environmental Development Division,
Room 3246, 400 Seventh Street SW.,
Washington, D.C., both before and after
the closing date for comments.

This notice of proposed rulemaking is
issued under the authority of 23 US.C
315 and the delegation of authority by
the Secretary of Transportation of 49
CFR 1.48.

Issued on October 29, 1973.

R. R. BARTELSMEYER,
Deputy Federal
Highway Administrator.
1. Chapter I of Title 23 CFR would be
amended by adding a new part, Part
T71—Environmental Impact and Related
Statement, as follows:
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PART 771—ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT
AND RELATED STATEMENTS

Purpose.

Definitions for use in this directive.
Application.

Emergency action procedures.

Lead agency.

Highway section procesaing.
Procedures.

Supplements and amendments,
7l Environmental statements.
77110 Seoction 4(f) statements.

771.11  Historic sites,

AvTioRtry: 42 US.C. 4332(2)(C), 49
USC. 1858(f), 16 US.C. 470(f), 42 USLC,
185787, 16 U.S.0. 662(a), 23 U.S.C. 128, and
16 US.C. 1801,

g8 7711 Purpose.

To promulgate guidelines and regula-
tions for the preparation and processing
of environmental impact and related
statements on major Federal Highway
Administration (FHWA) actions,

§771.2 Definitions for use in this di-
rective,

(p) Federal Highway Administration
action (FHWA action) is the accumu-
lated sequence of events, for which
FHWA has responsibility, that leads to
the final completion of a highway sec-
tion or it may be an FHWA administra-
tive approval of a State highway depart-
ment or other agency undertaking not
financed with funds administered by
FHWA.

(h) A Major Action (Major FHWA Ac-
tion) Is: A possible definition for “A
Major Action” is included in the pre-
amble for comment.

(c) Actions significantly affecting the
environment are those on which the
impact would substantially degrade the
quality or curtail the range of beneficial
uses of the ecological, social or scenie
resources; which are inconsistent with
the plans and goals adopted by the com-
munity or increase congestion, increase
noise levels, ete.; or which are highly
controversial (substantive environmental
disputes)’,

(d) Human environment is the aggre~
gate of all external conditions and in-
fluences (esthetie, ecological, cultural,
social, economic, historical, ete.) that af-
fect human life.

(¢) Highway Agency (HA) is the
agency with the primary responsibility
for inftiating and ecarrying forward the
planning, design and construction of the
FHWA action. For highway sections
financed with Federal-aid highway
funds, the HA will normally be the ap-
propriate State, county or city highway
aigency, For highway sections financed
with other funds, such as forest high-
ways, park roads, ete., the HA will be the
appropriate Federal or State highway
ageney with the primary responsibility
fqr initiating and carrying forward the
blanning and design.

(f) Highway section is a highway de-
velopment proposal of independent sig-
‘mncanoe between logical termini (popu-
lation centers, major traffic generators,
tle.) as normally included in a single lo-
cation study or multiyear highway im-
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provement program. A highway section
may include completed as well as the
uncompleted portions of the highway.

(g) Section 4(I) statement is a docu-
ment to support the determination re-
quired by section 4(f) of the Department
of Transportation Act, as amended, 49
U.S.C. 1653(1) and 23 U.S.C. 138.

(h) Environmental assessment is the
process (coordination, investigation and
reconnaissance) of identifying potential
social, economic and environmental ef-
fects of a major FHWA action and
evalusting their significance.

() Environmental impact statement
(EIS) is a document containing an as-
sessment of the anticipated significant
beneficial and detrimental effects which
the proposed major FHWA action may
have upon the quality of the human
environment,

(§) Negative declaration is a docu-
ment determining that, should the pro-
posed major FHWA action be under-
taken, the anticipated effects upon the
human environment will not be
significant.

§ 771.3  Application.

(a) The provisions of this directive
shall apply to each Federal Highway Ad-
ministration action, including those
being implemented under “Certification
Acceptance” approved pursuant to 23
U.S.C. 117, except as set forth in (b); of
this section.

(b) The provisions of this directive do
not apply to highway sections on which
all grading and drainage has been au-
thorized prior to the effective date of
this directive.

(¢) Certain types of construction proj-
ects and administrative FHWA ap-
provals are not major FHWA actions
and, therefore, do not require a negative
declaration or environmental statement.
The FHWA Division Engineer may re-
quire a written environmental evalua-
tion for such actions for the purpose of
determining whether it would be in the
public interest to prepare an environ-
mental impact statement even though
the project is not a major action.

The following are examples of FHWA
actions which are not "major':

(1) Highway landscaping, erosion con-
trol, and rest area projects.

(2) Lighting, signing, pavement mark-
ing, signalization, freeway surveillance,
and control systems and railroad protec-
tive devices.

(3) Preservation of scenic areas.

(4) Modernization of an existing high-
way by resurfacing, widening less fhan
lane width, adding shoulders, adding
auxiliary lanes for localized purposes
(weaving, climbing, speed change, ete.).

(5) Construction of fringe parking
areas, bus shelters and bays.

(8) Correcting substandard curves.

(7) Reconstruction of existing high-
way/highway or highway/railroad sepa-
rations.

(8) Reconstruction of existing stream
crossings where stream channels and
water quality will not be significantly
affected.,
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(9) Reconstruction of existing Inter-
sections including channelization of
traffic.

(10) Installation of nolse barriers.

(11) Alterations to existing bulldings
to provide for noise attenuation.

(12) Approval actions exclusively for
pedestrian, equestrian or bicycle trails.

(13) Safety projects such as grooving,
glare screen, safety barriers, energy at-
tenuators, ete.

(14) Billboard controls (the removal
of billboards) and junkyard control
(moving or screening) .

(15) Research projects.

(16) Restoration of highway facilities,
damaged by a disaster or catastrophic
failure, to restore the highway for the
health, welfare and safety of the public.

(17) Approval of changes in access
control to permit: a utility to use high-
way right-of-way (transverse or longi=-
tudinal installations); crossings without
access; and use of alrspace.

(18) Certification of the urban trans-
portation planning process and approval
of highway planning and research
reports.

(19) Approval of Federal-aid highway
system requests.

(20) Urban area boundary approvals.

(21) Approval of annual highway
planning and research work programs
and unified work programs pursuant to
23 US.C. 134,

(22) Initiation of route feasibility

linquishment approvals.

(24) Administrative approvals of
other Federal agency highway projects.

(25) Alrport/highway conflicts
clearances.

(26) Approval of standard plans and
specifications,

§ 771.4 Emergency action procedures.

The Council on Environmental Quality
(CEQ) Guidelines, 40 CFR 1500:.11(e),
allow modification of requirements in a
national emergency, & disaster, a cata-
strophic failure or similar great urgency.
The processing times may be reduced, or
if the emergency situation warrants,

and processing of a state-
ment may be abbreviated. Such proce-
dural changes, however, should be re-
quested only for those projects where the
need for immediate action requires proc-
essing in other than a normal manner.
The disruption of the area economy,
social consequences or the health and
salety of the public may suggest immedi-
ate replacement of a damaged highway
facility. In judging the appropriateness
of a negative declaration, the Division
Engineer should be guided by the nature
of the replacement; the extent of the dis-
turbance to the landscape, streams, ete.;
comments received from local agencies
contacted; the relationship between the
critical nature of the emergency and
any significant anticipated environ-
mental impacts, The HA and FHWA Di-
vision Engineer may determine that
several replacement facilities (projects)
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in the damage area qualify for a nega-
tive declaration. In such instances, all
proposed replacement facilities (proj-
ects) may be listed In a single negative
declaration. The negative declaration
should be referenced or a copy included
in each project file.

§ 7715 Lead agency.

When more than one Federal agency
directly sponsors an action, or is directly
involved in an action through funding,
licenses, or permits, or is involved in a
group of actions directly related to each
other because of their functional inter-
dependence and geographical proximity,
consideration should be given to prepar-
ing one statement for all the Federal ac-
tions involved. Agencies In such cases
should consider the designation of a
single “lead agency” to assume super-
visory responsibility for preparation of a
joint statement. Where a lead agency
prepares the statement, the other agen-
cles involved should provide assistance
with respect to their areas of jurisdiction
and expertise. The statement should con-
tain an evaluation of the full range Fed-
eral actions involved, should reflect the
views of all participating agencies, and
should be prepared before major or ir-
reversible actions have been taken by
any of the participating agencies, Some
relevant factors in determining an ap-
propriate lead agency are: Land owner-
ship, the time sequence in which the
agencies become involved, the magnitude
of their respective involvement, and their
expertise with respect to the project's
environmental effects,

§ 771.6 Highway scction processing.

(a) The negative declaration or en-
vironmental impact statement for major
FHWA actions and section 4(f) state-
ments and required processing under 16
U.B.C. 470(1) shall be completed during
the location (corridor) studies,

(b)Y The HA shall not proceed with
activities associated with the exclusive
design of the selected location alternate,
right-of-way acquisition other than bona
fide hardship cases and protective buy-
ing, detall right-of-way plan preparation,
preparation of construction plans, spec-
ifications and estimates (P.S. & E.), or
construction of the highway section until
the certifications required by 23 US.C.
128 are recelved by the FHWA Divislon
Engineer, together with a copy of the
trstnscﬂpt of public hearings, if held, and
until:

(1) The negative declaration has been
adopted by the FHWA Division Engineer.

(2) At least 90 days have elapsed since
the draft EIS was circulated for com-
ment and furnished CEQ, and at least 30
days have elapsed since the final EIS
was made available to CEQ (calculated
from. the dates the avallability of the
draft and final EIS's were published In
the FroErAL RecisTER), The 30- and 90-
day walting periods noted above may run
concurrently to the extent they overlap.

(c) Notification to the HA that the
negative declaration has been adopted by
the FHWA Division Engineer or that the
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processing of the final EIS has been
completed shall be considered the
FHWA acceptance of the general loca-
tion of the highway section.

§ 771.7 Procedures.

(a) Environmental assessment proc-
ess. (1) An environmental assessment
should be made by the HA in consulta-
tion with FHWA for all proposed major
FHWA actions during the initial studies.
The environmental assessment and
preparation of the negative declaration
and environmental Impact statement
should be accomplished utilizing a syste-
matic interdisciplinary approach to as-
sure that the potential social, economic
and environmental effects are identified
and that proper consideration is given
in the evaluation of their potential sig-
nificance. The environmental assess-
ment process will provide the basis for
determining whether an environmental
statement or a negative declaration will
be prepared.

(2) Initial coordination with appro-
priate local, State and Federal agencies
should be accomplished during the early
stages to assist in identifying natural
and cultural areas of significance and
agency concerns. Existing procedures,
including those established under the
Office of Management and Budget
(OMB) Circular A-95, should be used to
the greatest extent practicable to accom-
plish this early coordination.

(3) During the environmental assess-
ment process, consideration should be
given to the potential social, economic
and environmental effects of the alter-
natives under study, and to the extent
that they have application, the effects
on the following should be considered:

(1) Regional and community growth
including general plans and proposed
land use, total transportation require-
ments, status of the planning process,
and, in urban areas, consistency with the
goals and objectives of the urban trans-
portation planning process.

(i) Conservation and preservation
including soill erosion and sedimenta-
tion, ecosystems and manmade and other
natural resources, such as: park and rec-
reational facilities, wildlife, waterfowl
and wetland areas; districts, sites, bulld-
ings, structures or objects of historical,
architectural, archeological or cultural
significance; rare and endangered fish,
wildlife and plant species.

@i) Public facilities and services in-
cluding religious, health and educational
facilities, and public utilities, fire pro-
tection and other emergency services.

(iv) Community cohesion ncluding
residential and neighborhood character
and stability, highway impacts on
minority and other specific groups and
interests, and effects on local tax base
and property values.

(v) Displacement of people, busi-
nesses and farms including relocation
assistance, availability of adequate re-
placement housing, economic activity
(employment gains and losses, ete.).

(vl) Aflr, noise, and water pollution in-

cluding consistency with approved air

quality implementation plans, FHWA
nolse level standards (as required under
PPM 90-2), and any relevant Federal,
State, or local water quality standards.

(vii) Esthetic and other values includ-
ing visual quality, such as;: “view of the
road"” and “view from the road,” and
Joint highway/land use planning.

(4) Procedures established under the
HA’s Action Plan developed pursuant to
Part 795 of this Chapter, will provide for
early and continuing public involvement
and coordination with other agencies.
These procedures will ensure that the
public and other agencles have adequate
opportunity to assist in the identification
and consideration of natural and cultural
areas of significance.

(b) Negative declaration. (1) A negn-
tive declaration shall be prepared by the
HA in consultation with FHWA for each
major FHWA action when it Is deter-
mined that it does not significantly affect
the quality of the human environment,

(2) The negative declaration is to in-
clude in the written record evidence that
the major action was evaluated and a
determination made that it will not have
a significant effect upon the quality of
the human environment. The negative
declaration should contain documenta-
tion which demonstrates the “reason-
ableness" of the environmental deter-
mination; the social, economic and en-
vironmental effects considered; and the
need for the proposed action. It should
also include map(s) showing the alter-
native highway corridor (locations),
other comparative data including costs,
and a discussion of the issues and com-
ments received from other agencies, or-
ganizations and the public during the
studies. When a public hearing is held
on an action, the negative declaration
shall not be adopted until it has been
supplemented by a summary and analy-
sis of the views received at the hearing
concerning the proposed undertaking
and alternatives,

(3) A negative declaration need not
be circulated for comment, but the avail-
ability of a draft negative declaration
shall be included In the notice of the
public hearing or opportunity for public
hearing. The notice should be placed In
the local newspaper at least 30 days be-
fore the hearing. Regardless of whether
or not there is a public hearing, a notice
shall be placed In a local newspaper(s)
advising the public of the availability of
a draft negative declaration. The notice
should include information necessary to
identify the highway section and where
to obtain information concerning the
undertaking.

(4) The HA shall announce the avail-
ability of and briefly explain the draft
negative declaration in its presentation
at the public hearing.

(6) The HA and FHWA may decide to
prepare and process an environmental
statement if significant impacts are
fdentified prior to finalizing the negative
declaration. It would not be necessary in
such instances to hold additional public
hearings and public meetings for the sole
purpose of presenting the draft environ-
mental impact statement.
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() The FHWA Division Engineer,
after a review of the negative declaration
and an examination of the environ-
mental issues, shall, if acceptable, indi-
cate FHWA adoption of the determina-
tion by signing and dating.

(7) The negative declaration shall be
reevaluated at 5-year intervals unless an
cxtension s granted by the FHWA Re-
¢ional Administrator,

(c) Drajft Environmental Impact
Statement (DEIS). (1) A draft environ-
mental impact statement shall be pre-
pared and processed for major FHWA
actions that significantly affect the qual-
ity of the human environment,

(2) The draft environmental state-
ment shall be prepared by the HA and
FHWA. The purposes of the DEIS are to
assure that careful attention is given to
the evaluation of environmental issues
to ensure that adverse effects are avoided
or minimized, wherever possible, and that
environmental quality is restored or en-
nanced to the fullest extent practicable.
The DEIS will also provide a basis for
the HA, FHWA and other reviewers to
give meaningful consideration of all en-
vironmental issues.

(3) The DEIS shall document the
identified social, economic, environ-
mental and other effects considered; dis-
cuss the basic need and justification for
the action; discuss alternative actions
being considered; and record the coor-
dination achieved and comments received
during the environmental assessment
process,

(4) The FHWA Division Engineer shall
review the DEIS and if in agreement with
the scope and content, take responsibil-
ity for the DEIS and sign and date the
title page before it is released for
comment.,

(5) The DEIS shall be circulated by
the HA for comment and made available
to the public at least 30 days before the
public hearing (first public hearing when
two public hearings are held) and no
later than the publication of first notice
for the hearing or opportunity there-
fore, or at a similar stage of develop-
ment when public hearings are not
required.

(6) Regardless of whether or not there
s a public hearing, & notice should be
placed in the newspaper advising where
the DEIS is available for review and how
copies may be obtained.

‘1) An additional public hearing or
public meeting will not be required for
the sole purpose of presenting and re-
celving comments on a DEIS.

_8) The HA shall announce the avail-
abllity of, and briefly explain, the DEIS
in its presentation at the public hearing
and other public meetings.

(9) The HA shall circulate the DEIS
for reyview and comment to Federal,
State, and local agencies with jurisdic-
ton by law and special expertise with
respect to any environmental impact in-
volved, The Federal and Federal-State
agencies and their relevant areas of ex-
pertise are identified in Appendix II of
'{:e CEQ Guidelines (40 CFR Part 1500).
The HA shall also furnish 16 copies of
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each draft environmental statement to
the FHWA Division Engineer who shall
to the following

FHWA Regional

FHWA Ofco of Environmental Polley
(EEV=10): ooccnmrnsrvmsscnsnssnvnne

DOT Office of Environmental Affalrs
(TERN0) i amnnon e neanenee

Council on Environmental Quality
(CEQ), 722 Jackson Place, NW,,
‘Washington, D.C, 20000 - ccuen 10

(10) The DEIS shall be available for
review by the public at the HA headquar-
ters and appropriate district offices; the
State and appropriate regional and
metropolitan clearinghouses; and FHWA
division, regional and headquarters
offices.

(11) The initial printing of the DEIS
should be of sufficient quantity to meet
reasonable requests from agencles, orga~
nizations and individuals. Copies of the
DEIS should be furnished public and pri-
vate organizations and individuals with
special expertise with respect to the
environmental impact involved and to
those with an interest in the FHWA ac-
tion who request an opportunity to com-
ment. These should be furnished free of
charge to the fullest extent practicable,
or at a fee which is not more than the
actual printing cost. Others who request
copies of the DEIS should be advised of
their availability from the National
Technical Information Service (NTIS),
U.S. Department of Commerce, Spring-
fleld, Virginia 22151,

(12) The HA and the FHWA Division
Engineer may establish a date not less
than 45 days from the date of transmit-
tal, plus & normal time for mail to reach
and be returned from the recipient, for
return of comments. An agency not re-
sponding by the date indicated may be
assumed to have no comments on the
DEIS. The HA should endeavor to grant
requests for a time extension of up to 15
days for return of comments.

(13) A draft EIS for which the final
EIS has not been submitted for adoption
by FHWA within 3 years after its orig-
inal date of circulation shall either be
updated and recirculated for comment as
a new DEIS or an exemption to recircu-
lation must be secured from the FHWA
Regional Administrator.

(d) Maintaining lists of actions. (1)
The FHWA Division Engineers shall
maintain two lists of actions on which
the HA and FHWA have reached agree-
ment on the type of environmental proc-
essing (environmental statement or
negative declaration). One list should
include those major actions for which
environmental Impact statements are
being prepared and the other should in-
clude those for which draft negative
declarations have been or are to be
prepared,

(2) The lists shall be updated at the
end of each calendar quarter and for-
warded to the FHWA region and Wash-
ington office.

(3) Each line item on these lists shall
be identified by county or city, route
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number, termini, length and proposed
number of lanes.

(4) A change in the environmental
processing from environmental state-
ment to negative declaration shall be
footnoted in the next subsequent EIS
listing. The highway section may be re-
moved from the next listing when the
final EIS is filed with CEQ or when the
final negative declaration has
adopted by the FHWA Division
Engineer.

(5) These lists shall be available for
public inspection and copying.

(¢) Final Environmental Impact
Statement (FEIS), (1) A final environ-
mental impact statement shall be pre-
pared and processed for major FHWA
actions which significantly affect the
environment.

(2) The final environmental impact
statement shall be prepared by the HA
and FHWA.

(3) A DEIS may be changed to a neg-
ative declaration if the review process
and public hearing, when held, indicate
that the proposal will not have a signifi-
cant effect upon the environment. All
agencies and individuals that received
copies and/or commented on the draft
statement must be informed that a neg-
ative declaration was substituted for the
DEIS and given a brief explanation of
the reason therefore.

(4) The Regional Federal Highway
Administrator, after an examination of
the FEIS and the comments and dispo-
sition thereof, shall take responsibility
for the scope and content and Indicate
FHWA adoption and approval by sign-
ing and dating it before forwarding 14
copies to the FHWA Office of Environ-
mental Policy, HEV-10.

(5) The HA and FHWA may, upon re-
quest of an agency, organization or indi-
vidual, furnish a copy of the statement
as signed by the Regional Federal High-

‘way Administrator, but such document

shall be marked “Not Official” until the
FEIS has been filed with CEQ.

(6) The HA shall furnish a copy of
the FEIS, as sent to CEQ, to Federal,
State, and local agencies; public and
private organizations; and individuals
that made substantive comments on the
DEIS and that requested a copy. Coples
of the FEIS should also be furnished
those who have an interest In the action
and request a copy.

(T) A copy of the FEIS shall be sent
to the Environmental Protection Agency
to assist in carrying out its responsibili-
m under section 309 of the Clean Alr

(8) The FEIS shall be available for
public review at the HA headquarters
and appropriate district offices, and the
State and appropriate regional and
metropolitan clearinghouses.

(9) Coples furnished public and pri-
vate organizations and individuals should
be furnished free of charge to the full-
est extent practicable or at a fee which
is not more than the actual printing or
reproduction cost.

(100 Where the distribution of the
complete FEIS to all commenting entries
is Impractical, alternate arrangements,
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such as furnishing sections of statements
which deal with specific areas of concern
should be considered.

(11) Other requests for coples of final
statements should be referred to the Na-
tional Technical Information Service
(NTIS), U.S. Department of Commerce,
Springfield, Virginia 22151,

(12) An FEIS shall be reevaluated at
5-year intervals unless an extension is
granted by the FHWA Regional Admin-
istrator.

§ 771.8 Supplements and amendments,

A DEIS or FEIS may be amended at
any time. Supplements or amendments
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should be considered when substantial
changes are made in the proposed action
that will introduce a new or changed en-
vironmental effect of significance to the
quality of the environment or significant
new information becomes available con-
cerning its environmental aspects. In
such cases, the supplement or amend-
ment Is to be processed in the same man-
ner as & new environmental statement.

§ 771.9 Environmental statements.
(&) Each environmental statement

(draft or final) shall have a title page
headed as follows:

*Report Number: . ...

ADMINISTRATIVE ACTION FOR

(Route, Termini, County, City, etc,) S
US. DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
Federal Highway Administration
and
[optional]

(appropriate highway agency)

DRAFT (FINAL)
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT

Submitted pursuant to 42 U.S.0. 4332(2) (C) and 23 U.5,C. 128(a)
[optional]

Cleared for Clroulation (draft)
Approved and Adopted by PHWA (final)

Signature and title of appropriste highway agency official

B T p———

Signature and title of appropriate FHWA official

*The number placed at the top left-hand corner of the title page on all draft and final

environmental statements 1s as follows:

FHWA-AZ-EIS-73-01-D(F) (8)

FHWA-—Name of Federal agency

AZ—Namo of State (cannot exceed four characters)

EIS—Environmental Impact Statement
93—Year draft statement was prepared

01—Sequentinl number of draft statement for each calendar year
D-—designates the statement as the draft statement
F—designates the statement as the final statement

S—designates supplemental statement

(b) Summary sheet: (1) Check appro-
priate box(es):

Federal Highway Administration

Administrative Action Environmental State-
ment

() Draft () Final

{ ) Section 4(f) Statement sttached

(2) For draft statements, the name,
address, and telephone number of the in-
dividual at the HA who can be contacted
for additional information about the
proposal and statement. For final state-
ments, it should be the name of the
FHWA Division Engineer.

(3) Brief description of the proposed
FHWA action indicating route, termini,
length, county, city, State, etc,, as ap-
propriate. Also list other proposed Fed-
eral actions in the area, if any, which
are in the statement.

(4) Summary of environmental im-
pacts and adverse environmental effects,

(6) Summarize major alternatives
considered.

. (6) List Federal, State and local agen-
cles and other organizations from which

comments are being requested (draft)
and from which comments were re-
quested (final) and identify those that
returned written comments.

('7) For final statements, the date the
draft statement was made available to
CEQ (date published in the FeoeraL
REGISTER) ,

(c) The sections listed below, as a
minimum, are to be covered in environ-
mental statements. Every effort shall be
made to convey the required information
sucecincetly in a form easily understood,
both by members of the public and com-
menting agencies, giving attention to
the substance of the information con-
veyed rather than to the particular form,
length, or detail of the statement. Suc-
cinctness and brevity, consistent with
the requirements and the information
to be transmitted, should be the aim of
those preparing the EIS, insomuch as an
unwieldy and cumbersome statement
may be less effective. Each of the sec-
tions, for example, need not always oc-
cupy a distinct section of the statement

if it is otherwise adequately covered in
discussing the impact of the proposed
action and its alternatives. Draft state-
ments should indicate at appropriate
points in the text any underlying studies,
reports, and other information obtained
and considered by the agency in pre-
paring the statement. Such Information
may be indicated in footnotes or an ap-
pendix. In the case of documents not
easily accessible (such as internal studies
or reports), the HA should indicate
where such information may be reviewed
or obtained. If such information is at-
tached to the statement, care should be
taken to ensure that the statement re-
mains an essentially self-contained in-
strument, capable of being understood
by the reader without the need for un-
due cross reference. The amount of de-
tail provided in the statement should
be commensurate with the extent and
expected impact of the action, and with
the amount of information required to
justify the proposed action. The state-
ments shall be printed on standardized
paper (8'%% x 11'') and maps, draw-
ings, illustrations, etc, folded for as-
sembly to the same size. Material should
be assembled in logical order, fastened
on the left edge, and enclosed in a dur-
able, flexible cover. Sheets wider than
815 inches should be folded 50 as to open
to the right with identification added or
showing at the right edge. When colors
are used, other methods of delineation
(1.e. dots, cross hatching, etc.) should
also be used so0 that the statement will
be legible when it is reproduced in black
and white.

(1) A description of the proposed
alternatives under consideration, and
the social, economic, and environmental
context: This section shall include a
summary of the engineering data show-
ing that the development of the action
has taken into consideration the need
for fast, safe and efficient transportation
together with highway costs, traffic
benefits, and public services, This sum-
mary should indicate the significant
technical and economic differences and
reasons concerning the altermative pro-
posals to the extent appropriate for the
scope and nature of the project. In addi-
tion, this section shall include a sum-
mary and inventory of the inviron-
mental surroundings. Below is the type
of information and data that would
generally be included:

(1) Location, type facility, and length
(on new existing alignment) ;

(D) Traffic data and number of
lanes;

(1 Predominant right-of-way
width and access control (existing and
proposed) ;

(iv) Location of major design fea-
tures such as interchanges, separation
structures, at-grade intersections, river
crossings, ete.;

(v) Deficlencies of the existing fa-
cilities and the need and justification for
the proposed action, including the bene-
fits to the State, region and community:

(vi) Summary of technical, social,
and economic studies made to support
the proposed action;
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(vi) The cwrent status of the
proposal with a brief historical resume
and an estimate of when the proposal
will be constructed;

(viity A general description of the

surrounding terrain;
{ix) Existing and land use
(s map preferable), including other

proposed Federal action in the area
affected;

(x) Inventory of economic factors
such as employment, taxes, property
walue, ete.;

(x) Surrounding natural and cul-
tural features such as towns, lakes,
sLreams, mountains, historic sites, land-
marks, institutions, developed areas,
principal roads and highways, and sim-
ilar features that are pertinent to the
study;

(xi) General description of the
surrounding neighborhoods and popula~-
tlon and growth characteristics; and

(xiil) Vieinity and detalled maps,
<ketches, pletures, layouts, and other
visual exhibits should be used, as neces-
sary, to show specific involvement to
give a layman reviewer a reasonnble
understanding of the impact and pro-
posed measures to minimize harm.

(2) The relationship of the proposed
action to land-use plans, policies and
controls for the aflected area: Where
conflicts or inconsistencies exist, this
cection should describe the extent of
reconciliation and the reason for pro-
ceeding notwithstanding the absence of
full reconciiiation.

(3) The probable Impact of the pro-
posed development or improvement on
the environment: The evaluation and
discussion should identify
significant beneficial and detrimental
environmental consequences both pri-
mary and secondary upon the State, the
region and/or community, 8s approp-
riate, of bullding & new highway into
or through an area, or modernizing
the existing highway. The attention
given to different environmental factors
will vary according to the nature, scale
and location of the proposed project.
Primary attention should be given in the
statement to discuss those factors mosi
evidently Impacted by the proposed
action.

(1) This section, for instance, would
discuss and evaluate the indirect impacts
on the area or region such as the prob-
lems relating to anticipated increase in
urbanization in the form of associated
investments and changed patterns of
social and economic activities. Also, the
lmpacts on existing community facilities
and activities through inducing new fa-
cilities and activities, or through changes
in natural conditions, should be dis-
cussed. The interrelation and cumulative
impacts of the proposed action on other
governmental projects should be pre-
sented. Population and growth change
impacts should be estimated if expected
to be significant and an assessment made
of the effect of any possible change in
population patterns or growth upon the
resource base, including land use, water
and public services, of the area in ques-
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tion. The Impact of dividing or dis-
rupting an established community or dis-
rupting orderly, planned development or
the inconsistency of plans or goals that
have been adopted by the community in

would be included in this section,

(ii) Direct impacts upon the narrow
band adiacent to the highway may be
included when significant to the whole
of the region or the community. How-
ever, the discussions under this section
should address the probable significant
impacts of the action (as opposed to
individual slternative locations or de-
signs) which might include the probable
fmpact upon elements, factors and fea-
tures listed below.

(A) Significant adverse impacts on
natural ecological, cultural or scenic re-
sources of national, State or local

significance.

(B) Significant impacts of relocation:
This discussion should include a .de-
seription of probable impacts, sufficient
to enable an understanding of the extent
of the environmental and social impact
of the project alternatives, and to con-
sider whether relocation problems can be
properly handled. This would include the
following information obtainable by
visual inspection of the proposed af-
fected area and from secondary sources
and community sources when available:
an estimate of households to be dis-
placed, including the family character-
istics (e.y., minorities, income levels,
tenure, the elderly, large families) ; im-

pertinent the effect of displacement on
types of families and Individuals af-
fected: impact on the neighborhood and
housing to which relocation is likely to
take place (e.g., lack of sufficient housing
for Jarge families); an estimate of the
businesses to be displaced and the gen-
eral effect of business dislocation on the

(C) Bignificant impact on air qual-
ity: The draft EIS shall include an iden-
tification of the air quality impact of the
proposal, & brief summary of the re-

alr pollution control agency,

received from the cognizant air poliution
control agency, and the highway agen-
cy's tentative finding on the consistency

sults of consultation with the cognizant
comments

(D) Significant noise impacts: The
vironmental statement will usually

fcally possible, and any anticipated ex-
ceptions to the FHWA design noise levels
which may be requested.

(E) Significant impacts on water qual-
ity: The environmental statement should

(F) Significant effects on ground wa-
ter, flood plains, wetlands and ocoastal
ZONes.

(G) Whenever the waters of any
stream or other body of water are to
be impounded (surface area of 10 acres
or more), diverted, the channel deep-
ened, or the stream or other body of
water otherwise controlled or modified
for any purpose, the consultation with
the US. Pish and Wildlife Service, De-
partment of the Interior and the agency
exercising administration over the wild-
life resources of the particular State as
required by 16 US.C. 662(a) shall be
documented in this section.

(4) Alternatives: The alternatives
studied in detail, particularly those that
might enhance environmental quality
or avold some or sll of the adverse en-~
vironmental effects, are to be described
narratively and with maps and other
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visual alds, as necessary. The location
and/or design alternatives as well as a
do-nothing alternative, postponing the
action pending further study, and ac-
tions of significantly different nature
whether or not within the authority of
FHWA which would provide similar ben-
efits with different environmental im-
pacts should be identified. The probable
beneficial and/or adverse effects of each
alternative identified are to be described
to the extent practicable and consistent
with the scale of the proposed highway
improvement and significance of the im-
pact. The explanation of alternatives
should include an objective evaluation
and analysis of estimated costs (ex-
pressed In either monetary, numerical,
or-quantitative terms), engineering fac-
tors, transportation requirements, and
environmental consequences. The discus-
sion of environmental impacts should
include more detailed impacts for each
alternative than the broad environmen-
tal consequences for the corridor, and
should include appropriate measures to
eliminate or minimize the adverse im-
pacts and the estimated costs of such
measures. The draft environmental
statement should indicate that all al-
ternatives are under consideration and
that a specific alternative will be selected
by the HA following the public hearing.
The final environmental statement shall
identify the selected alternative and
should contain a description and discus-
sion of the other alternatives considered,
including the alternatives which were
raised during the public hearings and
& summary of the data supporting the
selected alternative.

(6) Any probable adverse environ-
mental effects which cannot be avoided
should the proposal be implemented such
as water or air pollution, effect upon
section 4(f) land, damage to life systems,
urban congestion, threats to health, un-
desirable land use patterns, or other
consequences adverse to the environment.
This should be a brief section summariz-
ing in one place those effects that are
adverse and unavoidable under the pro-
posed action. Included for purposes of
contrast should be a statement of how
other avoidable adverse effects will be
mitigated, Planning and measures taken
and proposed to minimize harm should
Include procedural and standard meas-
ures which are required by standard
specifications or standard operating
procedures such as erosion control,
stream pollution prevention, borrow pit
screening or rehabilitation, fencing, re-
location of people and businesses, land
acquisition procedures, joint develop-
ment, ete. Measures unique to a specific
project should be discussed In detail.
Examples of such would be depressing an
urban highway to minimize audio and
visual effects, providing buffer zones for
esthetic purposes, replacement of park-
lands, ete.

(6) The relationship between local
short-term uses of man's environment
and the maintenance of long-term pro-
ductivity: The short-term uses should be
evaluated (construction, changes in traf-
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fic patterns, the taking of natural fea-
tures such as trees, etc., and manmade
features such as homes, churches, etc.) as
compared to the long-term effects (fore-
seen changes in land use resulting from
the highway improvement or other simi-
larly related items that may either limit
or expand land use, affect water, air,
wildlife, etc., and other environmental
factors) . Also, this section should include
a discussion of the extent to which the
proposed action forecloses future options,
In this context, short-term and long-
term do not refer to any fixed time pe-
riods, but should be viewed in terms of
the environmentally significant conse-
quences of the proposed action.

(7) Any irreversible and irretrievable
commitments of resources which would
be involved In the proposed action should
it be implemented: Highways require use
of natural resources such as forest or
agricultural land; however, these are
generally not in sufficient quantity to be
significant. The improved access and
transportation afforded by a highway
may generate other related actions that
could reach major proportions and which
would be difficult to rescind. An example
would be & highway improvement which
provides access to a nonaccessible area,
acting as a catalyst for industrial, com-
mercial, or residential development of the
area. It should be noted that the term
“resources" does not only mean the labor
and materials devoted to an action. “Re-
sources” also means the natural and
cultural resources committed to loss or
destruction by the action.

(8) An indication of what other in-
terests and considerations of environ-
mental effects of the proposed action:
The statement would indicate the extent
to which these stated countervailing
benefits could be realized by following
reasonable alternatives to the proposed
action that would avoid some or all of
the adverse environmental effects,

(9) Final statements shall include
& copy of all comments received on the
ments raised at the public hearing, along
draft and a summary of substantive com-
with a discussion of the comments and
suggestions: The HA shall discuss {ts
disposition of each substantive comment
and suggestion (e.g., revisions to the pro-
posed development, or improvement to
overcome anticipated problems or ob-
Jjections; reasons why comments and sug-
gestions could not be accepted; factors
of overriding importance prohibiting the
incorporation of suggestions, etc.). If
the draft statement is revised as a result
of a comment received, the discussion
should indicate where (section and page
number) revisions are made, The dis-
cussion of comments should follow each
letter with substantive comments or be
included as a separate section.

§ 771,10 Section 4(f) statement.

(a) The purpose of a section 4(f)
statement is to document the considera-
tions, consultations and alternative stud-
ies made to support the use of publicly
owned land from a park, recreation area,
or wildlife and waterfowl refuge, or of

land from a historic site of national,

State, or local significance as determined

by officials having jurisdiction over them.

'Iu?&support such use, it must be shown
t.

(1) There is no feasible and prudent
alternative to the use of such lands, and

(2) Such program includes all possible
planning to minimize harm to the sec-
tion 4(f) land resulting from such use.

(b) The provisions of this section ap-
ply to the use of any public or private
land from a historic site, district, build-
ing or structure of local, State, or na-
tional significance, as determined by the
local, State or Federal officials having
jurisdiction over them, by any commu-
nity, regional or State historical body
which recognizes and certificates historic
properties within its area of jurisdiction.
If such historic place is listed on the
National Register of Historic Places, the
section 4(f) statement should also pro-
vide evidence that the provisions of 16
US.C. 470() (section 106 of the Historic
Preservation Act of 1966) have been sat-
isfied. The applicability of section 4(f)
is, however, not limited to properties
listed on the National Register,

(¢) Park and recreation lands, wild-
life and waterfowl refuges, and historic
sites are sometimes designated or deter-
mined to be significant late in the devel-
opment of a highway section. In such
cases, a project may proceed without the
preparation of a section 4(f) statement,
if the right-of-way from such 4(f) type
lands was acquired prior to the designa-
tion or change in significance,

(d) The section 4(f) statement shall
be attached (as a separate report) to the
environmental statement or the negative
declaration, whichever is appropriate.
This statement must be written in such
a form that reference to the environ-
mental statement is not necessary.

(e) The section 4(f) statement should
be circulated for comment in the same
manner as a DEIS and In most cases
should be attached to the DEIS.

(f) A section 4(f) statement being
processed in conjunction with a project
for which a negative declaration was
prepared must be coordinated with the
Departments of the Interior, Housing
and Urban Development, and Agricul-
ture, and the local, State or Federal
agency that has jurisdiction over the
section 4(f) lands, In such cases, the
negative declaration should be adopted
by the FHWA Division Engineer before
the section 4(f) statement is coordinated.
The HA may establish a time lmit of
not less than 45 days for reply, after
which it may be presumed that the
agency has no comment to make.

(g) The coordinated section 4(f) state-
ment, with comments and suggestions
pertaining to the section 4(f) statement
and the HA disposition of same, shall be
furnished to the FHWA along with the
final environmental statement for appro-
priate processing.

(h) The following information, where
pertinent and available, should be in-
cluded in the section 4(f) statement to

initiate the necessary interagency review.
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(1) The description of the project
shall include information about the sec-
tion 4(D) land in sufficient detall to per-
mit those not acquainted with the project
to have an understanding of the rela-
tionship between the highway and park,
and the extent of the impact, such as:

(i) Size (acres or square feet) and lo-
cation (maps or other exhibits such as
photographs, siides, sketches, etc., as ap-
propriate)

(ii) Type (recreation, historic, ete.) ;

(i) Available activities (fishing,
swimming, golf, etc.);

(iv) Facilities existing and planned
(description and loction of ball dia-
monds, tennis courts, ete.) ;

(v) Usage (approximate number of
users for each activity if such figures are
avallable) ;

(vi) Relationship to other similarly
used lands in the vicinity;

(vil) Access (both pedestrian and ve-
hicular) ;

(viil) Ownership (city, county, State,
ete)

(ix) If applicable, deed restriction or
reversionary clauses;

(x) The determination of significance
by the Federal, State, or local officials
having jurisdiction of the section 4(D)
land. If such official determines that the
park, recreation area, refuge or historic
site is not significant, or the land is not
sctually used as such and there is no
definite formulated plan for such use,
substantive documentation supporting
such a determination must be presented
in the statement. The FHWA Division
Engineer must assure himself that the
determinations by others are reasonable
and appropriate before accepting the
agencies determination of significance.
In the absence of such a statement, the
land will be considered to be significant;

(xi) Unusual characteristics of the
section 4(f) land (flooding problems, ter-
rain conditions, or other features that
either reduce or enhance the value of
portions of the area):

(xil) Consistency of location, type of
activity, and use of the section 4(f) land
with community goals, objectives and
land use planning; and

(xiil) If applicable, prior use of State
or Federal funds for acquisition or devel-
opment of the section 4(f) land.

(2) A description of the manner in
which the FHWA action will affect the
section 4(f) land, such as:

(1) The location and amount of land
l(x?;hm or square feet) to be used by the

WAy

(i) A detailed map or drawing of suffi
clent scale to discern the essential ele-
ments of the highway/section 4(f) land
involvement;

(iil) The facilities affected;

(iv) The probable increase or decrease
In physical effects on the section 4(1)
land users (noise, fumes, et¢.) ; and

(v) The effect upon pedestrian and
vehicular access to the section 4(f) land.

