
MONDAY, AUGUST 25, 1975

PART I:
NOTICE TO  AGENCIES REGARDING PUBLICATION 

DEADLINE FOR TH E PRIVACY ACT 
Due to the targe volume of Privacy Act material submitted for 
publication within the past several days,' it may not be possible 
for the Office of the Fédéral Register and the Government Printing 
Office to process and publish all this material by the deadline 
date of August 27th.
However, in order to assist agencies in complying with the intent 
of the Act, material received by the Office of the Federal Register 
before August 27, if delayed in publication, will be made avail­
able for public inspection as soon as practicable after receipt at 
the Federal Register Office, 1100 L SL, NW.t Room 8401. An 
announcement of the availability of the document for public in­
spection and the scheduled date of publication will be published 
in an early issue following receipt.

LEGAL FEES AND OTHER EXPENSES 
NRC proposes to amend policy concerning requests for 
financial assistance to participants in Commission pro­
ceedings; comments by 1 0 -9 -7 5 .......................... ................. 37056

PRIVACY A C T "
Pension Benefit Guaranty Corporation proposes rules for 
disclosure and amendment of records; comments by
9 - 1 5 - 7 5 ..... ................................. ................................. - _____  37057
CSC proposes pledges of confidentiality for certain in­
vestigations; comments by 9 -2 4 -7 5 ........................... ........... 37051

EQUAL OPPORTUNITY
HEW/Civi! Rights issues format for development of affirm­
ative action plans by institutions of higher learning______ 37064
Labor/OFCC requests information and announces hearing 
on affirmative action employment at institutions of higher 
education; comments by and hearing on 9 -3 0 -7 5 .......... . 37129

REGULATION OF NUCLEAR POWER PLANTS 
NRC issues memorandum of understanding with Army 
Corps of Engineers........ ......... :......... .......................................-  37110

MUSIC
National Endowment for the Arts issues guidelines for 
jazz/folk/ethnic music and opera grants (2  documents); 
applications by 1 0 -1 -7 5 ..,-____ ____________ ______37101, 37104

CONTINUED INSIDE

PART II:
ENVIRONMENT
CAB implements the National Environmental Policy Act 
and regulates policies and procedures for preparation of 
impact statements <7 documents); effective 9 -2 4 -7 5 __ 37181



reminders
(The items in this list were editorially compiled as an aid to Federal Register users. Inclusion or exclusion from this list has no 

Legal significance. Since this list is intended as a reminder, it does not include effective dates that occur within 14 days of publication.)

Rules Going Into Effect Today
Note: There are no items eligible for in­

clusion in the list of Rules Going Into 
Effect.

Daily List of Public Laws

NOTE: No acts approved by the Presi­
dent were received by the Office of the 
Federal Register for inclusion in today's 
LIST OF PUBLIC LAWS.

ATTENTION: Questions, corrections, or requests for information regarding the contents of this issue only may 

be made by dialing 202-523-5282. For information on obtaFning extra copies, please call 202-523-5240.

To obtain advance information from recorded highlights of selected documents to appear in the next issue, 
dial 202-523-5022.

Published dally, Monday through Friday (no publication on Saturdays, Sundays, or on official Federal 
« v e U »  holidays), by the Office of the Federal Register, National Archives and Records Service, General Services 

v||JiJfL Administration, Washington, D.O. 20408, under the Federal Register Act (49 Stat. 500, as amended; 44 U.S.C., 
I p S C h .  15) and the regulations of the Administrative Committee of thé Federal Register (1 CFR Ch. I ) . Distribution 

jg made only by the Superintendent of Documents, U.S. Government Printing Office, Washington, D.C. 20402.“ ttyiiso’
The Federal Register provides a uniform system for making available to the public regulations and legal notices issued 

by Federal agencies. These include Presidential proclamations and Executive orders and Federal agency documents having 
general applicability and legal effect, documents required to be published by Act of Congress and other Federal agency 
documents of public interest.

The Federal Register will be furnished by mail to subscribers, free of postage, for $5.00 per month or $45 per year, payable 
in advance. The charge for individual copies is 75 cents for each issue, or 75 cents for each group of pages as actually bound. 
Remit check or money order, made payable to the Superintendent of Documents, U.S. Government Printing Office, Washington, 
D.C. 20402. ■

There are no restrictions on the republication of material appearing in the Federal Register.
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HIGHLIGHTS— Continued
A

ENERGY CONSERVATION AND PLANNING 
Commerce invites participation In development of specifi­
cations for refrigerators, combination refrigerator-freez­
ers, and freezers; comments by 9 -2 4 —75....----------37063
FPC modifies reporting of electric utility projected genera­
tion and fuel planning.....— ...............— ................ ...............  37032
FPC sets up comprehensive reporting system for informa­
tion on national proved reserves of natural gas..............  .. 37056

INTERNATIONAL TRAFFIC IN ARMS 
State proposal requiring certification of contingent fees 
disclosure regarding munitions sales to foreign govern­
ments; comments by 9—24—75...------- ....— ...i..:................... 37043

SCHOOL LUNCH, BREAKFAST AND FOOD SERV­
I C E  PROGRAMS
USDA/FNS permits State or local authorities to use 
alternative labeling requirements for alternate foods;
effective 8 -2 5 -7 5 .^ ..... .................................... ................ 37027

ADMINISTRATIVE LAW JUDGES
CSC amends regulations on disability retirement omappli-
cation of ah agency________ ______! . . ............................ ......  37027

TV TRANSLATOR STATIONS
FCC proposes rules on power limitation; comments b y .
9 -2 9 -7 5 ; reply comments by 1 0 -9 -7 5 .............. .................  37054

VETERANS
VA increases allowance for and entitlement to automo­
biles and adaptive equipment; effective 2—1—75___..:___ ... 37037
VA proposes prohibition against discriminatory practices
in federally-assisted programs; comments by 9 -2 4 —75__ 37059
VA proposes change relating to marriage date of widows 
and widowers of Vietnam veterans; comments by 9 -
24-75 ....................... ............. „....;;ù............. ... . 37059
VA environmental quality procedures applicable to sub­
division processing of Loan Guaranty Program; effective 
8 -1 5 -7 5 ___ . ....................................................................... . 37126

AIR TRAVEL
CAB reexamines domestic load-factor standard; com­
ments by 9 -4 -7 5  ...___ ______ ___ ______...................... ........  37048
CAB announces agreement to amend certain proportional 
fares ______ _____________ __________ ................ ........... 37183

T A N K E R  E N V IR O N M E N T A L  IM P A C T
Commerce/MA adopts procedure for considering change
to principal characteristics of a vessel....... .......................  37063

P R O C U R E M E N T
GSA amends definitions and revises procedures for pro­
testing erroneous awards; effective 8—4-75.......1............. 37038

G R A IN  M IL L S  P O IN T  S O U R C E  C A T E G O R Y  
EPA proposes to amend pretreatment standards for new •
sources; comments by 9—15—75.................................. ......  37052
EPA announces availability of supplemental documents 
and requests comments by 9—1 ^ -7 5 ..................... .......... 37038

S M A L L  B U S IN E S S  L O A N S
SBA adopts formal reconsideration procedure; effective 
8 -2 5 t-75 ................... ...... ........................... .:............................  37029

M O T O R  V E H IC L E  S A F E T Y
. DO T/NHTSA proposes exemption from notification and 
recall requirements for inconsequential defect or noncom­
pliance; comments by 1 0 -9 -7 5 ....... ...................................... 37047
DOT/FHA proposes to allow use of coiled nylon tubing as 
brake hose on trailers; comments by 9 -3 0 -7 5 .................. . 37045

C O T T O N  T E X T IL E S
CITAannounces revision of visa format for products from 
Mexico ........................ ..................... ........... . ............................ . 37081

M E E T IN G S —
CSC; Federal Employees Pay Council (3 documents),

9 -1 0 , 9 -1 7  and 9 -2 4 -7 5 _________ ____ ______37080-37081
DOD: Defense Science Board (2 documents), 9 -1 5

thru 9 -1 7 -7 5 ________________________________-____ 37060
FCC: Radio Technical Commission for Aeronautics 

(3 documents) 9 -1 7 , 9 -18» 9 -2 3 , 9 -2 4 , and 9 -
2 5 -7 5  ............... ................................................................ 37082

HEW /NIH: National Council on Educational Research,
9 -1 8 -7 5  ...... ...................................... ........... .................. 37071

National Endowment for the Humanities: Education
Panel, 9 -2 4 -7 5 — ......::v........... i . „ . ._____ _________ 37101

NRC: Reactor Safeguards Advisory Committee, 9 -9  
and 9 -1 0 -7 5 ........... ................................................. .......  37108

contents
AGRICULTURAL MARKETING SERVICE
Rules
Expenses and rate o f assessment: 

Prunes (fresh) grown In Wash.
and Oreg__________________ _ 37028

Limitation of handling and ship­
ments: , •

Oranges (Valencia) grown In
Ariz. and C alif._____________  37028

Milk marketing orders:
Paducah, Kentucky region____ 37028

Proposed Rules
Expenses and rate of assessment: 

Grapes (Tokay) grown in Cali­
fornia ___       37044

Potatoes (Irish) grown in Idaho
and Oregon__________________ 37045

Limitations of handling and ship­
ping:

Pears grown in Oregon, Wash­
ington, and California.______ 37044

AGRICULTURE DEPARTM ENT 
See Agricultural Marketing Serv­

ice; Pood and Nutrition Service; 
Forest Service; Soil Conserva­
tion Service.

CIVIL AERONAUTICS BOARD 
Rules
Environmental data to be filed 

with applications:
Agreem ents_________________r. 37183
Certificates of public conven­

ience and necessity_______37182
Construction, publication, filing

and posting o f tariffs_________37182
Economic proceedings; rules of

p ractice__ .______     37183
Permits to foreign air carriers._ 37182

Environmental Impact state­
ments:

General policy____________ . . . .  37184
Implementation provisions_37184

Proposed Rules
Domestic load-factor standards.. 37048
Notices
Hearings, etc.:

Andrews International, Inc.)
et al__________    37076

Braniff Airways, Inc___________  37077
Detroit-Boston Nonstop Route. 37077
Intemacional de Aviacion_____ 37078
International A ir Transporta­

tion Association______________ 37077
Piedmont Aviation, Inc________ 37078
South Paeifle Service (2 docu­

ments)______.________  37078, 37080

CIVIL SERVICE COMMISSION
Rules
Excepted service:

Housing and Urban Develop­
ment Department___________  3702-7

International Trade Commis­
sion __________   37027
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CONTENTS

Retirement; agency filed disabil­
ity ______________    37027

Proposed Rules
Investigations; pledges of con­

fidentiality ____________________ 37051
Notices 
Meetings:

Federal Employees Pay Council
(3 documents)__  37080-37081

Noncareer executive assignments:
Commerce Department__ 37080
National Labor Relations

Board --- ------ -------------- : 37081

COAST GUARD 
Rules
Security zones:

Massachusetts-------------:---- ... 37036
New York_________ — ----------  37037

COMMERCE DEPARTM ENT 
See also Domestic and Interna­

tional Business Administration; 
Maritime Administration.

Notices
Appliance efficiency, household; 

voluntary program:
Refrigerators, combination re­

frigerator - freezers, and 
freezers-------- ----------------- 37063

COM M ITTEE FOR TH E  IMPLEMENTATION 
OF TEXTILE AGREEMENTS 

Notices
Cotton textiles, import restric­

tions:
M ex ico_______________________  37081

CUSTOM S SERVICE 
Proposed Rules
Customs field organization; pro­

posed changes in region 1-----— 37043

DEFENSE DEPARTMENT
Notices
Meetings:

Defense Science Board Task
Force on Accuracy__________  3706Ô

Defense Science Board Task 
Force on Surface Naval W ar­
fare _______________    37060

DRUG ENFORCEMENT ADMINISTRATION 
Notices
Registrations, actions affecting:

Abbott Laboratories___________  37060
Zenith Laboratories. ____ ;____ 37060

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 
Rules
Effluent guidelines, etc.:

Grain mills point source cate­
gory, availability of supple­
mental documents---------37038

Proposed Rules
Water pollution; effluent guide­

lines for certain point source 
categories; manufacturing 
processing, etc.:

Grain mills____________________ 37052

FEDERAL AVIATION ADMINISTRATION 
Rules
Airport traffic areas, special: 

Valparaiso, Florida terminal
area_______ :---------------------  37031

Airworthiness directives:
McDonnell Douglas.._________— 37030

Restricted areas---------------------  37030
Proposed Rules
Reporting points; correction— 37045 
Transition areas_________________ 37045

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

Rules
FM broadcast stations, table of 

assignments:
Florida ________________—— — 37040

Proposed Rules
Power limitations of television

translator stations._________ — 37054
Practice and procedure:

Prohibition of certain fraudu­
lent billing practices and dis­
tortion of audience ratings, 
and licensee-conducted con­
tests _______________________  37054

Radio broadcast services:
Automatic identification of sta­

tion transmissions. _________  37055
Notices
International Record Carriers’

Scope of Operations in the Con­
tinental United States_________  37081

Meetings:
Radio Technical Commission for 

Aeronautics (3 documents) __ 37082

FEDERAL CONTRACT COMPLIANCE 
OFFICE

Notices
Affirmative action employment:

Higher education institutions 
performing as prime contrac­
tors or subcontractors under 
Federal nonconstruction con-
tra c ts _____...______________ 37129

FEDERAL HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION 
Proposed Rules
Coiled nylon brake tubing---------- 37045

FEDERAL MARITIME COMMISSION 
Notices
Agreements filed:

Japan Line, Ltd., et al_________  37083
Oil pollution; certificates of finan­

cial responsibility_____________  37082

FEDERAL POWER COMMISSION 

Rules
Information filing:

Natural gas reserves------------- 37034
Statements and reports (sched­

ules) :
Protected generation and fuel 

planning_____________________ 37032
Proposed Rules
Natural gas:

Accounting and rate treatment 
of advance for gas explora­
tion, development and produc­
tion; extension of time--------- 37056

National rates for jurisdictional 
sa le s_______ ________ _______  37056

Notices
Hearings, etc.:

Accounting and rate treatment
o f advances_________________ 37089

Accounting for premium, dis- , 
count and expenses uniform
system of accounts__________  37098

Alabama Tennessee Natural
Gas Co., et al— ____* _____... 37084

Arkansas Louisiana Gas Co____ 37085
Arkansas Missouri Power Co!----  37085
Cambridge Electric Co________ 37085
Carolina Power and Light Co__ 37086
Cities Service Gas Co__________  37086
City of Mishawaka, Indiana----- 37093
City of Phoenix, Arizona, et al_ 37094
Columbia Gas Transmission

C o rp ________     37086
Continental Oil Co____________  37086
Duke Power Co. (2 documents) _ 37087 
East Tennessee Natural Gas Co. 37087
El Paso Natural Gas Co------ —  37089
Kentucky Piper Gas Company

I I _________ _________________ 37095
Idaho Power Co_________ . . . —  37090
Illinois Power Co_______ ______  37091
Indiana and Michigan Electric

Co —_____     37091
Kansas City Power & Light Co— 37091
Kilroy Properties Inc-------------  37091
McDowell County Consumers 

Council, Inc., and American
Electric Power Co., et al_____ 37092

Mid Louisiana Gas Co------------ 37092
Nation-wide Fuel Emergency.. 37100 
Natural Gas Pipeline Company

of America___ :_____________  37093
Northern Natural Gas Co. (2

documents)________________- 37093
Shell Oil Co.___ _____*________  37094
Southern Natural Gas Co__—  37096 
Transcontinental Gas Pipeline

Corp. (3 documents)__ ._____ 37096
Union Oil Company of Cali­

fornia ________________    37099
U.S. Department of the Interior 

Southeastern Power Author­
ity _________________________  37095

Washington Water Power Co_. 37100 
Wisconsin Gas Co., and North­

ern States Power Co------------- 37100

FEDERAL RAILROAD ADMINISTRATION
Proposed Rules
Locomotive inspection test pro­

gram _______________________   37046

FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE
Rules
Endangered and threatened spe­

cies; fish, wildlife, and plants:
Grizzly bear, correction---------   37042

Hunting:
Audubon National W ildlife R ef­

uge, North Dakota__________  37042

FOOD AND DRUG ADMINISTRATION 

Rules
Animal drugs:

Company name change----------  37036

Notices
Human drugs:

Oral Proteolytic Enzymes, with­
drawal o f approval; correc­
tion ____.4__________________  37031
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CONTENTS

JU STICE DEPARTM ENT
See Drug Enforcement Admin­

istration.

LABOR DEPARTM ENT
See Federal Contract Compliance 

Office; Manpower Administra­
tion.

MANPOWER ADMINISTRATION 
Notices
Rural Development Act applica­

tions:
Employment transfer and busi­

ness competition determina­
tion _________ _______________ 37128

MARITIME ADMINISTRATION 

Notices
Environmental statements; avail­

ability, etc.:
Tanker construction program— 37063

NATIONAL FOUNDATION ON TH E  ARTS 
AND TH E  HUM ANITIES

Notices
Guidelines for grants:

Jazz, folk, and ethnic music-----37101
Opera program---------------------37104

Meetings:
Education Panel Advisory Com­

mittee -------     37101

NATIONAL HIGHWAY TRAFFIC SAFETY 
ADMINISTRATION

Rules
Motor vehicle safety standards:

Fuel system integrity, correc­
tion _— ----    37042

Proposed Rules
Exemption for inconsequential 

defect or noncompliance---------  37047
Notices
Motor vehicle safety standards; 

exemption petitions:
Electric Fuel Propulsion Cor­

poration ____— ---------------  37075
Sbarro Replica BMW 328— —  37076

NATIONAL IN STITU TES OF HEALTH 

Notices

qgwmeir  "Ott-
37071

Pulmonary Specialized Centers 
of Research ad hoc Review 
Committee________________— 37071

NATIONAL PARK SERVICE 
Notices
Master plan workshops:

Fort Vancouver National His­
toric Site___________ ______  37061

Notices
Applications, etc.:

Allied-General Nuclear Serv­
ices, et al_____________ .______37107

Commonwealth Edison Co______37107
Duke Power Co_________________37108
Niagara Mohawk Power Corp (2

documents)__________________37109
Sacramento Municipal U tility

D istrict__________ ^______ —  37110
Meetings:

Reactor Safeguards Advisory
Committee ___________ :_____37108

Regulation of nuclear power 
plants; memorandum of under­
standing___________________  37110

PENSION BENEFIT GUARANTY 
CORPORATION

Proposed Rules
Privacy Act; disclosure and 

amendment of records_________  37057

SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION

Notices
Hearings, etc.:

Alabama Power Co----------------- 37112
Arnold Bernhard & Co., Inc.,

et al___________  37113
Chill Can Industries, Inc________ 37114
Eastern Utilities Associates, et al

(2 documents)________  37114, 37115
Equitable Variable L ife Insur­

ance Co__________   37116
Equity Funding Corporation of

America _____________________37120
Granite State Electric Co., et al_ 37120 
Indiana & Michigan Electric Co_ 37121
Industries International, Inc___37122
National Association of Secu­

rities Dealers, Inc____________ 37122
National Municipal Trust______37123
Systematic Tax, Inc_____________37124
Urban Improvement Fund Ltd— 37124 
Westgate California Corp______37126

SMALL BUSINESS ADMINISTRATION 
Rules
Business loans:

Formal reconsideration proce­
dures _________________     37029

Flood insurance requirements:
SBA financial assistance, cor­

rection ________________;_____ 37029

-“SOIL CONSERVATION SERVICE 
Notices
Environmental statements on wa­

tershed projects:
Clear Creek, Nebraska_________ 37062
Florence County, Wisconsin___ ' 37062

STATE DEPARTMENT 
Proposed Rules
International traffic in arms regu­

lations contingent fees_________~37043

TRANSPORTATION DEPARTMENT

FOOD AND NUTRITION SERVICE 

Rules
Child nutrition programs:

Meal components; alternative 
labeling requirements----------  37027

FOREST SERVICE 

Notices
Environmental statements; avail­

ability, etc.:
Bear Valley Planning Unit— — 37062 

GENERAL ACCOUNTING OFFICE 

Notices
Regulatory Reports Review:

Federal Energy Administration
(2 documents) — ;------  37100, 37101

Nuclear Regulatory Commis­
sion ------------------------------ .37101

GENERAL SERVICES ADMINISTRATION 

Rules
Procurement:

Automated data management
service____________-— —  37039

Bid protests_________________— 37038

HEALTH, EDUCATION, AND WELFARE 
DEPARTMENT

See also Food and Drug Admin­
istration; National Institutes of 
Health.

Notices
Affirmative action programs de­

veloped by institutions of 
higher education________37064

Organization, functions, and au­
thority delegations:

National Institute of Education. 37071

HOUSING AND URBAN DEVELOPMENT 
DEPARTMENT

Notices
Authority delegations:

Assistant Secretary and Deputy 
Assistant Secretary for Com­
munity Planning and Devel­
opment ____________________ 37074

Federal Insurance Administra­
tor ___—_____— ______  37075

Regional Administrators et a l „  37074

INTERIOR DEPARTMENT
See also Fish and W ildlife Serv­

ice; National Park Service.
Notices

Financial interests statements:
Alvin F. Baal, H I___________ r__ 37061
Lester E. Garlinghouse_______37061
Leon Loveless___________    37061

INTERSTATE COMMERCE COMMISSION 
Notices

Fourth section application for re­
lief --------------   37150

Hearing assignments_____________ 37150
Motor carriers:

Irregular route property car­
riers; gateway elimination—. 37130 

Temporary authority termina­
t io n ----------------_---------------37151

Transfer proceedings___________ 37151

NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION 

Proposed Rules
Financial assistance to partici­

pants in Commission proceed­
ings — ______a______________ _ 37056

See Coast Guard; Federal Aviation 
Administration; Federal High­
way Administration; Federal 
Railroad Administration; Na­
tional Highway Transportation 
Safety Administration.
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CONTENTS

TREASURY DEPARTMENT 

See Customs Service.

VETERANS ADMINISTRATION 

Rules

Adjudication; pensions, compen­
sation, dependency, etc. :

Automobiles and adaptive equip­
ment __________________ —  37037

Proposed Rules
Marriage dates of widows and

w idowers___________ ______.__  37059
Nondiscrimination in federally-

assisted programs____________ _ 37059
Notices
Environmental quality:

Loan Guaranty Program; pro­
cedures and policies regarding 
subdivision processing and ap­
proval operations________ -__37126

list of cfr ports affected
The following numerical guide is a list of the parts of each title of the Code of Federal Regulations affected by documents published in today's 

issue. A cumulative list of parts affected, covering the current month to date, follows beginning with the second issue of the month.
A Cumulative List of CFR Sections Affected is published separatelly at the end of each month. The guide lists the parts and sections affected 

by documents published since the revision date of each title.

5 CFR
213 (2 documents)
831__________ ________
P roposed R u les : 
736___________ _______

7 CFR
210__________________
220___________________
225___ ____ __________
908_______ _______ ____
924___________ ______ _
1099_______________ _
P roposed R u les ;
926 _________________ t
927 ____________
945_______ ______ _

10 CFR
P roposed R u le s :
2______________________

13 CFR
116-__________________
122___________________

14 CFR
39_____
71____
73_____
93_____
201__
211___
221___
261____
302____
312____
399____

P roposed R u le s :
37027 71 (2 documents)_____-____ _______  37045
37027 399__________________________ — 37048

37051 18 CFR
31— _______ — — —_________ 37032
141______________________________  37032

37027 260_.____________________    37034
37027 P roposed R u le s :
3702T 2_________ ___________ 1__________  37056
37028 154______________________    37056
37028 157_________ ___________________ _ 37056
37028 201______S_______________________  37056

26Q_;___________________   37056
37044
37044 19 CFR
37045 proposed R u les :

1____ ____________________ _____ — 37043

38 CFR
3___ ____________
P roposed R ules :
3________________
18— __________ _

40 CFR
406_____________
P roposed R u le s : 
406_____________

41 CFR
5A-1— _________
5A-2____________
5A-73___________
5 A—76________ _
101-32__________

47 CFR
73______________

37056
21 CFR 
510— 37036

37029
37029

37030
37030
37030
37031 
37182 
37182
37182
37183
37183
37184 
37184

22 CFR
P roposed R u le s :
123 ___________________________
124 _______
125 _________-_______ __________________
127—___________

29 CFR
P roposed R ules : 

2607 — — 1—

37043
37043
37043
37043

37057

33 CFR
127 (2 documents)________  37036, 37037

P roposed R u le s?
73 __________— ______
74 ________
81— _________ —
83— _____________
87________________
91_________________
93______________

49 CFR *
571— _______ —
P roposed R u les :
230________ _______
393_______________
556— ___________r

50 CFR
17______________ _
32_________________

. 37037

. 37059 
_ 37059

. 37038 

Z 37052

.. 37038 

.. 37038 
, 37039 
.. 37039 
. 37039

37040

37054
37054
37055 
37055 
37055 
37055 
37055

37042

37046 
37045
37047

37042
37042
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CUMULATIVE LIST OF PARTS AFFECTED— AUGUST

The following numerical guide is a list of parts of each title of the Code of 
Federal Regulations affected by documents published to date during August.

3 CFR
P roclamations :
4335 (Revoked in Part by Proc.

4382) ________——:----- ---------  33425
4369 (Effective date)-----------------  34651
4382___________________    33425
Executive O rders:
11875 ________     33961

4 CFR
1q_      36295
91— _____—  36099
92    36099
351 ~ _______ 32747,33819
403'”  __________ _ 32747, 33819

__________     32823

5 CFR
213— ________- _________________ 32727,

32823, 33963, 34583, 36759, 37027
511_________     36298
752________________ -________ 36298
754_________________     36298
771____   36298
831— — — -_________—— ------- 37027
1303____' ___________ -____ — — 32727
P roposed R u le s :

736______    37051
1302_____________   34165

7 CFR
2_______________  33023, 36570
26___________________32942,33427, 34349
50-____  —  36100
68_________________________ ______33649
271-___________________ — 33195, 36759
210_________________ —__________ 37027
220___________ ________ -_________ 37027
225__________ — _______ — ____37027
301____   33026
722_________________________ 34349
798________________   34583
908—— 33195, 34113, 34584, 36570, 37028
910_____ — 32305, 33430, 34349, 36759
915___________ 32306, 32823, 33963, 36299
917________      33196
921 _     32730
922 ________________ ____— ^___ 32730
923 _______ — _________________  33028
924 _      37028
926— ______________      33964
927_________________________ 36299
931_____ _____________________— 34350
944_______________    32824, 36300
947___________ ____________ 32730,36300
948—_______________  33964, 34113-54114
958_________________ --_____32307, 33649
967__________________     33196
980-----------------—.-----------32308, 33964
1098_____________________    36105
1099— _______     37028
1421------------------------------ 36301-36302
1434___   32732

1 CFR
32305

7 CFR— Continued

1446___________ _______ — _______  34584
12 CFR— Continued
545__________ _______ _____ _______36309

36310
______36295 1804_________ ___—--------- 32309 32313

_______ 36295 1808__________________-— 33197 33030
Proposed Rules: Proposed Rules: 584________ _______________ 34585

410—---------------- —  33177 1_____________________ 32756 612_______________________ 33030

52 ________________-_______  33043
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rules onci regulations
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-are listed in the first FEDERAL 

REGISTER Issue of each month.

Title 5— Administrative Personnel 
CHAPTER I— CIVIL.SERVICE COMMISSION 

PART 213— EXCEPTED SERVICE
Department of Housing and Urban 

Development
Section 213.3384 is amended to show 

that two positions o f Special Assistant 
to the Secretary are excepted under 
Schedule C. ^

Effective August 25, 1975 § 213.3384(a) 
( 12) is amended as set out below:
§ 213.3384 Department o f Housing and 

Urban Development.
* ■* * * •

. (a ) Office of the Secretary. * • *
(12) Three Special Assistants to the 

Secretary.
• * * * *

(5 U.S.C. 3301, 3302; EO 10577, 3 CFR 1954- 
1066 Comp., p. 218)

U nited  States C iv il  Serv­
ice Co m m issio n ,

[seal] James C. Sp r y ,
Executive Assistant 
to the Commissioners.

[PR Doc.75-22118 Piled 8-22-75;8:45 am]

PART 213— EXCEPTED SERVICE
United States International Trade 

Commission
Section 213.3339 is amended to show 

that one position of Staff Assistant to a 
Commissioner Is excepted under Schedule
C.

Effective August 25,1975, § 213.3339(1) 
Is added as set out below:
§ 213.3339 U.S. International Trade 

Commission.
* * * ♦ *

(1) One Staff Assistant to a Commis­
sioner.
(6 UJS.C. 3301, 3302, EO 10577, 3 CSFR 1954- 
1958 Comp., p. 218)

United  States C iv il  Serv­
ice Com m ission ,- 

James C. Sp r y ,
Executive Assistant to 

the Commissioners.
[FR Doc.75-22633 Filed 8-22-75; 10:32 am]

PART 831— RETIREM ENT
Disability Retirement on Application of an 

Agency

The retirement regulations are hereby 
amended to (1) except Administrative

Law Judges from the normal procedures 
governing agency-filed disability retire­
ment applications and (2 ) require agen­
cies which file applications for disability 
retirement of Administrative Law Judges 
to follow the procedures specified in 5 
CFR 930.221-234.

The amended regulations will read as 
follows:
§ 831.1201 Scope.

This subpart prescribes the procedures, 
to  be followed by:

(a ) An agency in filing an application 
for the disability retirement o f an em­
ployee (exception an employee appointed 
under 5 UJS.C. 3105), and

(b ) The Commission in approving or 
disapproving an application for the dis­
ability retirement of an employee filed 
by an employee or (except for an em­
ployee appointed under section 3105 o f 
title 5, United States Code) an agency.
An agency filing an application for the 
disability retirement c t  an employee ap­
pointed under section 3105 of title 5» 
United States Code, will follow  the pro­
cedures outlined in §§ 930.221-234 o f this 
Chapter.
(6 UJ5.C. 8347)

U nited  States C iv il  Serv­
ice  Co m m issio n ,

[ seal] James C. Sp r y ,
Executive Assistant 
to the Commissioners.

]FR Doc.75-22419 Filed 8-22-75; 8:46 am]

Title 7— Agriculture
CHAPTER II— FOOD AND N UTRITIO N  

SERVICE, DEPARTM ENT OF AGRICUL­
TU R E
ALTERNATE MEAL COM PONENTS IN 

CHILD NUTRITIO N  PROGRAMS
Alternative Labeling Requirements 

The regulations for the National 
School Lunch Program (7 CFR Part 
210), the School Breakfast and Nonfood 
Assistance Programs and State Adminis­
trative Expenses (7 CFR Part 220), and 
the Special Food Service Program for 
Children <7 CFR Part 225) have appen­
dices which authorize the use of various 
types of products as alternate compo­
nents In meeting the meal requirements 
o f the child nutrition programs. Each of 
the appendices contains the specifica­
tions for the alternate meal components 
permitted In that program. The specifi­
cations Include labeling requirements 
which, In at least one instance, have

been found to conflict with a State’s 
trade laws. The purpose of these amend­
ments to the appendices is to permit 
State or local authorities to work out 
alternative labeling requirements with 
the Department in such cases.

These amendments do not alter the 
specifications for ingredients, physical 
and functional characteristics, or nutri­
tional properties of the alternate foods. 
Since these amendments require no 
change in the alternate foods themselves, 
and since it is important to work out 
alternative labeling requirements with 
State and local authorities before the 
next school year begins, notice and op­
portunity for public participation are 
Impracticable and unnecessary.
PART 210— NATIONAL SCHOOL LUNCH 

PROGRAM
Appendix A of this part is amended by 

adding the following sentence at the end 
of section 1(b) of Enriched Macaroni 
Products with Fortified Protein and a f ter 
the first sentence of section 1( f )  of 
Cheese Alternate Products: "In  those 
States where State or local law prohibits 
the wording specified, a legend accept­
able to both the State or local authorities 
and FNS shall be substituted.”
(Catalog o f Federal Domestic Assistance Pro­
gram No. 10.555, National Archives Reference 
Services.)

PART 220— SCHOOL BREAKFAST AND 
NONFOOD ASSISTANCE PROGRAMS 
AND STATE ADMINISTRATIVE EX­
PENSES

Appendix A of this part Is amended by 
adding the following sentence after the 
first sentence o f section 1(b) o f Formu­
lated Grain-Fruit Product: "In  those 
States where State or local law prohibits 
the wording specified, a legend accept­
able to both the State or local authorities 
and FNS shall be substituted.”
(Catalog o f Federal Domestic Assistance Pro­
gram No. 10.563, National Archives Refer­
ence Services.)

PART 225— SPECIAL FOOD SERVICE 
PROGRAM FOR CHILDREN

Appendix A of this part Is amended 
by adding the following sentence at the
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end of section 1(b) of Enriched Macaroni 
Products with Fortified Protein, after the 
first sentence of section K b) of Formu­
lated Grain-Fruit Product and after the 
first sentence of section 1 (f) o f Cheese 
Alternate Products: “In  those States 
where State or local law prohibits the 
wording specified, a legend acceptable to 
both the State or local authorities and 
FNS shall be substituted.”
(Catalog o f Federal Domestic Assistance Pro­
gram No. 10.552, National Archivés Reference 
Services.)

Effective date: This amendment be­
comes effective August 25,1975.

Jo h n  D amgard, 
Deputy Assistant Secretary.

A ugust 19, 1975.
[FR Doc.75-22352 Filed 8-22-75;8:45 am]

CHAPTER IX— AGRICULTURAL MARKET­
ING SERVICE (M ARKETING AGREE­
M ENTS AND ORDERS; FRUITS, VEGE­
TABLES, N U TS ), DEPARTM ENT O F 
AGRICULTURE

[Valencia Orange Reg. 511, Arndt. 1]

PART 908— VALENCIA ORANGES GROWN 
IN ARIZONA AND DESIGNATED "PART 
OF CALIFORNIA

Limitation of Handling
This regulation increases the quantity 

o f Califomia-Arizona Valencia oranges 
that may be shipped to fresh market 
during the weekly regulation period Au­
gust 15-21, 1975. The quantity that may 
be shipped is increased due to improved 
market conditions for Oalifomia-Arizona 
Valencia oranges. The regulation and 
■this amendment are issued pursuant to 
the Agricultural Marketing Agreement 
Act o f 1937, as amended, and Marketing 
Order No. 908.

(a ) Findings. (1) Pursuant to the 
marketing agreement, as amended, and 
Order No. 908, as amended (7 CFR Part 
908), regulating the handling o f Valen­
cia oranges grown in Arizona and desig­
nated part o f California, effective under 
the applicable provisions o f the Agricul­
tural Marketing Agreement Act of 1937, 
as amended (7 U.S.C. 601-674) and upon 
the basis o f the recommendation and in­
formation submitted by the Valencia 
Orange Administrative Committee, es­
tablished under the said amended mar­
keting agreement and order, and upon 
other available information, it is hereby 
found that the lim itation o f handling of 
such Valencia oranges, as hereinafter 
provided, w ill tend to effectuate the de­
clared policy o f the act.

(2) The need for an Increase in the 
quantity o f oranges available for han­
dling during the current week results 
from  changes that have taken place In 
the marketing situation since the issu­
ance o f Valencia Orange Regulation 511 
(40 FR 34113). The marketing picture 
now indicates that there is a greater de­
mand for Valencia oranges than existed 
when the regulation was made effective. 
Therefore, in  order to provide an oppor­
tunity for handlers to handle a sufficient
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volume of Valencia oranges to fill the 
current demand thereby making a 
greater quantity o f Valencia oranges 
available to meet such Increased demand, 
the regulation should be amended, 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, 
engage»in public rule-making procedure, 
and postpone the effective date of this 
amendment until 30 days after publica­
tion thereof in the F ederal R egister (5 
U.S.C. 553) because the time intervening 
between the date when information upon 
which this amendment is based became 
available and the time when this amend­
ment must become effective in order to 
effectuate the declared policy o f the act 
is insufficient, and this amendment re­
lieves restriction on the handling of 
Valencia oranges grown in Arizona and 
designated part of California.
§ 908.811 [Amended]

(b ) Order, as amended. The provisions 
in paragraph (b ) ( 1) ( i ) , and (ii) of 
§ 908.811 (Valencia Orange Regulation 
511 (40 FR 34113)) are hereby amended 
to read as follows:

“ (i) D istrict 1: 200,000 cartons;
“ (ii) District 2: 425,000cartons.”

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

Dated: August 20,1975.
Charles R. B rader, 

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

[FR Doc.75-22393 Filed 8-22-75;8:45 am]

PART 924— FRESH PRUNES GROWN IN 
DESIGNATED COUNTIES IN WASHING­
TO N  AND IN UM ATILLA COUNTY, 
OREGON

Expenses, Rate of Assessment and 
Carryover of Unexpended Funds

This document authorizes expenses of 
the Washington-Oregon Fresh Prune 
Marketing Committee, under Marketing 
Order No. 924, as amended, for the 1975- 
76 fiscal period at $17,105 and prescribes 
that each handler pay $0.80 per ton of 
prunes handled as his prorata share o f 
such expenses. Unexpended assessment 
income from 1974-75 w ill be carried over 
as a committee reserve.

Notice was published in the July 22,
1975, Issue o f the F ederal R egister (40 
FR 30662) that consideration was being 
given to proposals regarding the expenses 
and the fixing of the rate o f assessment 
for the fiscal period ending March 31,
1976, and carryover o f unexpended funds 
pursuant to the marketing agreement 
and Order No. 924, as amended (7 CFR 
Part 924. 39 FR 33305; 34644) regulating 
the handling of fresh prunes grown in 
designated counties in Washington and 
In Umatilla County, Oregon, effective 
under the applicable provisions o f the 
Agricultural Marketing Agreement Act 
o f 1937, as amended (7 UJ3.C. 601-674). 
This notice afforded interested persons

until August 12, 1975, to submit written 
data, views, or arguments in connection 
with said proposals. None were received.

After consideration o f all relevant 
matters presented, including the pro­
posals set forth in such notice which 
were submitted by the Washington- 
Oregon Fresh Prune t Marketing Com­
mittee (established pursuant to said 
amended marketing agreement and or­
der) , it is hereby found and determined 
that:

§ 924.215 Expenses, rate of assessment, 
and carryover of unexpended assess­
ment funds.

(a ) Expenses. Expenses that are rea­
sonable and likely to be incurred by the 
Washington-Oregon Fresh Prune Mar­
keting Committee during the period 
^Lpril 1, 1975, through March 31, 1976, 
w ill amount to $17,105.

(b) Rate of assessment. The rate of 
assessment for said period, payable by 
each handler in accordance with 
§ 924.41, is fixed at $0.80 per ton o f fresh 
prunes.

(c ) Carryover of unexpended funds. 
Unexpended assessment funds in excess 
of expenses incurred during the fiscal 
year ended March 31, 1975, w ill be car­
ried over as a reserve in accordance 
with § 924.42 of said amended marketing 
agreement and order.

It  is hereby further found that good 
cause exists for not postponing the effec­
tive date hereof until 30 days after pub­
lication in the F ederal R egister (5 U.S.C. 
553) in that (1) shipments o f the cur­
rent crop of fresh prunes grown in the 
designated production area are now be­
ing made; (2) the relevant provisions of 
said amended marketing agreement and 
this part require that the rate of assess­
ment herein fixed shall be applicable to 
all assessable prunes during the aforesaid 
period; and (3 ) such period began on 
April 1, 1975, and said rate of assess­
ment will automatically apply to all such 
prunes beginning with such date.
(Sees. 1-19,48 Stat. 31, as amended; (7 U.S.C. 
601-674))

Dated: August 19,1975.
Charles R . B rader, 

Deputy Director, Fruit and Veg­
etable Division, Agricultural 

Marketing Service.
[FR Doc.75-22392 Filed 8-22-75;8:45 am]

CHAPTER X— AGRICULTURAL MARKET­
ING SERVICE (M ARKETING AGREE­
M ENTS AND ORDERS; M ILK), DEPART­
M ENT OF AGRICULTURE

[Milk Order No. 99; Docket No. AO-183-A32]

PART 1099— MILK IN TH E  PADUCAH, 
KENTUCKY, MARKETING AREA

Order Amending Order; Findings and 
Determinations

The findings and determinations here­
inafter set forth are supplementary and 
in addition to the findings and deter­
minations previously made in connection 
with the Issuance o f the aforesaid order
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and of the previously issued amendments 
thereto; and all of the said previous 
findings and determinations are hereby 
ratified and affirmed, except insofar as 
such findings and determinations may 
be in conflict with the findings and de­
terminations set forth herein.

(a) Findings upon the basis of the 
hearing record. Pursuant to the pro­
visions of the Agricultural Marketing 
Agreement Act of 1937, as amended (7 
Ü.S.C. 601 et seq.), and the applicable 
rules of practice and procedure govern­
ing the formulation of marketing agree­
ments and marketing orders (7 CFR Part 
900), a public, hearing was held upon 
certain proposed amendments to the 
tentative marketing agreement and to 
the order regulating the handling of milk 
in the Paducah, Kentucky, marketing 
area.

Upon the basis of the evidence intro­
duced at such hearing and the record 
thereof, it is found that:

(1) The said order as hereby amended, 
and all o f the terms and conditions 
thereof, will tend to effectuate the de­
clared policy of the Act;

(2) The parity prices of milk, as de­
termined pursuant to section 2 of the Act, 
are not reasonable in view o f the price 
of feeds, available supplies of feeds, and 
other economic conditions which affect 
market supply and demand for milk in 
the said marketing area, and the mini­
mum prices specified in the order as 
hereby amended, are such prices as will 
reflect the aforesaid factors, insure a suf­
ficient quantity o f pure and wholesome 
milk, and be in the public interest; and

(3) The said order as hereby amended, 
regulates the handling of milk in the 
same manner as, and is applicable only 
to persons in the respective classes of 
industrial or commercial activity speci­
fied in, a marketing agreement upon 
which a hearing has been held.

(b) Determinations. It  is hereby de­
termined that:

(1) The refusal or failure of handlers 
(excluding cooperative associations spec­
ified in Sec. 8c(9) o f the Act) of more 
than 60 percent of the milk, which is 
marketed within the marketing area, to 
sign a proposed marketing agreement, 
tends to prevent the effectuation o f the 
declared policy o f the Act;

(2) The issuance of this order, amend­
ing the order, is the only practical means 
pursuant to the declared policy o f the 
Act of advancing the Interests of pro­
ducers as defined in the order as hereby 
amended; and

(3) The issuance of the order amend­
ing the order is approved or favored by 
at least two-thirds of the producers 
during the determined representative 
period were engaged in the production 
of milk for sale in the marketing area.

O rder R elative  To H an d lin g

I t  is therefore ordered, That on and 
after the effective date hereof, the 
handling o f milk in the Paducah, Ken­
tucky, marketing area shall be in con­
formity to and in compliance with the

terms and conditions of the aforesaid 
order, as amended, and as hereby further 
amended, as follows:

1. In § 1099.13, paragraph (c) (4) is re­
vised as follows:
§ 1099.13 Producer milk.

* * * * *
(c) * * *
(4) Such milk shall be accounted for 

as received by the diverting handler at 
the location of the nonpool plant to 
which diverted.
§ 1099.52 [Amended]

2. In  § 1099.52, amend paragraph (a) 
by deleting the word “pool” .

3. In § 1099.75, paragraph (a ) is re­
vised as follows:
§ 1099.75 Plant location adjustments 

for producers and on nonpool milk.
(a ) The uniform price for producer 

milk shall be reduced according to title 
location of the plant at which the mfiig 
was physically received, at the rate set 
forth in § 1099.52; and

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

Effective date: October 1,1975.
Signed at Washington, D.C., on: Au­

gust 19,1975.
R ichard .L. F eltner ,

• Assistant Secretary,
[PR Doc.75-22395 Piled 8-22-75;8:45 am]

Title 13— Business Credit and Assistance
CHAPTER 1— SMALL BUSINESS 

ADMINISTRATION
[Amdt. 1]

PART 116— FLOOD INSURANCE REQUIRE­
M ENTS— SBA FINANCIAL ASSISTANCE

Flood Insurance Protection; Correction
The policy printed in 40 PR 26259 on 

Monday, June 23, 1975, is corrected by 
changing the year 1753 to 1973 in the 
first sentence.

Dated: August 13, 1975.
T homas S. K leppe , 

Administrator, 
[PR Doc.75-22468 Piled 8-22-75;8:45 am]

[Rev. 3, Amdt. 6]

PART 122— BUSINESS LOANS
Declined Loan or Loan Modification 

Requests
On May 1, 1975, SBA published pro­

posed rules for reconsideration of de­
clined loan or loan modification requests 
in the F ederal R egister  (40 FR 19021). 
The proposed amendment adding 
§ 122.26 would standardize procedures to 
be used by applicants for loans or bor­
rowers who have had their requests de­
clined by SBA. A ll comments submitted 
with respect to the proposed amend­
ment were given due consideration.

As a result o f comments received, title 
following changes are made: 1. The num­
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bering of this amendment was changed 
from § 122.26 to §§ 122.15-1,122.15-2, and 
122.15-3, to make it clear that these pro­
cedures do not apply to cases involving 
the liquidation of loans and security, and 
to emphasize certain aspects of the rules.

2. The scope of the amendment was re­
worded to clarify that declines due to 
matters relating to size must be appealed 
as set forth in Part 121 of these regula­
tions; and to lim it reconsideration of a 
modification request to loans which are 
current in all respects. Any loan which 
is past due, delinquent, or classified by 
SBA as “ in liquidation” would be ex­
cluded.

3. The wording o f the amendment was 
changed to emphasize that all signifi­
cant new information, or revisions o f the 
original request, which the applicant 
relies on to overcome the reason or rea­
sons for decline must accompany each 
request for reconsideration, and that all 
financial statements presented with the 
original application must be brought 
current.

4. A new paragraph (c ) was added to 
§ 122.5-1 whereby SBA reserves Its right 
to decline a reconsideration for reasons 
not specified in the original decline ac­
tion.

Accordingly, with these changes and 
additions, the proposed amendments are 
adopted as set forth below.
§ 122.15—1 Reconsideration.

Reconsideration. Any applicant whose 
request for a loan is declined and any 
borrower whose request for a modifica­
tion of a current loan is denied has the 
right to present information to overcome 
the decline reason(s) and to request a re­
consideration. However, any decline due 
to size can only be appealed in accord­
ance with the procedures set forth in 
Part 121 of the regulations. The right to 
a reconsideration of a declined modifica­
tion request exists only for loans that 
are current in all respects; -any loan 
which is past due, delinquent, or classi­
fied “in liquidation” is excluded from 
these procedures.

(a ) A request for reconsideration must 
be in writing and received by the office 
that processed and declined the original 
request, whether a District or Branch 
Office or Post o f Duty Station, within six 
months of the initial decline. A fter six 
months a new application is required.

(b ) The written request for reconsid­
eration must contain all significant new 
information, or such modifications to the 
original request, that the applicant/bor- 
rower relies on to overcome the reason (s) 
for decline. The request for reconsidera­
tion must also be accompanied by current 
business financial statements.

(c ) The specification by SBA o f any 
reason for denial o f a loan request or a 
loan modification request shall not con­
stitute a waiver of SBA's right to deny 
such requests for any other reason.
§ 122.15—2 Declined reconsiderations.

An applicant/borrower whose request 
is declined upon reconsideration has the 
right to request a further reconsldera-

25, 1975
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tion at the next higher office. The “next 
higher office” in the case of a Branch 
Office or Post of Duty Station is a Dis­
trict Office; in the case of a District O f­
fice it is the Regional Office.

(a) A ll requests for a reconsideration 
at the next higher office must be in writ­
ing and received by the office that proc­
essed and declined the prior reconsid­
eration, within 30 days of the decline 
action.

(b) Such request for further reconsid- 
eration must contain the applicant/bor- 
rower’s written justification for believ­
ing that the decline action should be 
reversed.

(c ) Such requests for further recon­
sideration must state that the applicant/ 
borrower is seeking action at the next 
higher office.
§ 122.15—3 Finality o f review. *

The decision of the Regional Office 
shall be final unless (a ) the Regional O f­
fice does not have authority to approve 
the requested loan or action, or (b ) the 
Regional Director refers the matter to 
the Associate Administrator for Finance 
and Investment, or (c) the Associate Ad­
ministrator for Finance and Investment, 
upon a showing of special circumstances, 
requests the Regional Office to forward 
the matter to the Central Office for final 
consideration. “ Special circumstances” 
as used herein may include, but are not 
limited to, policy reconsideration or re- 
evaluation by elements of the Agency, 
alleged improper acts by SBA personnel 
or others, conflicting policy interpreta­
tions between two regional offices, or 
other such considerations.
(Section 5 and 7, Stat 385, 387, as amended; 
USC 634, 636.1

Effective: August 25,1975.
Dated: August 13,1975.

T homas S. K leppe , 
Administrator.

[FR Doc.75-22465 Filed 8-22-75; 8:45 am]

Title 14— Aeronautics and Space
CHAPTER I— FEDERAL AVIATION ADMIN­

ISTRATION, DEPARTM ENT OF TRANS­
PORTATION
t Airworthiness Docket No. 74-WE-l-AD; 

Arndt. 38-2352]

PART 39— AIRWORTHINESS DIRECTIVES
McDonnell Douglas DC—8 Series Airplanes 

Amendment 39-1784,. (39 FR 4757), 
AD 74-4-2, as amended by Amendment 
39-1994 (39 FR 37190) requires the in­
stallation o f a spoiler handle lockout, 
accomplishment o f certain spoiler sys­
tem rigging checks and spoiler rigging 
instructions, incorporation of an addi­
tion to the Limitation section o f the 
FAA Approved Airplane Flight Manual, 
and certain reports be made on McDon­
nell Douglas DC-8  series airplanes. After 
issuing Amendment 39-1784, due to 
the knowledge gained from the required 
reports, the agency determined that 
there is no significant Indication o f a 
trend of spoiler rigging change as related

to the time in service. Therefore, the 
AD is being amended to provide relief 
from the reporting requirements.

Since this amendment relieves a re­
quirement^ and imposes no additional 
burden on any person, notice and public 
procedure hereon are unnecessary and 
the amendment may be made effective 
in less than 30 days.

In consideration of the foregoing, and 
pursuant to the authority delegated to 
me by the Administrator (31 FR 13697), 
§ 39.13 of Part 39 of the Federal Aviation 
Regulations, Amendment 39-1784, (39 
FR 4757), AD 74-4-2, as amended by 
Amendment 39-1994 (39 FR 37190) is 
further amended as follows:

1. Delete paragraphs (5), (6 ), and (7).
2. Renumber paragraphs (8) and (9) as 

paragraphs (5) and (6), respectively.

This amendment becomes effective 
September 2,1975.
(Secs. 313(a), 601, and 603 of the Federal 
Aviation Act of 1958 (49 U8.C. 1354(a), 
1421, and 1423) and o f sec. 6(c) o f the 
Department o f Transportation Act (49 U.S.C. 
1655(c)).)

Issued in Los Angeles, California on 
August 15,1975.

R obert H. Stanto n , 
Director, FAA Western Region.

[FR Doc.75-22357 Filed 8-22-75;8:45 am]

[Airspace Docket No. 75-SO-23]

PART 71— DESIGNATION OF FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS, AREA LOW ROUTES, CON­
TROLLED AIRSPACE, AND REPORTING 
POINTS
PART 73— SPECIAL USE AIRSPACE

Alteration of Restricted Areas and 
Continental Control Area

On May 13, 1975, a notice of proposed 
rulemaking (NPRM ) was published in 
the F ederal R egister (40 FR 20825) stat­
ing that the Federal Aviation Adminis­
tration (FAA) was considering amend­
ments to Parts 71 and 73 of the Federal 
Aviation Regulations that would alter 
Restricted Areas R-2914, R-2915A, R - 
2915B, R-2918 and Rr-2919 and would 
include R-2918 and R-2919 in the con­
tinental control area. The Notice stated 
that the amendments would provide ad­
ditional special use airspace for hazard­
ous missile test activities in the vicinity 
of Eglin AFB, Fla. It also noted that the 
FAA is considering a related action, sepa­
rately but concurrently, that would 
amend Part 93 of the Federal Aviation 
Regulations to expand the size of the 
Valparaiso, Fla., Terminal Area and au­
thorize more extensive military use of the 
airspace within the Terminal Area for 
missile test activities.

Interested persons were afforded an 
opportunity to participate in the pro­
posed rule making through the submis­
sion of comments. The one comment re­
ceived was favorable.

Subsequent to publication of the 
NPRM, it was noted that the south 
boundary for R-2914 was described as 
extending directly from Lat. 30*11'00"

N., Long. 85°56'00" W., to Lat. 30o15'00" 
N., Long. 86° 06'15" W. This may extend 
the restricted area beyond territorial 
waters. Therefore, the boundary should 
have been described as being via a line 
3 nautical miles from and parallel to the 
shoreline between the aforementioned 
positions.

Since the south boundary of R-2914 is 
presently defined by the 3 nautical mile 
lim it line and since restricted areas are 
confined to national airspace, the FAA 
has concluded that correcting the error 
will not impose any additional burden 
upon the public.

Also following publication of the 
NPRM, the Department of the A ir Force 
requested that Restricted Areas R-2914, 
R-2915B and R-2919 each be divided into 
two separate restricted areas, and it 
asked that the boundary subdividing R - 
2915B be defined by the shoreline rather 
than by direct lines from one position to 
another between Lat. 30° 23'00" N., Long. 
86°51'30" W., and Lat. 30°23'45" N., 
Long. 86°38'15" W.

The FAA has reviewed the changes re­
quested by the A ir Force and it has con­
cluded that they should be incorporated 
in the rule. Subdividing the restricted 
areas will allow more operational flexi­
bility in routing traffic through the re­
stricted airspace, and use of the shore­
line in the boundary descriptions will 
help the flying public to locate the areas 
involved.

As all o f the changes are minor matters 
upon which the public would not particu­
larly desire to comment and will not in­
crease the restriction of national airspace 
as proposed in the NPRM, the FAA has 
determined that they may be effected by 
publication in this rule without recourse 
to additional public notice.

In consideration of the foregoing, 
Parts 71 and 73 of the Federal Aviation 
Regulations are amended, effective 0901
G.m.t., October 9, 1975, as hereinafter 
set forth.

1. In  § 71.151 (40 FR 343):
a. The following restricted area is de­

leted.
R-2914 Valparaiso, Fla.

b. The following restricted areas are 
added.
R-2914A Valparaiso, Fla.
R-2914B Valparaiso, Fla.
R-2915C Eglin AFB, Fla.
R-2918 Valparaiso, Fla.
R-2919A Valparaiso, Fla.
R-2919B Valparaiso, Fla.

2. In  § 73.29 (40 FR 665):
a. The description of Restricted Area 

R-2914 Valparaiso, Fla., is deleted and 
the following is substituted therefor: 
R-29I4A Valparaiso, Fla.

Boundaries: Beginning at Lat. 30°43'15" 
N., Long. 86°25'00'' W.; to Lat. 30°43'45" N.,
Long. 86®10'30" W., to Lat. 30°41'00" N„
Long. 86®05'10" W.; to Lat. 30°24'00" N„
Long. 85°56'00" W.; to Lat. 30°19'15" N„
Long. 85°56'00" W.; to Lat. 30°22'00" N„
Long. 86°08'00" W.; to Lat. 30°23'20" N ,
Long. 86°08'10" Vf4 to Lat. 30*30'45" N„
Long. 86°25'00" W.; thence to point o f be­
ginning.
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Designated altitudes. Surface to unlimited, 
excluding that airspace within R-2917.

Time of designation. Continuous.
Controlling agency. Federal Aviation Ad­

ministration, ̂ Jacksonville, ARTC Center.
Using agency. Commander, Armament De­

velopment and Test Center (ADTC), Eglin 
AFB, Fla.
R-2914B Valparaiso, Fla.

Boundaries. Beginning at Lat. 30°22'00" 
N„ Long. 86°08'00" W.; to Lat. 30°19'15" N., 
Long. 85°56'00" W.; to Lat. 30°11'00" N., 
Long. 85°56'00" W.; thence 3 nautical miles 
from and parallel to th<T shoreline to Lat. 
30°15'00" N., Long. 86°06'15" W.; to point of 
beginning.

Designated altitudes. 8,500 feet MSL to un­
limited.

Time of designation. Continuous.
Controlling ■ agency. Federal Aviation Ad­

ministration, Jacksonville ARTC Center. .
Using agency. Commander, Armament De­

velopment and Test Center (ADTC), Eglin 
AFB, Fla.

b. The designated altitudes for Re­
stricted Area R-2915A Eglin APB, Fla., 
are changed to read as follows:

Designated altitudes. Surface to unlimited.

c. The description of Restricted Area 
R-2915B Eglin AFB, Fla., is deleted and 
the following is substituted therefor: 
R-2915B Eglin AFB, Fla.

Boundaries. Beginning at Lat. 30°26'30" 
N., Long. 86°51'30" W.; to Lat. 30°29'01" N., 
Long. 86°38'02" W.; to Lat. 30°23:45" N., 
Long. 86°38'15" W.; thence along the shore­
line to Lat. 30°23'00'' N., Long. 86°51'30'' W.; 
to Lat. 30°24'20'' N., Long. 86°48'00" W.; to 
point of beginning.

Designated altitudes. Surface to unlimited.
Time of designation. Continuous.
Controlling agency. Federal Aviation Ad­

ministration, Jacksonville ARTC Center.
Using agency. Commander, Armament De­

velopment and Test Center (ADTC), Eglin 
AFB, Fla.
Rr-2915C Eglin AFB, Fla.

Boundaries. Beginning at Lat. 30°23'00" N„ 
Long. 86°51'30'' W.; thence along the shore­
line to Lat. 30°23'45" N., Long. 86°38'15" W.; 
to Lat. 30°20'50" N., Long. 86°38'50" W.; 
thence 3 nautical miles from and parallel 
to the shoreline to Lat. 30°19'30" N., Long. 
86°51'30" W.; to point o f beginning.

Designated altitudes. 8,500 feet MSL to 
unlimited.

Time of designation. Continuous.
Controlling Agency. Federal Aviation Ad­

ministration Jacksonville ARTC Center.
Using agency. Commander, Armament De­

velopment and Test Center (ADTC) i Eglin 
AFB, Fla.

d. The designated altitudes for Re­
stricted Area R-2918 Valparaiso, Fla., 
are changed to read as follows:

Designated altitudes. Surface to unlimited.
e. The description of Restricted Area 

R-2919 Valparaiso, Fla., is deleted and 
the following is substituted therefor: 
R-2919A Valparaiso, Fla.

Boundaries. Beginning at Lat. 30°30'45" N „ - 
Long. 86°25'00" W.; to Lat.30°23'20" N„
Long. 86°08'10" W.; to Lat. 30°22'00" N.,
Long. 86°08'00" W.; to Lat. 30°25'00" N„
Long. 86°22'26" W.; to Lat. 30°25'00" N„
Long. 86°25'00" W.; to point o f beginning.

Designated altitudes. Surface to unlimited.
Time of designation. Continuous.
Controlling agency. Federal Aviation Ad­

ministration Jacksonville ARTC Center.
Using agency. Commander, Armament De­

velopment and Test Center (ADTC), iggUw 
AFB, Fla.

R-2919B Valparaiso, Fla.
Boundaries. Beginning at Lat. 30°25'00" N , 

Long. 86°22'26" W j to Lat. 30#22'00" N , 
Long. 86°08'00" W.; to Lat.30°15'00'' N., 
Long. 86°06'15" W.; thence 3 nautical miles 
from and parallel to the shoreline to Lat. 
30°19'45”  N., Long. 86°23'45" W.; to point 
of. beginning.

Designated altitudes. 8,500 feet MSL to 
unlimited.

Time .of designation. Continuous.
Controlling agency. Federal Aviation Ad­

ministration Jacksonville ARTC Center.
Using agency. Commander, Armament De­

velopment and Test Center (ADTC), Eglin 
AFB, Fla.,
(Sec. 307(a), Federal Aviation Act of 1958 
(49 U.S.C. 1348(a)); sec. 6 (c ), Department 
of Transportation Act (49 U.S.C. 1655(c)))

Issued in Washington, D.C., on Au­
gust 19,1975.

W il l ia m  E. B roadwater,
Acting Chief, Airspace and 

Air Traffic Rules Division.
[FR Doc.75-22390 Filed 8-22-75; 8:45 am]

[Docket No. 14604; Arndt. No. 93-31]

PART 93— SPECIAL AIR TRAFFIC RULES
AND AIRPORT TRAFFIC PATTERNS

Valparaiso, Florida Terminal Area
The purpose of this amendment to 

Part 93 of the Federal Aviation Regula­
tions is to amend §§ 93.81 and 93.83 to 
alter the special air traffic rules-appli- 
cable to the Valparaiso, Florida Term i­
nal A rea1 and to alter the description of 
that area.

This amendment is based upon a notice 
of proposed rule making (Notice 75-18) 
issued on May 9, 1975, and published in 
the F ederal R egister on May 13,1975 (40 
FR 20826). Interested persons have been 
afforded the opportunity to participate 
in the making of this amendment, and 
due consideration has been given to all 
relevant matter presented. *

Airspace Docket No. 75-SO-23 was is­
sued concurrently with Notice No. 75-18 
proposing airspace actions that would 
alter Restricted Areas R-2914, R-2915A, 
R-2915B, R-2918, R-2919, and would in­
clude the latter two restricted areas in 
the continental control area. Those pro­
posals, with minor changes, are adopted 
in a concurrent airspace action.

Four public comments were received 
in response to the notice. One was favor­
able without further comment. A second 
comment concurred, with the recommen­
dation that the corridors be depicted on 
all appropriate aeronautical charts, and 
in the Airman’s Information Manual. 
Both actions w ill be done as a matter of 
course. A  third comment concurred, with 
the recommendation that, in addition 
to depiction of the corridors on all areo- 
nautical charts, a Victor airway be des­
ignated in the East-West Corridor to 
separate enroute traffic from the Naval 
acrobatic aircraft in the Pensacola area. 
This recommendation w ill be considered 
for future rulemaking-action as it is out­
side the scope o f this Notice. However, 
the benefits, as well as the overall Impact

1 The environmental statement was filed as 
a part of the original document.

of such an airway on the Pensacola area 
flight activity will require a careful eval­
uation since the Eglin Radar Control 
Facility would, in any event, utilize di­
rect vectors to move traffic through the 
area as efficiently as possible.

One comment objected to the proposal, 
expressing concern that where the Eglin 
Radar Control Facility would have com­
plete control over the area, civil aviation 
may be restricted in the imagined inter­
est of traffic separation rather than the 
safety requirements coincident with the' 
testing operations. In  response thereto, 
the United States A ir Force has agreed 
not to impose any restriction to flight 
through the corridors except when the 
testing of long-range air delivered guided 
weapons and missiles is actually being 
conducted. Another part of the objection 
was addressed to the radio communica­
tion requirements in paragraphs (a ) (2) 
and (b) (2) of § 93.83, stating that a 
number of locally based aircraft are not 
radio equipped, but that safety could be 
adequately served by obtaining a clear­
ance by prior personal or telephonic com­
munication with a flight service station. 
Elimination of the radio communication 
requirements is not considered feasible 
because radio communication is deemed 
to be essential to safe flight through the 
corridors at any time because, of the need 
to Issue traffic advisories regarding the 
high volume of m ilitary flight activity 
regularly occurring within the corridors 
in addition to separation of the weapons 
testing operations from civil aircraft. 
However, each of those subparagraphs 
provides for the possibility of other au­
thorization by ATC. Therefore, although 
a two-way radio communication capa­
bility is considered justified, as a general 
rule, in the interest of safety, the Eglin 
Radar Control Facility is prepared to use 
alternative procedures by prior arrange­
ment with individuals on a case-by-case 
basis.

A minor change is made in the descrip­
tion o f the western portion of the north­
ern boundary of the East-West Corridor 
in the interest o f easing the navigational 
burden upon the pilot by substituting the 
shoreline for geographical coordinates, 
resulting in a negligible change in the 
actual boundary o f the corridor.
(Sec. 307 and 313(a) o f the Federal Aviation 
Act of 1958, 49 U.S.C. 1348 and 1354(a); and 
sec. 6(c) o f the Department o f Transporta­
tion Act, 49 U.S.C. 1655(e) )

In  consideration of the foregoing, Sub­
part F o f Part 93 o f the Federal Aviation 
Regulations (14 CFR Part 93) is amend­
ed, effective October 9, 1975, to read as 
follows:

Subpart F— Valparaiso, Florida 
Terminal Area

§ 93.81 Applicability and description of 
area.

(a ) This subpart prescribes the Val­
paraiso, Florida, Terminal Area, and the 
special air traffic rules for operating air­
craft within that Area.

(b ) The Valparaiso, Florida Terminal 
Area is designated as follows:

( 1 ) North-South Corridor. The North- 
South Corridor includes the airspace ex-
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tending upward from the surface to un­
limited, bounded by a line beginning at:

Lat. 30°42'50" N., Long. 86*38'02" to 
Lat. 30°43'10 N.t Long 86°27'37" W.; to Lat.
30°37'00" N., Long. 86°27'37" W. to Lat.
30°37'00" N., Long. 86°25'30" W. to Lat.
30“33'00" N„ Long. 86°25'30" W. to Lat.
30°33'00" N., Long. 86°25'00" w. to Lat.
30°25'00" N„ Long. 86*25'00" W. to Lat,
30*25'00" N„ Long. 86“22'26" W. to Lat.
30*19'45" N„ Long. 86*23'45" W.; thence
8 NM from and parallel to the shoreline to ' 
Lat. 80°20'50'' N., Long. 86°38'50" W.; to 
Lat. 30*29'01" N „ Long. 86°38'02" W.; thence 
to point o f beginning; excluding that air­
space below 8,500 feet MSL south of an east/ 
west line from Lat. 30°29'01'' N., Long. 86°- 
38'02" W.; to Lat. 30°32'00" N., Long. 86°- 
81'00" to Lat. 30°32'00" N „ Long. 86°- 
25'00" W.

(2) East-West Corridor. The East- 
West Corridor Includes the airspace ex­
tending upward from the surface to 8,500 
feet MSL, bounded by a line beginning at:

Lat, 30°23'00" N., Long. 86°51'30" W.; 
thence along the shoreline to Lat. 30°23'45" 
N , Long. 86*38'15" W.; to Lat. 30°29'01" KN, 
Long, 86*38'02" W.; to Lat. 30°32'00" N\,
Long. 86*31'00" to Lat. 30°32'00" N.,
Long. 86°25'00" to Lat. 30*25'00" N.;
Long. 86*25'00" W.; to. Lat. 30*25'00" N.,
Long. 86*22'26" to Lat. 30*19'15" N.,
Long. 85*56'00" W.; to Lat. 30*11'00" N.,
Long. 85*56'00" W.; thence 3 NM from and 
parallel to the shoreline to Lat. 30*19'30/' N., 
Long. 86*51 '30" W.; thence to point of be­
ginning.

§ 93.83 Aircraft operations.
(a ) North-South Corridor. Unless 

otherwise authorized by ATC (including 
the Eglin Radar Control Facility), no 
person may operate an aircraft in flight 
within the North-South Corridor desig­
nated in § 93.81(b) (1) unless—

(1) Before operating within the cor­
ridor, that person obtains a clearance 
from the Eglin Radar Control Facility or 
an appropriate FAA ATC facility; and

(2) That person maintains two-way 
radio communication with the Eglin 
Radar Control Facility or an appropri­
ate FAA ATC facility while within the 
corridor.

(b ) East-West Corridor. Unless other­
wise authorized by ATC (including the 
Eglin Radar Control Facility ), no per­
son may operate an aircraft in flight 
within the East-West Corridor desig­
nated in § 93.81(b) (2) unless—

(1) Before operating within the cor­
ridor, that person establishes two-way 
radio communications with Eglin Radar 
Control Facility or an appropriate FAA 
ATC facility and receives an ATC ad­
visory concerning operations being con­
ducted therein; and

(2) That person maintains two-way 
radio communications with the Eglin 
Radar Control Facility or an appropri­
ate FAA ATC facility while within the 
corridor.

Issued hi Washington, D.C., on Au­
gust 19,1975.

James E. Dow, 
Acting Administrator.

[PR Doc.75-22897 Piled 8-22-75; 8:45 am]
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Title 18— Conservation of Power and Water 
Resources

CHAPTER I— FEDERAL POWER 
COMMISSION

[Docket No. RM74-7; Order No. 533]

PART 3— ORGANIZATION; OPERATION; 
INFORMATION AND REQUESTS; MIS­
CELLANEOUS CHARGES; ETHICAL 
STANDARDS ^

P A R T-141— STATEM ENJS AND 
REPORTS (SCHEDULES)
Electric Utilities Reporting

A ugust 13,1975.
, Revision to FPC regulations under the 

Federal Power Act of electric utilities 
reporting of projected generation and 
fuel planning FPC Forms 23 and 23A; 
and proposed FPC Form 23B.1

By notice issued in Docket No. RM74- 
7 on May 6, 1975, the Commission pro­
posed to revise its regulations to modify 
the reporting of electric utility projected 
generation and fuel planning, now ac­
complished by the monthly FPC Form 
No. 23 and the quarterly FPC Form No. 
23A. The changed reporting is intended 
to reduce the work requirements for both 
the responding utilities and the govern­
ment agencies concerned, while contin­
uing to provide an adequate information 
base for the allocation of fuel oil to elec­
tric utilities by the Federal Energy Ad­
ministration, under the conditions ex­
pected to prevail over the foreseeable 
future.

The proposed rulemaking discontinues 
the monthly Form No. 23 and consoli­
dates other data from the present 
monthly Form No. 23, and from the 
present quarterly Form No. 23A into a 
revised quarterly report designated as 
Form No. 23B, Quarterly Electric Utility 
Generation and Fuel Planning Report. 
Collection of certain data no longer 
needed is eliminated. Form 23B meets 
the current data requirements of both 
the Federal Energy Administration and 
the Federal Power Commission relating 
to projected electric utility generation' 
and fuel requirements.

Form 23 was originally adopted by the 
Coihmission on December 7, 1973 and 
promulgated by Order 497,, 38 FR 34138, 
which prescribed emergency actions for 
the reporting of data relative to electric 
utility fuel requirements and Federal 
allocation procedures. On April 5, 1974, 
the Commission ̂ revised Form 23 and 
adopted Form 23A to more effectively 
accomplish the reporting objectives 
sought by Order 497 and enable the Com­
mission to more efficiently discharge Its 
statutory duties and responsibilities, par­
ticularly those relating to electric utility 
information used in on-going programs 
o f the Federal Energy Administration. 
Form 23 is next-month projection o f 
fuel consumption and energy require­
ments and sources, whereas, Form 23A 
provides a 12-month projection o f loads,

‘ Form 23B filed as part of the original 
document.
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generation plans, and fuel requirements, 
up-dated quarterly.

Experience with the Form 23 and 23A 
data shows that under current conditions 
of petroleum supply, utility fuel oil re­
quirements and allocations can be ade­
quately determined from the quarterly 
projections and that the additional bene­
fits of monthly reporting are not com­
mensurate with the costs. Consequently, 
the proposed order would concentrate 
the reporting on a single Form 23B to be 
filed quarterly and organized to simplify 
the evaluation of utility petroleum fuel 

-requirements.
The new Form 23B reflects editorial 

rearrangement, clarification of sched­
ules, expanded schedules and the addi­
tion of new schedules. Several data items 
covering actual generation, energy for 
load and fuel consumption are also re­
ported on FPC Form Nos. 4 and 12E-1 
but are included in Form 23B for imme­
diate reference in the analysis o f future 
fuel requirements. The data on the new 
Form 23B are in more detail than pro­
vided on FPC Form No. 4 or Form No. 
12E-1.

Eighteen utilities submitted responses 
to the notice of proposed rulemaking. 
Six of these utilities returned the notice 
stating they were non-generating utili­
ties, and, therefore, were not required 
to file the new FPC Form No. 23B. Ten 
utilities either support the consolidation 
of the present monthly Form No. 23 and 
quarterly Form No. 23A into the revised 
quarterly Form No. 23B with noted com­
ments, encourage the adoption of the 
proposed rulemaking, or are in fu ll ac­
cord with the proposed change.

One response stated that there was an 
overlap of certain data to be reported in 
this new form with those to be reported 
in the new Form 12E-2, as now being 
proposed under Docket RM75-23. The re­
spondent requested a consolidated con­
ference be held pertaining to Dockets 
RM74-7 and RM75-23 because o f the 
duplication. The Form 23B requests data 
on both projected future and actual past 
generation by various energy sources and 
on total system generation, whereas 
Form 12E-2 lists only actual total system 
generation. The listing of previous month 
actual data on Form 23B by energy 
sources provides a convenient reference 
for analysis of fuel allocations, and, be­
cause of the requirement that the totals 
check, is a useful guard against errors in 
data entry. The redundancy between 
Forms 23B and 12E-2 relative to system 
net generation, energy received from 
others, energy delivered for resale, and 
net energy for load is an insignificant 
requirement because it is readily avail­
able and should not be a burden to the 
respondent utilities. There was one ref­
erence to a duplication of data gathering 
between FPC Form 23B and 4. Data so­
licited on Form 4 is on a plant basis 
whereas Form 23B requests data on a 
system basis, which is required for fuel 
allocation. The FPC and the FEA feel 
that the total information presently re­
quested on the new Form 23B is required

25, 1975



and necessary to serve the fuer allocation 
and national energy analysis purposes. 
The respondent also stated that Sched­
ule 3 of the new Form 23B would result in 
confusing and misleading data being re­
ported. This schedule is the same sched­
ule as Schedule 3 of the present Form 
23A, and it has not provided confusing 
or misleading information this far. 
Schedule 3 shows where there has been a 
shift in energy source and quantity of 
fuel consumed to explain differences be­
tween projections and past experience.

Another response does not, in general, 
oppose a report on Projected Generation 
and Fuel Planning; however, it does op­
pose one item as requiring information 
on aspects of the Company’s business 
which are not included within the Com­
mission’s authority, to wit, the Com­
pany’s district steam service. In  most 
cases, the steam service is closely asso­
ciated with electric production, and fuel 
for it is not purchased or stored sepa­
rately. Consequently the FEA needs the 
requested data for the proper allocation 
of fuel oü. It  was further noted that the 
sulphur content percentage data required 
on schedules 5A, 5B, and 5C are already 
provided by FPC Form 423. However, the 
Form 423 data are plant data, while the 
Form 23B data are for "the complete 
utility system, to meet FEA requirements 
for fuel allocation. Also, it was stated 
that proper recognition has not been 
given to the diversity of practices among 
the various utilities, and that space 
should be provided on the forms for foot­
notes and explanations of the responses 
given. However, it  is desired that any 
necessary clarification of data be made 
on a separate sheet, rather than on the 
form that is processed for computer use.

Generally, there were comments per­
taining to problems in supplying data for 
Schedule 2 relative to the quantities of 
fuels that are consumed in electric gen­
erating equipment for start-up, shut­
down and testing, and also flame stabili­
zation. In  most cases, the utilities do not 
provide for individual metering of such 
supplementary fuel uses, and, because 
the data are necessary for FEA purposes, 
it is intended that the utilities submit 
their best current estimates based on the 
latest estimates of fuels available. To 
make this clear there have been adjust­
ments made to the footnotes at the bot­
tom of certain schedules. A suggested 
change in the filing date from 20th to 
the 25th of the month was made and ac­
cepted by the FPC and FEA staffs to ac­
commodate utility internal data flow 
schedules.

After consideration of all comments 
received in response to the Notice, the 
Commission has determined that the 
proposed Form 23B should be adopted as 
revised (see attached Appendix A 1).  A ll 
generating electric utilities are re­
quired to file the new Form 23B. Ap­
pendix B is a current listing of such 
utilities compiled from the Commission’s 
records. -  .

1 Form 23B filed as part of the original 
document.
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f  The Commission feels the new Form 
23B meets the current data requirements 
of both the Federal Energy Administra­
tion â nd the Federal Power Commission 
relating to projected electric utility gen­
eration and fuel requirements.

The Commission finds. (1) The notice 
and opportunity to participate in this 
rulemaking proceeding with respect to 
matters presently before this Commis­
sion, through submission, in writing, of 
data, views, comments and suggestions, 
in the manner described above, are con­
sistent and in accordance with the pro­
cedural requirements prescribed by 5 
U.S.C. 553.

(2) It is necessary and appropriate 
and in the public interest in the ad­
ministration of the Federal Power Act, 
particularly sections 10, J9, 20, 202, 205,
206, 207, 304, 309 and 311 thereof, that 
monthly FPC Form No. 23 and quarterly 
FPC Form No. 23A be discontinued 
henceforth, to be replaced by revised 
quarterly report FPC Form No. 23B, 
Quarterly Electric Utility Generation 
and Fuel Planning Report.

The Commission, acting pursuant to 
the provisions of 5 U.S.C. 553 and the 
Federal Power Act, as amended, par­
ticularly sections 10, 19, 20, 202, 205, 206,
207, 304, and 309, and 311 thereof (41 
Stat. 1068-1070, 1073, 1074; 49 Stat. 842- 
844, 848, 849, 851-853, 855, 856, 858, 859; 
67 Stat. 461; 82 Stat. 617; 16 U.S.C. 803, 
812, 813, 824a, 824d, 824e, 824f, 825c, 
825h, 825j ) , orders:

(A ) Part 3 of the Commission’s gen­
eral rules designated organization; op­
eration; information and requests; A— 
General Rules, Chapter I, T itle 18 of the 
Code of Federal Regulations is hereby 
revised; to delete § 3.142(a) (48) and to 
amend § 3.142(a) (42) to provide for a 
new Form designated Form No. 23B, 
Quarterly Electric U tility Generation 
and Fuel Planning Report, in the form 
set out in Attachment A  hereto. § 3.142 
reads as follows.
§ 3.142 Approval forms, etc.
, (a ) '• * *

* * * * *

(42) Form No. 23B, Quarterly Elec­
tric Utility Generation and Fuel Plan­
ning Report (Section 141.300 of this 
chapter).

* *
(48)- [Deleted] 

* *
(B ) Part 141-Statements and Reports 

(Schedules), in Subchapter D-Approved. 
Forms, Federal Power Act, Chapter I, 
T itle 18 of the Code of Federal Regula­
tions, to amend § 141.300 to read as 
follows:
§ 141.300 Form 23B, Quarterly Electric 

Utility Generation and Fuel Planning 
Report.

(a ) This Form, comprised o f nine 
schedules, as Identified hereinafter, is 
designed to secure information from elec- 
trie utilities on a quarterly basis cov­
ering projected energy requirements and 
production, fuel requirements and con­

sumption, and fuel inventories and de­
liveries. The report covers four quarters: 
January-March, April-June, July-Sep- 
tember, October-December. Each submit­
tal revised previously reported data for 
the next three quarters and extends the 
projections thru the succeeding quar­
terly period. It is designed to serve ana­
lytical, fuel allocation and other regula­
tory purposes.

(b) The Form, properly completed, 
shall be mailed in quadruplicate to the 
Federal Power Commission, commencing 
with the report for October 1975-Sep- 
tember 1976, which report shall be 
mailed by August 20, 1975, by all electric 
generating utilities which are required 
to file Federal Power Commission Form 
No. 4, Monthly Power Plant Report, ex­
cept for consolidated reporting o f some 
Federal power projects (by Bonneville 
Power Administration, Southeastern 
Power Administration, and Southwestern 
Power Administration), all such report­
ing entities being identified specifically 
in the List of Electric Utility Systems 
(Appendix A ) attached to Federal Power 
Commission Order 497-B.

(c) An additional conformed copy of 
the Quarterly Electric Utility Generation 
and Fuel Planning Report Form is to be 
mailed on the same date to: Data Collec­
tion—Federal Energy Administration— 
Electric Utilities Reports—Code 47—• 
Washington, D.C. 20461.

(d) Each reporting electric utility 
shall file one conformed copy of the 
Quarterly Electric U tility Generation and 
Fuel Planning Report Form with each 
of the respective state public service com­
missions (or Governors in states where 
there is no established state public serv­
ice commission with public utility regula­
tory jurisdiction over the reporting util­
ity) of the state or states which are 
partly or wholly within the geographic 
boundaries of the electric reliability 
council or councils in which the report­
ing utility participates or is located.

(e) The Quarterly Electric Utility 
Generation and Fuel Planning Report is 
comprised o f:
Schedule 1, Projected Energy Requirements

and Sources
Schedule 2, Project Fuel Requirements for

Generation
Schedule 1A, Actual Energy Projection and

Sources
Schedule 2A, Actual Fuel Consumption for

Generation
Schedule 3, Effects on System Requirements

Due to Scheduled Changes 
Schedule 4, Useable Fuel Inventories 
Schedules 5A, B, & C, Oil Deliveries

§ 141.301 [Reserved]
C. Section 141.301, Form 23A • * * 

is deleted.
The Secretary shall cause prompt pub­

lication o f this order in the F ederal 
R egister,

By the Commission.
[ seal]  K enneth  F. P lu m b ,

Secretary.
[FE Doc.75—22348 Filed 8-22-75;8:45 am]
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[Docket No. RM74-16; Order NO. 526-A]

PART 260— STATEM ENTS AND 
REPORTS (SCHEDULES)

Natural Gas Companies Annual Report of
Proved Domestic Gas Reserves: FPC
Form No. 4 0 1

A ugust 18,1975.
On February 25, 1975, (40 FR 8946, 

Mar. 4, 1975) the Commission issued 
Order No. 526, which promulgated new 
§ 260.13 of the Commission regulations. 
In  that order we set up a comprehensive 
reporting system to give the Commission 
information on the national proved re­
serves of natural gas. This information 
w ill be used in our ratemaking proceed­
ings, especially each biennial review of 
the nationwide rate. Ordering Paragraph 
(D ) of Order No, 526 made that order 
effective on April 28,1975.

Prior to the scheduled effective date, 
and within thirty days of February 25, 
1975, several parties2 filed petitions for 
rehearing of Order No. 526. These peti­
tions, along with all other similar peti­
tions filed on or before May 28,1975, were 
granted for purposes of further consid­
eration by order issued April 15, 1975. In 
the same order the Commission stayed 
the effective date of new § 260.13 until 
such time as the Commission set, by 
further order, a new effective date. On 
May 15, 1975, those petitions for rehear­
ing filed after the April 15, 1975 order 
were granted for purposes of further con­
sideration based on the reasons expressed 
'in the April 15, 1975 order.® Additional 
petitions for rehearing have been filed by 
Amerada Hess Corporation, Burmah Oil 
and Gas Company and Burmah Oil De­
velopment, Cabot Corporation, The Cali­
fornia Company, a Division of Chevron 
Oil Company, and Chevron Oil Company, 
Western Division, Jerry Chambers-Oil 
Producer, Cities Service Oil Company, 
HNG Oil Company, Ladd Petroleum Cor­
poration, Pioneer Production Corpora­
tion, Sabine Royalty Corporation and 
Dalco Oil Company, Shell Oil Company, 
Skelly Oil Company, Sohio Petroleum 
Company, Sun Oil Company, Texas Pa­
cific Oil Company, Inc., and Webb Re­
sources, Inc. In  addition, Exxon Corpora­
tion filed supplemental comments and 
Texaco Inc. filed a supplemental appli­
cation for rehearing.

By this order we set the effective date 
of new § 260.13 as the date of issuance of 
this order. Consequently, the sections of 
our regulations that were amended and 
the new section added by Order No. 526 
are effective as of that date/ except that 
reserve information for the Federal O ff­
shore domain under Schedule B will be 
filed for this year only on or before Sep­
tember 17, 1975, and reserve informa­
tion for the onshore areas and the state 
controlled offshore w ill be filed on or 
before October 2,1975. These filing dates 
for Form No. 40 in no way affect or alter

1 Form No. 40 filed as part of the original 
document.

2 See Appendix A.
• See Appendix B.
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any provisions in Form No. 40 that define 
which natural gas companies must file 
the required information. In  all future 
years the filing date for all those re­
quired to submit the requested informa­
tion, regardless of the location of the 
reserves, w ill be April 1, as provided in 
Order No. 526.

Several respondents have raised ques­
tions concerning the interpretation to be 
given to certain parts of Order No. 526, 
and Form No. 40 and the accompanying 
instructions. We will clarify the instruc­
tions herein, but in so doing no sub­
stantive changes or modifications to the 
rulemaking will be made.

On Page A-2 of Appendix B to Order 
No. 526, labeled “Notice,” it was pointed 
out that for those companies with 20 
billion cubic fe e t4 or less of proved dry 
gas reserves since they do not have to 
file Schedule B to Form No. 40, the loca­
tion o f these reserves is not reported the 
first report year. Accordingly, the “No­
tice” provisions are amended to read:

Schedules A, C, and D of this report ARK 
REQUIRED of a natural gas company which 
has year-end company-owned proved dry gas 
reserves of 20 billion cubic feet or less at 
14.73 Psia and 60° Fahrenheit (except for 
the first reporting year when Schedule C is 
not required). For the first reporting year 
these companies must, however, provide the 
volumes o f reserves by state(s), sub-divi­
sion (s) and district(s) which comprise the 
total volume of reserves (Item  24) reported 
on Schedule A. This information must be 
provided on a separate Footnote Schedule D 
which may be retained in an administra­
tively confidential status by the Commission, 
if so requested in writing by the respondent. 
Special reporting instructions to report re­
serves data on this basis on Footnote Sched­
ule D are given.

Also in Appendix A to Order No. 526, 
under “General Instructions,” Item 1, 
there was some confusion among re­
spondents as to whether or not a parent 
company filed on behalf of itself and its 
affiliates on one Form No. 40 or individ­
ually on separate forms. The latter inter­
pretation is correct. Therefore, the No- 
tice^To A ll Respondents is amended to 
read:

6. This report shall be filed with the Sec­
retary, Federal Power Commission Form'No. 
40 Program Office, Washington, D.C. 20426, 
on or before April 1 for the calendar year 
ending December 31 of the previous year by 
all ‘natural-gas companies’. An individual 
Form No. 40 report shall be filed for each 
affiliate (associate) or subsidiary.

Phillips Petroleum Company (Phillips) 
has requested the Commission to clarify 
the meaning of General Instructions 
Item  2 with respect to the situation 

-where a reporting entity holds a royalty 
interest not related to a working in­
terest. It  was the purpose of Form No. 
40 to obtain all reserves held by juris­
dictional companies and their affiliates. 
Reserves held as part of a royalty in­
terest should, therefore, be reported. The 
Notice To A ll Respondents is amended 
to read:

7. Volumes of proved gas reserves to be 
reported are the ‘natural-gas company’s’

* Increased from the 10 Bcf that appeared 
In Order No. 526 in order to decrease the 
burden on respondents.

working interest plus the “natural-.gas com­
pany’s” proportionate part of any royalty or 
overriding royalty interest, related to the 
working interest. Natural gas companies 
which own proved gas reserves (reserves in 
kind) as royalty or overriding royalty, ex­
clusive of working interest, are to report 
these reserves separately in the required 
manner on Schedule B, identifying them by 
a footnote as provided for on Schedule B 
and describing oh Footnote Schedule D their 
status as of the report date. These reserves 
are to be included in the total reported in 
Schedule A as provided for in the instruc­
tions to that schedule.