_(3) Specific information must be in-
cluded to support the Federal Highway
Administrator in making a determina-
tion that there is no feasible or prudent
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alternative. Supporting information must
demonstrate that there are truly unusual
factors present and evidence that the
cost or community disruption resulting
from alternative routes reaches extraor-
dinary magnitudes:

(4) Information to demonstrate that
all possible planning to minimize harm
is or will be included in the highway pro-
posal. Such information should Include:

(1) The agency responsible for fur-
nishing the right-of-way:

(ii) Provisions for compensating or
replacing the section 4(f) land and Im-
provements thereon, including the status
of any agreements (include agreed upon
functional replacement acreages, and
type land, etc., when known) ;

(iii) Design features developed to en-
hance the section 4(f) land or to lessen
or eliminate sdverse effects (improving
or restoring existing pedestrian, bicycle
or vehicular access, landscaping, esthetic
treatment, noise mitigation measures,
etc.) ; and

(iv) Coordination of construction to
permit orderly transition and continual
usage of section 4(f) land facilities (new
facilities constructed and avallable for
use prior to demolishing existing facili-
ties, moving of facilities during off-
season, ete.) .

§ 77111 Historie sites.

(a) In instances where historic places
will be taken or otherwise affected by the
project the following coordination re-
quirements apply:

(1) Coordinate early in the planning
of the project with the State Historic
Preservation Officer to determine if any
historic place listed, or qualified for list-
ing, on the National Register of Historic
Places will be involved. Evidence of this
coordination will appear in the DEIS
(the National Register, together with
Advisory Council on Historic Preserva-
tion procedures for compliance, appeared
in the FEDERAL , February 28,
1973, and is reissued annually).

(2) List all historic places affected by
the project in the DEIS.

(3) Ordinarily, the historic informa-
tion noted above will be available in time
to appear in the DEIS. If such informa-
tion is not available in time for the
DEIS, it will appear in the FEIS.

(4) If the project affects a historical
place, historic preservation procedures,
referenced above, will be followed and
the resulting memorandum of agree=-
ment, signed by FHWA, the State His-
toric Preservation Officer and the
;gl;ory Council will be included in the

(b) Pursuant to Executive Order 11593
(36 FR 8921), “Protection and Enhance-
ment of the Cultural Environment,” the
DEIS or negative declaration will state
how the proposed undertaking will con-
tribute to the preservation and enhance-
ment of sites, structures, and objects of
historical, architectural, or archeological
significance.

2. Chapter I of Title 23 CFR would be
amended by revising Part 795 as follows:

30199
PART 795—ACTION PLAN—PROCESS

GUIDELINES

8Sec,

795.1 Purpose.

7952 Definitions.

7953 Policy.

7954  Application.

79565 Procedures.

7956 Implementation and revision.

7957 Contents of the action plan.

7958 Identification of social, economio,
and environmental effects.

7959 Consideration of alternative courses
of action.

795.10 Involvement of other agencies and
the publie.

795.11 Systematic Interdisciplinary ap-
proach.

795.12 Decisionmaking process,

79513 Interrelation of system and project
decisions.

796.14 Levels of action by project category.

795.156 Responsibility for implomentation,

705.16 Fiscal and other resources.

705.17 Consistency with existing laws and

directives.

AvurHonITy: 23 US.C.100(h), 23 US.0C, 128,
23 US.C. 315, 40 OFR 1500, and 49 CFR 148
(b).

§ 795.1 Purpose.

To provide to highway agencies and
Federal Highway Administration
(FHWA) field offices guidelines for the
development of Action Plans to assure
that adequate consideration is given to
possible social, economic, and environ-
mental effects of proposed highway proj-
ects and that the decisions on such proj-
ects are made in the best overall public
interest. These guldelines identify issues
to be considered in reviewing the present
organization and processes of a highway
agency as they relate to social, economic,
and environmental considerations, and

uation of each State and do not prescribe
specific organizations or procedures.

§ 7952 Definitions.

(a) Highway agency: The agency
with the primary responsibility for ini-
tiating and carrying forward the plan-
ning, design, and construction of Fed-
eral-aid highway projects.

(b) Human environment: The aggre-
gate of all external conditions and influ-
ences (esthetic, ecological, cultural, so-
cial, economic, historical, etc.) that af-
fect human life.

(¢) Environmental effects: The total-
ity of the effects of a highway project on
the human and natural environment,

(d) A-95 clearinghouse: Those agen-
cles and offices in States, metropolitan
areas, and multi-State regions which
perform the coordination functions
called for in Office of Management and
Budget (OMB) Circular A-95.

(e) The following definitions are pro-
vided solely to clarify the terms “system
planning,” “location,” and “design" as
they are used in these guidelines, A high-
way agency may choose to use different
definitions in responding to these guide-
lines. If not stated otherwise, the follow-
ing definitions will be assumed to be
applicable,
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(1) System planning, Regional analy-
sis of transportation needs and the iden-
tification of transportation corridors.

(2) Location. From the end of system
planning through location approval.

(3) Design. From location approval
through the approval of plans, specifica~
tions, and estimates.

(f) Major design features: This will
include such elements as number of traf-
fio Innes, access control features, general
horizontal and vertical alignments, ap-
proximate right-of-way requirements,
and locations of bridges, interchanges
and other major structures, ete.

§795.3 Policy.

(a) It Is the FHWA's policy that full
consideration shall be given to social,
economic, and environmental effects
throughout the planning of highway
projects including system planning, lo-
cation, and design; that provisions for
ensuring such consideration shall be in-
corporated In the decislonmaking proc-
ess; and that decisions shall be made in
the best overall public interest, taking
Into consideration the need for fast, safe,
and efficient transportation, public serv-
ices, and the costs of eliminating or mini-
mizing possible adverse social, economic,
and environmental effects.

| (b) The process by which decisions are
reached should be such as to merit public
confidence in the highway . To
achieve this objective, it is the FHWA's
policy that:
| (1) Bocial, economic, and environ-
“mental effects be identified and studied
| early enough to permit analysis and con-
sideration while alternatives are being
 formulated and evaluated.

(2) Other agencies and the public be
involved in project development early
enough to influence technical studies and

‘nnal decislons,

! (3) Appropriate consideration be given
reasonable alternatives, including the
alternative of not bullding the project
and alternative modes,

§ 795.4  Application.

{ (&) These guidelines apply to highway
agencles that propose projects on any
Federal-aid system for which plans,
specifications, and estimates are ap-

(b) These guidelines apply to all proc-
esses that will be used for all Federal-
ald projects Including those projects
processed under Certification Acceptance
procedures (23 USC. 117,

(¢) These guidelines apply to system
planning decisions, Including those made
in the urban transportation planning
process established by 23 U.S.C. 134, and
to project decisions made during the lo-
cation and design stages.

(d) These guldelines and the Action
Plan shall only be applied to the future
development of ongoing projects and to
future projects. They are not retroactive,
and shall not apply to any step or steps
taken In the development of a project
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prior to the time of the Implementation
of the parts of the Action Plan applicable
thereto.

(e) Where the Federal Highway Ad-
ministration has made a formal deter-
mination that “emergency rellef”
highway construction is urgently needed
because of & national emergency, a nat-
ural disaster, or a catastrophic failure,
the provisions of this directive will not
apply to Immediate restoration work or
replacement In kind. For all other emer-
gency relief work, the provisions of the
directive will remain in effect, unless
otherwise determined by the Federal
Highway Administrator,

§795.5 Procedures.

(a) To meet the requirements of these
guldelines, each highway agency shall
develop an Actlon Plan which describes
the organization to be utilized and the
processes to be followed in the develop-
ment of Federal-aid highway projects
from initial system planning through
design.

(h) The Action Plan should be consist-
ent with the requirements of Part 771
of this chapter, and of other applicable
directives.

(¢) Involvement of the public and
local, State, and Pederal officials and
agencies, including A-95 clearinghouses
and the 23 US.C. 134 metropolitan
transportation planning process agen-
cies, should be sought throughout the de-
velopment of the Action Plan. Comments
should be solicited during the draft and
gg&lm stage of development of the Action

(d) The Action Plan submitted to the
Governor of the State and to the FHWA
should be accompanied by a description
of the procedures followed in develop-
ing the Action Plan; the steps taken to
involve the public and other agencies
during development of the Plan; and a
summary of comments received on the
Plan (including the sources of such com-
ments) and the State’s disposition of
these comments.

(e) The FHWA, through its division
and regional offices, will consult with the
State in the development of the Action
Plan and, within the limits of its
resources, will be prepared to assist or
advise,

(f) The Action Plan shall be sub-
mitted to the Governor of the State for
review and approval a5 a means of ob-
taining a high degree of interagency and
intergovernmental coordination, Ap-
proval by the Governor may occur prior
to submittal of the Action Plan to the
FHWA, or, if desired by the State, may
oceur concurrently with FHWA approval.

(g) The Action Plan should be sub-
mitted to the FHWA not later than
June 15, 1973, for approval. The FHWA
will not give location approval on proj-
ects after November 1, 1973, unless the
Action Plan has been approved.

(h) Review and approval of the Action
Plan and revisions thereto will be the

responsibility of the Reglonal Federal

Highway Administrator.
§795.6 Implementation and revision.

(&) The FHWA shall review the
States' implementation of their Action
Plans at appropriate intervals, The
FHWA may withhold location approvals,
or take any other actions as it deems ap-
propriate, if the Action Plan is not being
followed. Similarly, the FHWA may
withhold location approvals or take any
other actions as it deems appropriate, if
in its reviews it determines that the
Action Plan procedures are not achiev-
ing the objectives of this directive,

(b) The Action Plan shall be imple-
mented as quickly as feasible. A program
of staged implementation for theé period
up to November 1, 1974, shall be de-
veloped and described in the Action Plan.
It Is expected that all aspects of the
Action Plan will be implemented by this
date. If the highway agency belleves
that any provision In its Action Plan
cannot be implemented prior to Novem-
ber 1, 1974, it shall present a schedule
for the implementation of such provi-
sions to the FHWA, which will consider
the proposed schedule on a case-by-case
basis

(¢) If the schedule for implementation
set forth In an approved Action Plan is
not met, the FHWA may withhold loca-
tion approvals or such other actions as
it deems appropriate.

(d) An approved Action Plan may be
revised to meet changed circumstances or
to permit adoption of Improved proce-
dures or assignments of responsibilities,

(1) The Action Plan should identify
the assignment of responsibility for de-
veloping Action Plan revisions.

(2) Section 795.5, paragraph (f) of this
section (Governor's approval) shall ap-
ply to revision of the Action Plan; except
that the highway agency, with the Gov-
ernor’s approval, may include & provision
in the Action Plan to allow all or some
type of revisions in the approved Action
Plan without review and approval by the
Governor. In such instances, the Action
Plan should include a deseription of the
types of such revisions.

(3) The highway agency in consulta-
tion with the FHWA shall determine the
extent to which involvement of the public
and other agencies is necessary in the de-
velopment of proposed Action Plan
revisions.

§ 795.7 Contents of the Action Plan.

The Action Plan shall indicate the pro-
cedures to be followed in developing high-
way projects, Including organizational
structure and assignments of responsi-
bility by the chief administrative officer
of the highway agency to positions or
units within the agency, Where partici-
pation of other agencies or consultants
will be utilized, this should be so indi-
cated. The topics to be covered by the
Action Plan are outlined in §§795.8

through 795.17.
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§795.8 Identification of social, eco-
nomie, and environmental effects,

(a) Identification of potential social,
economic, and environmental effects,
poth beneficial and adverse, of alterna-
tive courses of action should be made as
early in the study process as feasible.
Timely information on such effects
should be produced so that the develop-
ment and consideration of alternatives
and studies can be influenced accordingly.
Further, the costs, financial and other-
wise, of eliminating or minimizing possi-
ble adverse social, economic, and environ-
mental effects should be determined.

(b) The Action Plan shall identify:

(1) The assignment of responsibility

for:

() Providing information on social,
economic, and environmental effects of
alternative courses of action during sys-
tem planning, location, and design stages.

(i) Controlling the technical quality
of social, economic, and environmental
studies.

(1i1) Monitoring current social, eco-
nomic, and environmental research;
monitoring environmental effects of com-
pleted projects where appropriate; and

isseminating “state-of-the-art” infor-
mation within the agency.

(2) Procedures to be followed to en-
sure that timely information on social,
economic, and environmental effects:

() Is developed in parallel with al-
ternatives and related engineering data,
g0 that the development and selection
of alternatives and other elements of
technical studies can be influenced
appropriately.

(i) Indicates the manner and extent
to which specific groups and interests
including minority groups, are benefl-
cially and/or adversely affected by al-
ternative proposed highway improve-
ments,

(iil) Is made available to other agen-
cles and to the public early in studies,

(iv) Is developed with participation
of staffs of local agencies and Interested
citizens,

(v) Is developed sufficiently to allow
for the estimation of costs, financial or
otherwise, of eliminating or minimizing
identified adverse effects.

§795.9 Consideration of alternative
courses of action. 3

(a) Alternatives considered should in-
clude, where appropriate, alternative
types and scales of highway improve-
ments and other transportation modes.
The option of no highway improvement
should be considered and used as a ref-
erence point for determining the bene-
ficlal and adverse effects of other alter-
natives, Appropriate alternatives which
might minimize or avoid adverse soclal,
economic, or environmental effects
should be studied and described, par-
t%g_\uarly in terms of impacts upon spe-
cific groups and in relationship to 42
L‘ S.C. 20000—2000d-4 (Title VI of the
Civil Rights Act 1964) and 42 US.C.
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3601-3619 (Title VIII of the Civil Rights
Act of 1968) .

(b) The Action Plan shall identify the
assignment of responsibility and the pro-

- cedures to be followed to ensure that:

(1) The consequences of the no-high-
way-improvement option are set forth,
with data of a level of completeness and
of detail consistent with that developed
for other alternatives.

(2) A range of alternatives appropri-
ate to the stage is considered at each
stage from system studies through final
design.

(3) The development of new trans-
portation modes or the improvement of
other modes are adequately considered,
where appropriate.

(4) Nontransporfation components,
such as replacement housing, joint de-
velopment, multiple use of rights-of-
way, etc., are in coordination with trans-
portation components.

(5) Suggestions from outside the
agency are given careful consideration.

§ 795.10 Involvement of other agencies
and the publie.

(a) The President has directed Fed-
eral agencies to “develop procedures to
insure the fullest practicable provision of
timely public information and under-
standing of Federal plans and programs
with environmental impact in order to
obtain the views of interested parties”
(Executive Order 11514, 35 FR 4247). In-
terested parties should have adequate
opportunities to express their views early
enough in the study process to influence
the course of studies, as well as the ac-
tions taken. Information about the ex-
istence, status, and results of studies,
should be made available to the public
throughout those stuides. Public hearings
should be only one component of the
agency’s program to obtain public in-
volvement,

(b) The Action Plan shall identify the
assignment of responsibility and pro-
cedures to be followed:

(1) To ensure that information is made
available to other agencies and the public
throughout the duration of project
studies, and that such information is as
clear and comprehensible as practicable
concerning :

(i) The alternatives being considered.

(il) The effects of alternatives, both
beneflcial and adverse, and the manner
and extent to which specific groups, in-
cluding minority groups, are affected.

(1ii) Right-of-way and relocation as-
sistance programs and relocation plans.

(i) The proposed time schedule of
project development, including major
points of public interest.

(2) To clearly Indicate the organi-
zational unit or units within the high-
way agency to which the public can go
for information outlined in paragraph
(b) (1) of this section, and for assistance
to clarify or interpret the information.

(3) To ensure that interested parties,
including local governments and metro-
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politan, regional, State, and Federal
agencies, and the public have an oppor-
tunity to participate in an open exchange
of views throughout the stages of proj-
ect development, including system plan-
ning, location, and design.

(4) To select and coordinate proce-
dures, in addition to formal public hear-
ings, to be used to inform and involve
the public,

(5) To provide adequate opportunity
for public hearings on the need for a
project, alternate locations, major de-
sign features, and the potential social,
economic, and environmental effects. The
Action Plan shall include:

() Types of projects subject to hear-
ings;

(ii) -Stages of project development
during which hearings will be held, and
the function and coverage of each hear-

ing;

(ii{) Hearing notification procedures;

(iv) Description of how hearings will
be conducted;

(v) Circumstances under which addi-
tional hearings will be held; and

(vi) Preparation and disposition of the
transcripts, certifications, and reports re-
quired by 23 US.C. 128,

(6) To utilize appropriate agencies
with area-wide responsibilities to assist
in the coordination of viewpoints during
project development,

(7) To involve appropriately the orga-
nization which is officially established
in urbanized areas of over 50,000 popula-
tion to conduct continuing, comprehen-
sive, cooperative transportation plan-
ning (consistent with Part 520, Subpart
E of this chapter).

§ 795.11 Systematic
approach.

(a) 42 U.S.C. 4332 (National Environ-
mental Policy Act, 1969) requires that
agencies use “a systematic, interdiscipli-
nary approach which will insure the in-
tegrated use of the natural and social
sciences and the environmental design
arts in planning and in decisionmaking
which may have an impact on man's
environment.,"

(b) The Action Plan shall indicate
procedural arrangements and assign-
ments of responsibilities which will be
necessary to meet this requirement, in-
cluding:

(1) The organization and staffing of
interdisciplinary project groups which
are systematic and interdisciplinary in
approach, including the possible use of
consultants and representatives of other
State or local agencies,

(2) Recruitment and training of per-
sonnel with skills which are appropriate
to add on a full-time basis, and the de-
velopment of appropriate career pat-
terns, including management opportu-
nities.

(3) Additional training for present
personnel to enhance their capabllities
to work effectively in an interdisciplinary
environment,

interdisciplinary
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§ 795.12 Decisionmaking process,

(a) The process of reaching various
decisions on highway Improvement
projects should be to assure
that it provides for the appropriate con-
sideration of all economie, social, envi-
ronmental, and transportation factors as
regquired by these guidelines,

(b) The Action Plan shall identify:

(1) The processes through which
other State and local agencles, govern-
ment officials, and private groups may
contribute to reaching decisions, and the
authority, if any, which other agencies
or government officials can exercise over
decisions,

(2) Different decision processes, if any,
for various categories of projects (e.g.,
Interstate, Primary, Secondary, Topics—
Part 460, Subpart D of this chapter), and
for various geographic regions of the
State (e.g., in various urban and rural
regions) to reflect local differences in the
nature of potential environmental effects
or in the structure of local governments
and institutions.

(3) The processes to be used to obtain
participation in decisions by officials of
appropriate agencies in other States for
those situations in which the potential
social, economic, and environmental
effects are of interstate conocern.

§ 795.13 Interrelation of system and
project decisions.

(8) Many significant economie, social,
and environmental effects of a proposed
project are difficult to anticipate at the
system planning stage and become clear
only during location and design studies.
Conversely many significant environ-
mental effects of a proposed project are
set at the system’s planning stage. Deci-
sions at the system and project stages
shall be made with consideration of their
social, economic, environmental, and
transportation effects to the extent pos-
sible at each stage.

(b) The Action Plan shall identify;

| (1) Procedures to be followed to:

1) Ensure that potential social, eco-
nomic, and environmental effects are
identified insofar as practicable in sys-
tem planning studies as well as in later
stages of location and design.

(11) Provide for reconsideration of ear-
lier decisions which may be occasioned by
results of further study, the availability
of additional information, or the passage
of time between decisions,

(2) Assignment of responsibility for
ensuring that project studies are effec-
tively coordinated with system planning
on a continuing basis,

§ 795.14 Levels of action by project
eategory.

(a) A highway agency may develop
different procedures to be followed de-
pending upon the economiec, social, en-
vironmental, or transportation signifi-
cance of the highway section to be de-
veloped, Different procedures may also be
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adopted for various categories of proj-
ects, such as Topics (Part 460, Subpart D
of this chapter), new route locations, or
secondary roads, and for varfous regions
of the State, such as urban areas or zones
of particular environmental significance,

(b) The Action Plan shall identify:

(1) The categories which the highway
agency will use to distinguish the dif-
ferent degrees of effort which under nor-
mal circumstances will be devoted to
various types of projects,

(2) Assignment of responsibility for
determining, initially and in periodic re-
views, the category of each ongoing high-
Way project.

(3) Procedures to be followed for each
category (including identification of im-
pacts, public involvement, decision proc-
ess, and other issues covered In these
guidelines) .

§ 795.15 Responsibility for implemen-
tation.
Assignment of responsibility for im-
plementation of the Action Plan should
be identified.

§ 795.16 Fiscal and other resources

(a) An Important component of the
Action Plan is identification of resources
of the highway agency and of other

sigmed

(b) The Action Plan shall jdentify:

(1) The resources of the highway
agency (in terms of personnel and fund-
ing) that will be utilized in implement-
ing and carrying out the Action Plan.

(2) Resources that are avallable in
other agencles to provide necessary in-
formation on social, economic, and en-
vironmental effects.

(3) Programs for the naddition of
trained personmel or fiscal or other re-
sources fo either the highway agency
itself or other agencles.

§ 795.17 Consistency with existing laws
and directives.

The highway agency should ldentify
and report, either in the Action Plan or
otherwise, areas where existing Federal
and State laws and administrative diree-
tives prevent or hamper full compliance
with these guidelines. Where appropriate,
recommendations and proposed actions
to overcome such difficulties should be
described

N

PART 790-—PUBLIC HEARINGS
(CORRIDOR AND DESIGN)

3. Part 790 of Chapter I, Title 23 CFR,
would be amended by revising § 790.2,
paragraph (a), as follows:

§ 790.2 Applicability.

(@) This part applies to all Federal-
aid highway projects except those proj-
ects which are being developed in com-
pliance with the public Involvement
procedures of an approved Action Plan

revised In accordance with § 795.10(b)
(5) of this Chapter.

CrITERIA FOR EVALUATING PUBLIC HEARING
PROCEDURES

Proposed 23 CFR 795.10(b) (5) would
require each highway agency to include
public hearing procedures in its Action
Plan. Since some guidance is necessary
to assure that each highway agency's
public hearing procedures are adequate,
the evaluation criteria specified below
would be issued to assist in the develop-
ment and review of the hearing proce-
dures. Each highway agency’s public
hearing procedures are expected to com-
ply with 23 USC. 128 and 40 CFR
1500.7(d) and to conform to the follow-
ing criteria:

(&) Types of projects subject to hear-
ings. Each highway agency’s public hear-
ing procedures are to provide for at least
one public hearing to be held, or the
opportunity for such a hearing to be
provided, for federally funded projects
that have not met the hearing require-
ments of 23 CFR 790 (PPM 20-8). Hear-
ing procedures may exempt certain types
of projects from the hearing require-
ment; for example, hearings need not
always be required for such Improve-
ments as resurfacing, widening existing
lanes, adding auxiliary lanes, replacing
existing structures, installing traffic con-
trol devices, or similar improvements.
However, hearings should be held (or
opportunity afforded) whenever a proj-
ect requires the acquisition of significant
or substantial amounts of right-of-way,
would substantially change the layout or
function of co roads or streets
or of the facility being improved, would
have a significant adverse impact upon
abutting real property, or would other-
wise have a significant social, economic,
or environmental effect,

(b) Stages of project development
during which public hearings will be held
and the function and coverage of each
hearing. (1) Public hearings are to pro-
vide a forum for the discussion of the
need for the project, alternate locations,
alternate major design features, and the
potential social, economie, and environ-
mental effects related to each. These
phases of the project may be discussed
at a single hearing or, if the highway
agency so elects, may be separated for
discussion at separate hearings held at
various times during project deyelop-
ment. In any case, the alternatives pre-
sented at each hearing should be de-
veloped to comparable levels of detail
and each hearing should be held before
the highway agency becomes commit-
ted to any alternative presented at that
hearing. For example, if a highway
agency elects to hold one hearing to
cover alternate locations and major de-
sign features, the alternate major design
features should be developed for each
alternate location and the timing of the
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nearing should be such that the highway
agency is not committed to any location
or design alternate.

(2) Action Plans should demonstrate
how each highway agency intends to
comply with paragraph (b) (1), They
should indicate the number of hearings
the highway agency intends to hold for
each type of project, the stage of project
development during which each hear-
ing will be held, and the phases of the
project that will be discussed at each
hearing.

(¢) Notification procedures for public
hearings. (1) Action Plans are to include
adequate procedures for notifying those
interested in or affected by proposed
projects of the opportunity for a public
hearing and of scheduled public hear-
ings. Such procedures should include
publication of at least two notices of the
hearing opportunity or of the scheduled
hearing in newspapers having general
clreulation in the vicinity of the pro-
posed project and in any newspaper hav-
ing substantial circulation in the area
concerned, such as foreign language and
local community newspapers. One notice
should be published at least 30 days In
advance of the deadline for requesting
a hearing or of the scheduled hearing,
Each notice should be sent to the Divi-
sion Engineer, to appropriate news
medis, and to those public agencies,
groups, or individuals who have re-
quested notification of hearings or who
the highway agency knows or believes
might be interested in or affected by the
proposal.

(2) Action Plans are also to describe
the content of the notices. At a minimum,
the notice of hearing opportunity should
explain the procedures for requesting a
hearing; If no requests are received, the
highway agency may consider that it has
satisfled the requirement for that hear-
ing. Notices of scheduled hearings should
indicate the date, time, and place of the
hearing; contain a narrative description
and o sketch map of the proposal; indi-
cate the procedure for submitting written
statements and exhibits at or after the
hearing; and, where appropriate, indi-
cate that relocation assistance informa-
tion will be available at the hearing.

(3) The Action Plans should also con-
tain procedures for effective public notifi-
cation of the highway agency's action
with respect to location and major de-
sign features for projects where public
hearings are held or the opportunity for
hearings is provided.

(d) Deseription of how hearings will
be conducted. Action Plans are to de-
seribe how the highway agency intends
to conduct public hearings and what in-
formation will be presented. Listed below
are those procedures that are considered
0 basic that they should be included in
all Action Plans:

(1) Hearings are to be held at a place
and time generally convenient for per-
=ons affected by the proposed under-

taking,
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(2) Responsible highway officials, pub~
lic officials, or other qualified individuals
are to be present at hearings as necessary
to conduct the hearings and to be respon-
sive to questions which arise. The high-
way agency should be appropriately rep-
resented at all hearings and is responsible
for assuring that the requirements of its
Action Plans are met.

(3) Provisions are to be made for pub-
lic submission of written statements and
exhibits at or after a hearing. The pro-
cedures for making submissions are to
be described at the hearing.

(4) Pertinent information concerning
the social, economic, and enyironmental
effects of the alternatives studied by the
highway agency is to be made available
at each hearing.

{5) The highway agency is to discuss
any environmental statements, noise
analyses, and relocation assistance pro-
grams as appropriate for the project
being considered and the type of hearing
being held.

(e) Circumstances under which addi-
tional hearings will be held. Each Action
Plan is to contain guidelines for deter-
mining when an opportunity for addi-
tional hearings will be provided and
should describe the function and cover-
age of the additional hearings. These
guidelines should require, as a minimum,
the opportunity for additional hearings
whenever the locations or designs are so
changed from those the highway agency
presented at the previous hearing, or de-
scribed in the notice of opportunity for
public hearing, as to have & substantially
different social, economic, or environ-
mental effect, The opportunity for addi-
tional hearings should also be afforded
whenever the area affected by the pro-
posal has so changed from the conditions
which existed at the time of the previous
public hearing as to result in the proposal
having a substantially different social,
economic, or environmental effect. While
alternate locations should normally be
discussed in such instances, additional
hearings may be limited to a discussion
of major design features when a substan-
tial amount of right-of-way has already
been acquired.

(f) A discussion of the preparation and
disposition of the reports, certifications,
and transcripts required by 23 U.S.C. 128.
(1) Section 128 of Title 23 U.S.C. requires
highway agencies to prepare and submit
certain documents whenever public hear-
ings are held or an opportunity for hear-
ings is afforded. For each hearing held
pursuant to these criteria, each highway
agency is to prepare and submit:

(1) A verbatim written transcript of the
hearing held, together with copies of, or
reference to, or photographs of each
statement or exhibit used or filed in con-
nection with the hearing;

(i) A certification that it has held
hearings or has afforded the opportunity
for hearings, that it has considered the
social, economic, and environmental ef-
fects of the proposed project, and that,
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where appropriate, it has considered the
project’s consistency with the goals and
objectives of such urban planning as has
been promulgated by the community;

(ii1) A report indicating the considera-
tion given to the social. economic, envi-
ronmental, and other effects of the plan
or highway location or design and the
various alternatives which were raised
during the hearing or which were other-
wise considered. Environmental fmpact
statements or negative declarations may
satisfy this provision if they meet these
criteria.

(2) Action Plans should discuss what
the documents noted above will contain
and when they will be submitted. When
applicable, these documents are to be
submitted. When applicable, these doc-
uments are to be submitted by the high-
way agency prior to FHWA adoption of
the final envorinmental impact state-
ment or negative declaration.

|FR Doc.73-23228 Filed 10-31-73;8:45 am|

ATOMIC ENERGY COMMISSION
[ 10 CFR Parts 2, 30, 40, 50, 51, 70]
ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
Licensing and Regulatory Policy and
Procedures

The Atomic Energy Commission has
under consideration amendments to 10
CFR Parts 2, 30, 40, 50, and 70 of its
regulations, and the addition of a new
Part 51 to its regulations to be entitled
“Licensing and Regulatory Policy and
Procedures for Environmental Protec-
tion.”

The principal purpose of these pro-
posed regulations is to implement the
revised Guidelines of the Council on En-
vironmental Quality published in the
Feoeral RecisTer on August 1, 1973, In
addition, the proposed regulations would
place all of the Commission’s policy and
procedures implementing the National
Environmental Policy Act of 1969
(NEPA), 83 Stat. 852, previously set
forth in Appendix D of 10 CFR Part 50
of the Commission’s regulations, into a
new Part 51 to be entitled “Licensing
and Regulatory Policy and Procedures
for Environmental Protection.” The new
Part 51 would apply to rule making as
well as licensing of production and utili-
zation facilities and nuclear materials.
Certain additions and amendments to
the text of present Appendix D of 10
CFR Part 50 as it would appear in new
Part 51 are also proposed in order to
add a complete new Part, to consolidate
insofar as practicable the policy and
procedures for rule making, licensing of
materials, and licensing of facilities, to
bring the language up to date, and to
make clarifying changes and changes of
a technical nature. Conforming amend-
ments to 10 CFR Parts 2, 30, 40, 50, and
70 would slso be made.

Pursuant to the Atomic Energy Act of
1954, as amended, the National Enyiron-
mental Policy Act of 1969, and section
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553 of title 5 of the United States Code,
notice is being given that adoption of the
following amendments to 10 CFR Parts 2,
30, 40, 50, and 70, and the addition of
a new Part 51 is contemplated. All inter-
ested persons who desire to submit writ-
ten comments or suggestions for con-
sideration in connection with the pro-
posed amendments and new Part should
send them to the Secretary of the Com-
mission, U.8. Atomic Energy Commission,
Washington, D.C. 20545, Attention:
Chief, Public Proceedings Staff, by De-
cember 17, 1973, Copies of comments on
the proposed amendments and new Part
may be examined at the Commission’s
Public Document Room at 1717 H Street,
NW., Washington, D.C.

1. The references to “Appendix D of
Part 50" or “section A.11 of Appendix D
of Part 50” in §§ 2.104(b), 2.104(c), and
2.743(g), and sections V), VIle), and
VIII(b) of Appendix A, of 10 CFR Part 2,
would be amended to refer to “Part 51."

2. The references to “Appendix D of
Part 50” in §§ 30.11(a), note 2, 30.32(0),
and 30.33(a) of 10 CFR Part 30 would be
amended to refer to “Part 51.”

3. The references to “Appendix D of
Part 50" in §§ 40.14(a), note 1, 40.31(D),
and 40.32(e) of 10 CFR Part 40 would
be amended to refer to “Part 51."

4. The reference to "Appendix D of
Part 50 in § 50.10(¢) of 10 CFR Part 50
would be amended to refer to “section
51.5(n) of Part 51."

5. The references to “Appendix D of
Part 50" In §§50.12(b), 50.30¢f), and
50.40(d) of 10 CFR Part 50 would be
amended to refer to "Part 51."

6. Appendix D of 10 CFR Part 50 would
be revoked.

7. A new Part 51 would be added to
read as follows:

PART 51—LICENSING AND REGULATORY
POLICY AND PROCEDURES FOR ENVI-
RONMENTAL PROTECTION

Sec,

51.1 Purpose and scope
512 Definitions,

613 Imterpretations,

514 Specific exemptions.

sw Hemnl Requirements for Environ-
I Impact Negative Declara-

llom and Impact

515 Actions requiring preparation of en-
vironmental Impact statemonts, neg-
ative declarations, environmental
impact appraisals; actions excluded.

516 Notloe of Intent,

517 Negative declarations; environmental
impact appraisals,

Subpart B—Facllities

51.20 Applicant's Environmental Report—
Construction Permit Stage.

5121 Applleant's Environmental Report—

v Operating License Stage.
DRAFY ENVINONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENTS

5122 General

51,23 Contents of draft environmental state-
ments,

Sec.

5124 Distribution of draft environmental
impact statement; news releasos,

5125 for comments on draft en-

vironmental impact statements,
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FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENTS

5120 Pinal environmental Iimpachy state-
ments,

and Other
Subpart C—Materlals Licensing

5140 Enyironmental reports.
5141 Administrative procedures.

Subpart D—Administrative Action and Authoriza-

tion; Public Hearings and Commaent

Frorral Recister notices; distribution

of reports; public announcements;

public comment.

Administrative action,

Public hearings.

Hearings—operating licenses.

Required lists,

Costs of materials distributed to
public,

51.66 Application of part to proceedings.
Auvrnomrry: Sec. 102, 83 Stat, 8562 (42 US.C.

4332), sec, 161, 68 Stat, 916 (42 US.C, 2201).

51.50

51.51
51.52
51.53
51.54
51.655

§ 51.1 Purpose and scope.

(a) The National Environmental
Policy Act of 1969 (83 Stat. 852), imple-
mented by Executive Order 11514 and the
Council on Environmental Quality’s
Guidelines of August 1, 1973 (38 FR
20550), requires that all agencies of the
Federal Government prepare detailed
environmental statements on proposals
for legislation and other major Federal
actions significantly affecting the qual-
ity of the human environment. The prin-
cipal objective of the National Environ-
mental Policy Act of 1969 is to build into
the agency decision making process an
appropriate and careful consideration of
en tal aspects of proposed ac-
tions.

(b) This part sets forth the Atomic
Energy Commission policy and proce-
dures for the preparation and processing
of environmental impact statements and
related documents pursuant to section
102(2) (C) of the National Environmen-
tal Policy Act of 1969 In connection with
the Commission’s licensing and regula-
tory activities.

(¢) This part does not address any
limitations on the Commission's author-
ity and responsibility pursuant to the
National Environmental Policy Act of
1969 imposed by the Federal Water Pol-
lution Control Act (86 Stat. 916). This
matter is addressed in an Interim Policy
Statement published in the FepenaL Rea-
ISTER on January 29, 1973 (38 FR 2679).

§51.2 Definitions.

(a) “Commission” means the Atomic
Energy Commission or its authorized
representatives,

(b) “NEPA"™ means the National En-
vironmental Policy Act of 1969,

(¢c) “Environmental report” means a
document submitted to the Commission
by applicants for permits, licenses, and
orders, and amendments thereto and re-
newals thereof, or by petitioners for rule
making, In order to aid the Commission
in complying with section 102(2) (C) of
NEPA.

(d) “Notice of intent" means a notice
that an environmental impact statement
will be prepared and processed.

(e) “Environmental Impact state-
ment” means the detailed statement pre-
pared by the Commission pursuant to
section 102(2) (C) of NEPA,

(f) “Negative declaration” means =
statement that the Commission has de-
termined not to prepare an environmen-
tal impact statement for a particular
action.’

(g) “Environmental impact appraisal”
means a document which provides the
basis for a negative declaration,

§ 5L3 Interpretations,

Except as specifically authorized by
the Commission in writing, no interpre-
tation of the meaning of the regulation:
in this part by any officer or employee
of the Commission other than & written
interpretation by the General Counse!
will be recognized to be binding upon the
Commission.

§ 51.4  Specific exemptions.

The Commission may, upon applicn-
tion of any interested person or upon its
own initiative, grant such exemption:
1romtheregulaﬂonso!t.hispartasn
determines are authorized by law and
are otherwise in the public interest.

rt A—General Requirements for En-
ronmemal Impact Statements, Nega-
Declarations, and Impact Appraisals

§ SI.S Actions requiring preparation of
environmental  impact statements,

negative declarations, environmental
impact appraisals: actions excloded.

(a) An environmental impact state-
ment will be prepared in connection
with the following types of actions:

(1) Issuance of & permit to construct
a nuclear power reactor, testing facility,
or fuel reprocessing plant pursuant to
Part 50 of this chapter;

(2) Issuance of a full power, full term
license to operate a nuclear power re-
actor, testing facility, or fuel reprocess-
ing plant pursuant to Part 50 of this
chapter;

(3) Issuance of a license to possess and
use special nuclear material for process-
ing and fuel fabrication, scrap recovery,
or conversion of urantum hexafluoride
pursuant to Part 70 of this chapter;

(4) Issuance of a license to possess and
use source material for uranium miiling
or production of uranium hexafluoride
pursuant to Part 40 of this chapter;

(5) Issuance of a license authorizing
commercial radioactive waste disposal by
land burial pursuant to Parts 30, 40, and/
or 70 of this chapter;

(6) Conversion of a provisional operat-
ing license for a nuclear power reactor
or fuel reprocessing plant to a full power,
full term license pursuant to Part 50 of
this chapter where no final environ-
mental impact statement has been pre-
viously prepared;

(7) Any other action which the Com-
mission determines is a major Commis-
sion action significantly affecting the
quality of the human environment.

(b) Many MNeensing and regulatory
actions of the Commission other than
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those listed in paragraph (a) of this sec-
tion may or may not require preparation
of an environmental impact statement,
depending upon the circumstances. Such
other actions include:

(1) Issuance of a permit to construct,
or & full power, full term license to
operate, a production or utilization fa~-
cility other than a nuclear power reactor,
testing facility or fuel reprocessing
plant;

(2) Issuance of an amendment of a
construction permit or full power, full
term operating lcense for a nuclear
power reactor, testing facility, or fuel re-
processing plant which would authorize
a significant change in the types or a
significant increase in the amounts of
efluents, or a significant increase in the
authorized power level;

(3) Issuance of a license to operate a
power reactor, testing facility, or fuel re-
processing plant at less than full power
or for less than the full term;

(4) Issuance of an amendment which
would authorize a significant change in
the types or a significant increase in the
amounts of efffuents or a significant in-
crease in the amount of materials au-
thorized to be used of a license for:

(1) The possession and use of special
nuclear material for processing and fuel
fabrication, scrap recovery, or conver-
sion of uranium hexafluoride, pursuant
to Part 70 of this chapter;

(i) The possession and use of source
material for uranium milling or produc-
tion of uranium hexafluoride pursuant
to Part 40 of this chapter;

(iil) Authorizing commercial radio-
active waste disposal by land burial pur-
suant to Parts 30, 40, and/or 70 of this
chapter,

(5) Renewal of licenses to conduct ac-
tivities listed in paragraph (b) (4) (1)
through (b) (4) (i) of this section;

(6) Substantive and significant
amendments of Parts 20, 30, 40, 50, 70, 71,
73, or 100 of this chapter;

(7) License amendments or orders au-
thorizing the dismantling or decommis-
sloning of nuclear power reactors, test-
ing facilitles, and fuel reprocessing
plants;

(8) Termination of a license for the
possession and use of source material for
uranfum milling at the request of the
licensee,

(¢) (1) The environmental impact of
proposed licensing and regulatory ac-
tlons listed In paragraph (b) of this sec-
tion will be evaluated and if it is deter-
mined that an environmental impact
statement should be prepared a notice of
intent will be published in accordance
with §51.50(b) and draft and final en-
vironmental impact statements will be
prepared. If it is determined that an
environmental impact statement need
not be prepared for an action listed in
paragraph (b) of this section, a negative
declaration and environmental impact
appraisal will, unless otherwise deter-
mined by the Commission, be prepared
in accordance with § 51.7.

PROPOSED RULES

(2) If, subsequent to the publication of
a notice of intent concerning an action,
it is determined that an environmental
impact statement need not be prepared
in connection with that action, or if it
is' determined that an environmental im-
pact statement need not be prepared in
connection with any action with respect
to which the Council on Environmental
Quality has requested that an environ-
mental impact statement be prepared, &
negative declaration and an environ-
mental impact appraisal will be prepared
in accordance with §51.7.

(3) The Commission may require ap-
plicants for permits, licenses, and or-
ders, and amendments thereto, and re-
newals thereof, and petitioners for rule-
making covered by paragraph (b) of this
section to submit such information to
the Commission as may be useful in aid-
ing the Commission in the preparation
of an environmental impact appraisal.

(d) Unless otherwise determined by
the Commission, an environmental im-
pact statement, negative declaration, or
environmental impact appraisal need not
be prepared in connection with the fol-
lowing types of actions:

(1) Issuance of notices and orders pur-
suant to Subpart B of Part 2 of this
chapter;

(2) Amendments to Parts 2, 19, 51, 55,
140, 150, and 170 of this chapter,;

(3) Non-substantive and insignificant
amendments of Parts 20, 30, 40, 50, 70,
71, 73, or 100 of this chapter;

(4)" Issuance of a materials license or
amendment to a materials or facility li-
cense or permit or order other than those
covered by paragraphs (a) and (b) of
this section.

§ 51.6  Notice of intent,

When the Commission determines
that an environmental impact statement
will be prepared (n connection with an
action, a notice of intent will be pub-
lished in accordance with §51.50(b).

§51.7 Negative declarations; environ-
mental impact appraisals.

{a) Negative declarations. The nega-
tive declaration required by §51.5(c)
will be prepared prior to the faking of
the associated action and will state that
the Commission has decided not to pre-
pare an environmental impact state-
ment for the particular action and that
an environmental impact appraisal set-
ting forth the basis for that determina-
tion is available for public inspection.

(b) Environmental impact appraisals.
An environmental impact appraisal will
be prepared in support of all negative
declarations. The appraisal will include:

(1) A description of the proposed
action; .

(2) A summary description of the
probable impacts of the proposed action
on the environment; and

(3) The basis for the conclusion that
no environmental impact statement need
be prepared.
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. Subpart B—Facilities

§51.20 Applicant’s Environmental Re-
port truction Permit Stage.

(a) Environmental considerations.
Each applicant * for a permit to construct
a production or utilization facility cov-
ered by §51.5(a) shall submit with its
application a separate document, en-
titled “Applicant’s Environmental Re-
port—Construction Permit Stage,” which
contains a description of the proposed
action, a statement of its purposes, and
& description of the environment af-
fected, and which discusses the following
considerations:

(1) The probable impact of the pro-
posed action on the environment;

(2) Any probable adverse environmen-
tal effects which cannot be avoided
should the proposal be implemented;

(3) Alternatives to the proposed
action;

(4) The relationship between local
short-term uses of man's environment
and the maintenance and enhancement
of long-term productivity; and

(5) Any irreversible and irretrievable
commitments or resources which would
be involved in the proposed action should
it be implemented. The discussion of
alternatives to the proposed action re-
quired by paragraph (a)(3) of this sec~
tion shall be sufficlently complete to aid
the Commission in developing and ex-
ploring, pursuant to section 102(2) (D)
of NEPA, “appropriate alternatives * * *
in any proposal which: involves unre-
solved conflicts concerning alternative
uses of available resources.”

(b) Cost-benefit analysis. The En-
vironmental Report required by para-
graph (a) of this section shall include a
cost-benefit analysis which considers and
balances the environmental effects of the
facility and the alternatives avallable
for reducing or avoiding adverse environ-
mental effects, as well as the environ-
mental, economic, technical and other
benefits of the facility. The cost-benefit
analysis shall, to the fullest extent
practicable, quantify the various factors
considered. To the extent that such
factors cannot be quantified, they shall
be discussed in qualitative terms. The
Environmental Report should contain
sufficient data to aid the Commission
in its development of an independent
cost-benefit analysis,

(¢) Status of compliance. The Envi-
ronmental Report required by paragraph
(a) of this section shall include a discus~
sion of the status of compliance of the
facility with applicable environmental
quality standards and requirements (in-
cluding, but not limited to, applicable
zoning and land-use regulations and
thermal and other water pollution limi-
tations or requirements promulgated or

1 Where the “applicant”, as used In this
part, is a Pederal agency, different arrange-
ments for implementing NEPA may be made,
pursuant to the Guidelines established by
the Council on Environmental Quality,
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imposed pursuant to the Federal Water
Pollution Control Act) which have been
imposed by Federal, State, regional, and
local agencies having responsibility for
environmental protection, The discussion
of alternatives in the Report shall include
& discussion whether the alternatives will
comply with such applicable environ-
mental quality standards and require-
ments. The environmental impact of the
facllity and alternatives shall be fully
discussed with respect to matters covered
by such standards and requirements ir-
respective of whether a certification or
license from the appropriate authority
has been obtained (including, but not
limited to, any certification obtained pur-
suant to section 401 of the Federal Water
Pollutlon Control Act®). Such discussion
shall be reflected in the cost-benefit
analysis prescribed in paragraph (b) of
this section. While satisfaction of Com-
mission standards and criteria pertaining
to radiological effects will be necessary to
meet the licensing requirements of the
Atomic Energy Act, the cost-benefit ana-
lysis prescribed in paragraph (b) of this
section shall, for the purposes of NEPA,
consider the rddiological effects, together
with the other effects, of the facllity and
alternatives.

(d) Number of copies. Each applicant
for a permit to construct a production or
utilization facility covered by §51.5(a)
shall submit two hundred (200) copies of
the Environmental Report required by
paragraph (a) of this section.

l 51.21 Applicant’s Environmental Re-
port—Operating License Stage.

* Each applicant for a license to operate
a production or utilization facility cov-
ered by §51.5(a) shall submit with {ts
application two hundred (200) coples of
8 separate document, to be entitled “Ap-
plicant’s Environmental Report—Oper-
ating License Stage,” which discusses the
same matters deseribed In §51.20 but
onbtothoutmtﬁmttheydlﬂe:fm
those discussed in the final environmen-
tal impact statement prepared by the
Commission in connection with the con-
struction permit. The “Applicant’s Envi-
ronmental Report—Operating License
Stage™ may incorporate by reference any
information contained in the Applicant’s
Environmental Report or final environ-
mental impact statement previously pre-
pared in connection with the construc-
tion permit. With respect to the opera-
tion of nuclear reactors, the applicant,
unless otherwise required by the Commis-
sion, shall submit the “Applicant’'s En-
vironmental Report—Operating License
Stage" only in connection with the first
licensing action that would authorize full
power, Tull term, operation of the facility.

DrAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT
STATEMENTS

§ 5122 General.

The Director of Regulation or his des-
ignee will prepare a draft environmental

i No permit or license will, of course, be
issued with respect to an activity for which a
certification required by section 401 of the
Federal Water Pollution Control Act has not
been obtained,

PROPOSED' RULES

Impact statement for facility licensing
actions covered by §§ 51.20 and 5121 as
soon as practicable after receipt of the
Applicant's Environmental Report and
publication of the notice of intent and
availability of the report required by
§ 51.50,

§ 51.23 Contents of drafl environmental
statements.

(&) The draft environmental impact
statement will Include the matters speci-
fled in § 50.20(a) or § 50.21(a), as appro-
priate.

{b) The draft environmental impact
statement will contain an analysis of any
problems and objections raised by other
Federal, State, and local agencies and
by interested persons in the review proc-
ess,

(e) The draft environmental impact
statement will include a preliminary
cost-benefit analysis which considers and
balances the environmental effects of the
facility and the alternatives available for
reducing or avolding adverse environ-
mental effects, as well as the environ-
mental, economie, technical, and other
benefits of the facility. The cost-benefit
analysis will, to the fullest extent prac-
ticable, quantify the various factors con-
sidered. To the extent that such factors
cannot be quantified, they will be dis-
cussed in qualitative terms., The cost-
benefit analysis will indicate what other
interests and consideration of Federal
policy are thought to offset any adverse
environmental effects of the proposed ac-
tion identified pursuant to paragraph (a)
of this section. Due consideration will be
glven to compliance of the facility con-
struction or operation and alternative
construction and operation with environ-
mental quality standards and require-
ments which have been Imposed by Fed-
eral, State, regional, and local agencies
having responsibility for environmental
protection, including applicable zoning
and land-use regulations and water pol-
lution limitations or requirements pro-
mulgated or imposed pursuant to the
Federal Water Pollution Control Act. The
environmental impact of the facility will
be considered in the cost-benefit analysis
with respect to matters covered by such
standards and requirements irrespective
of whether a certification or license from
the appropriate authority has been ob-
tained, including any certification ob-
tained pursuant to section 401 of the
Federal Water Pollution Control Act.
While satisfaction of Commission stand-
ards and criteria pertaining to radiologi-
cal effects will be necessary to meet the
licensing requirements of the Atomic
Energy Act, the cost-benefit analysis will,
for the purposes of NEPA, consider the
radiological effects of the facility and
alternatives.

(d) Other considerations. A draft en-
vironmental impact statement prepared
in connection with the issuance of an
operating license will cover only matters
which differ from those discussed In the
final environmental impact statement
prepared in connection with the issuance
of the construction permit and may in-
corporate by reference any information
contained in that final environmental

statement. With respect to the operation
of nuclear reactors, unless otherwisec
determined by the Commission, the draft
statement will be prepared only in con-
nection with the first licensing action
that authorizes full power, full term
operation of the Tacility,

(e) The draft environmental impact
statement normally will include a pre-
liminary conclusion by the Director of
Regulation or his designee, on the basis
of the information and analysis described
in paragraphs (a) through (d) of this
section, as to whether, after weighing the
costs and benefits of the proposed action
and considering svailable alternatives,
the action called for is issuance of the
proposed permit or license with or with-
out conditions, or denial of the permit or
license, In appropriate circumstances the
Director of Regulation or his designee
may, in lieu of such preliminary conciu-
sion, indicate in the draft statement that
two or more alternatives are under con-
sideration.

(f) The draft environmental impact
statement will also contain a summary

Quality Guidelines, 88 FR 20550.

§ 51.24 Distribution of draft environ-
mental impact statemwent; new re-
leases.

Draft environmental Impact state-
ments will be distributed as follows:

(a) Ten (10) copies of the draft en-
vironmental impact statement, the ap-
plicant’s environmental report, and any
comments ~received on the statement
or report will be provided to the Council
on Environmental Quality.

(b) One (1) copy of the draft en-
vironmental impect statement will be
provided to the license or permit ap-
plicant;

(¢) Coples of the draft statement and
the applicant’s environmental report will
be provided to:

(1) Those Federnl agencies that have
special expertise or jurisdiction by law
with respect to any environmental im-
pacts involved and which are authorized
to develop and enforce relevant environ-
mental standards;

(2) The Environmental Protection

(3) The appropriate State and local
agencies suthorized to develop and en-
force relevant environmental standards
and the appropriate State, regional, and
metropolitan clearinghouses.

(d) One (1) copy of the draft state-
ment will be provided to those persons
on the Commission’s list to recelve en-
vironmental impact statements in sc-
cordance with § 51.54(¢) and other per-
sons upon request to the extent avail-
able

(e) News releases will be provided to
the local newspapers and other appro-
priate media that state the availability
for comment and place for obtaining or
inspecting & draft statement and the ap-
plicant’s environmental report.

(f) A notice will be published in the
FepERAL REGISTER in accordance with
§ 51.50(e).
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§51.25 Requests for comments on draft
environmental impact statements.

praft environmental impact state-
ments distributed in accordance with
§351.24(c) and 51.24(d) and news re-
jeases provided pursuant to §51.24(e)
will be accompanied by or include a re-
quest for comments on the proposed ac-
tion and on the draft environmental im-
pact statement within forty-five (45)
days from the date of publication of &
FeoerAL REGISTER notice by the Council
on Environmental Quality announcing
the availability of the draft statement,
or within such longer period as the Com-
mission may specify. If no comments are
provided within the time specified,
it will be presumed, unless the agency or
person requests an extention of time,
that the agency or person has no com-
ment to make. The Commission will en-
deavor to comply with requests for ex-
tensions of time up to fifteen (15) days.

FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT
STATEMENTS

§51.26 Final

slalemenits.

{a) After receipt of the comments re-
quests pursuant to §§ 51.25 and 51.50(c)
the Director of Regulation or his des-
igmee will prepare a final environmental
impact statement in accordance with the
requirements in § 5123 for draft en-
vironmental impact statements. The final
environmental statement will include a
final cost-benefit analysis and a final
conclusion as to the action called for.

(b) The final environmental impact
statement will make a meaningful refer-
ence to the existence of any responsible
opposing view not adequately discussed
in the draft environmental statement,
ndicating the response to the issues
raised. All substantive comments re-
celved on the draft (or summaries there-
of where the response has been excep-
tionally voluminous) will be attached to
the final statement, whether or not each
such comment is individually discussed
in the text of the statement.

(¢} The final environmental impact
satement will be distributed in the same
manner as specified for draft environ-
mental impact statements in § 51.24, ex-
tept that in the case of Federal, State,
ind local agencles, other than the En-
Vironmental Protection Agency, and in-
Werested persons, only those who submit-
led comments on the draft environmen-
tal impact statement or environmental
report or requested final statements will

m%m a copy of the final statement.
Where the number of comments on &
draft environmental impact statement
5 such that distribution of the final
f‘a!ement to all commentators is imprac-
“table, the Council on Environmental
Quality will be consulted concerning al-
®mnative arrangements for distribution
o the statement.

@) The draft and final environmen-
Wl impact statements and any comments
fcelved pursuant to this part will ac-
mmny the application through, and

1 be considered in, the Commission's
tlew processes,

environmental impact
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Subpart C—Materials Licensing and Other
Actions

§ 51.40 Environmental reports.

Applicants for permits, license, and
orders, and amendments thereto and re-
newals thereof, and petitioners for rule
making covered by § 51.5(a) shall submit
two hundred (200) copies of an environ-
mental report which discusses the mat-
ters described in § 51.20.

8§ 51.41 Administrative procedures.

Except as the context may otherwise
require, procedures and measures similar
to those described In §§ 51.22 through
51.26 will be followed in proceedings for
the issuance of materials licenses” and
other actions covered by §51.5(a) but
not covered by $§ 51.20 or 51.21. The pro-
cedures followed with respect to mate-
rials licenses will reflect the fact that,
unlike the licensing of production and
utilization facilities, the licensing of ma-
terials does not require separate authori-
zations for construction and operation.

Subpart D—Administrative Action and
Authorization; Public Hearings and Com-

§51.50 Federal Register notices; distri-
bution of reports; public announce-
ments; public comment.

(a) Notice of availability of environ-
mental report. After receipt of any ap-
plicant's environmental report, submitted
in connection with a docketed applica-
tion, a summary notice of availability of
the report will be published in the Fep-
£rAL RecisTER. The report will be placed
in the Commission’s Public Document
Room at 1717 H Street NW., Washing-
ton, D.C., and in any public document
room established by the Commission in
the vicinity of the site of the proposed
facility or licensed activity where a file
of documents pertaining to such proposed
facility or activity is maintained. The
report will also be placed in State, re-
gional, and metropolitan clearinghouses
in the vicinity of the site of the proposed
facility or licensed activity. In addition,
a public anncuncement of the availability
of the report will be made, Any comments
by interested persons on the report will
be considered by the Commission's regu-
latory staff, and there will be further
opportunity for public comment on the
draft environmental impact statement in
accordance with §§ 51.25 and 51.41.

(b) Notice of intent. After making any
determination that an environmental im-
pact statement should be prepared in
connection with an action, the Director
of Regulation or his designee will cause
to be published in the Feperal REGISTER
a notice of intent that an environmental
{mpact statement will be prepared. The
notice will briefly describe the nature of
the proposed agency action. The notice
may be consolidated with the summary
notice of the availability of the environ-
mental report.

Coples will be forwarded to the ap-
propriate Federal, State, and local agen-
cies, the appropriate State, regional, and
metropolitan clearinghouses and to in-

terested persons upon request. A public
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announcement of the notice of intent
will also be made.

(¢) Environmental impact statements.
(1) The Director of Regulation will for-
ward copies of draft and final environ-
meéntal impact statements to the Council
on Environmental Quality in accordance
with §§ 51.24, 51.26, and 51.41. The Coun-
cil will publish weekly in the FEDpERAL
RecisTer lists of environmental impact
statements received during the preced-
ing week that are available for public
comment., The date of publication of
such lists shall be the date from which
the minimum periods for comment on
and advance availability of statements
shall be calculated.

(2) Upon preparation of a draft en-
vironmental impact statement, the Com-
mission will cause to be published in the
FepERAL REGISTER & summary notice of
the availability of the statement. The
summary notice will request, within
forty-five (45) days from the date of
publication of a FeperaL REcISTER notice
by the Council on Environmental Quality
announcing the availability of the draft
statement, or within such longer period
as the Commission may specify, comment
from interested persons on the proposed
action and on the draft statement. The
summary notice shall also contain a
statement to the effect that the com-
ments of Federal, State, and local agen-
cies and interested persons thereon will
be available when received.

(3) Upon preparation of a final en-
vironmental impact statement the Com-
mission will cause to be published in the
FeDERAL REGISTER & notice of availability
of the statement,

§ 51.51 Administrative action.

To the maximum extent practicable,
no permit, license, or order, or renewal
of or amendment to a permit, license, or
order, or effective regulation, for which
an environmental Impact statement is re-
quired will be issued until ninety (90)
days after a draft environmental state-
ment has been circulated for comment,
furnished to the Council on Environ-
mental Quality, and made available to
the public. Neither will such licenses,
permit, orders, renewals, amendments, or
regulations be issued until thirty (30)
days after the final environmental im-
pact statement (together with com-
ments) has been furnished to the Coun-
cil and commenting agencies, and made
available to the public, If a final environ-
mental Impact statement is furnished
and made available within ninety (90)
days after a draft statement has been
circulated for comment, furnished to the
Council, and made available to the pub-
lic, the minimum thirty (30) day period
and the ninety (80) day period may run
concurrently to the extent they overlap,

§ 51.52 Public hearings.

(a) Inany proceeding in which & draft
environmental impact statement is pre-
pared pursuant to this part, the draft
environmental impact statement will be
made available to the public at least fif-
teen (15) days prior to the time of any
relevant hearing, At any such hearing,
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the position of ‘the Commission’s regula-~
tory staff will not be presented until the
final environmental impact statement is
fumished to ‘the Council on Environ-
mental Quality and commenting agencies
and made ‘avallable to the public. Any
other party to the proceeding may pre-
sent its case on NEPA matlers as well
as on radiological health and safety mat~
ters jprior to the end of the fifteen (15)
day period.

(b) (1) In a proceeding in which o
hearing s held Tor the issuance of =
permit, license, or order, or amendment
to or renewnl of a permit, license, or
order, covered by $51.56(n), and matters
covered by this part are iin issue, ‘the
regulatory staff ‘will offer the final en-
vironmental impact statement in evi-
dence, Any party ito ‘the proceeding may
take a posttion and offer evidence on the
aspects of the proposed actlon covered

by WEPA and this part in @accordance -

with 'the provisions of Subpart G.of Part
2 of this chapter,

(2) Insuch:aproceeding the presiding
officer will decide those matters in con-
troversy -among ‘the parties within the
scope «of 'NEPA and 'this part.

(3) In such & proceeding, an -initial
decision «of ‘the presiding officer may in-
clude findings:and conclusions which af-
firm .or modify the content of ‘the final
environmentdl impact statement pre-
pared 'by ‘the regulatory stafl. To the
extent that findings and conclusions
different from ‘those in‘the final-environ-
mental statement prepared by ‘the regu-
latory staff are reached, the statement
will ‘be deemed medified to that extent
and the initial decision will 'be distrib-
uted as provided in £51.26(c). Jf the
Commission or the Atomic Safety and
Licensing Appedl Board in a final deci-
sion reaches conclusions different from
the presiding officer with respect to such
matters, the final environmental impact
statement will 'be deemed modified ‘to
that extent antl the decision will'be simi-
larly distributed.

(¢) In addition to complying with ap-
plicable requirements.of paragraphs (a)
and (b) of this.section, in.a proceeding
Tor the issuance of a construction permit
for .a nuclear power reactor, testing fa-
cility, .or fuél reprocessing plant, the
presiding officer will:

(1) Determine whether the ;reguire-
ments «of section 102(2) (A), (C), and
(D) «of NEPA .and this part have heen
complied with in.the proceeding;

(2) Independently consider the final
balance :among conflicking factors eon-
tained in the record «of the proceeding
for the permit with:a view todetermin-
ing #he appropriate action to the taken;
and

(3) Determine after weighing the en-
vironmental, economic, technical, and
other benefits against environmentsl
costs, and ‘considering avallable alterna-
tives whether ‘the construction permit
should ‘be ‘issued, 'denied, or appropri-
ately conditioned ‘to protect -environ-

(4) Determine, in @an uncontested
Dproceeding, whether the NEPA yeview

contiucted by ‘the Commission's regula-
tory staff has been adequate.

(5) Determine, An a contested pro-
ceeding, whether in accordance with this
part the construction permit should be
issued ‘as ‘proposed.

(d) In any proceeding in which a hear-
ing is ‘held Tor the issuance of & permit,
lieense, or order, or amendment thercto
or renewal’‘thereo!, where the Director of
Regulation or ‘his designee has deter-
mined that no environmental impact
statement need be prepared for the par-
ticular ‘action in guestion, any party to
the proceeding may take a position and
offer evidence on the aspects of the pro-
posed action covered by NEPA and this
part in accordance with the provisions
of Subpart G of Part 2 of this chapter,
In such proceedings, the presiding of-
ficer will decide any such mattersin con-
troversy among the parties,

§51.53 Hearings—Operating licenses.

(%) The presiding officer, during ‘the
course of a hearing on an application for
anoperating license covered.by § 51.5(a),
may authorize, pursuant to § 50.57(c) of
Part 50 of this chapter, the loading of
nuclear fuel in the reactor .core and
limited operation within the scope of
§50.57(c) of Part 50 of this chapter,
upon compliance with the procedures
described ‘therein. In any such 'hearing,
where any party -opposes such authoriza~
tion on ‘the 'basis -of matters covered by
this part, ‘the 'provisions of §5152(a)
and (b) cor (d) willapply, as appropriate.

§5L54 Requived lists.

(1) Environmental impact statements
in preparation. The Director of Regula-
tion cor his designee will maintain a st
of actions for whieh environmental im-
pact statements are being prepared and
made the list available for public inspec-
tion on 'request. The lists will be revised
and brought up ito date every three (3)
months, The list will ‘be forwarded im-
mediately after each revision to the
Councll .on ‘Environmental Quality for
publicationinthe FEoEraL REGISTER.

‘) Negative declarations and impact
appraisals. The ‘Director of Regulation
or 'his designee ‘will maintain a Hst of
negative ‘declarations and impact ap-
praisdls. The ‘list will ‘be revised and
brought up ‘to date every three (3)
‘months, "The st will ‘be forwarded im-
mediately after each revision to the
Council on Environmental Quality Tor
publication in the Feoerar REGISTER.

(¢) Interested groups. The Director of
Regulation or his designee will maintain
& lst of groups, including relevant con-
servation commissions, known to be in-
terested in the .Commission’s licensing
and regulatory activities and will notify
such groups of the availability of a draft
environmental impact statement as soon
as itis prepared.

§ 51.55 Costs of materials disieibuted to
publi

Applicant's ‘Environmental Reports,
draft ‘and final environmentsal impact
statements, megative «declarations, .and
environmental impact appraisals .will the

made avallable to the jpublic upon re.
quest without charge to the extent pro..
ticable notwithstanding the provisions of
Part 9 of this chapter, or at a fee not
exceeding the actual reproduction cost,

§ 51,56 Application of part 1o proceed.
iings.

‘The provisions of this part are appli.
cable to all draft and final environnen
tal impact statements Nled with the
Councll on Environmental Quality after
January 28, 1074, Facility licensing pro.
ceedings ‘in which notices of hearing
were published in the Proemat Recrsm
on or before Januery 28, 1974 shall be
subject ‘to-the provisions of Appendix D
of Part ‘50 of this chapter applicable to
the jproceeding ‘in effect on January 28,
1974,

8. The references to “Appendix D o
Part 60" in $§ 7004 @), note 1, 70.12(),
and 70.23(a) .of 10 CFR Part 70 would be
amended to refer to “Part 51.”

(Sec. 161, 68 Stat, 048; 42 US.C, 2201, sec
102, 83 Stat. 853; 42 US.C. 4332.)

Dated at Germantown, Maryland, this
29th day of October 1973.

For the Atomic Energy Commission.

PavL C., Bexoern,
Secretary of the Commission.

[FR Doc.73-23207 Filed 10-31-73;8:45 am|

[ 20 CFR ‘Part 111
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ‘STATEMENTS
Policy and Procedures

Notice 1s hereby ‘given that the Gen-
eral Manager of the U:S, Atomic Encrgy
Commission (AEC) 'has proposed the fol-
lowing revised policles and procedures
in implementation -of section 102(2) (C)
of the National Environmental Policy
Act of 1969 (Public Law 91-180).

‘Written -comments .on these proposed
revised policies and ‘procedures will be
received by the Secretary, US, Atomic
Energy ‘Commission, Washington, DC.
20545, on or before December 17, 1973

The National Environmental Folicy
Act of 1969 (NEPA), Implemented by
Executive ‘Order 11514 (E©O, 11519
dated March ‘5, 1970 (85 FR 4247), and
the Guitdelines of ‘the Council on FEn-
vironmental Quality (OEQ) of 978
(Guidelines) requires ‘that all ggencies
of ‘the Federal ‘Government prepare de-
talled environmental statements on pro-
posils Tor legislation and-all other major
Federal actions significantly affecting
the quality -of ‘the "human -environment,
In addition, ‘section 309 of the Clean Al
Act (CAA), as amended, provides thal
the ‘Administrator of ‘the Environmentdl
Protection Agency (EPA) shall review
and gomment.on any matter relating 10
EPA’s muthority .contained :in such pro-
posed legislation or such other major
Federal action. The «Offige «of Manage-
ment ‘and Budget (OMB) 'Bulletin No
72-6 of September 14, 1971, and OME
Circular No. A-85 (Revised) .of Febru-
ary 9, 1971, provide guidance 4n.connec-
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tion with the evaluation, review, and co-
ordination of Federal projects and
activities.

The revised policies and procedures
involve the discharge of AEC operational
responsibilities with respect to NEPA,
£O. 11514, section 309 of the CAA, as
amended, OMB Bulletin No. 72-6, Part
11.2.3.(3) of OMB Circular No. A-85, and
the CEQ Guidelines, These policies and
procedures are applicable to all units and
organizations reporting to or through the
General Manager, They replace the pol-
icies and procedures which were pub-
lished in the FEDERAL REGISTER on July 4,
1972 (37 FR 13160),

1t is proposed that 10 CFR Part II be
revised to read as follows:

PART 11—ENVIRONMENTAL  STATE-
MENTS—OPERATIONS

Subpart A—General
8ee.
111
113
115

Purpose and policy.

Applicabllity.

Criteria for determining whether a
“major Federal action will have &
potential significant effect on the
quality of the human environ-
ment.”

Definitions,

Subpart B—Procedures

Preparation of environmental assess-
ments,

Submission of environmental assess-
ments,

Review of environmental assessments
and preparation of negative decln-
ration,

Notice of intent,

Preparation of draft environmental
statements.

List of administrative aotions.

Internal review of draft environmen-
tal statements.

External review of draft environmens-
tal statements.

Public hearings,

Preparation of final environmental
statements,

Internal review of final environmen-
tal statoments,

Avaflability of final environmental
statements.

Amendments or supplements to en-
vironmental statements.

1141 Timing for proposed AEC actions,
Subpart C—General Guidance for Content of
Environmental Statements

1151 Cover sheet.

1153 Sum: sheet,

11556 Body of statement,

AvrHomrry: Sec. 101, 68 Stat. 019 (42

USCA. 2201); sec. 102, 83 Stat. 853 (33
USC.A. 4332).

Subpart A—General

§1L1  Purpose and policy.

(z) The National Environmental Pol~
lcy Act of 1969 (NEPA), implemented by
Executive Order 11514 (E.O. 11514) dated
March 5, 1970 (35 FR 4247), and the
Guidelines of the Council on Environ-
mental Quality (CEQ) of August 1, 1973
‘Guidelines) (38 FR 20550), require that
all agencies of the Federal Government
prepare detailed environmental state-
ments on proposals for legislation and
oiher major Federal actions significantly
af!ecllns the quality of the human en-
Vironment, The objective of NEPA is to

1125
1126
nan

1128
1120

na

11.33
1135

1137
11.59

1140
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build into the Federal agency decision-
making process an appropriate and care-
ful consideration of environmental as-
pects of proposed actions. In addition,
section 309 of the Clean Air Act (CAA),
as amended, provides that the Adminis-
trator of the Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA) shall review and comment
on any matter relating to EPA’s author-
ity contained in such proposed legislation
or such other major Federal action. OMB
Bulletin No, 72-6 of September 14, 1871,
and OMB Circular No. A-95 (Revised)
of February 9, 1971, provide guidance in
connection with the evaluation, review
and coordination of Federal projects and
activities.

(b) This part establishes policy and
procedure for discharging Atomic Energy
Commission operational responsibilities
with respect to NEPA, EO. 11514, sec~
tion 309 of the CAA, OMB Bulletin No.
72-6, OMB Circular No. A-95 (Revised)
and the CEQ Guidelines, as they may be
amended from time to time, This part is
intended to provide guidance for:

(1) Identifying the agency environ-
mental appraisal process, those AEC ac-
tions requiring environmental assess-
ments and statements, and the appro-
priate time prior to agency decision for
requisite Federal, State, local, and pub-
lic consultation and review;

(2) Obtaining information to allow the
potential environmental impact of budget
decisions and proposed policy determina~
tions, procedures, regulations and legis-
lation to receive full consideration in the
agency decisionmaking process;

(3) Obtaining information and inter-
nal AEC review required for the prepara-
tion of environmental assessments and
statements;

(4) Designating the officials who are to
be responsible for preparation, review
and execution of environmental assess-
ments and statements.

§ 11.3  Applicability.

(a) This part applies to all units and
organizations of the AEC reporting to or
through the General Manager (GM) of
the AEC.

(b) This part applies to AEC opera-
tional actions and legislative proposals
sponsored by the General Manager in-
cluding those actions and proposals
sponsored jointly with another agency.
In this latter connection, if an environ-
mental statement i{s to be prepared, the
agencies Involved should determine as
early as possible their respective respon-
sibilities in statement preparation and
processing, including designation of a
single agency to assume leadership re-
sponsibilities where appropriate, Where &
lead agency prepares the statement, the
other agencies involved are expected to
provide assistance with respect to their
areas of jurisdiction and expertise. Fac-
tors relevant in determining an appropri-
ate lead agency include the time sequence
{n which the agencies become involved,
the magnitude of their respective in-
volvement, and their relative expertise
with respect to the anticipated environ-
mental effects of the proposed action.
Whether a statement is prepared by a
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lead agency or is prepared jointly by
several agencies, the statement should
contain an environmental assessment
of the full range of Federal actions in-
volved, should reflect the views of all
participating agencies, and should be
prepared before major or irreversible
actions have been taken by any of the
participating agencies.

{(¢) This part applies to Incremental
actions having a significant environmen-
tal effect even though they arise from
projects or programs initiated prior to
enactment of NEPA on January 1, 1870.

(d) The following actions are not sub-
ject to the requirements of this part:

(1) Administrative procurements (e.g.,
general supplies) ;

(2) Contracts for personal services;

(3) Personnel actions;

(4) Legislative proposals originating
in another agency;

(5) Legislative proposals not relating
to or affecting matters within AEC's pri-
mary areas of responsibility,

§ 1L5 Criteria for determining whether
a “major Federal action will have a
potential significant ecffect on the
quality of the human environment.”

(a) General criteria. (1) The CEQ
Guidelines provide that the statutory
clause “‘major Federal actions sig-
nificantly affecting the quality of the
human environment’ is to be con-
strued * * * with a view to the over-
all, cumulative impact of the action
proposed (and of further actions con-
templated). Such sactions may be
localized in their impact, but if there is
potential that the environment may be
significantly affected, the statement Is
to be prepared. Proposed actions, the
environmental impact of which is likely
to be highly controversial, should be
covered in all cases.”

(2) The CEQ Guidelines also pro-
vide that:

(1) Significant adverse effects Include
those that degrade the quality of the en-
vironment, curtall the range of beneficial
uses of the environment, and serve short-
term to the disadvantage of long-term, en-
vironmental «

(1) Significant offects oan * * * in.
clude actions which may have both benefi-
clal and adverse effects, even If, on balance,
the agency believes that the effect will be
beneficial.

(i) The words “major” and “signifi-
cantly” are intended to imply thresholds
of importance and {mpact that must be
met before a statement Is required. The
action causing the impact must also be one
where there is sufficlent Federal control and
responsibility to constitute "Federal action™
in contrast to cases where such Federal
control and responsibility are not present
as, for example, when Federal funds are
distributed In the form of general revenue
sharing to be used by State and Ilocal
governments,

(iv) The significance of a proposed
action may also vary with the setting, with
the result that an action that would have
little impact In an urban area may be sig-
nificant in a rural setting or vice versa,
While a precise definition of environ-
mental “significance” valid in all contexts,
is not possible, effects to be considered In

significance include but aré not
Umited to * * * alr quality and alr pol-
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lution control; weather modification; en-
ergy development, conservation, generation,
and transmission; toxic materials; pesti-
cides;  herbicides; transportation and
handling of hazardous materials; esthetics;
coastal areas; historic and archeological
sites; flood plains and watersheds; mineral
land reclamation; parks, forests, and out-
door recreation; soll and plant life, sedi-
mentation, erosion, and hydrologic con-
ditions; nolse control and abatement;
chemiecal, contamination of food products;
food additives and food sanitation; micro-
blological contamination; radiation and
radiological health; sanitation and waste
systems; shellflsh sanitation; urban
planning and congestion; rodent control;
water quality and water pollution control;
marine pollution; river and canal regula-
tion and stream channelization; and wildlife
preservation.

(v) The sctlon must be one that sig-
nificantly affects the quality of the human
environment either by directly affecting
human beings or by Indirectly affecting
human beings through sdverse effects on
the environment.

(3) “Major Federal actions” with re-
spect to AEC operational activities
should be categorized into two groups:

(i) Proposals jor legislation. This in-
volves recommendations or favorable
reports relating to AEC's own legisla-
tive proposals, such as the annual om-
nibus legislative proposal and annual
budget requests, (proposed line items,
major General Plant Projects, major
equipment items) and reports on legis-
lation Initiated in Congress where AEC
would have primary responsibility for the
subject matter of the legislation. (Impact
statements on all such legislative pro-
posals shall be prepared prior to submis-
slon of said proposals to OMB.)

(1) Other major Federal actions,
These are also described as “administra-
tive actions” or “operational actions.”
Included in this category are new and
continuing projects and program activi-
ties (A) direetly undertaken by AEC; or
(B) supported by AEC through contracts,
grants, loans, or other forms of funding
asslstance; or (C) Involving a Federal
lease, permit, license, certificate, or other
entitlement for use. Also included in this
category are the development, establish-
ment or modification of the General
Manager's regulations, rules, procedures
and policies,

(4) Environmental statements cover-
ing programs and sites.

() An environmental statement
should be written if there is current
major AEC involvement (through fund-
ing, personnel, or facilities) in the pro-
gram which has or is likely to have a
significant environmental impact. In the
case of research and development pro-
grams, an environmental statement must
be written late enough in the develop-
ment process to contain meaningful in-
formation, but early enough so that
whatever information is contained can
be factored into the decisionmaking proc~
ess before the development process has
reached a stage of Investment or com-
mitment to implementation likely to de-
termine subsequent development, fore-
close or restrict later alternatives. There-
fore, the following factors should be
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assessed and periodically reassessed (par-
ticularly when significant new informa-
tion becomes available concerning the
potential environmental impact of the
program) to determine the appropriate
point for preparation of the program
statement:

(A) The magnitude of Federal invest-
ment in the program.

(B) The likelihood of widespread ap-
plication of the technology.

(C) The degree of environmental im-
pact which would occur In the event the
technology were widely applied.

(D) The extent to which continued
investment In the new technology is
likely to foreclose or restrict future
alternatives.

(i) Where there are a number of pro-
posed individual actions at a given site
under AEC jurisdiction and either where
one or more actions would have a poten-
tial significant environmental impact or
where none viewed individually would
have such an impact but where all viewed
together would have such an impact, con-
sideration should be given to the prep-
aration of an environmental statement
for that site, )

(i1) Wherever Incremental actions
have potential significant environmental
impacts that were not fully evaluated in
the program or site statement, considera-
tion should be given to preparation of a
supplemental environmental statement
for that incremental action.

(b) Specific actions, For AEC actions
which involve the following, an environ-
mental statement shall be prepared and
made available as a matter of agency
policy:

(1) New AEC-owned ‘' Power and Pro-
duction reactors.

(2) New AEC-owned' facilities for
high-level nuclear waste storage.

(3) New AEC-owned ® facilities for the
reprocessing of spent nuclear fuel ele-
ments.

(4) Nuclear explosion tests of over one
megaton conducted by AEC at the Ne-
vada Test Site (Including on-site Plow-
share nuclear explosion experiments) .

(5) Nuclear explosion tests con-
ducted by AEC off the Nevada Test Site,
One statement may cover Plowshare ex-
periments or Plowshare demonstration
tests involving several nuclear explosions
in the same general ares and time frame.

§ 1L7 Definitions.

(a) “Environmental Assessment” s
an internal evaluation process to assure
that environmental values are consid-
ered as early as possible in the decision~
making process and to determine
whether a proposed AEC action is ex-
pected to have a significant impact on
the environment and therefore requires
the preparation of an environmental
statement. The environmental assess-
ment should culminate in a brief writ-
ten report of the same title which
should: (1) Describe the proposed AEC
action, the environment affected, and
the anticipated benefits; (2) evaluate

' Owned by the United States with custody
in the US. Atomic Energy Commission.

the potential environmental impact, in.
cluding those adverse impacts which
cannot be avolded should the proposal
be implemented; (3) assess the alterna-
tives to the proposed action and their
potential environmental Impact; (4)
evaluate the cumulative and long-term
environmental effects of the proposed
action; (5) describe the irreversible and
frretrievable commitments of resources
involved in its implementation: (6
identify any known or potential confiicts
with State, regional, or local plans and
programs; (7) weigh and analyze the
anticipated benefits against the environ-
mental and other costs of the proposed
action in a manner which reflects cost-
benefit comparisons of reasonably avail-
able alternatives; and (8) recommend
whether an environmental statement
should be prepared.

(b) “Draft environmental statement"
Is a preliminary statement on the envi-
ronmental impact of a proposed action
which is circulated for review within and
outside AEC,

(c) “Environmental statement” or
“final environmental statement” is a de-
talled statement which pursuant to sec-
tion 102(2) (C) of NEPA, identifies and
analyzes the anticipated environmenta!
Impact of a proposed AEC action.

(d) *“Negative declaration” is a docu-
ment prepared subsequent to an envi-
ronmental assessment, which states that
a proposed AEC action has no potentinl
significant environmental impact and
therefore does not require an environ-
mental statement, and states the rea-
sons therefor,

(e) “Notice of intent” is a written an-
nouncement to appropriate Federal,
State and local agencies, and to the pub-
lic, that a draft environmental state-
ment will be prepared.

(1) “Summary sheet” is a brief sum-
mary of the most significant aspects of
an environmental statement. It is pre-
pared in accordance with Appendix I
hereto and accompanies each draft and
final environmental statement.

Subpart B—Procedures

§ 1121 Preparation of environmental
asscasmen s,

(a) Field Office Managers and Head-
quarters Division Directors are respon-
sible for the preparation of an environ-
mental assessment of all proposed line
items, major General Plant Projects
(GPP), major equipment items and
other proposed major activities in con-
nection with their budget submission
and of new programs, and other pro-
posed new projects or activities under
their respective jurisdictions.

(b) Headquarters Division Directors
are responsible for the review of their
respective programs and for the prepa-
ration of an environmental assessment
of proposed major incremental changes
in continuing programs, projects or ac-
tivities and of proposed major policy de-
terminations, procedures, regulations, or
legislation related thereto.

(¢) The appropriate Field Office Man-
ager or Headquarters Division Director
is résponsible for assuring that all those
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assisting in the preparation of the envi-
ronmental assessment, including con-
tractors and laboratories, as applicable,
are fully cognizant of thelr respective
functions.

(d) The Assistant General Manager
for Blomedical and Environmental Re-
search and Safety Programs (AGMER
8P) may request the appropriate Field

fice Manager or Headquarters Divi-
son Director to prepare an environmen-
tal assessment for any proposed AEC
action.

§11.23 Submission of environmental
nssessmoents,

() Each environmental assessment
for which Field Office Managers are re-
sponsible shall be submitted to the ap-
propriate Headquarters Division Direc-
tor having program or budgetary
responsibility.

(b A copy of each environmental as-
sessment, including those prepared by
Headquarters Division Directors, shall
be transmitted by the appropriate Head-
quarters Division Director to the
AGMBERSP.

£11.25 Review of environmental assess.
ments and preparation of negative
declarations.