Phillips also suggested that-reserves 
dedicated to a processing plant be re­
ported in the aggregate rather than be­
ing identified by reservoir. We cannot 
agree with the proposal. •The purpose of 
Form No. 40 was to account for proved 
reserves in place, and this purpose would 
be defeated if those volumes of reserves 
committed to processing plants were not 
identified to a particular reservoir.

Ordering Paragraph (E ) of Order No. 
526 provides that all parties may file 
comments concerning the modification 
of Schedule A to include the reporting of 
drilling footage data. The purpose of 
this requirement is to make as accurate 
as possible the figure used by the Com­
mission as the productivity component 
in its ratemaking proceedings. As pro­
posed, each company would state on 
Schedule A its net successful gas well 
footage completed during the report year 
as it relates to nonassociated reserve 
additions. -

The comments received on this point 
primarily concerned definitional prob­
lems as to what should be reported. The 
reserve additions required to be reported 
on Form No. 40 are changes in proved re­
serves resulting from new reservoir dis­
coveries, extensions of proved areas of 
reservoirs, and revisions which may in­
crease or reduce prior estimates for 
known reservoirs. Some of these actions 
require drilling while others do not, but 
only drilling footage completed in the re­
port year that is related to proved re­
serves is to be reported. For this reason, 
infill drilling would be included since it 
is related to proved gas reserves, even 
though those particular reserves wereunot 
determined to be proved in the reporting 
year. Another example would be drilling 
an abandoned well deeper arid discover­
ing proved reserves at the new depth. 
For the purposes of Form No. 40 only the 
actual footage drilled during the report 
year and the addition to proved reserves 
are to be reported.

We recognize that reserve estimation 
is not an exact science, especially where 
new fields are being developed or new 
areas are being explored. Nevertheless, in 
order to compute the productivity com­
ponent that is so vital to our ratemaking 
procedures, the Commission must have 
data as reliable as possible in order to 
measure the response o f producers to 
the Commission’s ratemaking efforts in 
terms of drilling undertaken and reserves 
added. For these reasons the proposal set 
forth in Order No. 526 to collect com­
pleted drilling footage and the net re­
serve additions in the reporting year is 
adopted as proposed In Order No. 526.
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Michigan Consolidated Gas Company 
(Michigan Consolidated), an affiliate of 
Michigan Wisconsin Pipe Line Company 
(M ich-W isc), both wholly owned sub­
sidiaries of American Natural Gas Com­
pany, requests that Order No. 526 be 
amended to exclude the reporting of re­
serves held by a gas distribution company 
subject to section 1 (c) of the Natural Gas 
Act and also of those reserves located in 
the same state in which the company dis­
tributes gas. As an affiliate of a natural 
gas company, Mich-Wisc, Michigan Con­
solidated, and all others similarly situ­
ated are required to file Form No. 40. 
That form was promulgated in order to 
provide the Commission with the best 
possible information available to it on 
the current amount of proved reserves in 
the United States. To accede to the re­
quest of Michigan Consolidated would 
necessarily defeat that purpose. Accord­
ingly, the request is denied.

Several respondents have claimed that 
the Commission's assertion in Order No. 
526 that schedules B and C will be given 
confidential status is hi jeopardy by vir­
tue of the promulgation of § 2.72 of the 
regulations in Order No. 509.* Respond­
ent’s fears are groundless. As we pointed 
out in Order No. 521-A,* the provisions 
of § 2.72 of our regulations apply only 
in a contested case where information 
sought to be kept confidential was ob­
tained through Staff investigation. In ­
formation gathering forms promulgated 
by the Commission, such as Form No. 45 
in Order No. 521T and Form No. 40 in 
Order No. 526, are not contested cases, 
nor is the in f ormation to be reported the 
result of a Staff investigation. Therefore, 
Order No. 509 has no relevance to the 
confidential status to be given Schedules 
B and C of Form No. 40.

Several respondents to Order No. 526 
requested a new format for the sched­
ules of FPC Form No. 40, so that they 
would have adequate space for reporting 
data items by typewriter of computer 
printout. The new format of Form No. 40 
has been designed to accommodate the 
request.

The respondents to this proceeding, 
along with the Staff of the GAO, have 
raised questions concerning the burden 
o f compliance of Form No. 40 and al­
leged duplication between that form and

* Order No. 509, i Order Establishing Policy 
On Availability Of Information Acquired By
Staff Investigation, Docket No. RM74-24,__

— (May 2, 1975), rehearing denied, 
Order Dismissing Applications For Rehear­
ing, Denying Reconsideration And Modifying 
Previous Order, —  FPC —  (August 23, 1974).

6 Order No. 521-A, Order Denying Stay And 
Maintaining Non Public Status Of Data 
Pending Rehearing, Docket No. RM74-12, 
mimeo p. 3, fn, 3, —  FPC —  (February 19, 
1974). J

T Order No. 521, Order Establishing Data 
Collection System To Investigate Rates 
Charged For Nonjurisdiotional Sales Of 
Natural Gas By Natural Gas Companies Sub­
ject To The Jurisdiction Of The Federal
Power Commission, Docket No. RM74-12,__
pPC (January 9, 1975) rehearing denied, 
Order Clarifying Order No. 521 And Deny­
ing Rehearing, —  FPC (March 17, 1975), ap­
peal pending, Continental Oil Company, et al 
y. FPC, Nos. 75-149«, et al., 5th Cir.
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other FPC forms. In  Order No. 526 we 
addressed this issue, and determined 
that:
[w ]e find that any burden'that may be im­
posed upon the natural gas industry as the 
result of our adoption of FPC Form No. 40 
is substantially outweighed by our need to 
know the status o f the nation’s proved 
reserves of natural gas.8 
However, as a result of the discussions of 
our Staff with GAO personnel, and after 
further consideration of this issue, we 
have decided to further reduce both the 

—burden of compliance and any asserted 
duplication.

In the instant-order we have already 
stated that the lower lim it for reporting 

■ on Schedule B has been raised from 10 
Bcf of year-end company-owned proved 
dry gas reserves to 20 Bcf. Our Staff 
estimates this will lessen the burden on 
approximately 1,000 respondent com­
panies. In  order to meet criticism that 
the burden of compliance on small com­
panies will greatly outweigh the value of 
the data obtained, we have also decided 
to reduce the number o f companies that 
are required to file Form No. 40 at all 
by exempting from reporting each nat­
ural gas company, which, together with 
its a ffiliate(s), produced for direct sale 
and for sale for resale in interstate corft- 
merce 250,000 M cf or less o f gas at 14.73 
psia and 60° Fahrenheit during the re­
port year.8*

The sole remaining point o f asserted 
duplication, as raised by GAO, is that 
between Form Nos. 40 and 15 where a 
pipeline producer is reporting reserves 
dedicated to its own system. To eliminate 
this problem the following language will 
be incorporated in the Notice To Afi 
Respondents to Form No. 40:
[a ]n  natural gas companies which are re­
quired to file FPC Form No. 15 and Form 
No. 40, In the same report year, are ex­
empted from filing for that report year, 
those data items on Schedule B o f FPC 
Form Np. 40 which are duplicative with 
those reported on FPC Form No. 15. This 
exemption does not excuse the reporting 
by these companies o f items o f identification 
and location (items 1—12 and columns A, and 
F—H ), or other date items on Schedule B 
which they have not previously reported on 
FPC Form No. 15.

With the above detailed reduction in 
burden and duplication, we have gone 
a long way to accommodate the criticism 
directed at us on these points by re­
spondents and others. Based on the com­
putation of our Staff, the reporting limits 
enacted in this order are a middle 
ground between the all-inclusive nature 
o f Order No. 526 and the totally inade­
quate data base that would have been 
provided had some o f the respondents’ 
suggestions on exemptions been fo l­
lowed. The extent o f the proved reserves 
to be reported on Form No. 40 as it 
now stands w ill provide the Commission

* Order No. 526, Order Prescribing Proce­
dures And Instituting Uniform Annual Fil­
ing Of National Proved Domestic Natural Gas 
Reserves Information, Docket No. RM74-16, 
—  FPC —, mimeo 23 (February 25, 1975).

®* According to FPC Stidf analysis based 
on FPC Forms 301-A and S l^B , this would 
exempt 3,500 Jurisdictional small producers.
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with the data necessary to make the 
informed ratemaking judgments re­
quired o f us by the Natural Gas Act.

Section 3512 o f Title 44 of the United 
States Code • requires that the Commis­
sion submit proposed Form No. 40 to the 
Comptroller General for review. Order 
No. 526 was issued on February 25, 1975, 
and on that day the Commission trans­
mitted the necessary documentation to 
the Comptroller General (hereinafter 
GAO). Section 3512 gives GAO forty- 
five days to analyze the proposed form 
and reach a determination whether it 
is in compliance with the provisions of 
the law.

By letter of April 11, 1975, GAO noti­
fied the Commission that its review had 
been suspended, to which the Commis­
sion acquiesced by letter of April 15, 
1975. Between that time and the present, 
our staff has engaged in extended dis­
cussions with and provided additional 
information to GAO personnel in order 
to assist them in their review o f the 
form. In  addition, GAO obtained the 
views o f outsjde consultants.

On July 1, 1975, the Commission re­
ceived a letter from GAO stating that no 
clearance could be issued for Form No. 
40 for reasons of both duplication and 
burden, the specifics of which were out­
lined in the letter. In  response, on 
July 18, 1975, the Commission’s Gen­
eral Counsel transmitted to his counter­
part at GAO a legal opinion that the FPC 
is authorized to issue Form No. 40 any 
date after May 28, 1975. However, in 
order to afford GAO an opportunity to 
consider the matter further, attached to 
the July 18, 1975 letter to GAO was a 
detailed response to the GAO assertions 
of July 1, 1975, which included the re­
visions discussed earlier that would re­
duce duplication and burden. An addi­
tional twenty day period for GAO-FPC 
Staff discussions was provided for. The 
Commission’s General Counsel in a let­
ter dated August 8, 1975, to GAO re­
iterated Staff’s view that the Commis­
sion should issue Form No. 40, with cer­
tain modifications, as a continuing an­
nual reporting requirement. By letter 
dated August 11,1975, GAO approved the 
issuance of Form No. 40, as revised, A ll 
letters between FPC Staff and GAO are 
part o f the file in this proceeding.

The importance of the information to 
be gathered by this form has been de­
tailed in Order No. 526 and in this order. 
Accordingly, we have decided to make 
Order No. 526 effective as of the date of 
issuance of this order--as a continuing 
annual reporting requirement.

GAO in its August 11 letter after ap­
proving our form indicated that the form 
should be resubmitted for clearance next 
year and requested that the following 
information be submitted at that time:

( 1) A detailed presentation of how the 
data is being used by the Commission.

(2) A réévaluation and justification 
for the exemption levels established for 
reporting Form 40 information.

•44 U5.C, 3512 (1973), Pub. L. No. 93-153, 
1st Sees., 93fid Cong., 409 (1973).
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(3) An assessment of significant com­
pliance problems and how these prob­
lems were resolved.

(4) A réévaluation of the assumptions 
used to compute respondent burden.

Under the implementing regulations of 
section 351210 renewals of continuing re­
port forms are provided for. The statu­
tory constraints governing such GAO re­
clearance are those of section 3512(b):

(1 ) Avoiding duplication of effort by 
independent regulatory agencies, and

(2) Minimizing the compliance bur­
den on business enterprises and other 
persons.

At this juncture the Commission is not 
in a position to conclude whether it w ill 
or w ill not propose further amendments 
to Form No. 40, based upon the initial 
reporting data. I f  the Commission should 
conclude to amend the form  as promul­
gated herein it will, of course, follow all 
applicable procedural requirements of 
the Natural Gas Act and the Adminis­
trative Procedure Act. And that in turn 
w ill have a controlling influence upon 
what the Commission would submit to 
the GAO in support of any reclearance 
request. Clearly, we are not now in a 
position to know what data would be 
submitted to GAO pursuant to 4 CFR 
10.11.

We note these comments at this time 
to avoid any misunderstanding between 
the two agencies because of the particu­
lar wording of GAO’s letter of August 11. 
We do regard Form No. 40 as promul­
gated here to be a continuing ongoing 
permanent report form of this agency 
which is needed to discharge the pur­
poses o f the Natural Gas Act. Accord­
ingly, in the absence o f any changes in 
our form, we do not propose in any sub­
sequent reclearance procedure to once, 
again justify the necessity for the form 
and its reporting requirements. W e do 
not interpret section 3512 or 4 CFR 10.11 
to require us to do so. However, in order 
to meet the congressional objectives of 
section 3512 and in the Interest of en­
abling GAO to carry out its responsibili­
ties, we w ill request our Staff to provide 
to the GAO within 12 months the in­
formation requested by GAO in its Au­
gust 11 letter in accordance with the 
experience gained from the first year’s 
reporting on Form No. 40.

Petitioners’ applications for rehearing 
present no new facts or principles of law 
which were not fully considered in Order 
No. 526 or, which having now been con­
sidered, warrant the rescission of Order 
No. 526.

The Commission orders. (A ) Order 
No. 526, which promulgated new § 260.13 
of our regulations, shall be and it is 
hereby made effective as of the date of 
Issuance of this order.

(B ) The petitions for rehearing filed 
by all parties in this proceeding are 
denied.

(C ) A ll persons required to file new 
Form No. 40 with respect to proved nat­
ural gas reserves in the Federal O ff­

10See 4 CFR 10.11, (Gen. Acct. Off.), Re­
newals or revisions o f existing plans and re­
port forms.

shore Domain w ill file on September 17, 
1975, and all such reserves information 
with respect to the onshore areas, in­
cluding the State controlled offshore, w ill 
be filed on October 2, 1975. A ll future 
filings will be made on or before the first 
of April of each reporting year.

By the Commission.
[ seal] K en ne th  F. P lu m b ,

Secretary.
Appendix A

Amoco Production Company 
Atlantic Richfield Company 
Continental Oil Company 
Exxon Corporation
General American Oil Company of Texas 
Gulf Oil Corporation
Interstate Natural Gas Association of America 
Marathon Oil Company 
Mitchell Energy Corporation 
MoWtOil Corporation
Pennzoil Company, Pennzoil Louisiana and 

Texas Offshore, Inc., Pennzoil Offshore Gas 
Operators, Inc., .Pennzoil Producing Com­
pany

Phillips Petroleum Company 
Superior Oil Company 
Tenneco Oil Company, Inc.
Texaco Inc.
Union Oil Company of California 
Beaver Mesa Exploration Company 
Getty Oil Company

Appendix B
Devon- Corporation and Basin Petroleum 

Corp.
Samedan Oil Corporation 
Champlin Petroleum Company 
Ashland OH, Inc.
Eason Oil Company
Michigan Consolidated Gas Company
Tesoro Petroleum Corporation

[FR Doc.75-22349 Filed 8-22-75;8:45 am]

Title 21— Food and Drugs
CHAPTER I— FOOD AND DRUG ADMINIS­

TRATION, DEPARTM ENT OF HEALTH, 
EDUCATION, AND WELFARE

PART 510— NEW ANIMAL DRUGS 
Change in Firm Name

The Commissioner o f Food and-Drugs 
has been advised by Caribe Chemical Co., 
Inc., 576 Fifth  Ave., New York, N.Y. 
10036, that its name has been changed to 
Pierrel America, Inc. Accordingly, the 
regulations are amended in § 510.600(c) 
(21 CFR 510.600(c)) to reflect the new 
company name.

Therefore, under the Federal Food, 
Drug, and Cosmetic Act (sec. 512 (i),  82 
Stat. 347 (21 U.S.C. 360b ( i ) ) ) ,  and under 
authority delegated to the Commissioner 
(21 CFR 2.120), § 510.600(c) is amended 
by deleting from paragraph (c) (1) and
(2) the references for Caribe Chemical 
Co., Inc., and by adding a new sponsor 
alphabetically to paragraph (c ) (1)  and 
numerically to paragraph (c ) (2) as 
follows:
§ 510.600 Names, addresses, and code 

numbers of sponsors of approved
applications.
* * * • ■ *

(c ) * * * 
(1) • * *

Drug
Firm name and address: listing No.

* • . * * *

Pierrel America, Inc., 
576 Fifth Ave.,
New York, NY 10036.

000345

(2) * * * 
Drug listing No. Firm name and address

000345. Pierrel America, Inc., 
576 Fifth Ave.,
New York, NY 10036.

Effective date. This regulation shall be 
effective August 25,1975.
(Sec. 512(1), 82 Stat. 347 (21 U.S.C. 360b
( i ) ) . )

Dated: August 15,1975.
C. D. V an  Ho u w e lin g , 

Director, Bureau of 
Veterinary Medicine.

[FR Doc.75-22373 Filed 8-22-75;8:45 am]

Title 33— Navigation and Navigable Waters
CHAPTER I— COAST GUARD,

DEPARTM ENT OF TRANSPORTATION
[CGD I-75-2R]

PART 127— SECURITY ZONES
Establishment of Security Zone; Boston 

Harbor, Mass.
This amendment o f the Coast Guard’s 

Security Zone Regulations, establishes 
the area o f territorial waters encom­
passed within the limits o f Pier 2B, Coast 
Guard Support Center, Boston, Massa­
chusetts and southeasterly to and in­
cluding the landside area o f Pier 3A, 
Coast Guard Support Center Boston, 
Massachusetts as a security zone. This 
security zone is established to maintain 
security in the vicinity o f the seized 
Cuban fishing vessel Playa de Varadero 
while in the custody of the United States.

This amendment is issued without pub­
lication of a notice of proposed rule mak­
ing and this amendment is effective in 
less than 30 days from the date o f pub­
lication, because this security zone in­
volves a foreign affairs ̂ function o f the 
United States.

In  consideration o f the foregoing, Part 
127 of T itle 33 o f the Code o f Federal 
Regulations is amended by adding § 127.- 
102, to read as follows:
§ 127.102 Boston Harbor, Massachu­

setts. —
The area within the following bound­

ary is a ̂ security zone: a line beginning 
at the southeast comer of Pier 2B, Coast 
Guard Support Center Boston (42°22'- 
08.8" N., 71°03'04.5" W .) extending 
along the dock to the southwest comer 
of Pier 2B, Coast Guard Support Center 
Boston (42°22'05" N., 71°03'07.5" W .) 
thence along a line extending along the 
seawall to the southwest comer of Pier 
3A, Coast Guard Support Center Boston 
(42°22'03.8" N., 71°03'05" W .) thence 
extending along the southerly face of the 
pier to the southeast comer o f Pier 3A, 
Coast Guard Support Center Boston 
(42°22'07" N., 71°03'01" W .) thence to 
the beginning point. No vessel or person 
may enter, cross, or navigate in the Se­
curity Zone without the consent o f the 
Captain of the Port.
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(40 Stat. 220, as amended (5 1, 63 Stat. 503) 
§ 6(b) 80 Stat. 937; 50 U.S.C. S 191 (14 Ufl.C. 
§91) 49 U.S.C. 1 1655(b); E.O. 10173, E.O. 
10277 E O 10352, E.O. 11249; 3 CFR, 1949- 
1953 Comp. 356, 778, 873, 3 CFR, 1964-1965 
Comp. 349, 33 CFR Part 6, 49 CFR 1.46(b) )

Effective date. This amendment be­
comes effective on August 18, 1975.

Dated: August 18, 1975.
James P. Stew art , 

Rear Admiral U.S. Coast Guard 
Commander, First Coast 
Guard District, Boston, Mass. 

[FR Doc.75—22400 Filed 8-22-75;8:45 am]

[COD 3-75—7-R]

PART 127— SECURITY ZONES
Establishment of Security Zone; 

Governors Island, N.Y.
This amendment to the Coast Guard’s 

Security Zone Regulations, establishes 
the waters of Buttermilk Channel, New 
York as a security zone. This security 
zone Is established because of the pres­
ence of the Russian Fishing Vessel 
Zaraysk which, having been duly seized, 
is in the custody of the United States of 
America.

This amendment is issued without pub­
lication of a notice of proposed rule mak­
ing and this amendment is effective in 
less than 30 days from the date of pub­
lication, because this security zone in­
volves a foreign affairs function of the 
United States.

In  consideration of the foregoing, Part 
127 of Title 33 of the Code of Federal 
Regulations is amended by adding § 127.- 
333, to read as follows:
§ 127.333 Buttermilk Channel, New 

York.
That area of the waters of Buttermilk 

■Channel, New York Harbor, within a 200 
yard (radius) circle drawn from the cen­
ter o f the “Y ” shaped pier on the eastern 
shore of Governors Island, N.Y.
(40 Stat. 220, as amended, 6 (b ), 80 Stat. 937; 
50 U.S.C. Art. 191, 49 U.S.C. Art. 1655(b); E.O. 
10173, E.O. 10277, E.O. 10352, E.O. 11249; 3 
CFR, 1949-1953 Comp. 356, 778, 873, 3 CFR 
1964-1965 Comp. 349, 33 CFR Part 6, 49 CFR 
1.46(b))

Effective date. This amendment be­
comes effective on August 17,1975.

Dated: August 17, 1975.
F rank  O liver , 

Captain, U.S. Coast Guard, 
Captain of the Port of New York.

[FR Doc.75-22401 Filed 8-22-75;8:45 am]

Title 38— Pensions, Bonuses, and 
Veterans’ Relief

CHAPTER I— VETERANS ADMINISTRATION
p a r t  3— A d j u d i c a t i o n

Pension, Compensation and Dependency 
and Indemnity Compensation

A utomobiles and A daptive E q uipm ent

On page 20957 of the F ederal R egister 
of May 14, 1975, there was published a 
notice o f proposed regulatory develop-
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ment to amend § 3.808 to extend to all 
veterans of service in World War I I  and 
thereafter uniform eligibility require­
ments in determining monetary assist­
ance in purchasing an automobile and/ 
or adaptive equipment, to furnish speci­
fied items of adaptive equipment as pro­
vided by Pub. L. 93-538, to increase the 
basic automobile allowance from $2,800 
to $3,300 and to include State, local and 
other takes in the purchase price. Inter­
ested persons were given 30 days in which 
to submit comments, suggestions, or ob­
jections regarding the proposed regula­
tions.

No written comments have been re­
ceived and the proposed regulations are 
hereby adopted without change and are 
set forth below.

Effective date. Section 3.808 introduc­
tion, (a), (b) and - ( e ) (1) is effective 
February 1, 1975.

Approved: August 18, 1975.
By direction of the Administrator.
[ seal] A. J. Schultz  Jr.,

Associate Deputy Administrator.
1. In § 3.808, the introductory portion 

preceding paragraph (a) and paragraphs
(a )  ̂ ( b ) ( 1) introduction, (c ), (d ) , (e) 
introduction and (e) (1) and (3) are re­
vised and paragraph (b) (3) is revoked. 
The revised material reads as follows:
§ 3.808 Automobiles or other convey­

ances; certification.
A certification of eligibility for finan­

cial assistance in the purchase of one 
automobile or other conveyance in an 
amount not exceeding $3,300 (including 
all State, lock!, and other taxes where 
such are applicable and included in the 
purchase price) and of basic entitlement 
to necessary adaptive equipment will be 
made where the claimant meets the re­
quirements o f paragraphs (a ), (b) and
(c ) of this section.

(a ) Service. The claimant must have 
had active military, naval or air service 
during World War n  or thereafter.

(b) Disability. (1) One of the following 
must exist and be the result o f injury or 
disease incurred or aggravated during 
the period specified in paragraph (a ) of 
this section:

* * * * *
(3) [Revoked]
(c ) Claim for a conveyance. A specific 

application for financial assistance in 
purchasing a conveyance is required 
which must contain a certification by the 
claimant that the conveyance w ill be op­
erated only by persons properly licensed. 
The application w ill also be considered 
as an application for the adaptive equip­
ment specified in paragraph (d ) (1) of 
this section or deemed necessary by the 
Chief Medical Director or designee to in­
sure that the claimant will be able to op­
erate the conveyance in a manner con­
sistent with safety to him or herself and 
to satisfy the applicable standards of li­
censure o f the proper licensing authori­
ties. There is no time limitation in which 
to apply. An application by a claimant on 
active duty w ill be deemed to have been 
filed with the Veterans Administration on
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the date it is shown to have been placed 
in the hands of military authority for 
transmittal.

(d ) Certifications for adaptive equip­
ment and for services thereto. (1) Simul­
taneously with the certification provided 
pursuant to the preamble of this section, 
a claimant for financial assistance in the 
purchase of an automobile w ill be fur­
nished a certificate of eligibility for fi­
nancial assistance in the purchase of 
such adaptive equipment specified in 
paragraph (e) (1) and (2) of this section 
as may be appropriate to his or her losses 
unless the need for such equipment is 
contraindicated by his or her physical or 
legal inability to operate the vehicle.

(2) Upon application further equip­
ment needed and desired by the claimant 
may be authorized upon certification by 
the Chief Medical Director or designee 
that such equipment is necessary for the 
operation of the conveyance in a man­
ner consistent with safety and in accord­
ance with the standards o f licensure of 
the proper licensing authority.

(3) Payment of amounts for the rea­
sonable costs o f providing necessary 
adaptive equipment and the reasonable 
costs of necessary repair, replacement 
and feasible reinstallation of any adap­
tive equipment deemed necessary under 
this section, shall be made upon applica­
tion by the claimant and certification by 
the Chief Medical Director or designee.

(4) Adaptive equipment, and services 
thereto, shall not be provided a claimant 
for more than one conveyance at a time.

(e) Definition. The term “adaptive 
equipment,”  means generally, that equip­
ment which must be part o f or added to 
a conveyance manufactured for sale to 
the general public to make it safe for use 
by the claimant and to assist him or her 
in meeting the applicable standards of 
licensure of the proper licensing author­
ity.

(1) W ith regard to automobiles and 
similar vehicles the term Includes a basic 
automatic transmission as to a claimant 
who has lost or lost the use of a limb. In 
addition, the term Includes, but is not 
limited to, power steering, power brakes, 
power window lifts and power seats. The 
term also includes air-conditioning 
equipment when such equipment is nec­
essary to the health and safety o f the 
vejberan and to the safety of others, and 
special equipment necessary to assist the 
eligible person into or out of the automo­
bile or other conveyance, regardless of 
whether the automobile or other convey­
ance is to be operated by the eligible per­
son or Is to be operated for such person 
by another person; and any modification 
o f the interior space o f the automoble or 
other conveyance if  needed because of 
the physical condition of such person in 
order for such person to enter or operate 
the vehicle.

♦ * * * *
(3) The term also Includes other equip­

ment which the Chief Medical Director 
or designee may deem necessary in an 
individual case.

2. In  § 3.810, paragraph (a ) (2) is re­
vised to read as follows:
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§ 3.810 Clothing allowance.
(a ) * • *
f.2) Where the Chief Medical Director 

or designee certifies that because of such 
disability a prosthetic or orthopedic ap­
pliance is worn or used which tends to 
wear or tear the veteran’s clothing. For 
the purposes of this paragraph “appli­
ance” includes a wheelchair.

*  *  *  *  •

[FR Doc.75-22456 Filed 8-22-75; 8:45 am]

Title 40— Protection of the Environment
CHAPTER I— ENVIRONMENTAL

V PROTECTION AGENCY 
[FRL 420-1]

PART 406— GRAIN MILLS POINT 
SOURCE CATEGORY

Availability of Supplemental Documents 
and Request for Comments

The purpose of this notice is to an*- 
nounce the availability of documents re­
lating to and to request comments on 
EPA’s decision not to revise standards 
o f performance for new sources in thè 
Com Wet M illing subcategory o f the 
Grain Mills Point Source Category. On 
May 5, 1975, the UJS. Court o f Appeals 
for the Eighth Circuit remanded to EPA 
the new source performance standards 
and the pretreatment standards for new 
sources for the Com Wet M illing sub­
category of the Grain Mills Point Source •' 
Category (40 CFR 406.15 and 406.16) 
promulgated by EPA under section 308 
and 307 of the Federal Water Pollution 
Control Act Amendments of 1972. EPA / 
has reviewed its new source performance' 
standards for these point sources pur­
suant to the remand and has tentatively 
concluded that these standards should 
not be revised.

A  copy of EPA’s response to the 
remand entitled “Supplement to Devel­
opment Document for Effluent -Limita­
tions Guidelines and New Source Per­
formance Standards for the Com W et 
M illing Subcategory, Grain Processing 
Segment of the Grain M ills Point Source 
Category” , EPA, July, 1975, is .available 
from the EPA Information Center, Room 
227, West Tower, Waterside Mall, 401 M  
Street, SW., Washington, D.C. 20460. A 
record on remand, representing the tech­
nical data and other information gath­
ered by the Agency during the initial 
period of the remand proceeding, is also 
available for interested members o f the 
public to review ajb the EPA Information 
Center.

Interested persons may participate In 
this evaluation by submittiiig written 
comments in triplicate to the ÈPA In for­
mation Center, Environmental Protec­
tion Agency, Washington, D.C. 20460. A t­
tention: Ms. Ruth Brown. Comments on 
all aspects o f the tentative conclusion 
are solicited. In  the event comments are 
In the nature of criticisms as to the ade­
quacy o f data which is available, or 
which may be relied upon by the Agency, 
comments should Identify and, if  possi­
ble, should indicate why such data is es­
sential. In  tiie event comments address 
the approach taken by the Agency in
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determining not to revise the standard of 
performance, EPA solicits suggestions as 
to what alternative approach should be 
taken. A ll comments received before Sep* 
tember 15, 1975 w ill be considered.

Dated: August 18,1975.
R ussell E. T r ain , 

Administrator. 
]FR Doc.75—22481 Filed 8-22-75;8:45 am]

Title 41— Public Contracts and Property 
Management

CHAPTER 5A— FEDERAL SUPPLY SERV­
ICE, GENERAL SERVICES ADMINISTRA­
TION

BID PROTESTS AND MISCELLANEOUS 
AM ENDM ENTS

This change to the General Services 
Administration Procurement Regulations 
(GSPR) revises the definition o f “head 
of. the procuring activity” , adds a new 
term “procuring director” , provides new 
instructions for preparing reports on 
protests to GAO, revises procedures for 
dealing with erroneous awards, clarifies 
the requests for waivers procedure, and 
updates the listing of Federal Supply 
Schedules requiring source inspection.

PART 5 A -1 — GENERAL

The table o f contents for Part 5A-1 is 
amended to add the following new entry: 
Sec.
5A-1.250 Procuring director.

Subpart 5A -1 .2 — Definition of Terms
1. Section 5A-1.206 is revised as 

follows:
§ 5A -1 .206 Head of the procuring ac­

tivity.
“Head of the procuring activity” 

means (a ) Assistant commissioners re­
sponsible for procurement, (b ) Directors, 
National Commodity Centers, (c ) Re­
gional Commissioners, FSS, or (d ) heads 
o f equivalent organizational elements.

2. Section 5A-1.250 is added as follows: 
§ 5A—1.250 Procuring director.

“Procuring director” as used in this 
GSPR 5A means (a ) Central Office pro­
curement division directors, National 
Commodity Center procurement division 
directors, and Transportation Services 
Division directors, (b) regional directors 
o f Procurement Divisions, Transporta­
tion Services Divisions, and Personal 
Property Divisions, or (c) directors of 
equivalent organizational elements who 
have a procurement responsibility.

PART 5 A -2 — PROCUREMENT BY 
FORMAL ADVERTISING

Subpart 5A-2^4— Opening of Bids and 
Award of Contract

1. Section 5A-2.407-8 is revised as 
follows:
§ 5A—2.407—8 Protests against award.

All protests against award shall be 
handled in accordance with § 1-2.407-8 
and this section.

(a ) Protests lodged with the agency. 
Upon the receipt o f a written protest, the

contracting officer shall develop the 
facts, review the protest with assigned 
counsel, and prepare a written reply to 
the protester setting forth the contract­
ing officer’s final decision. Replies to 
protests received after award shall be 
prepared for the signature o f the pro­
curing director. When appropriate, con­
currence is required from other officials 
(including any contract review commit­
tee) who are required to concur in the 
contract awards involved in the protest.

(b ) Protests lodged with the General 
Accounting Office (GAO) . Replies to pro­
tests lodged with GAO are prepared by 
the Office o f General, Counsel. These re­
plies are based on a statement of fact 
and position prepared by the contracting 
officer and signed by the head of the 
procuring activity. In  the case of a re­
gional or commodity center protest, the 
statement o f fact and position shall be 
submitted to the appropriate Central 
Office Assistant Commissioner for ap­
proval prior to forwarding to" the Office 
o f General Counsel.

(1) Submission of statement of fact 
and position. W ithin 6 workdays after 
receipt of the complete written state­
ment of protest from GAO, the appro­
priate organizational element shall sub­
mit, in duplicate, a properly signed and 
approved statement of fact and position 
(with required exhibits) to the Office of 
General Counsel. Because of the short 
time frame allowed by GAO (25 work­
days) for submission of the report, GAO 
usually informs the appropriate Assist­
ant General Counsel telephonically of 
protests received or anticipated. This in­
formation is relayed immediately to the 
organizational element directly con­
cerned. The compilation o f facts and doc­
umentary evidence shall be started as 
soon as this informal notification of the 
protest is received by the organizational 
element. I f  the statement cannot be pre­
pared within 6 workdays after receipt by 
the organizational element of the com­

p le te  written grounds o f the protest, the
head o f the procuring activity shall be 
notified in writing (with copy to ap­
propriate Assistant General Counsel) of 
the reasons for the delay and the pro­
jected submission date. A fter submis­
sion of the statement to the Office of 
General Counsel, the contracting officer 
shall advise counsel o f all new develop­
ments which may have a bearing on the 
case. When further actions are required 
the contracting officer shall obtain tiré, 
advice o f assigned counsel. vliM fe

(2) Preparation of statement of fact * 
and position. This statement shall, in 
addition to that required by § 1-2.407-8
(a ) (2), contain the elements set forth 
in (i) thru ( ix ) , below. The contracting 
officer shall review the statement with 
assigned counsel prior to submission to 
the head of the procuring activity for 
signature.

(i) The identity of GAO protest (if 
made against a solicitation or award) by 
B-number (GAO case file number)., solic­
itation number, and contract number 
( if  award has been made).

(ii) The full corporate name of the 
protesting organization and other firms
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involved when referenced for thè first 
time in the position statement.

(iii) A statement whether the protest 
has been filed before or after award. I f  
the protest has been filed after award, 
identify the awardee, the date o f award, 
and the contract number.

(iv ) A  statement àS to urgency of need 
for award. Indicate to what extent the 
delay in the award may result in signif­
icant supply difficulties and give a date 
when a determination is required for 
pending awards. (See § 5A-2.407-8(b) (4) 
for action required if award must be 
made prior to resolution of protest).

(v ) The date and time of bid opening 
(specify if the date of bid opening has 
been extended by subsequent amende 
ments) and the total number of bidders.

(v i) An accurate, complete and cur­
rent statement of facts, in chronological 
order of all relevant events and admin­
istrative actions taken. Include reasons 
for the actions taken and cite the author­
ities under which they were taken.

(v ii) Any exhibits and/or documen­
tary evidence, in duplicate, as set forth 
inFPR  1-2.407-8(a) (2) (i) through (v i). 
Include any other relevant documents 
believed helpful in determining the valid­
ity of the protest. (Exhibits or documen­
tary evidence should be referenced and 
identified within the text of the position 
statement, alphabetically or numerically; 
e.g., Tab A, Exhibit 1, etc.)

(v ili) A  statement setting forth and 
answering point by point, if possible, all 
contentions, allegations, and issues raised 
by the protester.

(ix ) Any comments or legal analysis 
(including legal precedents or author­
ities) received from assigned counsel.

(3) Notification of interested parties. 
Upon receipt of the complete written 
statement of protest from GAO, the con­
tracting officer shall, with the concur­
rence of the appropriate division of the 
Office of General Counsel, furnish copies 
of the protest to the contractor (if award 
has been made) or all bidders who appear 
to have a substantial and reasonable 
prospect of receiving an award if the 
protest is denied. The covering letter 
shall advise that views or comments may 
be submitted to GAO, within 10 work­
days after receipt, with a copy to the 
contracting officer. A  copy of the reply 
shall be furnished the Office of General 
Counsel. (See § 5A-76.121 for sample 
letter.)

(4) Awards prior to resolution of pro­
test. I f  award must be made prior to final 
resolution of the protest pursuant to 
EPR 1-2.407-8 (b) (4) , a written findings 
and determination must be prepared by 
the contracting officer and approved by 
the head of the Central Office service, or 
his desigfiee, with the concurrence of the 
Assistant General Counsel. In  the case 
of protests Involving regional procure­
ments, the findings and determination 
shall be reviewed and concurred in by 
the Regional Counsel prior to being sub­
mitted to the head of the Central Office 
service.

2. Section 5A-2.407-85 Is revised as 
follows:

§ 5A—2.407—85 Erroneous award to 
higher bidder.

When it is learned that an award was 
erroneously made to other than the low 
responsive, responsible bidder, the con­
tracting officer shall determiné, in con­
junction with the Office of Standards and 
Quality Control, the extent of contract 
performance (including deliveries made, 
if any) and advise the assigned counsel 
and those officials who concurred in the 
contract award. I f  necessary, the low 
bidder shall be requested to extend his ' 
bid acceptance time. (See § 5A-2.407-72.) * 
Depending upon the extent of perform­
ance and advice of assigned counsel, the 
contracting officer shall then proceed as 
follows:

(a ) No deliveries made. ^Advise the 
contractor of the error and request a 
contract cancellation at no cost to either 
party. I f  the contractor does not consent 
to the no cost cancellation, request in 
writing that contract performance be 
suspended pending further notification. 
The case shall then be reviewed with 
assigned counsel to determine whether 
termination for convenience is war­
ranted. Some factors to be considered in 
this determination are the dollar amount 
of the contract; the expenses incurred 
by the contractor (e.g., cost of raw ma­
terials) ; the need for the supplies/serv- 
ices; the additional amount the Govern­
ment will pay if the contract is not 
terminated; whether a bid option still 
exists with the low bidder; and the ex­
tent Of available competition. The de­
termination to terminate the contract 
for convenience or to authorize the con­
tractor to continue contract performance 
shall be concurred in by the procuring 
director.

(b ) Partial deliveries made. Advise the 
contractor o f the error and request con­
tract cancellation o f the undelivered or­
ders at no cost to either party. I f  the 
contractor does not consent to the no 
cost cancellation, proceed in accordance 
with paragraph (a ) of this section. De­
pending on the final decision and if it 
changes the contractual relationship, 
the appropriate accounts payable branch 
shall be advised accordingly in writing.

(c) Deliveries completed. Determine 
from the Office of Finance if payment 
has been completed and consult with as­
signed counsel as to necessary action.

(d) Replacement of supplies /services. 
Requirements for supplies or services 
covered by the cancellation (or termina­
tion) of an erroneously awarded con­
tract shall be validated prior to award 
to the lowest responsive, responsible bid­
der. I f  the bid acceptance time of the 
lowest responsive, responsible bidder has 
expired, the canceled/terminated re­
quirements shall, after validation, be 
obtained by readvertisement or negotia­
tion (if the circumstances warrant).

PART 5A -73— FEDERAL SUPPLY 
SCHEDULE PROGRAM

Subpart 5A—73.1— Production and 
Maintenance

Section 5A-73.110.2 is revised as fo l­
lows:
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§ 5Á—73.110—2 Requests for waivers. 
See § 5A-1.305-70.

PART 5 A -7 6 — EXHIBITS 
Subpart 5A-76.3— Miscellaneous Exhibits 
§ 5A—76.317 [Revised]

Section 5A-76.317 is revised to reflect 
the current list o f Federal Supply Sched­
ules requiring source inspection.

Note: Copies o f the exhibits illustrated in 
Part 5A—76 are filed with the original docu­
ment.
(Sec. 205(c), 63 Stat. 390; 40 U.S.C. 486(c))

Effective date. These regulations are 
effective on the date shown below.

Dated: August 4, 1975.
M . J. T imbers, 

Commissioner, 
Federal Supply Service. 

[FR Doc.75-22463 Filed 8-22-75;8:45 am]

CHAPTER 101— FEDERAL PROPERTY 
MANAGEMENT REGULATIONS

SUBCHAPTER E— SUPPLY AND PROCUREMENT 
[FPMR Arndt. E-168]

PART 101-32— GOVERNMENT-W IDE AU­
TOM ATED DATA MANAGEMENT SERV­
ICES
Implementation of Hardware Standards 

Into Solicitation Documents
This amendment adds standard termi­

nology in solicitation documents as de­
veloped from Federal Information Proc­
essing Standards Publications (FIPS 
PUBS) initiated by the National Bureau 
of Standards, U.S. Department of Com­
merce.

The table of contents for Part 101-32 
is amended by adding the following 
entries: /
Sec.
101-32.1304-17 FIPS PUB 35, Code Exten­

sion Techniques in 7 or 8 
Bits.

101-32.1304-18 FIPS PUB 36, Graphic Rep­
resentation o f the Control 
Characters of ASCII (FIPS 
1)<

Subpart 101—32.13— Implementation of 
Federal Information Processing Stand­
ards Publications (FIPS PUBS) Into Solic­
itation Documents
Sections 101-32.1304-17 and 101-32.- 

1304-18 are added as follows:
§ 101-32.1304-17 FIPS PUB 35, Code 

Extension Techniques in 7 or 8 Bits.
(a ) FIPS PUB 35 specifies methods 

of extending the 7-bit code of the Amer­
ican Standard Code for Information 
Interchange (ASC II) (FIPS 1), remain­
ing in a 7-bit environment or increas­
ing to an 8-bit environment, building 
upon the structure of ASCII to describe 
Various means of extending the control 
and graphic sets of the code. FTPS PUB 
35 describes techniques for constructing 
codes related to ASCII to allow applica­
tion dependent usage without preventing 
the interchangeability of their data, and 
also describes 8-bit codes for general 
information interchange in which ASCII

25, 1975
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Is a subject. (Technical specifications are 
not included with PIPS PUBS 35.)

(b) The standard terminology for use 
in solicitation documents is :

Air coded character sets offered as a result 
of this solicitation which require control 
function and/or graphic symbols that are 
not included in the 128 characters of ASCII 
will be implemented through the use of the 
code extension methods and techniques as 
described in PIPS PUB 35.

§ 101-32.1304-18 FIPS PUB 36, 
Graphic Representation of the Con­
trol Characters of ASCII (F IPS 1 ).

(a ) FIPS PUB 36 specifies graphical 
representation for the 34 characters of 
ASCn (PIPS 1) for which a graphic 
representation is not indicated hi FIPS 1. 
Graphic representations are given for 
the 32 control functions of column 0 and 
1 and for the characters “Space" and 
“Delete." Two forms of graphical repre­
sentation for each of the 34 characters 
are provided: a pictorial symbol and a 
2-letter alphanumeric code. (Technical 
specifications are not included with 
FIPS PUB 36.)

(b ) The standard terminology for use 
in solicitation documents is:

All applicable equipment that may result 
from this solicitation that prints or displays 
graphic representations of any or all of the 
control characters of ASCII (FIPS 1) or of 
the characters "Space" or "Delete" must 
comply with the requirements set forth in  
FTPS PUB 36. This standard also applies to 
equipment that prints these graphic repre­
sentations on media such as perforated tape, 
punched cards, or listings.
(Sec. 205(c), 63 Stat. 390; 40 U.S.C. 486(c))

Effective date. This regulation is e f­
fective August 25,1975.

Dated: August 14,1975.
k A rthur  F. Sampson ,f Administrator of General Services.
[FRDoc.75-22462 Filed 8-22-75:8:45 am]

f.- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - i - - - - -
Title 47— Telecommunications

CHAPTER I— FEDERAL 
COM M UNICATIONS COMMISSION 

r [Docket No. 20002!; RM-2143, 2184, 2504,2251;
FCO 75-068]

PART 73— RADIO BROADCAST SERVICES
Table of Assignments; Third Report and 

Order
1. On April 8, 1974, the Commission 

adopted a notice o f proposed rulemaking 
(39 FR 13559) which, among other 
things, proposed that Channel 283 be as­
signed to St. Augustine, Florida. We will 
now consider this proposal and related 
filings. In  a First Report and Order (48 
F.C.C. 2d 112 (1974)) in this proceeding 
the Commission modified the license o f
H. Byrd Mapoles, tr/as Mapoles Broad­
casting Co., for Station WXBM-FM, M il­
ton, Florida, to specify operation on 
Channel 274 in lieu of Channel 272A and 
amended the FM Table of Assignment» to 
reflect this modification. In  a second Re­
port and Order (---- r F.C.C. 2d -----
(1975), FCC 75-810, adopted July 29, 
1975) the Commission assigned Channel 
266 to Marco, Florida.

2. The Notice In this segment o f the 
proceeding was responsive to a Petition 
for Rule Making submitted by State Sen­
ator Jack D. Gordon ( “Gordon” ) re­
questing that Class C Channel 283 be 
assigned to St. Augustine. In  order to 
avoid short-spacing, Gordon proposed 
that Channel 288A be substituted for 
Channel 285A at Atlantic Beach, Florida.1 
An Order to Show Cause why its license 
should not be modified to specify oper­
ation on Channel 288A was directed to 
W KTX, Inc., licensee of Station. WJNJ- 
FM, Atlantic Beach. In  response to the 
Notice and Order W KTX objected, re­
quested a hearing on the proposed mod­
ification of its license, and counter- 
proposed that its license be modified to 
specify operation on Class C Channel 283 
at Jacksonville (which would preclude 
concurrent use of this channel at St. Au­
gustine) and that Instead Channel 288A 
be assigned to St. Augustine*

3. Gordon states that an assignment 
o f Channel 283 at St. Augustine would 
cause no new preclusions over any land 
mass but that the required Atlantic 
Beach substitution (Channel 288A) would 
preclude future assignments of co-chan­
nel 288A at Femandina Beach (pop. 
6,955)*, and Hilliard, Florida (pop. 1,205); 
and Kingsland (pop. 1,831), and St. 
Marys, Georgia (pop. 3,408). We are told 
that alternative assignments are avail­
able for each o f these, communities. 
W KTX submits that the potential pre­
clusion areas on Channels 280A, 281,282, 
283, 284, and 286, which would result 
from an assignment o f Channel 283 at 
Jacksonville (or Atlantic Beach), are

* Comments objecting to assignment of 
Channel 288A to Jacksonville were submitted 
by the City o f Jacksonville, licensee of 
WJAX-FM, Jacksonville. The City of Jack­
sonville believes that' such an assignment 
would result In IF  Interference to its station. 
In  view of our decision in this case, we do 
not reach this matter.

* A  timely Bequest for Hearing and Mod­
ification of Show Cause Order was submitted 
to the Commission by W KTX on May 23,1974. 
It  was not until October 1,1974, that Gordon 
submitted & Petition to Dismiss directed 
against that portion of the aforementioned 
W KTX filing which requested a modification 
of the Order to Show Cause, W KTX re­
quested an extension of time to reply to this 
Petition to Dismiss. This extension was 
granted with the Commission reserving Its 
decision as to whether the Petition to Dis- 
miss was timely filed. The extension granted, 
W KTX filed a Motion to Strike the Petition 
to Dismiss. Under S 1.45(a) of the Commis­
sion Buies, oppositions to any motion, pe­
tition or request may be filed within 10 days 
after the original pleading is filed. Gordon’s 
pleading is governed by this section as it 
contains no Independent procedural grounds 
which would give it life in this proceeding. It  
is directed solely against another filing In 
this proceeding and Is substantially late- 
filed. Therefore, it will not be accepted, and 
the W KTX Motion to Strike is granted In this 
regard. The Motion to Strike also discusses 
new matters raised In the Gordon Reply 
Comments (see Footnote 11, infra) ana Is 
accepted In that regard. It  Is, however, not 
accepted as to all other matters presented 
which do not relate to the above.

•A ll population figures are from the 1970 
U.S. Census.

presently 100% precluded by existing 
stations, assignments, or by the present 
WJNJ-FM channel which would be de­
leted. Some new preclusion would result 
for Channel 285A. W KTX states that 
this preclusion area does not include any 
communities with populations greater 
than 1,000 persons and that Channel 
221A is available for assignment in this 
area. W KTX indicates that an assign­
ment of Channel 288A at St. Augustine 
would, with the exception of Jacksonville, 
preclude future assignments at only one 
community with a population greater 
than 1,000 persons; that is, it would pre­
clude assignment o f Channel 288A to 
Femandina Beach. We are told that 
Channel 228A can be assigned there. 
Thus, it is apparent, that adoption of 
either proposal would have a minimal 
adverse preclusionary effect and that the 
petitioners therefore stand o if equal 
ground in this respect. However, W KTX  
avers that its counterproposal would 
create a new area north of Brunswick, 
Georgia, where Channel 285A could be 
assigned.

4. A  question has been raised regard­
ing the viability of Atlantic Beach as a 
present and future community. As in­
dicated above, W KTX requests modifica­
tion of its license to specify Jacksonville 
as WJNJ-FM’s city o f license instead of 
Atlantic Beach. In  support o f this re­
quest it states that WJNJ-FM and its 
companion AM station (W K T X ), the 
only stations assigned or licensed to 
Atlantic Beach, have had a dismal finan­
cial history and that “ Col ver the 15 years, 
under five different owners,, the stations 
have never operated profitably.” v The 
present owners felt that they could make 
these stations financially viable by 
orienting their programming to the 
“Beaches" audience \ and have succeeded 
in keeping their station longer than any 
prior owner. However, they now believe 
that this strategy may fa il because the 
Beaches are gradually losing their In­
dependent status. This claim is based 
largely on the Beaches’ governments’ 
consolidation with the former Jackson­
ville city government to form a local gov­
ernmental unit responsible for all of 
Duval County. On the other hand, the 
subject was considered in a decision of 
the Supreme Court o f Florida8 released 
after W KTX  filed Its Request for Hear­
ing and Modification o f Show Cause 
Order and before it filed its Comments. 
This decision affirmed and quoted the 
lower court decisión:

* • • that the Beaches and Baldwin con­
tinue to exist as quasi-municipal corpora­
tions; that, as such, they are empowered to 
exercise all municipal functions which they 
were permitted to perform under their orig­
inal munloipal charters and. the general laws 
of the State immediately prior to consolida­
tion; and, that they are corporate entitles 
having the same rights as duly constituted

* WKTX Indicates that the Beaches include 
those communities in the eastern-most por­
tion o f Duval County lying immediately ad­
jacent to the ocean wad stretching from the 
St. Johns River on the north to the Duyal 
County line on the south. .

• "Albury v. City o f Jacksonville Beach," 295 
So. 2d 297 (1974).
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■  municipal corporations to share in, receive 
■and expend revenues allocable to municipal 
Bcorporations by both the federal and state
■  governments.

[ Apparently recognizing the relevance 
■ o f this decision, W KTX argues that over 
■the long term, greater government con- 
isolidation seems inevitable. This opinion 
§  is not supported by the actions of Atlan- 
■tic Beach which actively pursued a reten- 
, tion of its autonomy. In  any event, this 

■need not be resolved now, as the Com- 
■mission can consider this modification in 
■W JNJ-FM ’s city of license in the future. 
■Under the approach taken here, it will be 
■able to raise this point in connection with 
■the filing of an application to change sta- 
■tion location.8 For the present, we will 
■deny this part o f the request and shall 
■retain the only local PM service at Atlan- 
■tic Beach. However, this does not bar us 
■from  considering whether it would be in 
■the public interest to modify the WJNJ- 
■FM  license to specify operation on Chan- 
Bnel 283 at Atlantic Beadh.T
i  In  order to allow Commission consid­

e ra tio n  of a request to change the city 
■o f license from Atlantic Beach to Jack- 
■sonville, should this request be properly 
■filed, Channel 283 is assigned to Jackson- 
■viile. The city of license of WJNJ-FM re- 
I  mains at Atlantic Beach with the chan- 
Bnel being used in a manner consistent 
■with the “ 15-mile” rule— § 73.203(b).

[  5. Atlantic Beach and St. Augustine are 
■both small communities (with popula-
■ tions of 7,106 persons and 12,352 persons, 
■respectively) which would ordinarily be 
■assigned class A  channels. This is re- 
1 fleeted by the existing services in these 
■communities, each of which has an oc- 
' cupied Class A  channel as its only FM 
■assignment. However, a wide coverage 
■Class C channel can be assigned to one 
■o f these communities with no Significant 
■preclusion resulting elsewhere, and we 
■w ill consider whether we should assign a 
■Class C channel to one o f them. In  this 
■regard it should be noted that assign- 
■ment of a Class C channel to St. Au- 
■gustine would result in intermixture 
■there and place the present Class A  sta- 
■tion, WFOY-FM, in an unequal competi-
■ tive position.''This is not true of the
■ Atlantic Beach Class C proposal which
■ would require deletion of the Class A 
■assignment there.

6. St. Augustine is the seat of St. Johns 
■County (pop. 30,727). Between 1960 and
■ 1970 its population decreased from 14,734 
I  persons to 12,352 persons. Gordon argues
■ that this statistic does not reflect the in- 
Icreasingly rapid growth that has oc- 
■curred in the St. Augustine area since the
■ Census was completed and that it does
■ not provide a complete picture of the 
■area’s potential for expansive growth. In
■ support, he states that just 4.5 miles
■ south of St. Augustine, the Deltona Cor- 
I  poration is building the planned com-
■ munity o f St. Augustine Shores which Is

| ‘ See WMEG, Inc., 22 F.C.C.,2d 956 (1970); 
Central Broadcasting Corp., 11 F.C.CX 3d 701 
(1968) ; Great Southern Broadcasting Co- 7 
F.C.C. 2d 861 (1967).
| T The data supplied for a Class C 
at Jacksonville also applies to such a 
at Atlantic Beach.
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to include 8,000 living units within the 
next 10 years, or, at 4 persons per house­
hold, 32,000 persons within 10 years; and 
that 28 miles south of St. Augustine, In­
ternational Telephone and Telegraph 
Company is developing the community of 
Palm Coast, which is projected to have a 
population of 700,000 persons by the year 
2000. W KTX submits that these projec­
tions are considerably less reliable than 
Gordon suggests, and, as regards Palm 
Coast, essentially irrelevant. An excerpt 
from an issue of the Wall Street Journal 
is provided to show a decline in the 
Deltona Corporation’s earnings and 
W KTX suggests that this excerpt raises 
questions as to the reliability of Deltona’s 
near-term population estimates. Further, 
W KTX contends that population projec­
tions covering extremely long periods, as 
the Palm Coast projection does, are 
notoriously unreliable. Without entering 
into a discussion o f the latter two points, 
we agree that the exhibited decline in 
St. Augustine’s population militates 
against making a Class C assignment 
there and that overall, Gordon’s show­
ings regarding the area’s future growth 
potential are inadequate to alter this 
view. It  should also be noted that a com­
munity 28 miles south of St. Augustine, 
as we are told Palm Coast is, would be 
approximately the same number of miles 
from Daytona Beach which has two 
Class C stations (WDNJ and WMFJ- 
FM ) and Palatka, Florida, which has one 
Class C station (W IYD -FM ).

7. As indicated above, Atlantic Beach 
is a quasi-municipality o f Jacksonville 
City (pop. 528,865), which as a result of 
the consolidation covers all o f (and 
thereby shares borders with) Duval 
County. Jacksonville is the city of license 
of 5 Class C FM stations (with a con­
struction permit for a 6th Class C FM 
station (WJEE) granted on December 9, 
1974 (BPH-8255)), and W KTX  argues 
that Its station occupies a difficult and 
unfair competitive position as the only 
Class A station-in the city-county. How­
ever, Gordon argues that the focal point 
of such a contention should be whether 
existing financial and competitive 
burdens would result in a diminution of 
WJNJ-FM’s programming to the general 
public thereby being contrary to the 
public interest. We believe that a deter­
mination as to what action should be 
taken in this proceeding can properly 
be made without reaching this issue 
which may be considered later in con­
nection with any application that Sta­
tion W KTX may file.

8. Gordon states that if his petition Is 
granted, he would operate a station on 
Channel 283 at St. Augustine with a 
power o f at least 75 kW EBP and an 
antenna height o f at least 500 ft. AAT, 
or their equivalent. W KTX  states that if  
its proposal is adopted, it would operate 
on Channel 2§3 with 100 kW ERP and 
with an antenna height of approximately 
800 feet AAT. Comparing the service to 
be rendered by the proposed assign­
ments, W KTX Indicates that its proposal 
would provide a new service to 663,745 
persons In an area of 3,968 square miles 
(an Increase o f 542,558 persons and 3,630

VOL. 40, NO. 165— MONDAY, AUGUST

37041

square miles over service provided by its 
present Class A station) with 80% of this 
population located within its 3.16 mV/m 
(city-grade) contour, whereas the 
Gordon-St. Augustine proposal would 
bring a new service to 333,358 persons in 
2,028 square miles with less than 25% of 
this population located within its 3.16 
mV/m contour. Further, we are told that 
nearly 75% of the population within the 
total Gordon 1 mV/m contour would con­
sist of some portion of the Jackonsville 
Urbanized Area whieh Would also be sub­
stantially served by a Class C station at 
Atlantic Beach (see footnote 7). I f  this 
Jacksonville Urbanized Area population 
is subtracted from the Gordon 1 mV/m 
contour the net result is a population o f 
about 84,000. Thus, if  we remove the 
common new areas to be served from 
each proposal, we find that the Atlantic 
Beach proposal would provide a new 
service to 414,387 additional persons 
while the St. Augustine proposal would 
provide a new service to only 84,000 ad­
ditional persons, a difference of 330,387 
persons. Gordon argues that the W K TX  
figures are false in that they represent 
coverage based on facilities exceeding the 
assumed facilities which in Roanoke 
Rapids and Goldsboro, North Carolina * 
we specified should be used. This is in­
correct. That case states:

With respect to the proposed station, 
* * * [it] should assume the facilities it will 
use i f  successful • • *

9. Gordon submits that his St. Augus­
tine proposal would provide a second FM 
service to 7,635 persons whereas the 
W KTX Atlantic Beach proposal would 
provide no such benefit. He contends 
that the provision of a second service is 
a singular consideration of great weight 
and “that upon this basis alone, adop­
tion of * * * [his] proposal w ill better 
serve the public interest.” W hile it is 
true that provision of a second FM serv­
ice occupies a high priority in FM rule 
making proceedings, the Commission be­
lieves that In this instance there are 
facts which militate strongly against as­
signing Channel 283 to St. Augustine 
solely on the basis of the second service 
which Gordon avers it would provide. An 
examination of Gordon’s Initial engineer­
ing showing (Figurò 18, therein) indi­
cates that location o f a transmitter and 
antenna north of the site indicated in 
the showing from approximately 7 to 17 
miles would reduce or remove the pro­
jected second service benefits.* The pur­
pose of such a site would be to include 
more of the Jacksonville market within 
the station’s service area. Moreover, fu ll­
time AM Station WWPF, Palatka, pro­
vides a second service to portions of this 
FM second service area at night and re­
duces the claimed second service bene­
fits. For these reasons we believe that 
Gordon’s second service showing is not 
entitled to great weight. Further, any

8 9 F.CjC. 2d 672 (1967).
* The Gordon showing puts the proposed 

transmitter location in the center of St. 
Augustine. It  cannot be located south of St. 
Augustine but can be located as far as 20 
miles north and still comply with Section 
73.315 o f the Rules.
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such showing must stand against the 
W KTX showing o f new service to 330,387 
persons more than that offered by the 
Gordon proposal.

10. Therefore, the Commission believes 
that the public interest would be better 
served by adoption of the W KTX propos­
al as modified in paragraph 4 above. We 
shall therefore modify the WJNJ-FM 
license to specify operation on Channel 
283 at Atlantic Beach30 and shall assign 
Channel 288A to St. Augustine. To avoid 
short-spacing a transmitter for this St. 
Augustine assignment must be located 4 
miles north of the center o f that city.31

11. Accordingly, pursuant to the au­
thority contained in Sections 4 (i), 303 
(g ) and (r ), and 307(b) o f the Com­
munications Act o f 1934, as amended, 
i t  is ordered. That effective Septem­
ber 29, 1975, the FM Table o f Assign­
ments, $ 73.202(b) o f the rules, is 
amended to read as follows for the cities 
listed below:

Channel No, -  City
Jacksonville, Fla_____ 236, 241, 245, 256,

275, 283, 297.
St. Augustine, Fla____ 249A, 288A.
Atlantic Beach, Fla  None.

12. I t  is further ordered, That pursu­
ant to Section 316(a) o f the Communica­
tions Act of 1934, as amended, the out­
standing license held by W KTX, Inc., for 
Station WJNJ-FM, Atlantic Beach, Flor­
ida, is modified, effective September 29, 
1975, to specify operation on Channel 283 
instead of Channel 285A. The licensee 
shall inform the Commission in writing 
no later than September 29, 1975, o f its 
acceptance o f this modification. Station 
WJNJ-FM may continue to operate on 
Channel 285A until (one year from above 
date). 1976, or until the Commission 
sooner directs, subject to the following 
conditions:

(a ) A t least 30 days before commenc­
ing operation on Channel 283 the licensee 
o f Station WJNJ-FM shall submit to the 
Commission the technical Information 
normally requested o f an applicant for 
Channel 283;

(b ) Station WJNJ-FM shall specify 
facilities of 100 kW and 800 feet AAT or 
equivalent.

30 W KTX Inc. is entitled to no reimburse­
ment for the cost o f the modification as it 
is the principal beneficiary o f the action we 
have taken in response to its request.

11 Gordon contends that there may be no 
site available for location of its antenna for 
such an assignment because the available 
area includes the FairchUd-St. Augustine Air­
port and because large portions o f the re­
maining area to the north of St. Augustine 
are Inaccessible swampland. However, W KTX 
avers that there appears to be several square 
miles to the west o f the airport and at right 
angles with the direction o f the runway, 
where such a facility could be located.
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(c ) A t least 10 days prior to commenc­
ing operation on Channel 283, the 
licensee of Station WJNJ-FM shall sub­
m it the measurement data required o f an 
applicant for a broadcast station 
license; and

(d ) The licensee of Station WJNJ-FM 
shall not commence operation on Chan­
nel 283 without prior Commission au­
thorization.

13. I t  is further ordered, That the peti­
tion of State Senator Jack D. Gordon to 
assign Channel 283 to St. Augustine, 
Florida, is granted to the extent indi­
cated and in all other respects is denied.

14. I t  is further ordered, That State 
Senator Jack D. Gordon shall indicate 
in writing to the Commission within 15 
days of issuance o f this Third Report 
and Order his intent to apply for opera­
tion on Channel 288A and if authorized 
to build the station promptly.

15. I t  is further ordered, That the 
W KTX, Inc., Motion to Strike the Gor­
don Petition to Dismiss is granted in part 
and denied in part as set out in foot­
note 2, supra.

16. I f  is further ordered, That this 
proceeding is terminated.
(Secs. 4, 5, 303, 307, 48 Stat., as amended, 
1066, 1068, 1082, 1083; 47 UJ3.C. 154, 155, 303, 
307)

Adopted: August 14, 1975.
Released: August 20,1975.

F ederal Co m m unications  
Co m m issio n ,

V in c en t  J. M u l l in s ,
, Secretary.

[FR Doc.75-22430 Filed 8-22-75;8:45 am]

Title 49— Transportation
CHAPTER V— NATIONAL HIGHWAY TRAF­

FIC SAFETY ADM INISTRATION, DEPART­
M EN T OF TRANSPORTATION 

[Docket No. 73-20; Notice 7]

PART 571— FEDERAL MOTOR VEHICLE 
SAFETY STANDARDS

Fuel System Integrity; Correction 

In  FR Doc. 75-20629 appearing at page 
33036 in the issue o f August 6, 1975, the 
following changes should be made:

1. Section 571.301 Standard No. 201, 
Fuel .System Integrity should read 
§ 571.301 Standard No. 301, Fuel System 
Integrity.

2. Section S5.5 should read S5.4.
3. Section S7.1.6 should read S7.1.5. 

(Secs. 103, 119. Pub. L. 89-563, 80 Stat. 718 
(15 U.S.C., 1392, 1407); delegation of author­
ity at 49 CFR 1.51)

Issued on August 18, 1975.
James B. G regory, 

Administrator,
[FR Doc. 75-22438 Filed 8-22-75; 8:45 am]
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Title 50— Wildlife and Fisheries
CHAPTER I— UN ITED  STATES FISH AND 

WILDLIFE SERVICE, DEPARTM ENT OF 
T H E  INTERIOR

PART 17— ENDANGERED AND 
THREATEN ED WILDLIFE

Amendment Listing the Grizzly Bear of the 
48 Conterminous States as a Threat­
ened Species; Correction .
In  FR Doc. 75-19448 appearing at page 

31734 of the issue for Monday, July 28, 
1975, at the bottom of page 31735, the 
effective date should read “September 1, 
1975.”

Dated: August21,1975.
L y n n  A. G reenw alt , 

Director, U.S. Fish 
and Wildlife Servicer 

[FR Doc.75-22560 Filed 8-22-75;8:45 am]

PART 32— H U N TIN G
Audubon National Wildlife Refuge, 

North Dakota
The following special regulation is 

Issued and is effective August 25, 1975.
§ 32.32 Special regulations; big game, 

or individual wildlife refuge areas.
N orth  D akota

AUDUBON NATIONAL WILDLIFE REFUGE

Public hunting of pronghorn antelope 
by gun on the Audubon National W ildlife 
Refuge, North Dakota, is permitted only 
in the area designated by signs as open 
to hunting. This open area, comprising 
13,837 acres, is delineated on a map 
available at refuge headquarters and 
from the Area Manager, UJ3. Fish and 
W ildlife Service, Bismarck, North Dakota 
58501. Hunting shall be in accordance 
with all applicable State regulations cov­
ering the hunting of pronghorn antelope, 
subject to the following special condi­
tions:

(1) Hunting is permitted from 12 noon 
C.D.T. September 26, 1975 to sunset of 
that day, and from sunrise to sunset of 
each day from September 27 through 
October 5,1975.

(2) Antelope hunters must have a State 
permit for Unit 16B in which the refuge 
is located.

(3) A ll hunters must exhibit their 
hunting license, antelope tag and permit 
to Federal officers upon request.

(4) Vehicular traffic by hunters, in­
cluding use o f boats is prohibited on the 
refuge during the antelope season.
^ The provisions o f this special regula­
tion supplement the regulations which 
govern hunting on wildlife refuge, areas 
generally which are set forth in T itle 50, 
Code o f Federal Regulations, Part 32, and 
are effective through October 5, 1975.

D avid C. M cG la u c h lin , 
Refuge Manager, Audubon 

National Wildlife Refuge.
A ugust 18,1975.
[FR Doc.75-22464 Filed 8-22-75; 8:45 am]
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proposed rules

This section of the FEDERAL REGISTER contains notices to the public of the proposed issuance of rules and regulations. The purpose of 
these notices is to give interested persons an opportunity to participate in the rule making prior to the adoption of the final rules.

DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
[  22 CFR Parts 123,124,125,127 ]  

[Docket No. SD-114]

INTERNATIONAL TRAFFIC IN ARMS 
REGULATIONS

Contingent Fees
■  Recent reports of substantial payments 
i1 as contingent fees in connection with in­

ternational arms sales have generated
■  considerable official and public concern.
■  Undisclosed contingent fees can damage 
■ th e  foreign policy interests of toe United
■  States. Accordingly, toe Department of
■  State proposes to amend toe Intem a-
■  tional Traffic in Arms Regulations to re-
■  quire disclosure of contingent fees in 
■m aterial amounts which are to be paid 
I f  in connection with transactions involv­
i n g  the export of items on toe U.S. 
■Munitions List and related technical 
■data.

I The proposed amendments to Parts 
1123, 124, 125 and 127 of T itle 22, Code of 
■Federal Regulations, are set out below, 
■interested persons are invited to submit 
■w ritten  comments, suggestions or data 
■ to  toe Office of Munitions Control, Bu­
ffi reau of Politico-M ilitary Affairs, Depart­
em en t of State, Washington, D.C. 20520, 
« o n  or before September 24,1975.

PART 123— LICENSES FOR UNCLASSI- 
I  FIED ARMS, AM M UNITION AND IMPLE- 
[ MENTS OF WAR

| 1. Amend § 123.01 by designating toe 
¡present section as paragraph (a ) and by 
¡adding the following new paragraph (b ).
|§ 123.01 Export license.

*  * *  * *

L (b )(1 ) As a further condition prece­
d en t for thê  approval of an application 
|for an export license in connection with 
fany commercial contract having a value 
|of $100,000 or greater, and showing the 
¡consignee or end-user to be a foreign 
¡government, its designee, or an entity 
¡acting on its behalf, toe Department of 
¡State requires that the applicant furnish 
San attested statement that:
B This transaction does not involve the di- 
irect or indirect payment o f any material 
^amount for fees or commissions contingent 
¡upon the accomplishment, in whole or in 
|part, of the terms of the transaction.

[Or, if toe transaction does involve such 
payment, an attested statement that:
■  This transaction involves the direct or in­
direct payment of fees or commissions con- 
¡tingent upon the accomplishment, in whole 
¡or in part, of the terms of the transaction. 
MApplicant) has advised the Government of

------------- as to the identity of the recipient
and the amount of the fee or commission to 
be received.

(2) For purposes of tills paragraph 
(b>, “a material amount” shall be 
deemed to be $10,000 or more.

PART 124— MANUFACTURING LICENSE 
AND TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE AGREE­
MENTS

2. Amend § 124.01 by designating toe 
present section as paragraph (a ) , chang­
ing the parenthetical references (a ) and
(b) therein to ( 1) and (2), and adding 
the following new paragraph (b ) .
§ 124.01 Manufacturing license and 

technical assistance agreements.
* * *''■ ' * *

(b) (1) As a condition precedent for 
the approval of a proposed manufactur­
ing licensing agreement or a technical 
assistance agreement with a foreign gov­
ernment, its designee, or an entity act­
ing on its behalf, the Department of 
State requires that the applicant furnish 
an attested statement that:

This agreement does not Involve the direct 
or indirect payment of any material amount 
for fees or commissions contingent upon the 
accomplishment, in whole or in part, of the 
terms of the agreement.

Or, if the agreement does involve such 
payment an attested statement that:

This agreement involves the direct or in­
direct payment o f fees or commissions con­
tingent upon the accomplishment, in whole 
or in part, of the terms o f the agreement. 
( Applicant) has advised the Government of
-----------.— as to the identity of the recipient
and the amount o f the fee or commission 
to be received.

(2) For purposes/of this paragraph
(b ) , “ a material amount” shall be 
deemed to be $10,000 or more.

PART 125— UNCLASSIFIED TECHNICAL 
DATA AND CLASSIFIED INFORMATION 
(D ATA AND EQUIPM ENT)
3. Amend § 125.03 by designating the 

present section as paragraph (a ) , chang­
ing toe parenthetical references (a ) and
(b ) therein to (1> and (2), and adding 
the following new paragraph b.
§ 125.03 Export o f technical data. 

* * * * *
(b )(1 ) As a condition precedent for 

toe approval o f applications to export 
technical data or classified equipment 
and classified information in connection 
with a contract having a value of 
$100,000 or greater, and showing the

consignee or end-user to be a foreign 
government; its designee, or an entity 
acting mi its behalf, the Department of 
State requires that the applicant furnish 
an attested statement that:

This transaction does not involve the di­
rect or indirect payment of any material 
amount for fees or commission contingent 
upon the accomplishment, in whole or in 
part, of the terms of the transaction.

Or, if toe trarisaction does involve such 
payment, an attested statement that:

This transaction involves the direct or in­
direct payment o f fees or commissions con­
tingent upon the accomplishment, in whole 
or in part, of the-' terms o f the transaction. 
(Applicant) has advised the Government of
------------- as to the Identity of the recipient
and the amount of the fee or commission 
to be received.

(2) For purposes o f this paragraph
(b) “a material amount” shall be deemed 
to be $10,000 or more.

PART 127— VIOLATIONS AND 
PENALTIES

4. Amend § 127.02(b) by adding at the 
end thereof toe following:
§ 127.02 Misrepresentation and conceal­

ment of facts.
* * * • ■ *
(b ) * * *

(14) Contingent fees or commissions 
statement.
(Sec. 414, as amended, 68 Stat. 848, (22 UJ3.C. 
1934) secs. 101 and 105, EO. 10973, 26 FR 
10469.)

Dated: August 19, 1975.
[ seal] Car lyle  E. M a w ,

Under Secretary of State 
for Security Assistance. 

[FR Doc.75-22516 Filed 8-22-75:8:45 am]

DEPARTMENT OF TH E TREASURY 
Customs Service 
[1 9  CFR P a r t i ]

CUSTOM S FIELD ORGANIZATION 
Proposed Changes in Customs Region I

In  order to increase management e f­
fectiveness and adjust to changing tra f­
fic patterns in toe St. Albans, Vermont, 
Customs district, it is considered desir­
able to consolidate toe present Customs 
Ports o f Alburg and Highgate Springs, 
Vermont; to convert the Port of North 
Troy, Vermont, to toe status of a Cus­
toms station under the supervision of 
toe Port of Derby Line, Vermont; and 
to transfer jurisdiction over toe town-
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ship o f Swanton, Vermont, from the 
Port of St. Albans, Vermont, to the new 
consolidated Port of Highgate Springs- 
Alburg, Vermont. In addition, it is con­
sidered desirable to revoke the designa­
tions of Alburg Springs and Morses 
Line, Vermont, as Customs stations and 
to incorporate Alburg Springs and 
Morses Line into the port limits of the 
new Port of Highgate Springs-Alburg, 
Vermont. These proposed changes will 
result in a more efficient use of Customs 
personnel and facilities without impair­
ing service to the public.

Accordingly, by virtue of the authority 
vested in the President by section 1 of 
the Act of August 1, 1914, 38 Stat. 623, 
as amended (19 U.S.C. 2), and delegated 
to the Secretary of the Treasury by 
Executive Order No. 10289, Septem­
ber 17, 1951 (3 CFR Ch. H ), and pur­
suant to authority provided by Treasury 
Department Order No. 190, Rev. 10 (40 
FR 2216), it is proposed to make the fo l­
lowing changes in the organization of 
Region I:

1. To establish a consolidated Port of 
Highgate Springs-Alburg, Vermont, with 
geographical limits Including all points 
and places within the townships of High­
gate, Swanton, and Alburg, and that part 
of the township of Franklin easterly 
from the township of Highgate to and 
including Richard Road with the south­
ernmost boundary as State Aid Road 
number 235.

2. To transfer jurisdiction over the 
township of Swanton from the port of St. 
Albans, Vermont, to the new Port of 
Highgate Springs-Alburg, Vermont.

3. To revoke the designation of North 
Troy, Vermont, as a Customs port o f en­
try in the St. Albans, Vermont, Customs 
district and to designate it as a Customs 
station under the supervision of the Port 
o f Derby Line, Vermont.

4. To revoke the designation of Alburg 
Springs, Vermont, as a Customs station 
under the supervision of the Port o f A l­
burg, Vermont, and the designation c£ 
Morses Line, Vermont, as a Customs sta­
tion under the supervision of the Port of 
Richford, Vermont. Alburg Springs and 
Morses Line, Vermont, w ill be incorpo­
rated within the port limits of the new 
Port of Highgate Springs-Alburg, Ver­
mont.

Data, views, or arguments with respect 
to the foregoing proposal may be ad­
dressed to the Commissioner of Customs, 
Attention: Regulations Division, Wash­
ington, D.C. 20229. To insure considera­
tion of such communications, they must 
be received on or before September 24, 
1975.

Written material or suggestions sub­
mitted w ill be available for public inspec­
tion in accordance with § 103.8(b) of 
the Customs Regulations (19 CFR 103.8
(b ) ),  at the Regulations Division, Head­
quarters, United States Customs Service, 
Washington, D.C., during regular busi­
ness hours.

Dated: August 18,1975.
. D avid R . M acdonald, 

Assistant Secretary of the Treasury.
[FR  Doc.75-22379 Filed 8-22-75;8:45 am]

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE
Agricultural Marketing Service.

[ 7  CFR Part 9 2 6 ]
TOKAY GRAPES GROWN IN SAN
JOAQUIN COUNTY, CALIFORNIA
Expenses, Rate of Assessment, and 

Carryover of Unexpended Funds
This notice invites written comments 

relative to the proposed Industry Com­
mittee expenses of $162,873 and an as-, 
sessment rate of five and one-half cents 
($0,055) per No. 38L grape lug of Cali­
fornia Tokay grapes, grown in San Joa­
quin County, to support committee ac­
tivities during the 1975-76 season under 
Marketing Order No. 926. It  is also pro­
posed that unexpended assessment in­
come from 1974-75 be added to the funds 
carried over as a committee reserve.

Consideration is being given to the fo l­
lowing proposals submitted by the In ­
dustry Committee established under the 
marketing agreement, as amended, and 
Order No. 926, as amended (7 CFR Part 
926), as the agency to administer the 
provisions thereof. Said agreement and 
order regulate the handling o f fresh 
Tokay grapes grown in San Joaquin 
County, California, and are effective un­
der the applicable provisions of the Agri­
cultural Marketing Agreement Act of 
1937, as amended (7 U.S.C. 601-674).

The proposals are as follows:
(a ) That expenses which are reason­

able and likely to be incurred by the In ­
dustry Committee, during the period 
April 1, 1975, through March 31, 1976, 
w ill amount to $162,873.

(b) That there be fixed, at five and 
one-half cents ($0,055) per No. 38L grape 
lug (as specified in § 1387.11 o f the Regu­
lations o f the California Department of 
Food and Agriculture) or equivalent 
quantity of Tokay grapes, the rate of 
assessment payable by each handler in 
accordance with § 926.46 of the aforesaid 
marketing agreement and order.

(c ) That unexpended assessment 
funds in excess of expenses incurred dur­
ing the season ended March 31, 1975, 
and prior years be carried over as a re­
serve in accordance with the applicable 
provisions of § 926.47.
-■ Terms used in the marketing agree­
ment and this part shall, when used 
herein, have the same meaning as is 
given to the respective term in said 
marketing agreement and this part.

A ll persons who desire to submit writ­
ten data, views, or arguments in connec­
tion with the aforesaid proposals should 
file the same, in quadruplicate, with the 
Hearing Clerk, United States Depart­
ment of Agriculture, Room 112-A, Wash­
ington, D.C. 20250, not later than Sep­
tember 12, 1975. A ll written submissions 
made pursuant to this notice w ill be 
made available for public inspection at 
the office of the Hearing Clerk during 
regular business hours (7 CFR 1.2? (b ) ).

Dated: August 19,1975.
C harles R . B rader, 

Deputy Director, Fruit and 
Vegetable Division, Agricul­
tural Marketing Service.

[FR Doc.75-22394 Filed 8-22-75;8:45 am ]

[ 7  CFR Part 9 2 7 ]
BEURRE D'ANJOU, BEURRE BOSC, WIN­

TER NELIS, DOYENNE DU COMICE, 
BEURRE EASTER, AND BEURRE CLAIR- 
GEAU VARIETIES OF PEARS GROWN 
IN OREGON, W ASHINGTON, AND CAL­
IFORNIA

Proposed Limitation of Handling
This notice invites written comments 

relative to proposed amendment o f the 
rules and regulations established pur­
suant to the amended marketing agree­
ment and Order No. 927, as amended. 
Such amendment would (1) update the 
address of the Control Committee, (2) 
add Yuba City, California, as a ware­
house location to which pears could be 
shipped without prior inspection for 
storage while in transit to their ultimate 
market, and (3) delete certain reporting 
requirements that duplicate the report­
ing requirements of the order. More 
specifically, the latter change would de­
lete the requirement that handlers file, 
with the committee, semi-monthly re­
ports of railroad car and truck license 
numbers for the vehicles in which pears 
have been shipped. Also deleted would be 
the requirement that such reports con­
tain the inspection certificate numbers 
inasmuch as order provisions require 
handlers to file copies of such certificates 
with the committee promptly after ship­
ments are made.

Notice is hereby given that the Depart­
ment is considering proposed amend­
ment, as hereinafter set forth, of the 
rules and regulations (Subpart—Control 
Committee Rules and Regulations; 7 
CFR 927.100 et seq.), currently in effect 
pursuant to the applicable provisions of 
the amended marketing agreement and 
Order No. 927, as amended (7 CFR Part 
927), hereinafter referred to collectively 
as the “order.” The order regulates the 
handling of fresh Beurre D’Anjou, 
Beurre Bose, Winter Nells, Doyenne du 
Comice, Beurre Easter, and Beurre Clair- 
geau varieties of pears grown in Oregon, 
Washington, and California. This is a 
regulatory program effective under the 
Agricultural Marketing' Agreement Act 
of 1937, as amended (7 U.S.C. 601-674).

The proposal to amend said rules and 
regulations was unanimously recom­
mended by the Control Committee estab­
lished under the order as the agency to 
administer the terms and provisions 
thereof.

The proposed amendments are as 
follows:

1. The Control Committee address 
specified in § 927.105 is amended to read 
as follows (the fu ll text o f the section 
is included for purposes of c la rity ):
§ 927.105 Communications.

Unless otherwise prescribed in this 
subpart, or in the marketing agreement 
and order, or required by the Control 
Committee, all reports, applications, sub­
mittals, requests, Inspection certificates, 
and communications in connection with 
the marketing agreement and order shall 
be forwarded to:
Winter Pear Control Committee, 601 Wood­

lark Building, Portland, Oregon 97205.
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- 2. The provisions of § 927.122(a) pre­
ceding the proviso therein are amended 
to read as follows :
§ 927.122 Shipments to designated stor­

ages.
(a ) Pears may be shipped without 

prior inspection and certification to any 
public warehouse in Yakima, Zillah, 
Wenatchee, or Grandview in the State 
of Washington; in Portland, Klamath 
Palls, or Medford in the State of Oregon; 
or in Tulelake or Yuba City in the State 
of California, for storage therein in 
transit: * * *

* * * * *
3. Subparagraphs (3) and (4) of 

§ 927.125(b) are hereby deleted and sub- 
paragraphs (5) and (6) are redesignated 
as (3) and (4) so that the paragraph 
reads as follows:
§ 927.125 Reports.

* * * * *
(b) Each handler shall furnish to the 

Control Committee as of the first day 
and the fifteenth day, respectively, of 
each calendar month a report containing 
the following Information on Form 1 
“Handler’s Statement o f Pear Ship­
ments” :

(1) The number of standard western 
pear boxes (two half boxes shall be 
counted as one box) of each variety of 
pears shipped by that handler during the 
preceding half month;

(2) The date of each shipment;
(3) The ultimate destination, by city 

and State; and
(4) The name and address of such 

handler. In addition the handler shall 
indicate, for each lot of pears shipped 
in accordance with the provisions of 
§ 927.122, the storage lot number, and 
thé name and address of the storage 
warehouse.

*  *  *  * *

All persons who submit written data, 
views, or arguments for consideration in 
connection with the proposed amend- 
ament shall file the same, in quadrupli­
cate, with the Hearing Clerk, United 
States Department of Agriculture, Room 
112A, Washington, D.C. 20250, not later 
than September 9, 1975. A ll written sub­
missions received pursuant to this notice 
w ill be made available for public inspec­
tion. at the office of the Hearing Clerk 
during regular business hours (7 CFR 
1.27(b)).

Dated: August 20,1975.
Charles R . B rader, 

Deputy Director, Fruit and 
Vegetable Division, Agricul­
tural Marketing Service.

[FR Doc.75-22475 Filed 8-22-75;8:45 am]

[ 7  CFR Part 945 ]
IRISH POTATOES GROWN IN DES 

NATED COUNTIES IN IDAHO AND M 
HEUR COUNTY, OREG.

Proposed Expenses and Rate of 
Assessment

Consideration is being given to au­
thorizing the Idaho-Eastern Oregon Po­

tato Committee to spend $40,648.50 for 
its operations during the fiscal period 
ending May 31, 1975, and to collect 
$0.0026 per hundredweight on assessable 
potatoes handled by first handlers under 
the program.

The Committee is the administrative 
agency established sunder Marketing 
Agreement No. 98 and Order No. 945, 
both as amended (7 CFR Part 945). This 
program is effective under the Agricul­
tural Marketing Agreement Act of 1937, 
as amended (7 U.S.C. 601 et seq.).

A ll persons who desire to submit writ­
ten data, views, or arguments in connec­
tion with these proposals shall file the 
same, in duplicate, with the Hearing 
Clerk, U.S. Department of Agriculture, 
Room 112-A, Washington, D.C. 20250, 
not later than September 9, 1975. A ll 
written comments w ill be made available 
for public inspection at the office of the 
Hearing Clerk during regular business 
hours (7 CFR 1.27(b)).

The proposals are as follows:
§ 945.228 Expenses and rate of assess­

ment.
(a ) The reasonable expenses that are 

likely to be incurred during the fiscal 
period ending May 31,1976, by the Idaho- 
Eastern Oregon Potato Committee, for 
its maintenance and functioning, and 
for such purposes as the Secretary de­
termines to be appropriate, will amount 
to $40,648.50.

(b) The rate of assessment to be paid 
by each handler in accordance with this 
part, shall be $0.0026 per hundredweight 
or equivalent quantity o f assessable po­
tatoes handled by him as the first han­
dler during the fiscal period.

(c) Unexpended income in excess of 
expenses for the fiscal period may be car­
ried over as a reserve to the extent au­
thorized in § 945.44(b).

(d ) Terms used in this section shall 
have the same meaning as when used in 
the marketing agreement and this part.

Dated: August 20, 1975.
C harles R . B rader, 

Deputy Director, Fruit and 
Vegetable Division, Agricul­
tural Marketing Service.

[FR Doc.75-22474 Filed 8-22-75;8:45 am]

DEPARTMENT OF 
TRANSPORTATION 

Federal Aviation Administration 
[  14 CFR Part 71 ]

[Airspace Docket No. 75-SO-101 ] 

TRANSITION AREA 
Proposed Alteration

The Federal Aviation Administration is 
considering an amendment to Part 71 
of the Fédéral Aviation Regulations that 
would alter the Dillon, S.C., transition 
area.

Interested persons may submit such 
written data, views or arguments as they 
may desire. Communications should be 
submitted in triplicate to the Federal 
Aviation Administration, Southern 
Regon, A ir Traffic Division, P.O. Box 
20636, Atlanta, Ga. 30320. A ll communi­

cations received on or before Septem­
ber 24, 1975 will be considered before 
action is taken on the proposed amend­
ment. No hearing is contemplated at this 
time, but arrangements for informal 
conferences with Federal Aviation Ad­
ministration officials may be made by 
contacting the Chief, Airspace and Pro­
cedures Branch. Any data, views or 
arguments presented during- such con­
ferences must also be submitted in writ­
ing in accordance with this notice in 
order to become part of the record for 
consideration. The proposal contained in 
this notice may be changed in light of 
comments received.

The official docket will be available for 
examination by interested persons at the 
Federal Aviation Administration, South­
ern Region, Room 645, 3400 Whipple 
Street, East Point, Ga.

The Dillon transition area described 
in § 71.181 (40 FR 441) would be 
amended as follows:

All after * * * * *  longitude 7  ̂° 22’00" W .); 
* * * ”  would be deleted and “ * * * within 
3 miles each side of the 233* bearing from 
the. Dillon RBN (lat. 34°26'59" N., long. 
79°22'10" W .), extending from the 5-mile 
radius area to 8.5 miles southwest of the 
RBN * * *”  would be substituted therefor.

The proposed alteration is required to 
provide controlled airspace protection 
for IFR  aircraft executing the NDB RW Y 
6 Instrument Approach Procedure to D il­
lon County Airport, utilizing the Dillon 
(private) nondirectional radio beacon.