(a) With respect to a proposed pro-
gram, item, project, or activity which
the appropriate Headquarters Division
Director decides to support for inclusion
in the AEC budget and with respect to
any other proposed action for which an
environmental assessment has been pre-
pared, the Headquarters Division Direc-
ter, in consultation with  the
AGMBERSP * and the Counsel, Environ-
ment and Safety, Office of the General
Counsel (OGC), shall review the envi-
ronmental assessment and recommend to
the AGMBERSP whether any such pro-
posed action has a potential significant
effect on the quality of the human envi-
ronment in accordance with § 115,

(b) If the AGMBERSP determines that
a potential significant effect on the qual-
ity of the human environment is pre-
sented by a proposed action:

(1) For each proposed action involved
in the budget process, the AGMBERSP
shall forward immediately the environ-
mental assessment to the Budget Review
Committee (BRC), which shall transmit
the environmental assessment to the GM
aslong with {ts recommendation on
whether the proposed action should be
Included in the AEC budget. With regard
to proposed actions so recommended for
Inclusion and for such other proposed
actions as the GM may direct, the
AGMBERSP shall consolidate assess-
ments for inclusion in the budget to the
Commission. If the Commission approves
the proposed action for inclusion in the
budget, the AGMBERSP is responsible
for transcribing the appropriate data
from the environmental assessment onto
a special summary statement for sub-
mission to OMB in accordance with OMB
Bulletin 72-8 and the appropriate Head-
quarters Division Director is responsible
for the preparation of a draft environ-
mental statement and a summary sheet
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for the proposed action in accordance
with § 11.27.

(2) For proposed actions not involved
in the budget process, the appropriate
Headquarters Division Director is re-
sponsible for the preparation of a draft
environmental statement and a sum-
mary sheet.

(¢) If the AGMBERSP determines that
the proposed action presents no poten-
tial significant effect on the quality of
the environment, he shall cause a nega-
tive declaration to be prepared. A copy
of the negative declaration shall remain
on file with the AGMBERSP and shall be
made available for public inspection upon
request,

§ 11.26 Notice of intent.

In order to assure that environmental
values will be identified and welighed
from the outset and therefore to assure
the involvement of other agencies and
the public as early as possible in the en-
vironmental assessment process, the
AGMBERSP shall transmit to appro-
priate Federal, State and local agencies
and shall cause to be published in the
FepERAL REGISTER & notice of intent to
prepare an environmental statement as
soon as is practicable after the determi-
nation is made to prepare such statement,

§ 11.27 Preparation of draft environ-
mental statement.

{a) When a draft environmental state-
ment and summary sheet are to be pre-
pared, the appropriate Headquarters
Division Director shall promptly initiate
their preparation and develop & schedule
to assure submission of the draft state-
ment and summary sheet to the
AGMBERSP as expeditiously as possible.
Where the proposed action is involved in
the budget process, the draft environ-
mental statement and summary sheet
shall be submitted to the AGMBERSP
not later than October 1. The appropriate
Headquarters Division Director is re-
sponsible for assuring that all those as-
sisting in the preparation of the state-
ment including Field Offices, contractors,
and laboratories, as applicable, are fully
cognizant of their respective functions.

(b) Draft environmental statements
and summary sheets shall be prepared in
accordance with the guidance of the
AGMBERSP and OGC, and in conso-
nance with the CEQ guldelines. In parti-
cular, draft environmental statements
should:

(1) Indicate the underlying studies,
reports, and other information obtained
and considered and how such documents
may be obtained.

(2) Identify and discuss all major
points of view wherever possible.

(3) Indicate either compliance or non-
compliance with applicable Federal or
federally approved State standards of
environmental quality, and in the case of

*The AGMBERSP is authorized to dele-
gate to or obtain assistance from any AEC
unit or organiation reporting to or through
the General Manager (GM) In carrying out
the AGMBERSP's responsibilities under this
Part.

30211

noncompliance, explain why compliance
cannot be achieved.

(4) Reflect an independent AEC evalu-
ation of the environmental quality
aspects of the proposed action.

(5) Fulfill and satis{y to the fullest ex-
tent possible the requirement for final
environmental statements.

§11.28 List of administrative actions.

The AGMBERSP shall be responsible
for the preparation and maintenance of
a list of administrative actions for which
environmental statements are being pre-
pared. This list shall remain on file with
the AGMBERSP and shall be available
for public inspection upon request. This
list shall be revised quarterly. A copy of
the initial list and each revision shall be
transmitted to CEQ.

§ 11.29 Internal review of draft environ-
mental statements,

(a) As soon as practicable after the
AGMBERSP receives the draft state-
ment and summary sheet, he shall trans-
mit a copy to OGC for review. The
AGMBERSP and OGC shall be assisted
in their review by an Interdisciplinary
committee, chaired by a representative of
the AGMBERSP and composed of such
representatives of Headquarters divisions
and offices as the AGMBERSP deems ap-
propriate.

(b) Upon completion of this review,
the AGMBERSP shall prepare a report
;nglew by the General Manager which

(1) Set forth the basis on which it was
determined that a potential significant
environmental effect exists.

(2) Attach the draft environmental
statement and summary sheet.

(3) Identity the Federal, State, and
local agencles from which comments on
the draft environmental statement are
proposed to be solicited.

(4) Include a recommendation on
whether a public hearing on the proposed
action should be held.

(¢) The General Manager’s approval
shall be required prior to the issuance of
the draft environmental statement and
summary sheet,

§11.31 External review of draft en-
vironmental statements.

(a) The AGMBERSP shall (1) make
ten (10) copies of the draft environmen-
tal statement and summary sheet avail-
able to the CEQ, (2) inform the public
of the avallability of the draft environ-
mental statement, and (3) solicit com-
ments from appropriate Federal, State,
and local agencies and the public In ac-
cordance with paragraph (b) of this sec-
tion.

(b) Procedure for soliciting comments:

(1) Comments of Federal agencies
shall be solicited by mailing the draft
environmental statement to Federal
agencies with special expertise or juris-
diction by law relevant to the statement.

(2) Comments of State and local
agencies shall be solicited by malling the
draft environmental statement directly
to State and local agencies with known
responsibilities in environmental matters
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and to the appropriate State, regional,
and metropolitan clearinghouses unless
the Governor of the appropriate State
has designated some other point for ob-
taining this review.

(3) Information on the public avail-
ability of draft environmental state-
ments shall be provided through notice in
the FepErAL ReGiSTER and by arranging
for the availability of the statement at
appropriate AEC offices and at appropri-
ate State, regional and metropolitan
clearinghouses as listed in the Frperat
REec1sTER notice and public knowledge of
its availability through local news media
when practicable. The FERoERAL RECISTER
notice shall specify the appropriate com-
ment period in accordance with para-
graph (c) of this section.

(4) Coples of the draft environmental
statements will also be made avallable
for comment to organizations and in-
dividuals that have expressed an in-
terest in the action or requested an op-
portunity to comment.

{¢) Comment period (except as may
be modified in accordance with the CEQ
guidelines) :

Comments on the draft environmental
statement from Federal, State, and local
agencies shall be considered In the final
environmental statement if received by
the AGMBERSP within forty-five (45)
calendar days from the date the state-
ment is received by CEQ. Comments
from members of the public shall be con-
sidered if received by the AGMBERSP
within forty-five (45) calendar days from
the date of publication of the notice of
the avallability of the draft statement in
the FeoEral Rzcister. The forty-five
(45) calendar day comment period will
be used unless a longer period of time is
specified in the notice of intent covering
the proposed action. The AGMBERSP
upon request may grant extensions for
comment for a period not to exceed fif-
teen (15) calendar days. In determining
the appropriate period for comment or
in acting upon an extension request, con-
sideration will be given to the magnitude
and complexity of the statement and the
extent of public interest in the proposed
action. Where no time extension has been
requested and granted, it shall be pre-
sumed that no comment is to be made.

§ 11.33  Public hearings,

(a) A public hearing on a proposed ac-
tion covered by a draft environmental
statement shall be held when the Com-
mission upon recommendation by the
General Manager determines that a pub-
lic hearing would be appropriate and in
the public interest. In deciding whether
a public hearing would be appropriate
and In the public interest, the Commis-
sion shall consider, among other things:
(1) The magnitude of the proposed ac-
tion in terms of economic costs, the geo-

area involved, and the unique-
ness or size of the commitment of the re-
sources Involved; (2) the degree of in-
terest in the proposed action, as evi-
denced by requests from the public and
from Federal, State, and local author-
ities that a hearing be held; (3) the com-
plexity of the issue and the likelihood
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that information will be presented at the
hearing which will be of assistance to the
agency In fulfilling its responsibilities
under NEPA; and the extent to which
public involvement already has been
achieved through the means, such as
earlier public hearings, meetings with
citizen representatives, and/or written
comments on the proposed action.

(b) If it 15 determined as set forth in
paragraph (a) of this section that a pub-
lic hearing is to be held, the General
Manager will cause to be Issued a notice
in the Proxsan RecisTen at least fifteen
(15) calendar days prior to the time of
such hearing: (1) Identifying the sub-
Ject matter of the hearing; (2) announc-
ing the date, time, and place of such
hearing and the procedures to be fol-
lowed; and (3) indicating the availabil-
ity of the draft environmental statement
and other data, as he determines ap-
propriate, for public inspection at one or
more locations in the area in which the
proposed action will be located.

§ 11.35 Preparation of final environ-
mental stalements.,

(n) As soon as practicable after the
expiration of the period for comments,
the appropriate Headquarters Division
Director shall prepare a final environ-
mental statement and summary sheet
taking into account all comments re-
ceived during the comment period,

(b) The last section of the final en-
vironmental statement should sum-
marize the comments received and should
describe the disposition of Issues identi-
fled in the comments as more fully dis-
cussed in § 11.55(e) (10),

(c) The final environmental statement
and summary sheet shall be submitted by
the appropriaste Headquarters Division
Director to the AGMBERSP,

§ 11,37 Internal review of final environ-
mental statements.

(a) The AGMBERSP shall transmit a
copy of the final environmental state-
ment and summary sheet to OGC for re-
view. The AGMBERSP and OGC should
be assisted in their review by an inter-
disciplinary committee, chaired by a rep-
resentative of the AGMBERSP and com-
posed of such representatives of Head-
quarters divisions and offices as the
AGMBERSP deems appropriate,

(b) Upon completion of this review,
the AGMBERSP shall transmit the final
environmental statement and summary
sheet through the General Manager to
the Commission for approval.

(¢) Upon General Manager and Com-
mission approval, the General Manager
shall sign the final environmental state-
ment as the responsible agency officlal.

£ 11.39  Availability of final environ-
menital statements.

(a) The AGMBERSP shall distribute
the final environmental statement, sum-~
mary sheet and all substantive com-
ments received to CEQ, EPA and all Fed-
eral, State and local agencies and others
who submitted timely substantive com-
ments on the draft environmental state-
ment,

(b) The AGMBERSP shall (1) provide

notice of the availability of copies of the
final environmental statement, summary
sheet and substantive comments recefved,
in the FeoeraL RecisTen and (2) make
a copy of these documents available upon
request,

§ 11,40  Amendments or supplements 1o
environmental stalements,

(a) Where it is determined by the ap-
propriate Headquarters Division Director
after consultation with the AGMBERSP
and OGC, that as a result of substantia
changes in the proposed action, availa-
bility of additional information or any
other reason, it may be appropriate to
amend or supplement either a draft or
final environmental statement, he shall
assume responsibility for its preparation
In accordance with the guidance of the
AGMBERSP and OGC.

(b) The AGMBERSP shall determine,
after consultation with OGC and CEQ,
whether the statement should be recir-
culated for comment,

§ 11,41 Timing for proposed AEC ac.
tions.

Unless approval is given by the Gen-
eral Manager after consultation with
OGC and CEQ, no AEC action subject to
this part and covered by an environ-
mental statement shall be taken sooner
than ninety (90) calendar days after a
draft environmental statement has been
circulated for comment, furnished to
CEQ, and made public or sooner than
thirty (30) calendar days after the fina!
environmental statement has been made
available to CEQ, commenting agencies,
and the public. If the final environmental
statement' is filled within ninety (90
calendar days after the draft environ-
mental statement has been circulated
and made public, the thirty (30) day
period and ninety (80) day period may
run concurrently to the extent that they
overlap.

Subpart C—=General Guidance for Content
Environmental Statements

§ ll.S! Cover sheet,

The cover sheet shall indicate the type
of statement (draft or final), the official
project title, the date of statement avail-
ability the agency and the signature of
the responsible official (final),

§ 11.53 Summary sheet.

The summary sheet shall conform to
the format prescribed in Appendix I of
the CEQ Guidelines.

£ 11.55 Body of statement.

(a) Each environmental statement
should be prepared in accordance with
the precept in section 102(2) (C) of the
National Environmental Policy Act of
1969 that all agencies of the Federal Gov-
ernment “utilize a systematic, interdisci-
plinary approach which will insure the

integrated use of the natural and social
sclences and the environmental design
arts in planning and decisionmaking
which may have an impact on man’s
environment.” The statement should be
an objective and meaningful evaluation
of actions and their reasonable alterna-
tives in light of all environmental con-
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siderations. The presentation should be
simple and concise, including or refer-
encing relevant data, information, and
analvses necessary to permit evaluation
and appraisal of the anticipated benefits
and the environmental effects of the pro-
posed AEC action and its reasonable al-
ternatives, Underlying studies, reports
and other information obtained and con-
sidered in preparing the statement should
be identified at appropriate points in the
text. Highly technical and specialized
analvses and data should be avoided in
the text but should be attached as ap-
pendices or footnoted with adequate ref-
erences. Where there are references to
documents not likely to be easily acces-
sible, such as internal studies or reports,
the statement should indicate how such
information may be obtained. Many
evaluations of environmental impact will
involve measurements, analyses, calcula~
tions, and design drawings much too
voluminous to be included in an environ-
mental statement of workable length. In
these cases, it will not be possible for
the reader to make a completely inde-
pendent  evaluation of environmental
impact from the statement itself. How-
ever, It should be possible for the reader
to understand, from the text combined
with the references, the types of impact
which have been considered, the gen-
eral methods of evaluation used and the
types of data behind them, and the con-
clusions reached.

(b) Opposing views should be dis-
cussed or referred to wherever appro-
printe. Statements should not be drafted
in a style which requires extensive scien-
;i!’ic or technical expertise to compre-
end,

(¢) Each statement ordinarily shall
contain the following sections:

(1) Summary. This section should
briefly and concisely summarize the in-
formation set forth in each of the other
sections of the environmental statement.

(2) Background—(i) Detailed descrip-
tion. This subsection should fully de-
scribe the proposed action. Figures,
maps, tables, and pictures should be in-
cluded, as appropriate. Among those
factors to be considered in preparing this
subsection are location and duration of
proposed action; major objective(s)
sought; background information neces-
sary to place the proposed action in
proper perspective; its relationship to
other projects and proposals, including
those of other government and private
organizations; and overall physical de-
scription, emphasizing features with
environmental significance and controls
taken to assure adequate design and
function and minimum adverse environ-
mental impeact,

(ii) Anticipated benefits. This subsec-
tion should fully describe and analyze
the need for the proposed action. In so
doing, it should document the full range
of benefits—technological, economic,
political, environmental, soclal, etc.—
expected to be derived from the proposed
action,

(iii) Characterization of the existing
environment, This subsection should

PROPOSED RULES

fully describe the environmental features
of the area in which the proposed action
will be involved with emphasis on those
features, beneficial as well as adverse,
that specifically relate to the proposed
action. The amount of detail provided
should be commensurate with the extent
of the expected impact of the action, and
with the amount of information required
at the particular level of decisionmaking
(planning, feasibility, design, etc.). In
order to insure accurate descriptions and
environmental appraisals, site visits
should be made where feasible. Wher-
ever appropriate, an identification should
be made of population and growth
characteristics of the affected area, and
of the population and growth assump-
tions involved in the proposed action or
utilized to determine secondary popula-
tion and growth impacts resulting from
the proposed action and its alternatives.
Consideration should be given to using
the rates of growth in the region of the
proposed action contained in the projec-
tion compiled for the Water Resources
Council by the Office of Business Eco-
nomics of the Department of Commerce
and the Economic Service of
the Department of Agriculture (the
OBERS projection). Sources of all data
used should be identified.

(3) Environmental impact. This sec-
tion should fully assess the probable en-
vironmental impact of the proposed
action on those environmental features
characterized in subsection II.C. In s0
doing, it should describe those effects on
the environment, beneficial as well as ad-
verse, which could be caused by the pro-
posed action, evaluate the magnitude
and importance of each such effect, and
identify the time frames in which these
effects are anticipated. It should also de~
scribe the measures which will be taken
to prevent, eliminate, reduce, or compen-
sate for any environmentally detrimental
aspects of the proposed action. This sec~
tion should access the probable primary
(direct) as well as secondary (indirect)
environmental consequences of the pro-
posed action.- In this context, “sec-
ondary” consequences refer to associated
investments and changed patterns of
social and economic activities likely to
be stimulated or induced by the proposed
action. Such secondary effects, through
their impacts on existing community
facilities and activities and through in-
ducing new faclilities and activities, or
through changes in natural conditions,
may often be more substantial than the
primary effects of the proposed action.
For example, the effects of the proposed
action on population and growth may
be among the more significant sec-
ondary effects. Such population and
growth impacts should be estimated if
expected to be significant (using data
identified as indicated in paragraph (¢)
(2) (ii1) of this section), and an assess-
ment made of the effect of any possible
change In population patterns or growth
upon the resource base, including land
use, water, and public services, of the
area in question.

(4) Unavoidable adverse environ-
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mental effects. This section should sum-
marize these adverse effects on the en-
vironment discussed in paragraph III of
this section, which probably would be
caused by the proposed action and which
probably cannot be avoided if the action
is implemented. It should indicate the
magnitude and importance of each such
effect. Included should be a clear state-
ment of how other adverse effects dis-
cussed in paragraph IIT will be mitigated
to prevent apparent unavoidable con-

sequences.

(5) Alternatives. This section should
assess the full range of reasonable alter-
natives to the proposed action and their
environmental impact. In particuar, al-
ternatives specifically formulated with
environmental quality objectives in mind
should be discussed, e.g., pollution con-
trol equipment on a nuclear plant, The
specific alternative of taking no action
always should be evaluated. Examples
of other alternatives include: the alter-
native of postponing action pending fur-
the study; alternatives requiring actions
of a significantly different nature which
would provide similar benefits with dif-
ferent environmental mpacts; alterna-
tives related to different designs or de-
tails of the proposed action which would
present different environmental impacts,
and alternatives to provide for compen-
sation of fish and wildlife loss, Including
the acquisition of land, waters, and In-
terests therein. In each case, the analy-
sis should be sufficiently detailed to per-
mit comparative evaluation of the envi-
ronmental benefits, costs and risks of the
proposed action and each reasonable al-
ternative. Such evaluation should be
made in section (9), Cost-benefit analy-
sis, of the environmental statement.
(Where an existinug impact statement
already contains such an analysis, {ts
treatment of alternatives may be incor-
porated provided that such treatment s
current and relevant.,) The assessment
of alternatives should not be limited to
measures which the agency has author-
ity to adopt but should include a mean-
ingful discussion of all reasonable alter-
natives to the proposed action. A more
detailed analysis should be made of the
environmental Impact of alternatives
within the same time frame of the pro-
posed action than for those alternatives
within different time frames.

(8) Relationship between short-term
uses and long-term productivity. This
section should fully assess the cumula-
tive and long-term environmental effects
of the proposed action from the perspec-
tive that each generation is trustee of the
environment for succeeding generations
This involves consideration of the pres-
ent condition and use of the site of the
proposed action, its use if the proposed
action 1s implemented, and the longer-
term prospects for other uses. A brief
assessment should be made of the extent
to which the proposed action involves
tradeoffs between short-term environ-
mental gains at the expense of long-term
losses, or vice versa, and a discussion of
the extent to which the proposed action
forecloses future options. In this context
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short-term and long-term do not refer
to any fixed periods but should be viewed
in terms of the environmentally signifi-
cant consequences of the proposed action.

(7) Relationship of proposed action to
land use plans, policies and conirols. This
section should fully discuss how the pro-
posed action may conform or conflict
with the objectives and specific terms
of approved or proposed Federal, State,
and local land use plans, policles, and
controls, if any, for the affected area.
‘Where a conflict exists this section should
describe the extent to which the pro-
posed action has been reconciled in the
plan, policy, or control and the reasons
why the proposed action should be im-
plemented notwithstanding the absence
of full reconciliation.

(8) Irreversable and frretrievable
commitments of resources. This section
should identify from the survey of un-
avoidable impacts in paragraph (c¢) (4)
of this section the extent to which the
proposed action would irreversibly curtail
the diversity and range of potential uses
of the environment. In this context “re-
sources” means labor and materials de~
voted to the proposed action as well as
natural and cultural resources commit-
ted to loss or destruction by the action.

(9) Cost-benefit analysis. This section

PROPOSED RULES

should present an anslysis which con-
siders and balances the environmental
and other costs of the proposed action
and the alternatives reasonably available
for reducing or avolding adverse envi-
ronmental effects (even at the expense of
reduced project objectives) as well as the
environmental, economic, technical, and
other benefits of the proposed action. In
this connection, the analysis should indi-
cate the extent these benefits could be
realized by following reasonable alter-
natives that would avoid some or all of
the adverse environmental effects of the
proposed action. The analysis should, to
the fullest extent practicable, quantify
the various factors considered, To the
extent that such factors cannot be quan-
tified, they should be discussed in quali-
tative terms. In any event, the analysis
should be sufficiently detailed and rigor-
ous to permit independent evaluation of
the benefits and environmental risks of
both the proposed action and each alter-
native, g0 that an informed judgment
may be made about the wisdom of under-
taking the proposed action rather than
one of the alternatives (including the
alternative of no action). On the basis
of the foregoing, the statement should
contain a conclusion as to whether, after
weighing the environmental, economic,

technical, and other benefits against the
environmental, economic, technical, and
other costs and after considering the
reasonably avallable altematives and
their benefits and costs, the proposed
action should be taken.

(10) A discussion of substantive com-
ments made by other Federal, State, ond
local agencies and by private organizg-
tions and indéviduals in the review proc-
ess. This section, to be included in the
final statement, should summarize the
substantive comments made by review.
ing organizations and persons and should
describe the disposition of issues sur-
faced. In particular, this section should
address in detall the major issues mised
when the Agency position s at varinnce
with recommendations and objections
and should explain the reasons specific
comments could not, be accepted. All sub-
stantive comments received on the dralt
should be attached to the final state-
ment, whether or not each such com-
ment is thought to merit individual dis-
cussion in this section or elsewhere in
the text of the statement,

Dated this 30th day of October 1973.

R, E. HOLLINGSWORTH,
General Manager.
[PR Doc.73-23360 Filed 10-31-73;8:45 am)
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DEPARTMENT OF
TRANSPORTATION

Office of the Secretary

[{OST Docket No. 33, Notice 73-9, Order
No, 5610,1-B}

procedures for Considering Environmental
Impacts

Pursuant to guldelines of the Coun-
cil on Environmental Quality (“CEQ™)
appearing as 40 CFR Part 1500, published
in the FroerAl Rrcister of August 1,
1973, (38 FR 20549), the Department of
Transportation herewith publishes its
proposed procedures for consideration of
environmental impacts required by sec-
tion 102(2) (C) of the National Environ-
mental Policy Act of 1869 ("NEPA™)
(January 1, 1970, Public Law 91-180,
£102(2)(C), 83 Stat. 853; 42 USC.
4332(2) (C)).

The proposed procedures are in the
form of an internal directive, Department
of ‘Transportation (*DOT”) Order
5610.1B, “Procedures for Considering En-
vironmental Impacts,” replacing DOT
Order 5610.1A, dated October 4, 1971, of
the same title.

In addition to NEPA, which has ap-
plicability to all agencies of the Federal
Government, other laws require that the
Department of Transportation consider
environmental and other effects of vari-
ous actions taken by the Department,
These laws are:

1. Section 4(f) of the Department of
Transportation Act (49 US.C, 1653(1))
and 23 U.S.C. 138, requiring protection
of publicly-owned land from a public
park, recreation area, or wildlife and
waterfowl refuge of National, State, or
local significance.

2. Section 16(¢c) (1) (A) of the Alrport
and Airway Development Act of 1970

(“Afrport Act”) 49 USC. 1716(c) (1)

with plans for development of the area
in which the airport is located.

3. Section 16(c) (3) of the Alrport Act
(49 UB.C. 1716(¢c) (3)), requiring con-
sideration of the lnwreu of communi-
ties in or near which airport develop-
ment projects are proposed.

4. Section 16(c) (4) of the Alrport Act
(49 U.B.C. 1716(¢c) (4)), requiring that
major airport development projects pro-
tect the natural resources and environ-
mental quality of the Nation.

5. Section 16(d) of the Airport Act
49 USC. 1716(d)), requiring public
hearings Yor consideration of the eco-
nomie, social, and environmental effects
of airport development projects, and for
certain other purposes.

6. Section 16(e) of the Airport Act
(49 U.S.C. 1716(e)), requiring that air-
port development projects comply with
nppnca%l: alr and water quality

ﬁtanq;ar
7 U.S.C. 10901, requiring stand-
ards for highway noise levels.

8. 23 USC. 1094)), requiring that
highways be consistent with approved
plans for implementation of any ambi-
ent afr quality standard for any air
quality control region designated pur-

NOTICES

suant to the Clean Air Act, as amended.
9. Section 309 of the Clean Air Act
(42 U.S.C. 1857Th-17, providing for re-

by
10. Secuonuort.heUrbnnum

tion Act of 1864 (49 USC.
1610), requiring generally that mass
projects protect the
environment. )
11. Section 106 of the National His-
toric Preservation Act of 1966 (16 US.C.
470f), requiring consideration of the ef-
fect of the proposed action on any bufld-
ing, etc., included in the National Reg-
ister and reasonable opportunity for the
Advisory Council on Historic Preserva-
tion to comment on such action.

12. Executive Order 11593 (36 FR
8921), requiring that Federal plans and
programs contribute to the preservation
and enhancement of sites, ete., of his-
torical, architectural, and archaeologi-
cal significance.

13. Executive Order 11296 (31 FR
10663), requiring agency evaluation of
flood hazards in planning of facilities,
disposal of lands and properties, and
land use planning.

14. Section 303 of the Coastal Zone
Management Act of 1072 (16 US.C.
1452), stating National policy of preser-
vation, protection, development, and
where possible, restoration or enhance-
ment of the resources of the Nation's
coastal zone.

15. Section 307 of the Coastal Zone
Management Act of 1972 (16 US.C.
1456) , requiring that all Federal actions
be consistent with State coastal zone
management programs.

16. Section 2 of the Water Bank Act
(16 US.C. 1301), declaring that it is in
the public interest to preserve, restore,
and improve the wetlands of the Nation.

17. Section 2 of the Fish and Wildlife
Coordination Act, as amended (16 US.C.
662), requiring that any agency propos-
ing to control or modify the waters of
any stream or other body of water first
consult with the Fish and Wildlife Serv-
ice, Department of the Interior, and with
the head of the agency administering the
wildlife resources of the State wherein
the facility is to be constructed; and the
reports and tions of the Sec-
retary of the Interior and other per-
tinent officials be included in the report
submitted by the agency proposing the
action to the agency whose approval of
such action must be had.

The procedures set forth in DOT Order
5610.1B utilize the environmental im-
pact statement, in those instances re-
quired by NEPA, &s the vehicle by which
the Department of Transportation makes
the findings, determinations, and clear-
ances required by the laws enumerated
above.

In consideration of the foregoing, the
Department proposes to issue DOT Order
5610.1B, “Procedures for Considering En-
vironmental Impacts,” as set forth below.

Before taking final action to issue the
proposed procedures the Department will

terested parties, Comments should iden-
tify the docket or notice number (see
above) submitted in writing to

Monday through Friday, except Fulenl
holidays.

It should also be noted that, apart
from changes pursuant to the CEQ
guidelines, the proposed DOT order (par-
ticularly section 10(d))—

(1) presupposes 8 delegation of cer-
tain authority under scction 4(f) of the
Department of Transportation Act, 49
USC 1653(f); 23 US.C. 138; and section
16 of the Airport and Airway Develop-
ment Act of 1970, 49 USC 1716; and

(2) effects a partial reassignment of
the Departmental function of approving
final environmental impact statements.

The Department has had these matters
under study together for some time. The
former contemplates & change in the De-
partment’s regulations which we intend
to publish shortly, accompanied by an

explanatory preambile.
(Sec. 9(e), t of tion
Act, 40 US.C. 1657(e): National Buvirom-

mental Policy Act, 42 U.S.C. 4321 ¢t 30q.; Ex-
ecutive Order 11514, 35 FR 42497; 40 CFR
Part 1500.)

Issued In Washington, D.C., on Oc-
tober 29, 1973,
Joun W. Bannon,
Acting Secretary of Transportation,

PROCEDURES POR CONSIDERING
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS

1. Purpose, This order establishes pro-
cedures for consideration of environ-
mental impacts through preparation and
use in decision making of detailed en-
vironmental impact statements. Where
required, these statements serve as the
single vehicle for all environmental find-
ings, determinations, and clearances on
proposals for legislation and other major
Federal actions significanily affecting the
quality of the human environment,

2. Cancellation. DOT 5610.1A, Pro-
cedures for Considering Environmental
Impacts, of 10-4-71,

3. Authority. This order provides in-
structions for implementation of section
102(2) (C) of the National Environmen-
tal Policy Act of 1869 (Public Law
["“P.L."] 91-190) (hereinaf{ter "NEPA");
section 2(b) and section 4(f) of the De-
partment of Transportation Act of 1966
(PL. 89-670) (hereinafter “the DOT
Act”) ; section 309 of the Clean Air Act of
1970 (PL. 91-604) (hereinafter “the
Clean Air Act"); section 106 of the Na-
tional Historic Preservation Act of 1966
(PL. 89-665) (hereinafter “the Historic
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Preservation Act”) ; sections 303 and 307
of the Coastal Zone Management Act of
1972 (P.L. 92-583); section 662 of the
Fish and Wildlife Coordination Act (P.L.
85-624); and various Executive Orders
(E.0.) relating to environmental im-
pacts. In addition, the Order provides
instructions for implementing, where en-
vironmental statements are required,
sections 138 and 109 of Federal-aid high-
way legislation (Title 23, United States
Code [“US.C."1) (hereinafter “the
Highway Act”), sections 16 and 18(4) of
the Afrport and Airway Development Act
of 1970 (P.L. 91-258) (hereafter “the
Airport Act”), and section 14 of the Ur-
ban Mass Transportation Act of 1964 (49
U.S.C. 1601 et seq.) (hereinafter “the
Mass Transportation Act”).

Tapre or CONTENTS

Intent,

Background,

Areas of Responsibility.

Guidelines,

Implementing Instructions.

Citizen Involvement Procedures,

Planning Stage,

Research Activities,

Preparation of Environmental State-

ments,

10 Processing of Environmental Statement.

11 Supplemeontal or Amended Statement.

12 Implementation of Representations in
Environmental Statements,

13 Requests from the Council on Enyiron-
mental Quality.

14 Application of Section 102(2) (C) Proce-
dure to Existing Projects and Programs,

15 Review of Environmental Statements
Prepared by Other Agenles.

18 Decisions Reserved to the Secretary.

17 Announcement of Decisions,

18 Applicability.

ATTACHMENT 1

ORI

OUIDELINES
1 General.
2 ‘“Major"”.
3 “Significantly Affecting"” Environment.
ATTACHMENT 2
FORM AND CONTENT OF STATEMENT
1 Form.
2 Content,

ATTACHMENT 3
RESEARCH ACTIVITIES
ATTACHMENT 4

AGENCIES WITH SPECIAL EXPERTISE OR JURIS-
DICTION BY LAW TO COMMENT ON STATEMENT

ATTACHMENT 5

OFFICIALS IN AGENCIES TO CONTACT FOR INFOR-
MATION OR TO RECKIVE STATEMENT FOR
COMMENT

1. Intent, Officials of the Department
of Transportation (hereinafter “DOT" or
“the Department”) must comply with
both the procedures and the intent of the
National Environmental Policy Act of
1969 (“NEPA"). The purpose of the en-
vironmental assessment and consultation
process is to provide Departmental of-
ficials and other decision makers, as well
as members of the public, with an under-
standing of the potential environmental
effects of proposed actions significantly
affecting the quality of the human en-
vironment; to avoid or minimize adverse
effects wherever possible; to restore or
enhance environmental quality to the

NOTICES

fullest extent practicable; to preserve the
natural beauty of the countryside and
public park and recreation lands, wildlife
and waterfowl refuges, and historic sites;
and to preserve, restore, and Improve
wetlands. The environmental impact
statement process should be used to ex-
plore alternative actions that will avoid
or minimize adverse impacts and to eval-
uate both the long and short term im-
plications to man, his physical and social
surroundings and to nature. Environ-
mental assessments should be considered
along with assessments of economic,
technical, and other benefits and should
use all practical means, consistent with
other essential considerations of national
policy, to avoid or minimize undesirable
consequence to the environment, and to
improve and coordinate plans, func-
tions, programs, and resources so that
the Department may carry out the poli-
cles set forth in section 101(b) of NEPA.
These purposes supplement existing De-
partmental policies and missions in light
of national environmental objectives.
The environmental statement should re-
flect & thorough review of and hard look
at all relevant environmental factors and
serve as the record of compliance with
tr?lgp policy, as well as the procedures of
A,

2. Background. a. NEPA establishes a
broad national policy to promote efforts
to improve the relationship between man
and his environment, and provides for
the creation of a Council on Environ-
mental Quality (hereinafter * 40 18
NEPA sets out certain policies and goals
concerning the environment, and re-
quires that, to the fullest extent possible,
the policies, regulations, and public laws
of the United States shall be interpreted
and administered In accordance with
those policies and goals.

b. Section 102 of NEPA is designed to
insure that environmental considerations
are given careful attention and appro-
priate weight in all decisions of the Fed-
eral Government. Section 102(2) (C) re-
quires that all agencies of the Federal
Government shall

“Include in every recommendation or re-
port on proposals for legislation and other
major Federal actions significantly affecting
the quality of the human environment, a
detalled statement by the responsible ofl-
cial on—

(1) the environmental impact of the pro-
posed action,

(If) any adverse onvironmental effects
which eannot be avolded should the proposal
be implemented,

(li1) alternatives to the proposed action,

(iv) the relationship between local short-
term uses of man's environment and the
maintenance and enhancement of jong-term
productlvity, and

(v) any irreversible and irretrievable com-
mitments of resources which would be in-
volved in the proposed saction should it be
implemented.

“Prior to making any detailed statement,
the responsible Federal official shall consult
with and obtain the comments of any Federal
agency which has jurisdiction by law or spe-
clal expertise with respect to any environ-
mental Impact involved. Coplés of such
statement and the comments and views of
the appropriste Federal, State, and local
sgencles, which are authorized to develop and

enforce environmental standards, shall be
made available to the President, the Council
on Environmental Quality, and the public as
provided by section 552 of Title 5, United
States Code, and shall accompany the pro-
posal through the existing agency review
proems.“

¢. Section 102(2) (A) of NEPA provides
that all agencies of the Federal Govern-
ment “utilize a systematic, interdis-
ciplinary approach which will insure the
integrated use of the natural and social
sciences and the environmental design
arts in planning and decision making
which may have an impact on man's
environment.,”

d. Executive Order 11514, dated
March 4, 1970, orders all Federal agen-
cles to initiate procedures needed to
direct their policies, plans, and programs
50 as to meet national environmental
goals.

¢, Guidelines from the President's
Council on Environmental Quality, pub-
lished in 38 F.R. 20549, 40 C.F.R. 1500 et
seq., August 1, 1973, provide guidance to
agencies for preparation of environmen-
tal impact statements.

f. DOT N 1100.37, Realignment of
Functions Within the Office of the Sec-
retary, of 2-5-73, transferred to the As-
sistant Secretary for Environment,
Safety, and Consumer Affairs (herein-
after “TES") the responsibility for envi-
ronmental matters formerly vested in the
Assistant Secretary for Environment
and Urban Systems. These responsibil-
ities include overseeing the Department's
response to NEPA, in terms of both pol-
icies and procedures, in cooperation with
the General Counsel (hereinafter
“TGC™).

g. Section 4(f) of the DOT Act and
section 138 of the Highway Act state, "It
is hereby declared to be the national
policy that special effort should be made
to preserve the natural beauty of the
countryside and public parks and recrea-
tional lands, wildlife and waterfowl
refuges, and historic sites. The Secre-
tary . . . shall not approve any program
or project which requires the use of any
publicly owned land from a public park,
recreation area, or wildlife and water-
fowl refuge of national, State, or local
significance as determined by the Fed-
eral, State, or local officials having juris-
diction thereof, or any land from an his-
toric site of national, State, or local
significance as so determined by such
officials unless (1) there is no feasible
and prudent alternative to the use of such
land, and (2) such program includes all
possible planning to minimize harm to
such park, recreational area, wildlife and
waterfowl refuge, or historic site result-
ing from such use.”

h. Section 16(c) (1) (A) of the Airport
Act provides that an airport develop-
ment project may be approved only if the
Secretary is satisfled that the project is
reasonably consistent with plans (exist-
ing at the time of approval of the proj-
ect) of planning agencles for develop-
ment of the area in which the airport is
located.

i. Section 16(c) (3) of the Afrport Act
requires consideration of the interests of
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communities in or near which airport
development projects are proposed.

§. Section 16(c) (4) of the Alrport Act
directs that no major airport develop-
ment project shall be authorized for re-
ceipt of Pederal financial aid unless that
project provides for the protection and
enhancement of the natural resources
and the quality of environment of the
nation: and further, that no project
found to have an adverse effect shall be
authorized unless the Secretary finds in
writing, after full and complete review,
that no feasible and prudent alternative
exists and that all possible steps have
been taken to minimize such adverse
effect.

k. Section 16(d) of the Alrport Act
c=tablishes a requirement for the oppor-
tunity for a public hearing for consid-
eration of economic, social, and environ-
mental effects of airport projects, and for
certain other purposes, and section 16(e)
of the Afrport Act provides for assurances
that the project will be located, designed,
constructed, and operated so as to com-
ply with applicable air and water quality
standards,

. Section 18(4) of the Alrport Act
provides for assurances that “appro-
priate action, including adoption of zon-
ing laws, has been or will be taken, to the
extent reasonable, to restrict the use of
land adjacent to or in the lmmediate
vicinity of the airpart to activities and
purposes compatible with normal airport
operations, including landing and take-
off of aireraft.”

m. Section 109(1) of the Highway Act
provides for the Secretary to develop
and promulgate standards for highway
nolse levels compatible with different
land uses and not to approve plans and
specifications for certain projects unless
he determines that the plans and specifi-
cations include adequate measures to im-
plement the standards.

n. Section 109¢j) of the Highway Act
directs the Secretary, in consultation
with the Environmental Protection
Agency, to develop and promulgate
guidelines to assure consistency of high-
ways with approved plans for the im-
plementation of any ambient air guality
standard for any =sir quality control
region designated pursuant to the Clean
Alr Act, as amended.

o. Section 309 of the Clean Air Act
provides for the Administrator of the
Environmental Protection Agency to re-
view and comment on matters relating to
duties and responsibilities granted pur-
suant to this Act or other provisions of
the authority of the Administrator, con-
tained in any (1) legislation proposed by
any Federal department or agency, (2)
newly authorized Federal projects for
construction and any major Federal
agency action (other than a project for
construction) to which section 102(2)
(C) of PL. 91-190 applies, and (3) pro-
posed regulations published by any de-
partment or agency of the FPederal
Government.

p. Section 14 of the Mass Transpor-
tation Act provides that the Secretary
shall review each transcript to assure
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that the project application includes a
detafled statement on (1) the environ-
mental impact of the proposed project,
(2) any adverse environmental eflects
which cammot be avoided should the pro-
posal be implemented, (3) alternatives to
the proposed project, and (4) any ir-
reversible and irretrievable impact on the
environment which may be involved in
the proposed project should it be imple-
mented, and finds after full and com-
plete review of any hearing that () ade-
quate opportunity was afforded for the
presentation of views by all parties with
a significant economic, soclal, or environ-
mental interest, and fair consideration
has been given to the preservation and
enhancement of the environment and to
the interest of the community in which
the project is located, and (b) either no
adverse environmental effect is likely to
result from such project, or there exists
no feasible and prudent alternative to
such effect and all reasonable steps have
been taken to minimize such effect.

Q. Section 106 of the Historic Preser-
vation Act requires that, prior to approval
of Federal activities, departments shall
take into account the effect of the under-
taking on any district, site, building,
structure, or object that is included in
the National Register, and give the Ad-
visory Council on Historic Preservation &
reasonable opportunity to comment with
regard to such undertaking.

r. Executive Order 11593 requires that
Federal plans and programs contribute to
the and enhancement of
sites, structures, and objects of historical,
architectural, or archaeological signifi-
cance.