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

Issued in East Point, Ga., on August
15,1975.

P h il l ip  M . Sw a te k , 
Director, Southern Region.

[FR Doc.75-22391 Piled 8-22-75;8:45 am]

[  14 CFR Part 71 ]
[Airspace Docket No. 75-SO-59]

FEDERAL AIRWAYS, REPORTING POINTS, 
AND JE T  ROUTES
Proposed Alteration 

Correction
In  FR Doc. 75-21578 appearing at page 

34606 of the issue for Monday, August 18, 
1975, in the middle column, page 34607, 
in item “z” the designation “V-425” 
should read “V-325”.

Federal Highway Administration 

[4 9  CFR Part 393 ]
[Docket No. MC-68; Notice No. 75-16] 

COILED NYLON BRAKE TU BIN G  
Proposed Rule Making

• Purpose. The purpose of this docu­
ment is to seek public comment on a pro­
posal to allow the use of coiled nylon brake 
tubing as brake hose on trailers. •

The Director of thè Bureau of Motor 
Carrier Safety, on his own initiative, is 
considering an amendment to § 393.45
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(c ) of the Federal Motor Carrier Safety 
Regulations to permit, on commercial 
motor vehicles operated in interstate or 
foreign commerce, the use of coiled 
nylon brake tubing between the frame 
of a towed vehicle and an adjustable 
unsprung, subframe of an adjustable 
axle of that towed vehicle. Under the 
proposed amendment, motor carriers 
would be permitted to use coiled nylon 
brake tubing that meets the require­
ments of Type 3B nylon tubing in SAE 
Standard J844C. At present, use of nylon 
tubing for this purpose is not permitted 
under § 393.45 because the tubing does 
not meet the SAE Standards for airbrake 
hose.

The proposal grows out of a test pro­
gram conducted by the Fruehauf D ivi­
sion, Fruehauf Corporation and United 
Trucking Service, Inc., during the period 
from October 1973 through April 1975. 
The program had the advanced approval, 
o f the Bureau; it was conducted under 
conditions specified by the Bureau and 
agreed to by the carriers. During the 
program, 43 test vehicles equipped with 
brake,.hoses of coiled nylon tubing were 
driven approximately one million miles 
under different weather conditions and 
In several different regions of the 
country. Concurrently, 40 test vehicles 
equipped with conventional rubber brake 
hoses were operated an equivalent 
mileage.

No nylon tubing hose failures occurred 
during the program. There were 5 in­
stances where the nylon coils failed to 
return completely to their original shape 
when the adjustable axle assembly was 
set at its midway point on the trailer. 
The fact that the coils did not com­
pletely retract at the midway position 
is viewed as a coil design problem and 
not as a parameter which is function­
ally related to effective braking. Eight
(8) rubber hose failures occurred as a 
result of chafing or abrading. The test, 
in the Bureau’s judgment, has proven 
that the nylon coiled air brake tubing is 
suitable for braking systems at the loca­
tion specified in this document.

Based upon these tests, the Director 
proposes to amend § 393.45(c) o f the 
Federal Motor Carrier Safety Regula­
tions (Subchapter C in Chapter H t of 
Title 49, CFR) to read as set forth below.

Interested persons are invited to sub­
mit data, views, or arguments pertain­
ing to this proposal. Comments, identify­
ing the docket number and notice num­
ber appearing at the top of this Notice, 
should be submitted in three copies to 
the Bureau of Motor Carrier Safety, Fed­
eral Highway Administration, Washing­
ton, D.C. 20590. A ll comments received 
before the close o f business on Septem­
ber 30, 1975, w ill be considered before 
further action is taken on the proposal. 
A ll comments will be available for-exam­
ination by interested persons in the 
docket room of the Bureau of Motor 
Carrier Safety, Room 3401, 400 Seventh 
Street, SW, Washington, D.C., both be­
fore and after the closing date for 
comments.

This notice o f proposed rule making is 
issued under the authority o f section 204

of the Interstate Commerce Act, as 
amended (49 U.S.C. 304), section 6 of 
the Department o f Transportation Act 
(49 U.S.C. 1055), and the delegations 
of authority by the Secretary of Trans­
portation and the Federal Highway Ad- 
ministrator at 49 CFR 1.48 and 49 CFR 
389.4 respectively.

Issued on August 13,1975.
R obert A. K a y e , 
Director, Bureau of 
Motor Carrier Safety.

Section 393.45(c) introductory text is 
revised to read as follows;
§ 393.45 Brake tubing and hose ade­

quacy.
*  *  *  *  *

(c ) Nylon brake tubing. Coiled nylon 
brake tubing may be used for connec­
tions between towed and towing vehicles 
or between the frame of a towed vehi­
cle and the unsprung frame of an ad­
justable axle of that vehicle if—

* * * * *
[FR Doc.75-22470 Filed 8-22-75;8:45 am]

Federal Railroad Administration 
[4 9  CFR Part 2 3 0 ]

[FRA Waiver Petition Docket No. LI-75-1 ]

NATIONAL RAILROAD PASSENGER 
CORP. (AM TRAK)

Locomotive Inspection Test Program; 
Exemption Petition

The National Railroad Passenger Cor­
poration (Amtrak) has petitioned the 
Federal Railroad Administration (FR A) 
for an exemption from a provision o f the 
locomotive inspection regulations for 
two (2) of the French built TurboTrains 
operated by Amtrak. The petition seeks 
a temporary waiver o f the requirement 
that the' brake system components be 
removed and disassembled on a periodic 
basis which may not exceed 24 months 
(49 CFR 230.208 ( c ) ).

The waiver is sought by Amtrak so 
that a limited test program can be con­
ducted In order to obtain information 
concerning the potential service life  of 
the components o f the unique brake 
equipment utilized on the French built 
TurboTrains. The test will be limited to 
the two (2) TurboTrains received in this 
country in 1973, designated as trains 
RTG-1 and RTG-2. Each o f these two
(2)  trains consist of power units at each 
end, back-to-back with three (3) un­
powered or trailer units between. None 
o f these units can be operated coupled 
separately in trains o f conventional 
equipment, nor can conventional equip­
ment be intermingled in the consists of 
trains RTG ^l and RTG—2. Each train 
operates essentially as a single unit.

The brake system used with these two 
(2> trains is unlike any system used on 
railroad equipment elsewhere within 
North America. It  can be said it uses the 
best available proven technology and is 
designed around the “ fail-safe”  principles 

_  basic to American built equipment. There 
have been no reported brake failures dur­
ing the past two (2) years of operation

between Chicago, Illinois, and St, Louis, 
Missouri. The excellent reliability, which 
this equipment has established, is dem­
onstrated by its very high percentage o f 
availability.

Each trainset is inspected and serviced 
daily at a single facility at Brighton 
Park, Illinois. The Brighton Park facility 
was designed and built specifically for 
maintenance of these trainsets and is 
staffed with personnel especially trained 
for the purpose. This centralized inspec­
tion and maintenance facility makes pos­
sible a close control of the equipments 
condition and assures a'maximum quality 
of performance. Amtrak believes that its 
inspection and maintenance procedures 
are exceptionally thorough, since they 
meet or exceed all Federal requirements.

As noted previously, the petition seeks 
a temporary waiver of a provision of the 
locomotive inspection regulations (49 
CFR 230.208(c) ). The petition also seeks 
a temporary waiver of- a provision of the 
power brake regulations (49 CFR 232.17 
-(b) ) Insofar as it requires removal and 
disassembly of the brake system com­
ponents o f the un-powered or trailer 
units.

Amtrak experience to date and in for­
mation concerning European mainte­
nance practices indicate that these com­
ponents have a normal, safe service-life 
far in excess of the 24-month period 
maximum specified by FRA rules. 
Amtrak believes, therefore, that a safe 
and suitable condition for service can be 
anticipated throughout the 24-month 
extension requested in this petition. Dur­
ing this test period, detailed records of 
any unusual attention which may be re­
quired by individual components w ill be 
kept, and any component which might 
be removed for cause w ill be given en­
gineering evaluation for possible im­
provement of the product.

Interested persons are invited to  par­
ticipate in these proceedings by submit­
ting written data, views, or comments. 
FRA does hot anticipate scheduling an 
opportunity for oral comment on this pe­
tition since the facts do not appear to 
warrant it. An opportunity to présent erai 
comments will be provided however, if 
requested by any interested person prior 
to September 1, 1975. A ll communica­
tions concerning this petition should 
Identify the appropriate Docket Number 
(FRA ' Waiver Petition Docket Number 
LI-75-1) and should be submitted in 
triplicate to the Docket Clerk, Office of 
Chief Counsel, Federal Railroad Admin­
istration, Nassif Building, 400 Seventh 
Street, SW., Washington, D.C. 20590. 
Communications received before Septem­
ber 25, 1975 will be considered by the 
Federal Railroad Administration before 
final action is taken. Comments received 
after that date will be considered so far 
as practicable. A ll comments received will 
be available, both before and after the 
closing date for communicatlons, for ex­
amination by interested persons during 
regular business hours in Room 5101, 
Nassif Building, 400 Seventh Street, SW, 
Washington, D.C. 20590.

This notice is Issued under the au­
thority of section 202, 84 Stat. 971, 45 
U.S.C. 431; and § 1.49 (n ) o f the regula-
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tions of the Office of the Secretary of 
Transportation, 49 CFR 1.49 (n ).

Issued in Washington, D.C. on August 
19, 1975.

- Donald W. B e nnett , 
Chief Counsel.

[PR Doc.75-22396 Piled 8-22-75;8:45 am]

National Highway Traffic Safety 
Administration

[4 9  CFR Part 5 5 6 ]
[Docket No. 75-21; Notice 1]

EXEMPTION FOR INCONSEQUENTIAL 
DEFECT OR NONCOMPLIANCE 

-h
Notice of Proposed Rulemaking

• The purpose of this notice is to pro­
pose a new regulation that establishes 
procedures for petitioning by manufactur­
ers for exemption from defect and non- 
compliance notification and remedy re­
quirements on grounds that the defect or 
noncompliance is Inconsequential as it re­
lates to motor vehicle safety. •

Section 157 of the 1974 amendments 
to the National Traffic and Motor Vehi­
cle Safety Act (Pub. L. 93-492) provides 
for an exemption from the notification 
and recall requirements of the Act where, 
upon petition by the manufacturer, the 
Administrator determines that a defect 
or noncompliance is inconsequential as 
relates to motor vehicle safety. Before 
the Administrator reaches à decision on 
the petition, notice of the application 
must be given in the F ederal R egister 
and all interested persons must be given 
an opportunity to present data, views, 
and arguments on the question of ln- 
consequentiality of the defect or non- 
compliance.

This proposal prescribes the proce­
dures for the submission of petitions, in­
cluding filing time and petition content. 
It  is proposed that once a manufacturer 
has made a determination that a motor 
vehicle or item of replacement equip­
ment contains a defect or does not com­
ply with all applicable safety standards, 
he must submit any petition alleging in- 
consequentiality within 15 days follow­
ing that determination. Where the initial 
defect or noncompliance determination 
is made by the NHTSA a petition for 
exemption from notification and remedy 
responsibilities based on inconsequen- 
tiality must be submitted within 15 days 
after the agency’s communication to the 
manufacturer of its initial determina­
tion.

The agency has tentatively concluded 
that 15 days is a necessary and reason­
able lim it on the time available for 
filing a petition for notification and 
remedy exemption. It  is important in the 
interest of safety that defect notification 
and remedy campaigns be commenced 
without undue delay. In keeping with 
basic premise, the proposed revision of 
Part 577 (40 CFR 19651, May 6, 1975), 
specifies time periods within which de­
fect notification campaigns must be com­
pleted. Where the manufacturer deter­
mines the existence of the defect or non- 
compliance, his notification must occur

within a reasonable time after the deter­
mination. Where the NHTSA has made 
the determination, notification must take 
place within 60 days following its order 
for a notification campaign, except in 
cases where a provisional notification is 
ordered in response to a manufacturer’s 
challenge. A provisional notification must 
be sent within 30 days after the agency’s 
order.

When the NHTSA makes an initial de­
termination that a motor vehicle or item 
of replacement equipment contains a 
defect or does not comply with all ap­
plicable motor vehicle safety standards, 
section 152 of the Act requires that it 
provide the manufacturer with an op­
portunity to present data, views, and 
arguments to establish that there is no 
defect or failure to comply or that the 
alleged defect does not affect motor ve­
hicle safety. Only after the manufac­
turer is given the chance to present such 
iriformation and all interested parties 
are allowed to submit their views can the 
Administrator make a final determina­
tion as to the existence of a defect or 
noncompliance and order, notification 
and remedy. The issues involved in de­
term ining the relationship of a defect 
to motor vehicle safety are essentially 
the same as those involved in determin­
ing whether the defect is inconsequen­
tial.* The most efficient procedure, there­
fore, calls for considering both questions 
together. It  also appears efficient to pro­
vide for simultaneous consideration of 
the existence of a noncompliance and 
whether it is inconsequential with re­
spect to safety. Presentation of data, 
views, and arguments on the existence 
of a defect or noncompliance, should 
thus also address the issue of incon- 
sequentiaiity.

Since an application for notice and 
remedy exemption based on incon- 
sequentiality appears to presuppose the 
existence of a defect or noncompliance, 
a manufacturer should not be in a posi­
tion of having to choose at the outset 
between challenging the initial defect or 
noncompliance determination and peti­
tioning for an inconsequentiality exemp­
tion. The proposed rule therefore states 
in § 556.4(d) that an inconsequentiality 
petition will not constitute a concession 
by the manufacturer of, nor will it be 
considered relevant to, the existence of 
a defect or noncomplipmce. This will en­
able the manufacturer to petition for in­
consequentiality relief at the same time 
he presents his arguments against the 
agency’s initial determination, without 
prejudicing his case.

Petitions submitted requesting exemp­
tion from tile notification and remedy 
requirement^ of the Act would, under 
the proposal, have to contain complete 
Information about the motor vehicle or 
item of replacement equipment for which 
an exemption is sought, and also all data, 
views, and arguments supporting the as­
sertion that the defect or noncompli­
ance is inconsequential as it relates to 
motor vehicle safety.

Manufacturers may also include in 
these petitions requests to be relieved of

further responsibility to comply with the 
defect and noncompliance report re­
quirements contained in 49 CFR Part 
573.

Once a petition was received, notice 
would be published in the F ederal R eg­
ister  describing the contents of the peti­
tion and requesting comments from all 
interested persons. A date would also be 
scheduled for a public meeting at which 
the petitioning manufacturer and any 
interested persons could present oral 
comments, if desired. The meeting, would 
be informal with no pleadings or cross- 
examination.

I f  at any time, following a determina­
tion by the Administrator that a defect 
or noncompliance is inconsequential, he 
concludes based on new information that 
the inconsequentiality determination was 
incorrect, he may rescind the exemption. 
Such a rescission could occur only after 
notice of the new information had been 
published in the F ederal R egister and 
all interested parties had been given an 
opportunity to comment on it. The basis 
for notification and remedy of defects 
and noncompliances is protection o f in­
dividuals who possess motor vehicles or 
items o f replacement equipment that 
might pose a danger in their defective 
or noncomplying condition. Therefore, 
any basis for an exemption from notifi­
cation and remedy requirements would 
be removed if the relationship of a de­
fect or noncompliance to safety were 
shown to be more than inconsequential.

Interested persons are invited to sub­
mit comments on the proposal. Com­
ments should refer to the docket num­
ber and be submitted to: Docket Section, 
National Highway Traffic Safety Ad­
ministration, Room 5108, 400 Seventh 
Street, SW., Washington, D.C. 20590. It 
is requested but not required that 10 
copies be submitted.

A ll comments received before the close 
of business on the comment closing date 
indicated below will be considered, and 
will be available for examination in the 
docket at the above address both before 
and after that date. To the extent pos­
sible, comments filed after the closing 
date w ill also be considered. However, 
the rulemaking action may proceed at 
any time after that date, and comments 
received after the closing date and too 
late for consideration in regard to the 
action will be treated as suggestions for 
future rulemaking. The NHTSA will 
continue to file relevant material as it 
becomes available in the docket after the 
closing date, and it is recommended that 
interested persons continue to examine 
the docket for new material.

Comment closing date: October 9, 
1975.

Proposed effective date: 30 days after 
publication as a final rule.
(Sec. 157, Pub. L. 93-492, 86 Stat. 1159 (15 
U.S.C. 1410), delegations of authority at 49 
CFR 1.5T and 49 CFR 501.8)

Issued on August 18, 1975.
R obert L. Carter, 

Associate Administrator, 
Motor Vehicle Programs.
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It  Is proposed to amend Title 49 Code 
o f Federal Regulations by the addition 
o f Part 556 as follows:
Sec.
556.1 Scope.
556.2 Purpose.
556.3 Application.
556.4 Petition for exemption.
556.5 Processing of petition.
556.6 Meetings.
556.7 Disposition o f petition.
556.8 Reclsslon of exemption.
556.9 Public inspection of relevant infor­

mation.
Authority: Sec. 157, Pub. I». 93-492, 86 

Stat. 1159; (15 UJ3.C. 1410), delegation of 
authority at 49 CFR 1.51 and 49 CFR 501.8.

§556.1 Scope.
This part sets forth procedures, pur­

suant to section 157 of the Act, for ex­
empting manufacturers o f motor vehi­
cles and replacement equipment from the 
Act’s notice and remedy requirements 
when a defect or noncompliance is de­
termined to be Inconsequential as it re­
lates tp motor vehicle safety.
§ 556.2 Purpose.

The purpose of this part is to enable 
manufacturers of motor vehicles and re­
placement equipment to petition the 
NHTSA for exemption from the notifica­
tion and remedy requirements o f the Act 
due to the lnconsequentiality o f the de­
fect or noncompliance as it relates to 
motor vehicle safety, and to give all 
interested persons an opportunity for 
presentation of data, views, and argu­
ments on the issue of lnconsequentiality.
§ 556.3 Application.

This part applies to manufacturers of 
motor vehicles and replacement equip­
ment.
§ 556.4 Petition for exemption.

(a ) A  manufacturer who has deter­
mined the existence, In a motor vehicle 
or item of replacement equipment that 
he produces, of a defect or a noncompli­
ance with an applicable Federal motor 
vehicle safety standard, or who has re­
ceived notice o f an initial determination 
by the NHTSA of the existence o f a de­
fect or noncompliance, may petition the 
Administrator for exemption from the 
Act’s notification and remedy require­
ments on the grounds that the defect or 
noncompliance is inconsequential as it 
relates to motor vehicle safety.

(b ) Each petition submitted under this 
part shall—

< 1) Be written In the English language;
(2) Be submitted in. three copies to: 

Administrator, National Highway Traf­
fic Safety Administration, Washington,
D.C. 20590;

(3) State the fu ll name and address of 
the applicant, the nature o f its organi­
zation (e.g., individual, partnership, or 
corporation) and the name o f the State 
or country under the laws o f which it 
Is organized.

(4 ) Describe the motor vehicle or item 
of replacement equipment and the de­
fect or noncompUance concerning which 
an exemption is sought; and

(5) Set forth all data, views, and 
arguments of the petitioner supporting 
his petition.

Ce) The knowing and w illful submis­
sion o f false, fictitious, or fraudulent in­
formation w ill submit the petitioner to 
the criminal penalties of 18 U.S.C. 1001.

(d ) In  the case of defects or noncom­
pliances determined to exist by a manu­
facturer, petitions under this part must 
be received not later than 15 days after 
such determination. In  the case of defects 
or noncompliances initially determined 
to exist by the NHTSA, petitions must be 
received not later than 15 days after 
notification of the determination has 
been received by the manufacturer. Such 
a petition w ill not constitute a concession 
by the manufacturer’ of, nor w ill it  be 
considered relevant to, the existence of 
a defect or nonconformity.
§ 556.5 Processing of petition.

(a ) The NHTSA publishes a notice of 
each petition in the F ederal R egister. 
Such notice includes:

(1) A brief summary of the petition;
(2) A  statement o f the availability o f 

the petition ¿nd other relevant informa­
tion for public inspection; and

(3) (i) In  the case of a defect or non- 
compliance determined to exist by the 
manufacturer, an invitation to interested 
persons to submit written data, views, 
and arguments concerning the petition, 
and a statement of the time and place 
of a public meeting at which such ma­
terials may be presented orally if  any 
person so desires.

(ii) In  the case of a defect or noncom­
pliance Initially determined to exist tor 
the NHTSA, an Invitation to Interested 
persons to submit written data, views, 
and arguments concerning the petition 
or to submit such data, views, and argu­
ments orally at the meeting held pur­
suant to section 152(a) of the Act fo l­
lowing the initial determination, or at a 
separate meeting if  deemed appropriate 
by the agency.
§ 556.6 Meetings.

(a ) A t a meeting held under this part, 
any interested person may make oral 
(as well as written) presentations of 
data, views, and arguments on the ques­
tion whether the defect or noncompli­
ance described in the Federal Register 
notice is inconsequential as it  relates to 
motor vehicle safety.

(b) Sections 556 and 557 of T itle 5, 
United States Code, do not apply to any 
meeting held under this part. Unless 
otherwise specified, any meeting held 
under this part is an informal, nonad­
versary, fact-finding proceeding, at 
which there are no formal pleadings or 
adverse parties. A  decision to grant or 
deny a petition, after a meeting on such 
petition, is not necessarily based exclu­
sively on the record of the meeting.

(c ) The Administrator designates a 
representative t® conduct any meeting 
held under this part. The Chief Counsel 
designates a member o f his staff to serve 
as legal officer at the meeting. A  tran­
script o f the proceeding is kept and ex­

hibits may be kept as part of the 
transcript.
§ 556.7 Disposition of petition.

Notice of either a grant or denial of a 
petition for exemption frdm the notice 
and remedy requirements of the Act 
based upon the lnconsequentiality of a 
defect or noncompliance is issued to the 
petitioner and published in the F ederal 
R egister. The effect of a grant of a peti­
tion is to relieve the manufacturer from 
any further responsibility to provide 
notice and remedy of the defect or non- 
compliance. The effect of a denial is to 
contiriue in force, as against a manufac­
turer, all duties contained in the Act re­
lating to notice and remedy of the defect 
or noncompliance.
§ 556.8 Rescission of exemption.

The Administrator may at any time 
rescind an exemption granted under this 
part if, after the receipt of new data and 
notice and opportunity for comment 
thereon, in accordance with 9 556.6, he 
determines that the defect or noncom­
pliance is not inconsequential as it re­
lates to motor vehicle safety.
§ 556.9 Public inspection o f relevant 

information.
Information relevant to a petition 

under this part, including the petition 
and supporting data, memoranda o f in ­
formal meetings with the petitioner or 
any other interested person concerning 
thè petition, and the notice granting or 
denying the petition, áre available for 
public inspection in the Docket Section, 
Room 5108, National Highway Traffic 
Safety Administration, 400 Seventh 
Street, SW„ Washington, D.C. 20590. 
Copies of available information may be 
obtained in accordance with Part 7 of 
the regulations of the Office o f the Secre­
tary o f Transportation (49 CFR Part 7).

[FR Doc.75-22440 Filed 8-22-75; 8:45 am]

CIVIL AERONAUTICS BOARD
[ 1 4  CFR Part 399 ]

[Docket No. 27417]
DOMESTIC LOAD-FACTOR STANDARDS
Advance Notice of Proposed Rulemaking 

August 19,1975.
The purposes of this advance notice of 

rulemaking are to institute a proceeding 
to reexamine the Board’s domestic load- 
factor standard and to delineate the ini­
tial procedures to be followed in this pro­
ceeding.

Background. The load-factor standard 
constitutes the Board’s policy as to the 
balance between traffic and capacity it 
w ill consider reasonable for ratemaking 
purposes. A low overall load factor Im­
plies, among other things, that on the 
average it wiH be relatively easy for a 
passenger to obtain a seat on the flight 
o f his choice, while with a high-load- 
factor sendee, it is more difficult to ob­
tain a seat, particularly during periods of 
peak demand. On the other hand, a  low 
average load factor carries with it a high-
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er average fare level, since the costs o f 
flying an airplane must be spread over 
relatively fewer passengers, whereas costs 
per passenger are lower if  load factors 
are high. Thus, any load-factor standard 
reflects a judgment as to the standard of 
service on which fares should be predi­
cated. In  utilizing a load-factor standard 
for ratemaking, the Board views as rea­
sonable a level of fares which produces 
the allowable return on investment, as­
suming operations are conducted at the 
standard load factor. In  other words, the 
expenses and investment recognized for 
ratemaking purposes are those necessary 
for operations at the standard load fac­
tor, regardless o f whether actual load 
factors are above or below the standard.

The Board’s present load-factor stand­
ard of 55 percent, adopted in Phase 6B 
of the Domestic Passenger-Fare Investi­
gation,* is applicable for ratemaking 
purposes to the 48-State operations of 
the domestic trunk carriers. On January 
17, 1975, the Department of Transporta­
tion (DOT) petitioned the Board, in Doc­
ket 27417, to issue an order to show cause 
why the load-factor standard should not 
be increased to 60-65%, or higher. In  
Order 75-6-72, which primarily con­
cerned domestic passenger-fare increases 
proposed by a number of carriers, the 
Board concluded that a reexamination of 
the load-factor standard was appropri­
ate, particularly in light of the major 
Impact which the escalation in fuelcosts 
has had cm airline economics and the 
implications of that impact for the 
proper trade-off between the level of 
passenger fares and the quality of serv­
ice. As we stated therein, the impact of 
the Increase in fuel prices has been suffi­
ciently severe to raise a question as to 
whether or not operations at a 55 percent 
load factor reflect a reasonable balance 
In today’s environment between the qual­
ity of service provided and its price to 
the passenger. The Board, however, de­
clined to proceed by way , of a show cause 
order, as requested by DOT, but instead 
stated its Intention to proceed by way of 
a rulemaking proceeding.

Purpose of the Proceeding. The pro­
ceeding we are hereby initiating will con­
sider the longer-term load-factor stand­
ards for evaluating the passenger fares 
of the domestic trunks in the 48 con­
tiguous States. We intend to reexamine 
tire existing standards in terms of their 
relationship to both the level and struc­
ture of fares. Thus, the issues will include 
the overall load-factor standard, the ex­
tent to which load-factor standards 
should vary for different classes o f serv­
ice, and how the load-factor standards 
should apply at varying distances.2

While we-look to this proceeding to re-? 
solve these issues in the context of 
whether, to adopt new long-run load- 
factor standards,J recent developments 
now indicate that We may be confronted

* See Orders 71-4-54 and 74-8-81. The load- 
tector standard adopted therein Is codified at 
14 GFR 39981(a) .

1 As we Indicated in  Order 75-6-72, we are 
hereby consolidating DOT’S petition into this 
proceeding.

with the basic questions raised in this 
proceeding before the complex issue of a 
load-factor standard for long-term use 
can be fully explored. Thus, recent in­
creases in fuel costs and the possibility 
that the industry w ill face even further 
such Increases in the short run must be 
recognized. A t the moment, the situation 
is uncertain both as to the level to which 
fuel prices may ultimately rise and the 
span o f time over which this will take 
place, and, accordingly, it is difficult for 
the Board to reach tentative conclusions. 
Nevertheless, the possible immediacy of 
a material upward swing in fuel prices 
poses a difficult problem of regulatory 
policy. It  poses equally difficult problems 
for the carriers in their planning both 
for the near and longer terms, problems 
which are compounded by present uncer­
tainties.

Ultimately, the users of the air trans­
portation system bear the costs o f fuel. 
There are two basic approaches by which 
further fuel price increases may be ab­
sorbed, and a range of alternatives fa ll­
ing in between, depending upon „the ra­
pidity with which prices escalate and the 
ultimate level reached. Increased fuel 
costs could simply be allowed to flow 
through fully to fare levels. This was 
done during the months immediately suc­
ceeding the onset of the fuel crisis in the 
latter part of 1973. This approach has 
the advantage of permitting prompt re­
coupment of identifiable specific addi­
tional costs, assuming no offsetting de­
cline in traffic by reason o f the higher 
fares, and would not, as a general mat­
ter, be inequitable to passengers since 
they are being asked to pay no more than 
that necessary to cover the costs o f the 
level of service they receive from the 
system. On the other hand, as indicated, 
present and foreseeable circumstances 
raise a question as to whether it is rea­
sonable and in the carriers’ and the na­
tion’s Interest to maintain the present 
quality o f service in view of what the 
traveler may be asked to pay. Pare in­
creases in significant amounts, particu­
larly since any.further increase in  fares 
would come on top of the significant in­
creases in the past several years, could 
severely dampen the travel market, and 
hence Impair the industry’s ability to 
maintain the present level o f servicd.* In ­
creases in the price o f energy may have 
a pervasive impact on the economy which 
in itself could be expected to affect' the 
travel market adversely. It  is generally 
accepted that a general fare increase w ill 
not return an equivalent revenue in­
crease to the carriers. The general eco­
nomic circumstances today and possible 
developments in the months ahead sug­
gest the possibility o f a wider disparity 
between an increase in fares to the pas­
senger and increased dollar revenue to 
the carriers. Finally, a major national

* Estimates o f the general Increase in do­
mestic fares which would be required to off­
set possible fuel cost Increases arising from  
the price decontrol ot domestic o il range 
up to 10 percent. These estimates assume a 
fu ll pass-through to the fare level, but do not 
reflect possible further price Increases in 
imported petroleum.

objective is to create incentives toward 
curtailed and more efficient consumption 
of fuel. A full pass-through to fare level 
may not be consistent with that objec­
tive.

The opposing approach to a fu ll flow­
through to fare level would be fu ll ab­
sorption of added fuel costs through 
greater utilization of capacity offered, a 
full flow-through to load factor.. Under 
this approach, the consumer would pay 
for the increase in fuel prices, not by an 
increase in fare, but by a reduction in 
the quality and convenience in the serv­
ice he receives. Such an approach would 
have the benefit of working toward the 
national interests in reduced consump­
tion oTenergy and stemming inflationary 
pressures on the economy. It  also recog­
nizes the fact that, in terms o f constant 
dollars, the cost of providing air service 
has risen sharply, to the point that the 
cost/value relationship reflected by a 55 
percent load factor may no longer be ap­
propriate.* On the other hand, the air 
transport system is today indisputably 
an essential element in the nation's econ­
omy, a fact which dictates maintenance 
of a level of service adequate to accom­
modate within reasonable and tolerable 
limits all who wish and need to use it. 
Moreover, the prospect of a precipitous 
and material cutback in service appears 
particularly troublesome. It  is clearly not 
possible in the short run to reap the full 
cost benefit o f such a contraction. Depre­
ciation continues for grounded aircraft 
which cannot be readily sold In today’s 
market, as do insurance costs and con­
tractual arrangements with flight per­
sonnel, airport operators, and others 
which cannot be quickly modified. Even 
the transition to a longer-term reduced 
level o f service must be carefully ad­
dressed.

These differing approaches, their con­
sequences, and the difficult problems for 
the carriers arising from the energy situ­
ation have been widely publicized and in­
deed were the subject of communication 
from the Board to Executive Branch and 
Congressional officials responsible for de­
veloping the nation’s energy pregram. 
(See letter from Chairman, June 24, 
1975.)

What constitutes an adequate level of 
service and a reasonable charge to the 
user in today’s environment, and that 
which seems likely to emerge in the fu­
ture, are complex questions. However, 
they are questions which may confront 
the Board in the immediate future; long 
before the long-term issues in this pro­
ceeding cna be resolved. And they are 
questions to which the Board feels 
obliged to give consideration in assessing 
fare-increase requests, even before the 
longer-term issues are settled. For this 
reason, the Board has been reassessing 
its ratemaking policies in anticipation of 
fare-increase proposals which it may 
presently and in the immediate months 
ahead be called to rule upon. The Board

* For example, absorption through load fac­
tor o f fuel price Increases since 1969, in 
terms o f constant dollars, would result In a 
load-factor standard In excess o f 60 percent.
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has under consideration the various fac­
tors discussed above and expects the car­
riers to take them into account in evalu­
ating their revenue needs, particularly 
in the context o f any tariff filings for a 
general revenue increase. Accordingly, 
we urge each carrier to consider care­
fully the trade-offs and balance between 
fare levels, traffic, capacity and fuel costs 
and consumption in analyzing its needs 
and operational plans. While develop­
ments in the near future are as yet un­
certain and it is accordingly not possible 
to determine what course of action would 
be the most appropriate, significantly 
changed circumstances may dictate that 
the proper discharge of the Board’s regu­
latory responsibilities w ill require depar­
ture from an automatic application of 
regulatory standards developed in a d if­
ferent environment in the Board’s eval­
uation of the industry’s current revenue 
need.

Procedure. A few carriers, in the course 
of their petitions for reconsideration of 
Order 75-6-72, and in answer to those 
petitions, objected to our stated intention 
to initiate this proceeding.6 W ith one 
exception,* the objections concern our 
decision to utilize rulemaking procedures. 
Eastern asserts that the load-factor 
standard is a complex question of fact 
which is best resolved in an evidentiary 
proceeding with opportunity for cross- 
examination and an initial decision by 
an administrative law judge. TW A sim­
ilarly claims that a hearing is needed to 
resolve such questions as the extent to 
which a change in the load-factor stand­
ard will affect actual load factors, serv­
ice in low-density markets and markets 
with extreme day-of-the-week and sea­
sonal peaking, and the financial posture 
of the carriers. Finally, National claims 
that it is unrealistic to use rulemaking 
without a hearing to arrive at a standard 
which will become “ the actual basis of 
rate prescription under Section 1002(d) 
of the Act.”

There can be no question that a formal 
evidentiary hearing o f the type contem­
plated by the Administrative Procedure 
Act is not necessary for determining' a 
load-factor standard for ratemaking 
purposes. The determination of the prop­
er load-factor standard for ratemaking 
purposes is quite clearly a legislative 
policy question, the resolution of which 
is a matter of the Board’s judgment as 
to the most desirable balance between 
the level o f fares that passengers must 
pay and the quality of service they

6 These petitions, insofar as they relate to 
actions taken in Order 75-6-72, w ill be the 
subject o f a separate order.

8 Eastern objects to reexamination o f the 
load-factor standards cm the grounds that 
the present standard was intended to be a 
long-term  one and that short-term consid­
erations should not vitiate that intention. As 
we pointed out in  Order 75-6—72, however, 
every indication points to the conclusion 
th at fuel prices have reached a new plateau 
and cannot be expected to fa ll to  mid-1973 
levels during any foreseeable future. Thus, 
we are faced with a long-term  change in  the 
nature o f airline costs—one which neces­
sarily requires a new look at load-factor 
standards.

should receive. The use o f rulemaking 
proceedings for developing ratemaking 
standards and policies is not novel to 
the Board. Three of the phases of the 
Domestic Passenger-Fare Investigation—• 
those dealing with depreciation stand­
ards, treatment of leased aircraft, and 
treatment of deferred taxes—were con­
ducted as rulemaking proceedings. More­
over, the adoption of load-factor stand­
ards does not involve a prescription of 
rates. Under § 1002(d), the Board can 
prescribe rates only if it finds, after no­
tice and hearing, that existing and pro­
posed rates are unlawful. Rather, as in­
dicated above, a load-factor standard 
merely constitutes the Board’s policy as 
to the amount of unused capacity it will 
require the traveling public to pay for.

In addition to the fact that formal 
evidentiary hearings are not required as 
a matter of law, we believe that the flexi­
bility aff orded by rulemaking procedures 
is more appropriate for the purpose of 
this proceeding. The load-factor stand­
ard is an important ratemaking standard 
in terms of its impact on the traveling 
public, since it wifi affect the level of 
fares they pay and may influence the 
quality of service they receive. Rulemak­
ing procedures facilitate greater partici­
pation by interested members of the 
public.

We recognize, however, that many ap­
proaches to the question of optimum load 
factors involve empirical analyses. The 
Board’s Bureau of Economics is currently 
engaged in a quantitative study of the 
load-factor standard, and we anticipate 
that many carriers and other interested 
persons w ill also be making their own 
analyses of the matter. In our judgment, 
it is, desirable that the studies be open 
to cross-examination by interested per­
sons so that their implications and un­
derlying assumptions can be tested and 
clarified. Moreover, we believe it would 
be desirable for the Board to consider a 
variety of proposed load-factor standards 
before reaching its own tentative conclu­
sions. Accordingly, we w ill hold a hearing, 
to be\ conducted by an administrative law 
judge, prior to the issuance of a notice of 
proposed rulemaking in this proceeding. 
The hearing will give all persons who 
wish to do so the opportunity to intro­
duce exhibits setting forth their proposed 
load-factor standards, to cross-examine 
the proposals of others, and to submit 
written statements of position and argu­
ment. The Board w ill then Issue a notice 
of proposed rulemaking setting forth its 
tentative conclusions on the appropriate 
load-factor standard. Thereafter, all per­
sons, including those who choose not to 
participate in the hearing, will have the 
opportunity to file comments which wifi 
be considered by the Board prior to the 
adoption of a final rule. This procedure 
will preserve the flexibility afforded by 
rulemaking proceedings and at the same 
time will permit a detailed examination 
of empirical data and proposals.

Procedural schedule. In  order to expe­
dite the hearing in this proceeding, we 
are setting forth the following procedural 
schedule for the hearing phase o f the 
proceeding:

1. Any person who wishes to partici­
pate in the hearings, either by the sub­
mission of evidence or by cross-examina­
tion, shall signify his intention to do so 
by notifying the Docket Section, Civil 
Aeronautics Board, Washington, D.C. 
20428, on or before September 4, 1975. 
The persons so notifying the Docket Sec­
tion will constitute the Hearing Service 
List. The Docket Section wifi send copies 
o f the Hearing Service List to the per­
sons named thereon, and those persons 
are to serve each other with"all exhibits 
to be presented at the hearing.7

2. On or before October 14, 1975, the 
Bureau of Economics will serve its direct 
exhibits on all the persons on the Hear­
ing Service List.

3. On or before December 1, 1975, all 
other persons on the Hearing Service List 
shall serve any direct exhibits they in­
tend to offer at the hearing as well as 
any exhibits they intend to offer in re­
buttal o f the direct exhibits of the Bureau 
of Economics.

4. Rebuttal exhibits in response to the 
direct exhibits of persons other than the 
Bureau of Economics shall be submitted 
on or before January 19, 1976.

5. The hearing wifi commence shortly 
thereafter at a time and place to be 
designated by the administrative law 
judge.

6. A t the conclusion of the hearing the 
administrative law judge shall establish 
a date for the submission of. post-hear­
ing statements of position and argument 
by participants in the hearing other than 
the Bureau of Economics.

A ll evidence, including testimony other 
than cross-examination, shall be in writ­
ten exhibit form and persons presenting 
evidence shall furnish as witnesses for 
purposes of cross-examination the per­
sons who prepared the exhibits or under 
whose supervision or direction they were 
prepared. The exhibits should contain 
fu ll source references including explana­
tion of the methods used in making com­
putations. A t the outset of the hearing, 
the administrative law judge may estab­
lish such other ground rules as he deems 
necessary for the proper conduct of the 
hearing.

Other matters. In  addition to the load- 
factor issues previously outlined, we be­
lieve it is desirable that persons who wish 
to propose new load-factor standards in 
the hearing should address the environ­
mental implications, if any, of their pro­
posed changes in the present load-factor 
standard. While a changed load-factor 
standard might appear at first blush to 
raise environmental implications, the 
actual impact of a change in this stand­
ard on the environment may well be 
slight. To begin with, the load-factor 
standard is only used for purposes of 
assessing the reasonableness of passen­
ger fares, and while the carriers have an

* For purposes o f exchanging exhibits 
among the hearing participants, two copies 
o f each exhibit shall be sent to  each person 
named on the Hearing Service L ist and one 
to the administrative law judge, and at the 
hearing, each person shall submit three cor­
rected copies o f exhibits received la  evidence.
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Incentive to meet the load-factor stand­
ard, they are not required to do so. More­
over, even If the carriers were to conduct 
their operations at the standard load fac­
tor, a change In that load factor would 
not necessarily result In an environmen­
tally significant change in the level of 
operations. Specifically, an increase In 
the load-factor standard, for example, 
would imply a smaller number of flights 
to carry a given volume of traffic. On 
the other hand, given the cost levels, 
existing at any point in time, a higher 
load-factor standard would permit a 
lower level of fares than would be the 
case with a lower load-factor standard, 
and therefore an increase in the load- 
factor standard should tend to result in 
a greater volume of traffic. These two 
factors—the reduction in flights needed 
to carry a given amount of traffic, and 
the stimulation of additional traffic— 
tend to work in offsetting directions with­
out any clear indication at this time 
whether a change in the level of oper­
ations would result in the long run. De­
creasing the current load-factor stand­
ard might imply a higher level o f opera­
tions, but even this is not certain since 
greatly Increased fuel costs and the 
threat of depressed traffic by reason of 
a sharp jump in fares may temper the 
carriers’ employment of capacity.

In  any event, the question of whether 
any change in the existing load-factor 
standard will constitute a major federal 
action significantly affecting the quality 
of the human environment is one which 
the persons participating in this proceed­
ing should consider. Therefore, we w ill 
require that all persons presenting a 
direct case at the hearing shall include 
in their direct exhibits a statement o f 
the anticipated environmental effects of 
their proposal. The Bureau of Economics 
will thereafter prepare a determination, 
to be submitted on the date for rebuttal 
exhibits, with respect to whether an en­
vironmental impact statement pursuant 
to section 102(2) (C ) of the National 
Environmental Policy Act of 1969 w ill 
be required. Other hearing participants 
are also invited to submit rebuttal ex­
hibits to these environmental statements. 
Moreover, hearing participants who offer 
economic objections, in the form of re­
buttal exhibits, to the load-factor pro­
posals submitted for the hearing, should 
address in those exhibits the environ­
mental Implications of their objections. 
In  light of the evidence developed at the 
hearing, the Board will then decide 
whether further procedures regarding 
environmental impact are necessary.

We recognize that many persons wish­
ing to put on a direct case at the hearing 
may find it necessary to use service- 
segment data to formulate their analysis. 
A t the present time, the most recent data 
available to the public are that for cal­
endar 1973. We have determined to rna.frp 
calendar 1974 data for the 48-State oper­
ations of the trunks available as well. 
This will result in a larger and more 
current data base than otherwise would 
be available. Accordingly, we find that 
these 1974 data are relevant and material 
to the Issues in this proceeding.

Finally, we wish to reiterate that the 
Board will not issue a notice o f rule- 
making until the conclusion of the hear­
ings. Thereafter, all Interested persons, 
including those who do not participate 
In the hearings, will be free to present 
their views on the tentative conclusions 
reached by the Board.

By the Civil Aeronautics Board.*
[ seal] E d w in  Z. H olland ,

Secretary.
[PR  Doc.75-22452 Piled 8-22-75; 8:45 am]

CIVIL SERVICE COMMISSION 
[  5 CFR Part 736 ]  
INVESTIGATIONS 

Proposed Pledges of Confidence
Subsection (k ) of section 552a of title 

5 of the United States Code (section 3 of 
the Privacy Act of 1974, Pub. L. 93-579) 
provides in part that the head of any 
agency may promulgate rules to exempt 
any system of records within the agency 
from subsections (cM 3), (d ), (e )(1 ), 
(e )(4 ) (a ),  (H ), ( I )  and ( f )  o f this sec­
tion if the system of records is investiga­
tory material compiled solely for the pur­
pose of determining suitability, eligibil­
ity, or qualifications for Federal civilian 
employment, military service, Federal 
contracts, or access to classified informa­
tion, but only to the extent that the dis­
closure of such material would reveal 
the identity o f a source who furnished 
information to the Government under an 
express promise that the identity of the 
source would be held in confidence, or, 
prior to the effective date of this section, 
under an implied promise that the iden­
tity of the source would be held in con­
fidence.

The United States Civil Service Com­
mission proposes to issue a new part, 5 
CFR Part 736 entitled “ Investigations’* 
to establish procedures for determining 
when a promise of confidentiality is to 
be made under subsection (k ) (5 ) o f the 
Privacy Act of 1974 and otherwise to im­
plement this subsection for all purposes 
except those pertaining to military serv­
ice.

These proposed regulations provide 
that in conducting investigations after 
September 26,1975, for determining suit­
ability, eligibility or qualifications for 
Federal civilian employment, Federal 
contracts, or access to classified Informa­
tion, the investigator may give a pledge 
of confidence (a promise that the iden­
tity of the source will be held in confi­
dence) when such a promise or pledge is 
necessary to obtain information needed 
for making such determinations. In  no 
case w ill pledges o f confidence be given 
when not necessary to get needed infor­
mation.

A  pledge o f confidence may be made 
to obtain information considered rele­
vant and necessary to make a judicious 
determination as to qualifications, eli-

•Tlm m , member, filed the attached con­
currence and dissent; filed as part of the 
original document.

glbllity or suitability when this informa­
tion can be obtained only by providing 
assurance to the source that his or her 
identity wfil not be revealed to the sub­
ject of the investigation. There is an ex­
pectation that such pledges of confidence 
w ill be given sparingly.

Any person interested In this proposal 
may file written comments regarding this 
proposal to the Director, Bureau of Per­
sonnel Investigations, U.S. Civil Service 
Commission, 1900 E Street, NW., Wash­
ington, D.C. 20415, on or before Septem­
ber 24,1975.

It  is therefore proposed to issue 5 CFR 
Part 736 as follows:

PART 736— INVESTIGATIONS

Sec.
736.101 Definitions.
736.102 Purpose o f investigation.
736.103 Personal investigation.
736.104 W ritten Inquiry.

Autho rity: Pub. L. 93-579; 5 U.S.C. 552a. 

§ 736.101 Definitions.
In  this part:
(a ) “Federal civilian employment” 

means all civilian service for the Federal 
government including (1) appointments 
to Federal Advisory Committees or to 
membership agencies, whether or not 
salaried; (2) cooperative work assign­
ments in which the individual has access 
to Federal materials such as examina­
tion booklets or performs service for or 
under supervision of a Federal agency 
but may be paid by another organization, 
such as a State or local government; (3) 
volunteer arrangements in which the in­
dividual performs service for or under 
the supervision of a Federal agency; and
(4) volunteer or other arrangements in 
which the Individual represents the 
United States Government or any agency 
thereof.

(b ) "Agency” means any authority of 
the Government of the United States, 
whether or not it is within or subject to 
review by another agency and includes 
any executive department, m ilitary de­
partment, Government corporation, Gov­
ernment controlled corporation or other 
establishment in the executive branch of 
the Government (Including the Execu­
tive Office o f the President), or any inde­
pendent regulatory agency.

§ 736.102 Purpose of investigation.
In  conducting an investigation, either 

by personal investigation or by written 
inquiry, to determine suitability, eligi­
bility or qualifications o f individuals for 
Federal employment, Federal contracts 
or access to classified information or re­
stricted areas, the Investigating agency 
w ill notify the source from which in­
formation is requested of the purposes 
for which the information is sought and 
how it will be used. Procedures used In 
conducting investigations must take 
proper account of the rights o f the indi­
vidual being investigated as well as the 
rights o f the individual furnishing testi­
mony or information.
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§ 736.103 Personal investigation.
In  conducting a personal investigation 

to determine suitability, eligibilty or 
qualifications of individuals for Federal 
employment, Federal contracts or access 
to classified information or restricted 
areas in which selection standards de­
mand loyalty, good character and trust­
worthiness, the interviewing agent w ill 
notify each person interviewed and each 
custodian of record contacted that all in­
formation provided, including the 
source’s identity, may be disclosed to the 
individual being investigated upon that 
individual’s request. Pledges of confiden­
tiality may not be assumed. The inter­
viewing agent must inform each source 
that he or she has a right to ask that his 
or her identity not be disclosed. I f  such 
a request is made, the confidentiality 
w ill apply only to the source’s identity. 
The interviewing agent may not ask a 
source to request a grant of confidenti­
ality. The agent may make such a 
promise o f confidentiality if  requested by 
the source and that promise w ill require 
the investigative agency and all other 
agencies that receive information ob­
tained under the promise to take all rea­
sonable precautions to protect the confi­
dentiality of the source’s identity. Noti­
fication of these conditions w ill be made 
prior to the interview or review of 
records.
§ 736.104 Written inquiry.

In requesting information by a written 
inquiry concerning the character, loyalty 
and qualifications of an individual to de­
termine suitability, eligibility or qualifi­
cations for Federal employment, Federal 
contracts or access to classified informa­
tion or restricted areas, the form, instruc­
tions or correspondence used by an agen­
cy w ill Include:

(a ) A  notification that information 
provided, including the respondent’s 
identity, w ill be disclosed to the individ­
ual on his or her request; and

(b ) An offer to have an agency repre­
sentative call in person to obtain signifi­
cant information which the respondent 
feels he or she cannot provide without a 
pledge o f confidentiality as to identity.

U nited  States C iv il  Serv­
ice  Co m m issio n ,

[seal! James C. Sp r y ,
Executive Assistant 
to the Commissioners.

[FR  Doc.75-22417 Filed 8-22-75; 8:45 am]

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION 
AGENCY

[4 0  CFR Part 4 0 6 ]
[FRL 420-2]

GRAIN MILLS POINT SOURCE CATEGORY
Proposed Pretreatment Standards for New 

Sources
Notice is hereby given that the En­

vironmental Protection Agency (EPA) 
is proposing to amend 40 CFR Part 406, 
Grain Mills Point Source Category. The 
portion o f Part 406 which is affected by 
the proposed amendment Is § 406.16, the

pretreatment standards for new sources 
in the Com Wet M illing Subcategory.

On March 20, 1974, EPA promulgated 
a regulation adding Part 406 to Title 40 
of the Code of Federal Regulations (39 
FR 10512). That regulation established 
effluent limitations guidelines for existing 
sources and standards of performance 
and pretreatment standards for new 
sources for the grain processing segment 
of the grain mills point source category 
by establishing the Corn Wet Milling 
Subcategory (Subpart A ), the Com Dry 
M illing Subcategory' (Subpart B ), the 
Normal Wheat Flour Milling Subcate­
gory (Subpart C ), the Bulgur Wheat 
Flour M illing Subcategory (Subpart D ), 
the Normal Rice M illing Subcategory 
(Subpart E ), and the Parboiled Rice 
Processing Subcategory (Subpart F ) 
pursuant to sections 301, 304(b) and (c ), 
306(b) and 307(c) of the Federal Water 
Pollution Control Act, as amended (33 
USC 1251, 1311, 1314(b) and (c ), 1316 
(b ) and 1317(c) 86 Stat. 816 et seq.; 
Pub. L. 92-500 (the A c t).

On May 5,1975, the United States Cir­
cuit Court of Appeals for the Eighth Cir­
cuit remanded to the Environmental 
Protection Agency the pretreatment 
standards for new sources in the corn 
wet milling subcategory (Subpart A ), 
§ 406.16. Under the general pretreatment 
standards (40 CFR Part 128), which are 
incorporated by reference in the new 
source pretreatment standards for com 
wet mills, a plant is not required to pre­
treat its effluent for removal of com­
patible pollutants, except as required by 
40 CFR 128.131 or by a state or munici­
pality. On remand the court directed the 
EPA to review paragraph (d ) o f § 128.131, 
as it applies to the corn wet milling in­
dustry through § 406.16, and to amend 
the regulation to define in a reasonably 
specific manner what it considers to be 
an excessive discharge to a publicly 
owned treatment works over relatively 
short periods of time.

In  response to the remand, the Agency 
is considering an amendment to § 406.16, 
applicable to a new source within the 
com wet milling subcategory which 
would be a user o f a publicly owned 
treatment works, and which would be a 
new source subject to 306 o f the Act, 
i f  it were to discharge pollutants to the 
navigable waters.
(A ) G eneral Considerations in  R emand 

P roceeding

(1 ) DATA AND INFORMATION CONSIDERED

Upon remand to the Environmental 
Protection Agency, the Agency has re­
viewed paragraph (d ) of § 128.131, as 
applicable to the com wet m illing in­
dustry through § 406.16, in the following 
manner:

The Agency solicited and examined 
data from six publicly owned treatment 
works (POTW ) to determine what cri­
teria these POTW  used to lim it shock­
loads and upset conditions in the treat­
ment works. This analysis included a 
determination of the nature of the waste 
waters received, the treatment processes 
employed, lim iting factors such as size 
of pumps, tankage, solids removal rates

and operating characteristics as well as 
any State or local regulations in effect to 
control the discharge of waste waters 
from industrial sources which create up­
set conditions at the treatment works.

The Agency, in addition, examined 
data from industry, treatment works 
design manuals, consultant reports, and 
other Agency studies of POTW design 
and operation to determine the relation­
ships of treatment system capacities and 
effects of waste water load fluctuations.

These data were then evaluated to 
determine what levels of com wet milling 
industry discharge to POTWs might 
cause POTW upsets and what levels of 
discharge from the com wet milling in­
dustry should )>e considered by the 
Agency as excessive discharge to a 
POTW over a short period of time.

The Agency also took into considera­
tion the following factors which have al­
ready been explored fully in the develop­
ment of the regulations for the com wet 
milling industry:

(i) Waste characteristics. The signifi­
cant pollutants, BOD, TSS, and pH dis­
charged in the process waste waters from 
sources within the com wet milling sub­
category are believed to be similar in 
nature to the BOD, TSS, and pH normal­
ly found in domestic waste water dis­
charges and, therefore, are deemed com­
patible pollutants (40 CFR 128.121) 
which may be discharged to publicly 
owned treatment works.

The process waste water discharges 
from com wet milling plants, however, 
are subject to variations in pollutant 
loading and flow which may cause upsets 
in publicly owned treatment works.

(ii) Origin of waste water pollutants. 
Com wet milling uses more water and 
generates more waste water than any 
other grain milling process. The major 
waste contributions are: Condensates 
from steepwater evaporation, cooling wa­
ter from once-through barometric con­
densers, waste water from modified 
starch production, and waste water from 
activated carbon and ion exchange units 
and evaporation of syrup hi the syrup 
refining operation. Raw waste waters dis­
charged from wet com milling plants 
range from 0.75 to 30 million gallons per 
day (m gd). The average amount of 
BOD5 in these discharges is 415 lbs/ 
MSBu.

(iii) Treatment and control tech­
nology. For the purpose of the remand 
the Agency was not directed to specify 
which treatment and control technol­
ogies could be used by new sources in the 
com wet milling industry which dis­
charge to a POTW. The Development 
Document for the Grain Processing Seg­
ment o f the Grain Mills Point Source 
Category, March 1974, EPA No. 440/1- 
74-028-a, addresses in-plant controls 
and equalization as well as neutraliza- 
tion technology that can be used prior 
to biological treatment o f discharge 
from a com wet milling plant to navi­
gable waters. The Agency believes that, 
if  necessary, similar treatment and con­
trol technologies can be used by a com 
wet m ill plant to prevent discharges 
which could cause upsets in a publicly 
owned treatment works.

FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 40, NO. 165— MONDAY, AUGUST 25, 1975



PROPOSED RULES 37053

(2 ) SUMMARY OP COMMENTS RECEIVED 
DURING REMAND PROCEEDING

As part-of the review upon remand 
the Agency requested data from both in­
dustry and municipalities. The requests 
were specifically directed to the issue of 
excessive loading of publicly owned treat­
ment works.

The following industries and munici­
palities responded: Corn Products Cor­
poration, International, Inc., Penick and 
Ford lim ited, Anheuser-Busch Inc., and 
the municipalities of Cedar Rapids, Iowa;- 
Keokuk, Iowa; Reading, Pennsylvania; 
Decatur, Illinois; Lafayette, Indiana and 
Carol City, Florida.

Each of the,. comments received was 
carefully reviewed. The following is a 
summary of the significant comments 
and the Agency’s response to them:

(a) Two of the commenters stressed 
their opinion that all of the various fac­
tors affecting suitability of joint indus­
trial-municipal waste treatment should 
be handled at the local level.

It  is agreed that the specific operating 
characteristics of a publicly owned treat­
ment works and an industrial contribu­
tor is best known by the operating per­
sonnel. However, data is available to the 
Agency concerning municipal plants and 
com wet mills that allow analysis to be 
made as to their interactions with one 
another. In  addition, üje court has stated 
that it does not require that the regula­
tions must be amended to provide that a 
new com wet milling plant may dis­
charge all compatible wastes into munic­
ipal systems without limitation.

(b ) A  commenter also suggested that 
excessive discharges from corn wet mills 
be regulated under section 304 (f). Sec­
tion 304(f) provides only that the Agency 
publish guidance for use by states with 
pretreatmeht programs. It  does not fu l­
fill tiie obligation given EPA by section 
307 (c) to establish Federal pretreatment 
standards for new sources. This com­
menter indicated his plant was located in 
a municipality that restricted the com 
wet m ill to daily discharges not greater 
than 1.25 times tiie average loading. This 
requirement was said to be for preven­
tion of physical damage to the public 
sewer system or hazards to public safety.

(c ) Several commenters pointed out 
the variables which are significant to the 
publicly owned treatment systems receiv­
ing; com wet m ill wastes. These variables 
included the relative size of the waste 
load from the com wet milling plant to 
the capacity of the POTVV and tiie vary­
ing quantities of .BOD5, total suspended 
solids and flow. The Agency has taken 
these variables into consideration in de­
veloping the proposed regulation.

(d ) A  commenter from a municipality 
indicated that industrial spills including 
those from com wet mills have caused 
significant operational problems in the 
municipal treatment facility. As a re­
sult industries have been required to 
monitor their discharges so that any up­
set in the public treatment plant can be 
traced to a specific industrial plant site. 
As for POTW operation it was indicated 
that an increase in BOD5 of 25 percent

'over the average would cause a loss of 
treatment efficiency.

(e ) A municipal plant operator indi­
cated that com wet m ill wastes have 
caused organic and hydraulic shockloads 
to his plant. Organic shockloads result in 
depletion of the plant’s oxygen and 
hydraulic shockloads upset the clarifier. 
It  was indicated that doubling any load to 
this plant would produce a noticeable 
deterioration in the quality of the efflu­
ent. W ith a load three times average, the 
plant was said to be-in serious trouble. 
The Agency has taken these factors into 
consideration.

( f ) Another municipality mentioned a 
problem area associated with discharges 
of solids in the form o f filamentous 
growth from a corn wet m ill’s pretreat­
ment plant. It  was said that doubling 
loads to the municipal plant would result 
in operational problems. This load fac­
tor, as well as the others previously men­
tioned, was incorporated in the data 
used to develop the proposed regulation.

(g ) Two other municipal commenters 
not treating any com wet m ill wastes in­
dicated that doubling loads to their plant 
would cause loss of  plant efficiency.

It  should be pointed out that prac­
tically all of tiie information obtained in­
dicates that treatment of corn wet mill 
wastes requires cooperation on the part 
o f the discharger in relation to the capa­
bilities of the receiving publicly owned 
treatment plant. The proposed regula­
tion is intended to respond to this 
situation.

A fter consideration of the data and 
comments received, the Agency deter­
mined that it was possible to derive a 
formula which would quantify excessive 
loads from new corn wet mills to munici­
pal treatment systems.

(B ) Ex pla n a tio n  of th e  P roposed 
Standard

In  the development o f the formula for 
this proposed regulation, the amount of 
flow, and the amount of BOD5 and total 
suspended solids (TSS) were taken into 
consideration. These are the parameters 
of significance from the com wet milling 
industry and of concern to the publicly 
owned treatment works (POTW ) receiv­
ing the industry’s wastes.

The potential publicly owned treat­
ment works waste treatment problems 
posed by new com wet mills are related 
to the high volume and the high pollutant 
load of the waste. Because of their 
fluctuations in flow and/or total pol­
lutant load, com wet m ill discharges may 
have deleterious effects on treatment 
plant performance. Therefore an ap­
proach which quantifies the degree of 
fluctuation that can be tolerated by the 
receiving POTW  has been taken.

The effect of wastes from a new source 
com wet mill is a function o f many fac­
tors. Among these are existing POTW  
total average and peak waste loads, 
treatment plant average and peak design 
capacities, treatment plant unit proc­
esses, and extent and duration of waste 
load fluctuations.

In  developing the formula several as­
sumptions have been made. For one, it

has been assumed that the new source 
industrial peak load w ill occur at the 
same time as the existing peak load. This 
assumption is appropriate as it provides 
protection to the POTW during the time 
the plant is most prone to upsets from 
additional uncontrolled loads. Another 
assumption is that: time intervals of an 
hour for flow and a day for BOD5 and 
TSS are satisfactory to meet the rela­
tively short period of time requirement 
in the regulation. These time intervals 
are believed appropriate because of op­
erational and monitoring constraints in 
POTWs. In  addition, POTW design pa­
rameters for average and peak condi­
tions usually include the above time in­
tervals. An assumption has also been 
made that POTW has the available ca­
pacity necessary to treat the average 
discharge from the new corn wet mill 
source.

The formula that has been developed 
to quantify excessive loads from new 
com wet mills to POTWs is given below. 
In  the formula, an excessive load is one 
which exceeds the value P: 

P = K (Q + R )-S
Where: P = maximum allowable peak waste 

load from  the new corn wet m ill source to be 
discharged to the POTW (gallons per one 
hour for flow and pounds per one day for 
BOD5 and TS S ).

K = a  constant that represents the ratio o f 
peak design capacity to average design ca­
pacity o f POTW. The value Is 2.

Q=average existing waste load to POTW.
R=average waste load from  the new corn 

wet m ill source to be discharged to the 
POTW.

S=existing peak load to POTW.

This formula presents a quantitative 
relationship that relates peak and aver­
age waste water loads. In  the formula, 
the quantity K (Q + R ) represents the 
total peak capacity o f a POTW  at the 
proposed operating conditions. The quan­
tity S in the formula represents only the 
existing source peak load. By subtracting 
the latter from tiie former, tiie maxi­
mum allowable new source load P is ob­
tained.

A K  value of 2 was chosen for use in 
the above formula. This decision was 
based on the' data obtained from sources 
such as industry, municipalities, con­
sultant and EPA reports and design 
standards. It  may be argued that K  is 
not always a constant. A  plant operating 
greatly below capacity, for example, may 
be able to absorb a higher percentage 
fluctuation than if it were operating near 
design capacity. While this may be true, 
it appears appropriate to base the value 
o f K  on the ultimate use of the POTW, 
te., the design capacity.

The following cases exemplify use of 
the proposed formula P = K (Q + R ) —S. 
A ll flows are for one hour periods.

Case I. This case represents a relatively 
small publicly owned treatment plant. A new 
source flow has been proposed which Is equal 
to the present plant flow.

K=2, Q=0.21 m illion gallons (M G ) and 
R=0.21 MG.

S 1—0.3 MG.

1S—An assumed value Is being used for 
this parameter. A t an operating POTW, S 
should be determined.
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P = 2  (0.21+0.21)— 0.3.
P=0.54 MO. This value represents the max­

imum allowable peak flow from  the new 
source. I t  Is approximately 3 times the aver­
age flow.

Case II . This case represents a large POTW 
with the new source flow to be equivalent to 
10 percent o f present POTW flow.

K =2 , Q =8 MG and R=0.8 MG.
S ir r ll MG.
P = 2  (8 + 0 .8 )—11.
P=6.6 MG.

The allowable new source peak flow Is 
approximately 8. times the average flow. 
It  is apparent that the smaller the per­
centage of POTW flow the new source 
represents, the leas of an impact varia­
tions in its flow will have.

The above methodology used to deter­
mine P for flow is also applicable to 
BOD5 and TSS.

(C ) O ther Changes^

The amended regulations provide that 
aside from the prohibitions contained in 
40. CFR 128.131 (including the prohibi­
tion on shock loading) no pretreatment 
is required, since the wastes from new 
com wet mills are compatible with 
POTWs. In substance, this does not 
change the content of the prior regula­
tion. However, the language has been 
simplified.

Interested persons may participate in 
this rulemaking by submitting written 
comments in triplicate to the EPA Office 
o f Public Affairs, Environmental Protec­
tion Agency, Washington, D.C. 20460. A t­
tention: Ms. Ruth Brown, A-107. Com­
ments on all aspects of the proposed reg­
ulations are solicited. In  the event com­
ments are in the nature o f criticisms as 
to the adequacy of data which are avail­
able, or which may be relied upon by the 
Agency, comments should identify, and if 
possible, provide any additional data 
Which may be available and should indi­
cate why such data are essential to the 
development of the regulations. Tu the 
event comments address the approach 
taken by the Agency, EPA solicits sugges­
tions as to what alternative approach 
should be taken and why and how this 
alternative better satisfies the require­
ments o f section 367(c) o f the Act.

A copy of all public comments received 
will be available for inspection and 
copying at the EPA Freedom of In for­
mation Center, Room 204, West Tower, 
Waterside Mall, 401 M Street, SW., 
Washington, D.C.

In  addition, a record on remand, rep­
resenting the technical data and other 
information gathered during this remand 
period, is available for interested mem­
bers o f thè public to review at the EPA 
Freedom o f Information Center, at the 
address indicated above.

A ll comments received before Septem­
ber 15, 1975, w ill be considered.

In  consideration o f the foregoing, It is 
proposed that 40 CFR Part 416 be 
amended in the manner set forth below.

Dated: August 18,1975.
R u sse ll  E . T r ain , 

Administrator.

PART 406— GRAIN MILLS POINT SOURCE 
CATEGORY

Subpart A— Com Wet Milling Subcategory
§ 406.16 Pretreatment standards for 

new sources.
The pretreatment standards under sec­

tion 307(c) of the Act for a source within 
the com wet milling subcategory which 
is a user of a publicly owned treatment 
works (and which would be a new source 
subject to section 306 of the Act, if it 
were to discharge pollutants to the nav­
igable waters) shall be the standard set 
forth in Part 128 of this chapter, for 
existing sources, except: For the purpose 
of this section, §§ 128.121, 128.122,
128.132 and 128.133, of this chapter shall 
not apply and for purpose of this section, 
§ 128.131(d) of this chapter is amended 
to read as set forth in paragraph (a ) of 
this section. In  addition to the prohibi­
tions set forth in § 128.131 o f this chapter 
(as amended in paragraph (a ) herein), 
the following pretreatment standard es­
tablishes the quantity or quality o f pol­
lutants or pollutant properties controlled 
by this section which may be discharged 
to publicly owned treatment works by a 
new source subject to the provisions of 
this subpart.
Pollutant or pollutant Pretreatment

property standard
pH----------------  ____________ _ No lim itation.
BOD5_______________________  Do.
TSS-_________________________ Do.

(a ) Process waste water shall not be 
discharged to a POTW at a flow rate or 
pollutant mass loading rate which is ex­
cessive over any time period. Excessive 
discharges are defined as those in which 
the flow, or BOD5 or total suspended sol­
ids (TSS) exceed the respective values 
of P from the following formula:

P = K (Q + R ) —S.
Where:
P = maximum allowable peak waste load 

for the new com  wet m illing source to be dis­
charged to the POTW (gallons per one hour 
for flow and pounds per day for BOD5 and 
TSS).

Q=average existing waste load to POTW.
R=average waste load for the new com 

wet m illing source to be discharged to POTW.
S=existing peak load o f POTW.
K = 2 .
[PR  Doc.75-22482 Filed 8-22-75; 8:45 am]

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

[  47 CFR Part 73 ]
[Docket No. 20499-20501]

PROHIBITION OF CERTAIN FRAUDULENT 
BILLING PRACTICES, DISTORTION OF 
AUDIENCE RATINGS? LICENSEE CON­
D UCTED  CO N TEST

Order Extending Tim e for Filing 
Comments and Reply Comments

In  the matter of amendment of 
§ 73.1205 of the Commission’s Rules in 
Order to Prohibit Certain Fraudulent 
Billing Practices and amendment of Part 
73 of the Commission’s Rules Relating to 
Licensee—Conducted Contests and

amendment of Part 73 of the Commis­
sion’s Rules and Regulations to prohibit 
distortion of audience ratings.

1. On May 29, 1975, the Commission 
adopted three notices of proposed rule- 
making in the above-captioned proceed­
ings. Publication was given in the F ed­
eral R egister on June 25,1975, at 40 FR 
26695, 40 FR 26692, and 40 FR 26698, 
respectively. Comment and reply com­
ment dates for all three proceedings are 
August 29, 1975 and September 29, 1975.

2. On July 22, 1975, Storer Broadcast­
ing Company, through its attorney, re­
quested that the time for filing com­
ments and reply comments be extended 
for sixty days for each of the three No­
tices listed above.1 Storer shows that the 
number of rulemaking comment and 
reply comment dates scheduled by the 
Commission from July 25, through Sep­
tember 1, 1975 include nineteen dead­
lines. Storer states that the issues raised 
in these proceedings are of vital impor­
tance, and in order to provide reasonable 
opportunity for comprehensive research 
and preparation, additional time is 
needed.

3. It  appears that extension of time 
would serve the public interest. Accord­
ingly, it is ordered, That the dates for 
filing comments and reply comments are 
extended to and including October 28, 
1975 and November 28, 1975 for each of 
the Proposed Notices listed in the above- 
captioned heading.

4. -This action is taken pursuant to 
authority found in Sections 4 (i), 5(d) ( i ) , 
and 303 (r ) o f the Communications Act 
o f 1934, as amended, and § 0.281 of the 
Commission’s Rules.

Adopted: August 14,1975.
Released: August 19,1975. _
[ seal] P aul W. P u tn e y ,

Acting Chief, Broadcast Bureau.
[PR  Doc.75-22436 Piled 8-22-75;8:45 am] >

[4 7  CFR Part 7 4 ]
[Docket No. 20580; PCX) 75-989]

POWER LIM ITATIONS OF TELEVISION 
TRANSLATOR STATIONS

Notice of Proposed Rule Making
1. Section 74.735 of the Commission’s 

rules relates to the power limitations ap­
plicable to television broadcast trans­
lator stations. The portion of that sec­
tion of the rules with which we are here 
concerned is that provision which per­
mits the use of multiple output amplifiers 
with VHF translators. Specifically, 
§ 74.735 (a ) of the rules provides as fo l­
lows:

(a ) The power output of the final radio 
frequency amplifier o f a VHF translator (ex­
cept as provided for in  paragraph (d ) o f 
this section) shall not exceed 1 watt peak 
visual power i f  located east o f the Mississippi 
R iver or 10 watts if  located west o f the Mis­
sissippi River or in Alaska or Hawaii. This

1 On July 24, 1975, the law firm of Fletcher, 
Heald, RoweQ, Kenehan and Hildreth filed 
a petition In support of Storer’s request.
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power may be fed into a single transm itting 
antenna or may be divided between two or 
more transmitting antennas or antenna ar­
rays in any manner found useful or desirable 
by the licensee. In  individual cases, the Com­
mission may authorize the use o f more than 
one flria.1 radiofrequency amplifier at a single 
VHP translator station, under the follow ing 
conditions: .

(1) Each such amplifier shall be used to 
serve a different community or area. More 
than one final radio frequency amplifier w ill 
not be authorized to provide service to all or 
a part o f the same community or area.

(2) Each final radiofrequency amplifier 
shall feed a separate transmitting antenna 
or antenna array. The transmitting antennas 
or antenna arrays shall be so designed and 
installed that the outputs of the separate 
radiofrequency amplifiers w ill not combine to 
reinforce the signals radiated by the separate 
antennas or otherwise achieve the effect of 
radiated power in any direction in excess of 
that which could be obtained w ith a single 
antenna o f the same design fed by a radio­
frequency amplifier with power output no 
greater than that authorized pursuant to 
paragraph (a ) o f this section.

(3 ) VHP translators employing multiple 
final radiofrequency amplifiers w ill be 
licensed as a single station. The separate 
final radiofrequency amplifiers w ill not be 
licensed to different licensees.

2. It  Is to be noted that, under this 
provision of the rules, the use of multiple 
output amplifiers is limited to VHF 
translators. In  recent years, the question 
has arisen, from time to time, as to 
whether multiple output amplifiers may 
be used with UHF translators and it is 
quite clear that the rules do not allow 
such use. On one or two occasions, pro­
posals have been submitted for such op­
eration and these have been rejected be­
cause they did not comply with the rules. 
We have recently received applications 
for construction permits for several UHF 
translators from the same applicant pro­
posing to serve two different communi­
ties from the same site on the same out­
put channel. This was obviously an effort 
to achieve the same results which could 
be achieved with a multiple output 
amplifier, but at twice the cost. In the 
absence of valid and compelling reasons, 
applicants should not be burdened in 
this manner. W ith this experience in 
mind, we now raise the question of 
whether there is any valid reason that 
we should continue to lim it the use of 
multiple output amplifiers to VHF 
translators.

3. Our review of the history and back­
ground of § 74.735(a) fails to disclose 
any discussion or consideration o f the 
use of multiple output amplifiers with 
UHF translators. We are unable to find 
any valid reason at the present time to 
continue this limitation. We propose, 
therefore, to amend the rules as set out 
in the Appendix hereto, to permit the use 
of multiple output amplifiers with UHF 
translators of 100 watts or less which are 
not operating on channels listed in the 
Television Table of Assignments. We do 
not intend to disturb the provisions of 
the rules as they now relate to VHF

translators nor will we extend the rule to 
UHF translators operating on channels 
listed in the Table of Assignments. In the 
course of amending the rule, we think 
that it would be appropriate to change 
the language of the rule to conform the 
wording to existing policies. Specifically, 
the rule is now couched in terms of 
limitations on power based on the loca­
tion of the VHF translator, i.e., whether 
it is located east or west of the Mississippi 
River. The rule has always been con­
strued and applied not in terms of the 
geographical location of the station 
(which is of no consequence), but in 
terms of the geographical location of the 
areas or communities to be served. This 
policy was embodied in the correspond­
ing section of the FM translator rules 
when those rules were promulgated in 
1970 (§ 74.1235). The action which we 
propose would bring the power rules in 
the two services ipto harmony, eliminate 
confusion, and alleviate some burden on 
the staff.

4. Authority for the action proposed 
herein is contained in sections 4 (i), 303, 
and 307(b) o f the Communications Act 
o f 1934, as amended.

5. Pursuant to applicable procedures 
set out in § 1.415 o f the Commission’s 
rules and regulation, interested parties 
may file comments on or before Sep­
tember 29, 1975, and reply comments on 
or before October 9, 1975. A ll relevant 
and timely comments w ill be considered 
by the Commission before final action 
is taken. In  reaching its decision in this 
proceeding, the Commission may also 
take into account other relevant infor­
mation before it, in addition to the spe­
cific comments invited by this Notice.

6. In  accordance with the provisions 
of § 1.415 o f the rules, an original and 
14 copies o f all comments, replies, plead­
ings, briefs, and other documents shall 
be furnished to the Commission. Re­
sponses w ill be available for public in­
spection during regular business hours 
in the Commission’s Broadcast and 
Docket Reference Room at its Head­
quarters in Washington, D.C.

Adopted: August 14,1975.*
Released: August 20,1975.

F ederal Co m m unicatio ns  
Co m m issio n ,

[ seal] V in c e n t  J. M u l l in s ,
Secretary.

Part 74 of Chapter I  o f Title 47 of the 
Code o f Federal Regulations is amended 
as follows:

In  § 74.735, paragraph (a) and (a ) (3) 
are amended to read as follows :
§ 74.735 Power limitation.

(a ) The power output o f the final 
radiofrequency amplifier of a VHF 
translator (except as provided for in 
paragraph (d ) o f this- section) shall not 
exceed one watt peak visual power if 
serving areas or communities east of the 
Mississippi River or 10 watts if serving

areas or communities west of the Missis­
sippi River or in Alaska or Hawaii. This 
power may be fed into a single trans­
mitting antenna or may be divided be­
tween two or more transmitting antennas 
or antenna arrays in any manner 
found useful or desirable by the licensee. 
The use of more than one final radio­
frequency amplifier at a single VHF 
translator station or at a single UHF 
translator station of 100 watts or less 
peak visual power (except those operat­
ing on channels listed in the Television 
Table of Assignments), w ill be author­
ized under the following conditions:

* * * * *
(3) Translators employing multiple 

final radiofrequency amplifiers will be 
licensed as a single station. The separate 
final radiofrequency amplifiers will not 
be licensed to different licensees.

[FR  Doc.75-22429 Filed 8-22-75;8:45 am]

[  47 CFR Parts 8 1 ,8 3 ,8 7 ,9 1 ,9 3 ,9 5  ]  
[Docket No. 20351]

AUTOM ATIC IDENTIFICATION OF 
STATION TRANSMISSIONS

Order Extending Time To File Comments
In the matter of amendment o f Parts 

81, 38, 87, 89, 91, 93, and 95 to institute 
rules regarding a system for automatic 
identification of station transmissions, 
(40 FR 22848).

1. Electronic Industries Association 
(E IA ) and E. F. Johnson Company (Peti­
tioners) request an extension o f time 
until September 8, 1975, within which to 
file  comments in the captioned matter. 
Comments and reply comments were pre­
viously extended at EIA ’s request and 
were due August 18 and September 2, 
1975, respectively.

2. In  sqpport of their request, peti­
tioners state that they need some “ extra 
working days” to “prepare comprehen­
sive and meaningful comments.”

3. While we previously urged expedi­
tious studies and meetings, we recognize 
the complexity o f the issues involved and 
the absence o f some EIA members from 
the country who were attending an EIA 
sponsored overseas trip. Therefore, we 
find good cause has been shown for an 
extension o f time for filing comments 
in this proceeding.

4. Accordingly, it is ordered, Pursu­
ant to §§0.131, 0.331, and 1.46 of 
the Commission’s rules that the time for 
filing comments in the above captioned 
matter is extended from August 18, 
1975 to September 8, 1975, and reply 
comments September 2, 1975, to Sep­
tember 22,1975.

Adopted: August 15,1975.
Released: August 19,1975.
[ seal]  Ch arles A . H ig g inbo th am , 

Chief, Safety and Special 
Radio Services Bureau,

[FR  Doc.75-22434 Filed 8-22-75;8:45 am]
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FEDERAL POWER COMMISSION
[  18 CFR Parts 2 ,1 5 4 ,1 5 7  ]

[Docket No. RM75—14]

JURISDICTIONAL SALE OF NATURAL ¡GAS
Extension of Time for Filing Comments re 

Intrastate Market
A ugust 11,1975.

National Rates for Jurisdictional Sales 
of Natural Gas Dedicated to Interstate 
Commerce on or After January 1, 1973, 
for the period January 1, 1975, to De­
cember 31,1976

On August 4,1975 (Indicated Producer 
Respondents) filed a motion for an ex­
tension of time for filing reply comments 
as fixed by the order issued June 16,1975 
in the above-designated matter. On Au­
gust 4, 1975 an order issuing staff rate 
recommendations and prescribing fur­
ther proceedings was issued fixing Sep­
tember 5, 1975 as the time for filing 
comments in reply to the comments of 
the staff and to comments of the parties 
submitted, pursuant to Commission order 
of December 4,1974.

Notice is hereby given that the time 
is extended to September 5, 1975 for 
filing comments re Intrastate Gas Mar­
ket as required by the June 16, 1975 
order, together with the other comments.

K enneth  F. P lum b ,
Secretary.

[PR  Doc.75-22339 Piled 8-22-75; 8:45 am]

[  18 CFR Parts 154, 201,260 ] 
[Docket Nos. RM74—4 and R-411]

ACCOUNTING AND RATE TREATM EN T OF 
ADVANCE

Notice of Extension of Time
A ugust 14,1975.

On August 4,1975, Burmah Oil Devel­
opment, Inc.1 filed a motion for an exten­
sion o f time in which to file comments to 
order in response to order issued July 29, 
1975, in the above-designated matter.

Notice is hereby given that the date 
for filing initial comments in the above 
matter is extended from August 20, 1975 
to September 20, 1975, and the date for 
filing responding comments is extended 
from September 20,1975 to October 20, 
1975, for all parties.

By direction of the Commission.
K enneth  F . P lu m b , 

Secretary.
[PR  Doc.75-22337 Piled 8-z2-75;8:45 am]

1 The follow ing parties also filed motions 
for extensions of tim e in the same matter: 
August 6, 1975, Murphy Oil Company and 

Ocean Drilling and Exploration Company. 
August 7, 1975, Pennzoil Offshore Gas Oper­

ators, Inc.
August 8, 1975, Tenneco Oil Company and 

Tenneco Oil and Minerals, Ltd.
August 12, 1975, Clark Oil Producing Com­

pany, et al.; Skelly Oil Company.
August 13, 1975, Belco Petroleum Corpora­

tion and Transocean Oil, Inc.

NUCLEAR REGULATORY 
COMMISSION 
[1 0  CFR Part 2 ]

FINANCIAL ASSISTANCE TO  PARTICI­
PANTS IN COMMISSION PROCEEDINGS

Policies Concerning Requests
Notice is hereby given that the Nu­

clear Regulatory Commission is consid­
ering the possibility o f amendments' to 
its regulations in 10 CFR Part 2 (“Rules 
of Practice” ) that would specify the 
Commission’s policy concerning requests 
flor financial assistance to participants in 
Commission proceedings.

The background of the present pro­
ceeding is set forth in the Atomic Energy 
Commission ’s November 1974 decision in 
Consumers Power Company (Big Rock 
Point Nuclear Plant), RAI-74-11-820. 
There were then pending before the AEC 
several petitions from intervenor groups 
seeking financial assistance to pay the 
fees of attorneys and technical experts, 
and for related expenses of litigation. 
The AEC recognized that those petitions 
raised a question of its statutory au­
thority and, beyond that, broad and com­
plex policy issues. As to the statutory au­
thority question, the AEC expressed it­
self as “tentatively inclined to the con­
clusion that such authority exists.” Id. at 
823.

Having reached that tentative conclu­
sion on the threshold issue, however, the 
AEC also concluded that the practical 
and policy questions raised by financial 
assistance requests “/ar exceed the lim­
itation of these particular adjudicatory 
records.” Id. The AEC further concluded 
that—

* * * these, and other related generic policy 
questions, should be explored in a rulemak­
ing proceeding where a broad spectrum o f 
views can be presented, thereby facilitating 
meaningful public participation in  the proc­
ess of addressing significant regulatory ques­
tions.

Subsequently, the AEC solicited competi­
tive proposals for an independent study 
o f the matter to provide information for 
the rulemaking proceeding. In  keeping 
with this solicitation, and after the es­
tablishment of the Nuclear Regulatory 
Commission, the firm of Boasberg, 
Hewes, Klores and Kass was selected to 
perform the independent study. The 
Boasberg firm recently completed its re­
port, which should serve to provide data 
and background for focusing the issues 
to be considered during the rulemaking 
proceeding. Public availability of the 
report was noticed in the F ederal R eg­
ister . 40 FR 32797,

The study was commissioned to ad­
dress such questions as:

1. What are the considerations in 
favor of and against such financial as­
sistance?

2. What is the financial assistance 
experience of other Federal and state 
agencies?

3. I f  the NRC decides to implement a 
policy of financial assistance:

a. What kinds of expenses should 
qualify for Commission assistance— 
experts’ fees, attorneys’ fees, other 
expenses?

b. Should assistance be granted be­
fore or after an intervenor’s presenta­
tion?

c. What criteria should govern grants 
for assistance?

d. Should assistance be granted to 
more than one intervenor in a particular 
proceeding?

e. Givqn limited availability of funds, 
what should be the maximum amounts 
of assistance?

f. Given limited availability of funds, 
how should they be allocated?

g. What kinds of proceedings should
be covered—licensing, rulemaking, other 
proceedings? ,

4. Are there preferable alternatives to 
financial assistance to intervenors, such 
as establishment of an agency Office of 
Public Counsel, or provision for other 
forms of NRC assistance?

Since the time of the AEC’s tentative 
conclusion on the question of statutory 
authority, the courts have rendered two 
decisions relevant to that question. In 
“Aleyska Pipeline Service Company v. 
Wilderness Society” , 95 Sup. Ct. 1612 
(1975), the Supreme Court reversed an 
award of attorneys’ fees to the W ilder­
ness Society, rejecting the “private at­
torney general” rationale adopted by the 
lower court in favor of the “American 
Rule” that each side pay its own cost. 
And in “Turner w FCC” , F. 2d — , Nos. 
74-1298 and -1299, the Court of Appeals 
for the District of Columbia Circuit, re­
lying on Aleyska, ruled that the FCC 
does not have authority to require a party 
in administrative proceedings before it to 
pay attorneys’ fees of its opponents. The 
NRC is writing the Comptroller-General 
of the United States for his views on its 
obligational authority for such expendi­
tures.

All interested persons who desire to 
submit written comments in connection 
with the possible amendment to 10 CFR 
Part 2 should send them to the Secre­
tary of the Commission, U.S. Nuclear 
Regulatory Commission, Washington, 
DC 20555, Attention: Supervisor, Docket­
ing and Service Section. Comments may 
be addressed to the following areas:

1. Whether the AEC’s tentative con­
clusion on the question of statutory au­
thority was correct, or whether that con­
clusion remains correct in light of the 
intervening judicial decisions referred to 
above.

2. Whether provision of financial as­
sistance in some or any of the forms 
discussed in the report of the Boasberg 
firm is desirable as a matter of policy 
choice, taking into account the report 
and other matters that may be deemed 
relevant.

3. i f  financial assistance is deemed de­
sirable, what priorities should be ob­
served and what specific rules should 
govern grants of assistance.

4. Whether there are preferable al­
ternative to financial assistance to par­
ticipants in NRC proceedings.
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Comments should be submitted by 
October 9, 1975. To be of maximum 
value, comments should explain and 
justify whatever positions are advanced.

The Commission has under consider­
ation what further procedures should be 
followed in this rulemaking proceeding, 
including the possibility o f an informal 
hearing. Decisions on these procedural 
questions will be made at a later date in 
light of comments received.

Copies of comments on this notice, 
as well as the study referred to herein, 
may be examined at the Commission’s 
Public Document Room at 1717 H Street, 
NW., Washington, DC 20555. In  addi­
tion, single copies of the study may be 
obtained, to the extent of supply, by 
request addressed to the U.S. Nuclear 
Regulatory Commission, Washington, 
DC 20555.

Dated at Washington, D.C. this 19th 
day of August, 1975.

^ S am uel J. Ch il k , 
Secretary of the Commission.

[FR Doc.75-22374 Piled 8-22-75; 8 :45 am]

PENSION BENEFIT GUARANTY 
CORPORATION 

[2 9  CFR Part 2 6 0 7 ]
DISCLOSURE AND AM ENDM ENT OF

RECORDS UNDER TH E  PRIVACY ACT
Notice of Proposed Rulemaking

Section 3 of the Privacy Act o f 1974 
(5 U.S.C. 552a) becomes effective on Sep­
tember 27, 1975 and provides, among 
other things, that the Pension Benefit 
Guaranty Corporation ("the PBGC” ) 
must promulgate rules to implement cer­
tain of the provisions of that Section.

The PBGC maintains several systems 
of records as defined in section 3(a) (5) 
of the Privacy Act. These proposed rules 
establish procedures for notifying an in­
dividual, upon his request, if  a system of 
records named by the individual con­
tains a record pertaining to him, for the 
disclosure to an individual, upon his re­
quest, of a record pertaining to him, and 
for reviewing requests for amendments 
of records and making the initial deci­
sions and the appeals on such decisions. 
These proposed rules also define reason­
able times, places and requirements for 
identifying an individual upon his re­
quest for his record and establish fees 
for making copies o f an individual’s 
record.

Section 2607.10 of the proposed rules 
exempts from these rules certain systems 
of records maintained by the PBGC. 
Specifically, pursuant to the authority 
granted by 5 U.S.C. 552a(k)(5), the 
PBGC proposes to exempt from the re­
quirements of this part those systems o f 
records which are investigatory material 
maintained solely for the purpose of 
determining an individual’s qualifica­
tions for Federal employment, but only 
to the extent that the disclosure of the 
material would reveal the source o f the 
information, and the Information con­
tained in such system of records could 
only be obtained by providing assurance

to the source o f the Information that his 
identity would not be revealed to the sub­
ject o f the record. This exemption is 
proposed in recognition of the fact that 
in certain Instances it might be impos­
sible to obtain relevant and essential in­
formation concerning a potential em­
ployee without promising to protect the 
confidentiality of the source o f the infor­
mation.

Interested persons may participate in 
this proposed rulemaking by submitting 
their views in writing to the Office o f the 
General Counsel, Pension Benefit Guar­
anty Corporation, Post Office Box 7119, 
Washington, D.C. 20044. Each person 
submitting comments shall include his 
name and address, identify this notice, 
and give reasons for any recommenda­
tions. Comments shall be submitted by 
September 15, 1975, and shall be con­
sidered before final action is taken on 
this proposal. Copies of written com­
ments will be available for examination 
by Interested persons in the Office of 
Communications o f the PBGC, Room No. 
1431, 8757 Georgia Avenue, Silver Spring, 
Maryland, between toe hours of. 9 am . 
and 4 p.m. The proposal may be changed 
in toe light o f comments received.

In  consideration o f the foregoing it is 
proposed to amend Chapter X X V I o f 
Title 29, Code of Federal Regulations, 
by adding a new Part 2607 to read as 
follows:
PART 2607— -DISCLOSURE AND AMEND­

M ENT OF RECORDS UNDER TH E  PRI­
VACY A CT 

Sec.
2607.1 Purpose and scope.
2607.2 Definitions.
2607.3 Procedures for determining exist­

ence of records.
2607.4 Procedures for requesting access to

records.
2607.5 Disclosure o f record to an indi­

vidual.
2607.6 Procedures for requesting amend­

ment o f a record.
2607.7 Action on request for amendment

o f a record.
2607.8 Appeal o f a denial o f a request for

amendment o f a record.
2607.9 Pees.
2607.10' Specific Exemptions,

Authority: Pub. L. 93-579, 88 Stat. 1900- 
Pub. L. 93-406, 88 Stat. 829.

§ 2607.1 Purpose and scope«
(a ) The purpose of this part Is to es­

tablish procedures whereby an individ­
ual can determine whether toe PBGC 
maintains any system of records which 
contains a record pertaining to toe in­
dividual, procedures to effect access to 
an individual’s record upon his request, 
procedures for making requests to amend 
records and for making toe initial deter­
minations on such requests and for ap­
pealing denials o f such requests. This 
part also sets forth toe fees that «fta-H 
be charged for making copies o f an in­
dividual’s record. Finally, this part sets 
forth those systems of records which are 
exempted from toe provisions of this 
part.

(b) This part applies to each system 
of records maintained by the PBGC, un­
less exempted by this part.
§ 2607.2 Definitions.

As used in this part—
(a ) The term “disclosure officer”  

means toe Director of the Office o f Com­
munications of toe Pension Benefit 
Guaranty Corporation.

(b ) The term “PBGC” means toe Pen­
sion Benefit Guaranty Corporation.

(c ) The term “ record” means any 
item, collection, or grouping o f informa­
tion about an individual that is main­
tained by an agency, including, but not 
limited to, his education, financial trans­
actions, medical history, and criminal or 
employment history and that contains 
his name, or toe identifying number, 
symbol, or other identifying particular 
assigned to toe Individual, such as a 
finger or voice print or a photograph.

(d ) The term “system of records” 
means a group of any records under the 
control of any agency from which in­
formation is retrieved by toe name of 
toe individual or by some Identifying 
number, symbol, or other Identifying 
particular assigned to toe individual. ..

(e ) The term “working day”  means 
any weekday excepting Federal holidays.
§ 2607.3 Procedures for determining 

existence of records.
(a ) Any individual who desires to 

know whether a system of records main­
tained by toe PBGC contains any record 
pertaining to him shall submit a writ­
ten request to that effect either by mail 
to the Director, Office of Communica­
tions, Pension Benefit Guaranty Cor­
poration, P.O. Box 7119, Washington,
D.C. 20044, or in person between toe 
hours of 9 a.m. and 4 p.m. on any work­
ing day at toe Office of Communications, 
Pension Benefit Guaranty Corporation, 
2020 K  Street, NW., Washington, D.C.

(b ) Each request submitted pursuant 
to paragraph (a ) of this section shall 
Include toe name of toe system of rec­
ords to which toe request pertains, toe 
requestor’s full name, home address and 
date of birth and shall clearly state on 
toe envelope and on the request “Privacy 
Act Request” . I f  this information is in­
sufficient to enable toe PBGC to identify 
toe record in question, toe disclosure 
officer shall request such further identi­
fying data as he deems necessary to 
locate toe record:

(c) In  any case where notification of 
toe existence of a record is not required 
under toe Freedom of Information Act 
(5 U.S.C. 552), toe requestor shall be 
required to provide verification o f his 
Identity to toe PBGC as set forth in 
paragraph (c) (1) or (2) of this section, 
as appropriate.

(1) When toe request is made by mall, 
toe requestor shall be required to submit 
a notorized statement asserting his 
identity.

(2) When toe request is made in per­
son, toe requestor shall be required to 
show Identification satisfactory to toe 
disclosure officer, such as drivers’ 11-
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censes, employee identification, annui­
tant identification or Medicare cards.

(d) W ithin 10 working days after re­
ceipt of a request pursuant to paragraph
(a ) of this section or receipt of such 
additional information as may be re­
quired pursuant to paragraph (b) of this 
section, the disclosure officer shall no­
tify the requestor in writing whether 
the PBGC maintains any system of rec­
ords containing a record pertaining to 
the requestor.
§ 2607.4 Procedures for requesting ac­

cess to records.
(a ) Any individual who desires to ob­

tain access to a record pertaining to him 
contained in a system of records main­
tained by the PBGC shall submit a writ­
ten request to that effect either by mail 
to the Director, Office of Communica­
tions,-Pension Benefit Guaranty Corpo-> 
ration, P.O. Box 7119, Washington, D.C. 
20044, or in person between the hours of 
9 a.m. and 4 p.m. on any working day 
at the Office of Communications, Pension 
Benefit Guaranty Corporation, 2020 K  
Street NW., Washington, D.C.

(b ) Each request submitted pursuant 
to paragraph (a ) of this section shall 
include the name of the system of rec­
ords to which the request pertains, the 
requestor’s fu ll name, home address and 
date of birth and shall clearly state on 
the envelope and on the request “Pri­
vacy Act Request.” I f  this information 
Is insu fficien t to enable the PBGC to 
Identify the record for which access is 
isought, the disclosure officer shall re­
quest such further identifying data as 
he deems necessary to locate the record.

(c ) Each Individual seeking access to 
records under this section shall be re­
quired to provide verification of his iden­
tity to the PBGC as set forth in para­
graphs (c ) (1) or (2) of this section, as 
appropriate.
i ( 1) When the request for access is 
made in person, the requestor shall be 
required to show identification satisfac­
tory to the disclosure officer, such as 
drivers’ licenses, employee identification, 
annuitant identification, or Medicare 
cards.

: v (2) When the request for access is 
made by mail, tine requestor shall be re­
quired to submit a notarized statement 
asserting his identity.
I (d ) W ithin 10 working days after re­
ceipt of a request for access under this 
section, the disclosure officer shall notify 
the requestor in writing whether he w ill 
be granted access to the requested rec­
ords and, if so, when such access will be 
granted.
§ 2607.5 Disclosure of record to an in­

dividual.
(a ) When the disclosure officer grants 

a request for access to records made 
pursuant to § 2606.4, such records shall 
be made available at the time the re­
questor is advised of such determination 
or as promptly thereafter as possible. At 
the requestor’s option, the record w ill 
be made available for his inspection and/ 
or copying at the Office of Communica­
tions, Pension Benefit Guaranty Corpo­
ration, 2020 K  Street NW., Washington, 
D.C., between the hours of 9 a.m. and
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4 p.m. on any working day or a copy of 
the record w ill be mailed to him.

(b) When the requestor desires to be 
accompanied by an individual of his 
choosing during the inspection and/or 
copying of his record, he shall submit 
to the disclosure officer a signed state­
ment identifying the person he wishes 
to accompany him and authorizing such 
person to be present during the inspec­
tion and/or copying of his record either 
at the time the record* is made available 
to him or at any time prior thereto.
§ 2607.6 Procedures for requesting 

amendment of a record.
(a ) Any individual about whom the 

PBGC maintains a record contained in 
a system of records may request that the 
record be amended. Such request shall 
be submitted in writing either by mail 
to  the Director, Office of Communica­
tions, P.O. Box 7119, Washington, D.C. 
20044, or in person between the hours 
of 9 a.m. and 4 p m. on any working day 
at the Office of Communications, Pen­
sion Benefit Guaranty Corporation, 2020 
K  Street NW., Washington, D.C.

(b ) Each request submitted pursuant 
to paragraph (a ) o f this section shall 
include the name of the system of records 
in which the record is contained, the 
requestor’s full name, home address and 
date of birth, and a statement specifying 
the changes to be made in the record 
and the justification therefor. Both the 
envelope and the request shall clearly 
state “Privacy Act Request” . I f  this in­
formation is insufficient to enable the 
PBGC to identify the record in question 
the disclosure officer shall request, such 
further identifying data as he deems 
necessary to locate the record-

(c ) An individual who desires assist­
ance in the preparation of his request 
for amendment o f his record- shall sub­
mit such request for assistance in writing 
to the Deputy General Counsel, Pension 
Benefit Guaranty Corporation, P.O. Box 
7119, Washington, D.C. 20044. The Dep­
uty General Counsel shall respond to 
such request as promptly as possible.
§ 2607.7 Action on request for amend- 

. ment of a record.
(a ) W ithin 20 working days after the 

date of receipt by the PBGC of a request 
for amendment of a record pursuant to 
§ 2607.6, unless for good cause shown the 
Executive Director of the PBGC extends 
such 20-day period, the disclosure officer 
shall notify the requestor in writing 
whether and to what extent the request 
shall be granted. To the extent that the 
request is granted, the disclosure officer 
shall cause the requested amendment to 
be made promptly.

(b ) When a request for amendment of 
a record is denied in whole or in part, 
the denial shall include a statement of 
the reasons therefor, the procedures for 
appealing such denial, and a statement 
advising the requestor o f his right to ob­
tain assistance in preparing an appeal 
of the denial.

(c ) An individual who desires assist­
ance in the preparation of his appeal o f a 
denial under this section shall submit his 
request in writing to the Deputy General 
Counsel, Pension Benefit Guaranty Cor­

poration, P.O. Box 7119, Washington, 
D.C. 20044. The Deputy General Counsel 
shall respond to such requests as 
promptly as possible, but in no event more 
than 30 days after receipt of the request.
§ 2607.8 Appeal of a denial of a request 

for amendment of a record.
(a ) An appeal from a denial of a re­

quest for. amendment of a record under 
§ 2607.7 shall be submitted within 45 
days of receipt of such denial to the Gen­
eral Counsel, Pension Benefit Guaranty 
Corporation, P.O. Box 7119, Washington, 
D.C. 20044, unless the record subject to 
such request is one maintained by the 
Office of the General Counsel, in which 
event the appeal shall be submitted to 
the Deputy Executive Director. The ap­
peal shall state in detail the basis on 
which it is made and both the envelope 
and the appeal shall clearly state ‘‘Pri­
vacy Act Request” .

(b ) Within 30 working days after the 
receipt of the appeal, unless for good 
cause shown the Executive Director of 
the PBGC extends such 30-day period, 
the General Counsel or, where appropri­
ate, the Deputy Executive Director, shall 
issue a decision in writing granting or 
denying the appeal in whole or in part. To 
the extent that the appeal is granted, the 
General Counsel or, where appropriate, 
the Deputy Executive Director, shall 
cause the requested amendment to be 
made promptly. To the extent that the 
appeal is denied, the decision shall set 
forth the reasons for such denial and 
shall notify the requestor o f his right to 
submit a brief statement setting forth 
his reasons for disputing the denial of 
appeal and to seek judicial review of the 
denial pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 552a (g ) (1)
(A ) and to obtain further information 
concerning the provisions for judicial re­
view under that section.

(c ) An individual whose appeal has 
been denied in whole or in part may sub; 
mit a brief summary statement setting 
forth his reasons for disputing such de­
nial. Such statement shall be submitted 
within 30 days of receipt o f the denial 
o f his appeal to the Director, Office of 
Communications, Pension Benefit Guar­
anty Corporation, P.O. Box 7119, Wash­
ington, D.C. 20044. Any such statement 
shall be made available by the PBGC to 
anyone to whom the record is subse­
quently furnished and may also be ac­
companied, at the discretion of the 
PBGC, by a brief statement summarizing 
the PBGC’s reasons for refusing to amend 
the record. The PBGC shall also provide 
copies of the individual’s statement of 
dispute to all prior recipients o f the rec­
ord with respect to whom an accounting 
of the disclosure of the record was main-

■ tained pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 552a Cc) (1 ).
(d ) I f  an individual requests further 

information concerning the provisions 
for judicial review, he shall submit such 
request in writing to the Deputy General 
Counsel and he shall respond to such 
request as promptly as possible.
§ 2607*9 Fees.

When an individual requests a copy of 
his record under § 2607.5 charges for the 
copying shall be made according to the 
following fee schedule:

25, 1975
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(a ) Standard copying fee. There shrill 
be a charge of $0.10 per page of record 
copies furnished. Where the copying fee 
is less than $1.00, it shall not be assess«!

(b) Voluminous material. I f  the vol­
ume of page copy desired by the re­
questor is such that the reproduction 
charge at the standard page rate would 
be in excess of $50, the Individual desir­
ing reproduction may request a special 
rate quotation from the PBGC.

(c) Manual copying by requestor. No 
charge will be made for manual copying 
by the requestor of any document made 
available for inspection under § 2607.5. 
The PBGC shall provide facilities for 
such copying without charge between 
the hours of 9 am . and 4 pm . on any 
working day.
§ 2607.10 Specific exemptions.

The provisions of this part shall not 
apply to any system of records which 
contains investigatory material main­
tained solely for purposes o f determining 
an individual’s qualifications, eligibility 
or suitability for employment, but only to 
the extent that the disclosure of such ma­
terial would reveal the identity of the 
source who furnished the information, 
and the information contained therein 
could only have been obtained by provid­
ing express assurance to the source o f 
the information that his identity would 
not be revealed to the subject of the in­
formation, or prior to September 27,1975, 
was obtained by providing an implied 
premise of confidentiality.

Issued in Washington, D.C. this 20th 
day of August, 1975.

John  T. D ttnlop, 
Chairman, Board of Directors, 

Pension Benefit Guaranty 
Corporation.

I PR Doe.75—22523 Filed 8-22-75; 8:45 am],

VETERANS ADMINISTRATION
[  38 CFR Part 3 ]

VETERANS BENEFITS
Marriage Dates of Widows and Widowers
The Administrator of Veterans’ Affairs 

proposes a regulatory change relating to 
marriage dates of widows and widowers.

Section 3.54 of Title 38, Code of Federal 
Regulations, provides that pension, com­
pensation or dependency and indemnity 
compensation may be payable if the 
widow or widower was married to the 
veteran during his or her service or, if 
married after service, prior to the appli­
cable delimiting date. Paragraph (a ) of 
§ 3.54, applicable in pension cases, pro­
vides delimiting dates for veterans who 
served during each period of war from 
the Civil War through the Vietnam era. 
A ll are specific dates except for the Viet­
nam era for which the delimiting date is 
M10 years after end of Vietnam era.”

Presidential Proclamation 4373, signed 
by the President on May 7, 1975, desig­
nated »fey  7, 1975, as the last day o f the 
Vietnam era. Pursuant to this proclama­
tion 5 3.2 of Title 38, Code of Federal 
Regulations, which defines the Vietnam 
era, was amended to reflect this termina­

tion date. This proposed amendment to 
§ 3.54 establishes May 8, 1985, as the 
specific delimiting date for widows and 
widowers of Vietnam era.

Interested persons are invited to sub­
mit written comments, suggestions, or 
objections regarding the proposal to the 
Administrator of Veterans’ Affairs 
C271A), Veterans Administration, 810 
Vermont Avenue, NW., Washington, DC 
20420. A ll relevant material received be­
fore September 24, 1975, w ill be consid­
ered. All written comments received will 
be available for public inspection at the 
above address only between the horns 
of 8 am . and 4:30 pm. Monday through 
Friday (except holidays), during the 
mentioned 30-day period and for 10 days 
thereafter. Any person visiting Central 
Office for the purpose of inspecting any 
such comments will be received by the 
Central Office Veterans Assistance Unit 
in room 132. Such visitors to any field 
station will be informed that the records 
are available for inspection only in Cen­
tral Office and furnished the address and 
the above room number.

Notice is given that the amendment 
would be effective May 7, 1975.

In § 3.54, paragraph (a ) (3) (v ii) Is re­
vised to read as follows:
§ 3.54 Marriage dates.

• • * • •
(a ) Pension. Death pension may be 

paid to a widow or widower who was 
married to the veteran:

* * * * *
(3) Prior to the applicable delimiting 

dates, as follows:
* * * * •

(vii) Vietnam era___________ May 8, 1985.
•  *  *  *  *

Approved: August 18,1975.
By direction of the Administrator.
[ se al ! A. J. Sc h u lt z , Jr„

Associate Deputy Administrator.
[FR Doc.75-22455 Filed 8-22-75;8:45 am]

[ 3 8 CFR Part 1 8 ]
NONDISCRIMINATION IN FEDERALLY- 

ASSISTED PROGRAMS
Employment Practices

I t  is proposed to revise 38 CFR 18.3 
to include a prohibition against discrimi­
nation in employment practices in Fed­
erally-assisted programs where the Fed­
eral assistance is for the purpose of pro­
viding employment and where the dis­
criminatory employment practices have 
the effect o f denying equal opportunity 
to benefits administered under the pro­
gram. This amendment will bring VA 
Regulations into line with those o f other 
Federal agencies and the Attorney Gen­
eral guidelines. (See 28 CFR 42.104(c)).

Interested persons are invited to sub­
mit written comments, suggestions, or 
objections regarding the proposal to the 
Administrator of Veterans Affairs (271 A ), 
Veterans Administration, 810 Vermont 
Avenue, NW., Washington, D.C. 20420. 
A ll relevant material received before 
September 24, 1975, w ill be considered.

A ll written comments received w ill be 
available for public inspection at the 
above address only between the hours 
of 8 ajn. and 4:30 pjn. Monday through 
Friday (except holidays), during the 
mentioned 30-day period and for 10 days 
thereafter. Any person visiting Central 
Offiee for the purpose of inspecting any 
such comments will be received by the 
Central Office Veterans Assistance Unit 
in room 132. Such visitors to any field 
station will be informed that the records 
are available for inspection only in Cen­
tral Office and furnished the address and 
the above room number.

Notice is also given that it is proposed 
to make any regulations that are adopted 
effective the date of final approval.

In § 18.3, paragraph (d ) is added to 
read as follows:
§ 18.3 Discrimination prohibited.

* • • $ *
(d ) Employment practices. (1) When­

ever a primary objective of the Federal 
financial assistance to a program to 
which Part 18 applies, is to provide em­
ployment, a recipient of such assistance 
may not (directly or through contractual 
or other arrangements) subject any in­
dividual to discrimination on the ground 
o f race, color, or national origin in its 
employment practices under such pro­
gram (ineluding recruitment or recruit­
ment advertising, employment, layoff, or 
termination, upgrading, demotion, or 
transfer, rates of pay or other forms o f 
compensation, and use of facilities). That 
prohibition also applies to programs as 
to which a primary objective o f the Fed­
eral financial assistance is (1) to assist 
individuals, through employment, to 
meet expenses incident to the commence­
ment or continuation of their education 
or training, or (ii) to provide work ex­
perience which contributes to the educa­
tion or training of the individuals in­
volved. The requirements applicable to 
construction employment UQder any such 
program shall be those specified In or 
pursuant to Part H I of Executive Order 
11246 (3 CFR Chapter IV ) or any Execu­
tive order which supersedes it.

(2) In  regard to Federal financial as­
sistance which does not have providing 
employment as a primary objective, the 
provisions of paragraph (d ) (1) of this 
section apply to the employment prac­
tices of the recipient If discrimination , 
on the ground of race, color, or national 
origin in such employment practices 
tends, on the ground of race, color, or ; 
national origin, to exclude persons from 
participation in, to deny them the bene­
fits of or to subject them to discrimina­
tion under the program receiving Fed- \ 
era! financial assistance. In any such j 
case, the provisions of paragraph (d ) (1) 
o f this section shall apply to the extent { 
necessary to assure equality o f opportu- ; 
nity to and nondiscriminatory treatment 1 
o f beneficiaries.

Approved: August 18,1975.
By direction o f the Administrator.
[ seal]  A. J. Sc h u ltz, Jr.,

Associate Deputy Administrator.
[FR Doc.75-22457 Filed 8-22-75;8:45 am]
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and agency statements of organization and functions are examples of documents appearing in this section.

DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE
Office of the Secretary

DEFENSE SCIENCE BOARD TASK FORCE 
ON ACCURACY

Meeting
The Defense Science Board Task Force 

on Accuracy will meet in closed session on 
17 September 1975 at The Pentagon, 
Washington, D.C.

The mission of the Defense Science 
Board is to advise the Secretary of De­
fense and the Director of Defense Re­
search and Engineering on overall re­
search and engineering and to provide 
long range guidance in these areas to the 
Department of Defense.

The Task Force will undertake a re­
view of the accuracy of U.S. and Soviet 
strategic offensive systems to determine 
the confidence that can be placed in our 
present estimates of accuracy and it will 
recommend an R&D program which can 
lead to improved accuracy.

In  accordance with section 10(d) of 
Appendix I, T itle 5, United States Code, 
it has been determined that this Task 
Force meeting concerns matters listed in 
section 552(b) of Title 5 of the United 
States Code, specifically subparagraph
(1) thereof, and that accordingly this 
meeting will be closed to the public.

M aurice W. R oche, 
Director, Correspondence and 
Directives OASD (Comptroller).

A ugust 20, 1975.
[FR  Doc.75-22383 Filed 8-22-75; 8:45 am]

DEFENSE SCIENCE BOARD TASK FORCE 
ON “ SURFACE NAVAL WARFARE"

Meeting
The Defense Science Board Task Force 

on Surface Naval Warfare w ill meet in 
closed session on 15-16 September 1975 
in the Pentagon, Washington, D.C. The 
mission of the Defense Science Board is 
to advise the Secretary of Defense and 
the Director of Defense Research and 
Engineering on overall research and en­
gineering and to provide long range 
guidance in these areas to the Depart­
ment o f Defense. ,

The Task Force will undertake a re­
view of the adequacy and direction of 
U.S. Navy programs in surface offensive 
operations in the face o f continuing in­
creases in Soviet capabilities in naval 
weapons, command and control, and out- 
of-area operations. The Task Force w ill 
concentrate first t>n U.S. programs In 
tactical surface engagements to help as­

sure that our R&D investments yield the 
greatest improvement in our total force 
capabilities, when deployed in quantities 
we can afford. Classified details of'U.S. 
and Soviet systems will be reviewed.

In  accordance with Section 10(d) of 
Appendix I, T itle 5, United States Code, 
it has been determined that this Task 
Force meeting concerns matters listed in 
Section 552(b) of Title 5 of the United 
States Code, specifically Subparagraph
(1) thereof, and that accordingly this 
meeting will be closed to the public.

M aurice W. R oche, 
Director, Correspondence and 

Directives OASD (Comptrol­
ler).

A ugust 20, 1975.
[FR Doc.75-22384 Filed 8-22-75:8:45 ami

DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 
Drug Enforcement Administration 

ABBO TT LABORATORIES
Importation of Controlled Substance 
Objection and Request for Hearing

Pursuant to § 1311.42 of Title 21, Code 
of Federal Regulations, a notice dated 
May 23, 1975, was published on June 10, 
1975, at 40 F.R. 24758, that Abbott Lab­
oratories, 14th and Sheridan Road, North 
Chicago, Illinois 60064, had made appli­
cation to the Drug Enforcement Admin­
istration to be registered as an importer 
of methylphenidate, a basic class con­
trolled substance listed in Schedule IL

The only response to that notice re­
ceived by the Drug Enforcement Admin­
istration has been made by MBH Chemi­
cal Corporation, 377 Crane Street, 
Orange, New Jersey, who objects to the 
said registration on the grounds that: 
there is no lack of domestic capacity to 
supply the legitimate needs of the United 
States for methylphenidate; historically 
it has been the policy of the United 
States to insist that controlled substances 
in Schedule I I  be produced domestically, 
except when control thereof was under 
foreign-owned patents; any proven in­
adequacies in competition among domes­
tic manufacturers of methylphenidate 
can be remedied by registering additional 
domestic manufacturers rather than reg­
istering importers; domestic manufac­
turers would be penalized after having 
invested in production facilities; serious 
public health and safety problems would 
be raised and supplies would be subject 
to disruption by events outside the United 
States. MBH Chemical Corporation has 
requested a hearing on these objections.

Accordingly, notice is hereby given' 
pursuant to- 21 Code of Federal Regula­
tions, § 1311.42 that a hearing on the 
application aforesaid will be held com­
mencing at 10 a.m. on Tuesday, October 
7, 1975, in Room 1210, Drug Enforcement 
Administration, 1405 Eye Street, N.W., 
Washington, D.C. Any person entitled to 
participate therein and desiring to do so 
should file a Notice of Appearance in 
accordance with 21 Code of Federal 
Regulations, § 13Q1.54.

Dated: August 5,1975.
Jerry N. Jenson ,

Acting Administrator,
Drug Enforcement Administration.

[FR Doc.'75-22398 Filed 8-22-75;8:45 am]

ZENITH LABORATORIES
Importation of Controlled Substances 

Objection and Request for Hearing
Pursuant to § 1311.42 of Title 21, Code 

of Federal Regulations, a Notice dated 
June 18, 1975, was published on June 25, 
1975, at 40 FR 26719 and 26720 that 
Zenith Laboratories, 140 Le Grand Ave­
nue, Northvale, New Jersey 07647, had 
made application to the Drug Enforce­
ment Administration to be registered as 
an importer o f methylphenidate, pento­
barbital and amphetamine, all basic class 
controlled substances listed in Schedule 
II, as well as other such substances.

The only response to that notice re­
ceived by the Drug Enforcement Admin­
istration with respect to methylpheni­
date has been made by MBH Chemical 
Corporation, 377 Crane Street, Orange, 
New Jersey, who objects to the said 
registration on the grounds that: there 
is no lack of domestic capacity to supply 
the legitimate needs of the United States 
for methylphenidate; historically it has 
been the policy of the United States to 
insist that controlled substances in 
Schedule I I  be produced domestically, 
except when control thereof was under 
foreign-owned patents; any proven in­
adequacies in competition among do­
mestic manufacturers of methylpheni­
date can be remedied by registering addi­
tional domestic manufacturers rather 
than registering importers; domestic 
manufacturers would be penalized after 
having invested in production facilities; 
serious public health and safety problems 
would be raised and supplies would be 
subject to disruption by events outside 
the United States. MBH Chemical Cor­
poration has requested a hearing on 
these objections.
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The only response to the notice afore­
said received by the Drug Enforcement 
Administration with respect to pento­
barbital has been made by MBH Chem­
ical Corporation, 377 Crane Street, 
Orange, New Jersey, who objects to the 
said registration on the grounds that: 
there is no lack of domestic capacity to 
supply the legitimate needs of the United 
States for pentobarbital; historically it 
has been the policy of the United States 
to insist that controlled substances in 
Schedule n  be produced domestically, 

•“except when control thereof was under 
foreign-owned patents; any proven in­
adequacies in competition among do­
mestic manufacturers of pentobarbital 
can be remedied by registering additional 
domestic manufacturers rather than reg­
istering importers; domestic manufac­
turers would be penalized after having 
invested in production facilities; serious 
public health and safety problems would 
be raised and supplies would be subject 
to disruption by events outside the United 
States. MBH Chemical Corporation has 
requested a hearing on these objections.

Two responses to that notice were re­
ceived by the Drug Enforcement Admin­
istration with respect to amphetamine. 
Arenol Chemical Corporation, 40-33 23rd 
Street, Long Island City, New York, 
11101, has commented that this appli­
cation should be denied as not being con­
sistent with the public interest because 
the production capacity of each of the 
present domestic manufacturers is more 
than adequate to supply the legitimate 
medical, scientific, research and indus­
trial needs of the United States and that 
importation would increase the area of 
possible diversion, according to a survey 
made in 1974 by the U.S. Department of 
Commerce.

The other response received with re­
spect to amphetamine was made by MBH 
Chemical Corporation, 377 Crane Street, 
Orange, New Jersey, who objects to the 
said registration on the grounds that: 
there is no lack of domestic capacity to 
supply the legitimate needs of the 
United States for amphetamine; his­
torically it has been the policy of the 
United States to insist that controlled 
substances in Schedule n  be produced 
domestically, except when control there­
of was uhder foreign-owned patents; any 
proven inadequacies in competition 
among domestic manufacturers of Am­
phetamine can be remedied by register­
ing additional domestic manufacturers 
rather than registering importers; do­
mestic manufacturers would be penalized 
after having invested in production fa ­
cilities; serious public health and safety 
problems would be raised and supplies 
would be subject to disruption by events 
outside the United States. MBH Chemi­
cal Corporation has requested a hearing 
on these objections.

Accordingly, Notice is hereby given 
pursuant to 21 Code of Federal Regula­
tions, § 1311.42 that a hearing on the 
application aforesaid w ill be held com­
mencing'at 10 a.m. on Tuesday, October 
7, 1975, in Room 1210, Drug Enforcement 
Administration, 1405 Eye Street, N.W „ 
Washington, D.C. Any person entitled to

participate therein and desiring to do 
so should file a notice of appearance in 
accordance with 21 Code o f Federal Reg­
ulations, § 1301.54.

Dated: August 5, 1975.
Jerrt N. Je n so n .

Acting Administrator, 
Drug Enforcement Administration, 

[FR  Doc.75-22399 Filed 8-22-75;8:45 am]

DEPARTMENT OF TH E INTERIOR
National Park Service 

FORT VANCOUVER MASTER PLAN 

Notice of Public Workshop
Notice is hereby given that a public 

workshop w ill be held to discuss the 
master plan alternatives for Fort Van­
couver National Historic Site in Van­
couver, Washington. The workshop will 
include a review o f the environmental 
assessment of the impacts related to the 
master plan alternatives.

Following the workshop, the National 
Park Service w ill include the public input 
obtained from the workshop in the deci­
sion process for formulating the draft 
master plan.

The workshop w ill be held on Septem­
ber 17 at 7:30 pm. in the Fort Vancouver 
Visitor Center.

A  briefing document which summarizes 
the National Park Service planning 
process, preliminary alternatives under 
consideration, and the major impacts o f 
implementing these alternatives is avail­
able. A  response booklet is also available 
for use at the workshop.

Anyone wanting a copy of the briefing 
document, additional information on the 
workshop, or wanting to send their com­
ments should write to or phone the 
Superintendent, Fort Vancouver Na­
tional Historic Site, Vancouver, Wash­
ington 98661 (206-696-3546); or the 
Portland Field Office, 920 Northeast 
Seventh Avenue, Portland, Oregon 97232 
(503-234-4478).

Edward J. K tjrtz,
Acting Regional Director, 

Pacific Northwest Region.
[FR  Doc.75-22403 Filed 8-22-75;8:45 am]

Office of the Secretary 
THURM AN DEAN LOVELESS

Appointee’s Statement of Financial 
Interests

In  accordance with the requirements 
o f section 302(b) o f Executive Order
10647,1 am filing the following statement 
for publication in the F ederal R egister .

(1) Names of any corporations of 
which I  am, or had been within 60 days 
preceding my appointment, on 7-1-75, 
as Deputy Director, Area 10, Defense 
Electric Power Administration, an officer 
or director: None.

(2) Names of any corporations in 
which I  own, or did own within 60 days 
preceding my appointment, any stocks, 
bonds, or other financial interests: 
Texas Utilities.

(3) Names of any partnerships in 
which I  am associated, or had been 
associated within 60 days preceding my 
appointment: None.

(4) Names o f any other businesses 
which I  own, or owned within 60 days 
preceding my appointment: None.

Dated: August 4,1975.
T h u r m a n  D ean  L oveless.

[FR  Doc.75-22465 Filed 8-22-75;8:45 am]

LESTER E. GARLINGHOUSE
Appointee’s Statement of Financial 

Interests
- In accordance with the requirements of 
section 302(b) o f Executive Order 10647, 
I  am filing the following statement for 
publication in  the Federal Register:

(1) Names of any corporations of 
which I  am, or had been within 60 days 
preceding my appointment, on 31 July 
1975 as Asst. Vice President, Power & Op­
erations, Idaho Power Company, Boise, 
an officer or director.

(2) Names of any corporations in 
which I  own, or did own within 60 days 
preceding my appointment, any stocks, 
bonds, or other financial Interests:
IDAHO POWER COMPANY 
PACIFIC POWER & LIGHT CO.
PORTLAND GENERAL ELECTRIC CO. 
GENERAL 1EL. & ELEC. CORP.
TELEPHONE UTILITIES, INC.
RIO GRANDE INDUSTRIES. INC.
WYOMING NATIONAL CORP.
SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA FIRST NATIONAL 

CORP.
SECURITY PACIFIC CORP.
IDAHO FIRST NATIONAL BANK 
FID ELITY MORTGAGE INVESTORS CORP. 
ADVANCE INVESTORS CORP.
MUNICIPAL INVESTORS FUND 
DELEW ARE FUND
NATIONAL SECURITIES STOCK FUND 
THE FIRST TRUST OF INSURED MUNICI­

PAL BOND SERIES 6

(3) Names o f any partnerships in 
which I  am associated, or had been as­
sociated within 60 days preceding my 
appointment: Garlinghouse Brothers.

(4) Names o f any other businesses 
which I  own, or owned within 60 days 
preceding my appointment:

L ester  E . G a r lin g h o u se .
(Signature of Appointee)

A u g u st  7, 1975.
[FR  Doc.75-22466 Filed 8-22-75;8:45 am]

ALVIN F. BAAL
Appointee’s Statement of Financial 

Interests
In  accordance with the requirements 

o f section 302(b) o f Executive Order
10647,1 am filing the following statement 
for publication in the F ederal R eg ister :

(1) Names o f any corporations o f 
which I  am, or had been within 60 days 
preceding my appointment, on July 1, 
1975, as Alternate Regional Power Liai­
son Representative, DEPA 12, an officer 
or director: None.

(2) Names o f any corporations in 
which I  own, or did own within 60 days
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preceding my appointment, any stocks, 
bonds, or other financial interests: Pub­
lic Service Company o f Colorado, Public 
Service Employees Credit Union.

(3) Names o f any partnerships in 
which I  am associated, or had been as­
sociated within 60 days preceding my 
appointment: None.

(4) Names of any other businesses 
which I  own, or owned within 60 days 
preceding my appointment: None.

Dated: August 7, 1975.
A l v in  P. Baal HE. 

[FR  Doc.75-22467 Filed 8-22-75;8:45 am]

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE
Forest Service

BEAR VALLEY PLANNING U N IT
Availability of Final Environmental 

Statement
Pursuant to section 102(2) (C ) of the 

National Environmental Policy Act of 
1969, the Forest Service, Department of 
Agriculture, has prepared a final envi­
ronmental statement for Bear Valley 
Planning Unit, Boise and Challis Nation­
al Forests, Idaho. The Forest Service re­
port number is USDA-FS-FES (Adm) 
R4-75-8.

The environmental statement identi­
fies and evaluates the probable effects of 
the land use plan for the Bear Valley 
Planning Unit on the Boise and Challis 
National Forests, Idaho. The purpose o f 
the plan is to allocate National Forest 
lands within the unit to specific resource 
uses and activities; establish manage­
ment objectives; document management 
direction, management decisions, and 
necessary coordination between resource 
uses and activities; and provide for the 
protection, use, and development o f the 
various resources within the planning 
unit. The plan provides for minimization 
or adverse effects and maximization of 
desirable effects. Stream conditions for 
protection of spawning areas for anadro- 
mous fishery sites will be maintained or 
improved. Recreation opportunities will 
receive minor modification with oppor­
tunities for solitude slightly reduced and 
opportunities for developed type recrea­
tion improved. The mix o f uses provided 
for includes moderate levels of consump­
tive resource uses. Significant areas will 
remain undeveloped with options for fu­
ture management remaining open.

This final environmental statement 
was transmitted to CEQ on August 14, 
1975.

Copies are available for inspection 
during regular working hours at the fo l­
lowing locations:
USDA, Forest Service, South Agriculture 

Bldg,. Room 3230, 12th St. and Independ­
ence Ave., S.W., Washington, D.C. 20250. 

Regional Planning Office, USDA, Forest Serv­
ice, Federal Building, Room 4403, 324-25th 
Street, Ogden, Utah 84401.

D istrict Forest Ranger, Middle Fork Ranger 
District, Challis, Idaho 88226.

Forest Supervisor, Boise National Forest, 1075 
Park Boulevard, Boise, Idaho 63706.

Forest Supervisor, Challis National Forest, 
Forest Service Building, Challis, Idaho 
83226.

District Forest Ranger, Lowman Ranger Dis­
trict, Idaho Building, Room 517, Boise, 
Idaho 83702.

A limited number of single copies are 
available upon request to Forest Super­
visor Edward C. Maw, Boise National 
Forest, 1075 Park Boulevard, Boise, 
Idaho 83706 and Forest Supervisor Jack
E. Bills, Challis National Forest, Forest 
Service Building, Challis, Idaho 83226.

Copies of the environmental statement 
have been sent to various Federal, State, 
and local agencies as outlined in the CEQ 
Guidelines.

Dated: August 19, 1975.
J. W ayland  M attsson ,

Acting Director, 
Regional Planning and Budget. 

[FR Doc.75-22380 Filed 8-22-75;8:45 am]

Soil Conservation Service
CLEAR CREEK WATERSHED PROJECT, 

NEBRASKA
Availability of Negative Declaration

Pursuant to Section 102(2) (C ) o f the 
National Environmental Policy Act of 
1969; part 1500.6(e) of the Council on 
Environmental Quality Guidelines (38 
FR 20550) August 1, 1973; and part 
650.8(b) (3) of the Soil Conservation 
Service Guidelines (39 FR 19651) June 3, 
1974; ttie Soil Conservation Service, U.S. 
Department o f Agriculture, gives notice 
that an environmental impact statement 
is not being prepared for the Clear Creek 
Watershed Project, Saunders County, 
Nebraska. v '

The environmental assessment of this 
federal action indicates that the project 
w ill not create significant adverse local, 
regional, or national impacts on the en­
vironment and that no significant con­
troversy is associated with the project. 
As a result of these findings, Mr. Wilson
J. Parker, State Conservationist, Soil 
Conservation Service, USDA, 134 South 
12th Street, Room 604, Lincoln, Nebraska 
68508, has determined that the prepara­
tion and review of an environmental im­
pact statement is not needed for this 
project.

The project concerns a plan for water­
shed protection and flood prevention. The 
remaining planned works of improve­
ment as described in the negative decla­
ration include conservation land treat­
ment supplemented by two single purpose 
floodwater retarding structures, one 
grade stabilization structure, and 4.1 
miles o f dike.

The environmental assessment file Is 
available for Inspection during regular 
working hours at the following location:
Soil Conservation Service, 134 South 12th

Street, Room 604, Lincoln, Nebraska 68508.

Single copy requests for the negative 
declaration should be sent to the above 
address.

N o  administrative action on imple­
mentation of the proposal will be taken

until 15 days after the date of this pub­
lication.
(Catalog o f Federal Domestic ‘Assistance Pro­
gram No. 10.904, National Archives Reference 
Services.)

Dated: August 14,1975.
Joseph  W. H aas, 

Deputy Administrator for Water 
Resources, Soil Conservation 

• Service.
[FR  Doc. 75-22459 Filed 8-22-75; 8:45 am]

HALLS CREEK PUBLIC WATER-BASED FISH 
AND WILDLIFE RESOURCE CONSERVA­
TIO N  AND DEVELOPMENT (RC&D) 
MEASURE
Availability of Negative Declaration

Pursuant to section 102(2) (C ) of the 
National Environmental Policy Act of 
1969; part 1500.6(e) of the Council on 
Environmental Quality Guidelines (38 
FR 20550) August 1, 1973; and part 
650.8(b)(3) of the Soil Conservation 
Service Guidelines (39 FR 19651) June 3, 
1974; tile Soil Conservation Service, UJS. 
Department of Agriculture, gives notice 
that an environmental impact statement 
is not being prepared for the Halls Creek 
Public Water-Based Fish and W ildlife 
RC&D Measure, Florence County, Wis­
consin.

The environmental assessment of this 
federal action indicates that the meas­
ure w ill not create significant adverse lo­
cal, regional, or national Impacts on the 
environment and that no significant con­
troversy is associated with the measure. 
As a result o f these findings, Mr. Rich­
ard Akeley, State Conservationist, U.S. 
Department of Agriculture, Soil Conser­
vation Service, 4601 Hammersley Road, 
P.O. Box 4248, Madison, Wisconsin 53711, 
has determined that the preparatimi and 
review of an environmental Impact state­
ment is not needed for this measure. p  

The measure concerns a plan for a 
public water-based fish and w ildlife de­
velopment. The planned works of im­
provement Include Installatimi o f a low 
earth structure to stabilize the water 
level on a 131-acre area for wildlife.

The Negative Declaration Is available 
for single copy requests and the environ­
mental assessment file Is available for 
inspection during- regular working hours 
at the following location:
U.S. Department o f Agriculture, Soil Con­

servation Service, Courthouse, P.O. Box 
37, Rhinelander, Wisconsin 54501.

No adminstrative action on implemen­
tation of the proposal w ill be taken until 
15 days after the date o f this notice.
(Catalog o f Federal Domestic Assistance 
Program No. 10.901, National Archives R ef­
erence Services.)

Dated: August 18,1975.
V icto r  H . B arry, Jr., 

Deputy Administrator for Field 
Services, Soil Conservation 
Service.

[FR  Doc.75-22460 Filed 8-22-75;8:45 am]
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DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
Maritime Administration

TANKER CONSTRUCTION PROGRAM 
Environmental Impact Statement

Notice is hereby given that the Mari­
time Subsidy Board has adapted as final 
the procedure to be followed when con­
sidering a change to the principal char­
acteristics of a vessel under the tanker 
program. A Notice of Proposed Rule 
Making was published in the F e d e r a l  
R e g is t e r  on April 30, 1975, (40 FR 
18826). No public comments were re­
ceived as a result of this notice, f

The Maritime Administration will fo l­
low the procedure outlined below when 
fit considers applications for contract 
changes which alter a vessel’s principal 
characteristics so as to possibly affect its 
environmental impact as previously stat­
ed and published:

1. The purchaser/owner will submit 
his Change Inquiry in accordance with 
the procedures established in the con­
tract between the purchaser and the. 
Board.

2. In those cases in which the Mari­
time Administration staff has determined 
that the vessel’s principal characteristics 
will be altered by the proposed change 
and that these alterations may affect the 
previously published environmental im­
pact of the vessel, the procedures of the 
following paragraphs will apply. The 
principal characteristics referred to 
above include length, beam, depth, draft, 
speed, cargo cubic, or deadweight, as well 
as those environmental features required 
by Section 70 of the Standard Specifica­
tion for Merchant Ship Construction, 
December 1972, which were made man­
datory by Docket A-75, Mar Ad Tanker 
Construction Program, served by the 
Board on August 30,1973.

2.1 The Board w ill publish in the 
F e d e r a l  R e g is t e r  a notice of the pro­
posed change altering the principal char­
acteristics of the vessel, which notice will 
Indicate the Board’s determination of 
whether the environmental impact of the 
vessel as altered is adequately described 
by the aforementioned Environmental 
Impact Statement or by any new or 
supplemental statement previously is­
sued for that vessel.

2.2 I f  the Board has determined that 
the impact of the proposed vessel, as 
altered, is not adequately described by 
the existing statements, it shall prepare 
and issue a new or supplemental state­
ment, as appropriate, in accord with the 
procedures established by the Council on 
Environmental" Quality to implement 
NEPA. Upon consideration of the final 
draft of the new or supplemental state­
ment, the Board will act upon the Change 
Inquiry in accord with its normal pro­
cedures for changes.

2.3 I f  the Board, however, had de­
termined that the existing statement(s) 
is (are) adequate, then the purchaser/ 
owner shall be notified in writing of the 
Board’s determination in accordance

with the applicable contract procedure, 
and the Board, upon consideration of the 
existing statement or statements, will 
act upon the Change Inquiry in accord 
with its normal procedures for changes.

2.3.1 The bases for the Board’s deter­
mination of adequacy, in 2.3 above, will 
be available for public inspection in the 
Office of the Secretary, Maritime Admin­
istration, at least 20 days prior to the 
time that the action becomes final.

While the rule making procedures re­
lating to the administration of public 
contracts under T itle V of the Merchant 
Marine Act, 1936, as amended, are ex­
empt from the notice and hearing re­
quirements of 5 USC 553, this notice is 
published to advise the public of this 
amendment.

Dated: August 19,1975.
By Order of the Maritime Subsidy 

Board, Maritime Administration.
J a m e s  S. D a w s o n , Jr., 

Secretary.
[PR  Doc.75-22461 Piled 8-22-75:8:45 am]

Office of the Secretary
-  REFRIGERATORS, COMBINATION REFRIG­

ERATOR-FREEZERS, AND FREEZERS
Voluntary Labeling Program

Notice is hereby given that the Depart­
ment of Commerce proposes to issue a 
completed Appendix A  to each o f the 
following three Specifications: Voluntary 
Energy Conservation Specification No.
2- 75, for Refrigerators; Voluntary 
Energy Conservation Specification No.
3- 75,— for Combination Refrigerator- 
Freezers; and Voluntary Energy Con­
servation Specification No. 4-75, for 
Freezers. These three Specifications were 
published in the F e d e r a l  R e g is t e r  on Au­
gust 1, 1975 (40 FR 32415) under the 
Department o f Commerce Voluntary La­
beling Program for Household Appli­
ances and Equipment to Effect Energy 
Conservation, 15 CFR Part 9.

When the above mentioned Speciflca-

tions were published in the F e d e r a l  R e g ­
is t e r , the Appendix A  to each Specifica­
tion was published in incomplete form 
because values for the ranges o f cost of 
energy were not available for publica­
tion., The ranges of cost of energy are now 
available, so a complete proposed Appen­
dix A to each Specification has been de­
veloped as set forth below.

Interested persons are invited to par­
ticipate in further development of the 
Appendix A to each Specification by sub­
mitting written comments in four copies 
to the Assistant Secretary for Science 
and Technology, Room 3862, U.S. Depart­
ment of Commerce, Washington, D.C. 
20230, on or before September 24, 1975.

In particular, the Department of Com­
merce is interested in receiving com­
ments concerning the completeness of 
the ranges o f cost of energy shown in 
each Appendix A. Any manufacturers 
having available for sale models of re­
frigerators, combination refrigerator- 
freezers, or freezers, whose performance 
when determined in accordance with 
these Specifications falls outside the lim ­
its shown, are urged to make this infor­
mation known to the Assistant Secretary 
for Science and Technology.

The final Appendices will be published 
in the F e d e r a l  R e g is t e r  after considera­
tion of all comments received and w ill 
become effective as a part o f the Speci­
fications 30 days after publication.

A public docket o f correspondence re­
lated to these proposals will be available 
for examination by interested persons at 
the Central Reference and Records In ­
spection Facility o f the Department of 
Commerce, Room 7068, Main Commerce 
Building, 14th Street between Constitu­
tion Avenue and E Street NW „ Wash­
ington, D.C. 20230.

Issued: August 18, 1975.
B e t s y  A n c k e r - J o h n s o n , 

Assistant Secretary for 
Science and Technology.

The proposed Appendix A  to each 
Specification is as follows:

Voluntary energy conservation specification No. 2-75, fo r refrigerators. Appendix A : Total 
refrigerated volume and cost o f energy ranges

Bated total refrigerated 
volume In cubic feet

Ranges of total refrigerated 
volume in cubic feet

Ranges of cost of energy1 (in dollars per month at a 
rate of 4^/kWh) for models with—

Manual defrost Automatic defrost

Minimum Maximum Minimum Maximum

—------:----- - 1.10 
1.10 
1.10

1.80
2.6 to 3.4........  ........
3.6 to 4.4 T •

........ 1.5 to 4.5.........
-  2.6 to 5.5

2.70 . . 
2 .7n -

4.5 to 5.4.......s s .™ — . . . . . . . ^  3.5 to 6.5. _____ --------------- 1.40 2.70
5.5 to fi.4 ,_n- - 4.5 to 7.5 - --, 1.40 2.70
fi.5 to 7i4.- r '_________ 5.5 to 8.6......... .. tâsSj,—?r'L1 - 1.40 2.20
7.6 to 8.4....................... . . . . . . .  6.5 to 9.5.......... — i--- -y— 1.80 2.20 ..
8 5 tn 0 4 — 7.6 to in 6 1.80 2.40 s==
0 5 t o  in 4 R.6 to 11 5 - ,_______ rr , 1.80 2 40
10.5 to 11.4.................. ............9.5 to 12.5. . — . 1.80 2.40
11.5 to 12.4 10.5 to 13.5 ■... >— --- ----- L 80 2.60 —
12.5 to 13.4. 11.6 to 14.5 ------ 1.80 2.90 ss=
13.5 to 14.4............................. 12.5 to 15.5_____ - .r------------- . 1.80 2.90-----
14.5 to 15.4....................... ..............13.5 to 16.5______ •— VTTTTTT'T 1.80 '  2.90 - -
15.5 to 16.4.................. ..........14.5 to 17.5______ T- ....— ------ ---------
16.5 and over___________ .......... 15.5 and over..

1 Cost of energy ranges include both the lowest values obtainable with antisweat heaters at their lowest energy 
consuming condition and the highest values obtainable with antisweat heaters at their highest energy consuming 
condition, for those models that have antisweat heater switches.
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Voluntary energy conservation specification No. S-7B, fo r combination refrigerator-freezer*. 
Appendix A : Total refrigerated volume and cost of energy range*

Ranges of cost of energy 1 In dollars per month at a 
rate of 40/KWh for models vith—

Rated total refrigerated Ranges of total refrigerated --------------------------------------------------------------------------------
volume in cubic feet volume in cubic feet Partial automatic defrost Automatic defrost

Minimum Maximum Minimum Maximum

Less than 10.5.
10.5 to 11.4.__
11.5 to 12.4___
12.5 to 13.4....
13.5 to 14.4....
14.5 to 15.4....
15.5 to 16.4....
16.5 to 17.4....
17.5 to 18.4....
18.5 to 19.4....
19.5 to 20.4.... 
20.5to 21.4...
21.5 to 22.4— .
22.5 to 23.4....
23.5 to 24.4.-...
24.5 to 25.4....
25.5 to 26.4....
26.5 to 27.4....
27.5 to 28.4....
28.5 to 29.4....
29.5 and over.

11.5 and less.
9.5 to 12.5........   =  3.00 4.4010.5 to 13.5..................... 3.00 4.4011.5 to 14.5............   3.00 4.80
12.5 to 15.5...........— 3.20 4.8013.5 to 16.5............ ... 2.20 4.8014.5 to 17.5........... — .. 2.20 3.2015.5 to 18.5...   —  2.20 2.80
16.5 to 19.5............ — — ...... ...........17.5 to 20.5.....................................
18.5 to 21.5............ 2.......— ............ .19.5 to 22.5...........Îîs..... ....... ..........
20.5 to 23.5....................... .............
21.5 to 24.5...
22.5 to 25.5...
23.5 to 26.5...
24.5 to 27.5...
25.5 to 28.5...
26.5 to 29.5...
27.5 to 30.5...
28.5 and over.

3.20 4.40
4.20 6.20
4.20 6.80
4.20 6.80
4.60 6.80
3.50 7.80
3.50 8.30
3.50 8.30
4.00 8.50
4.00 8.50
4.00 8.50
4.80 9.60
4.80 9.60
4.80 9.60
5.50 10.70
5.50 10.70
7.90 10.70
8.00 8.00
8.00 8.00
8.00 8.00

i Cost of energy ranges include both the lowest values obtainable with antisweat heaters in their lowest energy 
consuming condition and the highest energy values obtainable with antisweat heaters at their highest energy consum­
ing condition, for those models that have antisweat heater switches.

Voluntary energy conservation specification No. 1-76, fo r freezers. Appendix A : Total 
refrigerated volume and cost o f energy ranges

Ranges of cost of energy (in dollars per month at a 
rate of 4£/KWh for models with—

Rated total refrigerated Ranges of total refrigerated —------------------:----------------------------------------------------------
volume in cubic feet volume in cubic feet Manual defrost Automatic defrost

Minimum Maximum Minimum Maximum

Less than 5.5......
5.5 to 6.4.....................
6.5 to 7.4....................
7.5 to 8.4............. .......
ft ft to 9 4

____ 6.5 and less__________
..........4.5 to 7.5...............
..........5.5 to 8.5...............
..........6.5 to 9.5..............

7.5 to 10.5............

2.30 
2.36
2.30
2.30
2.30

3.40 . . . .
3.40 . . . .
3.40 ____
3.20 ____
5.00 . . . .

9 5 to 10 4 RKtn11.fi 2.80 5.00 ,.__
10.6 to 11.4.................. ..........9.5 to 12.5.............. 3.00 5.00 6.60 . 7.40
11.5 to 12.4.................. ..........10.5 to 13.5............ 3.00 5.10 6.30 7.40
12.5 to 13.4................. ..........11.5 to 14.5............ 3.40 5.10 6.30 7.40
13.5 to 14.4.................. — 12.5 to 15.5.......... ... ... ._--- - . : 3.40 6.80 6.30 7.90
14.5 to 15.4........ — — ..........13.5 to 16.5............ ... ----- 1 3.40 7.20 5.70 7.90
15.5 to 16.4-...-.-.____ ..........14.5 to 17.5....... — :— 3.70 7.20 5.20 7.90
16.5 to 17.4__ ____. . . . . ........ 15.5 to 18.5.......... ;. , -■ 3.50 7.20 5.20 7.60
17.5 to 18.4___- ______ ..........16.5 to 19.5............ 3.50 6.50 5.20 7.60
18.5 to 19.4__ _ —- . . . _______17.5 to 20.5........... - 3.50 5.50 6.00 7.50
19.5 to 20.4.................. _______18.5 to 21.5............ ______ 3.60 7.20 6.00 7.50
20.5 to 21.4.................. .......... 19.5 to 22.5________ . - . JZZm 3.60 7.20 6.60 8.30
21.5 to 22.4.................. . . . . . . .  20.6 to 23.5...J— 4.20 7.20 8.30 8.30
22.5 to 23.4...;.. ..........21.5 to 24.5............ 4.90 6.60 8.30 8.30
23 fi to 24.4 , . 99. fi tn 9fi.fi 4.90 6.50 . . . .

. .  23.5 to 26.5 ....... 5.40 6.50 '
94.fi tn 97 fi 5.40 8.40___

2fi f> to 27.4 9fi.fi tn 98 fi 5.40 8.40___
27 J% to 2ft 4 9ft.fi tn 9Q S 6.40 8.40 . . . .
28.5 to 29.4.......... . ........ .  27.5 to 30.5.......... 6.40 6.80 9.80 9.80
29.5 and over _______ ........ . 28.5 and over....... 6.80 6.80 9.80 ,9.80

1 Cost of energy ranges include both the lowest values obtainable with antisweat heaters at their lowest energy 
consuming condition and the highest values obtainable with antisweat heaters at their highest erergy consuming 
condition, for those models that nave antisweat heater switches.

[P R  Doc.75-22356 Piled 8 -22-75 ;8 : 45 am ]

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH,
1 EDUCATION, AND WELFARE

Office for Civil Rights
IN STITU TIO N S OF HIGHER EDUCATION 

Affirmative Action Programs Developed
Pursuant to Executive Order 11246, as 

amended, all Federal contractors are re­
quired to employ persons without dis­
crimination on grounds of race, color, re­
ligion, sex or national origin, and to take 
affirmative action to ensure that persons 
are employed without regard to these 
factors. The Department of Labor 
(D O L), as the Federal agency with re-

sponsibility for overseeing Government- 
wide enforcement of the Order, has pro­
mulgated regulations (41 CFR Chapter 
60) to implement the Order. Revised 
Order No. 4 (41 CFR Part 60-2) requires, 
with certain limited exceptions, that each 
Federal supply and service contractor 
have a written affirmative action pro­
gram (A A P ). This regulation applies to 
colleges and universities as well as other 
types of Government contractors.

DOL has scheduled public fact-finding 
hearings concerning the application of 
the affirmative action requirement of the 
Executive Order to institutions o f higher 
education (see 40 FR 30166, July 17*

1975). That Department and the Depart­
ment of Health, Education, and Welfare 
have for some time been engaged in a 
dialogue on that issue. In  addition, the 
Office for Civil Rights (O C R ), which has 
the immediate responsibility for assur­
ing that colleges and universities comply 
with Revised Order No. 4, has had ex­
tensive discussions with DOL’s Office of 
Federal Contract Compliance (OFCC) 
concerning the application of Revised 
Order No. 4 to such institutions.

As a result of these discussions, OFCC 
has transmitted to OCR the following 
■‘Format for Development of an Affirma­
tive Action Plan by Institutions of High­
er Education.” OFCC has advised OCR 
that pending any further developments 
which may result from the hearings re­
ferred to above, this “Format” may be 
used by colleges and universities to de­
velop an affirn^ative actions program un­
der Revised Order No. 4. OFCC has em­
phasized that this “Format” is only one 
approach to satisfy the requirements of 
Revised Order No. 4, and that any in­
stitution may adopt any other approach 
which is consistent with that regulation. 
In  addition, some of the elements re­
quired to be in an AAP w ill vary from 
one institution to another depending 
upon the circumstances.

Under this “Format” every affirmative 
action program must contain the follow­
ing basic elements: a work force analy­
sis, a utilization analysis, and goals and 
timetables. Included with the goals and 
timetables must be “specific and de­
tailed action oriented programs.” 
Whether and to what extent any addi­
tional elements are required to be in a 
particular AAP will depend upon two 
factors: (1) what is indicated by the 
work force and utilization analyses; and 
(2) the findings of the compliance re­
view conducted pursuant to Revised Or­
der No. 14 (41 CFR Part 60-60).

As. to the first factor, if it is readily ap­
parent from the work force and utiliza­
tion analyses, or if a contractor deter­
mines upon review of these analyses, that 
there are specific problems requiring fur­
ther analysis and/or corrective action, 
the AAP will not be acceptable unless 
the appropriate action and/or analysis 
has been carried out.

As to the second factor, if OCR pro­
ceeds to conduct a compliance review 
prior to determining whether the pro­
gram is acceptable (see 41 CFR 60-60.3 
(b )),  the findings of the review may in­
dicate that specific analyses and/or cor­
rective actions must be incorporated into 
the plan before it can be accepted.

Finally, pursuant to this “Format,” in 
determining whether a contractor has 
made “good faith efforts” to correct de­
ficiencies, within the meaning of 41 CFR 
60-2.10, OCR must examine whether the 
contractor has conducted analyses nec­
essary to permit correction o f these de­
ficiencies, and has implemented the cor­
rections.

We hope that this “Format” w ill fa ­
cilitate compliance with the Executive 
Order by colleges and universities, and 
that it will clarify their obligations un­
der Revised Order No. 4. In  determining
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whether institutions of higher education 
are in compliance with Revised Order 
No. 4, we shall immediately begin to con­
sider whether their affirmative action 
programs comport with this “Format.”
F o r m a t  f o r  D e v e l o p m e n t  o f  a n  A f f i r m ­

a t iv e  A c t i o n  P l a n  b y  I n s t i t u t i o n s  o f

H ig h e r  E d u c a t io n

On December 4, 1971, the Office of 
Federal Contract Compliance (OFCC), 
U.S. Department of Labor, issued regu­
lations regarding contractor’s obligations 
to develop Affirmative Action Programs 
(41 CFR Part 60-2, known as Revised Or­
der No. 4). Several revisions and amend­
ments have been made to those regula­
tions since that time.

These regulations, because they apply 
to all contractors, regardless of industry 
or geographic location, are of necessity, 
general in nature. Because there are 
unique problems in certain industries, 
whole industries or multi-facility con­
tractors often will want to adopt na­
tional formats. The regulations provide 
for agreements between government and 
industry applying the basic requirements 
of Order No. 4 to individual industry or 
company situations. (See"41 CFR 60- 
60.3)

The following format applies the re­
quirements of Order No. 4 to colleges and 
universities. The format is an approved 
method for development and implemen­
tation of affirmative action programs in 
the University setting.. Universities may 
choose, however, to continue the use of. 
job groupings, analytical procedures and 
goal setting techniques which depart 
from this format, provided such depar­
tures are not in violation of Order No. 4'.

Attaining the objectives of equal em­
ployment opportunity in higher educa­
tion requires affirmative action programs 
that reflect both the characteristics of 
these institutions as a group, and the 
substantial variations among them. The 
development, maintenance, and improve­
ment of high-quality academic faculties 
is a vital, complex, and often fragile 
process. Affirmative action can be a posi­
tive assistance in developing and 
strengthening the quality of academic 
faculties. This format, intended only to 
provide relatively detailed guidance con­
cerning the application of 41 CFR Part 
60-2 to higher education institutions, 
should be understood and implemented 
within this framework of objectives.

Industry Format—Colleges and Uni­
versities.—A. Work force Analysis. A 
work force analysis is basic to the ade­
quacy of any program, and forms the 
foundation from which the university de­
velops its subsequent actions. This re­
quirement is contained in 41 CFR 60-2 11 
(a ) (as revised), which states:

Workforce analysis . . .  is defined as 
a listing of each job title as appears in 
applicable collective bargaining agree­
ments or payroll records (not job group) 
ranked from the lowest paid to the 
highest paid within each department or 
other similar, organizational unit includ­
ing departmental or unit supervision. I f  
there are separate work units or lines of

progression within a department a sepa­
rate list must be provided for each such 
work unit, or line, including unit-super­
visors. For lines of progression there 
must be indicated the order of jobs in 
the line through which an employee 
could move to the top of the line. Where 
there are no formal progression lines or 
usual promotional sequences, job titles 
should be listed by department, job 
families, or disciplines, in order of wage 
rates or salary ranges. For each job title 
the total number of incumbents, the total 
number of male and female incumbents, 
and the total number of male and female 
incumbents in each of the following 
groups must be given: Blacks, Spanish - 
surnamed Americans, American Indians, 
and Orientals.1 The wage rate or salary 
range for each job title must be given. 
A ll job titles, including all managerial 
job titles must be listed.

On May 29, 1975, the Equal Employ­
ment Opportunity Commission published 
in final form the Higher Education Staff 
Information Report (EEO-6), a joint re­
quirement erf the EEOC, Office for Civil 
Rights, HEW, and the Office of Federal 
Contract Compliances This report re­
quires certain, job groupings within EEO- 
6 primary occupational activities by wage 
or salary intervals. Such report must 
initially be made by all public and private 
institutions and campuses in November 
1975.

To minimize workload for the univer­
sity, an acceptable method of arranging 
data is by title, by appropriate organi­
zational unit within these EEO-6 cate­
gories. Since EEO-6 will not be opera­
tional until November 1975, as an 
acceptable alternate, universities may ar­
range data by job title, by appropriate or­
ganizational unit, within EEO-1 cate­
gories until January 1, 1976, provided 
salary data is included. I f  EEO-6 cate­
gories are used, the work force array 
should be shown by salary steps within 
each title in each category. ( I f  salary 
information is separately programmed, 
such data may be submitted in a sepa­
rate document, provided the job titles 
and organizational units are arranged 
similarly to the work force display.)

Two m ajor groupings of jobs must be 
considered: Faculty and Other Instruc­
tional Staff, and Non-Instructional Posi­
tions.

-t (a ) Faculty and Other Instructional 
*Staffs. A ll persons in this major group 
fa ll in the EEO-6 category Faculty or 
EEO-1 category Professional. Each 
faculty or other instructional position 
must be presented by department, with 
the following subcategories:

(1) Ladder Rank Faculty.
(2) Non-Ladder Rank Instructional 

Staff (non-student) .
(3) Student Teaching Assistants.
H chairman is a separate title, this job 

title must be listed. The analysis, should 
indicate whether the incumbents are ten­
ured or non-tenured. (See Attachment 1)

(b ) Non-Instructional Positions. These 
positions fa ll in EEO-6 categories Execu-

1 M inority group titles from. EEO-1. EEO-6 
m inority titles may be used instead.

tive/Administrative/Managerial, Profes­
sional Non Faculty, Office and Clerical, 
Technical and Paraprofessional, Crafts, 
Service and Maintenance, or equivalent 
EEO-1 categories. Job titles in each cate­
gory must be shown, by department or 
other organizational unit for ease of com­
parison with availability data. Student 
Research Assistants must also be shown. 
In  those cases where there are formal- 
lines of progression (which may cover 
more than one EEO-6 category), the in­
dividual job titles must be listed in such 
progression order. So far as feasible, all 
other job titles should be listed in order 
of EEO-6 salary groupings and such 
groupings identified for each title. In 
those cases in which salary ranking of 
titles is not feasible, due to wide varia­
tions of the salaries of incumbents in 
individual titles, some other method o f 
ordering may be adopted. Attachment 2 
reflects an acceptable work force display 
by EEO-6 category; Attachment 3 re­
flects an acceptable arrangement for 
progression line jobs.

B. Availability and Utilization Analy­
sis. The second basic requirement in all 
affirmative action programs is the utiliza­
tion analysis. Such an analysis consists 
of combining non-student job titles into 
job groups, determining the availability 
of minorities and women for each such 
group, in light of skill requirements, 
recruitment area, promotable individuals, 
etc., and then determining if minorities 
and women in job groups correspond to 
their availability. (See 41 CFR 60-2.11 
(b ), as revised)

The following approach to the utiliza­
tion analyses is suggested:

(1) Combining Job Titles and Depart­
ments Into Job Groups, (a ) Faculty and 
Other Instructional Positions (Non-Stu­
dent):. Departments having similar dis­
ciplines should generally be combined. 
Department size and institutional or­
ganizations will vary, but aggregations of 
departments should usually be based on 
factors o f common administrative con­
trol (e.g., under a single Dean) and re­
latedness of academic discipline and 
similarity in percentage of female or 
minority availability. An example of an 
appropriate aggregation would be “Phys­
ical Sciences,” which could include the 
following departments:
Astronomy Geology
Astrophysics Physics,
Chemistry

In addition, a more specific, or sec­
ondary job grouping, within the primary 
aggregation, is also essential. Secondary 
job groupings must be divided as indi­
cated below, and may be further sub­
divided in order to reflect institutional 
employment patterns.

Cl) Ladder Rank Faculty.
(2) Non Ladder Rank Instructional 

Staff (nonstudent).
(b ) Non-Instructional Positions. To 

further minimize the university work­
load, and to facilitate data processing, 
the primary and secondary job group­
ings, used in EEO-6, will satisfy the re­
quirements o f 41 CFR 60-2.11 (b ) (as 
amended) as it applies to non-instruc-
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tional positions.'In  this regard the pri­
mary job groupings are:

1. Executive / Administrative / Mana­
gerial.

2. Professional Non Faculty.
3. Secretarial/Clerlcal.
4. Technical/Paraprofessional.
5. Skilled Crafts.
6. Service/Maintenance.
As a further example, the secondary 

job groups for Secretarial/clerical are:
(a ) Below $5,000.
(b ) $5,000—$7,499.
(c ) $7,500-$9,999.
(d ) $10,000-$12,999.
(e ) $13,000-$16,999.
( f )  $16,000 and Above.
Alternately, institutions may form

within EEO categories, groups o f related 
job titles, provided each title is placed 
in one of these job groupings. Because 
availability w ill vary depending on pro­
fession, Professional Non Faculty job 
grouping should be by department or 
other organizational unit(s) which re­
flect similarity o f availability. Other pri­
mary and secondary job groupings may 
be grouped university wide rather than 
subdivided within organizational units 
unless a significant disparity of utiliza­
tion is identified.

(2) Determining Availability and 
Underutilization. For each of the_job 
groups for both faculty and non-instruc- 
tional positions, a comparison must be 
made o f the percentage of each minority 
and total women available in the ap­
propriate recruiting area having requi­
site skills for the group compared, con­
sidering all the factors in 41 CFR 60-2.- 
11(b). Whenever the percentage of such 
persons available in that job group is 
less than the percentage available within 
the applicable labor area, the affirmative 
action program must specifically state 
that underutilization exists in that 
group.

(a ) Faculty and Other Instructional 
Positions. While availability o f complete 
data remains a problem, both HEW and 
DOL are working to develop improved 
data. In  addition, as data from EEO-6 
submissions are obtained and consoli­
dated, such information w ill be a sig­
nificant aid to universities in their avail­
ability analysis. The university should 
develop the best possible Information 
based upon a variety o f sources available 
using all factors in 41 CFR 60—2.11 (b ). 
In  addition, the following sources should 
be consulted:

(1 ) “Summary Report 1973 Doctorate 
Recipients from United States Univer­
sities“  prepared by the Commission on 
Human Resources, National Academy of 
Sciences, May 1974. This survey is an­
nual, 2,500 copies are printed and one 
is distributed to each graduate Dean. 
Other copies are available free upon re­
quest while the supply lasts. The survey 
for 1974 is in press.

(2) 1973 Survey of Doctoral Scientists 
and Engineers from the Roster of Doc­
toral Scientists and Engineers. Included 
in Doctoral Scientist and Engineers in 
the United States: 1973 Profile. Pub­
lished by the Commission on Human

Resources, National Academy of Sci­
ences. Available upon request.

(3) Professional Women and Minor­
ities: A Manpower Data Resource Serv­
ice prepared by Betty M. Vetter and 
Eleanor L. Babco of the Scientific Man­
power Commission, 1776 Massachusetts 
Avenue, N.W., Washington, D.C. 20036. 
(This is a complete survey and summary 
of sources of availability data for pro­
fessional women and minorities, avail­
able for a charge in a loose-leaf notebook 
with updating service.)

A ll the foregoing sources provide in­
formation on social sciences, humanities 
and.some professional fields, in addition 
to the physical and biological sciences 
and engineering.

For women, Earned Degrees Conferred, 
an annual publication by the U.S. Office 
of -Education, should be consulted. Cur­
rently, such data is shown by sex, but 
not by race, and is reported both by in­
dividual discipline and, in some cases, by 
sub-field within the discipline.

One acceptable compilation o f avail­
ability data for women for faculty posi­
tions requiring the doctorate is presenta­
tion of the number and percent of wom­
en doctorate recipients in feeder institu­
tions by major field for the most recent 
3-5 year period for which data are avail­
able. “Availability” in such a compila­
tion will be the percent o f women doc­
torate recipients by field in those institu­
tions taken together. “Feeder Schools” 
are those graduate schools from which 
the university normally hires, and may 
be defined by the university, so long as 
the selection is not limited to institu­
tions admitting disproportionate num­
bers of one sex or the other. (See At­
tachment 4) .

Until comparable data for minorities 
as that for women are available, one ac­
ceptable compilation o f availability data 
for minorities for faculty positions re­
quiring the doctorate, is presentation by 
general field (e.g., social science) of the 
average of (a ) the percentage of minor­
ity recipients of the doctorate in the 
most recent year for which data are 
available (see Item  1 above), and (b) 
the percentage o f minorities o f total 
holders of the doctorate in a recent year 
(see Item 2 above). For format, see At­
tachment 5.

For faculty positions not requiring a 
Ph. D., surveys of female and minority 
college graduates, with and/or without 
advanced degrees, should be reviewed. 
In  addition, Table 3 of the State Employ­
ment Service Guidelines furnishes per­
centages o f teachers and administrators 
in elementary and secondary schools 
which may be of some assistance.

(b) Non-Instructional Positions. In  de­
termining availability o f minorities and 
women for non-instructional positions, 
all criteria listed in 41 CFR 60-2.11 should 
be analyzed.

Analysis should also consider local 
State Employment Security Agencies' 
Manpower Information for Affirmative 
Action Programs data which is now 
available in most localities. The specific 
figures shown in Tables I, n , and m  in

those releases can be used in the analysis 
o f population, work force, unemploy­
ment, skill availability. Current occu­
pations o f employed persons indicated 
in Table H I should be considered a mini­
mum basis for utilization, but additional 
opportunities afforded through training 
and recruitment should also be consid­
ered. When other data are available for 
specific skills, they may be used.

The labor market in which the uni­
versity normally recruits should be con­
sidered in identifying appropriate geo­
graphical area.

C. Goals and Timetables. Where un­
derutilization exists, and the increase in 
the number of persons in a job group 
necessary to eliminate underutilization 
is .5 persons or greater, each program 
must contain goals which satisfy each 
of the following requirements:

(1) Ultimate Goals. An ultimate goal 
must be established for each job group 
in which underutilization exists and must 
be designed to correct the underutiliza­
tion by the application of every good 
faith effort. The ultimate goal must be 
stated as (a) a percentage of the total 
employees in the job group and must 
be equal to the percentage of minorities 
or women available for work in the job 
group in the applicable labor market, and 
(b ) a whole number, representing the 
total minorities and total women neces­
sary to be employed to reach full 
utilization.

A  single goal for. minorities for each 
job group is acceptable, unless, through 
the university’s evaluation it is deter­
mined that one minority is underutilized 
in a substantially disparate manner, to 
other minority groups, in which case sep­
arate goals and timetables for such mi­
nority groups may be required individ­
ually. I t  may further be required, where 
appropriate, that separate goals be estab­
lished within the minority group by sex. 
(See 41 CFR 60-2.11(k)). For example, 
If a department or group significantly 
underutilizes one or more minority 
groups, but not all, the goal must address 
itself to the particular group or groups 
underutilized and is not satisfied by hir­
ing additional minorities from ethnic 
groups not underutilized.

(2) Interim Goals, (a ) Faculty and 
Other Instructional Staff Job Groups. 
Because availability o f minorities or 
women is very low and the projected 
number o f opportunities, due to low 
turnover and lack of expansion, for each 
year, Is limited, annual "goals often re­
sult in small numbers. For each faculty 
and other instructional staff job group In 
which underutilization exists, the uni­
versity must project rates o f hiring and/ 
or promoting minorities and women until 
underutilization is eliminated. However, 
these rates may be established for three- 
year periods unless special circum­
stances, such as the expectancy of high 
turnover and significant availability war­
rant the establishment of shorter term 
interim goals.

Compliance officers shall evaluate the 
success or failure to meet these goals at 
the end o f each three-year period (or
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lesser period, if  applicable). However, 
there must be good faith hiring efforts 
year by year. These rates should be the 

rates that can be achieved 
through putting forth every good faith 
effort, including the use of available re­
cruitment and training facilities, and 
must not be lower than the percentage 
rates set as representing the percentage 
availability of women and minorities in 
the applicable labor market.

(b) Non-Instructional Job Groups. 
Annual goals must be established for all 
job groups where underutilization exists. 
Such goals should reflect the maximum 
hiring and/or promotion rathes that can 
be achieved through putting forth every 
good faith effort and must not be lower 
than the ultimate goal.

(3) Timetables, (a ) Faculty and Other 
Instructional Staff Job Groups. In  the 
case of faculty and other instructional 
staff job groups, because of small sizes of 
job units, slow rates of turnover due to 
tenure, and difficulties in projecting 
trends in minority and female supply, 
timetables will often represent both very 
rough estimates and long durations of 
time. For these reasons, timetables which 
reach beyond six years for reaching full 
utilization are not required for these job 
grohps. The university must commit it­
self to at least annual review and up­
dating of goals and timetables until un­
derutilization is eliminated and it is ex­
pected that as additional minorities and 
females come into the labor market, the 
timetables will be shortened.

(b) Non-instructional Job Groups. 
For each non-instructional job group in 
which underutilization exists, a specific 
timetable must be established which 
projects the minimum feasible time pe­
riod for eliminating underutilization.

/

(4) In  all cases, determination of 
availability and adequacy of goals must 
be reviewed annually in order to give 
fufl consideration to changes in minor­
ity and female supply.

(5) Each program must contain spe­
cific and detailed action oriented pro­
grams, including recruitment and train­
ing programs, which comply with Re­
vised Order No. 4. Among other require­
ments, these programs must commit the 
university to undertake every good faith 
effort to contact and make use of rele­
vant recruitment and training resources 
available in the community and to use 
its own resources for recruiting and 
training minorities and« women to fill 
positions in job groups where under 
utilization exists.

(6) An acceptable format for display­
ing utilization data and goals for faculty 
and other instructional staff is shown in 
Attachment 6. A  format for non-instruc­
tional employees is shown in Attach­
ment 1.

(D ) Implementation of an Affirmative 
Action Program. Revised Order No. 4 sets 
forth the mandatory contents of written 
affirmative action programs in Subpart 
B ( “Required Contents of Affirmative 
Action Programs” ) . Each affirmative ac­
tion program (AAP) must contain the 
elements described in that Subpart, al­
though there may be some variation from 
contractor to contractor, based on varia­
tions in personnel structure and employ­
ment practices.

One important part of an Aa p  is the 
identification of problem areas (see 
para. 60-2.13 (d )). The primary tools 
for identification of problem areas are 
the work force analysis and the utiliza­
tion analysis. These statistics should re­
veal areas where minorities or women 
are concentrated or are not working,

as well as disparities in compensation 
and awarding of tenure. Other problem 
areas may come to the university’s at­
tention through other means, such as 
complaints of disparities in research 
grants or teaching assignments.

Once a university determines that a 
problem exists, it should attempt to iden­
tify the sources of the problem, and'take 
appropriate action to correct it. A  con­
tractor's good faith efforts under para. 
60-2.10 w ill be judged, in part, on wheth­
er such an investigation and corrective 
action have been undertaken to imple­
ment the AAP.

An AAP, however, is only a document 
with no substance unless it is fully im­
plemented. After setting forth what must 
be included in each AAP, therefore, Or­
der No. 4 continues: “There follows as 
outlines of examples of procedures that 
contractors and Federal agencies should 
use as a guideline for establishing and 
implementing and judging an acceptable 
affirmative action program.” (Para. 60- 
2.14) In  general, Subpart C, entitled 
“Methods of Implementing the Require­
ments of Subpart B” is designed to give 
guidance and provide examples of meth­
ods o f taking corrective action to deal 
with problem areas identified in the 
AAP itself. It  is not intended to Impose 
specific mandatory requirements on all 
contractors without regard to the exist- 
enceof identified problems. Furthermore, 
nothing in Subpart C should be'con­
strued as requiring institution-wide pres­
entation in the AAP of statistical data 
developed as a means of investigating 
the cause of specific problems.

Dated: August 18,1975.
Martin H. Gerry,

Acting Director, 
Office for Civil Rights.

ATTACHMENT 1WORK FORCE ANALYSIS— FACULTY AND OTHER INSTRUCTIONAL STAFF

DEPARTMENT

JOT TITLES NUMBER OF EMPLOYEES
X TOTAL. TENURED EMPLOYEES

SA
LA
RY

CO
DE :| §

Yes
No

i *
H  < i f

J

l i

BLACK HISPANIC ASIAN
AM.

INDIAN

TO
TA
L

AL
L

i lt* P4
J
i iH «

BLACK HISPANIC ASIAN
AH*

INDIA»

§
M M

1
1

FE
MA
LE

I

FE
MA
LE

1

FE
MA
LE

1 f I 1 1

Professor E Yes
r Yes
c Yes
H Yes

Assoc. Professor D Yes
E Yes
T Yes

Asst. Professor C No
D NO

SALARY CODE— USB EEO-6 
SALARY INTERVAL______
A—Belem $ 7,500
B— ♦ 7,500 - 
©— 10,000 -  12,999 
®—  13,000 - 15,999

E—  16,000 - 18,999 1 
F—  19,000 - 24,999 L 
G—  25,000 - 29,999 f 
H—  30,000 and AboveJ

COUVERT ALL 
SALARIES TO 
COMMON PAY BASIS
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•WOMt TORCE ANALYSIS— MON-INSTRUCTIONAL POSITIOM3 ATTACHMENT 2

EEO-6 CATEGORY

ORGANIZATIONAL UNIT

JOB TITLES NUMBER OF EMPLOYEES SALARY CODES

I f l l SA
LA
RY

CO
DE

TO
TA
L

AL
L

TO
TA
L

FE
MA
LE

BLACK HISPANIC ASIAN
AM.

INDIAN 3, PROFESSIONAL 5. TECHNICAL/ 
NON-FACULTY PARAPROFESSIONAL

A Below $ 7,500 A Below $ 5,000 
• B $ 7,500 - 9,999 B 5,000 - 7,499 
•8 C 10,000 - 12,999 S C 7,500 - 9,999 
8 D 13,000 - 15,999 o D 10,000 - 12,999 

E 16,000 - 18,999 ° E 13,000 - 15,999 
F 19,000 - 24,999 F 16,000 and Above 
G 25,000 - 29,999 5A. TOTAL 
H 30,000 and Above 
3A. TOTAL
4. SECRETARIAL/ 7. -SERVICE/

CLERICAL MAINTENANCE
A Below - $ 5,000 A Below _ 5 3|000 

in B 5,000 - 7,499 „ B 3,000 - 4,999 « C 7,500 - 9,999 ® c 5i000 „ 7,499 
0 D 10,000 - 12,999 0 D 7 500 - 9,999 
E 13,000 - 15,999 E 10 000 and Above 
F 16,000 and Above 
4A. TOTAL 7A. TOTAL

TO
TA
L

MI
NO
RI
TY

MA
LE

FE
MA
LE

MA
LE

FE
MA
LE

MA
LE

FE
MA
LE

MA
LE

FE
MA
LE

CONVERT ALL SALARIES
TO COMMON PAY BASIS

WORK FORCE ANALYSIS— NON INSTRUCTIONAL: FORMAL LINES ATTACHMENT 3

Power House________________
DEPARTMENT OR UNIT
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ATTACHMENT k

MINORITY RECIPIENT OF THE 
DOCTORATE— *1973

Generäl
Disciplina Total Percent

Black . Hispanic Aslan Nat. An. 
I X i l i l t  1

MINORITY HOLDERS OF DOCTORATE 
IN A RECENT SAMPLE YEAR

AVERAGE OP PERCENT 
FROM A and B

Total
Black 

Percent # Z
Hispanic Aslan Nat. An. 
i Z t Z I Z

GOALS— FACULTY AND OTHER INSTRUCTIONAL STAFF (NON-STUDENT) ATTACHMENT 5

DEPARTMENT OR GROUP
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DOCTORATES AWARDED TO  WOMEN 
( M a j o r  F i e l d ,  e . g . ,  E n g l i s h ,  P h y s i c s ) A S ! «  6

IN S T IT U T IO N 1967-68 1968-69 1969-70 1970-71 
M F ZF M F ZF M F ZF K F ZF

T O T A L  
M F

PE R C E N T
F

r

1  ’

T O T A I * * *

Sata Source;
Earned Degrees Conferred

* Total doctorates granted men and women, all listed 
institutions, all listed years (e.g., 1967-71)

** Percent of doctorates granted women for listed
v institutions, listed years. This is overall availability figures

GOALS .AND 'rn'ffaABLES— 'MCTI-INSTRUCTION At POSITIONS > ATTACHMENT '7

EEO-6 CATEGORY
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Food and Drug Administration
[DESI 9955; Docket No. 75N—0139 (form erly 

FDC-D-588); NDA 9-955 etc.]

ORAL PROTEOLYTIC ENZYMES
Notice of Opportunity for Hearing on Pro­

posal To Withdraw Approval of New
Drug Application

Correction
In FR Doc. 75-19202, appearing at 

page 30995, in the issue of Thursday, 
July 24, 1975, the following changes 
should be made:

1. in  the middle column on page 30996, 
the 27th line of the paragraph headed 
“Rhinoplasty or Mainly Rhinoplasty”, 
the figure “85%” should read “84%” .

2. In the first column on page 30997, 
the next to last line of the first full para­
graph, the figures “ (a ) (2) (ii) (a ) (3) ” 
should be changed to read “ (a ) (5) (ii) 
(a )(3 )” ).

3. In the first column on page 30997, 
the 18th line of the second paragraph, 
the figure reading “ (¿¿¿Q”, should be 
changed to read “ (¿ii) ” .

4. In the middle column on page 30997, 
the word “responsible” , in the 5th line 
from the bottom of the page, should 
read “response”.

5. In  the third column on page 31003, 
the third complete paragraph, the thir­
teenth line, the word “breaking” should 
be inserted between the words “whether” 
and “ the”.

6. In the third column on page 31004, 
the last paragraph, the next to last line 
from the bottom of the page, the figure 
“ (g )” should be changed to read “ (5 )” .

7. In the third column on page 31006, 
the 36th line from the top of the page, 
the figure “ ( i ) ” should read “ ( i i ) ” .

8. In the second column on page 31007, 
the first complete paragraph, the 12th 
line, the figure “ (2 )”  should read “ (2 )” .

9. In the second column on page 
31010, the first complete paragraph, the 
seventh line, the letters “DESHI” should 
read “DESI” .

National Institutes of Health
PULMONARY SPECIALIZED CENTERS OF 

RESEARCH (SCOR) AD HOC REVIEW 
COMMITTEE

Notice of Establishment
The National Institutes of Health an­

nounces the establishment on August 8, 
1975, o f the public advisory committee, 
Pulmonary Specialized Centers o f Re­
search (SCOR) ad hoc Review Commit­
tee, under the authority o f section 222 of 
the Public Health Service Act (42 U.S.C. 
217a). This advisory committee shall be 
governed by the provisions o f the Fed­
eral Advisory Committee Act (Public Law 
92-463) setting forth standards govern­
ing the establishment and use of advisory 
committees.

This committee shall advise the Secre­
tary, the Assistant Secretary for Health, 
and the Director, National Institutes of 
Health, concerning scientific merit re­
view of competing grant applications and 
provide technical advice to the National 
Heart and Lung Advisory Council and to

the Director, National Heart and Lung 
Institute.

Authority for this committee w ill ex­
pire August 31,1976, unless the Secretary, 
DHEW, formally determines that con­
tinuance is in the public interest.
(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance Pro­
gram No. 13.838, National Institutes of 
Health)

Dated: August 19; 1975..
D onald S. F redrickson,

Director,
National Institutes of Health. 

[FR Doc.75-22402 Filed 8-22-75;8:45 am]

NATIONAL COUNCIL ON EDUCATIONAL 
RESEARCH

Meeting
Notice is hereby given that the next 

meeting of the National Council on Edu­
cational Research w ill be held on Sep­
tember 18,1975, in the Board Room (51st 
floor) of the Bank of America Center, 
555 California Street, San Francisco, Cal­
ifornia. The meeting w ill convene at 9:30
a.m., and adjourn at 3:30 p.m.