«. Executive Order 11296 provides for
agency evaluation of flood hazards in
planning of facilities, construction of

Management Act of 1972 states that
“_. .1t is the national policy (&) to pre-

sible, to restore or enhance, the resources
of the Nation's coastal zone . . ."”; addi-
tionally, section 307 requires all Fed
actions to be consistent with State
coastal zone management programs.

u. Section 2 of the Water Bank Act
(16 U.S.C. 1301) declares that “. .. it Is
in the public interest Lo preserve, restore,
and improve the wetlands of the Na-
tion. . o

v. Section 2 of the Fish and Wildlife
Coordination Act, as amended, (16 US.C.
662) requires that "whenever the waters
of any stream or other body of water are
proposed or authorized to be . . . con-
trolled or modified for any purpose what-
ever . . . by any department or agency
of the United States, or by any public or
private agency under Federal permit or
license, such department or agency shall
first consult with the United States Fish
and Wildlife Service, Department of
Interior, and with the head of the agency
exercising administration over the wild-
life resources of the particular State
wherein the . . . facility is to be con-
structed. . . .” In addition, it is required
that the reports and recommendations
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of the Secretary of Interior and any other
applicable officials be included in the re-
port prepared or submitted by the agency
proposing the action to the agency in
whose jurisdiction approval or disap-
proval of such action falls.

3. Areas of responsibilily. a. Except as
provided in subparagraph b. below, the
requirements in this Order calling for
either a negative declaration or a state-
ment pursuant to section 102(2) (C) of
NEPA apply to, but are not limited to, the
following: all grants, loans, contracts,
purchases, leases, construction, research
activities, rulemaking and regulatory ac-
tions, certifications, licensing, permits,
plans (both internal DOT plans and ex-
ternal plans, such as the annual work
programs submitted to the National
Highway Traflic Safety Administration),
formal approvals (eg., of non-Federal
work plans), legislative proposais by DOT
or where the Department has primary
responsibility for the subject matter in-
volved, directives, program proposals, and
any renewals or reapprovals of the
foregoing.

b. Exceptions to the foregoing include:

(1) Assistance in the form of general
revenue sharing with no tal
control over the subsequent use of such
funds:;

(2) Administrative procurements (e.g.,
general supplies) and contracts for per-
sonal services:

(3) Normal personnel actions
promotions, hirings) :

(4) Project amendments (eg., Iin-
creases in costs) which do not alter the
environmental impact of the action;

15) Legislative proposals not originat-
ing in DOT and relating to matters not
the primary responsibility of DOT; and

(6) In addition to the exceptions noted
in subparagraphs (1)-(5) above, the im-
plementing instructions called for by
paragraph 5 below may provide for addi-
tional exceptions on specific types or
categories of actions carried out by the
operating administrations in which there
will be no potential significant environ-
mental effect.

c. A general class of actions may be
covered by & single statement when the
environmental Impacts (and alterna-
tives thereto) of all such actions are
substantially similar.

4. Guidelines. These are set forth In
Attachment 1. Operating administra-
tions may wish to set forth more explicit
definitions with respect to their pro-
grams in thelr implementing instructions.

5. Implementing instructions. a. Pur-
suant to the revised CEQ guidelines, im-
plementing instructions are to be pub-
lished in the FeEpEaAL REGISTER no later
than October 30, 1973, Prior to publica-
tion, each operating sdministration will
submit to TES for review, consultation
with CEQ, and concurrence, draft re-
vised internal instructions or other ap-
propriate regulations to implement this
order, or draft revisions of existing in-
structions. Purther substantial revisions
of instructions should be proposed and
adopted in accordance with the proce-
dures of this paragraph 5,

‘e.g.,
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» b. These internal instructions will in-
corporate the main points in this order
(or include it as an attachment), and
provide for further specificity and ap-
plicability to the programs of the operat-
ing administrations. This will include
identification of what should be consid-
ered “programs”, “projects”, or “actions”
for purposes of 102(2)(C) statements,
the time prior to decision for required
consultations, and the review processes
for which environmental statements are
to be available.

¢. Following TES concurrence in the
draft internal instructions of each op-
erating administration, the operating
administrations will take any steps nec-
essary to comply with applicable require-
ments of the Administrative Procedure
Act (5 US.C, Sections 551 et seq.) and
OMB Circular A-85.

d. After concurrence by TES, proposed
administration revisions shall be pub-
lished in the FeoeraL REGisTER. allowing
a minimum of 45 days for public com-
ment, followed by publication of final
procedures (after TES concurrence) no
later than 45 days after the conclusion
of the comment period.

¢. Pending finalization of the imple-
menting instructions, the operating ad-
ministrations will begin implementation
of the procedures in this Order to the
extent possible,

6. Citizen involvement procedures.
Citizen involvement in environmental as-
pects of Departmental actions is en-
couraged at each pertinent stage of the
development of the proposed action.
Formal and informal citizen input should
be sought as early as possible. Attempts
to solicit the views of the public through
hearings, personal contact, press releases,
maintaining malling lists of interested
parties, and other methods should be
utilized. Interested parties include com-
munity, environmental, and conserva-
tion organizations or individuals affected
by or known to have an interest in the
project, or who can speak knowledgeahbly
of the environmental impact of the pro-
posed action. Administrations should de-
velop lists of interested parties at various
levels (le.. national, State, and local).
A summary of citizen involvement and
any environmental issues raised should
be documented in the environmental
statement,

a. Planning stage criteria for citizen
Involvement and identification of social,
economic, and environmental impacts in
Departmental planning programs are set
forth in DOT 1130.2, Annual Unified
Work Programs for Intermodal Plan-
ning, of 3-16-73.

b. Early notifications of preparation
of environmental statements should be
sent to interested parties and to Federal,
State, or local agencies fo solicit com-
ments that may be helpful in preparing
the draft statement.

(1) Under OMB Circular A-95 and
DOT 46004A, Evaluation, Review and
Coordination of DOT Assistance Pro-
grams and Projects, of 6-14-72, clear-
inghouses are to be notified of intention
to apply for Federal program assistance.
The notification is the obligation of the

NOTICES

grant applicant and includes the nature
and extent of environmental impact
anticipated and whether or not an en-
vironmental impact statement is re-
quired, This notification may be sent to
interested parties and agencies, as well
as clearinghouses, to comply with the
early notification requirement.

(2) For actions other than those
where agencies send early notifications
under (1) above, administrations’ pro-
cedures should include an early notice
system for informing the public of the
decisions to prepare a statement.

¢, Copies of the draft environmental
impact statement should be sent to
interested parties along with circulation
to Federal, State, and local agencies, The
avallability of the statement should be
made known to appropriate interested
parties, advertised in local papers, ete.
(See also Paragraph 13e, regarding
avaflability of statements.)

d. Hearings:

(1) For any action involving a public
hearing, the draft statement or environ-
mental analysis should be made available
to the public at least 30 days prior to
the hearing. The notice of the hearing
should be announced through news-
paper articles, direct notification to in-
terested parties and clearinghouses, etc.,
and should note the availability of en-
vironmental impact statements or
analyses.

(2) Even where not required, a hearing
may help resolve environmental conflicts.
In deciding whether a public hearing is
appropriate, officials should consider:

fa) The magnitude of the proposal in
terms of economic costs, the geographic
area involved, and the uniqueness or size
of commitment of the resources involved;

(b) The degree of interest in the pro-
posal, as evidenced by requests from the
public and from Federal, State, and local
authorities that a hearing be held;

(¢) The complexity of the issue and
the likelihood that information will be
presented at the hearing which will be
of assistance to the agency in fulfilling
its responsibilities under NEPA and the
other applicable acts; and

(d) The extent to which public in-
volvement already has been achieved
through other means, such as earlier
public hearings, meetings with citizen
representatives, and/or written com-
ments on the proposed action.

e, Each administration and Secre-
tarial Office shall maintain a list of its
actions for which environmental state-
ments are being prepared and make the
list available to the public upon request,
Each administration and Secretarial
Office shall submit & current list to TES
and CEQ not less than quarterly, and
make it available to the public upon
request,

7. Planning stage. Initial assessment
of environmental impacts of proposed
activities should be undertaken concur-
rently with Initial technical and eco-
nomic studies, General criteria for iden-
tification of social, economie, and
environmental impacts in Departmental
planning programs are set forth in DOT
1130.2, Annual Work Programs In Inter-
modal Planning, of 3-16-73.

8. Research activities. Guidance for
Departmental officials engaged in major
research and development programs is
set forth in Attachment 3.

9. Preparation of environmental state-
ments. Guidelines for the form and con-
tent of environmental statements are set
forth in Attachment 2.

a. Drajt of statement. Draft statements
shall be prepared at the earliest prac-
tical time, prior to the first significant
point of decision in the program or
project development process. They should
be prepared early enough in the proc-
ess so that the analysis of the environ-
mental effects and the exploration of
alternatives with respect thereto are sig-
nificant inputs to the decision making
process. The implementing Instructions
(called for by paragraph 5 above) will
specify the appropriate point at which
draft statements should be prepared for
each type of action in the administra-
tion to which this Order is applicable.

b. Applications. Each applicant for a
grant, loan, permit, or other DOT ap-
proval covered by paragraph 3 above
may be requested to submif, together
with the original application, either a
proposed draft 102(2) (C) statement or a
negative declaration, or administrations
may request applicants to submit an en-
vironmental analysis of the proposed
project which would be utilized in the
preparation of a draft statement or neg-
ative declaration by the administration.

(1) In the latter event, the adminis-
tration should assist the applicant by
specifying the types of information
required.

(2) In all cases, the administration
should make its own evaluation of the
environmental issues and take responsi-
bility for the scope and content of draft
and final environmental statements.

(3) Implementing instructions pursu-
ant to paragraph 5 should include pro-
visions limiting actions which an appli-
cant may take prior to completion and
review of the final application

¢, Use of consultants. Consultants may
be utilized to prepare background or
preliminary material for use in a draft
or final environmental statement for
which the Department takes responsibil-
ity. Selection of consultants and work
by consultants who may expect further
contracts based on the outcome of the
environmental decision should be care-
fully reviewed to insure complete and
objective consideration of all relevant
project impacts and alternatives.

d. Actions originating within DOT. In
the case of proposals originating within
DOT for an action to which this Order
is applicable, the originator of the pro-
posal will state in the proposal whether,
in his judgment, the action will or will
not require a 102(2) (C) statement. In
the case of actions originating within the
Office of the Secretary, the originator of
the proposal should be responsible for
preparation, with the concurrence of
TES, circulation, and filing with CEQ of
an environmental statement, or for the
preparation of a negative declaration.

e. Scope of statement. The scope of
the action covered by the statement
should be sufficiently broad so as to avoid
segmentation of projects and to insure
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meaningful consideration of alternatives
1o the proposed action. Actions covered
ould have Independent significance
and stand on their own, In certain cir-
cumstances, broad program statements
will be required In order to assess the
environmental effects of a4 number of
actions in a geographical area, or envi-
ronmental impacts that are generic or
common to a series of actions, or the
overall impact of & chain of contemplated
projects,

{. Negative declaration. Any proposal
for an action to which this order is ap-
plicable (in accordance with paragraph
5a above) will include either a statement
as required by section 102(2)(C) of
NEPA or a declaration that the proposed
action will not have a significant impact
on the environment,

(1) Negative declarations need not be
coordinated outside the originating office,
but must be made available to the public
upon request.

(2) Negative declarations shounld be
supported by sufficient documentation so
that the basis for the determination that
the proposed action does not have a sig-
r.;ﬁcant fmpact on the environment is
clear.

(3) An operating administration or
Secretarial Office should carefully docu-
ment any negative declaration covering
a proposed action fa) which has been
identified as normally requiring prepara-
tion of a statement; <b) which is similar
to actions for which a statement has
been prepared; or (c) which has been
previously announced to be the subject
of a statement. For actions covered by a
negative declaration in response to a
request from CEQ, see Paragraph 13.
Lists of such declarations, and any de-
terminations made that preparation of a
statement is not yet timely, shall be pre-
pared and mrde available in the same
manner as provided in paragraph 6e for
lists of statements under preparation.

g. Interdisciplinary approach. The 102
2) () statement should reflect the utili-
zation of a “systematic, interdisciplinary
approach" as required by section 102(2)
(A) of NEPA. The interdisciplinary ap-
proach should include appropriate disci-
plines to assure that environmental
impacts are described in detail in the
statement. This is to be carried out by
relevant disciplines represented on staff,
or where this is not appropriate, by use
of relevant Federsal, - State, and local
agencies or the professional services of
universities and outside consuliants. The
Interdisciplinary approach should not be
limited to the preparation of the
environmental impact statement, but
should also be used in the early planning
lages of the proposed action. Early ap-
plication of such an approach should
help assure a systematic evaluation of
reasonable alternative courses of action
and their potential soclal, economic, and
environmental consequences.

h. Lead agency. CEQ guldelines pro-
vide that, “Where more than one agency
directly sponsors an action, or is directly
invalved in an action through funding,
licenses, or permits, or is Involved in a

NOTICES

group of actions directly related to each
other because of functional interdepend-
ence and geographic proximity, to the
maximum extent possible one statement
should be prepared for all Federal ac-
tions Involved. Agencies In such cases
should consider the possibility of joint
preparation of a statement by all agen-
cies concerned, or designation of a single
‘lead agency' Lo assume supervisory re-
sponsibility for preparation of the state-
ment. Where a lead agency prepares the
statement, the other agencles involved
should provide assistance with respect
to their areas of jurisdiction and exper-
tise. In either case, the statement should
contain an environmental assessment of
the full range of Federal actions in-
volved, should reflect the views of all
participating agencies, and should be
prepared before major or irreversible
actions have been taken by any of the
participating agencies. Factors relevant
in determining an appropriate lead
agency include the time sequence in
which the agencies become involved. the
magpitude of their respective involve-
ment, and their relative expertise with
respect to the project’s environmental
effects. As necessary, the Council on En-
vironmental Quality will assist in re-
solving questions of responsibility for
statement preparation iIn the case of
multiagency actions. Situations where a
geographic or reglonally focused state-
ment would be desirable because of cu-
mulative effects of multiagency actions
should be brought to the attention
of CEQ.” Questions concerning "lead
agency” decisions should be raised with
CEQ through TES. For projects serving
and primarily involving land owned by
or under the jurisdiction of another Fed-
eral agency, that agency may be the
appropriate lead agency.

\. Legislative proposals. Before the De-
partment submits or makes a favorable
report on proposed legislation Involving
matters for which it is primarily respon-
sible or proposed legislation to the Con-
gress, the office which develops the
Departmental position on the report or
originates legislation shall prepare, cir-
culate, and file with CEQ an environ-
mental statement or prepare a negative
declaration. The draft of the environ-
mental statement should be cleared with
TES and may be submitted by TGC-40
to the Office of Management and Budget
for circulation along with normal legis-
lative clearances. The statement and any
comments that have been received should
be available to the Congress and to the
public for consideration in connection
with the proposed legisiation or report.
In cases where the scheduling of con-
gressional hearings on recommendations
or reports on proposals for legislation
which the Department has forwarded to
the Congress does not allow adequate
time for the completion of a final en-
vironmental statement, a draft environ-
mental statement may be furnished to
the Congress and made avallable to the
public pending transmittal of the com-
ments as received and the final text.
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Negative declarations may be forwarded
to the Congress, if reguestied.

10. Processing of environmental state-
ment. The originating operating ad-
ministration or Secretarial Office shall
circulate for comment the draft environ-
mental statement called for by subpara-
graph 9 above to all agencles which have
jurisdiction by law or special expertise
with respect to the environmental impact
involved, and to CEQ (fen copies) and
TES (two coples), as well as other ele-
ments of DOT where appropriate. In the
case of highway projects, circulation may
be made by a State highway department,
provided that the Federal Highway Ad-
ministration takes responsibility for the
form and content of the statement and
clears it for circulation. Implementing
instructions (ealled for by paragraph 5
above) will set forth the procedure for
obtaining such comments. A time period
for comment may be specified, but may
not be less than 45 days from the date
of publication in the Federal Register of
the CEQ listing notifying the public of is-
suance of the impact statement. A re-
quested extension of time, if possible,
shall be allowed, particularly consider-
ing the magnitude and complexity of
the statement and extent of citizen in-
terest. Where comments have been ob-
tained by the applicant and included in
the draft environmental statement, com-
ments need not be solicited again from
the same organizations, unless there are
pertinent changes in the project proposal.

a. Federal review. Attachment 4 to this
Order is a list of Federal agencies with
special expertise or jurisdiction by law
with respect to environmental impaects,
to whom the draft statement should be
referred, as appropriate, for comment,

b. State or local review. (1) Where re-
view of the proposed action by State and
local agencies is relevant, such State and
local review shall be provided for as {ol-
lows:

(a) Where review of direct Pederal de-
velopment projects and projects assisted
under programs listed in Attachment D
of OMB (jssued as BOB) Circular A-95,
as implemented by DOT 4600 4A, Evalua-
tion, Review and Coordination of DOT
Assistance Programs and Projects, of
6-14-72, takes place prior to preparation
of an environmental statement, com-
ments on the environmental effects of the
proposed project are inputs to the envi-
ronmental statement. The comments of
reviewing agencies should be attached to
the draft statement when it is circulated
for review and copies of the draft sent to
those who commented. A-95 clearing-
houses or other agencles deslgnated by
the Governor may also secure reviews of
environmental statements, Clearing-
houses should in all cases be sent copies
of the draft and final environmental
statements, as should any applicant
whose project is the subject of the state-
ment.

(b) Project applicant or administra-
tions shall obtain comments directly
from appropriate State and local agen-
cles, except where review is secured by
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agreement through A-95 clearinghouses.
Comments should be solicited from mu-
nicipalities and counties for all projects
located therein.

(c) State and local review of agency
procedures, regulations, and policies for
the administration of Federal programs
of assistance to State and local govern-
ment will be conducted pursuant to pro-
cedures established by OMB (issued as
BOB) Circular No. A-85.

(2) Environmental statements on leg-
islative proposals are not generally sub-
ject to State and Local review. Similarly,
budget proposals may be excluded from
such review.

c. Utilization of comments. Comments
recelved under subparagraphs 10a and
10b and Inputs from the processes for
citizen participation in paragraph 6 shall
accompany the draft environmental
statement through the normal internal
project or program review process.

d. Final siatements. (1) The originat-
ing administration or secretarial office
shall revise draft statements, as appro-
priate, to reflect comments received, is-
sues raised through the community in-
volvement and public hearing process, or
other considerations before being put into
final form for approval of the responsible
official,

(2) Final statements (two copies), to-
gether with all comments received on the
draft from the responsible Federal, State
and local agencies and from private or-
ganizations, will then be submitted to
TES for concurrence, with the following
exceptions:

(a) Federal Highway Administration—
Final approval authority on environ-
mental Impact statements for all grants
for highway construction projects is as-
signed to the Federal Highway Adminis-
trator, but may be given only after the
concurrence of TES for grants for proj-
ects in the following categories:

(1) Any highway project located on a
new alignment in an urban area.

(il) Any new controlled access free-
way.

(1ii) Any project to which a Federal,
State, or local governmental agency has
expressed opposition.

(iv) Any project for which TES re-
quests an opportunity to review and con-
cur in the final statement.

{y) Any project for which the Federal
Highway Administrator requests review
and concurrence by TES in the final
statement.

For those highway construction pro-
Ject grants in categories (1) through (v)
above which also fall under section 4(1)
of the DOT Act, concurrence from both
TGC and TES will be required prior to
approval of the final environmental im-
pact statement/section 4(f) determina-
tion by the Administrator.

(b) Federal Aviation Administration—
Final approval authority on environ-
mental impact statements for all airport
development grants s assigned to the
Federal Aviation Administrator, but may
be given only after the concurrence of
TES for grants for projects in the follow-
ing categories:
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(1) Any new airport serving a metro-
politan area.

(ii) Any new runway or runway exten-
sion for an alrport located in whole or in
part within a metropolitan area and
either certificated under section 612 of
the Federal Aviation Act of 1958, as
amended, or used by large aircraft (ex-
cept helicopters) of commercial opera-
tors.

(jiii) Any project to which a Federal,
State, or local governmental agency has
expressed opposition.

(iv) Any project for which TES re-
guests an opportunity to review and con-
cur in the final statement.

(v) Any project for which the Fed-
eral Aviation Administrator requests re-
view and concurrence by TES in the final
statement.

For those alrport grants in categories
(i) through (v) above which also fall
under section 4(f) of the DOT Act or
section 16(c) (4) of the Airport Act, con-
currence from both TGC and TES will be
required prior to approval of the final
environmental impact statement/section
4(0) or section 16(¢c) determination by
the Administrator.

(¢) U.S. Coast Guard—Final approval
authority on environmental impact state-
ments for all bridge permits issued under
Section 9 of the Act of March 3, 1809, 33
U.S.C, 401; the Bridge Act of 1906, 33
U.S.C. 491; or the General Bridge Act of
1046, 33 US.C. 525, is assigned to the
Commandant of the Coast Guard, but
may be given only after the concurrence
of TES for bridge permits in the follow-
ing categories:

(1) Any bridge which would be part of
a road located on a new alignment in an
urban area,

(i) Any bridge which would be part of
a new controlled access freeway.

(iii) Any bridge to which a Federal,
State, or local governmental agency has
expressed opposition.

(iv) Any bridge for which TES re-
quests an opportunity to review and con-
cur in the final statement.

(v) Any bridge for which the Com-
mandant of the Coast Guard requests re-
view and concurrence by TES in the final
statement.

For those Coast Guard projects in
categories (1) through (v) above which
fall under section 4(f) of the DOT Act,
concurrence from both TGC and TES will
be required prior to approval of the final
environmental impact statement/section
4(1) determination by the Commandant,

(3) All final statements will be re-
viewed for legal sufficiency by the Chief
Counsel of the operating administration
concerned, or his designee. All matters
falling under section 4(f) of the DOT
Act or Section 16 of the Airport Act shall
be reviewed for legal sufficlency by head-
quarters legal counsel of the operating
administration.

(4) A final statement may not be for-
mally transmitted to CEQ until all perti-
nent TES and TGC concurrences have
been secured.

(5) The final statement shall be
deemed concurred in by TES unless
other notification Is provided within two

weeks after its receipt in TES, except
for items requiring other concurrence
by other Secretarial officers under sub-
paragraph (2) of this paragraph. With
respect to such items, TES shall trans-
mit the decisions of the appropriate Sec-
retarial Offices to the originating admin-
istration or office.

(6) Proposed final statements may be
made available to the public and Federal,
State, or local agencies pending final
approval and filing with CEQ, with a no-
tation that the statement is not approved
and filed.

e. Availability of statements to the
President, the CEQ, and the public. After
approval, the originating office is re-
sponsible for transmitting ten copies of
each final statement to CEQ, which
transmittal shall be deemed transmittal
to the President.

(1) The office which prepared the en-
vironmental statement is also respon-
sible for making the draft and final ver-
slons of such statement and the com-
ments received available to the public
pursuant to the provisions of the Free-
dom of Information Act (5 U.S.C. Section
552) at the headquarters and appropri-
ate regional offices of the administration
and at appropriate State, regional, and
metropolitan clearinghouses unless the
Governor of the State involved desig-
nates some other point for receipt of this
information. Notice of such designation
will be included in an OMB listing of
clearinghouses,

(2) Materials to be made avallable to
the public shall be provided without
charge to the fullest extent practical, or
at a fee which is not more than actual
cost of reproducing coples.

(3) Draft and final statements should
be made available in public places such
as libraries, public offices, and offices of
preparing administrations, Secretaria!
Officials, and applicants and grantees.

(4) Coples of final statements, with
comments attached, should be sent, al
the same time as they are sent to CEQ,
to the applicant whose project is the
subject of the statement; to appropri-
ate offices of EPA; and to all Federal
State, and local agencies and private or-
ganizations who ocommented substan-
tively on the draft statement or re-
quested copies of the final statement:
and to individuals who commented sub-
stantively on the draft, If the number of
comments makes distribution highly im-
practical, TES shall consider an altern-
ative arrangement,

(5) Those who request copies of any
draft statement, comments, or final
statement beyond those listed nbove
should be advised of their avallability
from the National Technical Informa-
tion Service (NTIS), U.S. Department
of Commerce, Springfield, Virginia 22151,
at a nominal cost.

f. Timing of decision, To the maxi-
mum extent practicable, administrative
action (le, any proposed action to be
taken other than proposals for legisla-
tion to Congress, budget proposals, or
reports on legislation) subject to section
102(2) (C) 1s not to be taken sooner than
90 days after a draft environmental

FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 38, NO. 210-—THURSDAY, NOVEMBER 1, 1973




statement has been circulated for com-
ment, furnished to CEQ, and made avail-
able to the public. Neither should such
administrative action be taken sooner
than 30 days after the final approved
text of an environmental statement (to-
rether with comments) has been made
avallable to the CEQ and the public,
Exceptions to these time periods would
apply for emérgency procurement and
where advance public disclosures will re-
sult in significant added costs of procure-
ment to the Government. If the final text
of an environmental statement is filed
within 90 days after a draft statement
has been circulated for comment, fur-
nished to the CEQ and made public pur-
suant to this section of these guidelines,
the 30-day period and 90-day period may
run concurrently to the extent that they
overlap. The time periods are measured
from the date of publication in the Fep-
rnaL ReGisTER of the weekly filings with
CEQ.

11. Supplemental or amended state-
ments. Where substantial changes are
made in proposed action, or where sig-
nificant new information regarding en-
vironmental fimpacts or alternatives
comes to light, & supplement or amend-
ment to a draft or final environmental
statement may be appropriate. In such
cases the originating office should con-
sult with TES with respect to the pos-
sible need for or desirability of recir-
culation of the statement Tfor the
appropriate period,

12. Implementation of representa-
tions in environmental stalemenis. In
order to follow up on representations
made in environmental statements, the
administrations will take the necessary
steps, through its funding agreements
and other contacts with the applicant,
to assure that the actions to minimize
adverse environmental effects, as spelled
out in the approved statement, will be
carried out. Proposals to deviate sub-
stantially from these actions in a way
that may reduce the protection of the
environment must be submitted to TES
for concurrence as provided in subpara-
graph 10d (“Final Statements") .

13. Requests from the council on
environmental quality. CEQ, in fulfilling
its responsibilities under NEPA and
under Executive Order 11514, may re-
quest reports and other Information
dealing with issues arising in connection
with the implementation of NEPA. Ad-
ministrations and Secretarial Offices
shall make every reasonable effort to be
responsive to requests by CEQ for either
the preparation or circulation of envi-
ronmental statements, unless it is deter-
mined that an environmental state-
ment is not required. In this event, an
environmental assessment and publicly
avallable record should set forth the
reasons for that determination.

14. Application of section 102(2) (C)
nrocedure to existing projects and pro-
grams. The Section 102(2)(C) proce-
dure shall be applied to further major
Federal actions having & significant
cffect on the environment even though
they arise from projects or programs

NOTICES

initiated prior to enactment of NEPA on
January 1, 1970. While the status of the
work and degree of completion may be
considered in determining whether
to proceed with the project, it is essen-
tial that the environmental impacts of
proceeding are reassessed pursuant to
the Act's policies and procedures. In ad-
dition, if the project or program is con-
tinued, further incremental major
actions shall be shaped 50 as to enhance
and restore environmental quality as
well as to avoid or minimize adverse
environmental®~ consequences. It is
also important in further action that
account be taken of environmental
consequences not fully evaluated at the
outset of the project or program.

15. Review of environmental stale-
ments prepared by other agencies. Other
agencies may consult with the Depart-
ment of Transportation in prepara-
tion of environmental statements. The
purpose of DOT review of and com-
ment on environmental statements
drafted by other agencies is to provide
constructive assistance on proposals
relating to functional areas of respon-
sibility and expertise of the Depart-
ment. The responsibility of the com-
menting Departmental official will
generally be limited to the provision of a
competent and cooperative advisory and
consultant service, Departmental review
of statements prepared by other
agencies will consider the environ-
mental impact of the proposal on areas
within this Department’s functional
area of responsibility or spécial
expertise.

a. Comments should be organized in
a manner consistent with the struc-
ture of the draft statement and may
include alternatives or modifications
that will enhance environmental gual-
ity or avoid or minimize adverse en-
vironmental impacts.

b. DOT projects that are environ-
mentally related to the proposed action
should be indicated so interrelationships
may be included in the final statement.

¢. The nature of any monitoring
effects during construction, startup, or
operation phases may be suggested and
encouraged to assist the sponsor, to
the extent DOT may have expertise in
establishment and operation of envi-
ronmental monitoring.

d. Other agencies may consult with
DOT operating administrations and
will be requested to forward the draft
environmental statements directly to
the appropriate regional offices of the
operating administrations.

@. There are several types of matters
that should be referred to Departmental
headquarters for comment. These gen-
erally include the following:

(1) Actions with national policy
implications;

(2) Projects that involve natural,
ecological, cultural, scenic, historic, or
park or recreation resources of national
significance; i

(3) Legislation, regulations having
national impacts, or national program
proposals;
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(4) Projects regarding the transporta-
tion of hazardous materials and natural
gas and liquid-products pipelines; and

(5) Water resource projects.

These items, except for water resource
projects, which are referred to the Water
Resources Coordinator, U.S. Coast Guard
(“GWS"), should be referred to TES
and, where appropriate, to headquarters
of the operating administrations. When
referring the above matters to headquar-
ters, the regional office is encouraged to
prepare a proposed Departmental re-
sponse and transmit the recommended
response to headquarters.

f. Requests for comments on draft en~
vironmental statements for projects of
local or regional significance with no na-
tional implications should be answered
in regional offices. In such cases, com=-
ments on the draft environmental state-
ments are to be made directly by the re-
gional offices of DOT elements to the re-
gional or area office of the originating
agency. If the receiving office feels that
there is another office within the De-
partment of Transportation that is in a
better position to respond or is also In-
terested, the statement or & copy of the
statement should be transmitted at once
to the other office. Other than referrals
to headquarters, recelving offices should
respond directly to requests for Depart-
mental comments. For statements where
more than one administration will com-
ment at the regional level, the comments
will be coordinated by the Secretarial
Representative of the region or his
designee.

g. When appropriate, the commentine
office should coordinate a response with
Departmental offices having special ex-
pertise in the subject matter.

h. Response to requests for comments
should be within the time limits set forth
in the request. The receiving office will
be responsible for submission of com-
ments within the time specified except
where it has requested a specific exten-
sion of time. Any comments should be
concise and specific as to what change
is desired in either the action proposed
or in the environmental statement, or
both. Any lengthy analysis should be
preceded by a summary of the principal
areas of comment and conclusions and/
or recommendations.

{. The original and one copy of the
comments should be furnished to the re-
questing agency, and a copy transmitted
to TES-70. Reglonal offices should also
provide a copy of the comments to the
Secretarial Representative of the region.
Pursuant to directive of CEQ, five coples .
should be transmitted to CEQ. Any re-
quests by the public for coples of com-
ments will be referred to the agency orig-
inating the statement.

16. Decisions reserved to the secretary.
In the case of any action requiring per-
sonal approval of the Secretary pursuant
to a specific reservation of authority (in-
cluding an ad hoc reservation), the final
statement submitted pursuant to sub-
paragraph 13d above shall be accom-
panied by a brief cover memorandum re-
questing the Secretary's approval, The
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memorandum shall include signature
lines for the concurrence of the Assist
ant Secretary for Environment, Safety,
and Consumer Affairs, the General
Counsel, and the Under Secretary. A
signature line for the Secretary's ap-
proval shall also be included.

17. Announcement of decisions. TES,
in conjunction with the Executive Secre-
tary, will be responsible for informing
the Assistant Secretary for Congressional
and Intergovernmental Affairs and the
Office of Public Affairs of the Secretary’s
decisions so that they, In coordination
with the operating administration or
other Secretarial Offices involved, may
inform their contacts and take other ap-
propriate actions.

18. Applicabitily. This Order will be
applicable to all draft and final state-
ments filed by DOT with CEQ after
January 28, 1974.

GUIDELINES

1. General. Where the environmental
consequences of a proposed action are
unclear but potentially significant, a
statement should be prepared. It should
be noted that the effects of many Fed-
eral decisions, including related Federal
actions and projects in the area, can be
individually limited but cumulatively
considerable. This can occur when one or
more offices over a period of years put
into a project individually minor but
collectively major resources, when one
decision involving a limited amount of
money is a precedent for action in much
larger cases or represents a decision in
prineiple about a future major course
of action, or when several Government
agencies individually make decisions
about partial aspects of a major action.
In all such cases, an environmental state-
ment should be prepared if it is reason-
* able to anticlpate a cumulatively sig-
nificant impact on the environment from
Federal action. Moreover, NEPA is not
limited to adverse environmental effects;
any significant effect, positive or nega-
tive, requires a statement, CEQ, on the
basis of a written assessment of the im-
pacts involved, 1s available to assist in
determining whether specific actions re-
quire impact statements.

2. “Major”. Any Federal action signifi-
cantly affecting the environment Is
deemed to be “major” and a statement
shall be p:

3. "Siyniﬂcantly Aflecting” Environ-
ment. a. Any of the following actions
should ordinarily be considered as sig-
nificantly affecting the qua.lmr of the
human environment:

(1) Any matter falling under section
4(f) of the DOT Act or section 106 of
the Historic Preservation Act.

(2) Any action that is likely to be
highly controversial on environmental
grounds,

(3) Any action that is likely to have a
significantly adverse impact on natural,
ecological, cultural, or scenic resources
of national, State, or local significance.

(4) Any action that is likely to be
highly controversial regarding relocation
housing resources.

‘NOTICES

(5) Any action that (a) divides or dis-
rupts an established community or dis-
rupts orderly, planned development or
Is inconsistent with plans or goals that

(6) Any action which (a) involves in-
consistency with any Federal, State, or
local law or administrative determina-
tion relating tq the environment; (b) has
a significantly detrimental impact on air
or water quality or on ambient noise
levels for adjoining areas; (¢) involves a,
possibility of contamination of a public
water supply system; or (d) affects
ground water, flooding, erosion, or sedi-
mentation.

() Other action that causes significant
environmental impact by directly or in-
directly affecting human beings through
adverse impacts on the environment.

b. The operating administrations are
authorized and encouraged to identify
in their implementing instructions those
actions which do not fall within the
purview of paragraph (a) above, and

statement. Administrations may review
the typical classes of actions that they
undertake and, In consultation with TES,
may develop speclnc criteria and meth-
ods of identifying those actions likely
to require environmental statements and
those actions lkely not to require en-
vironmental statements. Normally this
will involve:

(1) Making an Inltial assessment of the
environmental Impacts typlcally associ-
ated with principal types of actions.

(2) Identifying on the basis of this
assessment types of actions which nor-
mally do, and types of actions which
normally do not, require statements.

(3) With respect to remaining actions
that may require statements de|

determined under the preceding para-
graph (2) as likely to require state
ments, identifying: (a) what basic in-
formation needs to be gathered; (b) how
and when such information is to be as-
sembled and analyzed; and (3) on what
basis environmental assessments and de-
gl:ions d:o prepare impact statements will
made.

Form AND CONTENT OF STATEMENT

1. Form. n. Each statement will be
headed as follows:

Department of Transportation
(operating sdministration)

(Draft) Environmental Impact Statement
Pursuant to Section 102(2)(C), P.L. 91-190

b. The heading specified in paragraph
a. above shall be modified to indicate
that the statement also covers section
4(1), section 14, section 106 and/or sec-
tions 16 and 18(4) requirements, as ap-
propriate, and shall indicate whether the
final statement will be approvable by an
operating administration or the Office of
the Secretary.

c. Each statement will, as a minimum,
contain sections corresponding to sub-

paragraph 2a. herein, supplemented as
necessary to cover other matters provided
in Attachment 2.

d. The format for the summary to ac-
company draft and final environmental
statements is as follows:

SuMMARY
(Check onc) ( ) Dratt ( ) Final

of operating admlnumuon where appropri-

ate). Name, address, and telephone number
of individual who can be contacted for nddi-
tional Information about the proposed action
or the statement.

(1) Name of Action, (Check one) ( ) Ad-
ministrative Actlon. ( ) Legislative Action.

(2) Brief description of action indfcating
what States (and counties) are particularly
alfected,

(3) Summary of environmental impact and
adverse environmental effects.

(4) List alternatives considered.

(5) (n) (For draft statements) List all Ped-
eral, State, and local agencies from which
comments have been requested.

(b) (For final statements) List all Pederal,
State, and local sgencies and other sources
Ifrom which written comments have been re-
celved.

(6) Dates the draft statement and the final
statement if lssued were made svallable to
the Council on Environmental Quality and
the public.

2. Conient. The following provisions
are intended to be considered, where rele-
vant, as guidance regarding the content
of environmental statements, This guid-
ance is-expected to be supplemented by
research reports, guidance on methodol-
ogy, and other material from the litera-

‘ture as may be pertinent to evaluation of

relevant environmental factors:

a. General. The following points are to
be covered:

(1) A description of the proposed Fed-
eral action (e.g., "The proposed Federal
action is approval of location of high-
Way ..." or “The proposed Federal action
is approval of a grant application to con-
struct . . ."), a statement of its purpose,
and a description of the environment
affected, including information, sum-
mary technical data, and. maps and
diagrams where relevant, adequate to
permit an assessment of potential envi-
ronmental impact by commenting offices
and the public.

(a) Highly technical and specialized
analyses and data should generally be
avoided in the body of the draft Impact
statement. Such materials should be ap-
propriately summarized in the body of
the environmental statement and at-
tached as appendices or footnoted with
adequate bibliographic references.

(b) The statement should succinctly
describe the environment of the area af-
fected as it exists prior to a proposed
action, Including other related Federal
activities in the area, their interrela-
tionships, and cumulative environmental
impact, The amount of detail provided
in such descriptions should be com-
mensurate with the extent and expected
impact of the action, and with the
amount of information required at the
particular level of decision making
(planning, feasibility, design, ete.). In
order to insure accurate descriptions
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and environmental assessments, site vis-
its should be made where appropriate.

(¢) The statement should identify, as
appropriate, population and growth
characteristics of the affected area and
any population and growth assumptions
used to justify the project or program or
1o determine secondary population and
growth impacts resulting from the pro-
posed action and its alternatives (see
paragraph 2a.(3) (b)). In discussing
these population aspects, the statement
should give consideration to using the
rates of growth in the region of the proj-
sct contained in the projection compiled
for the Water Resources Council by the
Bureau of Economic Analysis of the De-
partment of Commerce and the Eco-
nomic Research Service of the Depart-
ment of Agriculture (the OBERS pro-
jection).

(d) The sources of data used to iden-
tify, quantify, or evaluate any or all
environmental consequences must be ex-
pressly noted.

(2) The relationship of the proposed
action and how it may conform to or
conflict with adopted or proposed land
use plans, policies, controls, and goals
and objectives as have been promulgated
by affected communities. Where a con-
flict or inconsistency exists, the state-
ment should describe the extent of re-
conciliation and the reasons for pro-
ceeding notwithstanding the absence of
full reconciliation.

(3) The probable impact of the pro-
posed action on the environment. (a)
This requires assessment of the positive
and negative effects of the proposed ac-
tlon as it affects both national and in-
ternational human environment. The
atlention given to different environ-
mental factors will vary according to the
nature, scale, and location of proposed
actions, Among factors to be considered
should be the potential effect of the ac-
tion on such aspects of the environment
as those listed in Attachment 4. Primary
attention should be given in the state-
ment to discussing those factors most
evidently impacted by the proposed
action,

(b) Secondary and other foreseeable
effects, as well as primary consequences
for the environment, should be included
in the analysis. Secondary effects, such
as impacts on existing community facili-
lies and activities and through inducing
new facilities and activities, may often be
tven more substantia® than the primary
effects of the original action itself. For
example, the effects of the proposed ac-
tion on population and growth may be
tmong the more significant secondary
effects, Such population and growth im-
pacts should be estimated and an assess-
ment made of their effects on changes in
ropulation patterns or growth upon the
resource base, including land use, water,
and public services, of the area in
Question.

4) Alternatives to the proposed ac-
tion, including, where relevant, those not
within the existing authority of the re-
sponsible preparing office. Section 102(2)
(D) of NEPA the responsible
igency to “study, develop, and describe

No, 210—Pt, IIT—35
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appropriate alternatives to recom-
mended courses of action in any pro-
posal which involves unresolved conflicts
concerning alternative uses of available
resources.” A rigorous exploration and
an objective evaluation of the environ-
mental impacts of all reasonable alter-
native actions, particularly those that
might enhance environmental quality or
avold some or all of the adverse environ-
mental effects, are essential. Sufficient
analysis of such alternatives and their
environmental benefits, costs, and risks
should accompany the proposed action
through the review process in order not
to foreclose prematurely options which
might enhance environmental quality
or have less detrimental effects. Ex-
amples of such alternatives include: the
alternative of not taking any action or
of postponing saction pending further
study; alternatives requiring actions of
a significantly different nature which
would provide similar benefits with dif-
ferent environmental impacts, low capi-
tal intensive improvements, mass transit
alternatives to highway construction;
alternatives related to different locations
or designs or details of the proposed ac-
tion which would present different en-
vironmental impacts. In each case, the
analysis should be sufficiently detailed to
reveal comparative evaluation of the en-
vironmental benefits, costs, and risks of
the proposed action and each reasonable
alternative. Where an existing impact
statement already contains such an
analysis its treatment of alternatives
may be incorporated, provided such
treatment is current and relevant to the
precise purpose of the proposed action.

(5) Any probable adverse environmen-
tal effects which cannot be avoided (such
as water or air pollution, noise, undesir-
able land use patterns, or impacts on
public parks and recreation areas, wild-
life and waterfow] refuges, or on historic
sites, damage to life systems, traffic con-
gestion, threats to health, or other con-
sequences adverse to the environmental
goals set out in Section 101(b) of the
Act) . This should be a brief section sum-
marizing in one place those effects dis-
cussed in paragraph 2.8.(3) that are ad-
verse and unavoidable under the pro-
posed action. Included for purposes of
contrast should be a clear statement of
how all adverse effects will be mitigated.

(6) The relationship between local
short-term uses of man’s environment
and the maintenance and enhancement
of long-term productivity. This section
should contain a brief discussion of the
extent to which the proposed action in-
volves tradeoffs between short-term en-
vironmental gains at the expense of long-
term losses, or vice versa, and a discus-
sion of the extent to which the proposed
action forecloses future options,

(1) Any irreversible and irretrievable
commitments of resources that would be
involved in the proposed action should
it be implemented. This requires identi-
fication of unavoidable impacts and the
extent to which the action frreversibly
curtails the range of potential uses of
the environment, “Resources” means not
only the labor and materials devoted to
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an action but also the natural and cul-
tural resources lost or destroyed.

(8) An indication of what other in-
terests and considerations of Federal
policy are thought to offset the adverse
environmental effects of the proposed ac-
tion identified pursuant to subpara-
graphs (3) and (5) of this paragraph.
The statement should also indicate the
extent to which these stated counter-
vailing benefits could be realized by fol-
lowing reasonable alternatives to the
proposed action (as identified in sub-
paragraph (4) of this paragraph) that
would avoid some or all of the adverse
environmental effects. In this connection,
cost-benefit analyses of proposed actions,
if prepared, should be attached, or sum-
maries thereof, to the environ-impact
statement, and should clearly indicate
the extent to which environmental costs
have not been reflected in such analyvses.

(9) A discussion of problems and ob-
jections raised by other Federal agencies,
State and local entities, and citizens in
the review process, and the disposition
of the issues involved and the reasons
therefor. (This section may be added to
the final environmental statement at the
end of the review process.)

(a) The draft and final statements
should document issues raised through
consultations with Federal, State, and
local agencies with jurisdiction or spe-
cial expertise and with citizens, of ac-
tions taken in response to comments,
public hearings, and other citizen in-
volvement proceedings.

(b} Any unresolved environmental is-
sues and efforts to resolve them, through
further consultations or otherwise,
should be identified in the final state-
ment. For instance, where the EPA rates
an action or statement “3" (inadequate
analysis), “ER" (reservations concern-
ing impacts, more study needed), or
“EU” (Impacts too adverse for approval),
either the basis for the rating should be
resolyed or the final statement should
reflect efforts to resolve the basis for the
rating and the action taken.

(¢) The statement should reflect that
every effort was made to discover and

all major points of view on the
environmental effects of the proposed
action and alternatives in the draft
statement. However, where opposing pro-
fessional views and responsible opinion
have been overlooked in the draft state-
ment and are raised through the com-
menting process, the environmental ef-
fects of the action should be reviewed in
light of those views. A meaningful ref-
erence should be made in the final state-
ment to the existence of any responsi-
ble opposing view not adequately dis-
cussed in the draft statement indicating
responses to the issues raised.

(d) All substantive comments received
on the draft (or summaries of responses
from the public which have beeén ex-
ceptionally voluminous) should be at-
tached to the final statement, whether
or not each such comment is thought to
merit individual discussion in the text
of the statement,

(10) Draft statements should indicate
at appropriate points in the text any
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underlying studies, reports, and other
information obtained and considered in
preparing the statement, including any
cost-benefit analyses In the
case of documents not likely to be eas-
i1y Becessible (such as internal studies or
reports), the statement should indicate
how such information may be obtained.
If such information is attached to the
statement, care should be taken to in-
sure that the statement remains an es-
sentially self-contained instrument, cap-
able of being understood by the reader
without the need for undue cross refer-
ence.

b. Publicly Owned Parklands, Recrea-
tional Areas, Wildlife and Waterjowl
Areas and Historic Sites. The following
points are to be covered:

(1) Description of “any publicly owned
land from a public park, recreational
area or wildlife and waterfowl refuge”
or “any land from an historic site” af-
fected or taken by the project. This in-
cludes its size, available activities, use,
patronage, unique or {rreplaceable quali-
ties, relationship to other similarly used
lands in the vicinity of the project, maps,
plans, slides, photographs, and drawings
showing in sufficient scale and detail the
project. This also includes its impact on
park, recreation, wildlife, or historic
areas, changes in vehicular or pedestrian
fcCess.

(2) Statement of the “national, State
or local significance” of the entire park,
recreation area, refuge, or historic site
“as determined by the Federal, State or
local officials having jurisdiction
thereof.”

(a) In the absence of such a state-
ment lands will be presumed to be sig-
nificant, Any statement of “insignifi-
cance” by the official having jurisdiction
is subject to review by the Department.

(b) Where Federal lands are admin-
istered for multiple uses, the Federal
official having jurisdiction over the lands
shall determine whether the subject
lands are in fact being used for park,
recreation, wildlife, waterfowl, or
historic purposes.

(3) Similar data, as appropriate, for
alternative designs and locations, includ-
ing detalled cost estimates (with figures
showing percentage differences in total
profect costs) and technical feasibility,
and appropriate analysis of the alterna-
tives, including any unique problems
present and evidence that the cost or
community disruptions resulting from
alternative routes reach extraordinary
magnitudes. This portion of the state-
ment should demonstrate compliance
with the Supreme Court’s statement in
the “Overton Park,"” case, as follows:

The very existence of the statute indicates
that the protection of parklands was to be
given paramount importance, The few green
havens that are public parks were not to
be lost unless there were truly unusual fac-
tors present in s particular case or the cost
or community disruption resulting from
alternative results ronched oxtraordinary
magnitudes. If the statutes are to have any
meaning, the Secretary cannot approve the
destruction of parkland uniess he finds that
the alternative routes present unique
problems,

NOTICES

(4) If there is no feasible and prudent
alternative, description of all planning
undertaken to minimize harm to the
protection area and statement of actions
taken or to be taken to implement this
planning, including measures to main-
tain or enhance the natural beauty of
the lands traversed.

(a) Measures to minimize harm may
include replacement of land and facili-
ties, providing land or facilities, provision
for functional replacement of the facility
(see 489 CFR 25.254) .,

(b) Measures to minimize harm; eg.,
tunneling, cut and cover, cut and fill,
treatment of embankments, planting,
screening, maintenance of pedestrian or
bicycle paths, nolse mitigation measures
all reflecting utilization of appropriate
interdisciplinary design personnel.

(5) Evidence of concurrence or de-
seription of efforts to obtain concur-
rence of Federal, State or local officials
having jurisdiction over the section 4(f)
property regarding the action proposed
and the measures planned to minimize

(6) If Federally owned properties are
involved in highway projects, the final
statement shall include the action taken
or an indication of the expected action
after filing a map of the proposed use of
the land or other appropriate documen-
tation with the Secretary of the Depart-
nsne;xt supervising the land (23 USC.

17).

(7 I land acquired with Federal
grant money (Department of Housing
and Urban Development open space or
Bureau of Outdoor Recreation land and
water conservation funds) is involved,
the final statement shall include appro-
priate communications with the grantor

agency.

(8) “Lands" Include public interests
in lands, such as easements, reversions,
etc.; TGC will determine application of
section 4(0) in case of disagreement.

(9) A specific statement that there is
no feasible and prudent alternative and
that the proposal includes all possible
planning to minimize harm to the “4(f)
area” involved,

c. Properties and sites of historic sig-
nificance. (1) Draft environmental state-
ment should include either identification
of properties of historic significance or
a determination that no such properties
are affected or used. The views of the
State Historic Preservation Officer and
the Executive Director of the Advisory
Council on Historic Preservation should
be solicited in this regard.

(2) Documentation on sites of historic
significance on or qualifying for the
National Register should include either:

(a) A section determining that the
proposed action constitutes no effect on
a property that is either on or qualifies
for and is being nominated to the most
recent listing of the National Register of
Historic Properties (see 38 FR 5386) and
monthly supplements, including evi-
dence of consultation with the State His-
toric Preservation Officer;

(b) An account of stipulations to com-
ply with the Historic Preservation Act
(if National Register properties are af-

fected), including a joint memorandum
acknowledging no adversity or satisfac-
tory mitigation or removal of the adverse
effect executed pursuant to “Protection
of Properties; Procedures for Compli-
ance” (38 FR 5388) .

(¢) In the event a joint memorandum
cannot be obtained, the final environ-
mental statement should include a “106
report” and the comments of the Ad-
visory Council on Historic Preservation
(“ACHP") in the form prescribed in
“Protection of Properties; Procedures for
Compliance,” be responsive to the his-
toric and environmental issues raised,
and describe the actions proposed to
mitigate adverse effects, including steps
taken in response to comments by ACHP.

(3) For properties of State or local
historic or cultural not on
the National Register, the responsible
official should consult with the State His-
toric Preservation Officer and with the
local official having jurisdiction of the
historic site or with historic societies,
museums, or academic institutions with
expertise regarding the site. The steps
taken to conclude that there is no effect

(4) Use of historic sites of Federal,
State and local historic significance re-
quires determinations under Section 4
(1), and documentation should include
Information necessary to consider such a
determination (see paragraph 2.b.).

(5) Documentation should also include
other actions taken to preserve and en-
hance sites, structures, and objects of
historic archaeological or architectural

ce.

d. Impacts of the proposed action on
the human environment involving com-
munity disruption and relocation. (1)
The statement should include a descrip-
tion of probable Impact sufficient to en-
able an understanding of the extent of
the environmental and social impact of
the project altermatives and to consider
whether relocation problems can be
properly handled. This would include the
following information obtainable by vis-
ual inspection of the proposed affected
area and from secondary sources and
community sources when available.

(a) An estimate of the households to
be displaced including the family char-
acteristics (e.g., minorities, and income
levels, tenure, the elderly, large families) .

(b) Impact on the human environ-
ment of an action which divides or dis-
rupts an established community, includ-
ing, where pertinent, the effect of dis-
placement on types of families and indi-
viduals affected, effect of streets cut off,
separation of residences from community
facilities, separation of residential areas.

fc) Impact on the neighborhood and
housing to which relocation is likely to
take place (e.g., lack of sufficient housing
for large families, doublings up).

(d) An estimate of the businesses to be
displaced, and the general effect of busi-
ness dislocation on the economy of the
community,

(e) A definition of relocation housing
in the area and the ability to provide
adequate relocation housing for the types
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of families to be displaced. If the re-
sources are insufficient to meet the esti-
mated displacement needs, a description
of the actions proposed to remedy this
situation including, if necessary, use of
housing of last resort,

() Results of consultation with local
officials and community groups regarding
the impacts to the community affected.
Relocation agencies and staflf and other
social agencles can help to describe prob-
able social impacts of this proposed
action.

(g) Where necessary, special relocation
advisory services being provided the
elderly, handicapped and {lliterate re-
garding interpretations of benefits, as-
sistance In selecting replacement hous-
ing, and consultation with respect to ac-
quiring, leasing, and occupying replace-
ment housing.

(2) This data should provide the pre-
liminary basis for assurance of the avall-
ability of relocation housing as required
by DOT 5620.1, Replacement Housing
Policy, of 6-24-70, and 49 C.F.R. 25.53.

e. Considerations relating to pedestri-
ans and bicyclists. Where appropriate,
the statement should discuss impacts on
pedestrian  access and movement to,
across, along, and between transporta-
tion facilities, Including sidewnalks, oyer-
passes, pedestrian activated signals, and
other factors. Impacts on use of areas by
pedestrians and’ bicycles should be dis-
cussed, particularly in medium and high
density commercial and residentisl areas.

. Other social impacts. The general so-
cial groups specially benfitted or harmed
by the proposed action should be identi-
fied In the statement, including the
following: <

(1) Particular effects of a proposal on
the elderly, handicapped, non-drivers,
transit dependent, or minorities should
be described to the extent reasonably
predictable.

(2) How the proposal will facilitate or
inhibit their access to jobs, educational
facilties, religious institutions, health and
welfare services, recreational facilities,
social and cultural facilities, pedestrian
movement facilities, and public transit
Services.

. Standards as to noise, air, and water
pollution. The statement shall include
sufficient analysis to predict the effects of
the propesed action on aftainment and
maintenance of any environmental
dlandards established by law or admin-
Istrative ~ determination (e.z. noise,
amblent afr quality, water quality) in-
cluding the following documentation:
(1) With respect to water quality,
there should be consultation with the
agency responsible for fhe State water
pollution control program with respect
to conformity with standards and regu-
Iations regarding storm sewer discharge
sedimentation control, and other non-
boint source discharges.

(2) The comments or determinations
ufl the offices charged with administration
of the State’s implementation plan for
alr quality as to the consistency of the
broject with State plans for the imple-

.mrmuon of amblent air quality stand-
aras,

NOTICES

(3) Conformity to adopted nolse
standards, compatible, if appropriate,
with different land uses.

h. Energy supply and natural resources
development. The statement should re-
flect consideration of whether the proj-
ect or program will have any effect on
efther the production or consumption of
energy and other natural resources, and
discuss such effects if they are significant.

{. Conditions relating to flood con-
trol. The statement should include evi-
dence of compliance with Executive Or-
der 11296 and Flood Hazard Evaluation
Guidelines for Federal Executive Agen-
cles, promulgated by the Water Resources
Council. Evaluations of flood hazards and
evidence of consultation with the Corps
of Engineers or the Tennessee Valley Au-
thority, together with necessary meas-
ures to handle flood hazard problems,
should be set forth. If the responsible
official determines that full compliance
with E.O. 11208 and the guidelines can
be carried out only at a later stage of de-
velopment of the project, the documen-
tation should include sufficient evidence
to demonstrate that flood hazard prob-
lems can be handled and indicate the
scope of further work necessary to pro-
vide for complete compliance with E.O.
11296 and the guidelines and where such
work, when completed, will be available
to the public,

j. Considerations relating to wetlands
or coastal zones. Where wetlands or
coastal zones are Involved, the statement
should include:

(1) Information on location, types, and
extent of wetlands areas which might be
affected by the proposed action.

(2) An assessment of the impacts re-
sulting from both construction and oper-
ation of the project on the wetlands and
associated wildlife, and measures to min-
imize adverse impacts.

(3) A statement by the local repre-
sentative of the Department of the In-
terior, and any other responsible officials
with special expertise, setting forth his
views on the impacts of the project on the
wetlands, the worth of the particular
wetlands areas involved to the commu-
nity and to the Nation, and recommen-
dations as to whether the proposed action
should proceed, and, if applicable, along
what alternative route.

(4) Where applicable, a discussion of
how the proposed project relates to the
State coastal zone management program
for the particular State in which the
project is to take place.

k. Construction impacts. In general,
adverse impacts during construction will
be of less importance than long-term
impacts of a proposal. Nonetheless, state-
ments should appropriately address such
matters as the following identifying any
special problem areas:

(1) Noise impacts from construction
and any specifications providing maxi-
mum noise levels.

(2) Disposal of spoil and effect on bor-
row areas and disposal sites (include any
specifications).

(3) Measures to minimize effects on
traffic and pedestrians.

1. Land use and wrban growth. The
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statement should inciude, to the extent
relevant and predictable:

(1) The effect of the project on land
use, development patterns, and urban
growth.

(2) Where significant land use and de-
velopment impacts are anticipated, {iden-
tify public facilities needed to serve the
new development and any problems or
issues which would arise in connection
with these facilities, and the comments
of agencies that would provide these
facilities.

m. Projecis under section 16 of the
Airport Act: New airport runways and
runway extensions. (1) Identification of
communities in or near which the project
is located.

(2) Identification of steps taken by the
applicant to determine the interests of
those communities, including economic,
environmental, and social interests, as
well as transportation interests.

(3) Statement of the specific actions
taken in planning the project to recog-
nize and to meet the communities’
interests

(4) For identified community interests
which are in conflict with the project,
a statement explaining why the interests
have not been met, what alternatives
have been investigated to meet the com-
munity interests, estimated costs of the
alternatives and the reasons for not
adopting the alternatives,

(5) Consistency of the project with
plans (existing at the time of approval
of the project) of planning agencies for
development of the area in which the
airport is located.

(6) Identification of existing land uses
and location and nature of nearby noise
sensitive public or private facilities, with
noise contours describing cumulative im-
pact on existing and planned land uses.

(7) Assurances that appropriate ac-
tion, including the adoption of zoning
laws, has been or will be taken, to the
extent reasonable, to restrict the use of
land adjacent to or in the immediate
vicinity of the airport to activities and
purposes compatible with normal airport
operations, including landing and take-
off of aircraft.

(8) For any project found to have an
adverse effect on the environment, and
for which no feasible and prudent alter-
native exists, identify all steps taken
to minimize such adverse effect.

(9) For any project found to have an
adverse effect on the environment, and
for which all possible steps have been
taken to minimize such effect, a request
that the Secretary render the appropri-
ate findings, In writing.

(10) Statement that the public hear-
ings required by section 16(d) of the
Alrport Act have been held.

(11) Statement by appropriate local
planning officinls that the project is
consistent with the goals and objectives
of such urban planning as has been
carried out by the community.

-(12) Where relevant, certification by
the Governor or appropriate Federal of-
ficlal that there is reasonable assurance
that the project will be located, designed,
constructed, and operated so as to com-

FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 38, NO. 210—THURSDAY, NOVEMBER 1, 1973




30226

ply with applicable air and water quality
standards.

n. Projects under section 14 of the
Mass Transportation Act: Mass transit
projects with a significant impact on
the quality of the human environment,
(1) Evidence of the opportunity that was
afforded for the presentation of views
by all parties with a significant economic,
social or environmental interest.

(2) Evidence that fair consideration
has been given to the preservation and
enhancement of the environment and to
the interests of the community in which
the project. is located.

(3) If there is an adverse environ-
mental effect and there is no feasible
and prudent alternative, description of

all planning undertaken to minimize such
adverse environmental effect and state-
ment of actions taken or to be taken to
implement the planning; or a specific
statement that there is no adverse en-
vironmental effect.

RESEARCH ACTIVITIES

Pursuant to CEQ guidelines, Depart-
mental officlals engaging in major tech-
nology research and development pro-
grams should develop procedures for pe-
riodic evaluation to determine when a
program statement is required for such
programs,

1. Factors to be considered in making
this determination include the magnitude
of Federal investment in the program,
the likelthood of widespread application
of the technology, the degree of environ-
mental impact which would occur if the
technology were widely applied, and the
extent to which continued investment
in the new technology is Iikely to restrict
future alternatives.

2. SBtatements must be written late
enough in the development process to
contain meaningful information, but
early enough so that this information
can practically serve as an input in the
decision-making process,

3. Where it is anticipated that a state-
ment may ultimately be required but
that its preparation is still premature, the
office should prepare a publicly avail-
able record briefly setting forth the rea-
sons for its determination that a state-
ment is not yet necessary. This record
should be periodically updated, particu-
larly when significant new Information
becomes available concerning the poten-
tial environmental impact of the pro-
gram.

4. In any case, a statement must be
prepared before research activities have
reached a state of investment or com-
mitment to implementation likely to de-
termine subsequent development or re-
strict later alternatives,

5. Statements on technology research
and development programs should in-
clude an analysis not only of alternatives
forms of the same technology that might
reduce any adverse environmental im-
pacts but also of alternative technologies
that would serve the same function as the
technology under consideration.,

6. Efforts should be made to involye
other Federal sgencies and interested
groups with relevant expertise in the

NOTICES

preparation of such statements because
the impacts and alternatives to be con-
sidered are likely to be less well defined
than in other types.

AnEss OoF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT AND FrD-
ERAL AGENOIES AND FEOERAL-STATE ACEN-
crEs ! WrrH JUmmsoicTiON »Y LAw oR Spee
CIAL EXPFERTISE 70 COMMENT THEREON *

AR
Atr Quality

Department of Agriculture—
Forest SBervice (effects on vegetation)
Atomlic Energy Commission (radloactive sub-
stances)
Department of Health, Education, and Wel-
fare

Environmental Protection Agency
Department of the Interior—
Bureau of Mines (fossil and gascous fuel
combustion)
Bureau of Sport Fisherles and Wildlife
(effect on wildlife)
Bureau of Outdoor Recreation (effects on
recreation)
Buresu of Land Mansgement (public
lands)
Bureau of Indian Affairs (Indlan lands)
National ‘Aeronsutics and Space Administra-
tion (remote sensing, aircraft emissions)
Department of Transportation—
Assistant Secretary for Systems Develop=
ment and Technology (auto emissions)
Coast Guard (vessel emissions)
Federal Aviation Administration (alrcraft
emissions)

Weather Modification

Department of Agriculture—
Forest Service

. Department of Commerce—

Natlonal Oceanic and Atmospheric Admin-
istration
Department of Defense—
Department of the Alr Force
Department of the Interior—
Bureau of Reclamation

Waten Resources Councrs’
WATER
. Water Quality

Department of Agriculture—
Soll Conservation Service
Forest Service
Atomic Energy Commission (radfoactive sub-
stances)

IRiver Basin Commissions (Delaware,
Great Lakes, Missouri, New Engiand, Ohlo,
Pacific Northwest, Souris-Red-Rainy, Sus-
quehanna, Upper Mississippl) and similar
Pederal-State agencles should be consulted
on actions affecting the environment of thelr
specifi¢ geographic jurisdictions,

*In all cases where a proposed action will
have significant international environmental
effects, the Department of State should be
consulted, and should be sent a copy of any
draft and final impact statement which cove
ers such action.

Department of the Interior—

Bureau of Reclamation

Bureasu of Land Management

lands)

Bureau of Indian Affairs (Indian lands)

Bureau of Sport Pisheries and Wildlife

Bureau of Outdoor Recreation

Geologlical Survey

Office of Saline Water
Environmental Protection Agency

Department of Health, Education, and Wel-
fare

(public

Departmont of Dofense—
Army Corps of Engineers

Department of the Navy (ship pollution
control)
National Acronsutios and Space Administra-

Coast Guard (oil spills, ship sanitation)
Department of Commerce—
National Oceanic and Atmospheric Adm!n.
istration
Water Resources Councll
River Basin Commissions (as geographically
appropriate)

Marine Pollution, Commercial Fishery
Conservation, and Shelifish Sanitation

Department of Commerce—
National Oceanic and Atmospherio Admin-
Istration
Department of Defense—
Army Corps of Engineers
Office of the her of the Navy
Department of Health, Education, and Wel-
fare
Department of the Interior—
Bureau of Sport Fisherfes and Wildiife
Bureau of Outdoor Recreation
Bureau of Land Management (outer con-

tinental shelf)
Geological Burvey (outer oontinentol
shelf)
Department of Transportation-——
Coast Guard

Environmental Protection Agency

National Acronsutics and Space Administra-
tion (remote sensing)

Water Resources Council

River Basin Commissions (as geographically
appropriate)

Wateriwoay Regulation and Stream
Modification

Bureau of Sport Fisheries and Widlife
Bureau of Outdoor Recreation

Geological Survey
Department of Transportation—
Coast Guard
Environmental Protection Agency
National Aeronautics and Space Administra-
tion (remote sensing)
Water Resources Council
River Basin Commissions (as geographicalia
appropriatel

FISH AND WILDLIFE
Department of Agrioulture—

Department of Commerco—
National Oceanic and Atmospherie Admin-
istration (marine specles)
Department of the Interior—
Buresu of Sport Fisheries and Wildiife
Bureau of Land ment
Bureau of Outdoor Recreation
Environmental Protection Agency

SOLID WASTE

Atomic Energy Commission
waste)
Department of Defense—
Army Corps of Engineers
Department of Health, Education, and Wel-
fare
Department of the Interior—
Bureau of Mines (mineral waste, mine ncid
waste, municipal solld waste, recycling)
Bureau of Land Management (public

lands)
Bureau of Indian Affairs (Indian lands) »
Geological Survey (geologie and bydrologi
effects)

(radfoactive
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OfFice of Saline Water (demineralization)
Department of Transportation—
Coast Guard (ship sanitation)
Environmental Protection Agency
River Basin (ns
appropriate)
Water Resources Councll
NOosE
Department of Commerce—
National Bureau of Standards
Department of Health, Education, and Wel-
fare
Department of Housing and Urban Develop-
ment (land use and bullding materials
as: )
Department of Labor—
Occupationsal Safety and Health Adminis-
tration
Department of Transportation—
Assistant Secretary for Systems Develop-
ment and Technology
Federal Aviation Administration, Office of*
Nolse Abatement
Environmental Protection Agency
Natlonal Aeronautics and Space Administra-
tion
RADIATION

Atomic Energy Commission
Department of Commerce—
National Bureau of Standards
Department of Health, Education, and Wel-
fare
Department of the Interior—
Buresu of Mines (uranium mines)
Mining Enforcement and Safety Adminis-
tration (uranium mines)
Environmental Protection Agency

MAZARDOUS SUNSTANCES
« Toxio Materials

Atomic Fgergy Commission (radioactive
substances) >
Department of Agricutture—
Arricuitural Research Service
Consumer and Marketing Service
Department of Commerce—
National Oceanic and Atmospheric Ad-
ministration
Department of Defense
Department of Health, Education, and Wel-
fare
Environmental Protection Agency

Food Additives and Contamination of
Foodstufls

Department of Agriculture-—
Consumer and Marketing Service (meat
and poultry products)
Department of Health, Education, and Wel-
fare
Environmental Protection Agency

Pesticides

Department of Agriculture—
Agricultural Research Service (blologleal
controls, food and filber production)
Consumer and Marketing Service
Forest Service
Department of Commerco—
National Oceanic and Atmospheric Ad-
ministration
f"-'mrrtmom of Health, Education, and Wel-
are
IN‘pmmcnt of the Interjor—
Bureaw of Sport Fisherles and Wildlife
(fiah and wildiife effects)
Bureau of Land Management (pubilo
lands)
Bureau of Indian Affairs (Indian lands)
Bureau of Reclamation (irrigated lands)
Environmental Protection Agency

Transportation and Handling of Hazardous
Materials

Atomic Energy Commission (radioactive sub-
stances)

NOTICES

Department of Commerce—
Maritime Administration

National Oceanic and A o Ad-
ministration (effects on marine life and
the constal zone)

Departmont of Defenss—

Armed Services Explosive Safety Board
Army Corps of (navigable
waterways)
Department of Transportation—
Federal Highway Administration, Bureau
of Motor Carrier Safety
Coast Guard
Federal Rallroad Administration
Federal Avintion Administration
Assistant SBecretary for Systems Develop-
ment and Technology
OmMce of Hazardous Materials
Office of Pipeline Safety
Environmental Protection Agency

ENERCGY SUPPLY AND NATURAL RESOURCES
DEVELOPMENT

Electric Energy Development, Generation,
and Tronsmission, and Use

Atomic Energy Commission (nuoclear)
Department of Agriculture—
Rural Electrification Administration (rural
Areas)
Department of Defense—
Army Corps of Engineers (hydro)
Dopartment of Health, Education, and Wel-
fare (radiation effects)
Department of Housing and Urban Develop~
. ment (urban areas)
Department of the Interior—
Bureau of Indian Affalrs (Indian lands)
Bureau of Land Management (public
lands)
Bureau of Reclamation
Power Marketing Administrations
Geological Survey
Bureau of Sport Fisheries and Wildlife
Bureau of Outdoor Recreation
National Park Service
Eavironmental Protection Agency
Federal Power Commission (hydro, transmis-
slon, and supply)
River Basin Commissions (as geographically
appropriate)
Tennesseo Valloy Authority
‘Water Resources Council

Petroleum Development, Extraction,
Refining, Transport, and Use

Department of the Interior—
Office of Oll and Gas
Bureau of Mines
Geologleal Survey
Bureau of Land Management (public Iands
and outer continental shelf)
Bureau of Indian Affalrs (Indian lands)
Bureau of Sport Fisheries and Widiife
(effects on fish and wildlife)
Bureau of Outdoor Recreation
National Park Service
Department of ‘Transportation (Transport
and Pipeline Safety)
Environmental Protection Agency
Interstate Commerce Commission

Natural Gas Development, Prdouction,
Transmission, and Use

Department of Housing and Urban Develop-
ment (urban aress)
Department of the Interior—
Office of Of and Gas
Geological Survey
Bureau of Mines
Bureau of Land Management (public
lands)
Bureau of Indian Affalirs (Indfan lands)
Bureaun of Sport Pisheries and Wildlife
Buresu of Outdoor Recreation
National Park Service

Department of Transportation (transport
and safety)
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Environmental Protection Agency
Federal Power Commission (production,

tranamission, and supply)
Interstate Commerce Co

Coal and Minerals Development, Mining,
Conversion, Processing, Transport, and Use

Appalachian Regional Commission
Department of Agriculture—
Forest Service
Department of Commerce
Departmont of the Interior—
Office of Coal Research
Mining Enforcement and Safety Adminis-
tration
Bureau of Mines,
Geological Survey
Bureau of Indian Affalrs (Indian lands)
Bureau of Land Management (public
lands)
Bureau of Sport Fisheries and Wildlife
Bureau of Outdoor Recreation
National Park Service
Department of Labor—
Occupsational Safety and Health Adminis-
tration
Department of Transportation
Environmental Protection Agency
Interstate Commerce Commission
Tennessee Valley Authority

Renewable Resource Developemnt, Produc-
tion, Management, Harvest, Transport, and
Use

Department of Agriculture—
Forest Service
Sotl Conservation Service
Department of Commerce
Department of Housing and Urban Develop-
ment (building materials)
Department of the Interior—
Geological Survey
Bureau of Land Management (public
lands)
Bureau of Indian Affalrs (Indisn lands)
Bureau of Sport Fisheries and Wildiife
Bureau of Outdoor Recreation
National Park Service
Department of Transportation
Environmental Protection Agency
Interstats Commerce Commission (freight
rates)

Energy and Naiural Resources Conservafion

Department of Agriculture—
Forest Service
Sofl Conservation Service
Department of Commerce—
National Bureau of Standards (energy
eflictency)
Department of Housing and Urban Develop-
ment—
Federal Housing Administration (housing
standards)
Department of the Interior—
Office of Energy Conservation
Bureau of Mines
Bureau of Reclamation
Geological Survey
Power Marketing Administration
Department of Transportation
Environmental Protection Agency
Federal Power Commission
General Services Administration (design and
operation of bulldings)
Tennessee Valley Authority

LAND USE AND MANAGEMENT

Land Use Changes, Planning and Regulation
of Land Development
Department of Agriculture—
Forest Service (forest lands)
Agricultural Research Service (agricul-
tural lands)

Department of Housing and Urban Develop-
ment
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Department of the Interior—

OfMce of Land Use and Water Planning

Bureau of Land Management (public

lands)

Bureau of Indian Affairs (Indian lands)

Bureasu of Sport Pisherles and

(wildlife refuges)

Bureau of Outdoor Recreation (recreation

lands)

National Park Service (NPS units)
Department of tion
Environmental Protection Agency (pollution

effects)

National Aeronautics and Space Administra~
tion (remote sensing)
River Basins Commissions (as geographically
sppropriate)
Pubdlic Land Management

t of Agriculture—
Forest Service (forests)
Department of Defense
Department of the Interior——
Bureau of Land Management
Bureau of Indian Affairs (Indian lands)
Bureau of Sport Pisheries and Widlife
(wildlife refuges)
Bureau of Outdoor Recreation (recreation
lands)
National Park Service (NPS units)
Federal Power Commission (project lands)
General Services Administration
National Acronautics and Space Administra~
tion (remote sensing)
Tennessee Valley Authority (project lands)

AND Dunzs, UNsTamx Soms, Steee SLOPES,
AQuUIrkr RECMARGE ALEAS, ETC,

Department of Agriculture—
Agricultural Stabilization and Conserva-
tion Service
Soll Conservation Service
Forest Service
Department of Commerce—
National Oceanic and Atmospheric Admin~
istration (coastal areas)
Department of Defense—
Army Corps of Engineers
Department of Housing and Urban Develop~-
ment (urban and floodplain areas)
Department of the Interior—
Office of Land Use and Water Planning
Bureau of Outdoor Recreation
Bureau of Reclamation
Bureau of Sport Pisheries and Wildlife
Buresu of Land Management
Geological Survey

tn.vnhonmm ental Protection Agency (pollution

eC

National Aeronnutics and Space Adminisra-
tion (remote sensing)

River Basins Commissions (as geographolally
appropriate)

Water Resources Council

LAND USE 1§ COASTAL AREAS

Department of Agriculture—

Forest Service

Soll Conservation Service (soil stability,
hydrology)

t of Commerce—

National Oceanic and Atmospheric Admin-
istration (impact on marine life and
copstal zone manngement)

Army Corps of Engineers (beaches, dredge
and fill permits, Refuse Act permits)
Department of Housing and Urban Develop-
ment (urban areas)
Department of the Interior—
Office of Land Use and Water Planning
Bureau of Sport Pisheries and Wildiife
National mx Service

urvey
Bunauotomdoor

Bureau of Land lunumnt (publie
iands)

NOTICES

Department of Transportation—
Coast Guard (bridges, navigation)
!n:ﬂlronmonw Protection Agency (pollution
ects)
National Aeronautics and Space Administra~
tion (remote sensing)

REDEVELOPMENT AND CONSTRUCTION IN
Buiur-Ur AREAs

Department of Commerce—
Economic Development Administration
(designated areas)
Department of Housing and Urbnn Develop~
ment
Department of the Interior—

Office of Land Use and Water Planning
Department of Transportation
Environmental Protection Agency
General Services Administration
Office of Economic Opportunity

DENSITY AND CONGESTION MITIOATION
Department of Health, Education, and Wel-
fare

Department of Housing and Urban Develop-
ment
Department of the Interior—
Office of Land Use and Water Planning
Bureanu of Outdoor Recreation
nt of tion
Environmental Protection Agency

NEGHDORMOOD CHARACTER AND CONTINUITY
Department of Health, Education, and Wel-

fare

Department of Housing and Urban Develop-
ment

National Endowment for the Arts

Office of Economic Opportunity

Impacts ON LOW-INCOME POPULATIONS

Department of Commerce——
Economic Development
(designated areas)
Department of Health, Education, and Wel-
fare

Administration

Department of Housing and Urban Develop-
ment

Office of Economlie Opportunity

HISTORIC, ARCIHITECTURAL, AND ARCHEOLOGICAL
PRESERVATION

Advisory Council on Historle Preservation
Department of Housing and Urban Develop~
ment

Department of the Interior—
National Park Service
Bureau of Land Management (public
lands)
Bureau of Indian Affalrs (Indian lands)
General Services Administration
National Endowment for the Arts

So1L AND PLANT CONSERVATION AND
Hyonorooy

Departmone of Agriculture—
il Conservation Service
Agﬂcultuu Service
Forest Service
Department of Commerce—
National Oceanle and Atmospheric Admin-
istration
Department of Defense—
Army Corps of Engineers (dredging,
aquatic plants)
Detpnrtment of Health, Education, and Wel-
are
Department of the Interior—
Bureau of Land Management
Bureau of Sport Fisheries and Wildlife
eal Survey
Bureau of Reclamation
Environmental Protection Agency
National Acronautica and Space Administra-
tion (remote sénsing)
River Basin Commissions (as geographically
appropriate)
Water Resources Council

OUTDOOR RECHEATION
Department of Agriculture—
Forest Service
Boll Conservation Service
Department of Defense—
Army Corps of Enginecers
Department of Housing and Urban Develop-
ment (urban aress)
Department of the Interior—
Bureau of Land Management
Nationsal Park Service
Bureau of Outdoor Recreation
Bureau of Sport Pisheries and Wildlife
Bureau of Indian Affairs

- Environmental Protection Agency

National Aeronsutics and Space Administra-
tion (remote sensing)

River Basin Commissions (as geographically
appropriate)

Water Resources Council

Orrices WITHIN FEDERAL AGENCIES AND FEUERAL-STATE AGENCIES FOR INFORMATION RECARDING
13x AGENcies' NEPA ACTIVITIES AND YOR RECKIVING OTHER AGENCIES' IMPACT STATEMENTS

yOoR Wiy COMMENTS AXE REQUESTED

ADVISORY COUNCIL ON HISTORIC PRESERVATION

Office of Architectural and Environmental
Preservation, Advisory Council on Historle
Preservation, Suite 430, 1522 K Street, N'W,,
Washington, D.C. 20005 254-3974

Administrator, I,
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
Room 2303, John F. Kennedy
Federal Bldg., Boston, Mass, 02203
(617) 223-7210

Regionnl Administrator, II,

U.S. Environmental Pmcﬂon Agency

(212) 264-2825

Regional Administrator, III,
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
Curtls Bldg,, 6th & Walnut Sts,
Philadelphia, Pa, 19106
(218) 597-9801

Regional Administrator, IV,
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
1421 Peachtree Street
N.E, Atlanta, Go. 30309
(404) 526-5727

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY ¥

Director, Ofice of Federal Activities, Environ-
mental Protection Agency, 401 M Street,
8.W., Washington, D.C. 20460, 755-0777

Connecticut, Maine, Massachusetts, New
Hampahire, Rhode Island, Vermont

New Jersey, New York, Puerto Rico, Virgin
Islands

Delaware, Maryland, Pennsylvania, Virginis,
West Virginia, District of Columbia

Florida, Georgla, Kentucky, Missls-
sippi, North Oarolins, South Carolina, Ten~
Dossee

-
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DEPARTMENT OF MOUSING AND UNBAN
DEVELOPMENT *

Director, Office of Community and Environ-
mental Standards, Department of Hous-
ing and Urban Development, Room 7206,
Washington, D.C. 20410
7555980

Region VI:

Regional Environmental Officer
U.S. Department of Health, Edudcation
and Welfare
1114 Commerce Street
Dallas, Texas 75202 (214) 746-2236
Regilon VII:
Reglonal Environmental Officer
U.S, Department of Health, Education
and Welfare
601 East 12th Street
Ky City, Mi
3584
Reglon VIII:
Regional Environmental Officer
US. Department of Health, Education
and Welfare
9017 Federal Bullding
19th and Stout Streets
Denver, Colorado 80202

Region IX:
; Regional Environmental Officer
U.S. Department of Health, Education
and Welfare
B0 Fulton Street
San Francisco, California 94102 (415)
5561070
Region X:
Reglonal Environmental Officer
U.S. Department of Health, Education
and Weifare
Arcade Plaza Bullding
1321 Becond Street
Seattle, Washington 98101 (206)
0490

Regilonal Administrator I,
Environmental Clearance Officer
US. Department of Housing and Urban
Development
Room 405, John F. Kennedy Federal
Bullding
Boston, Mass, 02203 (617) 223-4066
Reglonal Administrator 11,
Euvironmental Clearance Officer
US. Department of Housing and Urban
Development
206 Fedoral Plaza
New York, New York 10007 (212) 264-
8068
Regional Administrator ITI,
Environmental Clearance Officer
V.S, Department of Housing and Urban
Development
Curtis Bullding, Sixth and Walnut
Street
Philadelphia, Pennsylvania 19106 (215)
597-2560
Reglonal Administrator IV,
Environmental Clesrance Officer
V.S, Department of Housing and Urban
Development
Peachtree-Seventh Buliding
Atlanta, Georgin 30323 (404) 520-5585
Regional Administrator V,
Environmental Clearance Officer
U.S. Dopartment of Housing and Urban
Development
360 North Michigan Avenue
Chicago, lllinois 60801 (312) 3535-5680

1 64106 (810) 374~

(303) 837-4178

442

‘Contact the Director with regard to en-
vironmental impacts of legisiation, policy
mumenu program mhuou and pro-
« es, and p dent-making project de-
cislons, I'br all other HUD consultation, con-
tact the HUD Administrator in
whose jurisdiction the project lies, as follows:
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DEPANTMENT OF THE INTERIOR *

Director, Office of Environmental Project Re-
view, Department of the Interior, Interior
Bullding, Washington, D.C. 20240 343-
38m

INTERSTATE COMMERCE COMMISSION

Office of Proceedings, Intersiate Commerce
Commission, Washington, D.C. 20423
343-0107

DEPARTMENT OF LABDOR

Assistant Secretary for Occupational Safety
and Health, Department of Labor, sWash-
ington, D.C. 20210
061-3405

MISSOURI KIVER DASINS COMMISEION

Office of the Chatrman, Missouri River Baxins
Commission, 10050 Regency Circle, Omaba,
Nebraskna 68114
(402) 397-5714

NATIONAL AERONAUTICS ARD
SPACE ADMINISTRATION

Office of the Comptroller, National Aeronan-
tics and Space Administation, Washing-
twon, D.C. 20540
T65-8440

NATIONAL CAPITAL PFLANNING COMMISSION

Office of Environmental Affalrs, Office of the
Executive Director, National Capital Plan-
ning Commission, Washington, D.C. 20576
382-7200

NATIONAL ENDOWMENT FOR THE ARTS

Ofice of Architecture and Environmental
Arts Program, National Endowment for the
Arts, Washington, D.C. 20506
382-5765

NEW ENGLAND RIVEN BASINE COMMISSION

Office of the Chalrman, New England River
Basins Commission, 55 Court Street, Bos-
ton, Mass. 02108
(617) 2236244

Administrator VI,
Eaovironmental Clearance Officer
‘US. Department of Housing and Ur-
ban Development
Federal Office Building, 819 Taylor
Street
Port Worth, Texas 70102 (817) 334-2867
Reglonal Administeator VII,
Environmental Clearance Officer
US. Department of Housing and Urban
Development
911 Walnut Street
Kmn-m City, Missouri 64106 (816) 374-
1
Regional Administrator VIII,
Environmental Clearance Officer
US, Department of Housing and Urban
t

Developmen!
Samsonite Building, 1051 South Broad-
Wy
Denyer, Colorado 80208 (303) 837-4061
Reglonal Administrator IX,
Environmental Clearance Ofcer
U.S. Department of Housing and Urban

Development
450 Golden Gate Avenue, Post Office Box
36003
San Francisco, California 04102 (418)
556-4762

*Requests for comments or information
from individual units of the Department of
the Interior should be sent 1o the Offce of
Environmental Project Review at the address
given above.