The National Council on Educational 
Research is established under section 405 
(b ) of the General Education Provisions 
Act (20 U.S.C. 1221e(b)). Its statutory 
duties include:

(a ) Establishing general policies for, 
and reviewing the conduct of the Insti­
tute;

(b) Advising the Assistant Secretary 
for Education and the Director of the 
Institute on development of programs to 
be carried out by the Institute;

(c) Recommending to the Assistant 
Secretary and the Director ways to 
strengthen educational research, to im­
prove the collection and dissemination of 
research findings, and to insure the im­
plementation of educational renewal and 
reform based upon the findings of edu­
cational research. This entire meeting 
will be open to the public. Among the 
agenda items to be covered will be:

1. Council action following a consult­
ants’ report on policies about the funding 
relationships of NIE to education re­
search and development institutions and 
about other NIE policies which would be 
intended to strengthen the nation’s edu­
cation R&D capacity.

2. NIE Fiscal Year 1977 planning.
3. Director’s report on Fiscal Year 1976 

budget and program, including actions 
involving educational labs and centers 
based on Council policy of July 18, 1975.

Members of the public are invited to 
attend the meeting. Written statements 
relevant to an agenda item (or to any 
other item considered of interest to the 
Institute) may be submitted at any time 
and should be sent to the Chairman and 
the Executive Secretary o f the Council 
at the address shown below. Requests to 
address the Council meeting should be 
submitted in writing to the Chairman 
and Executive Secretary at least ten days 
in advance o f the meeting. The Chairman 
w ill determine whether a presentation 
should be scheduled.

In  accordance with Council policy 
(NCER Resolution No. 013074-8) copies 
of Council resolutions and minutes of 
Council meetings can be obtained by con­
tacting the Executive Secretary. Resolu­
tions are available shortly after the par­
ticular meeting at which adopted. Min­
utes require approval by the Council at 
a subsequent meeting and are available 
to the public within five days after Coun­
cil approval.

In  order to verify the tentative agenda, 
assure adequate seating arrangements, 
or to obtain summaries of this meeting 
and copiés of any resolutions adopted by 
the Council at this meeting, interested 
persons áre requested to contact Mrs. 
Caroline Phillips, Executive Secretary, 
National Council on Educational Re­
search, whose address1 and telephone 
number are listed below:
National Council on Educational Research, 

National Institute o f Education, Washing­
ton, D.C. 20208, Telephone: 202-254r-7900.

Dated: August 20, 1975.
H arold L. H odgkinson ,

Director,
National Institute of Education. 

[FR Doc.75-22414 Filed 8-22-75;8:45 am]

Office of the Secretary
NATIONAL IN S TITU TE  OF EDUCATION

Statement of Organization, Functions, and 
Delegations of Authority

Part 12 of the Statement o f Organi­
zation, Functions, and Delegations of Au­
thority for the National Institute of 
Education of the Department of Health, 
Education, and Welfare, published in the 
F ederal R egister (40 FR 22019, May 20, 
1975), is amended to provide for addi­
tional organization substructure and to 
make other minor changes. The amended 
statement reads as follows:

Section 12.00 Mission. The National 
Institute of Education carries out the 
policies set forth by Congress in the Gen­
eral Education Provisions Act, (G E PA ), 
as amended, as follows: to provide every 
person an equal opportunity to receive an 
education of high quality regardless of 
race, color, religion, sex, national origin, 
or sociàl classi to help solve or to al­
leviate thè problems of, and promote 
the reform and renewal of American ed­
ucation; to advance the practice o f edu­
cation, as an art, science, and profes­
sion; to strengthen the scientific and 
technological foundations of education; 
and to build an effective educational re­
search and development system.

The Director of the Institute, through 
the Institute, conducts educational re­
search; collects and disseminates the 
findings of educational research; trains 
individuals in educational research; as­
sists and fosters such research, collec­
tion, dissemination, or training, through 
grants, technical assistance to, or jointly 
financed cooperative agreements with, 
public organizations, institutions, agen­
cies or individuals; promotes the co­
ordination of such research and research
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support within the Federal Government; 
and constructs or provides (by grant 
or otherwise) for such facilities as he 
determines may be required to accom­
plish such purposes. The term ‘‘Educa­
tional Research” as used in Sectiqn 405
(e )(1 ) of GEPA includes “Research 
(basic and applied), planning, surveys, 
evaluations, investigations, experiments, 
developments and demonstrations in the 
field of education (including career edu­
cation)

Section 12.10 Organization. The Na­
tional Institute of Education consists of 
a National Council on Educational Re­
search (NCER) and a Director of the 
Institute. The Director is responsible to 
the Assistant Secretary for Education, 
and reports to the Secretary through the 
Assistant Secretary for Education. The 
organization responsible to the Director 
is as follows: Office o f the Director; O f­
fice o f Government and External. Rela­
tions; Office o f Public Affairs, NCER 
Staff; NIE Fellows Program Staff; O f­
fice of Planning, Budget and Program 
Analysis; Office of Administration and 
Management; Dissemination and Re­
sources Group; Basic Skills Group; Fi­
nance and Productivity Group; School 
Capacity for Problem-Solving Group; 
Education and Work Group; and Edu­
cational Equity Group.

Section 1220 Functions. A. The Na­
tional Council on Educational Research: 
Establishes general policies for, and re­
views the conduct of the Institute; ad­
vises Hie Assistant Secretary fo r Edu­
cation and the Director of the Institute 
on the development of programs to be 
carried out by the Institute; presents to 
the Assistant Secretary for Education 
fiiari file Director such recommendations 
as ft may deem appropriate for the 
strengthening o f educational research, 
the improvement of methods of collect­
ing and disseminating the findings of 
educational research, and ensuring the 
implementation of educational renewal 

reform based upon the findings of 
educational research; conducts such 
studies as may be necessary to fulfill Its 
functions; prepares an annual report to 
tiie Assistant Secretary for Education on 
the current status and needs of educa­
tional research in the United States; 
submits an annual report to the Presi­
dent on the activities of the Institute, 
and on educational research in general 
which (1 ) shall include such recommen­
dations and comments as the. Council 
may deem appropriate, and (2) shall be 
submitted to the Congress not later than 
March 31 o f each year.

B. The Office of the Director: Coordi­
nates and directs the activities of the 
Institute.

C. Office of Government and External 
Relations: Carries out responsibilities for 
coordinating and improving NIE rela­
tions with Congress, State and local gov­
ernments, minority communities, and 
special interest groups in education to 
increase understanding of N iE ’s activi­
ties and the policies of the National 
Pmmp.il on Educational Research. _

D. Office o f Public Affairs: Caries out 
responsibilities for-planning, developing

and implementing a coordinated media 
relations, Internal communications, pub­
lications, and public Information pro­
gram for NIE and the National Council 
on Educational Research.

E. NCER Staff: Carries out responsi­
bilities for the preparation o f policy rec­
ommendations, statements, and reports 
about education issues and NIE programs 
for the National Council on Educational 
Research; for communicating and inter­
preting NCER policies and interests to 
NIE, other government officials, and the 
public; for advising the Council and its 
individual members in their duties; for 
oversëeing the preparation of the NCER 
annual report; and for providing admin­
istrative support to the NCER.

F. NIE Fellows Program Staff : Carries 
out responsibilities for a residential 
scholars program to affiliate senior level 
researchers and practitioners with NIE 
to address special needs and provide ex­
pertise to the Institute in various areas.

G. Office of Planning, Budget and Pro­
gram Analysis: Carries out responsibili­
ties for the preparation, presentation, 
and execution of the Institute’s annual 
budget; for the development and opera­
tion of the Institute’s annual and long- 
range program planning process; for 
program review and analysis; for overall 
program evaluation policies and proce­
dures; for coordination of N iE ’s partici­
pation in international education re­
search and development activities; for 
analysis and development of Institute 
and Federal education policy; for pro­
grammatic coordination within the In ­
stitute and with other Federal agencies; 
and for preparing with the assistance of 
the Committee on Equal Educational 
Opportunity (with Institute-wide mem­
bership) descriptions and analyses of the 
Institute’s programs as they relate to 
equality of educational opportunity. The 
Office has two Divisions as follows:

1. Budget Division: Formulates NIE 
budget estimates; presents the budget to 
examining, reviewing, and appropria­
tions authorities and provides testimony 
as required; executes approved budgets; 
allocates funds; establishes funding con­
trols; and exercises oversight with re­
spect to all budget activities in the 
Institute.

2. Planning, Program and Policy Anal­
ysis Division: Coordinates the develop­
ment of annual and long-range planning 
for NIE; reviews, analyzes, and evaluates 
NIE programs; coordinates education re­
search and development activities with 
other agencies; coordinates NIE activities 
related to international education re­
search and development Including liaison 
with the Center for Educational Re­
search and Innovation; develops alterna­
tive strategies and program initiatives; 
and prepares policy analyses and recom­
mendations on the role of education re­
search and development at the Federal 
level,

H. Office of Administration and Man­
agement: Carries out responsibilities for 
administrative and managerial systems 
required for the operation of the Insti­
tute Including forms clearance; for the 
internal review of functions related to

the fiscal operations of the Institute; 
for the development of standards and 
guidelines for the administration of In ­
stitute programs; for the review and 
coordination of regulations development 
for new activities; and for ensuring 
that the Institute in its internal opera­
tions is sensitive to the concerns of 
minorities and women by pursuing 
equal employment opportunity. This O f­
fice has six Divisions and one staff unit 
as follows:

1. Equal Employment Opportunity 
Staff : Ensures equality of opportunity 
for all employees and applicants for em­
ployment at the Institute, with partic­
ular emphasis on the problems of mi­
nority group individuals, women and low 
income groups, and the handicapped as 
they relate to employment and other 
personnel policies, procedures, and prac­
tices within NIE.

2. Personnel Division: Plans, develops, 
and directs programs in employment, 
position classification, labor-manage­
ment relations, employee relations, and 
training and employee development.

3. Finance Division: plans, develops, 
and implements an integrated system of 
financial policies, procedures, and stand­
ards for NIE operations; maintains a 
central accounting of transactions for all 
Institute funds; and provides fiscal serv­
ices for the Institute.

4. General Services Division: Plans, 
develops, and provides administrative 
support services including property and 
facility management, communications, 
purchasingand supply records manage­
ment, printing, mail, messenger and 
other related services.

5. Management and Data Systems Di­
vision: Develops and evaluates adminis­
trative, management and data systems; 
provides computer systems design, pro­
gramming, mid data processing services; 
develops management Information sys­
tems; analyzes manpower requirements 
and develops plans feu manpower alloca­
tion and utilization; and develops and 
executes the administrative budget for 
NIE.

6. Contracts and Grants Management 
Division: Plans, develops, and directs a 
comprehensive program of negotiation, 
award, and technical management of 
contracts and grants; and formulates 
and implements contracts and grants 
policies and procedures.

7. Educational Resource Division: 
Provides material, data, and relevant in­
formation about education to NIE staff 
and other users through on-line compu­
ter capabilities of the Education Refer­
ence Center; provides technical assist­
ance and training in the techniques of 
information use, storage, and retrieval; 
directs the library for the DHEW Edu­
cation Division; and directs the NIE 
Proposals Clearinghouse which ensures 
the conduct and completion of internal 
review procedures for grant proposals 
received by the Institute.

I. Dissemination and Resources 
Group: Responsible for improving the 
dissemination and use of knowledge for 
solving educational problems, and for 
activities to study, evaluate, and improve
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I  the capabilities of institutions and in- 
I  dividuals to produce and use knowledge
■ in improving education. This Group has 
■three Divisions as follows:

1. in form ation and Communications
■ Systems Division: Carries out programs 
I  to provide access to documents and data
■ about education to reesarchers, teach- 
■ers, administrators, and others con- 
Icem ed with educational improvement^ 
■and to build capacity for the dissemina-
■  tion and utilization of education knowi­
ll edge. The Division operates the Educa- 
Itiona l Resources Information Center 
■ (E R IC ); supports research and develop- 
Im ent activities intended to improve edu- 
Icational information systems; stimulates 
■the linkage between local educators and 
■national information sources; and gen- 
lerates the development of information 
I  products which can be used to make and
■ implement educational decisions.

I 2. School Practice and Service Divi-
■ sion: Carries out programs to insure the 
■use of research and development out- 
Icomes and methods to improve educa- 
■tional practice. The Division provides 
■implementation support to educators 
■adopting or adapting verified products 
land  practices; synthesizes, analyzes, and 
■communicates R&D based policy inform 
fm ation; collates, analyzes, transforms, 
land communicates consumer-oriented 
■Information on educational research and 
■products; monitors products and verifies 
■information on them; reports on effec- 
Itive  programs; supports exchange mech- 
lanisms among the R&D resource base, 
■State educational service agencies, and

local schools and school districts to in- 
■sure effective use of R&D outcomes; and 
■assists otlifer NIE organizations to design 
Hind implement strategies for disseminat­
in g  and diffusing the results of NIE de- 
lyelopment, including the management of 
■the NIE copyright program.
■  3. Research and Development System 

Support Division: Carries out programs 
■to help strengthen the educational R&D 
■system. The Division conducts a range 
■of surveys, analyses, and policy studies 
^concerned with the status and require- 
liments of educational R&D with a view 
■toward current and future government 
■policy with regard to the system; and 
Supports interventions to improve the 
■R&D system, with particular attention 
■directed toward national R&D capacity, 
»h e  availability of an adequate pool of 
•ra ined  personnel for educational R&D, 
• n d  the improvement of technology for 
■educational R&D.
1 J. Basic Skills Group: Responsible for 
carrying out research on the teaching 
and learning of basic subjects (primarily 
reading and mathematics) and on the 

measurement of student progress in these 
areas. Through the application of re­
search findings and new developments to 

•lassroom  instruction, the Basic sih ii«  
»Jroup expects to provide a sound ha-gi<?

for the improvement of education and 
* o r  equal educational opportunity, This 
■Group has three Divisions as follows:

I  1. Learning Division: Supports re­
search  on how children learn with an 
■p itia l focus on reading/comprehension 

and individualized learning.

2. Teaching Division: Supports re­
search on improving the teaching and 
reading of mathematics with a focus on 
defining and measuring teacher com­
petencies as related to student perform­
ance; and explores the Impact o f mission 
oriented or highly structured teaching 
on children.

3. Measurement Division: Supports re­
search to improve the measurement of 
reading and mathematics learning and 
teacher performance in basic skills in­
struction, with a focus on the develop­
ment of measures that overcome test 
bias in measuring minority student per­
formance, as well as to improve meth­
odology available to measure educational 
practice.

K. Finance and Productivity Group: 
Responsible for carrying out a program 
to improve the effectiveness and effi­
ciency of our educational institutions 
through a program of policy studies; 
research and development in areas of fi­
nance, management, organization, and 
alternative delivery systems; and the ap­
plication of competency concepts. This 
Group has five Divisions and one pro­
gram staff unit as follows:

1. School Finance and Management 
Division: Conducts studies and analyses 
of alternative financing reforms to assist 
state and local decision-makers. in 
achieving a more equal standard o f edu­
cational equality for all students; and 
develops and field-tests alternative fi­
nancing and management arrangements 
to improve institutional responsiveness.

2. Technological Applications Division: 
Develops technological applications in 
data management systems to improve 
the effectiveness and efficiency of edu­
cational institutions, and of instructional 
systems to improve access for special 
populations whose need are not present­
ly being met, such as the handicapped 
and geographically isolated.

3. Productivity Division: Conducts 
policy studies, and research and develop­
ment in competency concepts, the eco­
nomics of education, and organizational 
behavior aimed at improving the ef­
ficiency of American education.

4. Assessment of Innovative Develop­
ments Division: Conducts research, de­
velopment and application of new assess­
ment methodologies' to improve our un­
derstanding o f the effectiveness of edu­
cational practices with an emphasis on 
increased productivity.

5. Experimental Schools Division: 
Plans, organizes, administers, and evalu­
ates multi-year projects that test the 
effects o f changes to schools and school 
systems which involve a wide spectrum of 
components including but not limited to 
curriculum, administration, instruction, 
and governance.

6. Post-Secondary Finance and Or­
ganization Staff: Studies and analyzes 
the effect of alternative forms of public 
support on institutional viability and 
equality of educational opportunity; and 
conducts policy studies on the impact of 
developing competency concepts on gov­
ernance, organization, institutional re­
sponsiveness, and equality of educational 
opportunity.

K. School Capacity for Problem-Solv­
ing Group: Responsible for identifying 
and understanding how school systems 
develop the capacity for problem-solving 
and for finding ways of helping other 
schools to do so. This Group will study 
the workings and assess the effectiveness 
of selected organizational strategies in 
initiating and sustaining school im­
provements; identify and study policy 
and basic research issues involved in the 
development and implementation of such 
strategies; and develop ways of utiliz­
ing the knowledge generated by the study 
of policy and basic research issues to 
help schools and school systems to em­
ploy various strategies.

L. Education and Work Group: Re­
sponsible for carrying out a program to 
improve the preparation of youth and 
adults for entering and progressing in 
careers. This Group will develop and test 
projects that increase understanding of 
the issues and problems associated with 
education and work; support programs 
that will develop the skills and abilities 
necessary for successful entry and pro­
fession in careers; and conduct policy 
studies to determine how to ensure e f­
fective dissemination and implementa­
tion of the results o f Education and Work 
programs and projects, and to determine 
directions for new activities. This Group 
has four Divisions as follows:

1. Career Awareness Division: Carries 
out a program concerned with how chil­
dren’s early attitudes and aspirations 
about the world of work are formed; how 
these attitudes and aspirations affect 
later education and occupational deci­
sions; and how educational programs can 
most effectively intervene in this process. 
This Division supports research on 
socialization and decision m aking proc­
esses as they affect career development, 
and supports the development, evalua­
tion, and dissemination of products and 
programs which enhance individual 
career awareness.

2. Career Exploration Division: Car­
ries out a program concerned with how 
youth can learn to explore careers more 
effectively; how to improve the transi­
tion from school to work; and how in­
school work experiences can become more 
effectively integrated into the secondary 
school curriculum. The Division supports 
research to improve the understanding 
of career development; evaluates on­
going career exploration programs; con­
ducts policy studies to determine how 
effective career exploration programs 
can be stimulated for diverse segments 
of society; and supports the development 
and dissemination of programs, ma­
terials, and products which help schools 
and other educational institutions offer 
exploratory career experience to stu­
dents and young adults.

3. Career Preparation Division: 
Carries out a program concerned with 
determining what abilities and skills 
youth and adults need to prepare for 
work and their chosen future careers, 
and how these abilities and skills can 
best be learned and/or provided for. The 
Division supports the development and 
testing o f various projects directed to-
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Ward enhancing skills o f adults .and 
youth; designs and executes policy 
studies aimed at determining the role 
the Federal government should play in 
fostering such skill acquisition; and 
conducts research on the character and 
manner o f skill acquisition and cre­
dentials necessary for career entry and 
progression.

4. Career Access Division: Carries out 
a program concerned with increasing an 
individual's life  long access to school and 
work; determining what structural and 
systematic barriers impede that access; 
and determining what education can do 
to remove such barriers. The Division 
supports the development and testing of 
various projects to increase knowledge 
o f the barriers faced by different target 
populations in receiving education; 
determines through program develop­
ment the most effective ways of de­
livering these services to target popu­
lations; and determines through policy 
analysis the most appropriate idle for 
Federal, State, and local interventions 
in the provision o f these services.

M. Educational Equity Group: Respon­
sible for carrying out programs to in­
vestigate and develop means to help edu­
cators meet their responsibilities to pro­
vide a high quality education for students 
whose opportunities have been limited 
because of their home language, culture, 
race, ethnicity, sex, socioeconomic back­
ground or student conduct problems, or 
because they are not profiting from a 
typical school environment. The Group 
will also conduct research and develop-, 
ment into new areas of special concern 
associated with educational equity as 
they are identified. This Group has two 
Divisions and three program staff units 
as follows:

1. Compensatory Education Division: 
Carries out comprehensive studies and 
evaluations of compensatory education 
programs such as T itle I  o f the Ele­
mentary and Secondary Education Act 
and programs being carried out by States 
to deal with the disadvantages of stu­
dents with low socioeconomic back­
grounds.

2. Multicultural/Bilingual Division: 
Carries out a program to address the 
problems of students whose native lan­
guages are not English, who speaks a 
non-standard dialect o f English, or whose 
culture differs significantly from the ma­
jority of American students. The Division 
administers a program of research and 
development into instructional processes 
such as curriculum, teaching, and stu­
dent assessment, as well as into social/ 
cultural processes which Influence edu­
cation for multicultural/bilingual stu­
dents.

3. Women’s Research Staff: Carries 
out a program to address the problems 
faced by women in obtaining equal edu­
cational opportunities by investigating 
the processes by which these inequalities 
occur and seeking solutions for the elimi­
nation o f these inequalities.

4. Desegregation Studies Staff: Carries 
out a program to investigate problems 
associated with school desegregation 
and to seek solutions to help educators

determine the best means of educating 
students in desegregated settings.

5. School Discipline Studies Staff: Car­
ries out a program to Investigate and 
seek solutions to problems associated 
with disruption, crime, and student con­
duct problems in schools.

Section 12.30 Vested and Delegated 
Authority. The Director of the National 
Institute of Education has program au­
thority directly vested in him by the 
Education Amendments of 1972, as 
amended as well as certain delegated 
program authorities as follows:

A. In  order to accomplish the func­
tions set forth in Section 12.20 of this 
amendment, Section 408(a) of the Gen­
eral Education Provisions Act, as 
amended, authorizes the Director of the 
Institute (1) to make, promulgate, issue, 
rescind, and amend rules and regulations 
governing the manner of operation o f 
the agency; (2) in accordance with those 
provisions of T itle 5, United States Code, 
relating to the appointment and com­
pensation for personnel and subject to 
such limitations as are imposed in this 
part, to appoint and compensate such 
personnel as may be necessary to enable 
the agency to carry out its functions; (3) 
to accept unconditional gifts or dona­
tions of services, money, or property 
(real, personal, or mixed; tangible or in­
tangible) ; (4) without regard for Section 
3648 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States (31 U.S.C. 529), to enter 
into and perform such contracts, leases, 
cooperative agreements, or other trans­
actions as may be necessary for the con­
duct of the agency; (5) with funds ex­
pressly appropriated for such purpose, to 
construct such facilities as may be neces­
sary to carry out functions vested in 
him or in the agency of which he is head, 
and to acquire and dispose of property; 
and (6) to use services o f other Federal 
agencies and reimburse such agencies for 
such services.

B. Pursuant to the Delegations of Au­
thorities, dated June 19, 1973* and ap­
proved by the President on July 6, 1973, 
from the Director-designate of the Office 
o f Economic Opportunity (OEO) to the 
Secretary of Health, Education, and 
Welfare, the Secretary’s redelegation o f 
July 11, 1973 to the Assistant Secretary 
for Education, and the Assistant Secre­
tary’s redelegation, the Director of the 
National Institute of Education is au­
thorized to administer those grants, con­
tracts, or other agreements made or en­
tered into which constitute the program 
described in paragraph three (3) clause 
five (5) of the document (“ educational 
voucher demonstrations and other proj­
ects designed to study or test ways to 
improve educational opportunities for 
the disadvantaged.” )

Section 12.40 Order of Succession. In  
the absence of the Director or in the 
event that there is a vacancy in that 

^office, the Deputy Director shall serve as 
the Acting Director. In  the event that 
both the Director and Deputy Director 
are absent or there is a vacancy in both 
offices, the following shall serve as Acting 
Director in the order indicated" Associ­
ate Director for Planning, Budget and

Program Analysis; Associate Director 
for Administration and Management.

Jo h n  Ott in a , - 
Assistant Secretary for 

Administration and Management.
A ugust 18, 1975.
[FRDoc.75-22442 Filed 8-22-75:8:45 am]

DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND 
URBAN DEVELOPMENT

Office of Assistant Secretary for
Community Planning and Development 

[Docket No. D-75-363]

REGIONAL ADMINISTRATORS, E T  AL.
Redelegation of Authority

By a Delegation of Authority, which 
is published simultaneously herewith, the 
Secretary has delegated to the Assistant 
Secretary for Community Planning and 
Development the authority to make re­
views necessary for the Secretary’s mak­
ing adjustments in grant amounts pur­
suant to Section 104 of the Housing and 
Community Development Act of 1974. It 
has been determined that this authority 
should be redelegated to Regional Ad­
ministrators and their subordinates. 
However, no amendment to the present 
redelegation is necessary to effectuate 
this determination.

The present Redelegation of Authority 
(40 FR 5386) authorizes Regional Ad­
ministrators and their subordinates to 
adjust grant amounts pursuant to Sec­
tion 104(d). It  has been determined that 
such authority should be retained by the 
Assistant Secretary for Community 
Planning and Development. Accordingly, 
the Delegation of Authority of Febru­
ary 5, 1975, published at 40 FR 5386, is 
amended by deleting the period at the 
end of Section B .l and adding “and ad­
just the amount of grants pursuant to 
Section 104(d) £?

Effective date: This Redelegation of 
Authority is effective August 25, 1975.

D avid O. M eeker, Jr., 
Assistant Secretary for Com­

munity Planning and Devel­
opment.

[FR  Doc.75-22386 Filed 8-22-75;8:45 am]

Office of the Secretary
[Docket No. D-75-362]

ASSISTANT SECRETARY AND DEPUTY AS­
SISTANT SECRETARY FOR COMMUNITY 
PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT

Delegation of Authority
The delegation of authority of Febru­

ary 5, 1975, published at 40 FR 5385, did 
not authorize the Assistant Secretary for 
Community Planning and Development 
to make the reviews necessary for the 
Secretary’s making adjustments in grant 
amounts pursuant to Section 104(d) of 
the Housing and Community Develop­
ment Act of 1974. It  has been determined 
that the Assistant Secretary and his 
Deputy should have such authority. Ac­
cordingly, the delegation o f authority of 
February 5, 1975, published at 40 FR
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5385, is amended by deleting the words 
“and reviews” in line 6 of Section B.4.

Effective date: This delegation of au­
thority is effective August 25, 1975'.

Carla A . H il l s , 
Secretary of Housing and 

Urban Development.
[FR D oc .75-22387 Filed 8-22-75;8:45 am]

[Docket No. D—75—361]

FEDERAL INSURANCE 
ADMINISTRATOR

Delegation of Authority
Section 7(1) (6) of the Department of 

Housing and Urban Development Act, 
Public Law 89-174, 42 U.S.C. 3531 et seq., 
authorizes the Secretary of the Depart­
ment of Housing and Urban Develop­
ment to “include in any contract or in­
strument such other convenants, condi­
tions, or provisions as he may deem nec­
essary.” Pursuant to this authority, a 
provision requiring safeguarding of pro­
gram assets by program participants 
through insurance or bonding has been 
included in contracts used in several of 
the programs of this Department. In  or­
der to assure that this safeguarding Is 
adequately carried out at a minimal cost 
to the program participant, and there­
fore the Department, the Department 
provides professional and technical ad­
vice and guidance on insurance and 
bonding matters to program participants. 
Related to the contract requirements, the 
Department also provides approval o f 
non-Federal insurance contracts as 
meeting the contract requirement and 
endorsement of insurance checks, in­
cluding loss claim checks, on which the 
United States of America, the Depart­
ment, or any predecessor of the Depart­
ment is a joint payee. These functions 
until now have been carried out by head­
quarters and field personnel o f the As­
sistant Secretary for Housing Manage­
ment. W ith the development o f insur­
ance expertise in the Federal Insurance 
Administration, the Secretary has deter­
mined that these functions should be 
carried out by that office. Accordingly, 
the delegation of these functions to the 
Assistant Secretary for Housing Man­
agement is revoked, and the authority 
for carrying out all aspects o f the De­
partment-wide program insurance and 
bonding function is being delegated to 
the Federal Insurance Administrator.

Section A. Authority Delegated. The 
Federal Insurance Administrator is, ex­
cept as provided in section B, delegated 
the authority and responsibility o f the 
Secretary for all aspects of the Depart­
ment-wide program Insurance and bond­
ing function with respect to the follow­
ing programs:

<1) Slum Clearance and Urban Re­
newal Program under Title I  o f the 
Housing Act of 1949 (42 U.S.C. 1450- 
1468), and Section 312 of the Housing 
Act of 1954 (42 U.S.C. 1450 Note).

(2) Program of Loans for Housing of 
the Elderly or Handicapped under Sec­
tion 202 of the Housing Act of 1959 (12 
U.S.C. 1701q).

(3) College Housing under Title IV  of 
the Housing Act of 1950 (12 U.S.C. 1749- 
1749c).

(4) Low-Rent Public Housing Pro­
gram under the United States Housing 
Act of 1937 (42 U.S.C. 1401 et seq. and 42 
U.S.C. 1430 et seq.).

(5) New Communities Program under 
the Housing Act of 1968 (42 US.C. 3091 
et seq.).

(6) Comprehensive Planning, 701 Pro­
gram under the Housing Act of 1954 (40 
U.S.C. 461).

This authority and responsibility shall 
include the following:

1. The authority and responsibility for 
rendering professional and technical ad­
vice and guidance on insurance and 
bonding matters, including the develop­
ment and selection of all procedures and 
training materials.

2. The authority and responsibility for 
the making of policy with respect to the 
insurance and bonding matters involved 
in this delegation.

3. The authority and responsibility for 
review and evaluation of field office per­
formance of the insurance and bonding 
function, as well as for recommendations 
for appropriate corrective actions where 
needed.

4. W ith respect to master contracts 
for insurance and bonding, the authority 
and responsibility for appropriate bid re­
quests, openings and recordings, analy­
sis, awarding of contracts, ongoing ad­
ministrative functions (including servic­
ing) with respect to the contracts, and 
liaison between Area and Insuring O f­
fices, local HUD program participants, 
and private insurers who issue policies 
under the contracts.

5. The authority and responsibility to 
approve or disapprove non-Federal in­
surance contracts and to execute en­
dorsements on Insurance checks, includ­
ing loss claim (hecks, on behalf o f the 
Department o f Housing and Urban De­
velopment on which the United States o f 
America, the Department of Housing and 
Urban Development or any predecessor 
agency o f the Department o f Housing 
and Urban Development is a payee (joint 
or otherwise).

Section B. Authority Excepted. There is 
excepted from the authority delegated 
under section A  the power to sue and be 
sued.

Section C. Authority to Redelegate. 
The- Federal Insurance Administrator is 
authorized to redelegate to the employ­
ees o f the Department any of the au­
thority delegated under section A.

Section D; Delegation Revoked. This 
delegation revokes paragraph 18 o f sec­
tion A of the delegation of authority to 
the Assistant Secretary and Deputy As­
sistant Secretary for Housing Manage­
ment with respect to the approval of non- 
Federal Insurance contracts and the en­
dorsements on behalf o f the Department

of insurance checks, published at 36 F.R. 
5006, March 16,1971. (Sec. 7 (d ), Depart­
ment of HUD Act, 42 U.S.C. 3535(d) ).

Effective Date. This delegation of au­
thority is effective as of August 19, 1975.

Carla A . H il l s , 
Secretary of Housing and 

Urban Development. 
[FR  Doc.75-22388 Filed 8-22-75;8:45 am]

DEPARTMENT OF 
TRANSPORTATION

National Highway Traffic Safety 
Administration

[Docket No. EX75-19; Notice 2]

ELECTRIC FUEL PROPULSION CORP.
Petition for Temporary Exemption From

Federal Motor Vehicle Safety Standards
The National Highway Traffic Safety 

Administration has decided to grant 
Electric Fuel Propulsion Corporation 
( “EFP” ) of Detroit, Michigan, a tem­
porary exemption from eight Federal 
motor vehicle safety standards, one ex­
piring September 1, 1976 and the re­
mainder on August 1, 1977.

Notice of the petition was published 
on June 20, 1975 (40 FR 26054), and an 
opportunity afforded for comment.

EFP intends to convert to electric 
power a conventionally-powered Ameri­
can intermediate-size passenger car that 
is certified as conforming to all appli­
cable Federal motor vehicle safety stand­
ards. The modification it performs in­
cludes removal of the internal combus­
tion engine, gas tank, and associated 
hardware. Springs, shock-absorbers, 
sway bars, tires, tubes, and other 
miscellaneous chassis components are 
removed and replaced with new, heavler- 
duty equipment, and the frame is rein­
forced. In  addition to the electric pro­
pulsion system, a gasoline-defroster unit 
is installed in the trunk with a small 
gasoline tank. These modifications in­
crease vehicle weight from approxi­
mately 4,000 pounds to something over
6,000 pounds.

EFP does not yet know whether the 
increase in weight w ill affect conformity 
with portions of the following Federal 
motor vehicle safety standards: S4.1 and
54.2.1 of No. 105 and corresponding por­
tions of No. 105-75, Hydraulic Brake 
Systems, S3.1 through S3.3 of No. 201, 
Occupant Protection in Interior Impact,
54.1 of No. 204, Steering Control Rear­
ward Displacement, and S4.1.2 and S4.1.3 
of No. 208, Occupant Crash Protection. 
In addition it requested complete exemp­
tion from the following standards: No. 
212, Windshield Mounting, No. 215, Ex­
terior Protection, and No. 216, Roof 
Crush Resistance. Finally, because of the 
gasoline-fueled heater-defroster unit, it 
requested an exemption from Standard 
No. 301/301—75, Fuel System Integrity. 
The exemptions were requested for 2 
years. While they are in effect EFP would 
conduct testing to determine the extent
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of conformance. I f  nonconformances are 
discovered they would be corrected by 
the end of the exemption period. The 
company argued that an exemption Is 
in the public interest as its vehicles “re­
duce air pollution at street level and 
lessen the dependence of the United 
States on importation of petroleum.”

No comments were filed opposing the 
petition. A  comment by Sebring-Van- 
guard, Inc., a manufacturer of electric 
vehicles, supported it. The Administra­
tor to date has granted temporary ex­
emptions to four manufacturers of elec­
tric vehicles; Sebring-Vanguard, Za- 
gato/Elcar, AM General, and C. H. 
Waterman Industries. The products of 
these manufacturers are small, relatively 
lightweight motor vehicles intended pri­
marily for urban use. EFP’s vehicle, on 
the other hand, is a conventional-sized 
passenger car, intended for both urban 
and highway use. The data derived from 
operation of a vehicle of this size should 
enable its manufacturer to determine 
whether heavy, full-sized electric vehicles 
are feasible and marketable using pres­
ent technology, and under today’s socio­
economic conditions. Further, the effect 
of an exemption upon motor vehicle 
safety is probably minimal, since the 
basic vehicle is one produced by a major 
American manufacturer and certified, 
before its modification, as meeting the 
Federal safety standards. EFP has no 
actual knowledge that the vehicle falls 
to conform with any standard from 
which exemption is requested. The ex­
emptions w ill expire August 1, 1977, ex­
cept for S4.1.2 o f Standard No. 208, 
which expires September 1, 1976. In  a 
separate rulemaking action the NHTSA 
is extending the life  of S4.1.2 from Au­
gust 14, 1975 to August 31,1976. Because 
o f the Importance of occupant crash 
protection the NHTSA believes that EPF 
should devote its initial compliance e f­
forts to resolving any uncertainties that 
may exist with respect to Standard No.
208.

For the reasons described above the 
Administrator has determined that a 
temporary exemption would facilitate 
the development and field evaluation of 
a low-emission motor vehicle, and would 
not unreasonably degrade the safety of 
the vehicle. Accordingly EFP is granted 
NHTSA Exemption No. 75-19, from 
S4.1.2 o f 571.208, Motor Vehicle Safety 
Standard No. 208, Occupant Crash Pro­
tection, expiring September 1, 1976, and 
from the following Federal motor vehi­
cle safety standards or portions thereof, 
expiring August 1, 1977: S4.1 and S4.2.1 
o f 49 CFR 571.105, Motor Vehicle Safety 
Standard No. 105, Hydraulic Brake Sys­
tems, and corresponding portions of 49 
CFR 571.105-75; S3.1 through S3.3 of 
571.201, Motor Vehicle Safety Standard 
No. 201, Occupant Protection in Interior 
Impact, S4.1 o f 571.204, Motor Vehicle 
Safety Standard No. 204, Steering Con­
trol Rearward Displacement, 571.212, 
Motor Vehicle Safety Standard No. 212, 
Windshield Mounting, 571.215, Motor Ve­
hicle Safety Standard No. 215, Exterior 
Protection, 571.216, Motor Vehicle Safety 
Standard No. 218, Roof Crush Resist­

ance, and 571.301/301-75, Motor Vehi­
cle Safety Standard No. 301/301-75, Fuel 
System Integrity,
(Sec. 3, Pub. L. 92-648,86 Stat. 1169 

Issued on August 15,1975.
James B. G regory, 

Administrator,
[FR  Doc.75-22437 Filed 8-22-75; 8:45 am]

[Docket No. EX75-23; Notice 1] 

SBARRO REPLICA BMW 328
Petition for Temporary Exemption from
Federal Motor Vehicle Safety Standards
The manufacturer of the Sbarro Rep­

lica BMW 328, Ateliers d’Etudes de 
Construction Automobiles S.a.r.l. of 
Yverdon, Switzerland, has petitioned 
for temporary exemption from several 
Federal motor vehicle safety standards 
on the basis that compliance would 
cause it substantial economic hardship.

Petitioner manufactured 24 Sbarro 
Replica BMW 328 passenger cars in 
1974 and has manufactured only 42 au­
tomobiles in all since commencing man­
ufacturing in 1965. The vehicle for 
which it seeks exemption is an open­
bodied two-seater replica o f the German 
BMW 328 sports car manufactured to 
the 1930’s. The company seeks a 1-year 
exemption from portions o f Motor Ve­
hicle Safety Standard No. 101, Control 
Location, Identification and Illumina­
tion, (requirements for illumination of 
head lamps, hazard warning, and wind­
shield wiper controls) and Standard No. 
114 (audible warning requirements). It  
wishes a 2-year exemption from por­
tions of Standard No. 108 (photometric 
requirements for front side marker 
lamps, backup lamp) and Standard No. 
208 (audible and visible warnings). It  
requests a 3-year exemption from eight 
additional standards: No. 201, Occupant 
Protection in Interior Impact, No. 202, 
Head Restraints, No. 203, Impact Pro­
tection for the Driver from Steering 
Control Bystem, No. 204, Steering Con­
trol Rearward Displacement, No. 206, 
Door Locks and Door Retention Com­
ponents, No. 212, Windshield Mounting, 
No. 214, Side Door Strength, and No. 
215, Exterior Protection.

In  support of its petition, it states that 
it w ill comply with Standards Nos. 101, 
108, 114 and 208 at the end of the ex­
emption period. It  needs the time to de­
velop complying parts and to exhaust 
its inventory. To require immediate com­
pliance would cause a loss o f $55,000. 
W ith respect to the standards for which 
a 3-year exemption is requested, it 
states that “we must face the conclusion 
that our replica cannot be engineered or 
tested to comply with these standards 
due to its appearance and oür finances 
and construction capacities. A  1930’s 
automobile does not lend Itself to these 
crash tests” . The company has however, 
incorporated the following safety items 
in an attempt at least partially to meet 
the standards indicated: fu ll interior 
padding (No. 201); double Joint steer­
ing shaft tube and Volkswagen collapsi­
ble steering column assembly (No. 203,

No. 204), lock striker plates mounted 
within door jamb, encased to steel (No. 
206); and construction of front and 
rear sections o f vehicle from laminated 
polyester (No. 215). The car utilizes an 
upper-torso restraint, not required by 
Standard No. 208 for open-bodied cars. 
The company had a net income of $5,884 
to 1974. Denial would cost it an oppor­
tunity to enter the American market.

It  argues that an exemption is to the ] 
public interest as the vehicle w ill be 
powered by propane, qualifying it for 
exemption also as a low-emission motor 
vehicle.

This notice of receipt of a petition for 
a temporary exemption is published in 
accordance with the NHTSA regulations 
on this subject (49 CFR 555.7), and does I 
not represent any agency decision or 
other exercise of judgment concerning 
the merits o f the petition.

Interested persons are invited to sub­
mit comments on the petition for ex­
emption of the Sbarro Replica BMW 328 
described above. Comments should refer 
to the docket number and be submitted 
to: Docket Section, National Highway 
Traffic Safety Administration, Room 
5108, 400 Seventh Street, S.W., Washing­
ton, D.C. 20590. It  is requested but not 
required that five copies be submitted.

A ll comments received before the close 
of business on the comment closing date 
indicated below will be considered. The 
application and supporting materials, 
and all comments received, are avail­
able for examination in the docket both 
before and after the closing date. Com­
ments received after the closing date Will 
also be filed and will be considered to the 
extent possible. Notice of action upon the 
petition will be published to tile F e d e r a l  
R e g is t e r .

Comments closing date: September 24, 
1975.
(Sec. 8, Pub. L. 92-548, 86 Stat. 1159 (15 
tTJS.C. 1410); delegations o f authority at 49 
CFR 1.51 and 49 CFR 501.8)

Issued on August 18,1975.
R o b e r t  L. C a r t e r ,

Associate Administrator,
Motor Vehicle Programs.

[FR  Doc.75-22439 Filed 8-22-75;8:45 am]

CIVIL AERONAUTICS BOARD
[Docket 28028]

ANDREWS INTERNATIONAL, INC., ET AL 
Hearing

Notice is hereby given, pursuant to j 
the provisions o f the Federal Aviation 
Act of 1958, as amended, that hearing in i 
the above-entitled matter is assigned to 1 
be held on September 24, 1975, at 10:00 ■■ 
a.m. (local time) in Room 103 IN, Uni­
versal North Building, 1875 Connecticut : 
Avenue, N.W., Washington, D.C., before 
Administrative Law Judge Frank M. ; 
Whiting.

Dated at Washington, D.C./ August 
19, 1975.

[ seal!  R obert L . P ark ,
Chief Administrative Law Judge.

[FR  Doc.75-22444 Filed 8-22-75;8:45 am]
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[Docket 27702; Order 75-8-101] 

BRANIFF AIRWAYS, INC.
Order Dismissing Application

Adopted by the Civil Aeronautics 
Board at its office in Washington, D.C„ 
on the 19th day of August 1975.

Application of Braniff Airways, Inc„ 
for an exemption pursuant to section 
416(b) of the Federal Aviation Act of 
1958, as amended.

On April 4,1975, Braniff Airways, Inc., 
filed an application for exemption au­
thority, pursuant to (section 416(b) of 
the Federal Aviation Act, to carry local 
traffic between domestic terminals served 
on its international flights.1 In  support 
of its application, Braniff alleges that 
the maintenance of the “closed-door”  re­
striction on the domestic portions of its 
international operations is anachronis­
tic, that it forces U.S.-flag carriers to 
operate flight sectors which are destined 
by the certificate restrictions to be un­
economic, underutilized, and wasteful 
of fuel, and that elimination of the re­
striction would benefit Braniff and would 
otherwise be in the public Interest. In 
order to minimize potential diversion 
from Incumbent carriers and to avert a 
hearing or series of hearings to consid­
er competing applications, Braniff sug­
gests seven conditions which it would 
be willing to accept upon its exemption 
authority. Most of these would limit, in 
one way or another, the capacity to be 
available and the amount of traffic to be 
carried pursuant to the exemption.

The U.S. Department of Commerce 
filed an answer in support of the applica­
tion. Commerce recognizes that there 
will, in some markets, be substantial di­
version from incumbents and suggests 
that the Board grant relief for a trial 
period o f 1 year in those markets in 
which it is clear that the impact on other 
carriers will be minimal but defer deci­
sion pending hearings with respect to the 
other markets.

Answers in opposition have been re­
ceived from seven certificated carriers * 
and the U.S. Department of Justice 
(DOJ). DOJ supports the objective of 
reassessing Braniff’s certificate restric­
tions, but asserts that changes should be 
based upon an evidentiary record after 
a route proceeding conducted under sec­
tion 401 of the Act. DOJ also argues

1The markets at issue are: New York-M i- 
New York-Washington, D.C.; Washing­

ton, D.C.-Miami; Houston-New Orleans; and 
Los Angeles-San Francisco. As o f July 1975, 
Braniff operated the following weekly one­
way frequencies in the above markets: New 
York-Miami (12); New York-Washington, 
D.o.-Miami (4 ); Los Angeles-San Francisco 
(8 ); and Houston-New Orleans (2 )—for a 
total o f 34 city-pair, weekly frequencies.

•Continental A ir Lines, Delta A ir Lines, 
Eastern Air Lines, National Airlines, Texas 
International Airlines, Trans World Airlines, 
and United A ir Lines.

that the application fails to satisfy the 
statutory criteria of section 416(b). As 
in the case of Pan American World A ir­
ways’ request in docket 27626 for similar 
exemption authority, the opposition of 
the air carrier respondents generally fo l­
lows one or more of three lines: (1) the 
Board cannot legally grant the relief re­
quested under section 416(b) of the Act;
(2) the issues' are far too complex and 
controversial for processing under non­
hearing procedures;' and (3) Braniff has 
failed to submit any of the supporting 
evidence required by Rule 402(c) o f the 
Rules of Practice, 14 CFR 302.402(c) .N a­
tional suggests that due to Braniff’s 
failure to comply with Rule 402(c) the 
application should be dismissed.

Braniff has filed a reply arguing that 
the extent of its proposed operations is 
much more limited than Pan American’s 
since it involves no new flights and that 
the information requirements of section 
302.402(1) are plainly inapplicable in this 
case, but that Braniff will submit addi­
tional information if the JBoard so di­
rects.

Upon consideration of the pleadings, 
we have decided to dismiss Braniff’s ap­
plication. Rule 405 Initially gives title 
Board the option of dismissing an exemp­
tion application “which fails in any- 
material respect to comply with the re­
quirements” of subpart D o f the Rules 
o f Practice. I f  the application is not ma­
terially deficient, the Board may request 
additional data from the applicant or 
any other party in interest. Braniff advo­
cates the latter course in lieu of the for­
mer; we do not agreé. O f the five basic 
categories o f economic and operating 
data required to be supplied by Rule 402
(c ), only one (i.e., that pertaining to 
schedules) has been satisfied by this ap­
plication. Braniff has supplied the Board 
with so little factual information to sup­
port a complex proposal which would ef­
fect fundamental changes in its interna­
tional system that no alternative but 
dismissal can be justified.

Accordingly, it is ordered That: The

Agreement IATANo. 
CAB

application of Braniff Airways, Inc., in 
docket 27702, be and it hereby is dis­
missed.

By the Civil Aeronautics Board.
[ seal] Ed w in  Z. H olland ,

Secretary.
[FR  Doc.75-22450 Filed 8-22-75;8:45 am]

[Docket 26494, Agreement C.A.B. 25333 R -l 
through R-3; Order 75-8-102]

TRAFFIC CONFERENCES OF TH E  INTER­
NATIONAL AIR TRANSPORT ASSOCIA­
TION  RELATING TO  PROPORTIONAL 
FARES

Proportional Fares
Adopted by the Civil Aeronautics 

Board at its office in Washington, D.C. 
on the 19th day of August 1975.

An agreement has been filed with the 
Board pursuant to section 412(a) of the 
Federal Aviation Act of 1958 (the Act) 
and Part 261 of the Board’s Economic 
Regulations between various air carriers, 
foreign air carriers and other carriers 
embodied in the resolutions of the Traffic 
Conferences of the International A ir 
Transport Association (IA T A ). The 
agreement was adopted at a propor­
tional-fares meeting held in New York, 
July 14-15, 1975, and is proposed for 
effectiveness October 1,1975.

The agreement, insofar as it has direct 
application in air transportation as de­
fined by the Act, would amend North 
Atlantic, North/Central Pacific and 
South Pacific proportional fares used for 
construction of through International 
fares to/from U.S. interior points, to re­
flect recent changes in U.S./Canada 
trans-border fares.

Pursuant to the Federal Aviation Act 
of 1958 and particularly section 102, 204 
(a ) and 412 thereof, the Board does not 
find that the following resolutions, in­
corporated in Agreement CA.B. 25333, 
R - l through R-3, are adverse to the 
public interest or in violation o f the Act, 
provided that approval is subject to con­
ditions previously imposed by the Board:

Titlo Application

25333:
R -l__ 015.;
R-2____ 015a.

015b.
North Atlantic Proportional Fares, North American (Am ending).^.; 
Sooth Pacific Proportional Fares, North American (Amending)!. - 
North and Central Pacific Proportional Fares, North Am«ripuj 

(Amending).

1/2
3/1
3/1

Accordingly, it is ordered That: 
Agreement C.A.B. 25333, R - l through 

R-3, be and hereby is approved subject 
to conditions previously imposed by the 
Board.

This order will be published in the 
F ederal R egister.

By the Civil Aeronautics Board.
[ seal]  E d w in  Z. H olland ,

Secretary.
[FR  DOC.75-22451 Filed 8-22-75;8:45 am]

[Docket 27758]

DETROIT-BOSTON NONSTOP ROUTE 
PROCEEDING

Hearing
Notice is hereby given, pursuant to the 

provisions of the Federal Aviation Act 
o f 1958, as amended, that a public hear­
ing w ill be lield  In the above-entitled 
proceeding on October 15, 1975, at 10 
ajn. (local time) in Room 726, Universal 
Building, 1825 Connecticut Avenue, NW.,
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Washington, D.C., before the under­
signed.

Dated at Washington, D.C., August 19, 
1975.

[ seal!  W il l ia m  A. K ane , Jr., 
Administrative Law Judge. 

[PR  Doc.75-22445 Piled 5-22-75;8:45 am]

[Docket 28163]

INTERNACIONAL DE AVIACION, S.A.
(INAIR)

Prehearing Conference
Notice is hereby given that a prehear­

ing conference in this proceeding is as­
signed to be held on September 4, 1975, 
at 10 am . (local time) in Room 911, Uni­
versal Building, 1825 Connecticut 
Avenue, N.W., Washington, D.C., before 
Administrative Law Judge Frank M. 
Whiting.

Dated at Washington, D.C., August 20, 
1975.

[ seal!  R obert L . P ark ,
Chief Administrative Law Judge.

[FR  Doc.75-22447 Filed 8-22-75; 8 :45 am]

[Docket 27971; Order 75-8-98] 

PIEDMONT AVIATION, INC.
Order To  Show Cause

Adopted by the Civil Aeronautics 
Board at its office in Washington, D.C., 
on the 19th day of August 1975.

Application of Piedmont Aviation, Inc., 
pursuant to section 401(g) of the Federal 
Aviation Act of 1958, as amended, to 
amend its certificate for route 87 so as to 
redesignate the separate intermediate 
points Goldsboro and Kinston, N.C., as 
Kinston-Goldsboro-Greenville, N.C.

On June 19, 1975, Piedmont Aviation, 
Inc. (Piedmont), filed an application 
(docket 27971) to redesignate the sepa­
rate intermediate points Kinston and 
Goldsboro, N.C., on route 87, as a hy­
phenated point Kinston-Goldsboro- 
Greenville, N.C., by show-cause proce­
dures.

In  support of its application, Piedmont 
alleges, inter alia, that: by order 75-3- 
44, the Board authorized Piedmont to 
serve Goldsboro through Stallings Field 
at Kinston; on May 1, 1975, Piedmont 
ceased operations to Seymour Johnson 
A ir Force Base near Goldsboro and pres­
ently provides service to Goldsboro 
through Stallings Field; its request here­
in is designed to conform Piedmont’s cer­
tificate authority to the service which is 
now being provided; Greenville, located 
approximately 34 miles and 40 minutes’ 
driving time north of Stallings Field, has 
historically used the latter airport to 
meet its certificated airline needs; and it 
would, therefore, be helpful to the com­
munity, Piedmont, and travelers to and 
from Greenville if that city were in­
cluded as a designated point in Pied­
mont’s certificate. In addition, the carrier 
states that, in view of the facts that the 
change in service has already been made, 
that there is no other carrier certificated

to serve these points, that Piedmont’s 
authority is unrestricted at both Kinston 
and Goldsboro, and that an ad hoc ad­
justment has been made in Piedmont’s 
subsidy, Its request is simply a technical 
matter of conforming the certificate to 
conditions as they exist today.

No answers to the application have 
been received.

Upon consideration of the application 
and all the relevant facts, we tentatively 
find and conclude that the public con­
venience and necessity require the 
amendment of Piedmont’s certificate for 
route 87 so as to redesignate the separate 
intermediate points Goldsboro and Kins­
ton as Kinston-Goldsboro-Greenville.1

In support of our ultimate conclusion, 
we tentatively find that the requested 
redesignation w ill benefit the traveling 
public by specifying more accurately the 
points served through Stallings Field; 
that no other carrier is certificated to 
serve these points; and that the propbsed 
action herein is simply a technical matter 
of conforming Piedmont’s certificate to 
conditions as they actually exist today/

Finally, we tentatively find and con­
clude that the redesignation of the 
separate intermediate points Goldsboro 
and Kinston as Kinston-Goldsboro- 

Greenville does not constitute a major 
Federal action significantly affecting the 
quality o f the human environment within 
the terms of the National Environmental 
Policy Act of 1969 (N E PA ). Since service 
to Goldsboro is already provided through 
Stallings Field at Kinston, the level of 
service should remain unchanged; thus, 
redesignation of the points should have a 
minimal, if any, impact upon the human 
environment.

Interested persons w ill be given 30 days 
following the date of adoption of this 
order to show cause why the tentative 
findings and conclusions set forth herein 
should not be made final. We expect such 
persons to support their objections, if 
any, with detailed answers, specifically 
setting forth the tentative findings and 
conclusions to which objection is taken. 
Such objections should be accompanied 
by arguments of fact or law and should 
be supported by legal precedent or de­
tailed economic analysis. I f  an eviden­
tiary hearing is requested, the objector 
should state in detail why such hearing 
is considered necessary and what rele­
vant and material facts he would expect 
to establish through such a hearing. 
General, vague, or unsupported objec­
tions will not be entertained.

Accordingly, it is ordered That:
1. A ll interested persons are directed 

to show cause why the Board should not 
issue an order making final the tentative 
findings and conclusions stated herein 
and amending Piedmont’s certificate of 
public convenience and necessity for 
route 87 so as to redesignate the separate 
intermediate points Kinston and Golds-

1 We tentatively conclude also that Pied­
mont is fit, w illing, and able properly to per­
form  the proposed service and to conform to 
the provisions o f the Act and the Board's 
rules, regulations, and requirements there­
under. .

boro, N.C., as Kinston-Goldsboro-Green­
ville, N.C.;

2. Any interested persons having ob­
jections to the issuance of an order mak­
ing final any of the proposed findings, 
conclusions, or certificate amendments 
set forth herein shall, within 30 days 
'after the date of this order, file with the 
Board and serve upon all persons made 
parties to this proceeding a statement of 
objections together with a summary of 
testimony, statistical data, and other 
evidence expected to be relied upon to 
support tile stated objection;

3. I f  timely and properly supported 
objections are filed, full consideration 
w ill be accorded the matters and issues 
raised by the objections before further 
action is taken by the Board;

4. In  the event no objections are filed, 
all further procedural steps w ill be 
deemed to have been waived, and the 
Board may proceed to enter an order in 
accordance with the findings and con­
clusions set forth herein; and

5. A copy of this order shall be served 
upon the Governor, State of North Caro­
lina; the North Carolina Department of 
Transportation; Mayors of Goldsboro, 
Kinston, and Greenville, N.C.; the Golds­
boro-Wayne Airport Authority; the Air­
port Manager, Stallings Field; Piedmont 
Aviation, Inc.; and the Postmaster 
General.

This order shall be published in the 
F ederal R egister.

By the Civil Aeronautics Board.
[seal]  Ed w in  Z. H olland ,

Secretary.
[FR  Doc.75-22448 Filed 8-22-76; 8:45 am]

[Dockets 28036, 26321, 28104, 28105, 28100, 
27217; Order 75-8-100]

CONTINENTAL AIR UN ES, INC., E T  A L

South Pacific Service Case
Adopted by the Civil Aeronautics 

Board at its office in Washington, D.cJ 
on the 19th day of August 1975.

By Order 75-6-153, April 18, 1975, the 
Board instituted an Investigation into 
the need for additional service in the 
U.S.-South Pacific markets.1 The pro­
ceeding was limited to a consideration of 
new authority between a Mainland point 
or points and Hawaii, on the one hand, 
and American Samoa, F iji, New Zealand 
and Australia, on the other. However, the 
Board decided to defer a decision as to 
which Mainland terminals or cotermi­
nals would be included in the scope of 
the proceeding until after interested 
parties had had an opportunity to state

1 The Board, by contemporaneous action, 
approved an agreement between American 
Airlines and Pan American World Airways 
for the exchange o f various Pacific, Bermuda 
and Caribbean routes (Order 75-6-152, ap­
proved by the President on June 30, 1976). 
The Board noted in Order 75-6-153 that one 
effect o f its approval o f the route exchange 
agreement was to elim inate U.S.-flag com­
petition between the Mainland and Hawaii 
and points in the South Pacific.

FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 40, NO. 165— MONDAY, AUGUST 25, 1975



NOTICES 37079

I their views.* The time for the filing o f 
the motions and petitions and answers to 

[ such pleadings has now passed and the 
Board is ready to address the remaining 
questions concerning the scope of the 

| South Pacific Service Case.
Petitions for reconsideration of Order 

75-6-153 have been filed by Continental 
Air Lines,3 United Air Lines4 and the 

I  Washington Parties.5
Petitions for consolidation of applica- 

[ tioris for South Pacific authority have 
been filed by Continental,3 Hawaiian A ir- 

[ lines,7 National A ir Lines8 and Pan Amer- 
| ican World Airways.9

2 Two pretrial restrictions were imposed on 
[ any new award, so as to focus the case on 
[ South Pacific service needs: (a ) no single- 
1 plane service between the mainland or 
[ Hawaii and any point not in American 
| Samoa, F iji, New Zealand o r  Australia w ill 
[ be permitted, , and (b ) Mainland-Hawaii 
I flights w ill be required to continue to one 
i of the named South Pacific points, subject 
I to a possible modification o f' this long-haul 
| restriction o f the type formerly enjoyed by 
| American (see Order 75-6-153). -

8 Continental, in  its petition for recon- 
[ sideration seeks to alter the scope o f the in- 
[ stant proceedings to (1) include New Heb- 
I rides and New Caledonia as coterminals: 
| (2) include consideration of service between 
[ American Samoa and other points in the 
I South Pacific and deletion from  Pan Ameri- 
I can’s route 115 of West Samoa, F iji, New 
I Caledonia, New Hebrides, Tonga and the Cook 
I Islands; and (3) lim it the U.S. coterminaAs to 
I Honolulu; Continental also seeks clarifica- 
I  tion o f tlie pretrial restrictions in Order 75— 
I 6-153.

‘ United seeks to lim it the proceeding to 
I service between Hawaii and the South Pacific 
I points or, in the alternative, if Mainland 
I points remain in consideration, seeks the im- 
I position of pretrial restrictions precluding 
E local traffic rights over the Mainland-Hawaii 
I portion o f any new U.S.-South Pacific route, 
[ barring Mainland-Hawaii authority to any 
l carrier not already certificated to Hawaii and 
I lim iting Mainland points to West Coast gate- 
I  ways.

8 Th eC ity  and Chamber of Commerce o f 
I  Seattle; the City and Chamber o f Commerce 
I of Tacoma; the Washington U tilities and 
I Transportation Commission; the Puget Sound 
I Traffic Association, the Port o f Seattle and 
I King County, Washington. These parties re- 
I  quest that their petition in Docket 27217, 
I  filed along with the Dallas/Fort Worth, Las 
I Vegas, New Orleans and St. Louis Parties, for 
I new or improved service between various 
I Mainland points and Japan and beyond be 
I considered in a hearing contemporaneous 
I with the South Pacific Service Case, or be 
I consolidated with that case or be granted an 
I expedited hearing o f its own.

* Continental’s application, in  Docket 
I  26321, requests authority between the ter- 
I mlnal point Los Angeles/Long Beach/On- 
I tario, the intermediate points H ilo and Hono- 
[ lulu, and Intermediate points in American Sa- 
I moa, Tahiti, New Hebrides, New Caledonia, 
I  F iji and New Zealand and an intermediate 
I  and a terminal point in Australia.

7 Hawaiian’s application, in Docket 28104, 
I I  requests authority between the terminal

I point Honolulu, the intermediate point 
E Pago Pago, American Samoa, and the ter- 
I minal .point Nandi, F iji.

8 National’s application, in Docket 28105, 
I requests authority between the coterminal 
I points Miami, Tampa, Atlanta, New Orleans, 
E Houston, Las Vegas, Los Angeles and San 
| Francisco, the intermediate point Honolulu, 
| and points In American Samoa, F iji, New 
| Zealand and Australia.
i * Pan American’s application In Docket 
I 28100 requests that Houston be added as a

Continental filed a consolidated an­
swer opposing the motions of National 
and Pan American for consolidation of 
their applications,* Houston and the 
Houston Chamber of Commerce filed an 
answer in support of the National and 
Pan American motions; the City and 
Chamber of Commerce of New Orleans 
and tiie Utah Agencies filed answers in 
support of the petition and motion of the 
Washington Parties; Northwest and Fly­
ing Tiger Line filed answers in opposi­
tion to the pleading of the Washington 
Parties and Pan American to that portion 
requesting consolidation of Dockets 27217 
and 28036; the Territory of American Sa­
moa filed a response in support of Con-, 
tinental’s petition for reconsideration; 
the Las Vegas Parties support National’s 
motion to consolidate; Pan American 
filed an answer in opposition to Conti­
nental’s motion for reconsideration; and 
Northwest filed an answer in support of 
the suggestion that the proceeding be 
limited to the Hawaii-South Pacific 
markets.

Upon consideration of the above plead­
ings and o f all the relevant facts, we have 
decided to amend ordering paragraph 1 
(a ) o f Order 75-6-153 to read as follows:

(a ) Whether the public convenience 
and necessity require additional service 
between one or more of the following 
points, on the one hand: Los Angeles and 
San Francisco, California, and Honolulu, 
Hawaii, and one or more of the follow­
ing South Pacific areas, on the other: 
American Samoa, Fiji, New Zealand and 
Australia;

We have decided to lim it consideration 
of the Mainland coterminals to Los 
Angeles and San Francisco in light of the 
fact that, of the Mainland points pro­
posed for inclusion, only those cities 
exchange more than minimal levels of 
traffic with any of the Pacific points 
placed in issue by Order 75-6-153.10 Of 
course, our decision not to include other 
Mainland points as coterminals w ill not 
foreclose any carrier from proposing be­
yond services to other Mainland points 
to the extent it could tack its current au­
thority to the authority in issue.

Further, in view of the fact that the 
predicate for the institution of the in­
stant proceeding, as indicated in Order 
75-6-153, was the desire to consider the 
need for U.S.-flag competition between 
the Mainland and Hawaii and specific 
points in the South Pacific in the con­
text o f the cessation of such competition 
upon implementation of the American- 
Pan American Route Exchange, we w ill 
not accede to the requests either to ex­
clude Mainland points altogether from 
consideration or to expand the proceed-

coterminal point to its certificates for routes 
130 and 117, which contain, respectively, its 
South Pacific and Hawaii authority.

“ For instance, Atlanta’s true O&D traffic 
with the South Pacific points in 1974 ranged 
from  a high o f only 410 passengers w ith 
Sydney to 10 with F iji; Houston’s 490 with 
Sydney to zero with F iji; Miami’s 540 with 
Sydney to zero with F iji. None of the pro­
posed Mainland coterminals other than Los 
Angeles and San Francisco exchanges more 
than 3 passengers a day with all o f the 
designated South Pacific points combined.

ing to consider additional Pacific points.11 
In  particular, the requests of the Wash­
ington Parties for the» consideration of 
points outside of the South Pacific, of 
Continental for consideration of inter­
island routes, and of Pan American for 
new Mainland-Hawaii authority on its 
route 117, which route does not involve 
points beyond Hawaii, would greatly add 
to the complexity of and fundamentally 
alter the very nature o f the instant pro­
ceeding.12

Finally, we. have determined that the 
proceeding instituted herein is by its 
very nature not one which could lead to 
a “major Federal action significantly 
affecting the quality of the environ­
ment” within the meaning of section 
102(2) (C ) of the National Environmen­
tal Policy Act of 1969 (N E PA ). In  a case 
such as the instant one, all prospective 
environmental effects, direct and sec­
ondary, *proceed in the first instance 
from changes in aircraft schedules and 
levels of service. Our conclusion in re­
gard to the environment is largely 
based, therefore, upon our finding that 
there are unlikely to be environmentally 
significant changes in such schedules 
and service levels should additional 
service be authorized. Pan American cur­
rently offers a single round trip between 
Los Angeles and Pago Pago, American 
Samoa, six days per week, and UTA/ 
Air France offers a single weekly round 
trip. San Francisco-American Samoa is 
served only by connecting service.13 In

11 Nor w ill w© adopt United’s alternative 
request -for further pretrial restrictions pre­
cluding local traffic rights over the Mainland- 
Hawaii portion of any new Ü.S.-South Pacific 
route and barring Mainland-Hawaii authority 
to any carrier not already certificated to 
Hawaii. United w ill be free to argue for the 
Imposition o f these restrictions at the hear­
ing but we w ill not impose such lim itations 
at this time.

12 Thus, we w ill not consolidate Pan Ameri­
can ’s application and we wiU consolidate 
the applications o f Continental and National 
only to the extent that they conform to the 
scope o f the proceeding. We wlU deny the 
petitions for reconsideration o f United and 
the Washington Parties and grant that of 
Continental only to the extent that we w ill 
accede to its request for clarification of the 
pretrial restrictions contained in Order 75- 
6-153.

Continental asks whether the restriction 
prohibiting single-plane service between the 
Mainland or Hawaii and any point not in 
American Samoa, F iji, New Zealand or 
Australia, would bar Continental from  tack­
ing any new Honolulu-American Samoa au­
thority with its existing American Samoa- 
Trust Territory authority. The answer is that, 
by the restriction’s plain terms, such tacking 
would be prohibited. As for the restriction 
requiring Mainland-Hawaii flights to serve 
at least one o f the designated South Pacific 
points, it  is lim ited to any new authority 
granted in the Instant proceeding and is not 
intended to restrict the Mainland-Hawaii 
flights of the present incumbents in  that 
market.

The alternative requests of the Washing­
ton Parties for contemporaneous or expedited 
hearing o f their petition in  Docket 27217 w ill 
be considered in  a separate order.

“ OAO (International), August 1, 1975.
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view of the modest size of these mar­
kets,“  It Is unlikely that any successful 
candidate for new West Coast-South 
Pacific authority w ill more than double 
the combined Pan American-UTA num­
ber of flights and it is likely that a new 
entrant w ill initially fa il to provide even 
daily Los Angeles-Pago Pago service. As 
for the smaller San Francisco-Pago 
Pago market, it is likely that it w ill be 
served by the same flights serving Los 
Angeles or, at most, by a few weekly 
flights o f its own.16 Thus, while the 
specific service proposals which the car­
riers w ill make are not now known, the 
realities o f the markets in question 
nonetheless leave little doubt that, what­
ever the ultimate proposals for added 
flights may be, they w ill not represent a 
level o f new service which could lead to 
more than very minor environmental 
changes. This is clear from looking at 
the large overall level of traffic at Los 
Angeles, San Francisco and Honolulu.1* 
O f course, Pago Pago is a much smaller 
generator of traffic (an estimated 3,458 
scheduled departures and arrivals for 
the 12-month period ending August 31, 
1 9 7 5 )However, while the entrance of 
a new carrier into the Los Angeles/San 
Francisco-Pago Pago markets could lead 
to a percentage increase in aircraft ac­
tivity in American Samoa of more sig­
nificance than a similar number of 
flights would yield at Los Angeles-San 
Francisco or Honolulu, the absolute 
number o f new flights would still be 
«mail and unlikely to produce environ­
mental changes of a size cognizable 
under NEPA.

u  True O&D traffic for the Los Angeles- 
Pago Pago market In CT 1974 amounted to 
4,710 passengers, for San Francisco-Pago 
Pago 3,140.

*W e  assume that any new Los Angeles/ 
San Francisco-American Samoa service w ill 
be via Honolulu. v

n In  1973 there were 497,000 aircraft op­
erations at Los Angeles International A ir­
port, with 600,000 projected for 1975 and
610.000 for 1976. The comparable totals for 
San Francisco International are 360,000,
367.000 and 874,000 aircraft operations. The 
figure for Honolulu was 303,000 in 1973, with
309.000 projected for 1975 and 315,000 for 
1976. Terminal Area Forecast, 1975—1985̂  De­
partment o f Transportation, FAA Office o f 
Aviation Economics, Aviation Forecast D i­
vision. July 1973, pages WE 17, WE 23 and 
PC 5. (The forecasts in  this study were pre­
pared before the energy crisis in  the fa ll o f 
1973 and therefore do not reflect its impact 
on future activity levels.)

17 The number o f departures and arrivals 
has been obtained by doubling the figure for 
scheduled departures done. Source, Official 
Airline Guide, International edition. The 
number o f flights derived herein is used 
without adjustment for nonscheduled serv­
ice or for performance factors in  scheduled 
service. Data contained in S.A.R.C. charter 
operations reports (including U.S.- and 
Foreign-Flág scheduled and supplemental 
operators) and the CAB/FAA publication, 
"A irport Activity Statistics,”  indicate no 
significant charter activity at Pago Pago dur­
ing 1974 or 1973. Therefore, it  is assumed 
that the number of scheduled flights not per­
formed and the number o f nonscheduled 
flights performed are approximately off­
setting.

Accordingly, we are not directing our 
staff to undertake the preparation o f an 
environmental assessment. Our con­
clusion herein is not intended to fore­
close any party from presenting evidence 
(subject to the usual evidentiary rules in 
force in C.AJ3. proceedings) or from 
making arguments with respect to rele­
vant environmental issues. Nor is our 
conclusion intended to foreclose our con­
sideration o f environmental impacts re­
sulting from the contemplated licensing 
action which, although of a lesser mag­
nitude than those required to trigger 
the NEPA procedures, might nonetheless 
be relevant to our decision.

Accordingly, it is ordered That:
1. Ordering paragraph 1(a) o f Order 

75-6-153 be and it hereby is amended 
to read as follows:

(a ) whether the public convenience 
and necessity require additional service 
between one or more of the following 
points, on the one hand: Los Angeles 
and San Francisco, California, and 
Honolulu, Hawaii, and one or more o f 
the following South Pacific areas, on the 
other: American Samoa, F iji, New Zea­
land and Australia.

2. Insofar as they conform to the 
scope of the proceeding set forth in 
ordering paragraph (1) of Order 75-6- 
153, as amended by paragraph (1) above, 
the applications of Continental Air 
Lines, Inc., in Docket 26321 Hawaiian 
Airlines, Inc., in Docket 28104, and Na­
tional Airlines, Inc., in Docket 28105, 
be and they hereby are consolidated with 
the proceeding instituted by ordering 
paragraph (1) of Order 75-6-153; to the 
exteat not consolidated the foregoing 
applications be and they hereby are dis­
missed without prejudice;

3. The motion to consolidate by Pan 
American World Airways, Inc., in Docket 
28100, be and it hereby is denied;

4. The petitions for reconsideration by 
Continental A ir Lines, Inc., United Air 
Lines, Inc., and the Washington Parties, 
be and they hereby are granted to the 
extent indicated herein and denied in 
all other respects;

5. Petitions seeking modification or re­
consideration of this order shall be filed 
no later than 20 days after the service 
of this order and answers to such plead­
ings shall be filed no later than 10 days 
thereafter; and

6. A copy of this order shall be served 
on all parties in Docket 26245r and on 
Hawaiian Airlines, Inc. and National 
Airlines, Inc.

A copy of this order shall be placed in 
the F ederal R egister.

By the Civil Aeronautics Board.
[ seal]  E d w in  Z. H olland ,

Secretary.
[FR Doc. 75-22449 Filed 8-22-75;8:45 am]

[Docket 28036]

SO UTH  PACIFIC SERVICE CASE 
Prehearing Conference

Notice is hereby given that a prehear­
ing conference in the above-entitled 
matter is assigned to be held on Sep­

tember 11, 1975, at 10 a.m. (local time) , 
in Room 911, Universal Building, 1825 
Connecticut Avenue, N.W., Washington,
D.C., before Administrative Law Judge 
Alexander N. Argerakis.

In  order to facilitate the conduct of 
the conference, parties are instructed to 
submit one copy to each party and four 
copies to the Judge of (1) proposed 
statements of issues; (2) proposed stipu­
lations; (3) requests for information;
(4) statements of positions of parties; 
and (5) proposed procedural dates. The 
Bureau of Operating Rights will circulate 
its material on or before September 3, 
1975, and the other parties on or before 
September 9, 1975. The submissions of 
the other parties shall be^ limited to 
points on which they differ with the 
Bureau of Operating Rights, and shall 
follow the numbering and lettering used 
by the Bureau to facilitate cross-refer­
encing.

Dated at Washington, D.C., August 19, 
1975.

[ seal]  R obert L . P ark ,
Chief Administrative Law Judge.

[FR  Doc.75-22446 Filed 8-22-75;8:45 am]

CIVIL SERVICE COMMISSION
DEPARTM ENT OF COMMERCE

Title Change in Noncareer Executive 
Assignment

By notice of September 17, 1973, 
FR Doc. 78-19660 the Civil Service Com­
mission authorized the Department of 
Commerce to fill by noncareer executive 
assignment the position of Special As­
sistant to tiie Secretary for Policy Devel­
opment, Office of Policy Development, 
Office of the Secretary. This is notice 
that the title of this position is now being 
changed to Director, Office of Policy De­
velopment, Office of the Secretary.

U nited  States Civ il  S erv­
ice  Co m m issio n ,

James C. Spr y ,
Executive Assistant 
to the Commissioners.

[FR  Doc.75-22421 Filed 8-22-75;8:45 am]

FEDERAL EMPLOYEES PAY COUNCIL 
Meeting

Pursuant to section 10(a)(2) of the 
Federal Advisory Committee Act, Pub­
lic Law 92-463, notice is hereby given 
that the Federal Employees Pay Council 
w ill meet at 10 a.m. on Wednesday, Sep­
tember 10, 1975. This meeting w ill be 
held in room 5323 of the U.S. Civil Serv­
ice Commission building, 1900 E. Street 
NW., and will consist of continued ̂ dis­
cussions oh future comparability adjust­
ments for'the statutory pay systems of 
the Federal Government.

The Chairman of the U.S. Civil Service 
Commission is responsible for the making 
of determinations under section 10(d)' of 
the Federal Advisory Committee Act as 
to whether or not meetings of the Fed­
eral Employees Pay Council shall be 
open to the public. He has determined 
that this meeting w ill consist of ex-
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changes of opinions and information 
which, if written, would fall within ex­
emptions (2) or (5) of 5 U.S.C. 552(b). 
Therefore, this meeting will not be open 
to the public.

For the Presidents’ Agent.
R ichard H . H a ll , 

Advisory Committee Manage­
ment Officer for the Presi­
dent’s Agent.

[FR Doc.75-22422 Filed 8-22-75;8:45 am]

FEDERAL EMPLOYEES PAY COUNCIL 
Meeting

Pursuant to section 10(a) (2) of the 
Federal Advisory Committee Act, Public 
Law 92-463, notice is hereby given that 
the Federal Employees Pay Council will 
meet at 10 a.m. on Wednesday, Septem­
ber 17,-1975. This meeting will be held in 
room 5323 of the U.S. Civil Service Com­
mission building, 1900 E. Street, N.W., 
and will consist of continued discussions 
on future comparability adjustments for 
the statutory pay systems of the Federal 
Government.

The Chairman of the U.S. Civil Service 
Commission is responsible for the mak­
ing of determinations under section 10(d) 
of the Federal Advisory Committee Act 
as to whether or not meetings of the 
Federal Employees Pay Council shall be 
open to the public. He has determined 
that this meeting will consist of ex­
changes of opinions and information 
which, if written, would fall within ex­
emptions (2) or (5) of 5 U.S.C. 552(b). 
Therefore, this meeting will not be open 
to the public.

For the President’s Agent.
R ichard H. H a ll , 

Advisory Committee Manage­
ment Officer for the Presi­
dent’s Agent.

[FR Doc.75-22423 Filed 8-22-75;8:45 am]

FEDERAL EMPLOYEES PAY COUNCIL 
,  Meeting

Pursuant to section 10(a) (2) of the 
Federal Advisory Committee Act, Public 
Law 92-463, notice is hereby given that 
the Federal Employees Pay Council will 
meet at 10 a.m. on Wednesday, Septem­
ber 24,1975. This meeting will be held in 
room 5323 of the U.S. Civil Service Com­
mission building, 1900 E. Street, N.W., 
and will consist of continued discussions 
on future comparability adjustments for 
the statutory pay systems of the Federal 
Government.

The Chairman of the U.S. Civil Service 
Commission is responsible for the making 
of determinations under section 10(d) of 
the Federal Advisory Committee Act as 
to whether or not meetings of the Fed­
eral Employees Pay Council shall be open 
to the public. He has determined that

this meeting will consist of exchanges of 
opinions and information which, if writ­
ten, would fall within exemptions (2) or
(5) of 5 U.S.C. 552(b). Therefore, this 
meeting will not be open to the public.

For the President’s Agent.
R ichard H. H all , 

Advisory Committee Manage­
ment Officer for the Presi­
dent’s Agent.

[FR Doc.75-22424 Filed 8-22-75;8:45 am]

NATIONAL LABOR RELATIONS BOARD
Grant of Authority To  Make A Noncareer 

Executive Assignment
Under authority of § 9.20 of Civil Serv­

ice Rule IX  (5 CFR 9.20), the Civil Serv­
ice Commission authorizes the National 
Labor Relations Board to fill by nonca­
reer executive assignment in the ex­
cepted service the position of Executive 
Assistant to the Chairman, Office of the 
Chairman.

U nited  States C iv il  Serv­
ice  Co m m ission ,

[ seal] James C. Sp r y ,
Executive Assistant 
to the Commissioners. 

[FR Doc.75-22420 Filed 8-22-75;8:45 am]

COM M ITTEE FOR THE IMPLEMEN­
TATION OF TEXTILE AGREEMENTS

CO TTO N  TEXTILES PRODUCTS PRO­
DUCED OR M ANUFACTURED IN MEXICO
Entry or Withdrawal From Warehouse for 

Consumption
A ugust 21,1975.

On August 21, 1975, there was pub­
lished in tiie F ederal R egister (40 FR 

.36616) a letter dated August 18, 1975 
from the Chairman, President’s Cabinet 
Textile Advisory Committee, to the Com­
missioner of Customs announcing that 
the Governments of the United States 
and Mexico had agreed on a revised visa 
format to authorize entry or withdrawal 
from warehouse for consumption in the 
United States of cotton textiles and cot­
ton textile products in Categories 1 
through 64, produced or manufactured 
in Mexico. The effective date for the im­
plementation o f this directive is Septem­
ber 8, 1975. The Government of Mexico 
is already issuing this new visa. Through 
September 3, 1975 any U.S. importers 
whose goods may be denied entry for lack 
of a valid visa should make a written re­
quest for a visa waiver to the Office of 
Textiles, Room 2815, U.S. Department of 
Commerce, 14th and Constitution Ave­
nue, N.W., Washington, U<C. 20230. Re­
quests should indicate the'port at which 
the goods are to be entered, the textile 
categories involved, the quantities for 
each category in proper units, and the 
broker and his telephone number. Each

request must contain a copy of the Spe­
cial Customs Invoice as well as the visa 
issued by the Mexican Government.

A lan  P o lan s k y ,
Chairman, Committee for the 

Implementation of Textile 
Agreements, and Deputy As­
sistant Secretary for Re­
sources and Trade Assistance 
U.S. Department of Com­
merce.

[FR Doc.75-22497 Filed 8-22-75;8:45 am]

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION

[Docket No. 19660, RM-690]
INTERNATIONAL RECORD CARRIERS 

Order Extending Time
In the matter of International Record 

Carriers’ Scope of Operations in the 
Continental United States (40 FR 33717) 
Including Possible Revisions to the For­
mula Prescribed under section 222 of the 
Communications Act.

1. By Order in the above-captioned 
matter released July 14, 1975, we speci­
fied August 14, 1975 as the date for the 
filing of replies to the supplemental com­
ments in our inquiry into the formula 
for distribution of outbound unrouted 
international message telegraph traffic 
(formula), 43 F.C.C. 2d 1174 (1973).

2. We have received from RCA Global 
Communications, Inc., (RCA) a request 
for extension from August 14,1975, until 
August 28, 1975 of the time in which to 
file reply comments. RCA states that the 
extension is needed to permit analysis 
of the proposal made by Western Union 
International, Inc., (WUI) in its supple­
mental comments. RCA states that the 
complexity of the WUI proposal and the 
need for. determining its effect on the 
present distribution under the formula 
makes the additional time necessary. 
RCA further states that the other parties 
have raised no objection to the requested 
extension.

3. We believe that RCA has shown 
good cause for grant of its request. Since 
this is the last round of comments in 
this proceeding, it appears that the ex­
tension will not unduly delay resolution 
of the matter. Therefore, we will grant 
an extension of two weeks.

4. Accordingly, it is ordered, pursuant 
to § 0.303(c) of the Commission’s rules 
and regulations, that the time for filing 
reply comments in the above-captioned 
proceeding is extended until August 28, 
1975.

Adopted: August 14, 1975.
Released: August 19, 1975.
[seal] Joseph  A . M arino ,

Acting Chief,
. Common Carrier Bureau.

[FR Doc.75-22436 Filed 8-27-75:8:45 am]
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RADIO TECHNICAL COMMISSION FOR 
AERONAUTICS

Meeting
Pursuant to Public Law 92-463, notice 

is hereby given of a meeting of the Radio 
Technical Commission for Aeronautics 
Special Committee 125—MLS Imple­
mentation. It is to be held on Septem­
ber 17-18, 1975, in Conference Room 
3201, PAA Transpoint Building, 2100 
Second Street, S.W., Washington, D.C., 
commencing at 9:30 a.m.

The Agenda is as follows:
1. Welcome by Chairman.
2. Summary and Approval of July 9- 

10, 1975, meeting by Secretary.
3. Introduction of new members and 

guests.
4. Introduction of FAA MLS Program 

Manager.
5. Report on Executive Management 

meeting.
6. Reports of special ad hoc Groups:
a. Benefits.
b. Military and Planning Costs.
c. Civil Costs.
d. Airborne Systems Operational 

Capabilities.
e. Implementation Strategies.
f . Pert Chart.
7. Interim Report.
8. PAA Implementation Status Report.
9. Update discussion of Strawman.
10. Special Assignments.
11. Announcements,
12. Other Business.
13. Date and place of next meeting.
Meetings of Special Committee 125 are

open to the public, subject to limitations 
of space available, and any member of 
the public may present oral statements 
at the meeting, subject to time available, 
or may submit written statements to the 
RTCA Secretariat. Persons planning to 
attend or who desire additional informa­
tion concerning this meeting are re­
quested to contact the RTCA Secreta­
riat, Suite 655, 1717 H Street, N.W., 
Washington, D.C. 20006, or telephone 
Area Code (202) 296-0484.

F e d e r a l  C o m m u n i c a t i o n s  
C o m m i s s i o n ,

[ s e a l ]  V i n c e n t  J . M u l l i n s ,
Secretary.

[FR Doc.75-22431 Filed 8-22-75:8:45 am]

RADIO TECHNICAL COMMISSION FOR 
AERONAUTICS

Meeting
Pursuant to Public Law 92-463, notice 

is hereby given of a meeting of the Radio 
Technical Commission for Aeronautics 
Special Committee 130—Reliability Spec­
ifications for Airborne Electronics Sys­
tems. The meeting is to be held on Sep­
tember 23-24, 1975, in RTCA Conference 
Room 261, 1717 H Street, N.W., Wash­
ington, D.C. The meeting will commence 
at 9:30 A.M.

The Agenda is as follows:
1. Report from ad hoc Group on estab­

lishment of SC-130 position.
2. Report from attendees at Air 

Worthiness Review.

3. Prank Rock, PAA, will give a report 
from Aircraft Systems Working Group 
on the proposed System Design Analysis 
Advisory Circular.

4. Assess the significance of specifying 
MTBR and MTBF for safety of flight 
electrical and electronic equipment.

5. M. Huck, AOPA, will present a report 
on the relationship of reliability to serv­
ice life.

6. L. Edwards will brief the Committee 
of the status of related United Kingdom 
requirements and specifications.

Meetings of Special Committee 130 are 
open to the public, subject to limitations 
of space available, and any member of 
the public may present oral statements 
at thé meeting, subject to time available, 
or may submit written statements to the 
RTCA Secretariat. Persons planning to 
attend or who desire additional informa­
tion concerning this meeting are re­
quested to contact the RTCA Secretariat, 
Suite 655, 1717 H Street, N.W., Wash­
ington, D.C. 20006, or telephone Area 
Code (202) 296-0484.

F ederal Co m m unicatio ns  
Co m m ission ,

[ seal] V in c en t  J. M u l l in s ,
1 Secretary. 

[FR Doc.75-22432 Filed 8-22-75;8:45 am]

RADIO TECHNICAL COMMISSION FOR 
AERONAUTICS

Notice of Meeting
Pursuant to Public Law 92-463, notice 

is hereby given of a meeting of the Radio 
Technical Commission for Aeronautics 
Special Committee 127—Emergency
Locator Transmitters. The meeting is to 
be held on September 24-25, 1975, in 
Conference Room 6200, Nassif Building, 
400 Seventh Street, S.W., Washington, 
D.C. The meeting will commence at 9 a.m.

The Agenda is as follows:
1. Opening Comments by Chairman.
2. Administrative Announcements.
3. Review and approval of Minutes of 

the meeting of August 6, 1975.
4. Review of Strawman Draft of Mini­

mum Performance Standards.
5. New Business.
6. Date and place of next meeting.
Meetings of Special Committee 127 are

open to the public, subject to limitations 
of space available, and any member of 
the public may present oral statements 
at the meeting, subject to time available 
or may submit written statements to the 
RTCA Secretariat. Persons planning to 
attend or who desire additional informa­
tion concerning this meeting are re­
quested to-contact the RTCA Secretariat, 
Suite 655,1717 H Street, N.W., Washing­
ton, D.C. 20006, or telephone Area code 
(202) 296-0484.

F ederal Co m m unications  
C o m m ission ,

[ seal]  V in c en t  J. M u l l in s ,
Secretary.

[FR Doc.75-22433 Filed 8-22-75:8:45 am]

FEDERAL MARITIME COMMISSION
CERTIFICATES OF FINANCIAL 

RESPONSIBILITY (O IL POLLUTION)
Certificates Issued

Notice is hereby given that the follow­
ing vessel owners and/or operators have 
established evidence of financial respon­
sibility, with respect to the vessels indi­
cated, as required by Section 311 (p) (1) 
of the Federal Water Pollution Control 
Act, and have been issued Federal Mari­
time Commission Certificates of Finan­
cial Responsibility (Oil Pollution) pursu­
ant to Part 542 of Title 46 CFR.
Certificate

No. Owner/operator and vessels
01069-__ Oglebay Norton Co.: William A. 

Reiss.
01152—  Neptune Maritime Co. of Mon­

rovia: Melete.
01252—  Aktieselskapet Havtor: Havbor, 

Havbjom.
01324—  Rederiet Lindinger A/S: Lindinget 

Satellite, Lindinger Surveyor.
01360_Midland Enterprises, Inc.: CH

2Ö84X, CH 1882X, CH 2784, CH 
2783, CH 2082X, CH 1881X, CH 
2083X.

01466—

01707—
01832—
01854—

02037—

02238—

02296—

02367—

02429—
02418—
02551--..