Regional Administrator X,
Environmental Clearance Officer
U S. Department of Housing and Urban
Development
Room 226, Arcade Plaza Bullding
Seattle, Washington 98101 (208) 58:-
5418,

OFFICE OF ECOROMIC OFPORTUNITY

Office of the Director, Office of BEoonom i
Opportunity, 1200 16th Street, NW, Wash-
ington, D.C. 20508
2546000

OHIO WIVER BASIN COMMISSION
Ofice of the Chalrman, Ohio River Ba:in
Commission, 36 East 4th Street, Sulte 208
20, Cincinnati, Ohlo 45202
(513) ©84-3831
PACIFIC NORTHWEST RIVER BASYNS
COMMISSION
Office of the Chaitrman, Pacific Northwe::
River Basing Commission, 1 Columbis
River, Vancouver, Washington 98660
(206)

BSOUNIS-RED-RAINT NIVERL BASING COMMISSION

River Basins Commission, Suite ¢, ?I'Oh~."--
slonal Bullding, Holiday Mall, Moorhead,
Minnesots 58500

(701) 237-8227
DEFARTMENT OF OTATE

Office of the Special Assistant to the Secrc-
tary for Environmental Affairs, Department
of State, Washington, D.C. 20520, 832-79¢4

SUSQUEHANNA KIVER BASIN COMMISKION

Office of the Executive Director, Susquebanns
River Basin Commission, 06012 Lenker
Street, Mechanicsburg, Pa. 17065, (7!7)
787-05601

TENNESSEE VALLEY AUTHORITY

Office of the Director of Environmental Fe-
search and Development, Tennessee Vallcs
Authority, 720 Bullding, Chatta-
nooga, Tennessee 37401, (015) 755-2002

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION ¢

Director, Office of Eavirommental Quality,
Office of the Assistant Secretary for Eu-
vironment, Safety, and Consumer Affalrr
Department of Transportation, Washing
ton, D.C. 20590, 426-4357
For information regarding the Department

of Transportation's other environmenta!

statements, contact the national office for
ibhe appropriste administration:
U.S, Coast Guard

Office of Marine Environment and System-

Federal Aviation Administration

Ofice of Environmental Quality, Pederal
Aviation Admindstration, 800 ndence
Avenue SW., Washington, D.C. 208!
420-5400

Federal Highway Administration

Office of Environmental Policy, Federn
Highway Administration, 400 7th Strect
EW., Washington, D.C, 20600, 426-0351

*Contact the OmMce of Environmental
Quality, Department of Transportation, o7
information on DOTs environmental state-
ments concerning legivlation, regulations, ne-
tionn proposals, or other major
policy issues.
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Federal Railroad Administration

OfMce of Policy and Plans, Federal Rallroad
Administration, 400 Tth Street SW., Wash-
ington, D.C. 20690, 426-1667

Urban Mass Transportation Administration

Ofce of Program Operations, Urban Mass
Transportation Administration, 400 T7th
Street SW., Washington D.C.. 20500, 426-
4020

For othér administrations not listed above,
contact the Office of Environmental Quality,
Department of Transportation, at the ad-
dress given above,

For comments on other agencies' environ-
mental statements, contact the appropriate
sdministration’s regional office. If more than
one administration within the Department
of Transportation is to be requestied to com-
ment, contact the Secretarial Reprosentative
in the appropriate Reglonal Office for coordl-
nation of the Department’'s comments:

SECRETARIAL REPRESENTATIVE

Regton I Secretarial Representative, US.
Department of Transportation, Transpor-
tation Systems Center, 55 Broadway, Cam-
bridge, Massachusetts 02142 (617) 404-
2700

Region II Secretarial Representative, US,
Department of Transportation, 26 Federal
Plaza, Room 1811, New York, New York
10007 (212) 264-2672

Regton III Secretarial Representative, US,
Department of Transportation, Mall Build-
ing, Suite 1214, 325 Chestnut Street, Phila-
deiphin, Pennsylvania 19106 (215) 507-0407

Region IV Secretarial Representative, US,
Department of Transportation, Sulte 5165,
1720 Peachtree Rd., N.W. Atlanta, Georgin
30300 (404) 526-3738

Reglon V' Secretarial Representative, US.
Department of Transportation, 17th Floor,
300 8., Wacker Drive, Chicago, Illinols
60606 (312) 3534000

Reglon VI Secretarial Representative, US.
Department of Transportation, §-C-18 Ped-
eral Center, 1100 Commerce Street, Dallas,
Texas 75202 (214) T49-1851

Reglon VII Secretarial Representative, U.S.
Department of Tnnspomtton. 601 E. 12th
Street, Room Kansas City, Missouri
94106 (816) 31‘4—2781

Reglon VIII Secretarial Representative, US.
Department of Transportation, Prudential
Plaza, Sulte 1822, 1050 17th Street, Denver,
Colorado 80225 (303) 837-3242

Region IX Secretarial Representative, US.
Department of Transportation, 450 Golden
Gato Avenue, Box 86133, San Prancisco,
Callfornia 94102 (415) 556-5061

Region X Secretarial Representative, US.
Department of Transportation, 1321 Sec-
ond Avenue, Room 507, Seattle, Washing-
ton 98101 (208) 442-0580

FEDERAL AVIATION ADMINISTRATION

New England Region, Office of the Reglonal
Director, Federal Aviation Administration,
154 Middlesex Street, Burlington, Massa-
chusetts 01803 (617) 272-2350

FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 38,
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Eastern Region, Office of the Reglonal Direc-
tor, Federal Aviation Administration, Fed-
eral Buliding, JFK International
Jamalos, New York 11430 (212) 995-3333

Southern Regilon, Office of the Di-
rector, Federal Aviation Administration,
P.O. Box 20636, Atlanta, Georgia 30320
(404) 526-7222

Great Lakes Region, Office of the Regional
Director, Federal Aviation Administration,
2300 East Devon, Des Plaines, Illinols 60018
(312) 694-4500

Southwest Region, Ofice of the Reglonal
Director, Federal Aviation Administration,
P.O. Box 1689, Fort Worth, Texas 76101
(817) 624-4011

Contral Reglon, Office of the Reglonal Direc~
tor, Federal Avistion Administration, 601
E. 12th Street, Kansas City, Missour! 64106
(816) 374-5626

Rocky Mountain Region, Office of the Re-
gional Director, Federal Aviation Admin-
istration, Park Hill Station, P.O, Box 7218,
Denver, Colorado 80207 (303) B37-3646

Western Reglon, Office of the Regional Direc-
tor, Federal Aviation Administration, P.O.
Box 92007, WorldWay Postal Center, Los
Angeles, California 80000 (213) 536-6427

Northwest Reglon, OMce of the Reglonal
Director, Federal Aviation Administration,
FAA Bullding, Boeing Fleld, Seattle, Wash-
ington 98108 (206) 767-2780

FEDERAL HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION

Region 1, Regional Administrator, Federal
Highway Administration, 4 Normanskill
Boulevard, Delmar, New York 12054 (518)
4726470

Region 3, Reglonal Administrator, Federal
Highway Administration, Room 1621,
George H. Fallon Federal Office Bullding,
31 Hopkins Plaza, Baltimore, Maryland
21201 (301) 962-2361

Reglon 4, Reglonal Administrator, Federal
Highway Administration, Sulte 200, 1720
Peachtree Road, NW, Atlants, CGeorgia
30309 (404) 526-5078

Region 5, Regional Administrator, Federal
Highway Administration, Dixie Highway,
Homewood, Ilinols 60430 (312) 769-6300

Reglon 6, Reglonal Administrator, Federn.l
Highway Administration, 819 Taylor Street,
Fort Worth, Texas 76102 (817) 334-3232

Reglon 7, Reglonal Admintstrator, Federal
Highway Administration, P.O. Box 7186,
Country Club Station, Kansas City, Mis-
sourt 64113 (816) 361-7563

Reglon 8, Regilonal Administrator, Federal
Highway Administration, Room 242, Bulld-
ing 40, Denver Federal Center, Denver,
Colorado 80225

Region 9, Regional Administrator, Federal
Highway Administration, 450 Golden Gate
Avenue, Box 36006, San Francisco, Oalifor-
nia 94102 (415) 566-3895

Reglon 10, Reglonal Administrator, Federal
Highway Administration, Room 412, Mo~
hawk Bullding, 222 S'W. Morrison Street,
Portiand, Oregon 97204 (503) 221-2065
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URBAN MASS TRANSPORTATION ADMINISTRATION

Reglon I, Office of the UMTA Representative,
Urban Mass Transportation Administra-
tion, Transportation Systems Center, Tech-

nology Bullding, Room 277, 55 Broadway,

Boston, Massachusetts 02142 (617) 404

2065

Reglon II, Office of the UMTA Representative,
Urban Mass rtation Administra-
tion, 26 Federal Plaza, Sulte 1809, Now
York, New York 10007 (212) 264-8162

Region III, Office of the UMTA Representa-
tive, Urban Mass tion Adminis-
tration, Mall Bullding, Suite 1214, 325
Chestnut Street, Phlladelphia, Pennsyl-
vania 19108 (215) 507-0407

Region IV, OfMce of UMTA Representative,
Urban Mass Transportation Administra-
tion, 1720 Peachtree Road, Northwest,
Suite 501, Atlanta, Georgis 30300 (404)
526-3048

Region V, Office of the UMTA Representative,
Urban Mass Transportation Administra-
tion, 300 South Wacker Drive, Suite 700,
Chicago, Illinols 60808 (312) 353-6008

Reglon VI, Ofice of the UMTA Representa-
tive, Urban Mass tion Admin-
istration, Federal Center, Suite 9E24, 1100
Commerce Street, Dallas, Texas 75202 (214)
T49-7322

Reglon VII, Office of the UMTA Representa-
tive, Urban Mass Transportation Adminis-
tration, ¢/o0 FAA Management Systems Di-
vision, Room 1564D, 601 East 12th Street,
Kansas City, Missourl 64108 (818) 374~
5567

Reglon VIII, Office of the UMTA Representa-
tive, Urban Mass Transportation Adminis-
tration, Prudential Plaza, Suite 1822, 1050
17th Street, Denver, Colorado 80202 (303)
837-3242

Reglon IX, Office of the UMTA Representa~
tive, Urban Mass Transportation Adminis-
tration, 450 Golden Gate Avenue, Box
36125, San Prancisco, California 94102 (415)
5562684

Region X, Office of the UMTA Represontative,
Urban Mnass rtation Administra-
tion, 1321 Second Avenue, Sulte 5079, Seat~
tle, Washington (206) 442-0500

DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY

Office of Assistant Secretary for Administra-
tion, Department of the Treasury, Wash-
Ington, D.C. 20220 064-5391

UPPER MISSISSIPPI RIVER BASIN COMMISSION

Office of the Chairman, Upper Mississippl
River Basin Commission, Federal Office
Bullding, Fort Snelling, Twin Oltles, Min-
nesota 55111 (612) 7256-4690

WATERL RESOUNCES COUNCIL

Office of the Assoclate Director, Water Re-
sources Council, 2120 L Street, N.W., Suite
800, Washington, D.C. 20087 254-6442

[FR Do0c.73-23331 Flled 10-31-73;8:45 am]
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Title 49—Transportation
CHAPTER V—NATIONAL HIGHWAY TRAF-
FIC SAFETY ADMINISTRATION, DE-
PARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

[Docket No, 73-22; Notice 1)

PART 571—FEDERAL MOTOR VEHICLE
SAFETY STANDARDS

Passenger Car Tires and Rim Tables

This notice publishes the complete text
of Appendix A of 49 CFR 571.109 Motor
Vehicle Sajety Standard No. 109 and
Appendix A of 49 CFR 571.110 Motor
Vehicle Safety Standard No, 110 as of
October 1, 1973.

Appendix A of § 571.109 lists tire size
designations, by construction type, with
appropriate load values for each size
designation at specified inflation pres-
sures. It further lists, for each tire size
designation, the appropriate test rim
width, minimum size factor, and section
width. Appendix A of §571.110 lists ac-
ceptable tire size designation and rim
combinations that do not appear in the
specified yearbooks of those domestic and
foreign tire and rim associations that are
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listed in the definition of “test rim" in
S3 of §571.109.

The Appendices of §571.109 and
§ 571.110 were last publithed in complete
text on December 2, 1971 (36 FR 22914),
They have been subsequently amended
on December 3, 1971 (36 FR 23067),
December 24, 1971 (36 FR 24940), May 9,
1972 (37 FR 9322), August 2, 1972 (37 FR
15430), September 1, 1972 (37 FR 17837),
September 15, 1972 (38 FR 18733), Sep-
tember 19, 1972 (37 FR 19138), October
20, 1972 (37 FR 22620), November 8, 1972
(37 FR 23727), November 16, 1972 (37 FR
24355), December 1, 1972 (37 FR 25521),
February 8, 1973 (38 FR 3601), April 3,
1973 (38 FR 8514), May 21, 1973 (38 FR
13384), May 22, 1973 (38 FR 13485), and
July 5, 1973 (38 FR 17842). Amendments
to the Appendices of §§ 571.109 and 571.-
110 are accomplished through abbre-
viated rulemaking procedures (33 FR
14964; October 5, 1968) in which amend-
ments become effective 30 days from pub-
lication if objections to them are not re-
ceived. The agency attempts to publish
amendments quarterly, on January 1,
April 1, July 1, and October 1 of each

calendar year. This notice complles all
amendments issued since the last publi
cation In full text in order that the an-
nual edition of the Code of Federal Reg-
ulations will contain appendices that are
as current as possible.!

Effective dates. This notice merely re-
publishes previously published amend-
ments each of which has become effective
on the date specified therein.

In light of the above, Appendix A of
§571.109 and Appendix A of §571.110,
Title 49, Code of Federal Regulations, are
republished as set forth below.

(Sec. 103, 119, 201, and 202, Pub. L. 80-563, uo
Stat. 718, 15 U.S.C. 1392, 1407, 1421, and 1422,

delegations of authority at 48 CFR 151 and
501.8)

Issued on September 21, 1973.

ROBERT L. CARTER,
Associate Administrator,
Motor Vehicle Programs.

'An amendment to 40 CFR 571100 and
571.110 published at 38 FR 28569, October 15
1973, is not included In this compilation.
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APPENDIX A-FEDERAL MOTOR VEHICLE SAFETY STANDARD NO. 109

TABLE I-A

30235

TIRE LOAD RATINGS, TEST RIMS, MINIMUM SIZE FACTORS, AND SECTION WIDTHS FOR CONVENTIONAL AND LOW SECTION HEIGHT BIAS PAA TIRES

Mai tire Joads (pounds) at cold indl P (pai) Testrim  Minisoum  Section
Tire size d ' width  size factor  width *
16 1% 20 n b7} % - 30 n M w LT @ Ginches) hes) hea)
20 860 900 930 970 1010 1040 1080 1110 1140 4 29.37 6.00
930 980 1030 1070 1110 1150 1190 1230 1270 1300 4% 30.75 6.60
1030 1080 1130 1180 1230 1270 1310 1360 1400 1440 S 31.88 7.10
900 930 980 1020 1060 1100 1130 1170 1210 1240 4 30.64 6.10
910 960 1000 1040 1080 1120 1160 1200 1240 1270 4% 30.92 6.60
990 1030 1080 1130 1170 1210 1250 1300 1330 1370 4% 31.75 6.60
1000 1050 1100 1140 1190 1230 1270 1310 1350 13%0 S 31.96 7.00
1100 1140 1190 1240 1290, 1340 1380 1430 1470 1520 5 3288 7.10
1100 1160 1210 1260 1310 1360 1400 1450 1490 1540 5 129N 7.30
1230 1280 1340 1390 1450 1500 1550 1600 1650 1700 S% 34.19 7.65
1210 1270 1330 1390 1440 1500 1550 1600 1650 1690 S% 34.09 7.75
1320 1380 1440 1500 1560 1620 1670 1730 1780 1830 & s 8.10
1310 1380 1440 1500 1560 1620 1670 1730 1780 1830 6 35.11 8.20
1420 1480 1550 1610 1670 1740 1790 1850 1910 1960 6 3591 8.35
1430 1510 1580 1640 1710 1770 1830 1890 1950 2000 & 16.06 8.50
1510 1580 1660 1730 1790 1860 1920 1990 2050 2100 6% 36.82 8.95
1510 1580 1660 1730 1790 1860 4920 1990 2050 2100 6% 36.91 .30
1640 1700 1780 1850 1930 2000 2060 2130 2200 2260 6% 1774 9.05
940 980 1030 1070 1110 1150 1190 1230 1270 1300 4 31.64 6.10
1040 1080 1130 1180 1230 1270 1320 1360 1400 1440 4% 32.78 6.60
1190 1230 1290 1340 1400 1450 1500 1550 1590 1640 4% 3398 7.00
1000 1050 1100 1140 1190 1230 1270 1320 1360 13%0 S 3248 6.90
1380 1450 1515 1S80 1640 1700 1760 1820 1870 1930 5 36.02 7.35
1270 1320 1380 1440 1500 1550 1600 1660 1710 1760 S 34.89 7.40
1130 1180 1240 1290 1340 1390 1440 1480 1530 1570 5% 33.86 7.50
1400 1450 1520 1580 1640 1710 1760 1820 1880 1930 5% 36.05 7.90
1210 1270 1330 1380 1440 1490 1540 1590 1640 1690 5% 34.53 7.65
1470 1530 1600 1670 1730 1300 1860 1920 1980 2040 6 36.84 £.30
1300 1370 1430 1490 1550 1610 1660 1720 1770 1820 &6 35.50 815
1570 1630 1710 1780 1850 1920 1980 2050 2110 2170 6 37.50 8.50
1310 1330 1440 1500 1560 1620 1670 1730 1780 1830 & 35.57 %.20
1410 1480 1550 1620 1680 1740 1800 1860 1920 1970 6 36.37 835
1430 1510 1580 1640 1710 1770 1830 18%0 1950 2000 6 36.57 B.AS
1510 1580 1650 1720 1790 1860 1920 1980 2040 2100 6% 37.29 880
1810 1880 1970 2050 2130 2210 2290 2360 2430 2500 6% 39.54 9.30
1540 1620 1690 1760 1830 1900 1970 2030 209 2150 6 37.45 8.50
1600 1680 1750 1830 1900 1970 2030 2100 2160 2230 6% 7.9 9.05
1135 1195 1250 1300 1350 1400 1450 1500 .o 4 34.17 6,25
1280 1345 1405 1465 1525 1580 1635 1690 1740 1790 4% 1559 6.80
1300 1355 1410 1465 1525 1580 1635 1690 1740 1795 4% 35.60 7.40
1440 1515 1585 1650 1715 1780 1840 1900 ... s 37.02 735
1650 1735 1810 1890 1960 2035 2105 2175 occivriiiriniens 5% 38.78 8.00
1330 1390 1450 1500 1560 1620 1680 1740 1795 1850 S 37.00 7.60
1600 1680 1750 1830 1900 1970 2030 2100 2160 2230 6 37.88 8.65

' The lettees "H™, “§" or *"V"" may be included in any specified tire size designation ad-
jecent 10 or in place of the “'dash™.

TABLE I-B

TIRE LOAD RATINGS, TEST RIMS, MINIMUM SIZE FACTORS, AND SECTION WIDTHS FOR 70 SERIES™ BIAS PLY TIRES

Maximum tire loads (pounds) at various cold inflation pressures (p.s.i)

Testrim Mimmum  Section

Tire size designation ! width  size factor  width *
16 (L] 20 2 " 26 ) » n “ % £* 3 ®  Caches) (inches)  Gaches)

AN13 ... 770 810 860 900 940 980 1020 1060 109 1130 1160 1200 5% 30.27 7.30
Co-13 ... $90 950 1000 1050 1100 1140 1190 1230 1270 1320 1360 1400 S% 31.68 7.80
D013 .. 950 1010 1070 1120 1170 1220 1270 1320 1360 1410 1450 1490 5% 3234 5.00
D0-14.,., 950 1010 1070 1120 170 1220 1270 1320 1360 1410 1450 1490 5% us 7.85
EM-14 ... 1010 1070 1130 1190 1240 1300 1350 1400 1440 1490 1540 1580 S% 33.45 8.05
Fu-14 1090 1160 1220 1280 1340 1400 1450 1500 1550 1610 1650 1700 5% 34.16 8.30
G4, 1180 1250 1310 1380 1440 1500 1560 1620 1680 1730 1780 1830 6 35.18 8.75
HN-14 ... 1200 1360 1440 1510 1580 1650 1710 1770 1830 1890 1950 2010 6 36.19 9.10
17014 1350 1430 1500 1580 1650 1720 1790 1860 1920 1980 2040 2100 6% 36.87 9.50
L7014 .. 1430 1520 1600 1680 1750 1830 1900 1970 2040 2100 2170 2230 6% 37.62 9.75
CH-15 .., 890 950 1000 1050 1100 1140 1190 1230 1270 1320 1360 1390 5% 32.75 7.50
D70-13 ... 950 1010 1070 1120 1170 1220 1270 1320 1360 1410 1450 1490 5% 33.37 7.0
ET0-15 ... 1010 1070 1130 1190 1240 1300 1350 1400 (440 149 1540 1580 6 3413 s.10
FTo.15 .. 109 1160 1220 1280 1340 1400 1450 1500 1550 1610 1650 1700 6 34.89 835
G70-15 .. 180 1250 1310 1380 1440 1500 1560 1620 1680 1730 1780 1830 6 35.66 8.60
H-15., 1290 1360 1440 1510 1580 1650 1710 1770 (830 1890 1950 2010 6 36.64 895
17015, 1350 1430 1500 15RO 1650 1720 1790 1860 1920 1980 2040 2100 6% 37.36 9.35
K70-15,. 1380 1460 1540 1620 1690 1770 1830 1900 1970 2030 2090 2150 6% 37.66 9.40
L0 ]S e S R A L Sy 1430 1520 1600 1680 1750 1830 1900 1970 2040 2100 2170 2230+ 6% 38.09 9.60

' The letters “H™, "S" or "'V"" may be incloded in any specified tire size designation ad- * Actual section width and overall width shall not exceed the specified section width by

Peent W or in place of the “'dash"’. more than 7 percent.
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TIRE LOAD RATINGS, TEST RIMS, MINIMUM SIZE FACTORS, AND SECTION WIDTHS FOR BIAS PLY TIRES
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TABLE I-C

Test rim  Minimum  Section

M tire Joads (p da) ot cold inf) P pai)
Tire sze gnation ' width  size factor  width *
16 15 2 b 74 bl 26 = 0 2 M 3% 3 20 linches) (inches) {inches)
“SUPER BALLOON" SIZES
320 355 390 430 470 490 S10 535 5SS S5 595 iciiiiiiirenns 3% 23.90 $.00
350 395 440 485 530 5SS S75 605 625 650 670 695 S % 24.84 $.20
385 430 475 SIS SSO S80 605 630 650 675 TOO .iiiiieiiiiins 4 24.00 $.50
395 445 495 545 595 625 655 685 710 73S 760 78S B0 3% 26,79 5.20
460 S20 S7S 620 670 7IS 760 795 825 BSS 88 915 940 4 2783 $.71
460 S0S S50 595 640 665 700 70 755 78S B0 ..o 4 26.00 5.9
SO5 S5S 605 655 705 73S 7IS <805 835  B6S  BOS ... % 27.00 6.30
430 485 540 590 640 670 710 740 765 795 820 850 85 3% 2.7 5.20
495 560 620 675 725. 770 810 BSO RO 910 945 975 1005 4 2892 5.71
SSS 625 695 755 BIS 860 895 935 970 1005 1040 1075 1105 4 29.74 5.91
S20 S80 640 700 750 780 820 850 880 910 945 ..., A% 28.00 6.30
630 705 785 84S 9IS 945 985S 1025 1060 1100 1140 1175 1210 4% 31.26 642
60 775 860 935 1000 1045 1090 1135 1175 1220 1260 1305 1340 4% 32.14 6.69
S 745 795 BAS 915 955 1005 1045 1085 1120 1160 ....ooieeinrieins s 30,00 7.20
475 S35  S95 645 695 73S 78S 825 855 B8S 915 945 975 3% 28.89 5.20
S30 595 660 7S 770 815 BSS 890 920 955 990 1020 1050 4 29.94 $.71
85 660 730 78S  BSO B8O 925 970 1005 1040 1080 1115 1145 4 30.76 5.91
660 745 825 890 960 1000 1050 109 1130 1170 1210 1250 1290 4% 32.19 .42
........................ 860 910 960 1000 1040 1080 1120 ..ooiiiiiiiirriieiiniiiioiiiiineenes  AYa 30.92 6.60
05 570 630 685 740 780 B30 870 900 935 965 1000 1030 3% 29.75 5.20
§55 625 695 7SS 8IS 860 89S 935 970 1005 1040 1075 1105 4 30.87 5,71
615 695 770 825 890 935 980 1015 1050 1090 1130 1165 1200 4 31.77 591
........................................................... 875 950 1010 1055 1100 1150 1190 1230 1260 ....ooiirerrnrn. A% 33,20 6.42
“LOW SECTION" SIZES
5.00-12. 370 420 465 505 S40 565 SB0 605 625 650 670 695 NS I 25.62 $.04
$.50-12. 415 470 520 560 605 635 665 695 720 745 T 800 K0 4 26.93 5.59
6.00-12. 485 545 605 655 705 73S  7BS 8IS B4S 875 905 935 965 4% 28.33 6.14
5.00-13. 410 460 S1I0 545 SBS 610 635 660 685 710 73S 755 780 3% 26.64 5,04
5.50-13 45 495 550 595 640 670 710 740 765 795 820 80 §IS 4 27.95 5.59
7.25-13 730 825 915 990 1070 1110 1160 1200 1245 1290 1335 1380 1420 S 32.51 7.24
7.50-13 775 875 970 1040 1120 1180 1225 1270 1315 1365 1410 1460 1500 $% 33.22 748
$.50-15L S05 S70 630 675 725 760 800 840 870 900 935 965 995 4 29.97 559
6.00-15L 95 665 740 B00 860 890 930 970 1005 1040 1080 1115 1145 4% 31.29 6.14
6.50-15L 675 755 B0 900 970 1010 1060 1105 1145 1185 1230 1270 1305 4% 32,68 6.54
7.00-15L 760 855 950 1025 1100 1145 1190 1235 1280 1325 1375 1420 1460 § 33,85 7.00
“SUPER LOW SECTION" SIZES
TV ST o mm e e U 380 430 475 SIS S50  SBO 605 630 650 675 700 725 45 4 24.76 79
125-12/5.3512 ... e 335 380 420 450 485  SI0 S35 0SSO S70 590 610 630 650 3% 24.68 5.00
135-12/5.65-12 ..... 370 420 465 S0S  S40  S70 590 620 640 665 690 710 T 4 25.53 5.39
145-12/5.95-12 .. 440 495 550 S9S 640 665 700 730 755 785 K10 840 865 4 26.69 5.79
155-12/6.15-12 .. 485 S45 605 655 705 73S 775 805 RIS 865 895 925 950 4% 27.36 6.18
135-13/5.65-13 .. 415 470 520 SSS  S95 625 6SS 685 710 735 760 78S B0 4 26.53 5.39
145-13/5.95-13 .. 470 525 585 620 670 705 745 770 800 B82S 8SS 885 910 4 27.61 5.79
155-13/6,15-13 ., SIS 575 640 700 750 780 820 850 880 910 945 975 1005 4% 28.44 6.18
165-13/6,45-13 . 575 645 IS 770 825 865 905 935 970 1005 1040 1075 1105 4% 29.52 6.57
175-13/6.95-13 .. 635 715 795 84S 915 955 1005 1045 1085 1120 1160 1200 1235 S 30,34 7.01
185-13/7.35-13 .. 695 THS 870 945 1010 1060 1115 1160 1205 1245 1290 1335 1370 S% 31.41 7.40
135-14/5.65-14 ., 440 495 550 595 640 665 700 730 755 78S 810 B840 B6S 4 27.54 5.59
145-14/5.95-14 495 S60 620 665 715 750 78S 8IS BAS 875 905 935 965 4 28.54 5.9
155-14/6.15-14 S0 610 675 730 7B0 825 860 895 925 960 995 1030 1060 4% 29.45 6.18
125-15/5.35-15 395 445 495 S35 S70 600 625 650 675 00 720 745 70 3% 27.69 $.00
135-15/5.65-15 .. 60 S20 575 610 660 690 720 750 775 %05 8IS 860 885 4 28.53 539
145-15/5.95-15 .. 20 SRS 650 710 760 790 830 860 890 925 955 985S 1015 4 29.54 5.79
155-15/6.35-15 .. S8S 660 730 780 83 875 915 950 985 1020 1055 1090 1125 4% 30,45 6.18
175-15/7.15-15 ., 705 795 880 955 1020 1070 1125 1170 1215 1255 1300 1345 1385 S 32.42 7.01
165-14.............. 65 715 770 RIS 880 925 970 1000 1035 1080 1115 1145 1170 4% nn 6.57
175-14.... 715 780 850 915 980 1025 1070 1115 1160 1200 1235 1270 1310 S 3213 7.0
185-14. 805 870 940 (000 1080 1135 1190 1235 1290 1325 1370 1400 1435 5% 33.15 7.40
195-14. 860 950 1025 1105 1180 1235 1290 1345 1400 1445 1490 1535 1580 S% 34.18 7
205-14, 940 1025 1115 1190 1270 1335 1400 1455 1510 1565 1610 1655 1700 6 34.84 .19
215-14..... 1015 1115 1200 1290 1380 1445 1520 1590 1640 1700 1740 1785 1830 6 3575 8.58
225-14 ... 1080 1180 1280 1380 1465 1540 1620 1700 1750 1810 1850 1915 1970 6% 36.69 8.98
165-15.... 685 750 805 B60 915 970 1015 1060 1105 1135 1180 1200 1235 % nn 6.57
185-15.... 815 905 970 1050 1115 1180 1235 1280 1325 1370 1410 1445 1490 S% 33.59 7.40
195-15.... 880 970 1060 1135 1215 1280 1335 1390 1445 1490 1535 ISB0 1620 5% 34.61 7.80
205-15 970 1060 1145 1225 1300 1370 1445 1500 1565 1610 1665 1720 1765 6 3579 B.19
21515 1050 1145 1235 1335 1435 1500 1590 1640 1700 1740 1800 1850 1910 6 37.24 8.58
23515 1150 1295 1435 1545 1660 1735 1825 1895 1965 2035 2110 2180 2245 6% 18.26 9.3
5.0-15 460 520 S75 610 660 690 720 750 775 805 835 860 885 4 28.53 5.39
U L T RS e $20 S8 650 TI0 760 790 30 860 890 925 955 98S 1015 4 29.54 5.9
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TABLE I-D
TIRE LOAD RATINGS, TEST RIMS, MINIMUM SIZE FACTORS, AND SECTION WIDTHS FOR DASH () RADIAL PLY TIRES

Maxk tire loads (pounds) at various cold inflation pressures (p.s.l) Testrim Minimom  Section

Tire size dexignation * width  size lactor  width *

16 18 20 2 % 26 = » n £ 36 ] « (inches)  Ginches)  linches)
145-10 545 565 585 605 625 640 655 670 685 700 710 4 24.76 579
12512, 445 465 480 495 S05 525 535 550 560 575 580 1% 24.68 5.00
13512 530 550 565 585 600 620 635 650 665 675 685 4 25.53 539
145-12. 625 650 675 695 s 740 760 78 790 805 815 4 26.69 5%
15512 695 720 745 770 795 820 840 260 87s £90 905 4% 27.36 6.18
13513, 565 590 610 630 650 670 6% 705 715 730 740 4 26.53 5.39
145-13 665 695 720 740 765 790 815 £30 R4S 855 §70 4 27.61 579
155-13. 735 765 79 815 840 895 sS10 925 940 955 4% 28.44 6.18
165-13 800 850 %0 930 970 1010 1050 1050 1130 1170 1200 4% 29.52 6.57
175-13. 810 860 920 980 1040 1100 1150 1200 1240 1300 1350 4% 30.30 6.75
18513 870 940 1010 1080 1140 1210 1270 1330 13%0 1450 1510 S 31.42 .25
195-13.. 970 1040 1110 1180 1250 1320 1400 1450 1520 1580 1640 5% 3238 .70
13514, 610 635 655 675 695 720 740 7% 765 780 79 4 27.54 5.39
145-14. 710 735 760 785 810 840 865 885 905 920 935 4 28.54 59
155-14. 720 760 800 840 880 920 950 980 1010 1040 1070 4% 29.45 6.18
165-14. 840 890 940 980 1020 1060 1100 1140 1180 1220 1250 4% 30.53 6.57
17514, 830 900 960° 1030 1100 1160 1230 1280 1350 1400 1470 5 31.63 7.00
18514, 920 1000 1070 1140 1220 1290 1360 1420 1500 1560 1640 5 2.5 7.30
195-14. 1020 1100 1180 1270 1340 1420 1500 1570 1650 1720 1800 5% 33.69 7.80
0514, 1100 1180 1270 1380 1450 1540 1620 1700 1770 1860 10 6 80 8.80
S-14, 1200 1300 1390 1510 1580 1670 1770 1850 1920 2010 2100 6 5.9 5.60
5-14, 1320 1420 1510 1610 1710 18300 1900 1970 2050 2150 2230 6% 36,44 8.95
12515, 545 565 58S 605 640 655 670 685 700 710 3% 27.69 5.00
135-15. 645 670 695 s 735 755 775 795 810 825 8B40 4 28.53 539
14515, 750 780 805 830 855 875 895 920 %40 960 915 o 29.54 579
155-15. 815 850 880 9205 930 955 980 1005 1025 1045 1060 4% 30.45 6.18
16515 870 20 970 1020 1070 1110 1150 1190 1230 1270 1310 4% 31.45 6.57
175-15. 990 1050 1100 1150 1200 1250 1300 1350 1400 1440 1480 S 2.4 7.00
150-15 1020 1060 1095 1130 1170 1190 1230 1260 1280 1305 1325 4% 32.04 6.62
18515 1000 1070 1140 1210 1280 1350 1420 (480 1540 1600 1660 % 33.58 T.45
195-15. 1080 1160 1240 1330 1400 1470 1550 1620 1680 1760 1820 % 34.22 7.65
)5-15 1190 1280 1370 1450 1530 1620 1700 1760 1840 1920 2000 6 35.20 8.10
215-15 1280 1380 1480 1570 1660 1760 1860 1940 2020 2100 2200 6 36.00 8.35
20-15. 1320 1420 1520 1610 1695 1785 1875 1960 2050 2135 2225 6 36.49 8.35
2515 1370 1470 1580 1670 1780 1880 1980 2060 2150 2340 6% 36.94 8.60
130-15 1405 1515 1625 1725 1825 1925 2020 2110 2190 2280 2360 6% 37.50 8.80
N5-15... 1430 1540 1640 1750 1850 1960 2060 2160 2250 2350 2450 6% 37.95 9.05
10-15... 1455 1570 1680 1790 1890 1990 2090 2190 2280 2380 2480 6% 38.28 9.05
185-16... 1140 1210 1270 1330 1390 1450 1500 1550 1600 1650 1700 5% 34014 7.40
165400 800 860 920 980 1030 1080 1130 1180 1220 1260 1300 1340 1380 4 32.04 6.62
The lettery "H™, “'S™ or "'V" may be included in any specified tire size designation ad- * Actual section width and overall width shall not excood the specified section width by

pccal 1o of in place of the *'dash™. more than 7 percent.
TABLE I-E

TIRE LOAD RATINGS, TEST RIMS, MINIMUM SIZE FACTORS, AND SECTION WIDTHS FOR 77 SERIES™ BIAS PLY TIRES

Maxi tire loads (pounds) at various cold inflation pr (pai) Testrim  Mimiowum  Section
width  size factor  width *
20 n 24 26 23 30 n M 36 » 40 (inches)  (inches)  (inches)

G77- 1250 1310 1380 1440 1500 1560 1620 1680 1730 35.04 BAS
5.9-10. 475 515 550 580 605 630 660 675 700 . 24.00 5.80
912 .. 550 595 640 665 700 730 755 785 810 26.00 5.90
6.212 605 655 705 735 75 805 835 B6S 95 2.2 6.06
6.2.13 . 640 700 750 780 820 850 ¥80 910 945 %819 6.06
6.5.13 .. 715 770 825 865 905 935 970 1005 1040 1075 1108 4% 29.18 6.54
6913 795 845 91s 955 1005 1045 1085 1120 NS0 i 4% 9.9 6.77
6.2-15. 730 780 835 875 915 950 985 1020 1055 109% 1125 4 3017 6.06
15 830 95S 1020 1070 1125 1170 1215 1255 1300 1345 1385 4% 3.9 6.77
The letters "M"."S"ot"V:' may be included in any specified tire size designation ad- * Actual section width and overall width shall oot exceed the specified section width by

oent o or in place of the “dash'’. more than 7 percent.
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TABLE I-F
TIRE LOAD RATINGS, TEST RIMS, MINIMUM SIZE FACTORS, AND SECTION WIDTHS FOR TYPE "R™ RADIAL PLY TIRES
M tire loads (pounds) at various cold inflation p (psi) Testim  Minimum  Soction
Tire size desig 3 width  slze factor  wadth *
16 11 20 2 24 26 n ] n M 36 s 40 (inches) (inches) Unches)
S.20R10 435 460 485 510 535 560 58S 615 635 660 685 710 735 % 24 84 5.20
5.00R12 480 495 515 535 555 578 595 615 635 650 670 690 710 R 25.62 S.04
S.20R12 S15 540 565 590 615 640 665 695 715 740 765 790 81 3% 26.79 5.2
5.50R12 520 545 570 595 620 650 670 705 725 750 775 800 825 N 26.93 $.59
5.60R12 600 630 655 685 s 740 770 8500 825 850 875 905 930 4 27.83 s
S.00R13 535 555 575 590 615 630 650 670 690 705 728 745 765 3% 26,64 5.04
S.20R13.. $70 595 620 645 670 695 720 750 770 795 820 845 8§70 3% 22N 5.20
5.50R13.. 575 600 625 650 675 695 728 750 775 795 825 850 B7S “ 27.95 $.59
S.60R13.. 655 685 710 740 765 795 525 855 880 905 935 960 90 4 2892 s
6.00R13.. 675 708 73§ 760 790 815 845 875 900 925 950 975 1005 K 2937 6.00
5.90R13.. 705 780 B0S 30 860 B85 91s 940 965 990 1015 1MS 1070 4 2974 591
6.40R13.. 810 840 8§70 9058 940 970 1005 1040 1070 1100 1135 1165 1200 4% 31.26 6.42
6.50R13.. 800 830 860 890 925 960 995 1030 1060 109 1120 1150 1180 4% 30.75 6.60
6.70R13., 650 775 860 935 1000 1045 109 1135 1175 1220 1260 1305 100 4% 2.4 6.69
7.00R13.. 870 910 950 985 1025 1060 1100 1145 1175 1215 1255 1295 1335 5 31 .88 7.10
7.25R13.. 940 980 1020 1060 1100 TI3S  HI7S 1215 1255 1290 1330 1370 1410 b 32.51 T4
S20R14.. 605 640 670 700 730 760 798 830 855 885 915 950 980 3% 28.89 5.20
S.90R14.. 750 785 815 845 875 905 95 970 995 1025 1055 1085 1115 4 30.76 SN
7.00R14.. €2s 960 1000 1040 1075 1005 1ISS 1195 1235 1270 1320 1350 1380 5 32.88 7.10
7.50R14.. 1065 1100 1140 1180 1220 1260 1300 1340 1380 1415 1460 1500 1540 5% 34019 7.65
5.60R1S.. 705 T80 B80S 830 860 885 915 940 965 990 1015 1045 1070 4 30.87 5.7
6.40R15S.. 885 965 1005 1040 1080 1120 1160 1200 1235 1275 1310 1350 4 33.26 6.42
6.70R1S.. 975 1015 1055 1095 1130 1170 1215 1255 1290 1325 1365 1405 1445 4% 33.95 7.00
7.60R1S.. . 1160 1200 1245 1285 1325 1370 1415 1465 1500 1535 1575 1610 1655 S 36.00 %
! The letters “H™, “'S™ or “'V" may be included in any specified tire size designation ad- * Actual section width and overall width shall not exceed the specified section widih by
Jcent 10 or in place of the “dush™. more than 7 percent,
TABLE I-G
TIRE LOAD RATINGS, TEST RIMS, MINIMUM SIZE FACTORS, AND SECTION WIDTHS FOR 70 SERIES™ RADIAL PLY TIRES
Maxi tire Joads (p ds) at various cold inflation pe (psi) Tost rim  Mimimum  Section
Tire size designation ! width  size factor  wadih *
16 (1] 20 n 24 2% 2 30 2 M 3% X “w (inches) (inches) (inches
70 810 860 9500 940 980 1020 1060 109 1130 1160 1200 S 30.04 7.15
840 £9%0 930 980 1030 1070 1110 1150 1190 1230 1270 1300 5% 31.04 7.60
890 950 1000 1050 1100 1140 1190 1230 1270 1320 1360 1400 % 31.65 7.85
950 1010 1070 1120 1170 1220 1270 1320 1360 1410 1450 1490 % 32.29 B.0%
890 950 1000 1050 1100 1140 1190 1230 1270 1320 1360 1400 5% nyn 745
950 1010 1070 1120 1170 1220 1270 1320 1360 1410 1450 1490 5% 2.7 7.90
1010 1070 1130 1190 1240 1300 1350 1400 1440 1490 1540 1580 5% 33.42 5.10
109 1160 1220 1280 1340 1400 J450 1500 1550 1610 1650 1700 6 3434 8.55
1180 1250 1310 1380 1440 1500 1560 1620 1680 1730 1780 180 6 35.12 8.%5
1290 1360 1440 1510 1580 1650 1710 1770 1830 1890 1950 2010 6% 36.31 9.40
1350 1430 1500 1580 1650 1720 1790 1860 1920 1980 2040 2100 6% 36 .86 9.35
1430 1520 1600 1680 1750 1830 1900 1970 2040 2100 2170 2230 6% 31.59 9.%0
950 1010 1070 1120 1170 1220 1270 1320 1360 1410 1450 1490 5% 3334 1.75
1010 1070 1130 1190 1240 1300 1350 1400 1440 1490 1540 1580 % RN} 793
1090 1160 1220 1280 1340 1400 1450 1500 1550 1610 1650 1700 6 3487 LB
1180 1250 1310 1380 1440 1500 1560 1620 1680 1730 1780 IK30 6 35.65 8.65
1290 1360 1440 1510 1580 1650 1710 1770 1830 1890 1950 2010 6% 3683 9.20
1350 1430 1500 1580 1650 1720 1790 1860 1920 1980 2040 2100 6% 3731 9.40
1380 1460 1540 1620 1690 1770 1830 1900 1970 2030 2090 2150 6% 37.62 9.5
1430 1520 1600 1680 1750 1830 1500 1970 2040 2100 2170 2230 6% 18.06 9.65
1520 1610 1700 1780 1860 1940 2020 209 2160 2230 2300 2370 7 ELR 10.1%
! The letters “"HR™, “'SR" or “VR" may be included in any specified tlire size designation * Actual section width overall width shall st exceed the specified section width by
adiacent 10 or in place of the *“dash™". -4 o monlh::l'lpuud. "
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TABLE I-H
TIRE LOAD RATINGS, TEST RIMS, MINIMUM SIZE FACTORS, AND SECTION WIDTHS FOR TYPE “R" RADIAL PLY TIRES
M tire loads (pounds) at cold inflation (P Testim  Mimimum  Section
Tire size & o ¢ width  size factor  width *
16 11 20 n “ 26 b2 » n M 3 x 40 (inches) (inches) (inchex)
45R10 495 525 550 S50 605 630 655 680 700 725 750 70 4
125R12 400 430 450 475 495 s1s 535 558 575 595 610 630 3%
1SR12, 475 505 535 560 585 610 635 655 680 700 725 S 4
$5R12 565 600 635 665 725 755 780 810 X3S 860 885 4
$SR12 630 665 00 738 70 800 K35 865 8§95 928 950 980 4%
ISRI3 515 545 575 600 - 630 655 680 708 730 78S TR0 300 4
45R13 630 665 700 735 770 800 838 %60 890 920 90 9% 4
SSR13 650 730 770 B10 845 885 915 950 985 1015 1045 1078 4%
65R13 730 770 820 860 900 930 970 1010 1040 1080 1110 1140 4%
SR13 840 £90 930 980 1030 1070 1110 1150 1190 1230 1270 1300 4%
I8SR13 930 980 1030 JOSD 1130 1180 1230 1270 1310 1350 1400 1440 S
95R13 1010 1060 1110 1170 1220 1280 1320 1370 1420 1470 1510 1560 5%
1SR4 550 585 615 645 675 705 730 760 78S 810 835 860 4
4SR14 638 675 715 750 785 815 850 880 910 940 965 NS 4
SSR14 740 780 820 860 900 w0 970 1010 1040 1080 1110 1140 N
6SR14 810 860 910 960 1000 1040 1080 1120 1170 1200 1240 1280 4%
175R14 900 950 1000 1050 1100 1140 1190 1230 1280 1320 1360 1400 5
ASRI4... 980 1040 1100 1160 1210 1260 1310 1360 1410 1450 1500 1540 5
195R14,., 1090 1150 1210 1270 1330 1390 1440 1500 1540 1590 . 1640 1690 5%

1190 1250 1310 1380 1440 1500 1560 1620 1680 1730 1780 1830 6

1290 1360 1430 1510 1580 1640 1710 1770 1830 18%0 1950 2010 6

1350 1430 1510 1580 1660 1730 1790 1860 1920 1980 2040 2100 6%

490 520 -550 575 605 630 655 680 705 725 745 770 3%

S80 615 650 680 TIS 745 778 300 830 855 8% 910 4
720

780 825 865 905 940 980 1015 1050 1085 1115 1150 4%
820 870 910 960 1000 1050 109 1130 1170 1200 1240 1280 4%

950 1000 1050 1100 1140 1190 1230 1280 1320 1360 1400 S
1010 1070 1130 1180 1240 1290 1340 1390 1430 1480 1520 1570 5%
1090 1150 1210 1270 1330 1380 1440 1490 1540 1590 1640 1690 5%
170 1240 1300 1370 1430 1490 1550 1610 1660 1720 1770 1820 6
1270 1340 1410 1480 1550 1620 1680 1740 1800 1860 1910 (970 6
1350 1430 1510 15RO 1650 1720 1790 IR60 1920 1980 2040 2100 6%
1430 1510 1600 1680 1750 1830 1900 1970 2040 2110 2170 2230 6%

W5R14...
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The Jetters “"H*, “'S™ or V"Nythuudemmm& T Actual section width and overall width shall not exceed the specified section width
pceol 10 Of in place of the “dash™, more than 7 percent,

TABLE 1.J

TIRE LOAD RATINGS, TEST RIMS, MINIMUM SIZE FACTORS, AND SECTION WIDTHS POR 78 SERIES™ BIAS PLY TIRESSE-13

Maximum tire loads (pounds) at cold inflation p (pad) Test rim  Minlmum  Section
Tire size désignation ' width  size foctor  width *
16 L 20 » 24 2% = £ n M 36 x 0 (inches)  linches)  (inches)
810 860 900 940 980 1020 1060 109 1130 1160 1200 % 29.74 6.60
890 930 980 1030 1070 1110 1150 119 1230 1270 1300 5 30.72 7.05
950 1000 1050 1100 1140 1190 1230 1270 - 1320 1360 1400 5% 31.56 745
890 930 980 1030 1070 1110 1150 1% 1230 1270 1300 4% 31.04 6.65
950 1000 1050 1100 1140 119 1230 1270 1320 1360 1400 5 31.95 7.05
1010 1070 1120 1170 1220 1270 1320 1360 1410 1450 1490 S 3218 7.70
1010 1070 1120 1170 1220 1270 1320 1360 1410 1450 1490 5 32.52 7.35
1070 1130 1190 1240 1300 1350 1400 1440 1490 1540 1580 5% 31329 7.6%
1160 1220 1280 1340 1400 1450 1500 1550 1610 1650 1700 % 404 7.90
1250 1310 1330 1440 1500 1560 1620 1680 1730 1780 1830 6 35.02 B35
1360 1440 1510 1580 1650 1710 1770 1830 IB%0 1950 2010 6 36.06 £70
1430 1500 1580 1650 1720 1790 1860 1920 1980 2040 2100 6 36.58 580
810 860 900 940 980 1020 1060 109% 1130 1160 1200 4% 30.85 6.35
950 1000 1050 1100 1140 1190 1230 1270 1320 1360 1400 5 32.45 6,95
1010 1070 1120 1170 1220 1270 1320 1360 1410 1450 14% b 33,05 7.15
1070 1130 1190 1240 1300 1350 1400 1440 149 1540 1580 5 33.65 7.35
160 1220 1280 1340 1400 1450 1500 1550 1610 1650 1700 5% 34 56 7.70
1250 1310 1380 1440 1500 1560 1620 1680 1730 1780 1830 5% 35.36 8.05
1360 1440 1510 1580 1650 1710 1770 1830 I8%0 1950 2010 6 36.50 8.55
1430 1500 1580 1650 1720 1790 1860 1920 1980 2040 2100 6 37.02 5.70
1520 1600 1680 1750 1830 1900 1970 2040 2100 2170 2230 6 .7 885
1700 1790 1880 1970 2050 2130 2210 2280 2360 2430 2500 7 19.50 9.50
n-ybcnd\d-lmnytwdidmmdewd- * Actual section width and overall width shall not exceed the specified section width by

more than 7 percent.
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TABLE I-K
TIRE LOAD RATINGS, TEST RIMS, MINIMUM SiZE FACTORS, AND SECTION WIDTHS FOR 70 SERIES™ BIAS PLY TIRES
Maximum tire loads (pounds) st varfous cold inflation p (psi) Testrim  Minknum  Section
Tire size desigmation ' width  size factor  width *
16 18 20 n M 2% = 30 n M 3% » 40 (inches) (inches)  (inches)
770 810 860 900 940 980 1020 1060, 109 1130 1160 1200 S% 30.00 7.8
840 890 930 980 1030 1070 1110 1150 1190 1230 1270 1300 6 30.95 8.33
£9%0 950 1000 1050 1100 1140 1190 1230 1270 1320 1360 1400 6 3).58 8.60
950 1010 1070 1120 1170 1220 1270 1320 1360 1410 1450 149 6 32.20 8.85
950 1010 1070 1120 1170 1220 1270 1320 1360 1410 1450 1490 6 nmn 8.65
1010 1070 1130 1190 1240 1300 1350 1400 1440 1490 1540 1580 7 33.69 9.30
1090 1160 1220 1280 1340 1400 1450 1500 1550 1610 1650 1700 7 3444 9.55
1180 1250 1310 1380 1440 1500 1560 1620 1680 1730 1780 1830 7 35.23 9.85
1290 1360 1440 1510 1580 1650 1710 1770 1830 1890 1950 2010 7 36,20 10.25
1350 1430 1500 1580 1650 1720 1790 1860 1920 1980 2040 2100 7 36,70 10.45
1430 1520 1600 1680 1750 1830 1900 1970 2040 2100 2170 2230 B 3783 1n.1o
840 890 930 980 1030 1070 1110 1150 1190 1230 1270 1300 S% 3185 7.80
£90 950 1000 1050 1100 1140 1190 1230 1270 1320 1360 1400 6 32.66 8.2
1010 1070 1130 1190 1240 1300 1350 1400 1440 1490 540 I5HO 6 33.8 8.0
1090 1160 1220 1280 1340 1400 1450 1500 1550 1610 1650 1700 6% 3475 9.20
1180 1250 1310 1380 1440 1500 1560 1620 1680 1730 1780 1830 7 35.73 9.70
1290 1360 1440 1510 1580 1650 1710 1770 1830 IR%0 1950 2010 7 36.70 10.05
1350 1430 1500 1580 1650 1720 1790 1860 1920 1980 2040 2100 7 37.20 10.25
1430 1520 1600 1680 1750 1830 1900 1970 2040 2100 2070 230 7 N 10.50
' The letiers ““H™, **S" or "V"' may be included in any specified tire size designation ad- * Actual section width and overall width shall not d the specifiod width by
jacent to or in place of the “dash™. more than 7 percent.,
TABLE I-L
TIRE LOAD RATINGS, TEST RIMS, MINIMUM SIZE FACTORS, AND SECTION WIDTHS FOR 30 SERIES™ CANTILEVERED SIDEWALL TIRES
Maxi tire loads (p ds) st v cold inflation {p.ni) Test im  Minimom  Section
Tire size devignation ' width  size factor  widih *
16 1] 20 n M 26 = 30 n R 36 » 40 tinches) Gnches)  linches)
1130 1190 1240 1300 1350 1400 1440 1490 1540 1580 3% 3 7.95
1220 1280 1340 1400 1450 1500 1550 1610 1650 1700 3% 34.04 £.20
1310 1380 1440 1500 1560 1620 1680 1730 1780 1830 3% 35.34 8.45
1440 1510 1580 1650 1710 1770 1IR30 1890 1950 2010 3% 36.30 850
1600 1680 1750 1830 1900 1970 2040 2100 2170 2230 3% 38.00 9.1
b The letters “"H™, “S™ or *'V™" may be included in any specified tire size designation ad- * Actuad section width and overall width shall sot d the specificd jon width by
jacent 10 or in place of the “dash™, maore than 7 percent. >
TABLE I-M
TIRE LOAD RATINGS, TEST RIMS, MINIMUM SIZE FACTORS, AND SECTION WIDTHS FOR “78 SERIES™ RADIAL PLY TIRES
Maxi tire loads (pounds) at various cold flation ¢ paid Testrim  Minimum  Secton
Tire slze designation ' width  size factor  width '
16 1) 20 3 Pl P n 3 2 M 3 k) 40 (imchen) (inches) linches
ARTR13 .. {735 s sl S 70 810 B60 900 940 980 1020 1060 109 1130 1160 1200 4% 29.55 6.50
BR78-13.... v 40 ®90 930 980 1030 1070 1110 JI50 1190 1230 1270 1300 4% 30.31 6.75
CR78-13.... K90 950 1000 1050 1100 1140 1190 1230 1270 1320 1360 1400 5 i 7.15
BR7K-14.... &40 890 930 980 1030 1070 J110 1150 1190 1230 1270 1300 4% 30.84 6.60
CR78-14. ®90 950 1000 1050 1100 1140 1190 1230 1270 1320 1360 1400 b 31.67 7.00
DR78-14. 950 1010 1070 1120 1170 1220 1270 1320 1360 1410 1450 149 S 32.26 7.20
ER7%-14 ..., 1010 1070 1130 1190 1240 1300 1350 1400 1440 1490 1540 1580 5 32.86 7.40
FR78-14 ... 1090 1160 1220 1280 1340 1400 1450 1500 1550 1610 1650 1700 5% 33,78 7.83
GR75-14 ..., 1180 1250 1310 1380 1440 1500 1560 1620 1680 1730 1780 10 & 3478 $.30
HR78-14 .., 1290 1360 1440 1510 1580 1650 1710 1770 1830 1890 1950 2010 6 SN R0
JR78-14 ... 1350 1430 1500 1580 1650 1720 1790 1860 1920 1980 2040 2100 6% 3647 8.9
AR78.15.... 770 810 60 W0 %40 980 1020 1060 1090 1130 1160 1200 4% 30.66 6.25
BR78-15 ... 840 890 930 980 1030 1070 1110 1150 1190 1230 1270 1300 4% 3138 6.45
ER78-15.... 1010 1070 1130 1190 1240 1300 1350 1400 1440 1490 1540 1580 5% 33.58 743
FR78-15 ... 1090 1160 1220 1280 1340 1400 1450 1500 1550 1610 1650 1700 5% 3428 N
GR78-15.... 1180 1250 1310 1380 1440 1S00 1560 1620 1680 1730 1780 1830 6 35.30 L
HR78-15., .. 1290 1360 1440 1510 1580 1650 1710 1770 1830 1890 1950 2010 o6 36.23 BAS
JR7815 ... 1350 1430 1500 1580 1650 1720 1790 1860 1920 1980 2040 2100 6% 36.98 8.8
LR78-15. 1430 1520 1600 1680 1750 1IR30 1900 1970 2040 2100 2170 2230 64 37.66 9.00
MR78-15 1520 1610 1700 1780 1860 1940 2020 209 2160 2230 2300 2370 6% 38.35 9 :’}‘
NR78-15.... 1600 1700 1790 1880 1970 2050 2130 2210 2280 2360 2430 2500 7 w07 971
' The letters “H™, "S" or V" may be included in any specified tire size designation ad- ¥ Actuad section widih and overall width shall not cu«d the specified section widih by
wmmmnﬂxedt&"@b maore than 7 percent.
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TABLE I-N
TIRE LOAD RATINGS, TEST RIMS, MINIMUM SIZE FACTORS, AND SECTION WIDTHS FOR “70 SERIES™ RADIAL PLY TIRES
M. tire loads (p da) ut cold inflation pe (pai) Test rim  Mimimum  Sectom
Tire size devg \/ width  size factoc  width *
16 s 20 2 ¢ 26 » 30 2 M 6 = «0 (inches)  (inches)  (inches)
165770 R 10, iatiedugssnchsnsnsannnansares SBS 600 615 630 650 665 680 700 s 730 745 760 780 4% 25.50 6.50
17570 R 12 805 830 855 8RO 900 92s 950 970 995 1020 S 2821 692
165/ TOR 13.., 770 795 815 835 860 880 900 920 940 9%0 4% 28.45 6.50
SO R 13... 865 8% 910 935 955 980 1000 1025 1045 1070 5 29.31 692
TORI13.. 965 990 1015 1040 1065 1090 1115 1140 1165 1190 s 30.39 7.31
SITOR 1) 1070 1100 1125 1155 1180 1210 1240 1265 1290 1320 5% 31.20 7.74
WSOR 13 1070 1120 1170 1220 1270 1320 1360 1410 1450 4% 5% 3229 805
1SS/T0R 14 720 740 760 780 798 81S 835 850 870 90 4 .15 593
TS[TOR 14, 905 9225 950 975 1000 1025 1050 1075 1100 1125 S 30.33 6.92
SSOR 14 1015 1045 1070 1100 1130 1185 1180 1210 1235 1265 s 3139 -
SITOR 14... 1120 1155 1185 1220 1250 1280 1310 1340 1375 1405 5% 32.30 7.74
S/ nRH... 965 990 1015 1040 1065 1090 1115 1140 1165 1190 s 31.36 6.92
1070 1100 1130 1155 1180 1210 1235 1265 1290 1320 5 3234 7.31
1310 1380 1440 1500 1560 1620 1680 1730 1780 1830 & 35.65 8.65
'”’Itll(lm ‘H", ‘Sot V" may be incloded in any specified tre size designation ad- * Actual section width and overall width shall Bot exceed the specified section width by
oot 10 of in place of ““daah™ more than 7 percent,
TABLE I-O
TIRE LOAD RATINGS, TEST RIMS, MINIMUM SIZE FACTORS, AND SECTION WIDTHS FOR 70 SERIES™ RADIAL PLY TIRES
Maxi tire Joads (p ds) a1 various cold inflation p (pai) Testrim  Minimum  Section
Tire sze des jon * width size factor  width *
16 L) 20 2 P % » ] n £ 3 = 40 (inches)  (inches)  finches)
490 520 550 580 610 640 660 690 710 740 70 4 26,20 540
570 610 640 670 700 730 760 79 820 850 B30 4 2719 5.75
600 640 680 720 750 780 810 840 870 900 w4 2817 5.75
670 700 740 780 820 860 900 940 980 1010 1040 4% 29.23 6.25
720 760 800 840 380 920 960 1000 1040 1080 1110 5 30.08 6.60
640 670 710 750 780 820 860 900 940 970 1000 4 29.16 575
920 970 1020 1070 1120 1170 1230 1280 1330 1380 1430 5 297 685
The letters ““H™, “S$™ or * V“-nybcndﬂdumycp.dh‘&cuxedaﬂbnd— * Actuad section widith and overall width shall oot exceed the specified section width by
u-mtoo'nph«dtb “dash™, more than 7 percent
TABLE I-P
TIRE LOAD RATINGS, TEST RIMS, MINIMUM SIZE FACTORS, AND SECTION WIDTHS FOR 45 SERIES” CANTILEVERED SIDEWALL TIRES
Maximum tire loads (pounds) at van cold inflation (pai) Test im  Minimum  Section
Tire size designation * width  size factor  width *
16 1] 20 - " 26 o) 30 n M 3% = “ GOoches)  Ginches)  (inchen)
GASC-16., coopesiost sass 2 eeatrnssarss s opasrosausassass vassansres 1250 1310 1380 1440 1500 1560 1620 1680 1730 1780 1830 S 35.53 9.70
' The letters “'H™, *'S™ or “'V'' may be included in any specified tre size & jon ad- * Actuad section widih and overall widith shall oot exceed the specified section width by
! mluocmm the “dash*". more than 7 percent.
TABLE I-R
TIRE LOAD RATINGS, TEST RIMS, MINIMUM SI1ZE FACTORS, AND SECTION WIDTHS POR 60 SERIES™ RADIAL PLY TIRES
Maxi tre loads (p ds) M 1 cold inflstion pressures (p.v.i.) Test rim  Minimum  Section
Tire size desigeation ' width  size factor  width *
16 1% 20 2 24 26 = 0 2 £2) % » « (inches)  (inches)  (inches)
ARGO-13 810 860 S00 940 980 1020 1060 1090 1130 1160 1200 5% 30.00 785
BR60-13 ... e T80 840 £9%0 930 980 1030 1070 1110 1150 1190 1230 1270 1300 6 30.95 835
ER60-13 ... ~ 1070 1130 1190 1240 1300 1350 1400 1440 149 1540 1SHOD 6 32.81 9.05
FR60-14 ... 1160 1220 1280 1340 1400 1450 1500 1550 1610 1650 1700 6% 3425 935
GReD-14... 1250 1310 1380 1440 1500 1S60 1620 1680 1730 1780 1830 7 35.24 9.85
ERS0-1S, 1070 1130 1190 1240 1300 1350 1400 1440 1490 1540 1580 6 384 .70
I :'_N) IS ax 1M60 1220 1280 1340 1400 1450 1500 1550 1610 1650 1700 6% 34.75 9.20
R60-15... 1250 1310 1380 1440 1500 1560 1620 680 1730 1780 1830 6% 35.52 9.50
”"0 15... 1360 1440 1510 1580 1650 1710 1770 1830 1890 1950 2010 7 36.70 10,05
LR60-15 1520 1600 1680 1750 1830 1900 1970 2040 2100 2170 2230 7 79 10.50
The letters ““H™, “S" ar V™ may be included in uny specificd tire size designation ad- T Actual section width and overall width shall not exceed the speciflied section widih by

ent o of in place of the “dash™. more than 7 percent
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TABLE I-§
TIRE LOAD RATINGS, TEST RIMS, MINIMUM SIZE FACTORS, AND SECTION WIDTHS FOR 60 SERIES™ RADIAL PLY TIRES
Maximum tire loads (pounds) st vanods cold inflation pressures (p.s.i.) Test im  Minimum  Secton
Tiee size designation * width  size factor  width *
16 1% 20 2 24 26 = W »n M 36 38 «© (inches)  (inches)  lincher)
AT T A SRR R e AR SRR A VN 780 BiS 84S %0 9ns 945 980 1010 1045 1075 1110 5 28.61 7.2
205/60 R 14... . 780 840 £9%0 930 980 1030 1070 1110 1150 1190 1230 1270 1300 6 jl.e2 819
245/60 R 14... L1020 1090 1160 1220 1280 1340 1400 1450 1500 1550 1610 1650 1700 6% 34.25 935
265/60 R 14... 1200 1290 1360 1440 1510 1580 1650 1710 1770 1830 1890 1950 2010 7 36.20 10.25
215/60 R 15 . 8§90 950 1010 1070 1120 1170 1220 1270 1320 1360 1410 1450 1490 6 33.25 850
2SSO R 1S5... 1200 1290 1360 1440 1510 1580 1650 1710 1770 1830 1890 1950 2010 7 36,70 10,05
' The letters "HY, 'S" or 'V" may be inclisded in any specified tire size desigr ad- ¥ Actual section width and overall width shall not exceed the specified section width by
jacont 10 or in place of the * moce than 7 percent
TABLE I-T
TIRE LOAD RATINGS, TEST RIMS, MINIMUM SIZE FACTORS, AND SECTION WIDTHS FOR 70 SERIES™ RADIAL PLY TIRES
Maximum tire loads (p ds) st varni cold nf) pr {p.si) Test rim  Minimum  Sectioe
Tire size dessgnation * width  size factor  width *
16 1] 2 2 24 26 *® 0 n M %6 % « (inches)  linches)  (inches)
205/70 R13 890 950 1010 1070 1120 1170 1220 1270 1320 1360 1410 1450 14%0 % 32.29 8.0¢
205/70 R14. 950 1010 1070 1130 1190 1240 1300 1350 1400 1440 1490 1540 1580 % 3142 £.10
215/70 R14. 1020 1090 1160 1220 1280 1340 1400 1450 1500 1550 1610 1650 1700 6 3434 8.55
225/70 R14. 1100 1180 1250 1310 1380 1440 1500 1560 1620 1680 1730 1780 1830 6 5.2 B85
195/70 R15. 890 950 1010 1070 1120 1170 ¥1220 1270 1320 1360 1410 1450 14%0 5% M 7.7
205/70 R15. . 950 1010 1070 1130 1190 1240 1300 1350 1400 1440 1490 1540 1580 5% 139 7.95
215/70 R15. L1020 10% 1160 1220 1280 1340 1400 1450 1500 1550 1610 1650 1700 6 34.87 .40
225770 RIS 1100 1180 1250 1310 1380 1440 1500 1560 1620 1680 1730 1780 1830 6 35.65 8.65
' The Jetters 'H', 'S™ or “'V"" may be included in any specified tire size designation ad- ¥ Actual section width and overall widith shall nol exceed the specified section width by
jacent 10 or in place of the “dash". maoce than 7 percent.
TABLE I-U
TIRE LOAD RATINGS, TEST RIMS, MINIMUM SIZE FACTORS, AND SECTION WIDTHS FOR 60 SERIES" CANTILEVERED SIDEWALL TIRES
Maximum tire loads (p ds) ! cold mflaty pr (pai) Test im  Mimimom  Secton
Tire size designation ' — width  wize factor  width *
16 L] 20 n 2 26 B 30 » M 36 kL 0 (imches)  linches)  (imches)
OBOCAES 2 500 Giins srroborsrbnsnshasnonnsncs 840 890 950 1000 1050 1100 1140 1190 1230 1270 1320 1360 1400 4 9 7358
! The letters ““H™, "S" or "'V"' may be included in any specified tire size designation ad- * Actual section width and overall width shall not exceed the specified section widih by
jacent 1o or in place of the “'dash"™. more than 7 percent.
TABLE 1I-V
TIRE LOAD RATINGS, TEST RIMS, MINIMUM SIZE FACTORS, AND SECTION WIDTHS FOR 'S0 SHRIES™ BIAS PLY TIRES
Maxiosuem tire loads (poands) st various cold inflation presssires (pos.i.) Test rim  Minimam  Section
Tire size designation ' width  size factor  widih *
16 18 0 n u 2% - 30 n M 36 3 0 (inches)  (inches)  (inches)
780 840 890 930 980 1030 1070 1110 1150 11% 1230 1270 1300 6% 30.84 9.13
1180 1250 1310 1380 1440 1500 1560 1620 1680 1730 1780 1K} 8 35.29 10.95
1290 1360 1440 1510 1580 1650 1710 1770 1830 1890 1950 2010 8 36.24 125
1520 1610 1700 1780 1860 1940 2020 2090 2160 2230 2300 2370 9 38.51 12,55
1600 1700 1790 1880 1970 2050 2130 2210 2280 2360 2430 2500 9 39.17 12.85
1180 1250 1310 1380 1440 1500 1560 1620 1680 1730 1780 1830 7 15.38 10 ‘:
1290 1360 1440 1510 1580 1650 1710 1770 1830 1890 1950 2010 B 36.76 1115
1430 1520 1600 1680 1750 1830 1900 1970 2040 2100 2170 2230 8 3794 11.65
1600 1700 1790 I880 1970 2050 2130 2210 2280 2360 2430 2500 9 19.65 12.65
' The letters ““H™, “S" or “V"" may be included in any specified tire size designation ad- * Actual section width and overall width shall not exceed the specified section width by
jacont 1o of in ploce of the "dash". more than 7 percent,
TABLE I-W
TIRE LOAD RATINGS, TEST RIMS, MINIMUM SIZE FACTORS, AND SECTION WIDTHS FOR 50 SERIES™ RADIAL PLY TIRES
Maximum tire loads (pounds) at vanous cold inflation pressures (p.ai) Test rim  Misimum  Section
Tire size designation ' width  size foctor  width *
16 18 20 2 24 2 p- ] W n M 3 3% 40 Ginches)  Gimchen)  lnches)
o) &AL S SR ——— 1100 1180 1250 1310 1380 1440 1500 1560 1620 1680 1730 1780 1830 7 35.38 10.35
HRS0-15. .. 1200 1290 1360 1440 1S10 1SB0 1650 1710 1770 1IR30 1890 1950 2010 8 36.76 1115
R0 S i iiiisisansessecnascsvsessere 1340 1430 1520 1600 1680 1750 1830 1900 1970 2040 2100 2170 2230 5 37T 11.65
' The letters “H™, “S* or V" may be included in any specified tire size derignation ad- * Actual section width and overall width shall not exceed the specified section widih by

jacent to or in place of the “"dash™ more than 7 percent.
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RULES AND REGULATIONS 30243

FMVSS NO. 110 - APPENDIX A
TABLE |
ALTERNATIVE RIMS

Tire size * Rim ' ¥ Tire size * Rim * ¥ Tire size * Rim * ¥
TABLE I-A I8SRI4. ... 6'a-J) TABLE N
60013 iiiennnnnes 4231, 531, $% 1), 6-3) 205R14... . 7w, TW-K 165/70R10.... $%-JJ
73504, 00es 6-J] 135R15. 4'%-1) 175/70R12.... 4%-J), 511
68518 ccns 4'%-13, 5%-1) 165R1S 4J), 5K, 5%-J) 165/70R13.... %-JJ, 5-3)
7.00-15 5.00F, 5-K 205R1S 6%-L, 7%-K, 7-L. 175/70R13.... 5-11, $%-1)
72518 6%-1) ISS/TOR13.... 4% 31, 5-J), 5%-1
£.25-15 $-3), S%-J3, 641, 6K, 6L, TABLE 1) 195/70R13.... 5%-J1, 6-1)
6%-JJ 13 4-1), 4%-J1.5-0), $%-1),. 60) 205/70R13.... 5S%-JJ
8.55-15.. $%-11, 6-JJ, 6-K, 6-L, 6'%-1) -1 155/70R14.... a1
$.90-15....0n 6JJ, 6%-L,7-L %4l 175/70R14..... 514, $%-1)
9.00-15..... 6%-J) S%-JJ 185/70R14.... 4%-J), 5-J1, 5%-3), 6))
15-15., $%-1), S'% %JJ, $'45-K, 533, 5K, 5%-  195/70R14. 531, 5% -JJ, 63}
L8415 5%-J1, 6-11 6\\ 13, 7-13 n 175/T0R1S. 521, 5%-1)
4%-J), 5-0J, 5-K, 5'%-33, 6-0) i85/70R1S.... 5-J1, 5%-31, 631, 7-K
TABLE I-B 4%-J), 5-JJ, 5-K, 5'%-)), 6]
A1) vt neits 5-J1, 5%-1), 6.3 4%.J), S1), 5K, $%-JJ, $%- TABLE 1O
013, 5-3), 5%-JJ, 6-)) K, 6-13, 6%-337-1) 4.00, 4.00B, 4-J1, 4.50, 4.50B,

DI0-13... 5%-J1, 5%-K $JJ, K, S%-JJ, 5%-K, 61J, %1
D70-14... 513 6K, 6%-J), 7-1 3%-J3, 4.008, 4-11, 4%-13
E70-14 ... 7-13 513, S%-)), SW-K, 6-JJ, 6K, 3%-1), 4.008, 4.}, 4'%-1), 51}
FI0-14 ... 7.33, 831 7.33 4,008, 4%-2J, 5-3), $%-3)
G014, 713 $%-J1, 6-21, 6-K, 6%-1), 6%- 4%-1), 5-JJ, 5%-J3, 61}
H70-14... 6-JJ, 7-13 K, 7-1) 4-J1, 4'%-13.
C70-15 5% -JJ 6-JJ, 6-K, 6%-1) 51, 5%-13
E70-15 .., 731, 8-1) $h-JJ
F20-15 ... 8-J) 4%-13, 4% K, 5-JJ, 5-K
GI015.... 3 7-;1. 7%-K, 8-J) 541, 5-K 3
H70-15.....comindes 8J) %K, 527, 5-K, S%-1J, S%-
TABLE 1-C 4%-K, $-J, SK, $%-JJ, 5%- AR6O-1 Sta-JJ
3.50D K, 633, 6% -1} BR60-13... 64
4%-J) $J1, K, S%h-JJ, S%-K, 633, ER6O-13.. 611
43, $%-JJ, 4%-K, 4.50E, 6K, 6L, 6%-J), 73] FR60-14 ... 6%-JJ, 7-31 3
S.00E, 5-1J, 5-K, 5%-JJ TS5 i e $%-1), S%-K, 6JJ, 6K, 6L, GOR6G-14., 7-J7
155-13/6.15-13 ... SJJ 6%-K, 6%-11, 7-1J ::3;; :-\-:’;}-’7’” S
165-13/6.45-13 ... S%h-1J S%-1J, 6JJ, 6K, 6-L, 6%-1J, 17, 731,
175-13/6.95-13 ... S%-JJ 733 GR60-15 ... 6%-J1, 7-J1,8-1)
$.0-18 S 3.50B, 3.50D. 3%-1J, 4-JJ, S%-J), %K, 6-JJ, 6K, 6-L, HR6015.. 7-J1, 9-L
4.00C 6%-11, 7-13, 811 LR60-15 7-33, 8-31
S5, e 3.50D, 3%-J3, 477, 4%-03  NTBAS..oeinnn. :
% N78-15 63, 77 nm’,&&s
r, TAB 185/60R13.... 5-41, 5%-1)
3.508 AGD- LE ' K st 205/60R14. 7. 733
3%-11, 4%-1) 86013 611,731 oot i o L
iy, Ce0-13 &1 265/60R14.... 7-J,9-31
o D60.13 pavy) 215/60R15.... 6-J1,7-1
P D60.14 PT 255/60R15 7-J1, 931, 9L
4517, E60-14 701
S$%-1J, 6-1J, 6%-11 F60-14 7.1 TABLE I'T
6-J), 6%-JJ, 7-1) G60-14 701 205/70R13 S%-JJ, 613, 6%-1)
633, 627, 733 SO 14 et 721 205/70R14.... S%-JJ, 633, 6%-1J, T%-L
16014 207, 7% 215/70R14.... Sth-33, 6-J1, 6%-11, 7-33, 833
L60-14 Py 225/70R14.... 6JJ, Th-K
P Beo1S Sy 195/70R15. 5417, 633
411, 531 C60-15 $%-11, 647, 7K 205/70R1S. B S e R gz b A
TABLE L8 ie :;,’.{;]_".,’_‘”"2” 215/70R1S......... 6-J1, 6%-33, 6%-L, 731, 7-L,
S 20-03..cermessone AT G60-15 .. 7-11, 833, 9-33 T4, %L, 7%-K, 8-K
P 3%, 433 B TS 21 X 225/70R1S......... 611, 6%-31, 6%-K, 7-K, 7-L,
00013 417 J60-15. 707, T3 %K, 3K, %1, 9L
18 5K L60-1S ... 701, %] TABLE 1.U
TABLE 1.G Ll ORC-I850 ise 401, 4% -3)
ARN:LS 347 ES0C-16 TABLE 1.V
BR70-13... w51, 5%-JJ, 6-3) | FS0C-16 Vi %-JJ
CR7O-13 ... S-13, S%-JJ | GSOC-I'I' l.;
DR70-13 .. SY%JJ | H$OC-17.. 8
CR70-14 ... 5%-JJ Lm_|8“‘ o
DR70-14_.. 611, 6%-13, 6%-K ! 4J
ERIG-14 . 611 47
FRI0-14 ... St-1J, 6%-11, 733, 833 TABLE I-M 7:4)
GR70-14._. 7-33 AR78-13 9%-JJ el
HR70-14... 603, 6%-21, 7-31 BR78-13. 413, 411, 5-33, $%-11, 611 847
ER70-15 .. 63, 6%-1J, 73 | CRIELS... 547 bl
FR70-15 ... 6%-1J, 7-3), 7% -K, T%-L BR78-14 .. %07
GR70-1$ 6%-J), 7-43, 7L, T%-K, 83, | CR‘?&M. 51
8K 8%-1. R78-14. 4%-11, 5-JJ, S%-3), 63
HR70-15 611, 6% -JJ, T-33 347, 5%-11, 633
IRN0-1S,... 6.1, 6% -JJ $-33, 5%-JJ, 6-3), 7-33
LR70-15 ... 63, 6%-JJ : 5%, 67 :
MR70-1§ 6-1). 6%-13, 7-3J | S:-jl. 641, 7-1) NOTES
6%-JJ
1 : - 1' ltahc derggnations denote lest nms
br 5 ey 2* Where J) rims are specified in the above tables. J and JK
USRI, %41 S%-JJ "37 Table desigs 10 tables Nisted “A"
145R13.. 4%-J), 4.50B, 3” 5%-JJ, 6], 7)) of mvssw et L PP,
155R13.. 4-11, 4.508, 5-3J, $%-JJ, 5.00B S%-J), 6:JJ, 6%-1), 7-33
165R13 4-3). 4%-JJ, 4.50B, 5.50B, 5%- w”i' «»:,J. 6%-J), 7-J3
3 j7] St%-1), 6-1), 6%-J) FR Doc.73-20583 Piled 10-31-73;8:45
TSR3 i 433, 5%, 613 6-1), 6'%4-JJ { e
165R 14, ... 533, $%-)) 6'%-JJ
175R14 4%-3J, 633 75
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MICROFILM EDITION

FEDERAL REGISTER
35mm MICROFILM

Complete Set 193671, 202 Rolls $1,439

Vol. Year Price| Vol. Year Price| Vol. Year

1936 $7| 13 1948 $28|25 1960 $49
1937 12| 14 1949 22|26 1961 G4
1938 8|15 1950 28| 27 1962 46
1939 14116 1951 44 | 28 1963 50
1940 14 | 17 1952 41 | 29 1964 54
1941 21|18 1953 30|30 1965 58
1942 37 |19 1954 37 |31 1966 60
1943 53 | 20 1955 41 | 32 1967 69
1944 42 | 21 1956 42|33 1968 55
1945 47 | 22 1957 41|34 1969 62
1946 47 | 23 1958 41|35 1970 59
1947 24 | 24 1959 42136 1971 97

1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9

Order Microfilm Edition from Publications Sales Branch
National Archives and Records Service
Washington, D.C. 20408
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