02579—

02836—

02877—

03077—
03438—

03441—
03482—

03484—
03506—

03516—
03614—

03694—

03879—

03918—

04080—

04215—

04240^ .

Common Brothers (Management) 
Ltd.: Iranian Rrogress.

O. Ditley Simonsen Jr.: Vinstra.
Aruba Tankers Corp.: World Duke.
Southern Towing Co.: NBC-801, 

STC—2005.
Shosen Mitsui Kyakusen K.K.: 

Seven Seas.
John T. Essberger: Heinrich Es­

sberger, Wilhelmine Essberger.
Naviera Fierro S.A.: Play a de 

Riazor.
Canadian Pacific (Bermuda) Ltd.: 

Fort Nelson.
G & C Towing Inc.: Duncanbruce.
Sidermar S.P.A.: Hydrus.
Ellerman Lines Ltd.: City of 

Corinth.
Gadot Yam Ltd.: Chemical Chal­

lenger.
The Scindia Steam Navigation Co., 

Ltd.: Jalavijaya.
Nippon Yusen Kabushikl Kaisha: 

Chikuho Maru.
Bulk Food Carriers, Inc.: Henry O.
Inui Kisen Kabushikl Kaisha: 

Kishu Maru.
Japan Line K.K.: World Azalea.
Ryutsu Kaiun K.K.: Ryujin Maru, 

Ryufuku Maru.
Sanko Kisen K.K.: Alps Maru.
Taiheiyo Kaiun K.K.: Heiwa 

Maru.
Toko Kaiun K.K.: Toho Maru.
A/S Kristian Jebsen Rederi: 

Braveries, Ramnes, Refsnes, 
Rossnes.

Port Allen Marine Service Inc.: 
PA 876.

Zapata Haynie Corp.: Smith Is­
land, Tangier Island.

Mobil Shipping & Transportation 
Co.: Mobil Falcon.

Port Arthur Towihg Co.: Patco 
100, Triton.

State Shipping Corp. (Black Star 
Line) j Offin River.

Petroleo Brasileiro S.A.: Petrobras 
It .

04504___ Sumiyoshi Gyogyo K.K.: Sumi-
yoshi Maru No. 55.

04553___ Hokoku Suisan Kabushikl Kai­
sha: Eiho Maru, Rikuzen Maru.
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Certificate
No. Owner/operator and vessels

04601__ American Tunaboat Association:
Elizabeth C. J.

04676__  Naviera de Canarias, S.A.: Jose
Maria Ramon, Pedro Ramirez.

04844__  Sloman Neptun Schiffahrts Ak-
tiengesellschaft: Deltagas.

04875__  Letasa S.A.: Mercedes Maria.
04891—- Ab A.K. Fernstroms Granitindus- 

trier: Emma Fernstrom.
05098__  Esso Tankers Inc.: Esso Coral

Gables.
05122__  Sanyu Kisen K.K.: Bougainville

Mo.ru_  Nichiyu Maru, Sanno 
Maru, Sansei Maru.

05204__  Steuart Transportation Co.: STC-
412.

05273—_ Cia Maritima Gulf, S.A.: Arteaga:
05425.— Georgia Transporters, Inc.: GT

in.
05471___ Belcher Oil Co.: Belcher No. 28.
05528. — Nakamura Kisen K.K.: Meiho 

Maru.
05549__  Polska Zegluga Morska: Ziemia

Opolska, General Swierczewski.
06575—_ Chiba-Ken: Chishio Maru.
05578—  Baltic Shipping Co.: Petrodvorets.
05704___ Murmansk Shipping Co.: Nina

Kukoverova.
05736__  Plota Cubana de Pesca: Rio

Jobabo.
05743___ Reederei Barthold Richters: llri.
05847___ Lundeberg Maryland Seamanship

School, Inc.: Defiant.
05892__  Luedtke Engineering Co.: Der-

rickboat No. 10. Derrickboat No. 
12, Derrickboat No. 16.

05974__  Slobodna Plovidba: Skradin.
06038__  Suomen Hoyrÿlaiva Osakeyhtio

Finska Angfartygs Aktiebolaget: 
Hebe.

06359.__  Malaysian International Shipping
Corp. Berhad: Bunga Kesumba.

06903__  Sim Shipbuilding & Dry Dock Co.:
Great Land.

06995__  Novorossiisk Shipping Co.:
Groznyy.

07075__  Federal Off Shore Services Ltd.:
Federal 7.

07366—  Compagnie Maritime des Char­
geurs Reunis: Atlantica Iberia.

08071—  Anglo Nordic Bulkships (Manage­
ment) Ltd.: Nordic Rider, Nor­
dic Runner.

08400—  Pacific Sunrise Navigation Pana­
ma Corp. S.A.: Pacific Sunrise.

08414—  I.F.R. Services Ltd.: Newcastle_ 
Clipper.

08457—  Louisiana Towboat Co. Inc.: Mr. 
Aldo.

08777—  Jebsens (TJ.K.) Ltd.: Risnes.
08833—_ General Metals o f Tacoma Inc.:- 

Oneida.
08948—  Veb Deutfracht/Seereederei : He­

inrich Heine.
09004—  Berman Enterprises Inc.: Lind­

sey Frank,
09049—_ Vltamar S.A. Panama: Vitamar.
09088—_ Dong Won Fisheries Co. Ltd.: 

Dong Won No. 601.
<39149=— Rheederi M. Jebsen A.S.: Carl 

Offersen.
09206.— Société Navale Chargeurs Delmas- 

Vleljeux: La Pallice.
09225—,  Trade Wind Marine Corp. of Pan­

ama: Trade Wind.
09252—  Ocean Victory Ltd. : Pearl River.
09391---- The New Smith Meal Co., Inc.:

^  Palm Beach.
09610—  Seaward Carriers Corp. Ltd. : Aries 

Carrier. .
09766—  Shing On Shipping Co., S.A.: Sun 

Orion.
09785—  San Diego Transportation Co.: 417.
09870—  Corco Transportation Co., Inc.: 

Guayanilla.

Certificate
No. Owner/operator and vessels

09886-.- John Helmsing Schiffahrtsgesell- 
schaft M.B.H.: Mariann, The­
resa.

09891 — - Reidar Rods Rederi A/S: Colum­
bia.

09895—- Sunda Strait Shipping Inc.: Cy- 
thera.

10032__  Dow Badische Co.: TCB-314.
10041___ Toa Shipping Agencies, Ltd.: En­

terprise.
10095___ Escohal Naviera Co., S.A.: Shunoh.
10125__  Kaigai Gyogyo Kabushiki Kaisha:

KaiSei Maru No. 1, Seishu Maru 
No. 3.

10211__  Litton Systems, Inc.: Launch Pon­
toon.

10237__ Quasars Navigation Corp.: Ken­
tucky Home.

10253-_Tenn-Tom Towing, Inc.: BB 796,
BB 797.

10266__  Radmar Tankers Ltd.: Astral.
10269___ Golden Horizon Steamship Inc.:

Golden Horizon.
10270-_- State Economic Enterprise Okean-

ski Ribolov: Feniks, Albatros, 
Burevestnik, Chaika, Pelikan, 
Lebed, Fregata, Baklan, Alka-, 
Glarus, Pinguin, Olusha, Fla­
mingo, Bekasf-Melanita, Kondor, 
Limoza, Zikonia, Lorna, Ralida, 
Afala, Alfeus, Aurelia, Aktinia, 
Ofelia, Slanchev Braig, Zlatni 
Piasatzi, Lazuren Briag, Albena, 
Kiten, Khan Omurtag, Pleven, 
Argonaut.

10291___ Demco Shipping S.A.: Constantia.
10299__  Productos Alimentlcios del Mar

S.A.: Quo Vadis.
10311 — !' British Columbia Steamship Co.

(1975) Ltd.: Princess Margue­
rite.

10318._Tolmiros Shipping Corp: Tolmiros.,
10330___ United Car Transport Corp. S.A.:

Pacific Wing.
10333—_ United River Lines, Inc.: 10, 21, 22, 

24, 50, 51, Orange.
10336 _ Lumin Compania Naviera S.A.:

Lucona.
10337 _ Captain Steven Scott, Inc.: Cap­

tain Steven Scott.
10345__  International Maxine Operations,

Inc.: Neptun.
10346._Marine Service of Liberia Inc.:

Global Gas.
10347__ Dravo Lime Co.: Shirley B.
10350 _ Craig Leasing Service, Inc.:

Norman S. Craig.
10351 _Sun Line Ltd.: Carib Star.
10352—  Anglomar Supertankers Ltd.:

Windsor Lion.
10354—  Flipper Shipping Co. Ltd.: Hippo

Carrier, Hippo, Lady, Hippo 
Sailor.

10355—  Agnes Shipping Corp.: Carolyn
Jane.

10356—  Boom Transport Corp.: Rita
Maersk.

10857—_ Coral Co. Inc.: Skopelos.
10358—  Petrola Hellas S.A.: Ennea, Epta.
10359___ Liberian Cupid Transport, Inc.:

World Courage. .
10361__  Moonbeam Shipping Co., S.A.

Panama: Methodic.
10362—  Boyang Ltd.: Pine March.
10363 _ Gardenia Shipping, Inc.: Gardenia.
10364 _Nor mar Tanker Corp.: Jupiter.
10365—  Parley Augustsson A/S: Balder

King.
10366— _ Charles M. Talen, Inc.: T13.
10367—  Camlnos y Puentes Federales de

Ingresos y Servicios Conexos: 
Guaycura.

10368— - Kohosuisan Kabushiki Kaisha:
Koho Maru No. 18.

10870.—  Liberian Wisteria Transports, Inc.: 
World Ambassador,

Certificate
No. Owner/operator and vessels

10369__  Monarch Cruise Lines Inc.: Mon­
arch Bun.

10371- — Trident Fishing Co. No. 4: Eliza­
beth Anne.

10372- -- Monedamarin sa Panama: Ma-
carena.

10374—- Skyron Maritime Corp. of Liberia: 
Skyron II.

10375__  Intersan Marine sa: Dimitrios B.
10376--- RKS Bulk Tramp: Heavy Scan, 

Super Scan, Viggo Scan.
10377__  Lief Hansen: Bodil Scan, Flem­

ming Scan.
10378—  RKS Unit Tramp: Atlas Scan,

Hercules Scan, Unit Scan.
10379—  RKS Blaes Tramp: Titan Scan.
10380—  Alander Frachtschiff KG: Lalli.
10381—  Oceanic Tankers Corp.: Oceanic

Kristin.
10382—  N.V. Scheepvaartmij de Twee

Zwanen: Grube Carolina.
10383— — Transco Maritime Inc.: Viscount. 
10385—  Belleville Marine Co. S.A.: Mat-

sunaga Maru.
1,0386,_ Frendo Alesund A/S: Frendo

Partnership.
10387—  Noah Shipping Co., Ltd.: Noah 1,

Noah 2, Noah 3, Noah 4, Noah 5.
10388—  World Ocean Co. Ltd.: Pacific Taio.
10389__  Scan Heavy Shipping Co., N.V.

(N .A .): Thor Scan.
10390—  Seismaris Maritime Corp.: Euro­

master.
10391__  Norman Wooten, Inc.: Barge No.

!7.
10392—  Compania Armadora de Sudamer-

ica S.A.: Prometheus.
10393- -- Partenreederai MS Brunskamp:

Brunskamp.
10394__  Toplou Maritime Ltd.: Cretan

Baby.
10394___ Dae Yang Oil Tanker Co. Ltd.:

Woo Yang No. 107.
10396--- Stila Compania Naviera S.A.: 

Omiris.
10397__  Doulia Maritime Co., S.A.: Marilis.
10401___ Abu Dhabi National Oil Co.: Al

Dhafrah.
10403=_Penny Tankers, Inc.: Penny Con­

way.
10405___ J. A. Reinecke K.G.: Fuldatal.
10410 _ Nissho Shipping Corp. S.A.: Sea-

master I I .
10411 _ Garden Venus Shipping Ltd.:

Garden Venus.
10412 _ Channel Bend Corp.: Texan.
10414___ Stranic Compania Naviera S. A.

Panama: Medjoy.
10416_*■ Meridian Forestry Products Car­

rier Ltd.: Meridian.
10420—  Partrederiet for TT  Malmros 

Mariner: Malmros Mariner. 
10422—  Garza Naviera S.A.: Garsa Ocean.

By the Commission.

Joseph C. P o lk in g , 
Assistant Secretary. 

[FR Doc.75-22472 Filed 8-22-75:8:45 am]

JAPAN LINE LTD. E T  AL.
Notice of Agreement Filed

Notice is hereby given that the follow­
ing agreement, accompanied by a state­
ment of justification, has been filed with 
the Commission for approval pursuant to 
Section 15 of the Shipping Act, 1916, as 
amended (39 Stat. 733, 75 Stat. 763, 46 
U.S.C. 814).

Interested parties may inspect and 
obtain a copy of the agreement and the 
statement of justification at the Wash­
ington office of the Federal Maritime
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Commission, 1100 L Street, N.W. Room 
10126; or may inspect the agreement and 
the statement of justification at the Field 
Offices located at New York, N.Y., New 
Orleans, Louisiana, San Francisco, Cali­
fornia and Old San Juan, Puerto Rico. 
Comments on such agreements, includ­
ing requests for hearing, may be sub­
mitted' to the Secretary, Federal Mari­
time Commission, Washington, D.C. 
20573, within 10 days after publication 
of this notice in the Federal Register. 
Any person desiring a hearing on the 
proposed agreement shall provide a clear 
and concise statement of the matters 
upon which they desire to adduce evi­
dence. An allegation of discrimination 
or unfairness shall be accompanied by 
a statement describing the discrimina­
tion or unfairness with particularity. I f  
a violation of the Act or detriment to 
the commerce of the United States is 
alleged, the statement shall set forth 
with particularity the acts and circum- , 
stances said to constitute such violation 
or detriment to commerce.

A copy of any such statement should 
also be forwarded to the party filing the 
agreement (as indicated hereinafter) 
and the statement should indicate that 
this has been done.
JAPAN LINE, LTD.; KAWASAKI KISEN 

KAISHA LINE, LTD.; MITSUI O.S.K. 
LINES, LTD.; YAMASHITA-SHINNIHON 
STEAMSHIP CO., LTD.; JAPAN LINE 
(USA) LTD.; LILLY SHIPPING AGEN­
CIES; KERR STEAMSHIP CO., INC.; W IL­
LIAMS, DIMOND & CO. WILLIAMS -DI- 
MOND-ROUNTREE AGENCIES, INC.

Notice of Agreement Filed by;
R. Frederic Fisher, Esq., Lillick McHose & 

Charles, Two Embarcadero Center, San 
Francisco, California 94111.

Approved Agreement 9721, as amended, 
permitted Japan Line, Ltd.; Kawasaki 
Kisen Kaisha Line, Ltd.; Mitsui O.S.K. 
Lines, Ltd.; Yamashita-Shinnihon 
Steamship Co., Ltd.; Japan Line (USA) 
Ltd.; Lilly Shipping Agencies; Kerr 
Steamship Co., Inc.; Williams, Dimond 
& Co. Williams-Dimond-Rountree Agen­
cies, Inc. to establish and operate the 
Oakland Container Terminal Co., Inc., 
and the Los Angeles Container Terminal 
Co., Inc. One of the provisions of ap­
proved Agreement 9721 * details the 
method by which shares in the container 
terminal companies owned by any of the 
parties may be transferred to others. The 
method prescribed is that the shares will 
be transferred to the container terminal 
company involved for reissue. Agreement 
9721-3, here, would permit a departure 
from that procedure by permitting 
Kawasaki Kisen Kaisha, Ltd., and Kerr 
Steamship Co., Inc. to transfer their in­
terest in the Los Angeles Container Ter­
minal Company directly to Japan Line, 
Ltd., Mitsui O.S.K. Lines, Ltd., and the 
Yamashita-Shinnihon Steamship Co., 
Ltd.

By Order of the Federal Maritime 
Commission.

Joseph G. P o lkin g , 
Assistant Secretary.

Dated: August 20,1975.
[FR Doc.75-22471 Filed 8-22-75; 8:45 am]

FEDERAL POWER COMMISSION
[Docket Nos. RP74-42, etc.]

ALABAMA-TENNESSEE NATURAL GAS 
CO., ET AL.

Order Requiring Report
A ugust 8, 1975.

On June 11, 1975, we issued an order 
in Docket Nos. RP74—42, et al., estab­
lishing procedures for determining the 
impact of projected curtailment of nat­
ural gas deliveries on the systems of the 
subject pipeline companies during the 
1975-1976 winter heating season and for 
developing any plans to ameliorate the 
adverse effects of such curtailments. As 
a necessary corrollary, we should also re­
view the supply situation on each pipe­
line to ascertain whether curtailment can 
be ameliorated through increased pro­
ducer deliveries from certificated sources. 
We will therefore require each pipeline 
company listed in Appendix A hereof to 
file, undef oath, responses to the ques- 
tionnairé attached hereto.1 The responses 
will be reviewed by our staff to determine 
what, if any, further action should be 
taken in this matter to ameliorate the 
impact of the impending winter curtail­
ment.

Certain obligations attaches to both 
producers and pipelines when the Com­
mission issues a certificate for the de­
livery and receipt of natural gas. Once 
the producer files for a certificate, and 
having received either a temporary or 
permanent certificate, commences de­
livery thereunder, this Commission’s 
jurisdiction attaches to that sale until 
such time as abandonment authorization 
is granted by the Commission. Upon com­
mencement of deliveries, the Commission 
has authority to investigate negligence of 
a producer in rendering full service under 
the certificated contract, or to investi­
gate a deliberate attempt to slow produc­
tion in order Ip obtain a more favorable 
price. Additionally, the staff should ex­
amine in depth * whether the pipelines 
are diligently pursuing their contractual 
remedies against producers to compel 
maximum deliveries. However, the en­
forcement authority of the Commission 
to compel delivery of the certificated 
volumes is subject to the sales contract 
conditions unless the Commission has ex­
pressly conditioned its certification so as 
to modify certain of the contractual con­
ditions. However, the condition precedent 
to such authority is that some service 
must have commenced under a certifi­
cate. Nevertheless, the Supreme Court 
has held that “ the Commission [has] 
control over the conditions under which 
gas may be initially dedicated to inter­
state use.” And, “ . . . once so dedicated 
there can be no withdrawal of that supply 
from continued interstate movement 
without Commission approval.” Atlantic 
Refining Co. v. Public Service Commis­
sion, 360 U.S. 378, 387-389 (1960). The 
former statement is a recognition of the

Commission’s authority to condition the 
grant of a certificate, and the latter is a 
recognition of the Commission’s view 
that all of the contract terms as initially 
set forth in the certificate application 
are encompassed within the certificated 
obligations accepted by the producer once 
delivery commences thereunder. The lat­
ter view was recently restated by the 
Commission in its Opinion No. 733, 
Mitchell Energy Corporation, Docket No. 
CI75-296, June 11, 1975, and in its Opin­
ion No. 737, El Paso Natural Gas Com­
pany, et at., Docket No. CP75-209, et al., 
July 11, 1975, 'wherein it held that the 
service undertaken by a producer at the 
time of certification “ is like an ancient 
covenant running with the land” which 
even binds a certificated assignee to all 
of the contractual and certificated obli­
gations of the assignor.a

The Commission finds:
Good cause exists to require the sub­

ject pipelines to file the special report as 
hereinafter ordered.

The Commission orders:
(A ) Pursuant to the provisions of the 

Natural Gas Act, particularly Section 10 
thereof, the pipeline companies listed in 
Appendix A hereof, shall file, under oath, 
responses to the questionnaire set forth 
in Appendix B hereto.

(B) The responses required to be filed 
pursuant to Paragraph (A ) above shall 
be filed with the Secretary' (an original 
and 4 copies) on or before August 28, 
1975.

(C) The Secretary shall place one copy 
. of the response in the official Commission
files associated with the specific pipe­
line proceeding and an additional copy 
in the Commission’s Office of Public In­
formation for use by any interested 
person.

By the Commission.
[ seal] K enneth  F. P lu m b ,

Secretary.
Appendix A

Respondent Docket Nos.
Arkansas-Louisiana Gas Co_ RP71-122.
Cities Service Gas Co______  RP75-62.
Columbia Gas Transmission

Corp_______ ______________  RP72-89.
El Paso Natural Gas Co____ RP72-6.
Panhandle Eastern Pipeline

Co ___________ ____________ RP71-119.
Texas Eastern Transmission

Corp __________ _________  RP71—130 and
RP72-58.

Transwestern Pipeline Co___ RP73—101.
Trunkline Gas Co__ “_______  RP71-100.
United Gas Pipeline Co____ RP71-29 and

RP71-120.

1 Since Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line Cor­
poration will be required to respond to simi­
lar data requests under separate orders, It 
will not be required to respond to the instant 
questionnaire..

2 Judicial review, of Opinion No. 733 is 
presently before the U.S. Court of Appeals 
for the Fifth Circuit as Mitchell Energy 
Corporation v. FJP.C., No. 75-1118; and 
Opinion No. 737 is before the same Court as 
Southland Royalty Co., et al., v. FJP.C., No. 
75-2851. Exxon Corporation filed on July 14, 
1975, for injunction against the Commission 
and the Commisisoners in the U.S. District 
Court for D.C. on Opinion No. 737 in Civil 
Action No. 75-1118, but withdrew its suit 
after a hearing before the Court. Circuit 
Judge Coleman of the Fifth Circuit issued 
an interim stay order against Opinion No. 
737 on July 14, .1975, but vacated the stay 
that day and substituted in lieu thereof, a 
consent protective order.

FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 40, NO. 165— MONDAY, AUGUST 25, 1975



Respondent
Alabama-Tennessee Natural

Gas Co------ --------------- —
East Tennessee Naturai Gas

C o-------------   —
Eastern Shore Naturai Gas 

Co .. ........—--------------—

Lawrenceburg Gas Transmis­
sion Corp-------------*-------

Docket Nos.

RP74-42.

RP75-28. 
RP71-121 and

RP72-21. '

RP75—110.

Appendix B
A. With the exception of emergency and 

limited-term, pregranted abandonment pur­
chases, Average Daily Purchases by month 
for each field from which you have received 
an average of 5 MMcf gas per day (14.73 
psia) or more during any... month from 
January 1970, to date. Identify the field by 
name and location (County, Parish, or off­
shore block designation) as well as each 
producer and rate schedule under which the 
purchases were ^made. I f  such information 
has been tabulated graphically, copies of 
.such graphs shall also be furnished, properly 
identified as to field, location and producer 
rate schedules involved.

B. For each producer from whom you have 
purchased 5,000 MMcf per year or more dur­
ing any year since January 1970, list by field 
and total for each rate schedule;

1. Date of Contract(s) ,
2. (a) Original and remaining recoverable 

reserves dedicated to you as of December 31, 
1971, 1972, 1973, and 1974.

(b) Original and renegotiated recoverable 
reserves for same period and the basis for 
the renegotiated recoverable reserves.

3. Average daily volumes purchased dur­
ing the years of 1972, 1973, and 1974.

4. Projected average daily volumes pur­
chased based on the Form 16 or similar 
report filed for the years 1972, 1973, 1974 and 
1975. ‘ s

5. Daily Contract Quantity, Minimum 
Daily Contract Quantity, Maximum Daily 
Contract Quantity effective during 1972, 
1973, 1974 and 1975. I f  any of the above have 
been revised during those years, give the 
figures before and after such revision and 
the period of time each was effective and the 
method used to calculate such obligations.

C. General
1. Describe your company organization as 

to the management of available gas supplies 
to meet near term requirements.

2. At what intervals and in what manner 
are comprehensive gas availability reports 
prepared and presented to your gas manage­
ment officials.

3. How are future deliverabilities from 
producer contracts estimated. Is your princi­
pal method of estimating gas availability 
based on trending actual purchases; well 
deliverability studies; or some other method. 
Specify.

4. How often and in what manner are you 
in contact with producer sellers to gain in­
formation on well abandonments, well work­
overs, new wells or other situations that 
would change the available gas from a given 
source of supply.

5. In developing fields, do you seek or are 
you provided periodic reports from the pro­
ducer as to the development progress. Does 
the producer inform you as to the availabil­
ity and delivery dates of producing platforms, 
drilling equipment, tubular goods or other 
producing equipment.

6. In what manner do you determine and 
how are the gas management officials in­
formed that excess well capability, above 
what is actually being produced, is available 
from a given source of producer supply.

7. How and in what manner are you in­
formed that imbalances exist, either over­
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ages or underages, from common supply 
sources, either well unit, unitized sources, 
gas processing outlets or any point of undi­
vided connection with other purchasers.

8. Are any attempts made to reconcile well 
production reports to oil and gas regulatory 
agencies with actual paid purchase volumes 
from the same properties.

9. How are minimum take requirements, 
prepayment obligations and make-up vol­
umes subsequent to producer gas purchase 
contracts determined, accounted for and re­
ported to gas management officials.

10. In  cases o f purchases from other pipe­
lines, in what manner, at what intervals, and 
for what time duration are available gas 
supplies from service ageements projected.

11. In what manner and at what intervals 
are results of exploratory or development ac­
tivities, subsequent to advance payment 
agreements, reported by the producer to 
your company.

12. From what sources is capital acquired 
to make advance payments to producers and 
the percentage for each source.

13. To what extent does your company en­
courage or work with producers in obtaining 
special price relief to prevent premature 
abandonment of production or restore lost 
productive capacity, cite examples.

14. How often and in what manner are gas 
dispatchers notified of take limitations, pur­
chase obligations or availability of swing from 
various supply sources.

15. What latitude does the gas dispatcher 
have in scheduling the takes of gas from a 
source of supply. How is the plan under which 
he operates determined. I f  a documentary 
source please supply example.

16. How often-and in what manner are 
gas storage field inventories, company owned 
or contracted, reported'to gas management 
officials.

17. How often and in what manner are stor­
age capacity volumes, system-wide storage, 
contracted storage, or unallocated storage 
capacity reported tongas management offi­
cials.

18. Is there currently an inadequacy of 
pipeline'facilities, compression, metering fa­
cilities, storage or other physical factors pre­

senting the receipt of any gas that was 
available from any supply source. I f  so, please 
state the circumstances.

19. At any time during the -past year, has 
any customer(s) refusal to take full entitle­
ments during a portion o f a curtailment 
period resulted in a temporary over supply of 
gas.. I f  so, what actions does your company 
consider and undertake to eliminate the over­
supply.

20. Do you monitor the possibility of a 
source of supply being shut-in by a regu­
latory agency because of over-produced allow­
ables. I f  so, do you attempt to schedule the 
withdrawals from this some© to confine the 
problem to off-peak seasons.

[FR Doc.75-22340 Filed 8-22-75;8:45 am]

[Docket No. RP74-61; PGA 75-3]

ARKANSAS LOUISIANA GAS CO.
Extension of Procedural Dates

A ugust 13, 1975.
On August 12,1975, Staff Counsel filed 

a motion to extend the procedural dates 
fixed by order issued April 28,1975, In the 
above-designated matter. The motion 
states that the parties have been noti­
fied and have no objection.

Upon consideration, notice is hereby 
given that the procedural dates in the 
above matter are modified as follows:

Service of Staff Testimony, September
23.1975.

Service of Intervenor Testimony, Octo­
ber 14,1975.

Service of Company Rebuttal, November
4.1975.

Hearing, November 25, 1975 (10:00 a m. 
EST).

K enneth  F. P lu m b ,
Secretary.

[FR Doc.75-22306 Filed 8-22-75;8:45 am]

[Docket No. E-9092] 

ARKANSAS-MISSOURI POWER CO. 
Further Extension of Procedural Dates 

A ugust 13,1975.
On August 11, 1975, Staff Counsel filed 

a motion to extend the procedural dates 
fixed by order issued November 29, 1974, 
as most recently modified by notice is­
sued July 17, 1975, in the above-desig­
nated matter. The motion states that the 
parties have been notified and have no 
objection.

Upon consideration, notice is hereby 
given that the procedural dates in the 
above matter are modified as follows :
Service of Staff Testimony, September 3, 

1975.
Service of Intervenor Testimony, Sep­

tember 16,1975.
Service of Company Rebuttal, Septem­

ber 23,1975.
Hearing (unchanged), September 30, 

1975 (10:00 a.m. EDT).
K enneth  F. P lum b ,

Secretary.
[ FR Doc.75-22307 Filed 8-22-75; 8:45 am ]

[Docket Nos. E-8445, E-8949]

CAMBRIDGE ELECTRIC CO.
Certification of Settlement Agreement 

A ugust 11,1975.
Take notice that on July 24, 1975, the 

Presiding Administrative Law Judge cer­
tified to the Commission the record and 
a settlement agreement in these dockets. 
The settlement agreement purports to 
settle all issues in these proceedings.

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
protest said agreement should file a peti­
tion to intervene or protest with the Fed­
eral Power Commission, 825 North Cap­
itol Street, N.E., Washington, D.C. 20426, 
in accordance with Sections 1.8 and 1.10 
of the Commission’s Rules of Practice 
and Procedure (18 CFR 1.8, 1.10). All 
such petitions or protests should be filed 
on or before August 27,1975. Protests will 
be considered by the Commission in de­
termining the appropriate action to be 
taken, but will not serve to make pro­
testants parties to the proceeding. Any 
person wishing to become a party must 
file a petition to intervene. Copies of this 
filing are on file with the Commission 
and are available for public inspection.

K enneth  F. P lu m b ,
Secretary.

[FR Doc.75-22320 Filed 8-22-75;8:45 am]
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[Docket No. ER76—61]

CAROLINA POWER AND LIGHT CO.
Change in Rate Schedule

A u g u s t  14,1975.
Take notice that on ^August 8, 1975, 

Carolina Power and Light Company 
(CP&L) tendered for filing certain pro­
posed changes in its Rate Schedule FPC 
No. 102. CP&L states that the changes 
are a change in the Fayetteville East 
point* of delivery and a corresponding 
change in the cost of additional facilities 
and the monthly facilities charge based 
thereon.

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, N.E., Washington, D.C. 20426, in 
accordance with Sections 1.8 and 1.10 of 
the commission’s Rules of Practice and 
Procedure (18 CFR 1.8, 1.10). All such 
petitions or protests should be filed on or 
before September 2,1975. Protests will be 
considered by the Commission in deter­
mining the appropriate action to be 
taken, but will not serve to make Pro­
testants parties to the proceeding. Any 
person wishing to become a party must 
file a petition to intervene. Copies of this 
filing are on file with the Commission 
and are available for public inspection.

K e n n e t h  F .  P l u m b ,
Secretary.

[FR Doc.75-22321 Piled 8-22-75;8:45 am]

[Docket No. CP72-15]

CITIES SERVICE GAS CO.
Petition To Amend

A u g u s t  14,1975.
Take notice that on August 4, 1975, 

Cities Service Gas Company (Petitioner), 
P.O. Box 25128, Oklahoma City, Okla­
homa 73125, filed in Docket No. CP72-15 
a petition to amend further the order of 
the Commission issued November 1,1971, 
as amended, to provide for an additional 
point for the exchange of natural gas be­
tween Applicant and Arkansas Louisiana 
Gas Company (Arkla), all as more fully 
set forth in the petition to amend bn file 
with the Commission and open to public 
inspection.

Applicant requests in the petition to 
amend that it be authorized to exchange 
natural gas with Arkla at one additional

point of exchange in McClain County, 
Oklahoma. Applicant alleges the pro­
posed exchange point would augment the 
exchange of natural gas between Appli­
cant and Arkla by allowing Applicant 
and Arkla to balance the exchange of gas 
as already authorized in the instant 
docket. Applicant states that the balance 
of natural gas due to Arkla from Appli­
cant under their exchange agreement 
was approximately 5,583,212 Mcf of gas 
at the end of June.

The estimated cost of the proposed fa­
cility is stated to be approximately 
$36,280, and would be borne by Appli­
cant from treasury cash.

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
make any protest with reference to said 
petition to amend should on or before 
September 10, 1975, 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) and the 
Regulations under the Natural Gas . Act 
(18 CFR 157.10). All protests filed with 
the Commission will be considered by it 
in determining the appropriate action 
to be taken but will not serve to make the 
protestants parties to the proceeding. 
Any person wishing to become a party to 
a proceeding or to participate as a party 
ip. any hearing therein must file a peti­
tion to intervene in accordance with the 
Commission’s Rules.

K e n n e t h  F .  P l u m b ,
Secretary.

[FR Doc.75-22322 Filed 8-22-75;8:45 am]

[Docket No. CP73-302]
COLUMBIA GAS TRANSMISSION CORP.
'  Extension of Time

A u g u s t  13,1975.
On August 8, 1975, Columbia Gas 

Transmission ’ Corporation (Columbia.) 
filed a motion to extend the date for filing 
its testimony, as set by order issued Au­
gust 4, 1975, in the above-designated 
matter.

Upon consideration, notice is hereby 
given that the date for filing testimony 
by Columbia is extended to August 29, 
1975.

K e n n e t h  F .  P l u m b , 
Secretary.

[FR Doc.75-22308 Filed 8-22-75;8:45 am] 

Appendix A

[Docket Nos. RI75-93, etc.]

CONTINENTAL OIL CO.
Order Providing for Hearing on and Sus­

pension of Proposed Changes in Rates,
and Allowing Rate Changes To Become
Effective Subject to Refund1

A u g u s t  15, 1975.
Respondents have filed proposed 

changes in rates and charges for juris­
dictional sales of natural gas, as set forth 
in Appendix A hereof. x .

The proposed changed rates and 
charges may be unjust, unreasonable, un­
duly discriminatory, or preferential, or 
otherwise unlawful.

The Commission finds: It  is in the 
public interest and consistent with the 
Natural Gas Act that the Commission 
enter upon hearings regarding the law­
fulness of the proposed changes, and 
that the supplements herein be suspend­
ed̂  and their use be deferred as ordered 
below.

The Commission orders: (A ) Under the 
Natural Gas Act, particularly sections 
4 and 15, the Regulations pertaining 
thereto [18 CFR, Ch. I ] ,  and the Com­
mission’s Rules of Practice and Proce­
dure, public hearings shall be held con­
cerning 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 ttie suspension 
period without any further action by the 
Respondent or by the Commission. Each 
Respondent shall comply with the re­
funding procedure required by the Nat­
ural Gas Act and § 154.102 of the regu­
lations thereunder.

(C) Unless otherwise ordered by the 
Commission, neither the suspended sup­
plements, nor the rate'1 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.
[ s e a l !  K e n n e t h  F. P l u m b ,

Secretary.

1 Does not consolidate for hearing or dis­
pose of the several matters herein.

Docket Respondent 
No.

Rate Sup-
Purchaser and producing area

Amount
of

annual
increase

Date Effective 
filing date 

tendered unless 
suspended

Date_ Cents per Mcf*
Rate in 

effect sub­
ject to 

refund in 
docket 
Nos.

sched­
ule
No.

ple-
ment
No.

until— Rate in 
effect

Proposed
increased

rate

RI75-93... Continental Oil Co______ - - - 277 23 El Paso Natural Gas Co. (New $67 7-21-75 ____ 7-22-75 27.5171 27.7725 RI75-93.

. .  24 
6

Mexico) (Rocky Mountain):
1 7-21-75 7-22-75 29.3197 29.3311 RI75-93.............uo.....................—

RI75-16__Union Oil Co. of California. 67
t o * - -  - -  ~ ~

637 7-17-75 ~ 1-17-7« 25.5007 52.0214

•Unless otherwise stated, the pressure base is 15.025 ltyin*aj 1 Unless otherwise stated, the rate shown is the total rate, inclusive of any
applicable British thermal unit adjustment and tax.
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The proposed tax increases of Con­
tinental Oil Company exceed the appli­
cable area ceiling in Opinion No. 658 and 
they are suspended for one day in the 
same rate proceeding involving the un­
derlying rates.

The proposed “favored-nation” rate 
increase of Union Oil Company of Cali­
fornia exceeds the applicable area ceil­
ing established in Opinion No. 658 and is 
suspended for five months.

[PR Doc.75-22342 Piled 8-22-75;8:45 am]

[Project No. 2232]
DUKE POWER CO.

Application for Approval of Easement 
A ugust 14, 1975.

Public notice is hereby given that ap­
plication for approval of an easement 
over project lands was filed on June 25, 
1975, under the Federal Power Act (16 
U.S.C. §§ 791a-825r) by Duke J»ower 
Company (Correspondence to: Mr. W il­
liam LTPorter, Associate General Coun­
sel, Duke Power Company, Box 2178, 
Charlotte, North Carolina 282421. The 
easement would be located inside the 
boundaries of the Rocky Creek-Cedar 
Creek Development of constructed Proj­
ect No. 2232, known as the Catawba- 
Wateree Project, located on the Catawba 
River in the Town of Great Falls, Ches­
ter County, South Carolina.

The application seeks Commission ap­
proval to grant an easement to the Town 
of Great Falls for construction of a 
182.5-foot long submerged effluent line. 
This line would be constructed of 16- 
inch diameter ductile iron pipe and 
would be perforated in the last 60 feet 
to act as a diffuser.

This line would convey treated waste 
from a new 1.4 mgd capacity sewage 
treatment plant to be located outside the 
project to a point in the Catawba River 
approximately 1700 feet south of the 
Great Falls Dam of Project No. 2232 and 
immediately north of Rocky Creek. The 
effluent would be discharged a minimum 
of 20 feet below the normal water surface 
(elevation 284.4 feet U.S.G.S. datum).

The easement would be 50 feet wide 
during construction and 20 feet wide 
thereafter.

The Town of Great Falls has received 
NPDES Permit No. SC 0021211 from the 
Environmental Protection Agency and 
Construction Permit No. 2630 from the 
South Carolina Department of Health 
and Environmental Control for the con­
struction and operation of the treatment 
plant and effluent line.

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
make any protest with reference to said 
application should on or before Septem- 
ber 24, 197.5, 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 CJP.R. §1.8 or §1.10). AH 
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 par­
ties to the proceeding. Any person wish­
ing 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. The Application is on file with 
the Commission and is available for pub­
lic inspection.

Take further notice that, pursuant to 
the authority contained in and conferred 
upon the Federal Power Commission by 
Sections 308 and 309 of the Federal 
Power Act (16 U.S.C. §825g, § 825h) and 

' the Commission’s Rules of Practice and 
Procedure, specifically Section 1.32(b) 
(18 C.F.R. § 1.32(b)), as amended by 
Order No. 518, a hearing may be held 
without further notice before the Com­
mission on this application if no issue of 
substance is raised by any request to be 
heard, protest or petition filed subse­
quent to this notice within the time re­
quired herein and if the applicant or 
initial pleader requests that the short­
ened procedure of Section 1.32(b) be 
used. I f  an issue of substance is so raised 
or applicant or initial pleader fails to 
request the shortened procedure, fur­
ther notice of hearing will be given.

Under the shortened procedure herein 
provided for, unless otherwise advised, 
it will be unnecessary for applicant or 
initial pleader to appear or be repre­
sented at the hearing before the Com-, 
mission.

K enneth  F. P lum b , 
Secretary.

[PR Doc.75-22325 Piled 8-22-75; 8:45 am]

[Docket No. ER 76-59]

DUKE POWER CO.
Filing of Supplement to Power Contract 

A ugust 14, 1975.
Take notice that on August 8, 1975, 

Duke Power Company (Duke) tendered 
for filing a supplement to its power con­
tract with the City of Shelby, North 
Carolina. The contract is Duke Rate 
Schedule FPC No. 235. The proposed ef­
fective date is September 19, 1975.

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, N.E., Washington, D.C. 20426, in 
accordance with Sections 1.8 and 1.10 of 
the Commission’s Rules of Practice and 
Procedure (18 CFR 1.8, 1.10). All such 
petitions or protests should be filed on 
or before September 8, 1975. Protests 
will be considered by the Commission in 
determining the appropriate action to be 
taken, but will not serve to make Pro­
testants parties to the proceeding. Any 
person wishing to become a party must 
file a petition to intervene. Copies of this 
filing are on file with the Commission 
and are available for public inspection.

K enneth  F. P lum b , 
Secretary,

[PR Doc.75-22309 Plied 8-22 -̂75:8:45 am]

[Docket NO. RP75—114]
EAST TENNESSEE NATURAL GAS CO.

Order Accepting for Filing and Suspending 
in Part Proposed Tariff Sheets, Subject to 
Condition, Denying Waiver, Granting in­
terventions, and Establishing Procedures

A ugust 14, 1975.
On June 30,1975, East Tennessee Nat­

ural Gas Company (East Tennessee) 
tendered for filing certain revised tariff 
sheets to Sixth Revised Volume No. 1 of 
its FPC Gas Tariff.1 East Tennessee states 
that the proposed rates reflect an in­
crease of $6,569,500 in jurisdictional rev­
enues, based on the test period consisting 
of the 12 month period ended February 
28, 1975, as adjusted for known and 
measurable changes for the succeeding 
nine month period. First Revised Sheet 
No. 42 provides for the elimination of 
East Tennessee’s Rate Schedule S, since 
East Tennessee does not propose to 
render service under this schedule in the 
future. East Tennessee proposes to make 
these changes effective on August 15, 
1975.

Notice of East Tennessee’s filing was 
issued on July 9, 1975, with comments, 
protests, and petitions to intervene due 
on or before July 23, 1975. Two petitions 
to intervene have been filed.1 We shall 
grant the intervention of these parties 
subject to the conditions hereinafter 
ordered.

East Tennessee states as the principal 
increases in its cost of service requiring 
increased rates the following: increases 
in the cost of materials, supplies, wages, 
and services required to operate and 
maintain its pipeline; an increase in 
taxes; an increase in the required rate 
of return to 11.22% resulting in a return 
on equity of 14.00% based on East Ten­
nessee’s claimed capitalization as of No­
vember 30, 1975; and an increase" in its 
book depreciation rate from 3.36% to 
5.5%>. In addition, East Tennessee pro­
poses to reflect in its rates the restora­
tion of a claimed deficiency in Account 
282, Accumulated deferred income 
taxes—liberalized depreciation. In this 
regard, East Tennessee proposed to re­
cover over a ten year period amounts 
flowed through and amortized during 
prior periods. East Tennessee also in­
cludes construction work in progress in 
its rate base and proposes to expense, 
rather than capitalize, construction over­
heads.

We believe that East Tennessee should 
be permitted to eliminate its Rate Sched­
ule S effective August 15, 1975. We shall 
accordingly accept First Revised Sheet 
No. 42 to East Tennessee’s Sixth Revised 
Volume No. 1 for filing and permit it to 
become effective August 15, 1975. This 
acceptance is in recognition that East 
Tennessee does not propose to render any 
service under this rate schedule in the 
future and of the current gas supply 
shortage in the United States.

1 Thirteenth. Revised Sheet No. 4 and First 
Revised Sheet No. 42.

9 See Appendix A.
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With regard to the inclusion of con­
struction work In progress, East Tennes­
see requests waiver of Section 154.63(f) 
of the Commission’s Regulations, rely­
ing chi our Notice of Proposed Rulemak­
ing in Docket No. RM75-13.3 East Ten­
nessee states that inclusion of such 
amounts in rate base would provide 
needed capital for necessary construc­
tion while reducing costs to the con­
sumer. While the proposed rulemaking 
is currently under review, our present 
regulations specifically exclude, plant un­
der construction from rate base. We shall 
therefore provide that East Tennessee 
shall file a revised tariff sheet eliminat­
ing from rate base any plant which is 
not certificated and in service at the date 
these rates are permited to become effec­
tive, subject to refund. Similarly, our 
Uniform System of Accounts provides 
that construction overheads be capital­
ized and placed in Account 107,4 while 
East Tennessee proposed to include these 
amounts as an item of current expense. 
In support of this treatment, East Ten­
nessee relies on the risk of underrecovery 
of these capitalized costs through future 
depreciation. We believe that.East Ten­
nessee’s proposal is inappropriate since it 
is an attempt to charge current custo­
mers with the cost of construction prior 
to the time such construction is placed 
in service for the benefit of its customers. 
We shall therefore require EastJTennes- 
see to file revised tariff sheets excluding 
the effect of expensing such construction 
overheads.

For the purposes of this filing, East 
Tennessee has used the SeaboardB meth­
od of cost classification. In United Gas 
Pipe Line Company, Opinion No. 671, 50 
FPC 1348 (1973), we expressed concern 
over the worsening gas supply situation, 
particularly as it existed on United’s sys­
tem. Based on the record in that case we 
concluded that more weight should be 
given to the annual use of United’s sys­
tems than would result under the Sea­
board method. We therefore assigned 75 
percent of fixed transmission and storage 
costs to the commodity component of 
United’s rates. More recently, we issued 
a notice of Proposed Rulemaking in 
Docket No. RM75-19.® We believe that 
all parties should direct their attention 
to the propriety of the continued use of 
the Seaboard method, as well as to all 
other matters bearing on cost classifica­
tion, allocation and rate design.

We believe that the use of the Atlantic 
Seaboard method of cost classification, 
cost allocation and rate design may be 
inadequate and contrary to the public 
interest under the present conditions of 
gas supply shortages and ever-increasing 
curtailments. Moreover, we note that be­
cause of successive pipeline rate filings 
Which create “ locked-in” periods, our 
efforts to adopt a just and reasonable 
cost classification, allocation and rate

3 Notice issued November 14, 1974.
* See Gas Plant Instructions 3 and 4, Uni­

form System of Accounts.
* A tlan tic  Seaboard Corporation , 11 FPC 

43 (1952).
3 E n d  Use R a te  Schedules, issued February 

20, 1975.

design differing from Seaboard may be 
frustrated. To the extent that the rate 
structure found just and reasonable for 
East Tennessee after hearing and deci­
sion departs from the Seaboard method­
ology used by East Tennessee in its in- 
staht filings by assigning additional fixed 
costs to the commodity component of the 
rates, undercollections will occur. We 
believe it would be improper for us to 
insure East Tennessee protection from 
undercollections by our failing to adopt 
tjae just and reasonable rate structure 
because rates have become “ locked-in” . 
Accordingly, we hereby place East Ten­
nessee on notice that it may be subject to 
undercollections if after hearing and 
decision, we find its rate design improper.

In addition to the above and without 
limiting the issues to be addressed in this 
proceeding, we direct all parties, includ­
ing our Staff, to present evidence ad­
dressed to all the following matters : the 
appropriate level of sales volumes to be 
used to determine the rates; the appro­
priateness of the claimed 11.22% rate of 
return and the resulting 14.00% return 
on equity; specifically, in this regard, 
evidence relating to the present gas 
shortage as it may bear on East Tennes- 
seé’s gas supply and operations, both with 
regard to the claimed rate of return and 
the increase in depreciation rate; the 
adequacy of East Tennessee’s stated be­
fore and after tax interest coverage of 
6.42 and 3.32 times; the effect of current 
financial and economic conditions on 
East Tennessee’s ability to attract capi­
tal and maintain its financial integrity; 
and the propriety of the use of the statu­
tory tax rate or the effective rate which 
may be available to East Tennessee on a 
consolidated basis for the purpose of 
computing East Tennessee’s Federal In­
come Tax allowance.

For the reasons herein stated, we do 
not believe that East Tennessee’s pro­
posed increased rates have been shown to 
be just and reasonable and may be un­
just, unreasonable, unduly discrimina­
tory, or otherwise unlawful. Accordingly, 
except fo r  the tariff sheet eliminating 
Rate Schedule S, we shall accept for fil­
ing and suspend East Tennessee’s tariff 
sheet as filed herein and suspend its ef­
fectiveness for five months, until Janu* 
ary 15,1976, when it will be permitted to 
become effective, subject to refund, in the 
manner provided by the Natural Gas Act.

The Commission finds :
(1) It is necessary and proper in the 

public interest in carrying out the pro­
visions of the Natural Gas Act that the 
Commission enter upon a hearing con­
cerning the lawfulness of the increased 
rates and charges proposed by East Ten­
nessee in the instant docket, and that 
the tariff sheet reflecting such increased 
rates be accepted for filing and the use 
thereof suspended for five months, as 
hereinafter ordered and conditioned.

(2) Good cause exists to permit the 
above-named parties to intervene herein.

(3) Good cause has not been shown to 
grant waiver of the Commission’s Regu­
lations.

(4) Good cause exists to accept for 
filing and permit to become effective

August 15, 1975, that tariff sheet pro­
viding for the elimination of Rate Sched­
ule S.

The Commission orders:
(A ) Pursuant to the authority of the 

Natural Gas Act, particularly Sections 
4 and 5 thereof, and the Commission’s 
Rules and Regulations, a public hearing 
concerning the lawfulness and reason­
ableness of the increased rates as pro­
posed herein by East Tennessee shall be 
held on January 13, 1976, at 10:00 A.M., 
EST, in a hearing room of the Federal 
Power Commission, 825 North Capital 
Street, N.E., Washington, D.C. 20426.

(B) First Revised Sheet No. 42 is here­
by accepted for filing and permitted to 
become effective August 15, 1975.

(C) ^Pending hearing and decision as 
to the justness and reasonableness of the 
increased rates proposed by East Ten­
nessee herein, Thirteenth Revised Sheet 
No. 4 is accepted for filing and suspended 
for five months or until January 15,1976, 
when it will be permitted to become ef­
fective, subject to refund and subject to 
the condition that East Tennessee File 
by January 15,1976, a revised tariff sheet 
reflecting the elimination of costs in­
cluded in the proposed rates associated 
with facilities which have not been cer­
tificated and placed in service by Janu­
ary 15,1976, and also reflecting the elim­
ination of expensed construction over­
heads.

(D) On or before December 2,1975, the 
Commission Staff shall file its prepared 
testimony and exhibits. Any Intervenor 
testimony and exhibits shall be filed on 
or before December 16,1975. Tennessee’s 
rebuttal testimony and exhibits shall be 
filed on or before January 6,1976.

(E) A Presiding Administrative Law 
Judge to be designated for that purpose 
by tiie Chief Administrative Law Judge 
(See Delegation of Authority, 18 CFR 
3.5(d)) shall preside at the hearings in 
these proceedings, shall prescribe rele­
vant procedural matters not herein pro­
vided, and shall control this proceeding 
in accordance with the policies expressed 
in the Commission’s Rules of Practice 
and Procedure and the terms of this 
order.

(F ) The parties mentioned in Appen­
dix A of this order are hereby permitted 
to intervene in this proceeding, subject 
to the Rules and Regulations of the 
Commission; Provided, however, that the 
participation of such intervenors shall be 
limited to matters affecting rights and 
interests specifically set forth in the re­
spective petitions to intervene, and Pro­
vided, further, that the admission of such 
intervenors shall not be construed as rec­
ognition that they or any of them might 
be aggrieved becausp of any order or 
orders issued by the Commission in this 
proceeding.

(G) Waiver of Section 154.63(f) of the 
Commission’s Regulations is hereby de­
nied.

(H ) The Secretary shall cause prompt 
publication of this order to be made in 
the F e d e r a l  R e g is t e r .

By the Commission.
[ s e a l ]  K e n n e t h  F. P l u m b ,

Secretary.
(
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Appendix A
Petitions and Notices of Intervention filed 

by:
East Tennessee Group, consisting of:

Knoxville Utilities Board
Athens Utilities Board
Citizens Gas Utility District
Cookeville Gas Department
City of Etowah Utilities Department
Fayetteville Gas System
rfo.iin.ttn Natural Gas System
Harriman Utility Board
Hawkins County Utility Board
Lenoir City Utilities Board
Lewisburg Gas Department
Loudon Utilities Board
Madisonville Gas System
First Utility-District of Maury County
Middle Tennessee Utility District
Rockwood Natural Gas Company
Marion Natural Gas System
Sweetwater Board of Public Utilities
Jefferson-Cocke County Utility District
Sevier County Utility District
Volunteer Natural Gas Company
United Cities Gas Company
The Elk River Public Utilities District
Chattanooga Gas Company

[PR Doc.75-22344 Filed 8-22-75;8:45 am]

[Docket No. CP7&-37]

EL PASO NATURAL GAS CO.
Application

August 13,1975..
Take notice that on July 31, 1975, El 

Paso Natural Gas Company (Applicant) 
P.O. Box 1492, El Paso, Tgxas 79978, 
filed in Docket No. CP76-37 an applica­
tion pursuant to Section 7(c) of the 
Natural Gas Act for a certificate of public 
convenience and necessity authorizing 
the transportation of up to 50,000 Mcf 
per day of natural gas and delivery of 
such quantity to Southwest Gas Corpo­
ration (Southwest Gas), on a best efforts 
basis, at various existing delivery points 
within the State of Arizona and at the 
Arizona-Nevada Boundary, all as more 
fully set forth in the application on file 
with the Commission and open to pub­
lic inspection.

Applicant states that it has been ad­
vised that Southwest Gas has available 
for purchase from Northwest Pipeline 
Corporation (Northwest), pursuant to 
Commission orders issued February 26, 
1975, and July 8, 1975, in Docket No. 
CP73, quantities of natural gas which 
may be surplus to Southwest Gas’ 
Northern Nevada Division needs or may 
not be able to be delivered to Southwest 
Gas for such division because such quan­
tities may exceed Northwest’s capacity 
to deliver at the existing delivery point 
in northern Nevada. Applicant states 
that it has determined that deterioration 
in deliverability from its existing gas 
supply sources has resulted in the avail­
ability of excess transmission system 
capacity which can be utilized in render­
ing a best efforts transportation anfl 
delivery of quantities of gas for South­
west Gas. It  is stated that Applicant and 
Southwest Gas have entered into an 
agreement, dated May 9,1975, which pro­
vides for the best efforts transportation 
of certain quantities of gas, for the ac­
count of Southwest Gas, by means of Ap­

plicant’s existing interstate system, 
from a point of receipt by Applicant from 
Northwest at the Ignacio Gasoline 
Plant, near Ignacio, Colorado, to various 
existing delivery points to Southwest Gas 
on Applicant’s system in Mohave, Pinal, 
Greenlee, and Gila Counties, Arizona, 
and at unspecified taps. No new facilities 
would be required to be constructed by 
either Applicant or Southwest Gas, Ap­
plicant states.

It  is stated that Southwest Gas would 
pay Applicant according to rates in effect 
from time to time under Applicant’s 
FPC Gas Tariff, Original Volume No. 1, 
or superseding tariff, as follows: for de­
liveries of gas at the Arizona-Nevada 
boundary delivery point, Southwest Gas 
would pay Applicant the rate equivalent 
to the rate in effect under Rate Schedule 
A - l-X  less the rate in effect under Rate 
Schedule X -l, which equivalent- rate 
amounts to 18.54 cents per Mcf as of 
June 16, 1975, and for deliveries of gas 
at any other delivery point within the 
State of Arizona, Southwest Gas would 
pay Applicant the rate equivalent to the 
rate in effect under Rate Schedule B -l 
less the rate in effect under Rate Sched­
ule X -l, which equivalent rate amounts 
to 18.15 cents per Mcf as of June 16,1975. 
Applicant and Southwest Gas have 
agreed it is stated, that the quantities of 
gas transported for Southwest Gas would 
not in any way affect the quantities of 
gas which Southwest Gas is entitled to 
purchase and receive from Applicant un­
der the presently effective service agree­
ments dated November 1,1969, and Octo­
ber 15,1970, on file with the Commission.

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
make any protest with reference to said 
application should on or before Septem­
ber 9, 1975, 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 Reg­
ulations under the Natural Gas Act (18 
CFR 157.10). All protests filed with the 
Commission will be considered by it in 
determining the appropriate action to be 
taken but will not serve to make the pro­
testants parties to the proceeding. Any 
person wishing to become a party to a 
proceeding or to participate as a party 
in any hearing therein must file a peti­
tion to intervene in accordance with the 
Commission’s Rules.

Take further notice that, pursuant to 
the authority contained in and subject 
to the jurisdiction conferred upon the 
Federal Power Commission by Sections 7 
and 15 of the Natural Gas Act and the 
Commission’s Rules of Practice and Pro­
cedure, a hearing will be held without 
further notice before the Commission 
on this application If no petition to in­
tervene is filed within the time required 
herein, if the Commission on its own 
review of the matter finds that a grant 
of the certificate is required by the public 
convenience and necessity. I f  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.

K enneth  F. P lu m b ,
Secretary.

[FR Doc.75-22310 Filed 8-22-75; 8:45 am]

[Docket No. RM75-6; Order No. 529-A]

GAS EXPLORATION, DEVELOPMENT, 
PRODUCTION

Order Denying Rehearing
A ugust 15, 1975. •

In the matter of accounting and rate 
treatment of advances included in ac­
count 166, advances for gas exploration, 
development and production.

On July 17,1975, United Gas Pipe Line 
Company (United), filed “petition” for 
rehearing and clarification of Order No. 
529 issued June 17, 1975, in Docket No. 
RM75-6 which amended Account 166 of 
the Commission’s Uniform System of Ac­
counts relating to advance payments to 
provide that all advance payment agree­
ments executed after June 17, 1975, pro­
vide: (1) that the pipeline making such 
advance be assured a first call on gas 
produced; (2) that such gas be com­
mitted to long term contracts; (3) that 
the producer agree to accept a just and 
reasonable rate as established by the 
Commission; and (4) that pipelines must 
pay interest on amounts which must be 
refunded to the pipeline’s customers 
when deliveries of gas commence but no 
gas flows to the advancing pipeline.

United argues that the order is am­
biguous and will generate disputes over 
the qualifications of advance payments 
for rate base treatments United enters 
upon a long discourse concerning its 
opposition to the advance payments pro­
gram in general, and the position taken 
by tiie Commission Staff in particular re­
lating to the Staff’s contention in in­
dividual pipeline rate cases that amounts 
advanced which are in excess of monies 
which will be spent by the producer- 
recipient within 30 days of the inclusion 
of the advance in the pipeline’s rate 
base, should be denied rate treatment. 
United argues that the uncertainty gen­
erated by the Staff’s allegedly ad hoc 
approach on this matter is detrimental 
to pipelines making advance payments.

With respect to United's discussion of 
the so-called “30-day rule” on producer 
expenditures, we believe it inappropriate 
to discuss this matter since we have cases 
pending before us on this matter which 
we do not wish to pre-judge. Moreover, 
this issue was not the subject of the 
notice of proposed rulemaking in Docket 
No. RM75-6.

United argues that the requirement 
that a pipeline get a first call on any gas 
produced, attributable to the advance 
payment, is too vague. United states that 
because of the long-term commitments 
involved, this provision must be clari­
fied.
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Although we have attempted to clar­
ify and tighten our advance payments 
regulations to protect consumers from 
specific abuses which have arisen, we 
realize that we cannot cover each and 
every situation that may arise under 
these regulations. This is true in the 
instant case where our intent in putting 
the first call requirement into Account 
166 was to codify the following policy 
statement relating to this situation set 
forth in Order No. 465, 48 FPC 1550 at 
1554 (1973):

I t  should be noted that, in considering 
rate base treatment for these advances, the 
Commission shall consider whether or not 
a sufficient portion o f the reserves found or 
expected to be found as a result of the 
advance is dedicated to the pipeline making 
such advance

In  discussing this issue in Order No. 
529, the Commission stated the following:

Since the staff has been reviewing the 
advance payment contracts for rate proceed­
ings under Commission Order Nos. 465 and 
499, with one o f the requirements in the 
determination for rate base treatment to 
be whether a sufficient portion of the gas 
reserves found are dedicated to the pipeline 
making the advance, we believe the “ first 
call” provision to be reasonable. I f  the ulti­
mate consumer is going to pay the financing 
charges, then, in all equity, he should have 
the Commission’s assurance that he will 
be the first party to receive, in proportion 
to the advance made, any gas produced, or, 
at least, all the gas that the producers re­
ceiving the advances and their co-interest 
holders have available for sale, which is 
attributable to the advance.

The question of whether an independent 
producer would have the right to refuse 
a Certificate o f Public Convenience ,and 
Necessity containing conditions (the “ first 
call”  requirement) more onerous than that 
being imposed by the Commission with re­
spect to  other independent producers will 
be considered on a case-by-case basis under 
the appropriate producer regulations. With 
respect to equitable-apportioned arrange-' 
ments between advancing and transporting 
pipelines or any other reasonable agree­
ments, the staff should continue to oonsider 
these on an individual basis as to their 
just and reasonableness, as they are pre­
sented in a rate proceeding.

We believe that the points raised by 
United would be relevant in a rate pro­
ceedinginvolving the reasonableness and 
appropriateness of an advance payment. 
However, to attempt to state with ab­
solute certainty what circumstances will 
justify compliance with the “ first call” 
provision, would be to set up a regulation 
so rigid as to be unworkable. However, 
we wish to assure all parties, consumers 
and companies alike, that we shall con­
sider all relevant evidence and circum­
stances and shall not impose a harsh, 
arbitrary and unreasonable standard on 
any party with respect to this matter.

United also requests clarification of 
the condition that

. . .  the selling price of the gas committed 
by producers whose sales are subject to price 
regulation shall be governed by and limited 
to the area rate or national rate or, under 
appropriate showing of special circumstance, 
such other rate as may be authorized by the 
Commission under the provisions of optional 
pricing and special relief.

Specifically, United asks whether the 
contract, when executed, must itself es­
tablish a rate no higher than will qualify 
under the above, or whether it is permis­
sible to establish the contract rate at 
any level and merely provide that the 
producer cannot reject a certificate on 
the grounds that the certificate is con­
ditioned to a reasonable rate which is 
lower than the contract rate he had ap­
plied for. I f  the latter is, the case, United 
asks if the producer is réquired to accept 
any rate condition imposed by the Com­
mission, or only a rate condition which is 
not more onerous than one imposed on 
similarly situated producers which have 
or have not received an advance?

In Order 529, we stated (mimeo p. 5) 
that:

I t  was not our intention to expect the ad­
vance payment agreements to quote a specific 
price, but that the agreements should pro­
vide that the producer would have to agree 
to accept the Commission’s just and reason­
able rate.

We believe this statement is self- 
explanatory. Consideration, such as rate 
conditions imposed upon producers who 
have not received advances as compared 
with producers who have received ad­
vances would be considered in setting the 
initial rate in the certificate as well as in 
subsequent rate proceedings under Sec­
tion 4 or Section 5 of the Natural Gas 
Act. The important point is that the 
producer must agree to accept the just 
and reasonable rate prescribed by the 
Commission.

United also asks whether advance pay­
ment contracts may contain language 
providing for alternate pricing in the 
event of full or partial de-regulation of 
producer prices. We note that we have in 
the past accepted such language, and, if 
upon a showing that such language is 
reasonable and appropriate, we shall con­
tinue to allow rate base treatment for 
advances containing such language.

United claims that the nine percent in­
terest on .refunds, when gas deliveries 
commence but no gas flows to the ad­
vancing pipeline, is unreasonable. United 
further stated that pipeline companies 
do not obtain any economic advantage 
by making advances or “ time-value” 
benefit from ’ the revenues received 
through rate base treatment, but to the 
contrary, as a result of regulatory lag, 
they may not even recover their actual 
costs associated with such advances. 
United believes that the only circum­
stances by which a pipeline would volun­
tarily refuse the right to gas are when 
the reserves are insufficient to warrant 
the cost of connection. Ip addition, 
United states: “Because of the sums 
involved, the interest requirement may 
force pipelines to connect reserves which, 
on a purely economic basis should not be 
attached to their system. On the other 
hand, it would present the grossest of in­
equities to require the pipeline to pay 
interest on refunds where gas is not 
available because the producer refuses 
to accept a certificate.”

The Commission considered these and 
other arguments before the issuance of

Order No. 529. In the interest of the con­
sumer, the Commission believes the in­
terest requirement oh refunds under 
these circumstances is equitable. More­
over, we believe this will provide an addi­
tional incentive for pipelines to ensure, 
by appropriate contractual language, 
that the gas resulting from the advance 
will flow to the advancing pipeline.

Finally, in the alternative, United 
recommends that the Commission ter­
minate the advance payments program. 
As United is undoubtedly aware, the 
Commission on April 28, 1975, issued an 
order instituting an investigation in 
Docket Nos. R-411 and RM74-4 of the 
Commission’s advance payment program. 
The issue of terminating the program is 
an issue in that proceeding and United 
should file its comments therein.

The Commission finds:
United July 17, 1975, application for 

rehearing of Order 529 presents no facts 
or principles of law which warrant mod­
ification of Order No. 529.

The Commission orders:
(A ) United’s July 17, 1975, application 

for rehearing of Order No. 529 is hereby 
denied.

(B) The Secretary shall cause prompt 
publication of this order to be made in 
the F ederal R egister.

By the Commission.
[seal] K enneth  F. P lu m b ,

Secretary.
[PR Doc.75-22351 Piled 8-22-75:8:45 am]

[Project No. 1975]

IDAHO POWER CO. 
i Application for Amendment of License 

A ugust 11, 1975.
Public notice is hereby given that ap­

plication was filed on May 19,1975, under 
the Federal Power Act (16 U.S.C. §§ 791a- 
825r) by Idaho Power Company (Appli­
cant) (Correspondence to: Mr. Lee S. 
Sherline, Leighton and Sherline, Suite 
406, 1701 K  St. N.W., Washington, D.C. 
20006) for amendment of license for con­
structed Project No. 1975, known as the 
Bliss Project, located on the Snake River 
in Elmore, Twin Falls, Lincoln, Jerome, 
Minidoka, Blaine, Power and Gooding 
Counties, Idaho.

Applicant seeks an amendment of its 
license for Bliss Project No. 1975 which 
would authorize the upgrading of a trans­
mission line from 230 kV to 345 kV.

The section proposed for the uprating 
is a 78.4-mile portion of the Boise Bench - 
Brady No. 1 Line from Engineering Sur­
vey Station 1262+95, which is located at 
a point adjacent to the Mid Point Switch­
ing Station, to Engineering Survey Sta­
tion 5318+58, which is located at a point 
near the Borah Substation.

Applicant states that the proposed up- 
rating is necessary and desirable in or­
der to increase the capacity of Appli­
cant’s transmission system between the 
Midpoint Transmission Switching Sta­
tion and the Borah Substation, thus en­
abling transmission of power and energy 
from the eastern portion of Applicant’s
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system to a central point within the sys­
tem. The additional power and energy 
coming into Applicant’s system in the 
east is due to the influx of power from 
the Jim Bridger Thermal Generating 
Project in Western Wyoming.

No new right-of-way would be involved 
and no new construction or access roads 
are planned.

The line proposed for uprating runs 
for 78.4 miles through the Southern 
Idaho counties of Lincoln, Jerome, Mini­
doka, Blaine, and Power.

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
make any protest with reference to said 
application should on or before Septem­
ber 22, 1975, 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 C.F.R. § 1.8 or § 1.10). All pro­
tests filed with the Commission will be 
considered by it in determining the ap­
propriate 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 par­
ticipate as a party in any hearing therein 
must file a petition to intervene in ac­
cordance with the Commission’s Rules. 
The application is on file with the Com­
mission and is available for public 
inspection.

Take further notice that, pursuant to 
the authority contained in and conferred 
upon the Federal Power Commission by 
Sections 308 and 309 of the Federal Power 
Act (16 U.S.C. § 825g, § 825h) and the 
Commission’s Rules of Practice and Pro­
cedure, specifically Section 1.32(b) (18
C.F.R. § 1.32(b)), as amended by Order 
No. 518, a hearing may be held without 
further notice before the Commission on 
this application if no issue of substance 
is raised by any request to be heard, pro­
test or petition filed subsequent to this 
notice within the time required herein 
and if the applicant or initial pleader ' 
requests that the shortened procedure of 
Section 1.32(b) be used. I f  an issue of 
substance is so raised or applicant or 
initial pleader fails to request the short­
ened procedure, further notice of hearing 
will be given.

Under the shortened procedure herein 
provided for, unless otherwise advised, it 
will be unnecessary for applicant or ini­
tial pleader to appear or be represented 
at the hearing before the Commission.

K enneth  F. P lum b , 
Secretary.

IFR Doc.75-22326 Filed 8-22-75;8:45 am]

[Docket No. ER76-53]

ILLINOIS POWER CO.
Filing Modification No. 3 to Interconnection 

Agreement

A ugust 8, 1975.; 
Take notice that-Illinois Power Com­

pany (Illinois Power) on August 4, 1975, 
tendered for filing proposed Modification 
No. 3 to the Interconnection Agreement 
dated March 30, 1973 between Central 
Illinois Light Company (CILCO) and

Illinois Power. Modification No. 3 revises 
the demand rates for Maintenance, 
Short-Term Non-Firm Power by five 
cents per kilowatt-week in Service Sched­
ules C, E and F.

The parties propose to modify the rate 
under Subsection (a) of Section C3.01 of 
Service Schedule C (Maintenance Power) 
and Subsection (a) of Section F3.01 of 
Service Schedule F (Short-Term Non- 
Firm Power) from 40<- per week per kil­
owatt to 45£ per week per kilowatt. Pro­
vision is also made for reducing said res­
ervation charge in the event that it be­
comes necessary to curtail delivery.

In addition, the parties propose to 
modify the rate under Subsection (a) of 
Section E3.01 of Service Schedule E 
(Short-Term Firm Power) from 50<ÿ per 
week per kilowatt to 55tf per week per 
kilowatt.

The parties have requested that Modi­
fication No. 3 revising Service Schedule 
C, E and F, be permitted to become ef­
fective September 1, 1975.

Any person desiring to be heard 6r to 
protest said Application should file a Pe­
tition to Intervene or Protest with the 
Federal Power Commission, 825 North 
Capitol Street, N.E., Washington, D.C. 
20426, in accordance with § 1.8 and 1.10 
of the Commission’s Rules of Practice 
and Procedure (18 CFR 1.8, 1.10). All 
such petitions or protests should be filed 
on or before August 25, 1975. Protests 
will be considered by the Commission in 
determining the appropriate action to be 
taken, but will not serve to make protes­
tants parties to the proceeding. Any per­
son wishing to become a party must file 
a Petition to Intervene. Copies of this 
Application are on file with the Commis­
sion and are available for public inspec­
tion.^

K enneth  F. P lum b , 
Secretary.

[FR Doc.75-22327 Filed 8-22-75;8:45 am]

[Docket No. E-9329]

INDIANA AND MICHIGAN ELECTRIC CO. 
Extension of Procedural Dates

A ugust 15,1975.
On August 12,1975, Indiana and Mich­

igan Electric Company filed a motion to 
extend the procedural dates fixed by or­
der issued June 13, 1975, in the above- 
designated matter. The motion states 
that the parties have been notified and 
have no objection.

Upon consideration, notice is hereby 
given that the procedural dates in the 
above matter are modified as follows:
Service of Company Testimony, Septem­

ber 2,1975.
Service of Intervenor Testimony, Octo­

ber 7,1975.
Service of Staff Rebuttal, October 21, 

1975.
Service of Company Rebuttal, Novem­

ber 4T1975.
Hearing, November 18, 1975 (10:00 a.m. 

EST).
• K e n n e th  F. P lu m b , 

Secretary.
[FR Doc.75-22311 Filed 8-22-75;8:45 am]

[Docket No. E-9374]

KANSAS CITY POWER & LIGHT CO.
Filing of Revision to Supplemental 

Agreement
A ugust 13,1975.

Take notice that on July 25, 1975, 
Kansas City Power & Light Company 
(KCP&L) tendered for filing a revised 
energy charge and fuel adjustment 
clause applicable to the Municipal Inter­
connection Agreement between KCP&L 
and the City of Carrollton, Missouri. 
KCP&L states that said revised clause 
conforms to Section 35.14 of the Regula­
tions under the Federal Power Act as 
amended by Order No. 517.

KCP&L states that the revised energy 
charge and fuel adjustment clause are 
based on the twelve-month fuel cost pe­
riod ended May 31,1975.

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
protest said application should file a peti­
tion to intervene or protest with the 
Federal Power Commission, 825 North 
Capitol Street, NE., Washington, D.C. 
20426, in accordance with Sections 1.8 
and 1.10 of the Commission’s Rules of 
Practice and Procedure (18 CFR 1.8, 
1.10). All such petitions or protests 
should be filed on or before August 26, 
1975. Protests will be considered by the 
Commission in determining the appro­
priate action to be taken, but will not 
serve to make protestants parties to the 
proceeding. Any person wishing to be­
come a party must file a petition to inter­
vene. Copies of this application are on 
file with the Commission and are avail­
able for public inspection.

K enneth  F. P lu m b ,
Secretary.

[FR Doc.75-22312 Filed 8-22-75;8:45 am]

[Docket No. CI76-70]

KILROY PROPERTIES INC.
Application

A ugust 13,1975.
Take notice that on July 31, 1975, 

Kilroy Properties Incorporated (Appli­
cant), 1908 First City National Bank 
Building, Houston, Texas 77002, filed in 
Docket No. CI76-70 an application pur­
suant to Section 7(c) of the Natural Gas 
Act for a certificate of public conven­
ience and necessity authorizing the sale 
for resale and delivery of natural gas in 
interstate commerce to United Gas Pipe 
Line Company from the Lake Hatch 
Field, Terrebonne Parish, Louisiana, all 
as more fully set forth in the applica­
tion on file with the Commission and 
open to public Inspection.

Applicant proposes to sell approxi­
mately 24,000 Mcf of gas per month for 
one year at 59.0 cents per Mcf at 15.025 
psia, subject to upward and downward 
Btu adjustment from 1,000 Btu per cubic 
foot, within the contemplation of Sec­
tion 2.70 of the Commission’s General 
Policy and Interpretations (18 CFR 2.70). 
Applicant states that the sale would be 
made pursuant to a contract dated Jan­
uary 23, 1973, said to be filed with the 
Commission as Applicant’s FPC Gas
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Rate Schedule No. 8, as amended May 21, 
1975.

Applicant states that all of the gas 
proposed to be sold is casinghead gas and 
that in order to maximize the ultimate 
recovery of oil from the reservoirs into 
which the oil wells have been drilled 
Applicant anticipates the need in the 
near future to use the casinghead gas 
produced from these wells for repressur­
ing and/or gaslift purposes. Applicant 
states further that the rate proposed is 
less than would be the nationwide rate, 
with adjustments, for the sale of this 
gas, as set forth in Section 2.56a of the 
Commission’s General Policy and Inter­
pretations (18 CVF 2.56a).

Applicant was heretofore authorized 
in Docket No. CI73-620 to sell gas from 
the subject acreage to United Gas Pipe 
Line Company at 45.0 cents per Mcf of 
gas at 15.025 psia, subject to upward 
and downward Btu adjustment from a 
base of 1,000 per cubic foot.

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
make any protest with reference to said 
application should on or before Septem­
ber 8, 1975, 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) . 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 
become a party to a proceeding or to 
participate as a party in any hearing 
therein must file a petition to intervene 
In accordance with the Commission’s 
Rules.

Take further notice that, pursuant to 
the authority contained in and subject 
to the jurisdiction conferred upon the 
Federal Power Commission by Sections 
7 and 15 of the Natural Gas Act and the 
Commission’s Rules of Practice and Pro­
cedure, a hearing will be held without 
further notice before thp Commission on 
this application if no petition to inter­
vene is filed within the time required 
herein, if the Commission on its own 
review of the matter finds that a grant 
of the certificate is required by the pub­
lic convenience and necessity. I f  a peti­
tion for leave to intervene is timely filed, 
or if the Commission on its own motion 
believes that a formal hearing is re­
quired, further notice of such hearing 
will be duly given.

Under the procedure herein provided 
for, unless otherwise advised, it will be 
unnecessary for Applicant to appear or 
be represented at the hearing.

K enneth  F. P lum b ,
Secretary.

[PR Doc.76-22314 Piled 8-22-75; 8:45 am]

[Docket No. E—9206]

McDo w e l l  c o u n t y  c o n s u m e r s  c o u n ­
c i l , INC. AND AMERICAN ELECTRIC 
POWER COMPANY, ET AL.

Postponement of Prehearing Conference 
A ugust 14, 1975.

On August 8, 1975, American Electric 
Power Company, Inc., and the 30 party 
respondents filed a motion to postpone 
the prehearing conference set by order 
issued July 29, 1975, in the above-desig­
nated matter. The motion states that the 
parties have been notified and have no 
objection.

Upon consideration, notice is hereby 
given that the prehearing conference is 
postponed from August 26,1975 to Octo­
ber 1,1975, in the above matter.

K enneth  F. P lum b ,
Secretary.

[FR Doc.75-22315 Piled 8-22-75;8:45 am]

[Docket No. CP76-36]

MID LOUISIANA Ĝ VS CO.
Application

^August 13, 1975.
Take notice that on July 30, 1975, Mid 

Louisiana Gas Company (Applicant), 
Twenty-first Floor, 300 Poydras Street, 
New Orleans, Louisiana 70130, filed in 
Docket No. CP76-36 an application pur­
suant to Section 7(c) of the Natural Gas 
Act for a certificate of public convenience 
and necessity authorizing an under­
ground storage service for Transconti­
nental Gas Pipeline Line Corporation 
(Transco), all as more fully set forth 
in the application on file with the Com­
mission and open to public inspection.

Applicant states that it has contracted 
with Transco to provide additional stor­
age'services in the period from August 1, 
1975, through July 31,1976, at 29.0 cents 
per Mcf of gas stored, pursuant to an 
agreement between Applicant and 
Transco dated July 30,1975. Pursuant to 
said agreement Applicant would accept 
from and store for Transco up to 2,000,000 
Mcf of gas. It  is stated that this service 
would be a lower priority service than the 
storage service that is presently being 
performed for Applicant’s own customers 
and the storage service that is presently 
being performed for Transco.

Under the terms of the agreement, Ap­
plicant states, Transco would deliver up 
to 20,000 Mcf of gas per day to Applicant 
during the injection season beginning 
August 1,1975. It  is further stated that if 
Applicant can make available additional 
storage capacity, Applicant would accept 
up to 35,000 Mcf of gas per day and the 
total volume of gas stored would be up 
to 2,500,000 Mcf of gas. The total volume 
of gas stored pursuant to the agreement 
of July 30,1975, would not exceed 2,500,-

000 Mcf. Applicant states that the gas 
delivered and stored under the instant 
proposal would be primarily available for 
redelivery in the period between April 1, 
1976, through Jiily 31, 1976, and that 
any delivery requested by Transco before 
that time would only oh a best efforts 
basis by Applicant, but' deliveries for all 
purposes would not exceed 100,000 Mcf 
per day. It is stated that no new facilities 
are required to implement the instant 
proposal and that Transco and Applicant 
would both be benefited by the proposed 
service. Applicant would make use of ex­
isting facilities without impairing exist­
ing service, it is stated, and Transco 
would be able to husband natural gas 
permitting it more flexibility in the stor­
age of gas and the development of its own 
storage capacities. -, *

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
make any protest with reference to said 
application should on or before Septem­
ber 2, 1975, 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 Reg­
ulations under the Natural Gas Act (18 
CFR 157.10). All protests filed with the 
Commission will be considered by it in 
determining the appropriate action to be 
taken but will not serve to make the Pro­
testants parties to the proceeding. Any 
person wishing to become a party to a 
proceeding or to participate as a party in 
any hearing therein must file a petition 
to intervene in accordance with the 
Commission’s Rules.

Take further notice that, pursuant to 
the authority contained in and subject 
to the jurisdiction conferred upon the 
Federal Power Commission by Sections 
7 and 15 of the Natural Gas Act and the 
Commission’s Rules of Practice and Pro­
cedure, a hearing will be held without 

‘ further notice before the Commission on 
this application if no petition to inter­
vene is filed within the time 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. I f  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,

K enneth  F. P lu m b , 
Secretary.

[PR Doc.75-22316 Piled 8-22-75:8:45 am]
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(Docket No. E-9480] 

MISHAWAKA, INDIANA
Application for Order Directing Physical 

Interconnection
A ugust 14,1975.

Take notice that on June 10, 1975, the 
City of Mishawaka, Indiana (Applicant) 
petitioned the Federal Power Commis­
sion, pursuant to Part 32 of the Commis­
sion’s Regulations under the Federal 
Power Act and Section 202(b) of the Act, 
16 U.S.C. 824a(b), for an order directing 
the Indiana & Michigan Electric Com­
pany (I & M) to physically interconnect 
its system with that of Applicant and 
commence delivery of power. The appli­
cation states that Applicant purchases at 
wholesale from I  & M its power require­
ments and in turn distributes such power 
to customers within the city.

Applicant has constructed a new sub­
station within the vicinity of an existing 
35 kv line owned by I  & M. This substa­
tion, called the Bercado Substation, was 
completed in January, 1974 at a cost of 
$125,000.00 and which station is needed 
to relieve the load on another of Appli­
cant’s substations and will be used for 
future expanded service within appli­
cant’s service area. The application states 
that the station was built and the invest­
ment made by Applicant with the full 
knowledge of I  & M and with the under­
standing that, once completed, I  & M 
would attach its 35 kv line to the facility. 
Because I  & M has failed to connect its 
facilities with the Bercado Substation, 
the application, pursuant to Section 202 
(b) of the Act, was filed with the Com* 
mission.

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
make any protest with reference to said 
Application should on or before Septem­
ber 9, 1975, file with the Federal Power 
Commission, Washington, D.C. 20426, 
petitions to intervene or protests 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
priate action to be taken but will not 
serve to make the Protestants parties to 
the proceeding. Persons wishing to be­
come parties to the proceeding or to par­
ticipate as a party in any hearing therein 
must file petitions to intervene in accord­
ance with the Commission’s Rules. This 
application is on file with the Commis­
sion, and available for public inspection.

K enneth  F .P lum b , 
Secretary.

[FR Doc.75-22323 Filed 8-22-75;8:45 am]

[Docket No. RP74-96]

NATURAL GAS PIPELINE COMPANY OF 
AMERICA

Filing of Revised Tariff Sheets Pursuant 
to the Terms of Pending Stipulation and 
Agreement

A ugust 15,1975.
Take notice that on August 8, 1975, 

Natural Gas Pipeline Company of Amer­

ica (Natural) submitted for filing as part 
of its FPC Gas Tariff, the below listed 
tariff , sheets to be effective September 1, 
1975:

T hird  R evised V olume  N o . 1

THIRD REVISED Substitute Twenty- 
fourth Revised Sheet No. 5.

Second R evised V olume  N o . 2

Substitute First Revised Sheet No. 270.
Natural states that the purpose of this 

filing is to submit unit adjustments to 
the proposed settlement rates computed 
pursuant to the terms of the Stipulation 
and Agreement in the proceedings in 
Docket No. RP74-96, and to revise the 
Winter Service séttlement rates to elimi­
nate the carrying charge pursuant to Ar­
ticle X X I of the RP74-96 settlement. 
(By Opinion No. 738 issued July 18,1975, 
the Commission disallowed the carrying 
charge component of the WS-1 and WS- 
2 rates.)

The bases and calculations in support 
of the rate changes underlying the filing 
were submitted in the following Exhibits :

E x h ib it  I
Summary of unit adjustments to the 

RP74-96 proposed settlement rates.
E x h ib it  n

' Computation in support of reduction 
in Winter Service rates (WS-1 and WS- 
2) to reflect elimination of carrying 
charge.

Ex h ib it  I I I
Derivation of unit adjustments effec­

tive September 1,1975. Unit adjustments 
effective June 1, 1975, have also been 
computed pursuant to the terms of the 
RP74-96 settlement.

Ex h ib it  IV
Derivation of unit adjustment effective 

September 1, 1975 pursuant to the pro­
visions of Article IV  of the sOttlement 
agreement to reflect the cost of service 
effective qf Advance Payments expended 
net of recovery through July 17, 1975, 
that are in excess of the stipulated 
amount for such expenditures. A  state­
ment under oath by a responsible official 
of Natural as required by Article IV  is 
enclosed.

As a matter of information, there Is 
also included under Exhibit IV, page 5, 
a schedule showing the cost of service 
effect of the actual expenditures through 
July 17, 1975, by Burmah Oil Develop­
ment, Inc. (agreements dated July 2, 
1974) and Mitchell Energy Corp., et al, 
(agreement dated June 1, 1974). Article 
X  of the RP74-96 settlement provides 
that the rate treatment for such ad­
vances shall be governed by final and 
nonappealable order issued in the RP73- 
110 proceedings. In an initial decision 
issued June 11, 1975 at Docket No. RP73- 
110, the Presiding Law Judge ordered 
that such advances be allowed rate base 
treatment effective September 1,1974, to 
the extent actual expenditures have been 
made by the producer. Natural has filed 
exceptions to the initial decision and the

above schedule is submitted without 
prejudice to Natural’s right to continue 
to seek reversal of the initial decision.

Natural recognizes that the rate 
changes, except for the elimination of 
the carrying charge from the Winter 
Service rates, as filed herein,1 will not 
become effective unless the Commission 
approves the proposed Stipulation and 
Agreement in Docket No. RP74-96. This 
submittal is being made to provide a 
basis for making rate changes effective 
under the terms of the settlement, it  is 
requested the Commission’s Regulations 
be waived to the extent necessary to per­
mit the enclosed tariff sheets to become 
effective as proposed herein.

A copy of the filing has been mailed to 
Natural’s customers and all interested 
parties to this proceeding.

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
protest said application should file a peti­
tion to intervene or protest with the Fed­
eral Power Commission, 825 North Cap­
itol Street N.E., Washington, D.C. 20426, 
in accordance with Section 1.8 and 1.10 
of the Commission’s Rules of Practice 
and Procedure (18 CFR 1.8, 1.10). All 
such petitions or protests should be filed 
on or before September 8, 1975. Protests 
will be considered by the Commission in 
determining the appropriate action to be 
taken, but will not serve to make Pro­
testants parties to the proceeding. Any 
person wishing to become a party must 
file a petition to intervene. Copies of this 
application are on file with the Commis­
sion and are available for public in­
spection.

K enneth  F. P lu m b , 
Secretary.

[FR Doc.75-22328 Filed 8-22-75;8:45 am]

[Docket No. RP71-107 etc. (Phase I I )  ] 

NORTHERN NATURAL GAS CO.
Extension of Procedural Dates

A ugust 13,1975.
On July 25,1975, Dyco Petroleum Cor­

poration and Phillips Petroleum Com­
pany filed motions to extend the proce­
dural dates fixed by order Issued July 7, 
1975, in the above-designated matter. On 
July 30,1975 and on July 31,1975, Hoover 
and Bracken Oil Properties and Banks 
Oil Companies also filed motions to ex­
tend these procedural dates.

Upon consideration, notice is hereby 
given that the procedural dates in the 
above matter are modified as follows:
Service of Northern’s and Producer’s

Testimony, September 2,1975.
Hearing, September 23, 1975 (10:00 a.m.

EDT).

K enneth  F. P lu m b , 
Secretary*

[FR Doc.75-22313 Filed 8-22-75;8:45 am]

1 Opinion No. 735 directed that the Winter 
Service rates be computed exclusive at a 
carrying charge.
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[Docket No. RP75-12-3]

NORTHERN NATURAL GAS CO.
Order Granting Intervention, and 

Granting Extraordinary Relief
A ugust 4,1975.

On May 19, 1975, Northern Natural 
Gas Company (Northern) filed a peti­
tion for extraordinary relief pursuant to 
Section 1.7(a) of the Commission’s Rules 
of Practice and Procedure. Northern re­
quests authorization to provide up to
750.000 Mcf of natural gas to existing 
utility customers under its presently ef­
fective Agricultural Crop Drying Service, 
Rate Schedule ACDS-1, in order to make 
available, on a best efforts basis, vol­
umes of gas for the drying of seed grain 
and other agricultural crops for the pe­
riod September 15, 1975, through March 
15,1976.
. By Commission orders issued Septem­

ber 28; 1973, and September 20, 1974, at 
Docket Nos. CP74-63 and RP75-12-1, 
respectively, Northern was authorized to 
provide natural gas service to its existing 
customers under Rate Schedule ACDS-1. 
Both orders granted extraordinary relief 
by authorizing Northern to provide up to
750.000 Mcf, on a best efforts basis, for 
six-month preiods ending March 15,1974, 
and March 15, 1975. Favorable weather 
during the last two drying seasons, and 
less than projected curtailment below 
contract demand permitted many utili­
ties to satisfy their crop drying require­
ments under existing firm entitlements. 
Therefore, crop drying volumes sold un­
der Rate Schedule ACDS-1 totaled 
140,078 Mcf during the period September 
15, 1973, through March 15, 1974, and 
117,735 Mcf during the period September 
14, 1974, through March 15, 1975.

Northern estimates that it will again 
have available a total of 750,000 Mcf un­
der Rate Schedule ACDS^l for the period 
September 15, 1975, through March 15, 
1976. The volumes would be made avail­
able daily, on a best efforts basis, under 
advance operating agreements. I f  the 
volumes nominated exceed the volumes 
available, seed grain drying will be given 
top priority. No new facilities or change 
in rates is proposed.

Petitions to intervene in support of 
Northern’s request were filed by North 
Central Public Service Company, Division 
of Donovan Companies, Inc. (North Cen­
tra l); Iowa Public Service Company 
(IP S ); Iowa Southern Utilities Company 
(Southern Utilities); Iowa Electric Light 
and Power Company (Light and Power); 
and jointly by Northern States Power 
Company (Minnesota) and Northern 
States Power Company (Wisconsin). 
The interventions of Terra Chemicals 
International, Inc. (Terra) and Farm­
land Industries, Inc. (Farmland) appear 
to request a formal hearing in order to 
determine the effect of ACDS-1 service 
upon their own firm service from North­
ern. Notice of intervention was also filed 
by the Iowa State Commerce Commission 
(Commerce Commission).

The ACDS-1 Rate Schedule is designed 
to provide special relief for Northern’s 
utility customers during the projected 
crop drying season when curtailment of

volume below their firm entitlements 
would result in irrecoverable losses from 
inadequate supplies of crop drying fuel. 
Preservation of feed grain and especially 
seed grain is recognized as an important 
link in the food chain. In order to be 
properly preserved, the moisture content 
of grains must be reduced below 12 per­
cent, otherwise the grain germ will be 
destroyed. Crop drying normally begins 
in mid-September and extends into the 
late fall and winter season. The service 
proposed herein will insure adequate 
service to grain dryers on Northern’s sys­
tem during the season when such opera­
tions are at their peak.

Terra and Farmland seem to be con­
cerned with insuring their own firm sup- _ 
plies from Northern for the coming win­
ter heating season rather than objecting 
specifically to the merits of the request 
herein. Northern’s existing curtailment 
program requires a complete curtailment 
of all interruptible consumption in ex­
cess of 200 Mcf per day including users 
served directly by Northern and those 
served indirectly by its distribution cus­
tomers, before curtailment can be ef­
fected to any direct or indirect firm in­
dustrial customers. On July 29, 1975, 
Terra and Farmland withdrew their re­
quests for hearing, based on assurances 
by Northern that a grant of this relief 
will not affect Northern’s supply demand 
projections set forth in Docket No. RP 
74-102.

It  is not the intent of our action to 
place deliveries to firm industrial cus­
tomers in jeopardy. If, therefore, in the 
unlikely event that such interveners may 
be affected adversely by the extraordi­
nary relief granted herein, their right to 
effect termination of ACDS service is not 
affected. In view of the foregoing, it is not 
necessary, in our opinion, to institute for­
mal hearings on Northern’s request at 
this time.

The Commission finds:
(1) Applicant, Northern Natural Gas 

Company, is a “natural gas company” 
within the meaning of the Natural Gas 
Act as heretofore found by the Commis­
sion.

(2) Irreparable injury to the preserva­
tion of feed and seed grains would result 
if Northern is not permitted to provide 
natural gas service to its existing utility 
customers under its presently effective 
Agricultural Crop Drying Service, Rate 
Schedule ACDS-1.

(3) Participation by the above-refer- 
• enced interveners may be in the public
interest.

The Commission orders:
(A ) Permission is granted to North­

ern Natural Gas Company to provide 
natural gas service to its existing utility 
customers up to a maximum of 750,000 
Mcf for the period September 15, 1975, 
through March 15, 1976, under its pres­
ently effective Agricultural Crop Dryer 
Service, Rate Schedule ACDS-1 of 
Northern’s FPC Gas Tariff, Third Re­
vised Volume No. 1.

(B) The above-referenced interveners 
are permitted to intervene subject to the 
Rules and Regulations of the Commis­
sion: Provided, however, that the partici­

pation of such interveners shall be lim­
ited to matters affecting asserted rights 
and interests as specifically set forth in 
sai]d petitions for leave to intervene; and 
Provided, further, that the admission of 
such interveners shall not be construed 
as recognition by the Commission that 
they might be aggrieved because of any 
order or orders of the Commission en­
tered in this proceeding.

By the Commission.
[ seal] K enneth  F. P lum b ,

Secretary.
[FR Doc.75-22317 Filed 8-22-75;8:45 am]

[Docket No. E-9305; Project No. 796]

SALT RIVER PIMA-MARICOPA INDIAN
COM M UNITY AND CITY OF PHOENIX,
ARIZONA
Further Extension of Procedural Dates 

A ugust 14,1975.
On August 7, 1975, Salt River Project 

Agricultural Improvement and PoWer 
District filed a motion to extend the pro­
cedural dates fixed by order issued 
June 17, 1975, as most recently modified 
by notice issued July 16, 1975, in the 
above-designated matter. The motion 
states that the parties have been notified 
and have no objection.

Upon consideration, notice is hereby 
given that the procedural dates in the 
above matter are modified as follows: 
Prehearing Conference, September 30,

1975.
Service of Direct Testimony, Novem-

Idgi* 3 1975.
Service’ of Rebuttal Testimony, Novem-

1361* 25 1975
Hearing, December 9, 1975 (10:00 a.m.

EST).
K enneth  F. P lu m b ,

Secretary.
[FR Doc.75-22324 Filed 8-22-75;8:45 am]

[Docket Nos. CI61-104, CI68-1146, CI70-102] 

SHELL OIL CO.
Settlement Proposal

A ugust 11,1975.
On July 22, 1975, Shell Oil Company 

(Shell) submitted during hearing in this 
matter a settlement proposal which was 
copied into the record (Tr. 15). On mo­
tion of Shell, the Presiding Administra­
tive Law Judge, on July 24, 1975, certi­
fied the settlement proposal to the Com­
mission.

This proceeding involves a request by 
Shell for release to it of certain escrow 
funds generated by sales of gas by Shell 
to Tennessee Gas Pipeline Company 
(Tennessee) and United Gas Pipe Line 
Company (United) in the above-cap­
tioned dockets. The escrowed amounts 
were accumulated and held by the pipe­
lines to cover a potential liability for 
Louisiana state tax, had the acreage 
producing the gas ultimately been de­
termined to be within the taxing juris­
diction of the State of Louisiana. This 
controversy was settled in favor of the 
United States in 1971 by United States v.
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Louisiana, 404 U.S. 388 (1971). Shell 
predicates its claim to entitlement of the 
escrowed funds upon Opinion No. 598, 
Area Rate Proceeding, et al. (Southern 
Louisiana Area), 46 PPC 86, July 16, 
1971, which set the just and reasonable 
rates for gas from the area involved 
completely or largely above Shell’s rates, 
including the escrow amounts.

The sale in Docket No. CI61-104, to. 
Tennessee was authorized by a tem­
porary certificate issued November 7, 
1963. The initial rate was 20 cents per 
Mcf, of which .5 cents was placed in 
the escrow account. Docket No. CI68- 
1146 concerned a sale to United pursuant 
to a temporary certificate issued May 27, 
1968, which provided for an initial price 
of 20 cents per Mcf, 1.5 cents of which 
was to be placed in an escrow account. 
In Docket No. CI70-102 Shell was per­
mitted, by a temporary certificate issued 
August 29,1969, to sell both gas well and 
casinghead gas to United at an initial 
rate of 20.0 and 18.5 cents per Mcf, re­
spectively, with 1.5 cents per Mcf held 
in escrow. The total escrowed amounts 
involved in these sales now approximates 
some $.4 million, not including interest 
on amounts held by United.

By Shell’s settlement proposal, Shell 
would receive all the escrowed funds, 
would match them with its own money 
on the basis of $3 from Shell for every 
$2 of the fund, and would spend all the 
total over the next two years to explore 
for and attempt to develop additional 
gas reserves upon acreage already dedi­
cated to Tennessee and United for sale 
to these companies at the current rate 
permitted by the Commission at the time 
of sale. Any money not so expended by 
Shell within two years would have to be 
returned to the pipelines and flowed 
through to their customers.

Comments to the proposed settlement 
may be filed with the Federal Power 
Commission, 825 North Capitol Street,
N.E., Washington, D.C. 20426, on or be­
fore September 10,1975. Such comments 
will be considered by the Commission in 
determining appropriate action, but will 
not serve to make commenters parties to 
the proceeding.

The record in this proceeding, includ­
ing the settlement proposal, is on file 
with the Commission and available for 
public inspection.

K enneth  F. P lum b ,
Secretary.

[PR Doc.75-22329 Filed 8-22-75;8:45 am]

[Docket No. CS76-46, etc ]

SMALL PRODUCER CERTIFICATES1 
Applications

A ugust 13, 1975.
Take notice that each of the Appli­

cants listed herein has filed an applica­
tion pursuant to Section 7(c) of the 
Natural Gas Act and Section 157.40 of

1 This notice does not provide for consoli­
dation for hearing o f the several matters 
covered herein.

the Regulations thereunder for a “small 
producer” certificate of public conven­
ience and necessity authorizing the sale 
for resale and delivery of natural gas in 
interstate commerce, all as more fully 
set forth in the applications which are 
on file with the Commission and open 
to public inspection.

Any person desiring to be heard or 
to make any protest with reference to 
said applications should on or before 
September 12, 1975, file with the Federal 
Power Commission, Washington, D.C. 
20426, petitions to intervene or protests 
in accordance with the requirements of 
the Commission’s Rules of Practice and 
Procedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10). All pro- 

^tests filed with the Commission will be 
considered by it in determining the ap­
propriate action to be taken but will not 
serve to make the protestants parties to 
the proceeding. Persons wishing to be­
come parties to a proceeding or to par­
ticipate as a party in any hearing there­
in must file petitions 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 
all applications in which no petition to 
intervene Is filed within the time re­
quired herein if the Commission on its 
own review of the matter believes that a 
grant of the certificates is required by 
the public convenience and necessity. 
Where a petition for leave to intervene is 
timely filed, or where 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 Applicants to appear or 
be represented at the hearing.

K enneth  F. P lu m b , 
Secretary.

Docket Date Applicant
No. filed

OS76-46... July 22,1975 Kentucky-Piper Gas Co. II, 
P .O .B ox  5101, Evansville, 
Ind. 47715.

C S 7 6 - 4 7 . . d o ______ Kit Development Corp.,
P .O . Box 5i04, Evansville, 
Ind. 47715.

CS76-48___July 18,1975 James W. Witherspoon, P.O:
Box 1818, Hereford, Tex: 
79045.

CS76-49... July 23,1975 Byron Oil Industries, Inc.,' 
15991 Trowbridge R d -  
Chesterfield, Mo. 63107.

CS76-50___July 25,1975 Arthur H . Denton, 20 West
6th St., Jamestown, N .Y ;  
14701.

0 8 7 6 - 5 1 . . . d o . . . . . ; .  Terese and Alvin S. Lane 
Foundation, Inc., c/o 
Alvin S. Lane, 60 East 42

„„„„ ' St., New  York, N .Y . 10017.
C S76 -52 ...r .r ..do ....... The Ruth F. and Henry W;

Klein Foundation, Inc., 
c/o Alvin S. Lane, 60 East 
42 St., New  York, N .Y s  
10017.

CS76-53... July 28,1975 Bernard T . Hein, 25 East 
Salem St., Hackensack, 
N J . 07601.

CS76-54...-j-.TF..do......... . The Calana Corp., 3633
Lewis Ave., Long Beach. 
Calif. 90807:

Docket Date Applicant
No. filed

C 676-55... 

CS76-56... 

CS76-57...

CS76-58...

C876-59...

CS76-60__

CS76-61...

CS76-62...

CS76-63___

CS76-Ô4___

CS76-65...

CS76-66...

: . . . .  do_______

.... .d o ____. . .

;....d o ........

r . ; . .d o . . . . . : .

.ir...do.. . . . . .

July 30,1975 

July 31,1975

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

July 25,1975

July 30,1975

July 31,1975

Aug. 1,1975

CS76-67............d o ..... ...

CS76-68...
CS76-69...

CS76-70___

CS76-71...

CS7&-72...

CS76-73___

C 876-74___

CS76-76___

CS76-76___

CS76-77___

CS76-78...

;____do_______
____ do........ ; .

.. . . .d o ____. . .

Aug. 6,1975

'Aug. 7,1975

.. .. .d o ...........

.. .. .d o .........-.

Aug. 8,1975 

Aug. 11,1975

.. .. .d o ...........

: ___ do...,....".

X X L , Inc., 4940 Viking Dr., 
Suite 312, Minneapolis, 
Minn. 55435.

P . & ' N .  Oil Co., 222. West 
Washington St., Bradford, 
Pa. 16701.

Upper Mississippi Towing 
Corp., 7703 Normandale 
Rd., Suite 110, Minneap­
olis, Minn. 55435.

Paladin Corp., 4140 South­
west Freeway, Houston,' 
Tex. 77027.

Mayfield Corp., 4140 South­
west Freeway, Houston, 
Tex. 77207.

J. D . Leftwich, 2310 Ersklne 
Rd., Lubbock, Tex. 79428;

Chief D rilling Co., Inc., 905 
Century Plaza, Wichita,' 
Kans. 67022.

William M. Barrett, 8th 
Floor, Johnson Bldg.; 
Shreveport, La. 71101.

Harry Koch, Suite 911, 333 
St. Charles Ave., New  
Orleans, La. 70130.

Harry S. Phillips, 433 Citi­
zens Bank Bldg., Tyler, 
Tex. 75701.

Seymour A . Smith, 25 East 
Salem St., Hackensack, 
N  J .  07601.

Mercedes Candelaria Skid­
more, 5814 South Cherokee 
Cluster, Virginia Beach, 
Va. 23562.

John F. Tatton, 2500 First 
City National Bank Bldg.; 
Houston, Tex. 77002.

Virginia H . Tatton.
Ophelia C. Montoya, 4306 

Sunnlngdale NE ,, Albu­
querque, N . Mex. 87110.

Dunigan Enterprises, Inc;; 
P.O. Box 2378, Abilene, 
Tex. 79605.

Compressor Systems of
' Tulsa, Inc., Suite 172,3005 

East Skelly Dr., Tulsa; 
Okla. 74105.

Panhandle Properties, Ino;; 
P.O. Box 742, Pampa, 
Tex. 79065.

Koch Industries, Ino., P.O : 
Box 2256, Wichita, Kans: 
67201.

Curran Oil Co., 1801 N a­
tional Bank of Tulsa Bldg;; 
Tulsa, Okla. 74103.

Daube Exploration Co., 107 
East Main, Ardmore, Okla: 
73401.

Vari Enterprises, Inc., 8810 
Saturn, Corpus Christi; 
Tex. 78401.

Stevens Oil Co., P.O ; Box 
1797, Santa Fe, N . Mex: 
87501.

Walter S. Fees, 2111 Broad­
way, Grand Junction, Colo: 
81501.

[PR Doc.75-22346 Filed 8-22-75;8:45 am] 

[Docket No. E-7002]

SOUTHEASTERN POWER AUTHORITY: 
DEPARTM ENT OF TH E  INTERIOR

Extension of Procedural Dates
A ugust 8,1975.

Notice is hereby given that the time 
within which interventions may be filed 
in the above matter is extended from 
August 18, 1975 to September 18, 1975. 
The public hearing to be commenced 
with a prehearing conference is' post­
poned from September 3, 1975 to Oc­
tober 3, 1975, at 10:00 a.m. in a Hearing 
Room of the Federal Power Commission 
at 825 North Capitol Street, N.E, Wash­
ington, D.C. 20426.

K e n ne th  F. P lu m b ,
Secretary.

[PR  Doc.75-22382 Filed 8-22-75;8:45 am]
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[Docket No. CP76-39]

SOUTHERN NATURAL GAS CO.
Application

A ugust 13, 1975.
Take notice that on August 4, 1975, 

Southern Natural Gas Company (Appli­
cant) P.O. Box 2563, Birmingham, Ala­
bama 35202, filed in Docket No. CP76- 
39 an application pursuant to Section 
7 (b) and (c) of the Natural Gas Act 
for permission and approval to abandon 
by sale to Citadel Cement Corporation 
(Citadel) facilities downstream of Appli­
cant’s Demopolis No. 1 Meter Station 
near Demopolis, Alabama, and for a cer­
tificate of public convenience and neces­
sity authorizing the construction and op­
eration of a meter station in order to 
continue the presently authorized service 
to Citadel, all as more fully set forth in 
the application on file with the Commis­
sion and open to public inspection.

Applicant states that it would sell to 
Citadel approximately 0.450 mile of 8- 
inch pipeline lying downstream from 
Applicant’s Demopolis No. 1 Meter Sta­
tion and the Citadel Meter Station. The 
stated reason for such abandonment is 
that it would allow Citadel to rearrange 
its operations to utilize more effectively 
its existing property. Applicant states 
that Citadel would purchase the facili­
ties for the depreciated book value of 
$10,912 approximately.

Applicant requests certification to con­
struct a meter station to replace the 
meter station that is proposed to be 
abandoned. The proposed facility, it is 
stated, would be located on existing 
right-of-way of Applicant and would 
cost approximately $43,600, which cost 
would be reimbursed by Citadel.

I t  is stated that the proposed rear­
rangement through abandonment and 
construction of meter stations and pipe­
line would not result in any change in the 
service rendered. The proposed changes 
would allow Citadel and Applicant to 
minimize the potential interference be­
tween them due to their activities that 
may take pl«cet it is said.

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
make any protest with reference to said 
application should on or before Septem­
ber 5, 1975, 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 Reg­
ulations under the Natural Gas Act (18 
CFR 157.10). All protests filed with the 
Commission will be considered by it in 
determining the appropriate action to be 
taken but will not serve to make the 
Protestants parties to the proceeding. 
Any person wishing to become a party to 
a proceeding or to participate as a party 
in any hearing therein must file a peti­
tion to intervene in accordance with the 
Commission’s Rules.

Take further notice that, pursuant to 
the authority contained in and subject 
to the jurisdiction conferred upon the 
Federal Power Commission by Sections 7 
and 15 of the Natural Gas Act and the 
Commission’s Rules of Practice and Pro­

cedure, a hearing will be held without 
further notice before the Commission on 
this application if no petition to inter­
vene is filed within the time required 
herein, if  the Commission on its own re­
view of the matter finds that a grant of 
the certificate and permission and ap­
proval for the proposed abandonment are 
required by the public convenience and 
necessity. I f  a petition for leave to inter­
vene 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.

K enneth  F. P lum b ,
Secretary.

[FR ï)oc.75-22319 Filed 8-22-75;8:45 am]

[Docket No. CP76-46]
TRANSCONTINENTAL GAS PIPE LINE 

CORP.
Application

A ugust 13, 1975.
Take notice that on August 8, 1975, 

Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line Corpora­
tion (Applicant), P.O. Box 1396, Houston, 
Texas 77001, filed in Docket No. CP76- 
46 an application pursuant to Section 7
(c) of the Natural Gas Act for a certifi­
cate of public convenience and necessity 
authorizing the transportation of natural 
gas for Dan River Inc. (Dan R iver), an 
industrial customer of the City of Dan­
ville, Virginia (Danville), a customer of 
Applicant under Rate Schedule CD-2, all 
as more fully set forth in the applica­
tion on file with the Commission and 
open to public inspection.

Applicant states that pursuant to ah 
agreement between itself, Dan River, arid 
Danville, it has agreed to transport ap­
proximately 1,000 Mcf of natural gas per 
day on an interruptible basis for Dan 
River from a proposed delivery point at 
mile post 27.94, where the Texas and 
Mexico Railroad crosses Applicant’s 
Conoco-DriscoU 6-inch pipeline in Duval 
County, Texas, to a point for redelivery 
for Dan River’s account at Applicant’s 
existing delivery points for Danville.

Applicant states that to implement the 
proposed service, a tap and valve would 
have to be installed at the proposed de­
livery point in Duval County, Texas, at 
a cost of approximately $4,300, which 
would be reimbursed by Dan River. The 
rate to be paid to Applicant by Dan River 
for the proposed service is stated to be
22.0 cents per Mcf at 14.7 psia of gas 
transported and delivered to Danville. 
Applicant would retain 3.8 percent of the 
transportation volumes to compensate 
for line loss and compressor fuel. The ap­
plication states that Applicant would not 
be obligated.!» transport for Dan River 
on any day a quantity of gas (less the 
quantities retained for line loss and com­
pressor fuel), which when added to the 
quantities of gas transported under 
similar arrangements for Industries 
served by Danville and quantities deliv­

ered under Rate Schedule CD-2, would 
exceed Danville’s authorized daily en­
titlement under said rate schedule.

Applicant states that it has been ad­
vised that Dan River was notified by 
Danville, its sole supplier of natural gas, 
that no gas would be available to Dan 
River for the period of November 16,
1975, through November 15,1976. Accord­
ingly, Applicant states, that Dan River 
has entered into an agreement with 
Lester Moore Tank & Supply Co., Inc. 
(acting through its unincorporated di­
vision Moore Engineering Resources),
Jim Ray Wise and Jimmie B. Myers 
(MER) for the purchase of approxi­
mately 1,000 Mcf of natural gas per day 
from the Double “U” Field, Duval County, 
Texas. Applicant states further that Dan 
River would face a total shutdown if the 
gas to be purchased from MER were not 
available.

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
make any protest with reference to said 
application should on or before Septem­
ber 9, 1975, 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 
Procedure (18 CFR 1.8 and 1.10) and the 
Regulations under the Natural Gas Act 
(18 CFR 157.10). All protests filed with 
the Commission will be considered by it . 
in determining the appropriate action 
to be taken but will not serve to make wm\ 
the protestants parties to the proceed­
ing. Any person wishing to become a 
party to a proceeding or to participate as 
a party in any hearing therein must file 
a petition to intervene in accordance with 
the Commission’s Rules.

Take further notice that, pursuant to 
the authority contained in and subject to 
the jurisdiction conferred upon the Fed­
eral Power Commission by Sections 7 
and 15 of the Natural Gas Act and the 
Commission’s Rules of Practice and 
Procedure, a hearing will be held without 
further notice before the Commission 
on this application if no petition to 
intervene is filed within the time re­
quired herein, if  the Commission on its 
own review of the matter finds that a 
grant of the certificate is required by the 
public convenience and necessity. I f  a 
petition for leave to intervene is timely 
filed, or if the Commission on its own mo­
tion believes that a formal hearing is re­
quired, further notice of such hearing will 
be duly given.

Under the procedure herein provided 
for, unless otherwise advised, it will be 
unnecessary for Applicant to appear or be 
represented at the hearing.

K enneth  F. P lu m b , 
Secretary.

[FR Doc.75-22318 Filed 8-22-75;8:45 am]

[Docket No. RP75-75]

TRANSCONTINENTAL GAS PIPE LINE 
CORP.

Extension of Procedural Dates
A ugust 8, 1975.

On July 23, 1975, Staff Counsel filed a 
motion to extend the procedural dates
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fixed by order issued April 30, 1975, in 
the above-designated matter.

Upon consideration, notice is hereby 
given that the procedural dates in the 
above matter are modified as follows:
Service of Staff Testimony, October 1,

Service of Intervenor Testimony, Octo­
ber 15, 1975.

Service of Company Rebuttal, Octo­
ber 29, 1975.

Hearing, November 11, 1975 (10:00 am.
EST). *

K enneth  F. P lum b ,
Secretary.

[PR Doc.75-22330 Filed 8 -2 2 -7 5 ;8:45 am]

[Docket No. RP75-451]

TRANSCONTINENTAL GAS PIPELINE 
CORP.

Investigation of Revised Curtailment Level 
on the System

A ugust 8 , 1975.
On January 8, 1975, the Commission 

issued an order in Docket No. RP75-51, 
instituting an investigation into the rea­
sons why TranscontinentalGas Pipeline 
Corporation (Transco) was experiencing 
a curtailment for the 1974 winter heating 
season far in excess of the level of cur­
tailment Transco had projected as of 
September, 1974. Hearings were held in 
this proceeding and evidence was pre­
sented by Transco and some of its sup­
pliers on the issues presented. On July 1, 
1975, the Commission issued an order 
expanding the investigation to determine 
the need for any curtailment at all by 
Transco in its deliveries to its resale cus­
tomers. The Commission Staff was di­
rected to conduct the expanded investi­
gation as required by the order as ex­
peditiously as possible.

Pursuant to our July 1, 1975 order, a 
special staff team of investigators was 
formed, comprised of attorneys and tech­
nical experts. These investigators have 
conducted an examination of the supply 
problem areas, and also spent over two 
weeks in the Houston, Texas offices of 
Transco and certain of its producer sup­
pliers. The Commission is advised that 
the experience of this group leads to the 
conclusion that a thorough review of 
each and every .producer selling to 
Transco would require the efforts of a 
very large staff1 over an extensive pe-

1 In the Natural Gas Reserve Study of 1970 
which involved 171 fields the total profes­
sional field effort was 17.3-19.0 man/years. 
In this proceeding we have involved some 
216 fields. Consequently, even with a much 
larger staff then is available a greater length 
of time would be required, would require a 
comparable staff for comparable staff years; 
In addition, the question o f deliverability 
would require at least as large a staff for the 
same number of man years. As stated herein 
we believe that a pragmatic approach of 
selecting a representative number o f pro­
ducers which have the largest volumes of 
gas involved will result in an evidentiary 
basis for Commission determinations con­
sistent with the purposes of the Court order.

riod of time, precluding the utilization 
of staff for other matters of equal priori­
ties. Such an investigation would neces­
sarily continue past the beginning of the 
Transco winter heating season some time 
in November, 1975, which is the begin­
ning of the crucial period for curtail­
ments. Since the purpose of the investi­
gation is to locate, if possible, additional 
supplies of gas that can be brought on 
stream prior to the commencement of 
the coming heating season, a lengthy in­
quiry would not serve this immediate 
purpose. Accordingly, it is necessary to 
alter the procedure employed thus far in 
order to meet a November deadline.

Accordingly, we have directed the Staff 
to determine which of its producer- 
suppliers sell the major portion of the 
gas to Transco. The 1974 FPC Report 
Form No. 2 data shows that 19 produc­
ers * furnished 80.1 percent of Transco’s 
gas supply, while the remaining 19.9 per­
cent is sold to it by 169 producers. There­
fore, by focusing our Staff’s efforts on 
these 19 producers, we can facilitate an 
investigation into curtailment on the 
Transco system that examines the larg­
est part of the pipeline’s supply and can 
feasibly be concluded prior to the begin­
ning of the coming heating season. In 
order to concentrate our Staff’s best ef­
forts in the areas that require immediate 
attention, we will hereinafter require the 
19 producers to provide the Commission 
with certain preliminary information.

Section 10 of the Natural Gas Act * re­
quires every natural gas company to file 
such special reports, under oath, as the 
Commission may by order direct. Pursu­
ant to this statutory authorization, we 
direct and require the 19 producers listed 
in Appendix A to complete and submit 
by August 28, 1975, the report required 
herein. For those required to report, the 
companies will be required to submit 
data on:

(a) All rate schedules covering sales 
to Transco, with the identification of the 
field or fields dedicated to each of such 
sales;

(b) The minimum and maximum de­
livery obligations for each rate schedule, 
as originally fixed in accordance with 
the terms of the sales contract as cer­
tificated, and as they may have been sub­
sequently revised; and the method used 
to calculate such obligations; along with 
q list of those rate schedules in which 
the seller is not currently delivering the 
existing minimum daily contract quan­
tity, and why;

(c) The location of all sources of gas 
dedicated to a rate schedule and capable 
of delivery of additional gas volumes at 
the current stage of development, but not 
presently delivering such additional vol­
umes, regardless of whether the mini­
mum daily contract quantity is being de­
livered or not (this would apply to cur­
rently completed wells, producing or 
capable of producing including behind- 
the-pipe-reserves that are subject of the

2 See Appendix A.
* 15 U.S.C. 717 (1970).

investigation in Docket No. RI75-112) ; * 
together with the maximum production 
capability of the reservoirs under the rate 
schedule based on the most recent well 
test, MPR or MER.

(d) A list of any rate schedule where 
a state or Federal agency with regula­
tory authority has precluded the delivery 
of minimum contract obligations for any 
period, and when; or has precluded the 
delivery of additional gas volumes capa­
ble of delivery in excess of the contract 
minimum; and

(e) An explanation of any other cir­
cumstances such as oil allowable, gas­
oil ratio limitations, gas cap mainte­
nance or workover delays that result in 
deliverability at volumes less than maxi­
mum capability under the contracts.

In our order instituting the investi­
gation in Docket No. RI75-112, we 
observed:

We need to determine whether non-devel­
opment has occurred because of engineering 
and technical constraints, or by reasons of 
conservation regulations -of the Department 
of the Interior or because transportation 
capacity, or because of failure of producers 
to meet or pipelines to enforce contract or 
certificate obligations- because o f factors 
within control of this Commission. The pur­
pose of this investigation is to determine 
facts, and take such remedial action, if any, 
which is within our power.

Here, too, although we are addressing 
more a possible question of nondelivery 
rather than that of nondevelopment, we 
must make like determinations.

There can be no question that upon 
commencement of deliveries, the Com­
mission has authority to investigate neg­
ligence of a producer in rendering full 
service under the certificated contract, 
or to investigate a deliberate attempt to 
slow production in order to obtain a more 
favorable price. We further intend to 
examine in depth whether the pipeline is 
diligently pursuing its contractual reme­
dies against producers to compel maxi­
mum deliveries. We are aware that the 
enforcement authority of the Commis­
sion to compel delivery of the certificated 
volumes is subject to the sales contract 
conditions unless the Commission has 
expressly conditioned its certification so 
as to modify certain of the contractual 
conditions. Nevertheless, the Supreme 
Court has held that “ the Commission 
[has] control over the conditions under 
which gas may be initially dedicated to 
interstate use.” And, “ . . . once so dedi­
cated there can be no withdrawal of that 
supply from continued interstate move­
ment without Commission approval.” 
Atlantic Refining Co. v. Public Service 
Comm., 360 U.S. 387-389 (1960). The 
former statement is a recognition of 
the Commission’s authority to condition 
the grant of a certificate, and the latter 
is a recognition of the Commission’s view 
that all of the contract terms as initially

4 The testimony and evidence adduced In 
the proceeding in Certain Producer and Pipe­
line Respondents, Docket No. R175-112, order 
Issued March 20,1975, relating to gas reserves 
dedicated to Transco are to be incorporated 
by the staff herein.
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set forth In the certificate application 
are encompassed within the certificated 
obligations accepted by the producer 
once delivery commences thereunder. 
H ie latter view was recently restated by 
the Commission in its Opinion No. 733, 
Mitchell Energy Corporation, Docket No. 
CI75-296, June 11,1975, and in its Opin­
ion No. 737, El Paso Natural Gas Com­
pany, et al., Docket Nos. CP75-209, et al., 
July 11, 1975, wherein it held that the 
service undertaken by a producer at the 
time of Certification “ is like an ancient 
covenant running with the land”  which 
even binds a certificated assignee to all 
of the contractual and certificate obliga­
tions of the assignor.®

The Commission further orders that 
this report must be submitted under oath 
by the corporate officer most directly re­
sponsible for, and knowledgeable about 
the information to be submitted on the 
report.

These reports will be audited by our 
Staff on a selective or inclusive basis. In 
the event of an audit the Staff will advise 
the particular producer-operator of the 
rate schedules and field (s) that are to 
be examined. At this point the corporate 
officer that submitted the report will be 
required, under oath, to provide a desig­
nated officer of the Commission with 
names of all company personnel that 
would have the direct personal knowl­
edge and/or possession of the data neces­
sary to support and explain the asser­
tions made on behalf of the company in 
the report. The responsible corporate offi­
cer must also set forth, under oath, a 
list of all files and other material related 
in any way to the designated rate sched­
ule or field and the address where that 
data can be examined by the Staff audit­
ing team.

Information submitted to tlie Com­
mission in the report, or made available 
to the Staff in an audit will not be af­
forded confidential treatment, consistent 
with the statements made upon this sub­
ject in our July 1, 1975 order herein. In 
addition, we remind each of the respond­
ents that Section l(Kb) of the Natural 
Gas Act provides that:
[ i ] t  shall be unlawful for any natural-gas 
company willfully to hinder, delay, or ob­
struct the making, filing, or keeping o f any 
information, document, report, memoran­
dum, record, or account required to be made, 
filed, or kept under this act or any rule, 
regulation, or order thereunder.®
This provision, along with all other sec-

B Judicial review of Opinion No. 733 is pres­
ently before the T7.S. Court of Appeals for 
the Fifth Circuit es, M itchell Energy Corpo­
ration v. F.P.C., No. 75-1118; and Opinion No. 
737 is before the same Court as Southland 
Royalty Co., et al. v. FJ>.C., No. 75-2851. 
Exxon Corporation filed on July 14, 1975, for 
injunction against the Commission and the 
Commissioners in the U.S. District Court for 
D.C. on Opinion No. 737 in Civil Action No. 
75-1118, but withdrew its suit after a hear­
ing before that Court. Circuit Judge Cole­
man of the Fifth Circuit issued an interim 
stay order against Opinion No. 737 on July 14, 
1975, but vacated the stay that day and 
substituted in lieu thereof a consent pro­
tective carder.

• 15 U.S.C. 717 (1970)«

NOTICES

tions of the Natural Gas Act, the Com­
mission’s Rules and Regulations promul­
gated thereunder, and relevant criminal 
statutes of the United States Code, will 
be vigorously enforced.

The data provided on the report re­
quired herein will assist the Staff in ex­
pediting its detailed investigation into 
the reasons for Transco’s curtailment. 
During the period when the report is 
being prepared, filed, and analyzed, the 
field investigation team wili continue its 
inquiry into the problems that are evi­
dent at this time in some of the recent 
deliveries of Transco’s largest suppliers. 
Once the report data is received and 
analyzed, our Staff team will re-evaluate 
its procedures if necessary, to ensure that 
the investigation provides as complete 
an examination of the Transco curtail­
ment situation as is possible in the lim­
ited time period available between now 
and tiie commencement of the winter 
heating season.

Our order of July 1, 1975, designated 
certain Commission Attorneys as officers 
of the Commission empowering them, 
inter alia, to issue subpoenas compelling 
witnesses to testify before them under 
oath in furtherance of the investigation. 
When appropriate, these powers should 
be utilized, within the discretion of the 
designated officers, to expedite the in­
vestigation by the taking of sworn state­
ments voluntarily or by subpoena ad 
testificandum returnable within 24 hours 
in lieu of the taking of depositions under 
Section 1.24 of our Rules.

Additionally, in our order of July 1, 
1975, three attorneys were specifically 
designated as officers of the Commission, 
one of whom was Ms. Sheila Hollis. 
Ms. Hollis has resigned as of the latter 
part of August, 1975, and therefore her 
designation as an officer is hereby re­
scinded. In order to permit the investi­
gation to continue expeditiously, we 
hereby delegate authority to the General 
Counsel to designate other Commission 
Attorneys as officers in this investigation 
through written designations, with a 
copy thereof placed in the formal files.

The Commission orders:
(A ) Pursuant to the provisions of the 

Natural Gas Act, particularly Section 10 
thereof, the producer natural gas com­
panies listed in Appendix A  hereof, shall 
file, under oath, the report as detailed 
hereinabove.

(B) The report required to be filed 
pursuant to Paragraph (A ) above shah 
be filed with the Secretary (an original 
and 4 copies) and a copy to each other 
party to this proceeding, on or before 
August 28,1975.

(C) The Secretary shall place one copy 
of the report in the official Commission 
files associated with this proceeding and 
an additional copy in the Commission’s 
Office of Public Information.

(D) The order of July 1, 1975, issued 
in this proceeding, Is amended as herein 
before provided.

By the Commission.
[ seal] K enneth  F. P lum b ,

Secretary,

A p p e n d i x  A .— Transco Gas P ipeline  

(1974 F PC  Form 2)

List of producers selling Transco, 10,000 MMcf or more, 
by percent of sale. A ll volumes MMcf at 14.73 lb/tote 
and 60° FJ

Name of seller operator
Gas

purchased
(MMcf)

Percent 
oftotal 

purchases

Union Oil Co. of California...— 161,690 19.5
Mobil Oil Corn _ 94,085 11.4
Gulf OÜ Corp..........................-
South /Texas Natural Gas

66,489 6.8

Catherine i 50,291 6.1
Sun Oil C o ............................ 43,852 5.3
Amoco Production Co.. _ _ 40,798 4.9
Kerr-McGee Corp. 39,802 4.8
Atlantic Richfield Co. et. «.1 , • 32,114 3.9
Exxon Corp _____
General American OÙ Co. of

17,105 2.1

Texas.................................. 16,367 2.0
The Superior Où Co. ct a l....  _ .15,535 1.9
Marathon Oil Co 13,146 1.6
Occidental Petroleum Corp 
Ocean Drilling & Exploration

12,857 L6

Co. et al.................................
The California Co., a division

12,993 *  L6

of Chevron...____ ___________ 11,169 1.4
Continental Où Co........ ........ . 11,858 1.4
Murphy Oil Corp_______________ 11,942 1.4
Signal Où & Gas Co. et al______ 10,027 1.2
Texaco, Inc_______ .___ _________ 10,206 1.2

Total............................. 662,326 80.1

i Natural gas transmission line purchases;

N o te.— 19 producers sold Transco 80.1 percent of 
natural gas purchased in 1974,169 producers sold Transco 19.9 percent of natural gas. purchased in 1974, total gas 
purchased in 1974=827,256 MMcf (F P C  Form 2);

[FR DOC.75-22345 Filed 8-22-75;8:45 am]

[Docket Nos. R-424; R-446]

UNIFORM SYSTEM OF ACCOUNTS
Order Granting Applications for Rehearing 
for the Purpose of Further Consideration

A ugust 15, 1975.
In the matter of accounting for pre­

mium, discount and expense of 4ssue, 
gains and losses on refunding and reac­
quisition of long-term debt, and inter­
period allocation of Income taxes. 
Amendments to the Uniform System of 
Accounts for Class A, B, and C public 
utilities and licensees' and natural gas 
companies; deferred income taxes.

On July 18, 1975, four investor owned 
electric utility corporations1 and Public 
Systems2 each filed Applications for Re­
hearing of our Order No. 530, issued 
June 18, 1975, in Docket Nos. R-424 and 
R-446. In  order to provide adequate time 
for consideration of the merits of the 
arguments raised by the various applica­
tions, we shall grant rehearing for the 
limited purpose of further consideration.

The Commission orders:
(A ) The Application for Rehearing 

filed by the above mentioned petitioners 
are hereby granted for the limited pur­
pose of further consideration of Order 
No. 530.

1 Central Illinois Light Company, Jersey 
Central Power and Light Company, Metro- i 
polltan Edison Company and Pennsylvania 
Electric Company. : * I i

* See Appendix A for the members of Public ; 
Systems.
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(B) The Secretary shall cause prompt 
publication of this order to be made in 
the Federal Register.

By the Commission.
[ seal ]  K enneth F. Plump,

Secretary.
Appendix A—Public Systems Sponsoring 

the Application for Rehearing of Order 
No. 530

Alabama Electric Cooperative, Inc.
Allegheny Electric Cooperative Inc.
City of Anaheim, California 
Delmarva Electric Cooperative, Inc. 
Electricities of North Carolina and its mem­

bers, the following municipalities:

North Carolina:

Albermarle Laurinburg
Apex Lexington
Ayden Lincolnton
Belhaven Louisburg
Benson Lucama
Black Creek Lumberton
Bostie Macclesfield
CherryviUe Maiden
Clayton Monroe
Concord Morgan ton
Cornelius Murphy
Call as New Bern
Davidson Newton
Drexel . Oak City*
Edenton Pikeville
Elizabeth City Pinetops
Enfield Pineville
Farmville Red Springs
Fayetteville Robersonville
Forest City Rocky Mount
Fountain Scotland Neck
Fremont Selma
Gastonia Sharpsburg
Granite Falls Shelby
Greenville Smithfleld
Hamilton Southport
Hertford Stantonsburg
Highlands Statesville
High Point Tarboro
Hobgood Wake Forest
Hookerton Walstonburg
Huntersville Washington
Kings Mountain Waynesville
Kinston Wilson
LaGrange Windsor
Landis Winterville

V irginia:

Blackstone Iron Gate
Culpeper Manassas
Franklin Wakefield
Harrisonburg

Harrison Rural Electric Association, Inc.

Indiana Municipal Electric Association and 
its members, the following municipalities 
in Indiana:

Town of Bainbridge 
Town of BargersvUle 
Town of Centerville 
Town of Covington 
Town of Darlington 
Town of Edinburg 
Town of Flora 
Town of Greendale 
City of Greenfield 
Town of Hagerstown 
Lawrenceburg Utili­

ties
Lawrenceburg 
City of Lebanon

City of Linton 
Town of Middletown 
Town of Paoli 
Town of Pendleton 
City of Rising Sun 
Town of Rockville 
City of ScottsJjurg 
Town of South 

Whitley
Town of Thomtown 
City of Tipton 
Town of*Veedersburg 
Town of Wayne town

Jackson Purchase Rural Electric Coopera­
tive Association

NEPCO Customer Rate Committee (succes­
sor to the Power Planning Committee of
the Municipal Electric Association of Mas­
sachusetts, Inc.) and its members the fo l­
lowing Massachusetts municipal light de­
partments and plants:

Ashburnham
Boylston
Danvers
Georgetown
Groton
Hingham
Holden
Hudson
Hull
Ipswich
Littleton
Mansfield
Marblehead

Merrimac
Middleton
North Attleboro
Paxton
Peabody
Princeton
Shrewsbury
Sterling
Templeton
Wakefield
West Boylston
and

Manchester Electric Company
New Hampshire Electric Cooperative, Inc.
Littleton, New Hampshire
North California Power Agency and its mem­

bers, the following California cities:

Alameda
Biggs
Gridley
Healdsburg
Lodi
Lompos

Palo Alto 
Redding 
Roseville 
Santa Clara 
Ukiah

and
Plumas Sierra Rural Electric Cooperative, 

Inc.
North Carolina Electric Membership Cor­

poration
Oglethorpe Electric Membership Corporation 
Old Dominion Electric Cooperative, Inc.
City of Riverside, California
Southern Maryland Electric Cooperative, Inc.

[FR Doc.75-22350 Filed »-22-75:8:45 am]

Appendix A

[Docket Nos. RI76-17, etc.]

UNION OIL COMPANY OF CALIFORNIA, 
ET AL.

Order Providing for Hearing on and Suspen­
sion of Proposed Changes in Rates, and
Allowing Rate Changes to Become Ef­
fective Subject to Refund1

A u g ust  15, 1975.
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.

The Commisison finds: It  is in the 
public interest and consistent with the 
Natural Gas Act that the Commission 
enter upon hearings regarding the law­
fulness of the proposed changes, and that 
the supplements herein be suspended 
and their use be deferred as ordered 
below.

The Commisison orders: (A) Under 
the Natural Gas Act, particularly Sec­
tions 4 and 15, the Regulations pertain­
ing thereto [18 CFR, Chapter I ] ,  and the 
Commission’s Rules of Practice and Pro­
cedure, public hearings shall be held con­
cerning 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 Nat­
ural Gas Act and Section 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.
[seal] K enneth F. Plumb,

Secretary.
1 Does not consolidate for-hearing or dis­

pose of the several matters herein.

Docket
No.

Respondent
Rate Sap- Amount

sched- pie- Purchaser and producing area of 
ule ment annual
No. No. increase

Date Effective Date Cents per Mcf* < effect sub-
filing date suspended —--------------------------------  ject to

tendered unless until— Rate in Proposed refund in 
’* suspended effect increased dockets

rate No.

RI76-17... Union Oil Co. of California..  195 12 Transwestem Pipeline Co. (New  $420 7-28-75 . . . - .......... _ (i) *23 617 24.3171
„„ _  „ , , ___ Mexico) (Permian Basin);

RU4-33... C o n ^ n M ^ O U  Co. (Op- 180 1 to 24 .- .. .d o .......................................... . (i) 7-17-75 . . . . — .............7-18-75 24.2896 24.3171 RI74-33.

•Unless otherwise stated, the pressure base is 14.65 lb/ln*a.
‘ Not stated;
* Includes deduction of 0.32^/M ft* for treating.
The proposed rate Increase is accepted as of July 28, 1975, insofar as it does not

exceed the Opinion No. 662 celling and Is suspended until July 29,1975, Insofar as it 
exceeds the opinion No. 662 celling rate.

« Unless otherwise stated, the rate shown Is the total rate, inclusive of any applicable 
British thermal unit adjustment and tax;
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The proposed rate increase of Union Oil 
Company of California, is accepted as of 
July 28, 1975 insofar as it does not exceed 
the applicable area rate ceiling under Opin­
ion No. 662, and is suspended until July 29, 
1975, insofar as it exceeds the applicable 
area rate ceiling in Opinion No. 662.

Continental Oil Company’s revised increase 
reflects a correction in the amount of tax 
reimbursement contained in a prior increase 
being collected subject to refund. The re­
vised proposed increase is suspended for one 
day from the date o f filing, subject to refund 
in the existing suspension proceeding.

[FR Doc.75-22347 Filed 8-22-75;8:45 am]

[Project No. 2545]

W ASHINGTON WATER POWER CO.
Application for Approval of Exhibit R 

A ugust 14,1975.
Public notice is hereby given that ap­

plication was filed April 9, 1974 and 
amended March 24, 1975 under the fe d ­
eral Power Act (16 U.S.C. 791a-825r) by 
the Washington Water Power Company 
(correspondence to: Mr. J. P. Buckley, 
Vice President and Secretary, The Wash­
ington Water Power Company, P.O. Box 
3727, Spokane, Washington 99220 and 
Mr. Lee K. Sherline, Leighton and Sher- 
line, 1701 K  Street, N.W., Washington,
D.C. 20006) for approval of Exhibit R 
for constructed Project No. 2545, known 
as the Spokane River Project, in Spo­
kane, Stevens, and Lincoln Counties, 
Washington, on the Spokane River.

At the Long Lake Development of this 
project, Applicant currently maintains 
viewpoints and a picnic area near the 
Long Lake Plant. Applicant states that 
the State Department of Natural Re­
sources maintains a 50-acre camping and 
picnic area, that the State Parks and 
Recreation Commission has developed 
the Spokane House historic site and in­
terpretive center, and that there are five 
private resorts bn the Lake. Applicant 
proposes to: (1) develop a boat launch­
ing and picnic area on a portion of a 
200-acre tract on the lower end of the 
Lake which would be used for future 
project recreational development, (2) re­
serve two tracts totalling 27 acres for 
future recreational development on the 
upper end of the Lake, and (3) build a 
boat launching site near the Spokane 
House Interpretive Center in Riverside 
State Park.

Applicant states that a portion of 
Riverside State Park is adjacent to the 
Lake at the Nine Mile Development and 
proposes to build a boat launching area 
on the Lake.

The Monroe Street and Upper Falls 
Development are located in the City of 
Spokane’s Central Riverfront Park. Ap­
plicant states that it has constructed 
Huntington Park between the Monroe 
Street Powerhouse and the Monroe 
Street Dam and that this park combines 
a landscaped public park with an ele­
vated promenade to view the lighted falls 
created by the dam. Applicant proposes 
to modify the project facilities at Upper 
Falls plant to complement the City’s 
parks.

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
make any protest with reference to said 
application should on or before Septem­
ber 29, 1975 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). All pro­
tests filed with the Commission will be 
considered by it in determining the ap­
propriate 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. The application is on file with the 
Commission and is available for public 
inspection.

K enneth  F^ P lum b ,
Secretary.

[FR Doc.75-22331 Filed 8-22-75:8:45 am]

[Docket Nos. CP75-155; CP75-162]

' WISCONSIN GAS CO. AND NORTHERN 
STATES POWER CO. (WISCONSIN)

Further Extension of Time
A ugust 14, 1975.

On August 7, 1975, Northern States 
Power Company .filed a request for an 
extension of time within which to com­
ply with paragraphs (C) and (F) of the 
order issued June 23, 1975, in the above- 
designated matter.

Upon consideration, notice is hereby 
given that the time within which North­
ern States Power Company must comply 
with paragraphs (C) and (F ) of the 
order issued June 23, 1975, is extended 
to and including September 11, 1975.

K enneth  F. P lu m b , 
Secretary.

[FR Doc.75-22333 Filed 8-22-75;8:45 am]

[Docket No. RM74-8] 

NATION-WIDE FUEL EMERGENCY 
Notice of Extension of Time

A ugust 11, 1975.
On July 30, 1975, Lone Star Gas Com­

pany filed a request for an extension of 
the time within which to file the report 
required by Order No. 498, in the above- 
designated matter.

Upon consideration, notice is hereby 
given that the time within which Lone 
Star Gas Company must file the required 
report in the above matter is extended 
to September 3, 1975.

K enneth  F. P lum b ,
Secretary.

[FR Doc.75-22338 Filed 8-22-75;8:45 am]

GENERAL ACCOUNTING OFFICE 
REGULATORY REPORTS REVIEW 

Receipt of Report Proposals
The following requests for clearance of 

reports intended for use in collecting in­
formation from the public were received

by the Regulatory Reports Review Staff, 
GAO, on August 15, 1975. See 44 U.S.C. 
3512(c) & (d ). The purpose of publish­
ing this list in the F ederal R egister is to 
inform the public of such receipt.

The list includes the title of each re­
quest received; the name of the agency 
sponsoring the proposed collection of in­
formation; the agency form number, if 
applicable; and the frequency with which 
the information is proposed to be col­
lected.

Written comments on the proposed 
FEA forms are invited from all inter­
ested persons, organizations, public in­
terest groups, and affected businesses. 
Because of the limited amount of time 
GAO has to review the proposed forms, 
comments (in triplicate) must be re­
ceived on or before September 12, 1975, 
and should be addressgd to Mr. Carl F. 
Bogar, Assistant Director, Office of Spe­
cial Programs, United States General Ac­
counting Office, Room 5216, 425 I  Street, 
NW., Washington, D.C. 20548.

Further information may be obtained 
from Patsy Stuart of the Regulatory Re­
ports Review Staff, 202-376-5425.

F ederal Energy A d m in istratio n

Request for clearance of FEA form 
U508-S-O, Industrial Boiler Auxiliary 
Equipment Questionnaire. This is a 
single time report requesting inf ormation 
from manufacturer on industrial boiler 
auxiliary equipment including a descrip­
tion of the system, estimates of efficiency 
improvements, operational requirements 
and costs. This information will be com­
piled and published in a manual for 
industrial boiler purchasers and users in­
forming them of ways to improve the effi­
ciency of their plants. Estimated num­
ber of respondents is 150 companies. 
Average number of hours required to 
complete and file a response is two.

Request for clearance of FEA form 
U509-S-O, Public Schools Energy Con­
servation Service. This service is designed 
to provide school administrators with In­
formation on school buildings which are 
not energy efficient and specific sugges­
tions for operational and capital changes 
which would reduce building energy de­
mands. This single time form provides 
FEA with the data required to make an 
analysis of-the efficiency of these school 
buildings. Response is voluntary. Ap­
proximately 750 responses are expected. 
The estimated average number of hours 
required per response is 15.

Request for an extension with no 
changes of approval of FEA Form P102- 
M-O entitled Old Oil Entitlements Pro­
gram, Refiners Monthly Report. This is 
a monthly report required to be filed by 
petroleum refiners listing receipts of old 
oil and crude runs to stills. The number 
of respondents is approximately 136. Re­
spondent burden is estimated at 22 hours 
per monthly report.

Request for an extension with no 
changes of approval of FEJA Form PI 03- 
M-O entitled Old Oil Entitlement Pro­
gram, Entitlements Transaction Report. 
This is a monthly report required to be 
filed by refiners eligible to receive old oil
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entitlements. The number of respondents 
is approximately 136. Respondent burden 
is estimated at six hours per monthly re­
port.

Norman P. Heyl, 
Regulatory Reports

Review Officer.
[PR Doc.75-22485 Filed 8 -2 2 -7 5 ;8 :4 5  am]

REGULATORY REPORTS REVIEW 

Receipt of Report Proposal
The following request for clearance of 

a report intended for use in collecting in­
formation from the public was accepted 
by the Regulatory Reports Review Staff, 
GAO, on August 14, 1975. See 44 U.S.C. 
3512 (c) and (d ). The purpose of publish­
ing this notice in the Federal Register 
is to inform the public of such receipt.

The notice includes the title of the re­
quest received; the name of the agency 
sponsoring the proposed collection of in­
formation; the agency form number, if 
applicable; and the frequency with which 
the information is proposed to be col­
lected.

Written comments on the proposed 
PEA form are invited from all interested 
persons, organizations, public interest 
groups, and affected business. Because of 
the limited amount of time GAO has to 
review the proposed form, comments (in 
triplicate) must be received on or before 
September 12, 1975, and should be ad­
dressed to Mr. Carl P. Bogar, Assistant 
Director, Office of Special Programs, 
United States General Accounting Office, 
Room 5216, 425 I  Street, NW„ Washing­
ton, D.C. 20548.

Further information may be obtained 
from Patsy J. Stuart of the Regulatory 
Reports Review Staff, 202-376-5425.

Federal Energy Administration

Request for clearance of the P118-Q-1, 
Refiner Report of Buy Sell Crude Oil 
Transactions Made to Comply With 
Mandatory Crude Oil Allocation Pro­
gram. This form will collect the same 
information as the expired PEA 903. It  
must be submitted quarterly by each re­
finer-seller and each refiner-buyer of 
crude oil under the Buy-Sell List for allo­
cated crude oil. The form will collect in­
formation on purchases and sales made 
in compliance with PEA Buy/Sell re­
quirements. It  is estimated that there are 
approximately 141 respondents and that 
each report requires an average of two 
hours to fill out.

Norman F. Heyl, 
Regulatory Reports 

Review Officer.
[PR Doc.75-22486 Filed 8-22-75; 8:45 am]

REGULATORY REPORTS REVIEW 
Receipt of Report Proposals

The following request for clearance of 
requirements intended for use in collect­
ing information from the public was re­
ceived by the Regulatory Reports Review 
Staff, GAO, on August 14, 1975. See 44 
U.S.C. 3512(c) & (d ). The purpose of

NOTICES

publishing this notice in the Federal 
Register is to inform the public of such 
receipt.

The notice includes the title of the re­
quest received; the name of the agency 
sponsoring the proposed collection of in­
formation; the agency form number, if 
applicable; and the frequency with which 
the information is proposed to be col­
lected.

Written comments on the proposed 
NRC requirements are invited from all 
interested persons, organizations, public 
interest groups, and affected businesses. 
Because of the limited amount of time 
GAO has to review the submission, com­
ments (in triplicate) must bè received on 
or before September 12,1975, and should 
be addressed to Mr. Carl P. Bogar, As­
sistant Director, Office of Special Pro­
grams, United States General Account­
ing Office, Room 5216, 425 I  Street, NW., 
Washington, D.C. 20548.

Further information may be obtained 
from Patsy J. Stuart of the Regulatory 
Reports Review Staff, 202-376-5425.

Nuclear Regulatory Commission

Request for extension without change 
of application, reporting, and record­
keeping requirements in 10 CFR Parts 50 
and 51 of the Commission’s regulations. 
The frequency of the requirements vary 
depending upon the particular section 
of the regulations affected; potential re­
spondents are applicants and licensees 
for NRC power, research and test reac­
tors; approximately 123 applicants and 
licensees will be affected. The total 
respondent burden for all sections of 
Parts 50 and 51 is estimated to be be­
tween 1834 and 2434 man years.

Norman P. Heyl, 
Regulatory Reports 

Review Officer.
[PR Doc.75-22487 Filed 8-22-75;8:45 am]

NATIONAL ENDOWMENT FOR THE 
ARTS AND THE HUMANITIES

EDUCATION PANEL ADVISORY 
COM M ITTEE

Meeting
August 18,1975.

Pursuant to the provisions of the Fed­
eral Advisory Committee Act (Public 
Law 92-463) notice is hereby given that 
a meeting of the Education Panel will 
convene at 9 a.m. at Washington, D.C., 
on September 24,1975.

The purpose of the meeting is to re­
view Program applications submitted 
to the National Endowment for the Hu­
manities for grants to educational insti­
tutions and non-profit organizations.

Because the proposed meeting will con­
sider financial information and person­
nel and similar files the disclosure of 
which would constitute a clearly unwar­
ranted invasion of personal privacy, pur­
suant to authority granted me by the 
Chairman’s Delegation of Authority to 
Close Advisory Committee Meetings, 
dated August 13,1973,1 have determined 
that the meeting would fall within ex­
emptions (4) and (6) of 5 U.S.C. 552(b)
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and that it is essential to close the meet­
ing to protect the free exchange of in­
ternal views and to avoid interference 
with operation of the Committee.

It is suggested that those desiring more 
specific information contact the Advi­
sory Committee Management Officer, Mr. 
John W. Jordan, 806 15th Street, N.W., 
Washington, D.C. 20506, or call area code 
202-382-2031.

John W. Jordan, 
Advisory Committee 

Management Officer.
[FR Doc.75-22385 Filed 8-22-75;8:45 am]

JAZZ/FOLK/ETHNIC MUSIC 
Grant Guidelines

The following are guidelines for the 
Jazz/Folk/Ethnic Music grants which 
are made under the Music Program of 
the National Endowment for the Arts, 
§,n idependent agency of the Federal 
government which makes grants to or­
ganizations and individuals concerned 
with the arts throughout the United 
States.

Notice is hereby given that the dead­
line date for this program is October 1, 
1975.

Interested persons should contact 
Walter Anderson, Director, Music Pro­
gram, National Endowment for the Arts, 
Washington, D.C. 20506, (202) 634-6390 
for further information and application 
forms. Only the Music Program office 
may distribute application forms.

Signed at Washington, D.C. on Au­
gust 2, 1975.

Fannie Taylor,
Director, Program Information.

Jazz/Folk/Ethntc/Music Guidelines

In  fiscal 1976 the National Endowment for 
the Arts will offer grants to individuals and 
groups through its Jazz/Folk/Ethnic Music 
Program.

Notices of grant award or rejection will not 
be sent before March 15,1976.

Deadline: October 1, 1975
Applications must be postmarked no later 

than October 1, 1975. The proposed period of 
grant support should not begin prior to June 
1, 1976 and may extend through January 31, 
1977.

Applications postmarked later than Octo­
ber 1, 1975 will not be considered under this 
program and will be returned.

The next deadline for receipt of applica­
tions will be June 15, 1976 for projects tak­
ing place between February 1,1977 and Janu­
ary 31, 1978.

Applications for organizations which sat­
isfy the eligibility criteria as set forth on 
page 1 may be obtained by requesting Project 
Grant Application Forms, NEA-3 (Rev.) Ap­
plications for individuals who satisfy the 
eligibility requirements as set forth on page 
1 may be obtained by requesting Individual 
Application Forms, NEA-2 (Rev.) Applica­
tion forms may be requested by completing 
and returning the Application Request Form 
on page 15 of these guidelines.

General P urpose

The purpose of this program is the creation 
of a broad artistic climate in the United 
States in which its indigenous musical arts 
will thrive with distinction through artistic» 
educational, and archival programs.
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Eligibility

individuals

By statute the National Endowment for 
the Arts is limited to the award o f grants to 
individuals “o f exceptional talent.”  Applica­
tions will therefore be reviewed according to 
the following criteria:

1. Exceptional creative or performing 
talent and accomplishment;

2. Strong commitment to artistic stand­
ards;

3. Capacity for research or special study.
Individual grants are awarded on a non-

matching basis.
ORGANIZATIONS

By statute the National Endowment' for 
the Arts is limited to the support of organ­
izations which meet the following criteria; 
Copy of Internal Revenue Service determina­
tion letter for tax-exempt status must be 
submitted with each application;

1. Only those organizations in which no 
part o f net earnings inures to the benefit of 
a  private stockholder or individual and to 
which donations are allowable as a charitable 
Internal Revenue Code o f 1954, as amended.

2. Only those organizations which compen­
sate at the equivalent of the prevailing mini­
mum compensation level or on the basis of 
negotiated agreements which would satisfy 
the requirements of Parts 3, 5, and 505 of 
Title 29 of the Code of Federal Regulations 
for the duration of any project supported in 
whole or in part by the National Endowment 
for the Arts;

3. Qnly those organizations which conduct 
their operations in accordance with the re­
quirements of Title VI of the Civil Rights Act 
of 1964 and the Rehabilitation Act of 1973, as 
amended, which bar discrimination in Fed­
erally assisted projects on the basis of race, 
color, national origin, or handicap.

Eligibility Is further determined on the 
basis of these additional criteria:

1. Performing ensembles, both Instrumental 
and vocal, must demonstrate high quality in 
performance and management. (Reminder: 
Ensembles must meet statutory criteria for 
organizations as stated above.)

2. Sponsoring organizations demonstrating 
the capacity for efficient, stable, and imagin­
ative administration as well as a strong com­
mitment to the purposes of this program.

Program L imitations

This program does not provide support 
for:

1. Direct costs of commercial recording 
or publication;

2. Foreign travel; *
I 3. Development or completion of Master’s 
degree theses or doctoral dissertations;

4. High school or college performing 
groups;

5. Building or renovation of physical facil­
ities;

6. Purchase of musical instruments or 
permanent equipment;

; 7. General operating expenses.

Resolution on Accessibility to the Arts 
for the Handicapped

One of the main goals of the National En­
dowment for the Arts is to assist in making 
the arts available to all Americans, The arts 
are a right, not a privilege. They are central 
to what our society is and what it can be. 
The National Council on the Arts believes 
very strongly that no citizen should be de­
prived of the beauty and the insights into 
the human experience that only the arts can 
impart.

* While expenses for foreign travel may 
not be included in the project budget, this 
restriction is not intended to prevent jazz/ 
folk/ethnic artists from carrying on their 
creative work in a foreign country.

The National Council on the Arts believes 
.that cultural institutions and individual 
artists could make a significant contribution 
to the lives of citizens who are physically 
handicapped. It  therefore urges the National 
Endowment for the Arts to take a leadership 
role in advocating special provision for the 
handicapped in cultural facilities and pro­
grams.

The Council notes that the Congress of 
the United States passed in 1968 (P.L. 90- 
480) legislation that would require all public 
buildings constructed, leased or financed in 
whole or in part by the Federal Government 
to be accessible to handicapped persons. The 
Council strongly endorses the intent of this 
legislation and urges private interests' and 
government at the state and local levels to 
take the intent of this legislation into ac­
count when building or renovating cultural 
facilities.

The Council further requests that the Na­
tional Endowment for the Arts and all of the 
program areas within the Endowment be 
mindful of the intent and purposes of this 
legislation as they formulate their own guide­
lines and as they review proposals from the 
field. The Council urges the Endowment to 
give consideration to all the ways in which 
the agency can further promote and imple­
ment the goal of making cultural facilities 
and activities accessible to Americans who 
are physically handicapped.

(Adopted by the National Council on the 
Arts, September 15, 1973.)

Categories of Support

These Guidelines are presented in two sec­
tions—the first for jazz programs and the 
second for the other indigenous folk/ethnic 
arts. Because the needs of the fields differ 
significantly, the provisions for support are 
described by separate categories tailored to 
existing needs. Jazz applicants will find full 
information on pages 4-8. All other appli­
cants are referred to pages 8-10.

Note.—Applications should be developed 
within the categories and budgetary limita­
tions as designated.

Jazz Category I  Composers/Arrangers

Non-matching fellowship grants of up to 
$5,000 to composers and arrangers of excep­
tional talent for creation of new works, com­
pletion of works in progress, and professional 
development.

The program provisions in these guidelines 
are intended to support only those composers 
whose works retain a consistent basic idio­
matic feeling related to the jazz style with 
which the composer’s or arranger’s work is 
identified.

Composers should be aware that the En­
dowment does have a separate program of 
assistance for ‘ ‘Composers/Librettists”  whose 
works do not have a strong idiomatic^’and 
stylistic rooting in jazz music.

Project Examples

1. The creation o f new works and the com­
pletion o f works in  progress;

2. Copying and reproduction costs of scares 
and parts of completed works;

3. Expenses necessary to provide time for 
research and limited expenses for the pur­
chase o f other composers’ scores and record­
ings in order that the aspiring composer/ 
arranger may have continuing rapport with 
the field, be knowledgeable concerning new 
technological developments, and be in a posi­
tion to  study and explore current trends;

4. Expenses necessary to prepare demon­
stration tape recordings or excerpts o f works 
for the purpose o f providing samples for the 
review of performers, publishers, or record­

ing firms. While the Endowment does not 
provide support toward direct costs of pub­
lication and commercial recordings, the ap­
plicant may request assistance with prepara­
tion of demonstration materials which may 
lead to such an eventuality.

5. Transportation costs and lodging ex­
penses required to discuss work (s) with lead­
ers, artistic directors, and publishing and/or 
recording representatives.
essential information to be supplied in

APPLICATION

For Composition Projects:
Description of work to be composed or 

arranged.
Names of any group or individual for whom 

the work is to be composed.
Plans for the performance of the work— 

by whom, when, where, in what context ( con­
cert,, festival, television, et cetera).

For Professional Development Projects :
Detailed description of the project for 

which support is requested.
Brief budget of expenses necessary for the 

project.

ADDITIONAL REQUIRED MATERIALS

For Both Types of Projects :
Two reference statements sent with the 

application. References must be submitted by 
individuals who are qualified to discuss the 
applicant’s musical ability and achievements.

One tape and one score or one disc and 
one score, preferably of the same material, 
must accompany the application. The one 
sample should be representative of the appli­
cant’s compositional and/or scoring ability 
within the specific style for which the appli­
cant is requesting assistance.

For Professional Development - Projects 
Only:

I f  the project involves consultation with 
an authority in the field, the applicant should 
submit with the application written evidence 
of interest from a proposed consultant; for 
example, a recording or publishing repre­
sentative. I f  the project is research, the ap­
plicant should prepare a statement indicat­
ing where the research is to be conducted, its 
purpose, specific subject matter, and whether 
the research is independent or with a desig­
nated authority.

Jazz Category I I  Performers

Non-matching fellowship grants to en­
able jazz instrumentalists and singers of 
exceptional talent to advance and develop 
their careers as they see fit.

grant amounts

Fellowship grants of $2,500 to assist, per­
formers who are in the- developing stages of 
their careers. Fellowship grants of $5,000’ to 
assist established performers,

ESSENTIAL INFORMATION TO BE SUPPLIED 
IN  APPLICATION

Detailed description of the project for 
which support is requested, indicating what 
would be done to advance the applicant’s 
career.

Brief budget of expenses necessary for the 
project.

ADDITIONAL REQUIRED MATERIALS

Two reference statements sent with the 
application. References must be submitted 
by individuals who are qualified to discuss 
thé applicant’s musical ability and achieve­
ments.

One tape or one disc must accompany’the 
application. The one sample should be repre­
sentative o f the applicant’s ability to per­
form.

Jazz Category I I I  Travel/Study

Non-matching travel/study fellowship 
grants o f up to $1,000 to enable young mu-
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sicians of exceptional talent to study and/or 
tour with individual professional artists or 
ensembles for short-term concentrated in­
struction and experience. Normally these 
grants will not cover periods longer than one 
month. The intent of this category of support 
is to facilitate the professional development 
of musicians who already have proven their 
potential for advanced study and professional 
c&rcGrs .

Under no conditions will these awards cover 
costs of tuition for formal study at an educa­
tional institution, foreign travel, travel with 
an ensemble of which the applicant is a mem­
ber, or study with the applicant’s own 
teacher. Recipients erf previous Travel/Study 
Fellowship Grants will not be awarded repeat 
grants to travel or study with the same 
artists.

ESSENTIAL IN FO R M A T IO N  TO BE SUPPLIED 
IN  APPLIC ATIO N

Name of the individual or group with 
whom the applicant wishes to travel or study. 
I f  the applicant requires the address of the 
musician with whom he wishes to study or 
travel, the Endowment suggests that an in­
quiry be addressed to  the American Federa­
tion of Musicians (President’s Office, Tour 
Department), 641 Lexington Avenue, New 
York, New York 10022.

When and where the project is to be carried 
out.

Brief budget of anticipated travel and liv­
ing expenses. I f  a fee will be paid to the 
artist/instructof, the fee and the amount of 
time involved should be entered in the 
budget.

ADDITIONAL REQUIRED M ATERIALS

Two reference statements sent with the 
application. References must be submitted 
by individuals who are qualified to discuss 
the applicant’s musical ability and achieve­
ments.

A confirming letter, sent with the applica­
tion, from the individual or leader of the 
group with whom the applicant wishes to 
travel or study. The letter should a) desig­
nate a definite time commitment; b) state 
generally how the activity is to proceed; and 
c) confirm the fee which the specialist will 
receive from the student. The letter should 
also state that the specialist will provide a 
report of the applicant’s study directly to 
the Endowment at the close of the period of 
support. -

Jazz Category IV  Organizations

Matching grants will be available for jazz 
presentations, educational programs, short­
term residencies by jazz specialists, and care­
fully planned regional or national festivals 
or tours.

Applicants may include:
1. Professional performing organizations 

meeting statutory criteria as defined on 
page 1;

2. State arts agencies;
3. Regional arts organizations;
4. Other sponsoring organizations which 

are in a unique position to make an excep­
tional contribution in the field for carefully 
organized programming provided the appli­
cant organizations will assume full organi­
zational responsibility and will identify the 
required matching funds for the project.

Grants to educational institutions will be 
limited to those institutions which have a 
strong commitment to jazz as evidenced by 
direct financial support to jazz programming.

Note.—Applications for regional or na­
tional programming will be recommended 
only provided that:

1. The overall plan includes a well-devel­
oped educational component such as work­
shops, clinics, and/or other structured pro­

grams o f educational value. Such programs 
may be planned in cooperation with local 
sponsoring educational, community and reli­
gious organizations.

2. The applicant presents an itinerary for 
proposed tours and includes, if applicable, 
supporting letters from organizations which 
would act as local sponsors.

GENERAL RANGE OF GRANTS

Matching grants of up to $25,000 for orga­
nizations with annual expenditures of more 
than $100,000 for jazz programming. In most 
instances grants will be for lesser amounts.

Matching grants o f"up to $15,000 tor orga­
nizations with annual expenditures of less 
than $100,000 for jazz programming. In most 
instances grants will be for lesser amounts.
ORGANIZATIONS REQUESTING MORE T H A N  $15,000 

M U S T  INCLUDE W IT H  TH E  APPL IC A T IO N :

An audited financial statement for the 
most recent completed fiscal period. Un­
audited financial statement is acceptable if 
audited statement is not available, but the 
audit should be forwarded when available.

I f  the jazz budget is a portion of a far 
larger budget, a certified statement of ex­
penditures and income associated with the 
jazz programming in place of the audit.

The total jazz-related budget showing esti­
mated income and expenses for thé 1974-75 
and the 1975-76 seasons.

Jazz Oral History

The Endowment and the Division of Per­
forming Arts at the Smithsonian Institution 
have entered into an agreement to develop 
a jazz oral history project designed to add to 
national and regional archives which docu­
ment the creativity and experiences of dis­
tinguished leaders in the development of jazz 
in the United States.

Applications will not be accepted for jazz 
oral history projects, but further inquiries 
concerning the project may be addressed to 
the Jazz Program, Smithsonian Institution, 
Washington, D.C. 20560.

Folk Ethnic  Category I  Organizations 
Presentations

““Matching grants to organizations of up to 
$25.000 for folk/ethnic musical presenta­
tions. In most instances grants will be for; 
lesser amounts.

PROJECT EXAMPLES

1. Community celebrations;
2. Regional or national festivals;
3. Regional tours by local musicians within 

the cultural area of their art; "
4. Tours by traditional musicians outside 

their own area;
5. Presentation of local traditional musi­

cians in schools, libraries, and other commu­
nity centers;

6. Residency programs, involving tradi­
tional musicians at colleges and universities, 
public school systems, and appropriate com­
munity locations;

7. Workshops by knowledgeable consult­
ants to prepare community leaders for effec­
tive programming. '

Folk/Ethnic  Category I I  Organizations 
Documentation

Matching grants to organizations of up 
to $15,000 for projects designed to document, 
preserve and disseminate living musical 
traditions. In most instances grants will be 
for lesser amounts.

PROJECT EXAMPLES

Film, videotape, or recorded documenta­
tion of techniques, lifestyles, repertories, or 
historical recollections of traditional musi­
cians.

Note.—Documentation projects must in­
clude local or regional media dissemination 
of the work accomplished under the grant.
REQUIRED SU PPLE M E N TAR Y  IN F O R M A T IO N  AND 

M ATERIALS

1. Subject(s) to be documented. In the 
case of films about a single artist, a statement 
from the artist indicating willingness to par­
ticipate.

2. Technical approach to the documenta­
tion.

3. Statement as to why the project would 
be a significant contribution to the field.

4. Biographical information on the per­
sons who will have the primary artistic re­
sponsibility for both subject matter and 
documentation.

5. Statement as to what arrangements, if 
any, or plans have been made for distribu­
tion.

6. Sample work:
For Film  Project: A loan print (16 mm 

optical) of at least one completed work by 
the filmmaker.

For Video Project: A %-inch cassette of Va* 
inch reel sample of work by the video artist.

For Recording Project: Sample audio tape 
or disc of work by the project director.

All materials should be labelled with the 
name of the applicant, address, title  of work, 
and identification of the artists.
Folk/Ethnic  P ilot Category I ndividuals

On a pilot basis, a lim ited  number of 
modest non-matching grants will be avail­
able to individuals to accomplish the pur­
poses outlined in Folk/Ethnic Categories I  
and II.
REQUIRED SU PPLEM ENTAL IN F O R M A T IO N  AND 

M ATERIALS

For Presentation Project: Specific de­
scription of project. Biographical information 
on artist(s) to be presented. Tape -or disc 
of artist(s). Budget o f project expenses.

For Documentation Project: In  addition to 
the information and materials required for 
Category I I  (p. 8), a budget of project ex­
penses should be included.

Folk/Ethnic Category I I I  I ndividuals

Non-matching fellowship grants of up to 
$1,000 to enable individuals of exceptional 
talent to study with master traditional 
artists.
ESSENTIAL IN F O R M A T IO N  TO  BE SUPPLIED IN  

APPLIC AT IO N

1. Name(s) of master traditional artist(s) 
with whom the applicant wishes to study. 
When and where the project is to be carried 
out.

2. Brief budget of anticipated travel and 
living expenses. I f  a fee will be paid to the 
artist(s), the fee and the amount of time 
involved should be entered in the budget.

ADDITIONAL REQUIRED M ATERIALS

Two reference statements sent with the 
application. References must be submitted 
by individuals who are qualified to discûss 
the applicant’s musical ability and achieve­
ments.

A confirming letter, to be sent with the 
application, from the master traditional 
artists with whom the applicant wishes to 
study. The letter should a) designate a 
definite time commitment; b) state general­
ly how the activity is to proceed; and c) 
confirm the fee which the artist will receive 
from the applicant. The letter should also 
state that the artist will provide a report 
of the applicant’s study directly to the En­
dowment at the close o f the period of 
support.
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Jazz/Folk/Ethnic General Programs

The Endowment will consider applications 
from individuals and organizations for 
specific projects that do not fall into the 
categories outlined above. Such projects must 
be in support of professional activity and be 
of exceptional merit, outstanding quality, 
and demonstrated need. Grants made to or­
ganisations under General Programs will be 
awarded on a matching basis. Individuals and 
organizations are urged to accommodate 
their projects to the provisions of the cate­
gories outlined in these guidelines.

Application I nformation for All 
Categories

How to Apply

The original application form and two 
copies, with all accompanying material, 
should be sent to the Grants Office, National 
Endowment for the Arts, Washington, D.C. 
20506. Applications which are not legible will 
be returned to the applicant without consid­
eration.

Applicants are asked to limit their requests 
to a single application.

I nstructions for Organizations

1. Project Grant Application Form NEA-3 
(Rev.) is submitted in triplicate.

2. Applicant organizations are asked to fol­
low closely the instruction sheet attached to 
the application and supply all information 
requested. The “check list”  at the end of the 
application form should be used to assure 
that all information necessary for prompt 
processing and consideration of applications 
has been supplied.

3. Applicants should indicate clearly on the 
application form the category under which 
support is requested (for example, “Folk/ 
Ethnic, Category I ” ) .

4. All essential elements of the proposal 
must be included in a concise project de­
scription in the space provided on the first 
page of the application. I f  additional space is 
needed, no more than one ( 8 ^ " x l l " )  page 
may be attached to each of the application 
forms.

5. “Period of Support Requested” (Sec. 
I l l )  may not begin earlier than June 1, 1976.

6. Budget (Secs. V I and IX ) : Although 
the application states that details are not 
required when requesting $10,000 or less on 
a project of $20,000 or less, for the purposes 
o f this program a breakdown on salaries, 
travel, and all other categories in the budget 
should be provided, as well as entries under 
“ Other.”  “Miscellaneous” and “contingency” 
items may not be included.

The Endowment is principally interested 
in supporting artists’ fees. Additionally, proj­
ects which indicate hard-cash matching will 
be provided by the grantee organization are 
looked upon more favorably.

7. “Total amount requested from NEA” 
(Sec. V II) rounded to the nearest $100 may 
not exceed more than one half the total 
project costs.

8. “Organization’s Total Fiscal Activity” 
(Sec. V III ) : The fiscal data requested in this 
item should not reflect the organization’s 
total operating expenses and revenues unless 
all of the organization’s activities are involved 
in jazz/folk/ethnic music. In other words, 
institutions should include only data re­
flecting their activities in the' area for which 
support is requested.

9. “Contributions, Grants and Revenues” 
(Sec. X ) : All applicants must complete this 
section of the application. The total amount 
entered in this section plus the amount re­
quested from the National Endowment for 
the Arts must equal the total project costs.

10. “Certification”  (Sec. X II ) : The appli­
cation must be signed by an official with

NOTICES

legal authority to obligate the applicant or­
ganization. In  addition, names, titles, and 
telephone numbers of the authorizing offi­
cials^) , project director, and payee must be 
typed under the signature.

required supplementary information

1. Copy of Internal Revenue Service de­
termination letter indicating tax-exempt 
status must he attached to application. State 
or local government units must attach to the 
application a copy of the official document 
which indicates their status within the state 
or local government.

2. Brief statement erf organization’s his­
tory, stressing its long-range commitment to 
the program and any experience it  has had 
in the programs for which assistance is 
sought. (State arts agencies need not supply 
this item.)

3. Biographical information on profes­
sional artists who will participate and per­
sons on whom full responsibility will rest for 
the artistic direction, program planning, and 
management.

Applications which arrive at the Endow­
ment without the appropriate materials at­
tached will not he processed until all re­
quired materials are on file.

•Instructions for I ndividuals

1. Application Form No. NEA-2 (Rev.) is 
submitted in triplicate.

2. Applicants should indicate clearly on 
the application form the category under 
which support is requested (for example, 
“ Jazz, Category 1” ).

requirements for submission of tapes

One tape, in a tape box, 7" reel, 7% speed, 
reel-to-reel, quarter track, leader between 
compositions if there is more than one com­
position, ready to be played on reel, heads 
out. No cassettes or cartridges. Applicant’s 
name must be included on all supporting 
materials-

Application Processing

The application, i f  not completed properly 
will be returned to the applicant for correc­
tions. The Endowment cannot accept re­
sponsibility for delays occasioned by the late 
arrival of applications or requests which have 
been improperly submitted.

Applications will be returned to the appli­
cant if  the individual or organization does 
not meet the eligibility criteria sat forth in 
these guidelines or i f  the proposed project 
-does not fall within the scope of these guide­
lines.

I f  an application is incomplete and/or if 
all additional required materials have not 
been submitted, the application may be re­
jected due to insufficient information for 
review.

Tapes, scores, discs, films, and videotapes 
received at the Endowment will be returned 
although the Endowment cannot accept re­
sponsibility for losses incurred en route. Ap­
plicant’s name and address must be included 
on all supporting material.

Application Review

After an application with all necessary in­
formation has been received, the file will be 
reviewed as follows:

1. The Endowment music staff, the Jazz/ 
Folk/Ethnic Advisory Panel, and the Na­
tional Council on the Arts successively re­
view the application.

The Jazz/Folk/Ethnic Program makes use 
of two advisory groups: one consisting of 
jazz specialists; the other consisting of a 
wide range erf practicing folk musicians, so­
ciologists, and ethnomusicologists. These 
groups meet both separately and jointly; 
they function concurrently as the Jazz/Folk/

Ethnic Panel in reviewing all policy matters 
and applications.

2. Notices of conditional approval or re­
jection will be sent only as the Chairman 
authorizes, but not before March 15, 1976.

Applicants are urged not to seek informa­
tion on the status of their requests.

F inal Reports

At the conclusion of the grant period, the 
Endowment requires final reports from all 
grantees. Complete instructions on final re­
porting will accompany the grant letter.
Other Endowment Programs of I nterest 

Folk  Arts Program

The Endowment has a separate Folk Arts 
Program which receives applications for 
folk arts other than music, as well as in­
terdisciplinary projects involving music as 
one of the disciplines. Information may be 
obtained from the Folk Arts Program, Na­
tional Endowment for the Arts, Washington, 
D.C. 20506.

V isual Arts in  the Performing Arts

The Visual Arts Program at the Endow­
ment offers a program of assistance to pro­
fessional performance groups which wish 
to encourage the participation o f outstand­
ing artists in the design of posters which 
advertise single performances or season’s o f­
ferings and have limited signed editions.

Support is available for projects begin­
ning after August, 1976. Deadline date is 
January 15,1976. Guidelines and application 
forms may be obtained from the Visual Arts 
Program, National Endowment for the Arts, 
Washington, D.C. 20506.

Other Programs

The Endowment has many other programs 
for which guidelines are available. A copy 
of Guide to Programs may be obtained from 
the Program Information Office, National En­
dowment for the Arts, Washington, D.C. 
20506. Guidelines for the Expansion Arts and 
Public Media Programs may be of special 
interest to jazz/folk/ethnic applicants.-

[FR Doc.75—22354 Filed 8-22-75;8:45 am]

OPERA
Grant Guidelines

The following are guidelines for Opera 
grants made under the Music Program 
of the National Endowment for the Arts, 
an independent agency of the Federal 
government which makes grants to or­
ganizations and individuals concerned 
with the arts throughout the United 
States.

Notice is hereby given that the dead­
line date for this program is October 1, 
1975.

Interested persons should contact 
Walter Anderson, Director, Music Pro­
gram, National Endowment for the Arts, 
Washington, D.C. 20506, (202) 634-6390 
for further information and application 
forms. Only the Music Program office 
may distribute application forms.

Signed at Washington, D.C. on Au­
gust 2, 1975.

F an n ie  T aylo r ,
Director, Program Information.
Opera Program Guidelines

The National Endowment for the Arts 
plans to continue Its program of assistance 
to opera companies in the 1976-77 season.
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The Endowment Is requesting applications at 
this time in recognition of the need for opera 
companies to plan well in advance and to 
facilitate development and processing of 
applications.

Deadline

Applications must be postmarked no later 
than October 1, 1975.

The deadline will be adhered to strictly. 
Applications postmarked later than Octo­
ber 1, 1975 will not be considered for assist­
ance in the 1976-77 season.

Applications for opera companies meet­
ing the eligibility criteria as set forth on 
page 2 may be obtained from the Music Pro­
gram, National Endowment for the Arts, 
Washington, D.C. 20506. Project Grant Ap­
plication Forms (#NEA-3/Rev.) should be 
requested.

General Purposes

The purposes of this program are:
1. To improve the artistic quality of fully 

staged opera in all sections o f the country;
2. To broaden the repertory to include 

works from various historical periods with 
particular emphasis on works by American 
composers;

3. To provide sustained professional op­
portunities for American artists;

4. To strengthen the management of opera 
companies.

Eligibility

By statute the National Endowment for 
the Arts is limited to the support of organi­
zations which meet the following criteria:

1. Only those organizations in which no 
part of net earnings inures to the benefit of 
a private stockholder or individual and to 
which donations axe allowable as a charitable 
contribution under Section 170(c) of the 
Internal Revenue Code of 1954, as amended. 
Copy of Internal Revenue Service determina­
tion letter for tax-exempt status must be 
submitted with each application;

2. Only those organizations which com­
pensate at the equivalent of the prevailing 
minimum compensation level or on the basis 
of negotiated agreements which would satisfy 
the requirements of Parts 3, 5, and 605 of 
Title 29 of the Code of Federal Regulations 
for the duration of any project supported 
in whole or in part by the National Endow­
ment for the Arts;

3. Only those organizations which con­
duct their operations in accordance with 
the requirements of Title V I of the Civil 
Rights Act of 1964 and the Rehabilitation 
Act^of 1973, as amended, which bar dis­
crimination in federally assisted projects on 
the basis o f race, color, national origin, or 
handicap.

Assistance will be limited to professional 
opera companies which have maintained 
annual cash incomes from all sources in ex­
cess of $100,000 for a minimum of three 
seasons and:

1. Which have national or regional impact 
and (a) produce fully-staged performances 
with orchestra; (b) provide sufficient re­
hearsal time to assure performances o f uni­
form artistic quality; and (c) are of high 
artistic integrity and rely primarily on their 
own artistic resources;

2. Which perform annual resident seasons 
of no fewer than two performances each of 
three productions;

3. Which perform with orchestras and 
choruses in rehearsal on a seasonal rather 
than on a pickup basis;

4. Which serve unique needs due to geo­
graphical location or other special conditions 
and demonstrate high standards of perform­
ance and administration.

Period op Support

Applicant organizations not assisted by the 
Endowment in the 1975-76 season should

not request a period o f grant support begin­
ning prior to October 1, 1976. Generally, the 
projected grant period may not extend 
beyond a one-year period.

Applicant organizations currently assisted 
by the Endowment may request the same 
period of support as in the 1975—76 season.

Grant Amounts

The request should not exceed fifty  percent 
(50%) o f the total cost of the project. The 
total amount requested should be rounded 
to the nearest $100.

Companies previously supported are urged 
to request assistance that will not exceed 
the amount recommended for their grants in 
the 1975-76 season and with the same dis­
tribution between Program and Treasury 
Funds.

Companies which have not received sup­
port in the 1975-76 season are urged to re­
quest assistance in moderate amounts.

N ote. For clarification of assistance avail­
able through the Program Funds, the Treas­
ury Fund, and the Combined Program Funds 
and Treasury Fund Method, see "Methods of 
Funding,” page 6.

Project Priorities

1. Activities which reflect high artistic 
standards.

2. More opportunities for young American 
performers on a repertory basis.

3. Variety in repertory, particularly the 
presentation of more American operas.

4. Use o f a wider variety of qualified and 
imaginative stage directors and conductors.

5. Greater stress on performances in Eng­
lish.

6. Activities which will increase or generate 
new funding sources.

Project Examples

Although the Endowment welcomes the 
vitality of new programs and, under all con­
ditions, encourages applicants to develop 
new sources of funds, applications should 
represent the genuine needs of the applicant 
organizations. Accordingly, companies may 
request assistance to strengthen existing pro­
grams. Assistance may be requested for a 
project which has previously been supported. 
In  no instance, however, should organizations 
attempt to extend their programs beyond 
their capacity to accommodate and sustain 
the level o f proposed expansion into future 
seasons.

The Endowment’s assistance is never in­
tended to discourage admission fees irrespec­
tive of how nominal the charge may be; nor 
is it  intended to substitute for previous local 
support but, instead, is designed to encourage 
continuing and increased local contributions.

The following are examples of projects that 
are eligible for assistance. The National Coun­
cil on the Arts has recommended that the 
Endowment extend first priority to applica­
tions which would provide assistance and 
recognition to American artists.

1. Programs designed to reach larger and 
more diversified audiences than those usually 
served by the subscription series; for example, 
improved services to local communities such 
as schools, inner-city areas, parks, neighbor­
hoods, churches, or industries.

2. Production support for works by Ameri­
can composers.

3. Quality performances or services (eg., 
workshops, coaching), adaptable to in-school 
presentations. Project proposals directed to 
this area should include:

a. Full description o f the proposed project 
to include planning, program implementation 
and evaluation;

b. Letters o f interest from cooperating or­
ganizations involved.

4. Projects to improve artistic direction 
and performance quality, including increased 
rehearsal time.

6. Professional coaching for local or area 
performers.

7. Regional touring programs, particularly 
to areas where live opera is not ordinarily 
available. Cooperative planning with state 
and regional arts councils as sponsoring or­
ganizations to develop concentrated regional 
programs.

8. Extended seasons designed to increase 
the number of productions and performances. 
The Endowment must receive evidence that, 
without federal support, the extention of the 
season would not jeopardize the company’s 
continued existence.

9. Exploration of new ways to Improve 
earned and contributed income, including 
development programs staffed by professional 
development personnel, and new methods o f 
promotion to increase audiences and improve 
ticket sales procedures.

10. Projects designed to improve quality of 
management.

11. Increased collaboration or sponsorship 
of programs with other performing organiza­
tions, such as professional orchestras and 
dance companies.

Other projects may be initiated on recom­
mendation o f the Opera Section o f the Music 
Advisory Panel.

Program L im itation?
1. Applications rarely will be considered 

for non-specific support.
2. Applicants are required to limit their 

requests to a single application; however, re­
quests for more than one project may be 
presented in the application i f  the overall 
project description does not attempt to en­
compass all aspects of the opera company’s 
total program.

T he National Opera I n stitute

The Endowment, through a Treasury 
Fund grant with matching private" funds, 
provides substantial support to The Na­
tional Opera Institute, an independent or­
ganization which offers assistance to oragni- 
zations and individuals. Aiding young artists 
of exceptional talent through individual 
grants to performers, training in allied oper­
atic professions, assisting with production of 
new or rarely performed operas and innova­
tive programs in production techniques, and 
inter-company cooperative projects, all fall 
within the purview of the Institute.

Inquiries and applications for assistance 
from the Institute should go directly to The 
National Opera Institute, John F. Kennedy 
Center for the Performing Arts, Washington, 
D.C. 20566.

Resolution on Accessibility to the Arts 
for the Handicapped

One of the main goals of the National En­
dowment for the Arts is to assist in making 
the arts available to all Americans. The arts 
are a right, not a privilege. They are central 
to what our society is and what it can be. 
The National Council on the Arts believes 
very strongly that no citizen should be de­
prived of the beauty and the insights into 
the human experience that only the arts can 
impart. '

The National Council on the Arts believes 
that cultural Institutions and individual 
artists could make a significant contribu­
tion to the lives of citizens who are physically 
handicapped. It  therefore urges the National 
Endowment for the Arts to take a leadership 
role in advocating special provision for the 
handicapped in cultural facilities and pro­
grams.

The Council notes that the Congress o f the 
United States passed in 1968 (P.L. 90-480) 
legislation that would require all public 
buildings constructed, leased or financed in 
whole or in part by the Federal Government 
to be accessible to handicapped persons. The 
Council strongly endorses the intent o f this
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legislation and urges private interests and 
government at the state and local levels to 
take the Intent o f this legislation into ac­
count when building or renovating cultural 
facilities.

The Council further requests that the Na­
tional Endowment for the Arts and all of 
the program areas within the Endowment be 
mindful o f the intent and purposes of this 
legislation as they formulate their own guide­
lines and as they review proposals from the 
field. The Council urges the Endowment to 
give consideration to all the ways in which 
the agency can further "promote and imple­
ment the goal o f making cultural facilities 
and activities accessible to Americans who 
are physically handicapped.
(Adopted by the National -Council on the 
Arts, September 16, 1973.)

M e t h o d s  o f  F u n d in g  

O p t io n  1: P r o g r a m  F u n d s  M e t h o d

Applicants requesting assistance from Pro­
gram Funds must present evidence in the 
application that one-half of the total cost of 
the project will be provided by the applicant. 
Sources o f matching funds must be identified.

Example:
$20,000 Grantee Receives Endowment 

Award .
20,000 Required Matching by the Grantee

$40,000 Minimum required project budget 
O p t io n  2 : T r e a s u r y  F u n d  M e t h o d

Applicants are encouraged to use the Treas­
ury Fund Method. See enclosed "brochure.

Example:
$50,000 Restricted G ift (s)
"50,000 Endowment Treasury Funds

$100,000 Proposed Award
100,000 Required Matching by the 

Grantee
$200,000 Minimum required project budget

O p t io n  3 : C o m b in e d  T r e a s u r y  F u n d  a n d  
P r o g r a m  F u n d s  M e t h o d s

Applicants may request assistance through 
a combination o f the Treasury Fund method 
and Program Fund methods.

Example:
$100,000, Program Funds, $35,000—Re­

stricted G ift(s ), $35,000—En­
dowment Treasury Funds

70,000 Combined Restricted G ift(s ) and 
Endowment Treasury Funds

$170,000 Proposed Award
170,000 Required Matching by the Grantee

$340,000 Minimum required project budget.
G r a n t  A p p l ic a t io n  

T h e  A p p l ic a t io n  F o r m

The original typewritten application form 
and two copies, plus two copies of all accom­
panying material, should be returned to the 
Grants Office, National Endowment for the 
Arts, Washington, D.C. 20506. All essential 
elements of the proposal must be included in 
a concise project description in the, space 
provided on the first page o f the application. 
I f  additional space is needed, no more than 
two 8% " x 11") pages may be attached to 
each of the application forms. Names and 
titles should be typed or printed beneath all 
signatures appearing on the application^

I f  the applicant develops a multi-purpose 
application, each project should be numbered 
separately with its own budget. For example: 
i f  the application contains three projects 
numbered 1, 2, 3, all items in the budget 
should also be numbered 1, 2, 8 to corre­

spond with the appropriate project descrip­
tion. Budget detail for the individual proj­
ects should be in accordance with the cate­
gories on the application, such as: Salaries 
and Wages, Fringe Benefits,. Supplies. The 
budget figures appearing on the first page of 
the application must represent the sum of all 
expenses related to the projects.

The budget information requested on the 
first page of the application under ‘WII. 
Organization Total Fiscal Activity” refers to 
the 1974-1975 and 1975-1976 seasons.

Those organizations which Intend to in­
clude indirect costs as part o f the project 
budget must contact the Audit Supervisor, 
National Foundation on the Arts and the 
Humanities, Washington, D.C. 20506, to ob­
tain information necessary to establish an 
acceptable indirect cost rate.

The Music Staff advises applicants to study 
carefully, point by point, the Eligibility 
Criteria, Grant Amounts, and Program 
Limitations, as described earlier, before sub­
mitting an application. Applicants are urged 
to retain duplicates of any material sent to 
the Endowment.

A d d it io n a l  R e q u ir e d  M a t e r ia l s

All applicants are required to submit the 
following materials in duplicate:

1 ) . Copy of Internal Revenue Service 
determination letter for tax-exempt status. 
Although this letter may "have been sub­
mitted previously, it  must be submitted with 
each application;

2 )  . Audited financial statement for the 
most recent completed fiscal period. Un­
audited financial statement is acceptable if 
audited statement is not available, but the 
audit should be forwarded when available;

8). Total operating budget showing esti­
mated income and expenses for the 1975-76 
and the 1976-77 seasons;

4 )  . Season brochure for 1974-75 and 1975- 
76;

5 ) . Complete representative reviews of reg­
ular performances from the past year with 
dates provided;

6.) Biographical sketches of artistic direc­
tor and chief administrator;

7 ) . Supplementary information sheets 
completed in full. See pages 15-17;

8 ) . Final fiscal and descriptive reports for 
the 1974-75 season Endowment grant. The 
final descriptive report should present a de­
tailed account o f the activity under the 
grant. I f  the activity has not been completed, 
an interim descriptive report should accom­
pany the application;

9 ) . Statements are required of applicants
tb confirm the involvement of cooperating 
organizations and/or individuals in the fol­
lowing areas: ,
_  (a) School-related proposals. The Endow­
ment must be assured that school-related 
proposals have the cooperation of the appro­
priate officials and classroom teachers and 
that careful, coordinated planning for in­
school concerts or educational programs has 
been accomplished. See page 3, no. 3.

(b ) Programs in special areas. The Endow­
ment must be assured that proposals for 
programs in special areas, such as the inner 
city, have the cooperation of the leaders in 
those areas and that businesses and other in­
volved organizations are prepared to identify 
with the program plans.

The Endowment is anxious to know where 
and when presentations will occur, recogniz­
ing that some details must be tentative from 
time to time, but that, in general, a well- 
defined proposal is under consideration.

The following information, in duplicate, is 
required from all applicant organizations 
which have not received assistance in the 
1975-76 season and applicants for which pre­
viously submitted information is not up to 
date:

1. Brief history of the organization;
2. Number of members of the board and the 
executive committee;
3. Number o f times the board and the execu­
tive committee meet annually.

Companies applying for the first time must 
submit an artistic and administrative devel­
opment plan for a three-year period, begin­
ning with the 1976-77 season. The plan 
should be clear and concise in outlining the 
company’s seasonal development.

Application Processing

The application, i f  not completed prop­
erly, will be returned to the applicant for 
corrections. I f  the corrected application'' is 
not received by the Endowment in time for 
processing in accordance with the deadline 
date, it will not be considered for support 
in the 1976-77 season. The Endowment can­
not accept responsibility for delays occa­
sioned by the lsite arrival of applications or 
requests which have been improperly sub­
mitted.

INCO M PLETE APPLIC AT IO N  FILES

If all additional required material has not 
been submitted, the application may be 
rejected.

Application Review

After an application with all necessary in­
formation has been received the file will be 
reviewed as follows:

1, Thè Endowment Music Staff, the Music 
Advisory Panel, and the National Council on 
the Arts successively review the application;

2. The applicant is notified concerning 
final action taken by the Chairman of the 
Endowment.

Applications are reviewed according to the 
following criteria:

1. Artistic quality;
2. Merit of the project;
3. Organizational stability;
4. Capacity to achieve objectives;
5. Professional service to the maximum 

constituency.
Notices o f approval or rejection will be sent 

as the Chairman authorizes in the summer 
or early fall of 1976. Applicants are requested 
not to seek Information on the status of 
their applications prior to such .notification. 
While the Endowment welcomes expressions 
o f interest in a project, extraordinary pres-? 
sures beyond direct negotiations are not 
helpful.

F inal Reports

At the conclusion o f the grant period, the 
Endowment requires final reports from' all 
grantees. Reporting suggestions will accom­
pany the grant letter. All grantees are re­
quired to submit the following in triplicate:.

1. Final " Descriptive Report: A detailed 
narrative report describing what was accom­
plished during the grant period with En­
dowment funds.

2. Final Fiscal Report: An accounting of 
total expenditures and income related to the 
project. Note: This report is to be submitted 
on the same form #NEA-7 (Rev. 71) used 
for interim cash requests. The final cash re­
quest may also serve as a final fiscal report 
i f  the project has been completed and all 
related income and expenditures are shown 
on the report.

Other Endowment Programs of Interest

Fellowship-Grants to Composers/ 
L ibrettists

The Music Program also offers a program 
of assistance to individuals to encourage:

1. The creation of new compositions or the 
completion o f works in progress;

2. The creation o f new librettos or the 
completion of librettos in progress;

3. The professional development of the 
composer or librettist.
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This program is currently under review 
and may be changed. Anticipated applica­
tion deadline for 1977 support is May 10, 
1976. Composers and librettists interested in 
applying may obtain application forms and 
appropriate guidelines from the Music Pro­
gram, National Endowment for the Arts, 
W ash in g ton , D.C. 20506.

V is u a l  A r t s  i n  t h e  P e r f o r m in g  A r t s

The Endowment’s Visual Arts Program of­
fers a program of assistance to professional 
performing groups that wish to encourage 
the participation of outstanding artists who 
are not professional stage or costume de­
signers in three areas:

1. D esign  of costumes;
2. Design of sets;
3. Design of posters which advertise single 

productions or a season’s offerings and have 
limited signed editions.

Application deadline for projects beginning 
after August 1976, is January 15, 1976. Opera 
companies may obtain application forms and 
appropriate guidelines from the Visual Arts 
Program, National Endowment for the Arts, 
Washington, D.C.'20506.

P r o g r a m m in g  i n  t h e  A r t s

The Public Media Program of the Arts En­
dowment offers assistance to nonprofit or­
ganizations for production, research, and de­
velopment designed to improve the quality 
of arts programming on film, television, and 
radio. Some of the grants made specifically 
in regard to programming on Public Televi­
sion will be jointly funded by the Corpora­
tion for Public Broadcasting and the Endow­
ment.

Application deadline for projects beginning 
after April 15, 1976, is September 15, 1975. 
Organizations may obtain application forms 
and appropriate guidelines from the Public 
Media Program, National Endowment for 
the Arts, Washington, D.C. 20506.

P u b l ic a t io n s  a n d  F i l m s  o f  I n t e r e s t  

P u b l ic a t io n s

Americans and the Arts, Associated Coun­
cils of the Arts, .1974. Highlights of a public 
opinion survey of American's attitudes toward 
the arts and cultural activities.
Available from: ACA Publications, 1564 
* Broadway, New York, New York 10036.

Price: $2.00 prepaid.

Artists in Schools, Like a humming in the 
air, National Endowment for the Arts, 1973.

This book recounts impressions of Bennett 
Schiff as he witnessed musicians, poets, 
dancers, sculptors, city planners, and film­
makers working in elementary and secondary 
schools in Alabama, California, Minnesota, 
Nebraska, Rhode Island, and Wyoming in 
1972.

Available from: Program Information Office,
National Endowment for the Arts, Wash­
ington, D.C. 20056. Price: Free.
Cultural Directory: Guide to Federal Funds 

and Services for Cultural Activities, Associ­
ated Councils of the Arts and the Federal 
Council on the Arts and the Humanities, 
1975.

Comprehensive guide to more than 250 
Federal Government programs offering funds 
and/or services to individuals, groups and 
cultural institutions. This publication also 
describes 47 cultural advisory groups and 
outlines laws of particular interest to the 
arts community. Paperbound, fully indexed, 
356 pages.

Available from: Associated Councils of the
Arts, 1564 Broadway, New York, New York
10036. Price: $4.00 prepaid.

“The Cultural Post/! National Endowment 
for the Arts, (published four to five times 
a year).

Described as “a new vehicle for cultural 
ideas’’ and "an officially occasional publica­
tion and not a journal of record in any sense” 
by Nancy Hanks, Chairman of the National 
Endowment for the Arts, this publication 
aims at giving timely information on pro­
grams, grant projects, and information from 
the field.
Available from: Program Information Office, 

National Endowment for the Arts, Wash­
ington, D.C. 20506. Price: Free.
Federal Funding Sources for Cultural Fa­

cilities, National Endowment for the Arts, 
1974.

Distillation of material from Cultural Di­
rectory (see above) and A Guide to Federal 
Programs: Programs and Activities Related 
to Historic Preservation (published by the 
National Trust for Historic Preservation).
Available from: Architecture +  Environ­

mental Arts Program, National Endowment 
for the Arts, Washington, D.C. 20506. Price: 
Free.
Guide to Programs, National Endowment 

for the Arts (Published every July).
Booklet outlines all areas of assistance and 

grant programs of the Arts Endowment with 
eligibility requirements and application 
deadlines.
Available from: Program Information Office, 

National Endowment for the Arts, Wash­
ington, D.C. 20506. Price: Free.
National Endowment for the Arts, What 

I t  Is—What I t  Does, National Endowment 
for the Arts.

Brochure giving a brief description of En­
dowment goals, structure, and programs. 
Available in English, French, German, Japa­
nese, and Spanish.
Available from: Program Information Office, 

National Endowment for the Arts, Wash­
ington, D.<5.20506. Price: Free.

F re e  L o a n  F i l m s  S .

The following films will be available after 
September 1, 1975 from:
National Endowment for the Arts Film Li­

brary, 600 Grand Avenue, Ridgefield, New 
Jersey 07657.
The borrower pays return postage and in­

surance -Qnly.
Dancers in Schools*— 16 MM color 28 min­

utes.
This film documents demonstration/work­

shops conducted in Alabama and California 
by Murray Louis, Virginia Tanner, and Bella 
Lewitzky as part of the Artists-in-Schools 
Program that is jointly funded by the Na­
tional Endowment for the Arts and the U.S. 
Office of Education. Filmmaker: D. A. Penne- 
baker.
Design for People . . . Or Maybe Not— 16mm 

color 12 minutes.
This film portrays selected citizens’ reac­

tions to federal publications, stamps, signs, 
and educational material. I t  focuses on the 
need for the designer o f visual materials to 
clearly address the specific needs of people. 
This movie was prepared for the Second Fed­
eral Design Assembly, part o f an effort to 
achieve excellence in federal design.
Move*— 16mm color 28 minutes.

Documentary film on aspects o f the Dance 
component o f the Artists-in-Schools Pro­
gram. This film is only to be shown with 
Dancers in Schools. I t  includes San Francisco

•Dancers in Schools and Move will be 
shipped together for combined presentation.

conference o f dance company members, dance 
movement teachers and administrators and 
the residency o f the Bella Lewitzky Dance 
Company in Reno, Nevada. Filmmaker: Steeg 
Productions, Inc.
Music in the Air— 16mm color 28 minutes.

Documentary film on music component of 
the Artists-in-Schools Program in West Vir­
ginia and Louisiana during the 1972-73 school 
year. Filmmaker: Don Lenzer.
See-Touch-Feel— 16mm color 28 minutes.

This film documents the 1969 pilot visual 
arts component o f the Artists-in-Schools 
Program. Filmmaker: Donald Wrye.

[FR Doc.75-22355 Filed 8-22-75;8:45 am]

NUCLEAR REGULATORY 
COMMISSION

[Docket No. 50-332]

ALLIED-GENERAL NUCLEAR SERVICES,
E T AL. (BARNWELL NUCLEAR FUEL
PLANT SEPARATIONS FACILITY)

Certification Motion
A ugust 19, 1975.

Oral argument on the intervenors’ 
“Motion for Certification” will be heard 
by the Appeal Board at 1 p.m. on Thurs­
day August 21, 1975, in the Commission’s 
Public Hearing Room, which is located 
on the 5th floor of the East-West Towers 
Building, 4350 East-West Highway, 
Bethesda, Maryland.

The intervenors will be allotted one 
hour for argument, a portion of which 
may be reserved for rebuttal. The appli­
cants and the NRC staff will be allotted 
one-half hour each, in that order.

Neither the State of South Carolina 
nor the State of Georgia filed a response 
to the intervenors’ motion. Ordinarily, 
then, the States would not participate in 
the oral argument, and their attendance 
is therefore not required. However, 
should those States wish to express their 
views on the questions before us, we will 
allow each fifteen minutes for oral ar­
gument, to be presented following the 
intervenors’ opening argument.

I t  is so ordered.*
For the Atomic Safety and Licensing 

Appeal Board.
M argaret E. D u  fo o ,  

Secretary to the 
Appeal Board.

[FR Doc.75-22375 Filed 8-22-75;8:45 ami

[Docket Nos. 50-295 and 50-304]

COMMONWEALTH EDISON CO.
Issuance of Amendments to Facility 

Operating Licenses
Notice is hereby given that the U.S. 

Nuclear Regulatory Commission (the 
Commission) has issued Amendment 
No. 12 to Facility Operating License No. 
DPR-39 and Amendment No. 9 to Facil­
ity Operating License No. DPR-48 Issued 
to Commonwealth Edison Company

1 In accordance with the terms o f our order 
o f August 11, 1975, the parties were advised 
by telephone on the afternoon o f August 18, 
1975, that this argument was being calen­
dared.
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which revised Technical Specifications 
for operation of the Zion Station Units 
1 and 2, located in Zion, Lake County, 
Illinois. These amendments are effective 
as of the date of issuance.

These amendments temporarily 
change the Technical Specifications to 
modify to ten days the period of time 
during which unit operation is permitted 
after discovery of an inoperable diesel 
generator. The amendments require that 
both remaining diesels be operated con­
tinuously and the availability of alter­
nate power sources be checked every 
eight hours to ensure their continued 
operability.

The application for these amendments 
complies with the standards and require­
ments of the Atomic Energy Act of 1954, 
as amended (the Act), and the Com­
mission’s rules and regulations. The 
Commission has made appropriate find­
ings as required by the Act and the Com­
mission’s rules and regulations in 10 CFR 
Chapter I, which are set forth in the 
license amendments. Prior public notice 
of these amendments is not required 
since these amendments do not involve 
a significant hazards consideration.

For further details with respect to this 
action, see (1) the licensee’s application 
for amendments dated August 18, 1975, 
(2) Amendment No. 12 to License No. 
DPR-39 and Amendment No. 9 to L i­
cense No. DPR-48, with Change No. 13, 
and (3) the Commission’s related Safety 
Evaluation. All of these items are avail­
able for public inspection at the Com­
mission’s Public Document Room, 1717 
H Street, NW., Washington, D.C., and 
at the Waukegan Public Library, 128 
North County Street, Waukegan, Illinois 
69085.

A copy of items (2) and (3) may be 
obtained upon request addressed to the 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, 
Washington, D.C. 20555, Attention: Di­
rector, Division of Reactor Licensing.

Dated at Bçthesda, Maryland, this 
18th day of August 1975.

For the Nuclear Regulatory Commis­
sion.

A lfred B urger,
Acting Chief, Operating Reac­

tors Branch #1, Division of. 
Reactor Licensing.

[PR Doc.75 -̂22376 Piled 8-22-75;8:45 am]

[Docket Nos. 50-269, 50-270 and 50-287]

DUKE POWER CO.
Issuance of Amendments to Facility 

Operating Licenses
Notice is hereby given that the U.S. 

Nuclear Regulatory Commission (the 
Commission) has issued Amendments 
No. 11, 11, and 8 to Facility Operating 
Licenses No. DPR-38, DPR-47, and DPR- 
55, respectively, Issued to Duke Power 
Company which revised Technical Spec­
ifications for operation of the Oconee 
Nuclear Station, Units 1,2, and 3, located 
In Oconee County, South Carolina. The 
amendments are effective as of the date 
of Issuance.

These amendments delete the defini­
tion of Refueling Period and make 
changes in several equipment surveil­
lance items which were related to this 
definition. The simulated emergency 
transfer of the 4160-volt main feeder 
busses and the one-hour test discharge 
of the 125-volt DC instrument and con­
trol batteries are now required to be con­
ducted annually. In addition, to be con­
sistent with Standard Specifications, 
these amendments require that control 
rod trip insertion times be determined 
on individual rods following modification 
or maintenance which could affect the 
insertion time of those specific rods.

The application for the amendments 
complies with the standards and require­
ments of the Atomic Energy Act of 1954, 
as amended (the A ct), and the Commis­
sion’s rules and regulations. The Com­
mission has made appropriate findings 
as required by the Act and the Commis­
sion’s rules and regulations in 10 CFR 
Chapter I, which are set forth in the li­
cense amendments. Prior public notice of 
these amendments is not required since 
the amendments do not involve a signif­
icant hazards consideration.

For further details with respect to this 
action, see (1) the application for 
amendments dated March 12, 1975, as 
supplemented April 16, and July 19,1975, 
(2) Amendments No. 11, 11, and 8 to Li­
censes No. DPR-38, DPR-47 and DPR- 
55r with Changes No. 21, 16, and 8 and 
C3) the Commission’s related Safety 
Evaluation. All of these items are avail­
able for public inspection at the Com­
mission’s Public Document Room, 1717 
H Street, NW., Washington, D.C, and at 
the Oconee County Library, 201 South 
Spring Street, Walhalla, South Carolina 
29691«

A copy of items (2) and (3> may be ob­
tained upon request addressed to the U.S. 
Nuclear Regulatory Commission, Wash­
ington, D.C. 20555, Attention: Director, 
Division of Reactor Licensing.

Dated at Bethesda, Maryland, this 
15th day of August 1975.

For the Nuclear Regulatory Commis­
sion.

T homas V. W ambach, 
Acting Chief, Operating Reac­

tors Branch #1, Division of 
Reactor Licensing.

[FR Doc.75-22377 Filed 8-22-75;8:45 am]

ADVISORY COM M ITTEE ON REACTOR 
SAFEGUARDS SUBCOM M ITTEE ON 
EMERGENCY CORE COOLING SYSTEM S 
(ECCS)

Meeting
In accordance with the proposes of sec­

tions 29 and 182 b. of the Atomic Energy 
Act (42 U.S.C. 2039,2232 b .), the Advisory 
Committee on Reactor Safeguards’ Sub­
committee on ECCS will hold a meeting 
on September 9-10, 1975 in Room 1046, 
1717 H Street, NW., Washington, D.C. 
20555. The purpose of this meeting will be 
to discuss calculational results of ECCS 
evaluation models that have been formu­
lated to confrom to Appendix K  of Part

50 of Title 10, Code of Federal Regula­
tions.

The following constitutes the agenda 
for the above meeting:

Tuesday, September 9 and Wednesday, 
September 10, 1975. The Subcommittee 
will meet with representatives of the NRC 
Staff and with repersentatives of some 
of the nuclear reactor vendors to discuss 
calculational results using ECCS evalua­
tion models as formulated by each vendor 
to satisfy the ECCS acceptance criteria. 
The schedule for discussion with partic­
ular reactor vendors is (all times ap­
proximate) :

September 9: 8:30 a.m. to 12:00 noon— 
General Electric Company; 1:00 pan. to 5:30 
p.m.—Westinghouse Electric Corp.

September 10: 8:30 a.m. to 12:00 noon— 
Babcock and Wilcox Company; 1:00 p.m.!to 
4:30 p.m.—Combustion Engineering, Inc.

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 
during the meeting, the following re­
quirements shall apply:

(a) Persons wishing to submit written 
statements regarding the agenda items 
may do so by providing a readily repro­
ducible copy thereof to the Office of the 
Executive Secretary, Attn: Mr. Thomas 
G. McCreless, ACRS, NRC, Washington, 
D.C. 20555. Statements which are post­
marked by September 2, 1975 will ordi­
narily be received in time to be con­
sidered at the meeeting. Any statements 
received too late for consideration at the 
Subcommittee meeting will be provided 
to the full Committee for consideration 
at the next appropriate Subcommittee or 
full Committee meeting.

(b) Those persons submitting a written 
statement in accordance with paragraph 
(a) above may request an opportunity to 
make oral statements concerning the 
written statement, Such requests; shall 
accompany the written statement so that 
appropriate arrangements can be made. 
To the extent that the time available for 
the meeting permits, the Subcommittee 
will receive oral statements at an appro­
priate time chosen by the Chairman of 
the Subcommittee, during each portion 
of the meeting.

(c) Further information regarding 
topics to be discussed, whether the meet­
ing has been cancelled or rescheduled, 
the Chairman’s ruling on requests for 
opportunity to present oral statements, 
and the time allotted can be obtained 
by a prepaid telephone call on Septem­
ber 8, 1975 to Mr. Thomas G. McCreless 
(telephone 202/634-1374) between 8:15 
a.m. and 5:00 p.m., Eastern Daylight 
Time.

(d) Questions may be propounded only 
by members of the Subcommittee and 
its consultants.

(e) Seating for the public will be avail­
able on a first-come, first-served basis.

( f )  The use of still, motion picture, 
and television cameras, the physical in­
stallation and presence of which will not
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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»

(g) A copy of the transcript of the 
meeting will be available for inspection 
after September 16, 1975 at the Nuclear 
Regulatory Commission’s Public Docu­
ment Room, 1717 H Street, NW., Wash­
ington, D.C. 20555. Copies of the tran­
script may be reproduced in the Public 
Document Room or may be obtained 
from Ace Federal Reporters, Inc., 415 
Second Street, NE., Washington, D.C. 
20002, (telephone 202/547-6222) upon 
payment of appropriate charges.

(h) On request, copies of the minutes 
of the meeting will be made available 
for inspection at the Nuclear Regulatory 
Commission’s Public Document Room, 
1717 H Street, NW., Washington, D.C. 
20555 after December 10, 1975. Copies 
may be obtained upon payment of ap­
propriate charges.

Dated: August 20, 1975.
John  C. H o yle , 

Advisory Committee 
Management Officer.

[FR Doc.75-22499 Filed 8-22-75; 8:45 am]

[Docket No. j50—220]

NIAGARA MOHAWK POWER CORP.
Proposed Issuance of Amendment to 

Facility Operating License
The Nuclear Regulatpry Commission 

(the Commission) is considering issu­
ance of an amendment to Facility Oper­
ating License No. DPR-63 issued to 
Niagara Mohawk Power Corporation (the 
licensee), for operation of the Nine Mile 
Point Nuclear Station, Unit 1 located in 
Oswego County, New York.

The amendment would modify oper­
ating limits in the Technical Specifica­
tions based upon an evaluation of the 
ECCS performance calculated in accord­
ance with an acceptable evaluation model 
that conforms to the requirements of the 
Commission’s regulations in 10 CFR Part 
50, § 50.46. The amendment would also 
incorporate operating limits in the Tech­
nical Specifications based on the Gen­
eral Electric Thermal Analysis Basis in 
accordance with the licensee’s applica­
tion for amendment dated June 30,1975.

Prior to issuance of the proposed li­
cense amendment, the Commission will 
have made the findings required by the 
Atomic Energy Act of 1954, as amended 
(the Act), and the Commission’s rules 
and regulations.

By September 24,1975, the licensee may 
file a request for a hearing and any per­
son whose interest may be affected by 
this proceeding may file a request for a 
hearing in the form of a petition for 
leave to intervene with respect to the 
issuance of the amendment to the sub­
ject facility operating license. Petitions 
for leave to intervene must be filed under 
oath or affirmation in accordance with 
the provisions of § 2.714 of 10 CFR Part 2

of the Commission’s regulations. A peti­
tion for leave to intervene must set forth 
the interest of the petitioner in the pro­
ceeding, how that interest may be af­
fected by the results of the proceeding, 
and the petitioner’s contentions with re­
spect to the proposed licensing action. 
Such petitions must be filed in accord­
ance with the provisions of this F ederal 
R egister notice and Section 2.714, and 
must be filed with the Secretary of the 
Commission, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory 
Commission, Washington, D.C. 20555. At­
tention: Docketing and Service Section, 
by the above date. A copy of the petition 
and/or request for a hearing should be 
sent to the Executive Legal Director, U.S. 
Nuclear Regulatory Commission, Wash­
ington, D.C. 20555, and to Arvin E. Upton, 
Esquire, LeBoeuf, Lamb, Leiby & MacRae 
1757 N Street, N.W., Washington, D.C. 
20036, the attorney for the licensee.

A petition for leave to intervene must 
be accompanied by a supporting affidavit 
which identifies the specific aspect or 
aspects of the proceeding as to which 
intervention is desired and specifies with 
particularity the facts on which the peti­
tioner relies as to both his interest and 
his contentions with regard to each as­
pect on which intervention is requested. 
Petitions stating contentions relating 
only to matters outside the Commission’s 
jurisdiction will be denied.

All petitions will be acted upon by the 
Commission or licensing board, desig­
nated by the Commission or by the Chair­
man of the Atomic Safety and Licensing 
Board Panel. Timely petitions will be 
considered to determine whether a hear­
ing should be noticed or another appro­
priate order issued regarding the disposi­
tion of the petitions.

In the event that a hearing is held 
and a person is permitted to intervene, 
he becomes a party to the proceeding 
and has a right to participate fully in 
the conduct of the hearing. For example, 
he may present evidence and examine 
and cross-examine witnesses.

For further details with respect to this 
action, see the application for amend­
ment dated June 30,1975, which is avail­
able for public inspection at the Com­
mission’s Public Document Room, 1717 
H Street, N.W., Washington, D.C. and 
at the Oswego City Library, 120 E. Sec­
ond Street, Oswego, New York 13126. The 
license amendment and the Safety 
Evaluation, when issued, may be in­
spected at the above locations and a 
copy may be obtained upon request ad­
dressed to tiie U.S. Nuclear Regulatory 
Commission, Washington, D.C. 20555, At­
tention: Director, Division of Reactor 
Licensing.

Dated at Bethesda, Maryland, this 
August 15, 1975.

For the Nuclear Regulatory Commis­
sion.

G eorge L ear,
Chief Operating Reactors 

Branch No. 3, Division of Re­
actor Licensing.

[FR Doc.75-22242 Filed 8-22-75; 8; 45 am]

[Docket No. 50-220]

NIAGARA MOHAWK POWER CORP.
Proposed Issuance of Amendment to 

Facility Operating License
The Nuclear Regulatory Commission 

(the Commission) is considering issu­
ance of an amendment to Facility Op­
erating License No. DPR-63 issued to 
Niagara Mohawk Power Corporation 
(the licensee), for operation of the Nine 
Mile Point Nuclear Station, Unit 1, lo­
cated in Oswego County, New York.

The amendment would revise the pro­
visions in the Technical Specifications 
relating to temperature limits for the 
pressure suppression pool water.

Prior to issuance of the proposed li­
cense amendment, the Commission will 
have made the findings required by the 
Atomic Energy Act of 1954, as amended 
(the Act) and "the Commission’s rules 
and regulations.

By September 24, 1975, the licensee 
may file a request for a hearing and 
any person whose interest may be af­
fected by this proceeding may file a 
request for a hearing in the form of a 
petition for leave to intervene with re­
spect to the issuance of the amendment 
to the subject facility operating license. 
Petitions for leave to intervene must be 
filed under oath or affirmation in ac­
cordance with the provisions of § 2.714 
of 10 CFR Part 2 of the Commission’s 
regulations. A petition for leave to inter­
vene must set forth the interest of the 
petitioner in the proceeding, how that 
interest may be affected by the results 
of the proceeding, and the petitioner’s 
contentions with respect to the proposed 
licensing action. Such petitions must be 
filed in accordance with the provisions 
of this F ederal R egister notice and 
§ 2.714, and must be filed with the Sec­
retary of the Commission, U.S. Nuclear 
Regulatory Commission, Washington, 
D.C. 20555, Attention: Docketing and 
Service Section, by the above date. A 
copy of the petition and/or request for a 
hearing should be sent to the Executive 
Legal Director, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory 
Commission, Washington, D.C. 20555, 
and to Arvin E. Upton, Esq., LeBoeuf, 
Lamb, Leiby & MacRae, 1757 N Street, 
N.W., Washington, D.C. 20036, the at­
torney for the licensee.

A petition for leave to intervene must 
be accompanied by a supporting affidavit 
which identifies the specific aspect or as­
pects of the proceeding as to which inter­
vention is desired and specifies with 
particularity the facts on which the peti­
tioner relies as to both his interest and 
his contentions with regard to each as­
pect on which intervention is requested. 
Petitions stating contentions relating 
only to matters outside the Commission’s 
jurisdiction will be denied.

All petitions will be acted upon by the 
Commission or licensing board, desig­
nated by the Commission or by the 
Chairman of the Atomic Safety and 
Licensing Board Panel. Timely petitions 
will be considered to determine whether 
a hearing should be noticed or another
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appropriate order issued regarding the 
disposition of the petitions.

In  the event that a hearing is held and 
a person is permitted to intervene, he be­
comes a party to the proceeding and has 
a right to participate fully in the con-~ 
duct of the hearing. For example, he may 
present evidence and examine and cross- 
examine witnesses.

For further details with respect to this 
action, see the letter from K. Goller to 
G. Rhode dated June 13̂  1975 and the 
letter from G. Rhode to K. Goller dated 
July 2,1975, which are available for pub­
lic inspection at the Commission’s Public 
Document Room, 1717 H Street, N.W., 
Washington, D.C. and at the Oswego City 
Library, 120 E. Second Street, Oswego, 
New York 13126. The proposed license 
amendment and the Safety Evaluation, 
may be inspected at the above locations 
and a copy may be obtained upon re­
quest addressed to the U.S. Nuclear 
Regulatory Commission, Washington,. 
D.C. 20555, Attention: Director, Division 
of Reactor Licensing.

Dated at Bethesda, Maryland, this 
15th day of August 1975.

For the Nuclear Regulatory Commis­
sion.

G eorge L ear,
Chief, Operating, Reactors 

Branch No. 3, Division of Re­
actor Licensing.

[FR Doc.75-22243 Filed 8-22-75;8:45 am]

[Docket No. 50-312]

SACRAMENTO MUNICIPAL UTILITY 
DISTRICT (RANCHO SECO)

Proposed Issuance of Amendment to 
Facility Operating License

The Nuclear Regulatory . Commission 
(the Commission) is considering the 
Issuance of an amendment to Facility 
Operating License No. DPR-54 issued to 
Sacramento Municipal Utility District 
(the licensee) for operation of the 
Rancho Seco Nuclear Generating Station 
Unit 1 (the facility), a pressurized-water 
reactor located in Sacramento County, 
California, and currently authorized for 
operation at power levels up to 2568MWt.

In accordance with the licensee’s ap­
plication for a license amendment dated 
July 8, 1975, the amendment would 
modify operating limits in the Technical 
Specifications based upon an evaluation 
of ECCS performance calculated in ac­
cordance with an acceptable evaluation 
model that conforms to the requirements 
of the Commission’s regulations in 10 
CFR Section 50.46. The amendment 
would modify various limits established 
in  accordance with the Commission’s In­
terim Acceptance Criteria, and would, 
with respect to the Rancho Seco Nuclear 
Generating Station Unit 1, terminate the 
further restrictions imposed by the Com­
mission’s December 27, 1974 Order for 
Modification of License, and would im­
pose instead, limitations established in 
accordance with the Commission’s Ac­
ceptance Criteria for Emergency Core 
Cooling Systems for Light Water Nu­
clear Power Reactors, 10 CFR Section 
50.46.

In addition, the Commission is con­
sidering the issuance of a license amend­
ing which would revise the provisions 
in the Technical Specifications to reduce 
surveillance requirements for reactor 
building tendons as necessitated by 
equipment capability limitations, in ac­
cordance with the licensee’s application 
for amendment dated May 23, 1975.

Prior to issuance of the proposed li­
cense amendment, the Commission will 
have made the findings required by the 
Atomic Energy Act of 1954, as amended 
(the Act), and the Commission’s rules 
and regulations.

By September 24, 1975, the licensee' 
may file a request for a hearing and any 
person whose interest may be affected by 
this proceeding may file a request for a 
hearing in the form of a petition for 
leave to intervene with respect to the 
issuance of the amendment to the subject 
facility operating license. Petitions for 
leave to intervene must be filed under 
oath or affirmation in accordance with 
the provisions of § 2.714 of 10 CFR Part 2 
of the Commission’s regulations. A  peti­
tion for leave to intervene must set forth 
the interest of the petitioner in the pro­
ceeding, how that interest may be af­
fected by the results of the proceeding, 
and the petitioner’s contentions with re­
spect to the proposed licensing action. 
Such petitions must be filed in accord­
ance with the provisions of this F ederal 
R egister Notice and Section 2.714, and 
must be filed with the Secretary of the 
Commission, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory 
Commission, Washington, D.C. 20555, 
Attention: Docketing and Service Sec­
tion, by the above date. À  copy of the 
petition and/or request for a hearing 
should be sent to the Executive Legal 
Director, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Com­
mission, Washington, D.C. 20555 and to 
David S. Kaplan, Secretary and General 
Counsel, 6201 S Street, Post Office Box 
15830, Sacramento, California, the attor­
ney for the licensee.

A petition for leave to intervene must 
be accompanied by a supporting affidavit 
which identifies the specific aspect or 
aspects of the proceeding as to which 
intervention is desired and specifies with 
particularity the facts on which the peti­
tioner relies as to both his interest and 
his contentions with regard to each as­
pect on which intervention is requested. 
Petitions stating contentions relating 
only to matters outside the Commission’s 
jurisdiction will be denied.

All petitions will be acted upon by the 
Commission or licensing board desig­
nated by the Commission or by the 
Chairman of the Atomic Safety and L i­
censing Board Panel. Timely petitions 
will be considered to determine whether 
a hearing should be noticed or another 
appropriate order issued regarding the 
disposition of the petitions.

In the event that a hearing is held, 
and a person is permitted to intervene, 
he becomes a party to the proceeding and 
has a right to participate fully in the 
conduct of the hearing. For example, he 
may present evidence and examine and_ 
cross-examine witnesses.

For further details with respect to this 
action, see (1) the application for

amendment dated July 8, 1975, and (2) 
the Commission’s Order for Modifica­
tion of . License and the documents re­
ferred to in the Order dated Decem­
ber 27, 1974 published in the F ederal 
R egister on January 9, 1975 (40 FR 
1776), which are available for public 
inspection at the Commission’s Public 
Document Room, 1717 H Street, -NW„ 
Washington, D.C.* and at the Business 
and Municipal Department, Sacramento 
City-County Library, 828 I  Street, Sac­
ramento, California. The license amend­
ment and the Safety Evaluation, when 
issued, may be inspected at the above 
locations, and a copy may be obtained 
upon request addressed to the U.S. Nu­
clear Regulatory Commission, Washing­
ton, D.C. 20555, Attention: Director, 
Division of Reactor Licensing.

Dated at Bethesda, Maryland, this 15th 
day of August 1975.

For the Nuclear Regulatory Commis­
sion.

R obert W. R eid , 
Chief, Operating Reactors 

Branch No. 4, Division of Re­
actor Licensing.

[FR Doc.75-22244 Filed 8-22-75;8:45 am]

REGULATION OF NUCLEAR POWER 
PLANTS

Memorandum of Understanding
'Both the Corps of Engineers, United 

States Army, and the United States Nu­
clear Regulatory Commission have re­
sponsibilities for assuring that nuclear 
power plants on coastal and inland navi­
gable waters and at offshore sites are 
built and operated safely and with mini­
mum impact on the environment. For the 
purpose of coordinating and implement­
ing consistent and comprehensive re­
quirements to assure effective, efficient 
and thorough regulation of nuclear power 
plants and to avoid conflicting and un­
necessary duplication of effort and of 
standards related to overall public health 
and safety and environmental protection, 
the Corps of Engineers, United States 
Army, and the United States Nuclear 
Regulatory Commission have entered 
into a memorandum of understanding. 
The text of the memorandum is set forth 
below.

Dated at Washington, D.C., this 18th 
day of August 1975.

For the Nuclear Regulatory Commis­
sion.

Samuel J. Ch ilk , 
Secretary of the Commission.

M e m o r a n d u m  o p  U n d e r s t a n d i n g  B e t w e e n  
t h e  C o r p s  o p  E n g in e e r s , U n it e d  S tates  
A r m t , a n d  t h e  U n it e d  S t a t e s  N u c le a r  
R e g u l a t o r y  C o m m i s s i o n  f o r  R e g u l a t io n  
o p  N u c l e a r  P o w e r  P l a n t s

1. Purpose, a. For the purpose of c o o r d in a t ­
ing and implementing consistent and co m ­
prehensive requirements to assure e ffe c t iv e ,  
efficient and thorough regulation of n u c le a r  
power plants and to avoid conflicting and un­
necessary duplication of effort and o f  s ta n d ­
ards related to overall public health and 
safety and environmental protection, the 
Corps of Engineers, United States Army (US 
Army CE) and the United States N u c lea r
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Regulatory Commission. (U.S.N.R.C.) have 
entered into this Memorandum of Under­
standing—subject to their respective statu­
tory authorities. The agreement pertains to 
nuclear power electric generating stations 
using nuclear steam supply systems, includ­
ing their appurtenant structures, located in 
or affecting navigable waters. In  the case of 
a floating nuclear power plant, such struc­
tures include the electrical transmission lines 
from the plant to a landbased substation, the 
protective breakwater and mooring systems, 
and all appurtenant supporting facilities.

b. Nothing in this Memorandum of Under­
standing is to be interpreted as contraven­
ing the terms o f the existing Memorandum of 
Understanding between the Atomic Energy 
Commission and the Department of Defense 
dated 14/16 Feb 1067, pursuant to Section 
91b of the Atomic Energy Act o f 1954, as 
amended.

2. Statutory Background, a. The Corps of 
Engineers, United States Army (US Army 
CE). Pursuant to Section 10 o f the Rivers 
and Harbors Act of 1899 (33 U.S.C. 403), the 
Secretary of the Army, acting through the 
US Army CE exercises regulatory authority 
over the construction of any structures in 
navigable waters of the United States, the 
dredging and/or filling of any navigable wa­
ters of the United States, and any other ac­
tivity which would alter or modify the 
course, condition, location or capacity of a 
navigable water of the United States. This 
responsibility encompasses onshore as well 
as offshore activities when such activities af­
fect the course, condition or capacity of a 
navigable water of the United States. Navi­
gable waters of the United States have been 
administratively defined by the US Army 
CE (33 C.F.R. 209.260) to generally include 
those waters, including the territorial seas, 
which are subject to the ebb and flow of the 
tide or which have been used, are used, or 
are susceptible of use as an instrument to 
transport interstate commerce.

The Outer Continental Shelf Lands Act (43 
U.S.C. 1333(f)) extends the authority o f the 
Secretary of the Army, acting through the 
US Army CE, to the prevention o f obstruc­
tion to navigation in the navigable waters 
of the United States due to the construction 
of artificial islands and fixed structures on 
the outer continental shelf beyond the ter­
ritorial sea.

Pursuant to Section 404 of the Federal 
Water Pollution Control Act Amendments of 
1972 (33 U.S.C. .1344), the Secretary of the 
Army, acting through the US Army CE, ex­
ercises regulatory authority over the dis­
charge of dredged or fill material in navigable 
waters at specified disposal sites. The selec­
tion of disposal sites will be in accordance 
with guidelines developed by the Adminis­
trator of the United States Environmental 
Protection Agency in conjunction with the 
Secretary of the Army. Furthermore, the Ad­
ministrator can prohibit or restrict the use 
of any defined area as a disposal site when­
ever he determines, after notice and oppor­
tunity for public hearings, that the dis­
charge of such materials into such areas will 
have an unacceptable adverse effect on mu­
nicipal water supplies, shellfish beds and 
fishing areas, wildlife or recreation areas.

Under the Marine Protection, Research, 
and Sanctuaries Act of 1972 (33 U.S.C. 1401 
et seq.), the Secretary o f the Army, acting 
through the US Army CE, is authorized to 
issue permits for the transportation of 
dredged material from the United States for 
the purpose of dumping into ocean waters. 
However, as “dumping” is defined by Section 
3 (f) of that Act, it  does not Include the 
construction of any fixed structure or arti­
ficial island nor the intentional placement 
of any device in ocean waters or on/or in the 
submerged land beneath such waters, for a 
purpose other than disposal when such con­

struction or such placement is otherwise reg­
ulated by Federal law.

Where significant impacts on the quality 
o f the human environment are expected to 
result from activities covered by an appli­
cation for a permit under the above statu­
tory provisions» the US Army CE must pre­
pare an environmental impact statement 
pursuant to the National Environmental 
Policy Act of 1969 (NEPA), 42 U.S.C. 4321 et 
seq., before the Secretary of the Army, acting 
through the US Army CE, may issue the per­
mit.

b. The United States Nuclear Regulatory 
Commission (U.SJN.R.C.). The Energy Reor­
ganization Act of 1974 (Pub. Law 93-438 (88 
Stat. 1233)) abolished the Atomic Energy 
Commission, and Section 201 of that Act 
created the Nuclear Regulatory Commission 
and transferred to the U.S.N.R.C. all the 
licensing and related regulatory functions of 
the Atomic Energy Commission. Pursuant 
to the Energy Reorganization Act o f 1974; 
Chapters 6, 7, 8, 10, and 16 of the Atomic 
Energy Act of 1974, as amended, 42 U.S.C. 
2011 et seq.; and the rules and regulations 
issued pursuant thereto, the U.S.N.R.C. is 
authorized to license and regulate the con­
struction and operation of, among other 
things, nuclear power plants, from the 
standpoint of the common defense and se­
curity and public health and safety. In  
addition, pursuant to the National Environ­
mental Policy Act of 1969 (NEPA), 42 UtfS.C. 
4321 et seq.,' the U.S.N.R.C. is require^ to 
prepare an environmental impact statement 
on, and consider in its licensing actions, the 
effects on the quality of the human environ­
ment caused by the construction and opera­
tion of such plants.

3. Agency Responsibilities, a. General Ar­
rangements. The U.S.N.R.C. will serve as 
“Lead Agency,”  exercising the primary re­
sponsibility in conducting environmental re­
views and in preparing environmental state­
ments for nuclear power plants covered by 
this Memorandum of Understanding. Except 
as otherwise Indicated, all written com­
munications of US Army CE to and from a 
license applicant or licensee relating to 
environmental analyses and reports will be 
transmitted through the U.S.NJR.C. Director 
of Nuclear Reactor Regulation or his desig­
nee. In particular, any actions requiring par­
tial or complete shutdown of the nuclear 
power plant or changes from the design and 
operating limitations and conditions ap­
proved within the terms of this Memorandum 
of Understanding will be transmitted 
through the U.S.N.R.C. Director o f Nuclear 
Reactor Regulation or his designee.

Except with respect to any actions re­
quiring partial or, complete shutdown of a 
nuclear power plant or changes from the 
design and operating cpnditions approved 
by either agency, each agency will separately 
enforce its pertinent regulations or orders 
and the conditions of 'the permits and li­
censes which it issues. Enforcement, as used 
in this Memorandum of Understanding, 
means the discovery of a violation of law of 
the conditions of a permit or license, the 
issuance of a notice o f violation, and sub­
sequent actions for the imposition o f sanc­
tions.

To the extent practicable, each agency will 
consult fully with the other with respect to 
enforcement actions concerning matters 
which affect the responsibilities of the other 
agency as described in this Memorandum of 
Understanding. Copies of correspondence and 
other documents relating to such enforce­
ment action will be furnished to the other 
agency on a timely basis.

The U.S.N.R.C. and the U.S. Army CE will 
exercise the functions described in this agree­
ment so as to avoid duplication of regulation 
to the maximum extent consistent with their

respective statutory obligations, public 
health and safety, and environmental protec­
tion.

The U.S. Army CE, acting through the 
appropriate District Engineer, with the as­
sistance of U.S. Army Corps o f Engineers re­
search and development centers, when such 
assistance is appropriate, will participate 
with the U.S.N.R.C. in the preparation of the 
environmental impact statements to include 
the drafting of material for the sections 
which consider and evaluate the following 
topics, as applicable, and the analysis lead­
ing thereto.

(1) Coastal erosion and other shoreline 
modifications, shoaling, and scouring;

(2) Siltation and sedimentation processes;
(3) Dredging activities and disposal of 

dredged materials; and
(4) Location of structures in or affecting 

navigable waters.
The applicant will comply with U.S. Army 

CE regulations in developing information 
needed for U.S. Army CE review. As do 
U.S.N.R.C. regulations, these regulations re­
quire the applicant to submit, at his expense, 
information required in support of his ap­
plication. Once such information is received, 
the following procedure will apply to inde­
pendent analysis of information received in 
any o f these four areas. (An independent 
analysis is one requiring effort in addition to 
the analysis done by the U.S.N.R.C. and the 
U.S. Army CE staff.)

(1) U.S.N.R.C. will provide funding for 
such an independent analysis i f  U.SN.R.C. 
agrees the independent analysis is needed 
and would normally be required by U.S.N.R.C. 
if U.S. Army CE were not involved.

(2) U.S. Army CE will require that the 
applicant pay contract or other costs of such 
analysis, as required in U.S. Army CE regu­
lations, i f  U.S. Army CE determines that the 
independent analysis is needed, but 
U.S.N.R.C. does not agree that it  is needed 
or does not agree that such analysis would 
be required under the regulatory procedures 
of U.S.N.R.c. In  these cases, the contracting 
and collection o f associated costs from the 
applicant will be the responsibility o f the 
U.S. Army CE. The U.S.NJR.C. will be fur­
nished copies o f the results o f the study.

In  addition, the U.S. Army CE will review 
and comment on the draft environmental 
statement in other areas within its regula­
tory Jurisdiction and areas in which the U.S. 
Army CE has special expertise, as required 
by NEPA.

b. Inspections. Within the scope of this 
Memorandum of Understanding, the 
U8.N.R.C. and the US Army CE will exercise 
responsibilities for the same activities with 
respect to inspections as they exercise with 
respect to environmental reviews as discussed 
in 3.a. above.

c. Public Hearings. The U.S.N.R.C. will con­
duct a mandatory adjudicatory public hear­
ing with the opportunity for public partici­
pation before an Atomic Safety and Licens­
ing Board covering all environmental and 
radiological health and safety matters relat­
ing to the proposed issuance o f a U.S.N.R.C. 
permit for construction of a nuclear power 
plant. When U.S.N.R.C. proposes to issue a 
limited work authorization for a nuclear 
power plant prior to issuance of a construc­
tion permit, a public hearing on site suita­
bility and environmental issues will be held 
pursuant to the applicable U.S.N.R.C. regu­
lations. An adjudicatory hearing will be also 
conducted prior to issuance of a U.S.N.R.C. 
license for operation of the nuclear power 
plant upon request of any person whose in­
terest may be affected or if  the U.S.N.R.C., on 
its own initiative, decides that such a hear­
ing should be held.

The US Army CE, in connection with its 
statutory and regulatory requirements, will 
conduct public hearings when required (nor-
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mally, when the US Army CE permit involves 
disposal of dredged or fill material).

On request, each agency will participate in 
any public hearings held by the other agency. 
Particularly, in the case of the U.S.N.R.C. 
hearings, the ITS Army CE will provide ex­
pert testimony, as required, in those areas 
(sections) covered in the U.S.N.R.C. Environ­
mental Statements in whose preparation the 
US Army CE participated and those areas of 
special US Army CE expertise.

4. U.SJf.R.C. Permits and Licenses and US 
Army CE Department of the Army Permits. 
A U.S.N.R.C. permit to construct a nuclear 
power plant must be obtained prior to any 
commencement of any construction at the 
proposed site.1 For certain nuclear power re­
actors, such as the floating nuclear power 
plants, such a construction permit will not 
be issued before the U-S.N.R.C. has issued a 
license to manufacture these reactors. The 
UJS.N.R.C. will prepare an environmental 
statement before such a construction permit, 
is issued, discussing the environmental e f­
fects o f  construction and operation of the 
nuclear power plant at the proposed site; 
and the U.S.N.R.C. will also evaluate compli­
ance with U.S.N.R.C. criteria for safe design, 
construction and operation of the nuclear 
plant including, i f  applicable, a plant manu­
factured pursuant to a manufacturing li­
cense. US Army CE will participate in the 
preparation of this environmental statement 
as described in Section 3, above. This con­
struction permit will be issued on the basis 
of, among other things, the design and other 
information presented by the applicant in 
accordance with requirements of Title 10, 
Code of Federal Regulations, Chapter I.

I t  is anticipated that the single US Army 
CE Department of the Army permit, which 
authorizes all construction activities to be 
performed at the plant site, and the U.S.N. 
R.C. construction permit (or limited work 
authorization, as applicable) will be issued 
approximatey concurrenty for power reac­
tors for which both agencies are authorized 
to issue permits. Each agency will promptly 
notify the other in writing of its issuance 
of a permit. I f  the U.S.N.R.C. issues a limited 
werR authorization or grants a construction 
exemption in a situation where a US Army 
CE permit Is also required, the U.S.N.R.C. 
will promptly notify the US Army CE in writ­
ing of the Issuance of such an authorization 
or exemption. When the U.S.N.R.C. decides 
that it will grant a lim ited work authoriza­
tion prior to issuance of a construction per­
mit, the U.S.N.R.C. will advise the US Army 
CE of this decision. Both agencies will then 
coordinate their schedules of review and 
Issuances of licenses and permits.

Prior to these issuances, each agency will 
send to the other a letter commenting on 
the proposed issuance from the point of view 
o f the reviews assigned to the sending agency 
in Section 3 above and stating its intention 
to approve or disapprove issuance of its own 
permit.

Each agency will caution the applicant 
that issuance of its permit does not alleviate 
the need for permits and licenses of other 
agencies.

Following the above agency actions, and 
after any requisite public hearings have been 
held, a facility operating license may be 
issued by the U.S.N.R.C. pursuant to 42 
U.S.C. 2133, 2134, 2232, and 2235.

5. Procedures, a. Correspondence. The fo l­
lowing documents, relating to US Army CE 
responsibilities as described in Section 3 of 
this Memorandum, will be promptly trans­
mitted to the proper recipients by the 
U.S.N.R.C. Director of Nuclear Reactor Regu- 
dum, issuances of licenses pursuant to ap-

1 Some activities may be conducted under 
a limited work authorization.

plicable statutes and regulations, and in  ac­
cordance with the provisions of this memo­
randum, correspondencë to license applicants 
or licensees pertaining to licensing and cer- 
lation or his .designee: official U.S.N.R.C. 
notices to license applicants or licensees 
affected by the provisions of this Memoran- 
tification reviews, and correspondence relate 
ing to inspection actions. The U.S.N.R.C. 
will promptly forward to the US Army CE 
copies of correspondence with the applicant 
and other documents which affect the re­
sponsibilities of the US Army CE under the 
provision of this Memorandum.

b. Public Information. All correspondence 
to or from either .agency dealing with matters 
which are the subject of this Memorandum 
of Understanding will be subject to the Free­
dom of Information Act. In addition, all cor­
respondence flowing through the U.S.N.R.C. 
will be subject to § 2.790 o f 10 CFR. Part 2, 
which provides for routine disclosure of cer­
tain documents in public document rooms. 
Each agency will consult with the other 
agency before issuing any press releases on 
matters assigned to the other agency within 
this Memorandum of Understanding.

c. Coordination o f Reviews. In routine 
matters relating to review of license applica­
tions, the appropriate U.S. Army Corps of 
Engineers District Engineer will be the con­
tact point with the U.S. Army CE; and the 
designated Environmental Project Manager, 
Division of Reactor Licensing, will be the 
contact point within the U.S.N.R.C. Any 
questions which cannot be resolved at this 
level will be referred to intermediate levels 
of management within the U.S. Army and 
the U.S.N.R.C. I f  any questions cannot be 
resolved at these levels, they will be con­
sidered in direct communications between 
the Executive Director for Operations, 
U.S.N.R.C., and the Chief of Engineers, 
United. States Army.

d. Coordination of Inspections. In matters 
of field inspections, the cognizant Directors 
of U.S.N.R.C. Regional Inspection and En­
forcement Offices and the cognizant District 
Engineer will be the contact points for 
routine matters. Any questions which cannot 
be resolved at this level will be referred to 
intermediate levels of management within 
US. Army CE and U.S.N.R.C. Any questions 
that cannot be resolved at these levels will 
be referred to the Chief of Engineers, United 
States Army, and the Executive Director for 
Operations, U.S.N.R.C.
' e. Schedules o f Reviews and Inspections. 
In order to coordinate inspection and review 
activities and to efficiently implement regu­
latory requirements, each "agency will advise 
the other of its schedules for accomplishing 
inspections and environmental reviews which 
have an effect on the activities of the other 
agency as defined in Section 3.a. of this 
Memorandum of Understanding. Where ap­
plicable, these schedules will be incorporated 
into the U.S.N.R.C. licensing project sched­
ule. Representatives o f each agency, will be 
invited" to coordination meetings held by the 
other agency pertaining to environmental 
review activities which are to be coordinated. 
Each agency will give priority to keeping the 
agreed schedules for environmental reviews 
and will keep the other agency advised of 
problems which are Jeopardizing schedules.

f. Amendment of Assignments. The assign­
ment of responsibilities o f this Memorandum 
may be amended by exchange of letters be­
tween the Executive Director for Operations, 
U.S.N.R.C.* and the Chief of Engineers, 
United States Army.

6. Other Laws and Matters. Nothing in this 
Memorandum of Understanding shall be 
deemed to restrict, modify, or otherwise lim it 
the application or enforcement o f any laws 
o f the United States with respect to matters 
specified herein, nor the application or en­

forcement of such laws to matters other than 
those specified herein, nor shall anything in 
this Memorandum be construed as modifying 
the existing authority of either agency.

Dated: July 2, 1975.
L e e  V. G o s s i c k ,

' Executive Director for Operations, 
Nuclear Regulatory Commission.

Dated: July 2, 1975.
W. C. G r ib b l e , Jr.,
Chief of Engineers of

US Army CE.

[FR Doc.75-22245 Filed 8-22-75;8:45 am]

SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION

[70-5721]

ALABAMA POWER CO.
Notice of Proposed Issue and Sale of First 

Mortgage Bonds at Competitive Bidding
NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that 

Alabama Power Company (“Alabama”), 
600 North 18th Street, Birmingham, Ala­
bama 35291, an electric utility subsidiary 
company of The Southern Company, a 
registered holding company, has filed an 
application with this Commission pur­
suant to the Public Utility Holding Com­
pany Act of 1935 (“Act” ) , designating 
Section 6(b) o f the Act and Rule 50 
promulgated thereunder as applicable to 
the following proposed transaction: AH 
interested persons are referred to the ap­
plication, which is summarized below, 
for a complete statement of the proposed 
transaction.

Alabama proposes to issue and sell, 
subject to the competitive bidding re­
quirements of Rule 50 under the Act, 
up to $35,000,000 principal amount df its 
First Mortgage Bonds, — % Series due 
October 1 , — , have a term of not less 
than 5 years nor more than 30 years. Ala­
bama will decide on the term of the new 
bonds and notify prospective bidders 
thereof not less than 72 hours prior to 
the time of the bidding. The interest rate 
(which shall be a multiple of %%) and 
the price, exclusive of accrued interest, 
to be paid to Alabama (which shall be 
not less than 99% nor more than 102%% 
of the principal amount thereof) will be 
determined by the competitive bidding. 
The bonds will be issued under an In­
denture dated as of January 1, 1942, be­
tween Alabama and Chemical Bank,, as 
Trustee^ as heretofore supplemented and 
as to be further supplemented by aSup­
plemental Indenture to be dated as of 
October 1, 1975, which includes a prohi­
bition until October T, 1980 against re­
funding the bonds with the proceeds of 
funds borrowed at a lower effective in­
terest cost.

Alabama proposes to use the proceeds 
from the sale of the bonds together with: 

(1) cash contributions to capital; of 
$67,000,000 by the Southern Company 
during 1975 heretofore authorized by the 
Commission (HCAR No. 18924 (April 9, 
1975)), (2) funds provided from bond 
issues of public authorities for financing 
certain of Alabama’s pollution control 
facilities, (3) funds provided from the 
sale and leaseback of properties, (4)
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proceeds from the sale of $65,000,000 
principal amount of additional first 
mortgage bonds and 250,000 shares ($25,- 
000,000) of preferred stock later in 1975 
(all of such financing to be subject to 
Commission authorization), and (5) cash 
on hand in excess of operating require­
ments, interest,-and dividends, to finance 
its 1975 construction program (estimated 
at $434,568,000), to pay notes payable in 
the form of notes to banks and com­
mercial paper notes incurred for such 
purpose, and for other lawful purposes. 
Alabama estimates that no additional 
financing will be required for construc­
tion purposes during 1975, except for the 
issuance and sale of short-term bank 
notes and commercial paper notes au­
thorized by the Commission (HCAR No. 
18926 (April 9, 1975)). It  is estimated 
that $157,263,000 of such notes payable 
will be outstanding at December 31,1975.

It is stated that the Alabama Public 
Service Commission has authorized the 
proposed issuance and sale of bonds by 
Alabama. No other State commission and 
no Federal commission, other than this 
Commission, has jurisdiction over the 
proposed transaction. A statement of 
the fees and expenses to be incurred in 
connection with the proposed transac­
tion will be supplied by amendment.

NOTICE IS FURTHER GIVEN that 
any Interested person may, not later 
than September 10, 1975, request in writ­
ing that a hearing be held on such mat­
ter, stating the nature of his interest, the 
reasons for such request; and the issues 
of fact or law raised by said application 
which he desires to controvert; or he 
may request that he be notified if  the 
Commission should order a hearing 
thereon. Any such request should be 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 mail if 
the person being served is located more 
than 500 miles from the point of mail­
ing) upon the applicant at the above- 
stated address, and proof of service (by 
affidavit or, in case of an attorney at law, 
by certificate) should be filed with the 
request. At any time after said date, the 
application, as filed or as it may be 
amended, may be granted as provided in 
Rule 23 of the General Rules and Regu­
lations promulgated under the Act, or the 
Commission may grant exemption from 
its rules as provided in Rules 20(a) and 
100 thereof or take such other action as 
it may deem appropriate. Persons who 
request a hearing or advice as to whether 
a hearing is ordered will receive any no­
tices and orders issued in this matter, 
including the date of the hearing (if or­
dered) and any postponements thereof.

For the Commission, by the Division 
of Corporate Regulation, pursuant to 
delegated authority.

[ seal] Sh ir l e y  E; H o llis ,
Assistant Secretary.

(FR Doc.75-22358 Filed 8-22-75:8:45 am]

NOTICES

[812-8709]

ARNOLD BERNHARD & CO., INC.,
E T  AL.

Notice of Filing of Application Pursuant to
Section 17(d) of the Act and Rule 1 7 d -l
Thereunder
NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that The 

Value Line Fund, Inc. (“VLF” ), The 
Value Line Income Fund, Inc. ( “VLIF” ) , 
The Value Line Special Situations Fund, 
Inc. (“VLSSF” ) , 5 East 44th Street, New 
York, New York 10017, registered open- 
end investment companies under the In­
vestment Company Act of 1940 ( “Act” ) 
(VLF, VLIF, and VLSSF are herein col­
lectively referred to as the “Funds” ), 
The Value Line Development Capital 
Corporation (“ VLDCC” ), registered un­
der the Act as a closed-end investment 
company, Arnold Bernhard & Co., Inc. 
( “AB & Co.” ) , the investment adviser to 
the Funds and VLDCC, and Value Line 
Securities, Inc. ( “VLS” ), a wholly-owned 
subsidiary of AB & Co., registered as a 
broker-dealer pursuant to the Securities 
Exchange Act of 1934 ( “ 1934 Act” ) and 
the principal underwriter for each of the 
Funds, (the Funds, VLDCC, AB & Co., 
and VLS are herein collectively referred 
to as the “Applicants” ) filed an appli­
cation on October 18, 1974, and amend­
ments thereto on January 3,1975, Janu­
ary 16, 1975, and February 25, 1975, for 
an order pursuant to Section 17(d) of 
the Act and Rule 17d-l thereunder per­
mitting Applicants to participate in a 
settlement of certain litigation in the 
manner provided in agreements between 
AB & Co. and VLS and each of the 
Funds. All interested persons are referred 
to the application on file with the Com­
mission for a statement of the represen­
tations therein, which are summarized 
below.

On May 1,1974, the United States Dis­
trict Court for the District of Massachu­
setts approved tiie settlement and dismis­
sal o f an action which the Applicants had 
commenced on March 8, 1971, against 
Keystone Custodian Funds, Inc. ( “Key­
stone” ) , its wholly-owned subsidiary, In ­
vestment Companies Services Corpora­
tion (“ ICSC” ), and certain named in­
dividuals. This action related to agree­
ments which, in the Spring of 1968, each 
of the Funds and VLS had entered into 
with ICSC. These agreements provided 
that ICSC would furnish shareholder 
servicing and transfer agency services 
to the Funds.

The action charged that as a result of 
errors and defaults by ICSC in perform­
ance of its duties under the agreements, 
share certificates of the Funds were is­
sued by ICSC without receipt of payment 
or remittance to the Funds, shares of the 
Funds were not issued to purchasing 
shareholders or were issued in wrong 
amounts, liquidation payments were 
made in duplicate or sometimes were not 
remitted to shareholders, purchases were 
not recorded or were inaccurately re­
corded, commissions were not paid to 
dealers and VLS or were paid in dupli-
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cate or in wrong amounts, dividends and 
capital gains distributions were improp­
erly paid and credited, and ICSC’s books, 
compiled pursuant to ICSC’s duties as 
transfer agent for the Funds, indicated 
more shares of the Funds outstanding 
than appeared on the Funds’ own books.

As a result of the difficulties referred to 
in the action, VLSSF, in 1969, suspended 
all sales of its shares, and the Commis­
sion instituted an administrative pro­
ceeding against VLS and its controlling 
persons charging them with, among other 
things, having sold shares of the Funds 
without disclosure of the state of the 
Funds’ books, records, and shareholder 
servicing. This proceeding was settled by 
a consent order (Securities Exchange 
Act Release No. 9183, May 25, 1971). In 
connection with the settlement of this 
proceeding, respondents represented 
that they had voluntarily placed shares 
of the Founds owned by them in escrow 
to save shareholders from any harm as 
a result of possible discrepancies in the 
records of the Funds and had taken steps 
and expended substantial sums of money 
to assure that current operations were in 

. compliance with applicable laws and reg­
ulations and that the difficulties which 
accumulated in the past were effectively 
remedied without cost or loss to the 
Funds or their shareholders.

In the action against ICSC, the Appli­
cants sought recovery of the sums ex­
pended by AB & Co. and VLS in rectifying 
the above-described situation, damages 
for the loss of underwriting and advisory 
fees and for injury to the Value Line 
name, and damages to the Funds for loss 
of good will, payments to ICSC made un­
der protest, loss of sales and other in­
juries. Damages were alleged, without 
differentiation as to the various plaintiffs, 
in the amount of $40,000,000.

The settlement provided for a pay­
ment by defendants to Applicants of 
$2,082,500. An allocation between “dam­
ages” and “goodwill” being important for 
tax purposes, it was provided that $1,182,- 
500 was allocated for “damages” and 
$900,000 for injury to “goodwill” . The 
settlement also provided that, among 
other things, certain claims against 
dealers and shareholders would be as­
signed by ICSC to Applicants, the Funds 
would be released from obligations on 
an overdraft in the State Street Bank & 
Trust Co. in the amount of $222,097 
that had been incurred by ICSC on be­
half of the Funds, and the Funds and 
VLS would relinquish their rights to 
sums representing collections by ICSC 
which ICSC had not transmitted to the 
Funds, against which sums ICSC had 
alleged certain offsets “ for bank charges 
and debts” , and ICSC would relinquish 
such offsetting claims.

AB & Co. and VLS have entered into 
an agreement with each of the Funds 
with reference to the. settlement. Pur­
suant to the agreements (1) AB & Co. 
would continue to hold the Funds harm­
less against claims that may be asserted 
by shareholders, debtors or others as a
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result of the services performed by TCSC, advantageous than that of other partici- 
(2) AB & Co. or VLS would pay to each pants. The arrangement among Appli- 
Fund a number of shares equal to the cants in connection with the settlement 
share discrepancy in respect of the Fund, may be deemed to constitute a joint 
per books, (3) the cash amount received transaction or arrangement subject to 
in settlement would be retained bÿ AB the provisions of Section 17(d) and Rule 
& Co. or VLS, (4) no claim would be 17d-l of the Act.
made by AB & Co. and VLS against the Applicants state that the aforesaid ar- 
Funds for recoupment of any part of the rangement in connection with the settle- 
costs of the litigation and no recourse ment is consistent with the provisions, 
would be made to the Funds for any part policies and purposes of the Act and that 
of the out-of-pocket expenses or other each of the Funds and VLDCC are and 
costs or amounts to be paid by AB & have been fairly dealt with and are par-
Co., and (5) AB & Co. would, in possible 
recoupment of sums otherwise paid or 
to be paid by AB & Co. for the Funds, 
take the claims of ÎCSC against dealers 
and shareholders which ICSC had as­
signed to Applicants.

The settlement payment and the value 
of the claims assigned to AB & Co. are 
stated to be less than a conservative 
statement of the costs and expenditures 
of AB & Co. and its wholly-owned sub­
sidiaries allegedly due to ICSC’s actions 
as Transfer Agent. These expenses are 
stated to be in the amount of $2,517,408, 
consisting of legal, accounting, and 
other similar expenses in the amount 
of $2,116,800, the cost of shares of the 
Funds surrendered' by AB & Co. to the 
Funds to cover discrepancies in books 
and records of the Funds, amounting 
to $346,000 as of April 30, 1974, and 
forfeited dividends on the shares of the 
Funds which AB & Co. had placed in 
escrow to hold the Funds harmless from 
damages resulting from the state of their 
books and records, totaling $54,008.

Applicants state that VLDCC’s inter­
est in the litigation was nominal or non­
existent since it had not been a party to 
the transfer agency arrangement with 
ICSC.

The Boards of Directors of the Funds 
and of VLDCC, including the non-in- 
terested members thereof, have author­
ized and approved the settlement agree­
ment, and the Boards of Directors of 
each Fund, including the non-interested 
members thereof, have approved the re­
spective'agreement between their Fund 
and AB & Co. and VLS relating to the 
settlement.

Section 17(d) of the Act and Rule 
17d-l thereunder, taken together provide, 
in pertinent part, that it shall be unlaw­
ful for any affiliated person of a regis­
tered investment company or any affili­
ated person of such a person, acting as 
principal, to participate in, or effect any 
transaction in connection with any joint 
enterprise or arrangement in which any 
such registered company, or a company 
controlled by such registered company, 
is a participant unless an application re­
garding such arrangement has been 
granted by an order of the Commission, 
and that, in passing upon such an appli­
cation, the Commission will consider 
whether the participation of such regis­
tered or controlled company in such ar­
rangement is consistent with the provi­
sions, policies and purposes of the Act, 
and the extent to which such participa­
tion is on a basis different from or less

ticipating and have participated on a 
basis which is no less advantageous than 
that of other participants.

Notice is further given that any inter­
ested person may, not later than Sep­
tember 8,1975, at 5:30 p.m., submit to the 
Commission in writing a request for a 
hearing on the matter accompanied by a 
statement as to the nature of his inter­
est, the reason for such request, and the 
issues, if any, of fact or law proposed 
to be controverted, or he may request 
that he be notified if the Commission 
shall order a hearing thereon. Any such 
communication should be addressed: 
Secretary, Securities and Exchange Com­
mission, Washington, D.C. 20549. A copy 
of such request shall 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 Appli­
cants at the address stated above. Proof 
of such service (by affidavit, or in case of 
an attorney-at-law, by certificate) shall 
be filed contemporaneously with the re­
quest. As provided by Rule 0-5 of the 
Rules and Regulations promulgated un­
der the Act, an order disposing of the 
application will be issued as of course 
following September 8, 1975, unless the 
Commission thereafter orders a hearing 
upon request or upon the Commission’s 
own motion. Persons who request a hear­
ing, or advice as. to whether a hearing is 
ordered, will receive any notices and or­
ders issued in this matter, including the 
date of the hearing (if ordered) and any, 
postponements thereof.

By the Commission.
[ seal] Sh ir l e y  E. H o llis ,

Assistant Secretary. 
[FR Doc.75-22359 Filed 8-22-75;8:45 am]

[File No. 500-1]

CHILL CAN INDUSTRIES, INC.
Notice of Suspension of Trading

A ugust 14,1975.
It  appearing to the Securities and Ex­

change Commission that the summary 
suspension of trading in the common 
stock of Chill Can Industries, Inc. being 
traded otherwise than on a national se­
curities exchange is required in the pub­
lic interest and for the protection of 
investdrs;

THEREFORE, pursuant to Section 12 
(k) of the Securities Exchange Act of 
1934, trading in such securities otherwise 
than on a national securities exchange is 
suspended, for the period from 12:10 p.m.

(EDT) on August 14, 1975 through mid­
night (EDT) August 23, 1975.

By the Commission.
[seal] Sh ir l e y  E. H o llis ,

Assistant Secretary.
[FR Doc.75-22360 Filed 8-22-75:8:45 am]

[70-5719]

EASTERN UTILITIES ASSOCIATE^,
ET A L

Notice of Proposed Charter Amendment To 
Increase Subsidiary’s Authorized Pre­
ferred Stock; Issue and Sale of Preferred 
Stock and First Mortgage Bonds by One 
Subsidiary; Issue and Sale of Debenture 
Bonds by One Subsidiary to a Second 
Subsidiary; Request for Exception From 
Competitive Bidding
NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that 

Eastern Utilities Associates, a registered 
holding company, and two of its electric 
utility subsidiary companies, Brockton 
Edison Company (“Brockton” ) and Mon- 
taup Electric Company (“Montaup” ) , 
have filed an application-declaration, 
and an amendment thereto, with this 
Commission pursuant to the Public Util­
ity Holding Company Act of 1935 (“Act” ) 
designating Sections 6, 7, 9, 10, 12(b) , 12
(c) and 12(d) of the Act and Rules 43 
and 50 promulgated thereunder as appli­
cable to tiie proposed transactions. All 
interested persons are referred to the ap­
plication-declaration, as amended, which 
is summarized below, for a complete 
statement of the proposed transactions.

Brockton proposes to amend its Articles 
of Organization to increase its capital 
stock in an amount not to exceed $6,- 
000,000, consisting of not more than 60,- 
000 shares of its— % preferred stock, par 
value $100 per share (“stock” ) . Terms of 
the stock, including the dividend rate 
(which shall be a multiple of .04% of the 
par value), the price to be paid to Brock­
ton (which shall not be less than $100 nor 
more than $102.75 per share) and a pos­
sible sinking fund are proposed to be de­
termined by negotiation, as discussed fur­
ther below.

Brockton requests an exception from 
the competitive bidding requirements of 
Rule 50 under the Act so that it may 
negotiate a private placement of the 
stock with a single institutional investor 
or a number of such investors. Brockton 
proposes to employ the assistance of 
Kidder, Peabody & Co., Inc. as financial 
adviser to arrange such a private place­
ment. As reasons for the requested excep­
tion from competitive bidding, Brockton 
states, among other things, that there is 
a probable lack of familiarity with 
Brockton among investors both as to 
Brockton’s operations and its securities. 
Brockton has two classes of preferred 
stock and seven series of bonds publicly 
held, and there has been very little trad­
ing activity in any of these issues in 
recent years. Brockton also states that 
the size of the proposed offering of the 
stock may be too small to generate com­
petitive bids.
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In the event Brockton receives author­
ity to negotiate terms for placement of 
the stock, but such terms are not accept­
able to Brockton, Brockton proposes to 
offer the stock at competitive bidding 
pursuant to Rule 50 under the Act. In 
that event, the dividend rate and the 
price Brockton will receive will be deter­
mined by the competitive bidding.

Brockton also proposes to issue and sell 
up to $20,000,000 principal amount of its 
First' Mortgage and Collateral Trust 
Bonds, — % Series, due 1985 (“bonds” ) 
by competitive bidding. The interest rate 
on the bonds (which shall be a multiple 
of Vs of 1%) and the price to be paid 
to Brockton (which shall be not less than 
100% nor more than 102%% of the prin­
cipal amount of the bonds) will be de­
termined by competitive bidding. The 
bonds are to be issued under Brockton’s 
Indenture of First Mortgage and Deed 
of Trust dated as of September 1, 1948, 
between Brockton and State Street Bank 
and Trust Company, Trustee (“ Inden­
ture”) , as heretofore supplemented and 
as to be further supplemented by a Tenth 
Supplemental Indenture between Brock­
ton and the Trustee. The Supplemental 
Indenture may contain a prohibition 
against redemption of the bonds prior to 
October 1, 1980, in connection with the 
refunding of such bonds with funds ob­
tained at a lower effective interest cost to 
Brockton.

Net proceeds from the sale of the stock 
and bonds by Brockton will be applied 
by Brockton to the purchase of Deben­
ture Bonds proposed to be issued by Mon- 
taup, as described below.

Montaup proposes to issue and sell to 
Brockton, and Brockton proposes to ac­
quire, up to $26,000,000 principal amount 
of Montaup’s — % Debenture Bonds due 
2005 (“debenture bonds” ) . The interest 
rate of the debenture bonds will be sup­
plied by amendment. The debenture 
bonds will contain all of their terms and 
there will be no indenture or similar in­
strument governing them. Brockton pro­
poses to pledge the indenture bonds un­
der its own Indenture.

Proceeds to Montaup from the sale of 
its debenture bonds will be applied to 
reduce short-term bank borrowings and/ 
or to reimburse Montaup’s treasury for 
construction expenditures. I t  is estimated 
that at the time of the Issuance of the 
debenture bonds, Montaup will have 
$40,000,000 in short term bank borrow­
ings outstanding.

It is stated that the Department of 
Public Utilities of the Commonwealth of 
Massachusetts and the Public Utilities 
Commission of the State of Connecticut 
have jurisdiction over various aspects of 
the proposed transactions and that no 
other state commission and no federal 
commission, other than this Commission, 
has jurisdiction over the proposed trans­
actions.

NOTICE IS FURTHER GIVEN that 
anyinterested person may, not later than 
September 9,1975, request in writing that 
a hearing be held on such matter, stat- 
~ g  the nature of his Interest, the reasons 
I or such request, and the issues of fact 
or law raised by said application-decla­

ration, as amended, which he desires to 
controvert; or he may request that he be 
notified if the Commission should order 
a hearing thereon. Any such request 
should be addressed: Secretary, Securi­
ties and Exchange Commission, Wash­
ington, D.C. 20549. A copy of such re­
quest should be served personally or by 
mail (air mail if the person being served 
is located more than 500 miles from the 
point of mailing) upon the applicants- 
declarants at the above-stated addresses 
and proof of service (by affidavit or, in 
case of an attorney at law, by certificate) 
should be filed with the request. At any 
time after said date, the application-dec­
laration, 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 ac­
tion as it may deem appropriate. Persons 
who request a hearing or advice as to 
whether a hearing is ordered will receive 
any notices and orders issued in this 
matter, including the date of the hear­
ing (if ordered) and any postponements 
thereof.

For the Commission, by the Division of 
Corporate Regulation, pursuant to dele­
gated authority.

[seal] Sh ir l e y  E. H o llis ,
Assistant Secretary.

[FR Doc.75-22361 Filed 8-22-75;8:45 am]

[70-5388]
EASTERN UTILITIES ASSOCIATES, ET AL.

Notice of Proposed Extension of Bank 
Borrowing by Subsidiary Company

Notice is hereby given that East­
ern Utilities Associates (“EUA” ), a 
registered holding company, and its elec­
tric utility subsidiary companies, Black- 
stone Valley Electric Company (“Black- 
stone” ), Brockton Edison Company 
(“ Brockton” ),  Fall River Electric Light 
Company (“Fall River” ) and Montaup 
Electric Company (“Montaup” ), have 
filed post-effective amendments to their 
application-declaration, as previously 
filed and amended in this proceeding with 
this Commission designating Sections 6 
(a ), 7, 9(a), 10, 12(b), 12(c) and 12(f) 
of the Act and Rules 43(a) and 45(a) 
promulgated thereunder as applicable to 
the proposed transactions. All interested 
persons are referred to the application- 
declaration, as further amended by said 
post-effective amendments, which is sum­
marized below, for a complete statement 
of the proposed transactions.

EUA has proposed a series of transac­
tions designed to effect the transfer of 
Blackstone’s proportionate ownership in 
the securities of Montaup, the EUA sys­
tem generating company, to Brockton, 
with the result that Brockton will there­
after own 81% of Montaup. Fall River, 
EUA’s other electric utility subsidiary, 
will continue to own 19% of Montaup's 
securities under the proposed arrange­
ment.

As a part of this proposed program, 
Blackstone has been authorized in this 
proceeding to borrow $15,000,000 from 
First National City Bank (“FNCB” ) , said 
loan being secured by a lien on Black- 
stone’s Montaup securities (HCAR No. 
18606, October 16, 1974). Terms of this 
loan include provisions that it may be 
assumed by Brockton. Blackstone used 
the proceeds of the loan to reduce open 
account advances from EUA.

It is now stated that in order to give 
additional time for the proposed trans­
fer of Blackstone’s Montaup securities to 
Brockton subject to the FNCB loan, it is 
proposed that the loan from FNCB to 
Blackstone be extended for a one year 
period from October 16, 1975 to October 
15, 1976. It  is further stated that the 
ultimate transfer of the Montaup secu­
rities to Brockton subject to the FNCB 
loan is still contemplated. The FNCB 
loan to Blackstone, as so extended, will 
bear interest at 115% of the base rate 
in effect at FNCB. CUA will maintain a 
$100,000 balance in an account with 
FNCB while that loan to Blackstone is 
outstanding.

It is stated that the Public Utilities 
Commission of the State of Rhode Is­
land has jurisdiction over the proposed 
extension of the FNCB loan and that no 
other state commission and no federal 
commission, other than this Commission, 
has jurisdiction over the proposed trans­
action. Fees and expenses to be incurred 
in connection with the proposed trans­
action will be supplied by amendment.

NOTICE IS FURTHER GIVEN that 
any interested person may, not later than 
September 12, 1975, 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- 
declaration, as further amended by said 
post-effective amendments, which he de­
sires to controvert; or he may request 
that he be notified if the Commission 
should order a hearing thereon. Any such 
request should be addressed: Secretary, 
Securities and Exchange Commission, 
Washington, D.C. 20549. A copy of such 
request should be served personally or 
by mail (air mail if the person being 
served is located more than 500 miles 
from the point of mailing) upon the ap- 
plicants-declarants at the above-stated 
addresses, and proof of service (by affi­
davit or, in case of an attorney at law, 
by certificate) should be filed with the 
request. At any time after said date, the 
application-declaration, as further 
amended by said post-effective amend­
ments, 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 Regulations promul­
gated under the Act, or the Commission 
may grant exemption from such rules as 
provided in Rules 20(a) and 100 thereof 
or take such other action as it may deem 
appropriate. Persons who request a hear­
ing or advice as to whether a hear­
ing is ordered will receive any notices 
and orders issued in this matter, includ­
ing the date of the hearing (if ordered) 
and any postponements thereof.
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For the Commission, by the Division 
of Corporate Regulation, pursuant to 
delegated authority.

[ seal] Sh ir l e y  E. H o ll is ,
Assistant Secretary.

[FR Doc.75-22362 Filed 8-22-75;8:45 am] '

[812-3824]

EQUITABLE VARIABLE LIFE INSURANCE 
CO.

Application for an Order of Exemption
NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that 

Separate Account I  of Equitable Variable 
Life Insurance Company (the “Ac­
count” ) , Equitable Variable Life Insur­
ance Company (“EVLICO” ), and The 
Equitable Life Assurance Society of the 
United States (“Equitable” ) , 1285 Avenue 
of the Americas, New York, New York 
10019 (hereinafter collectively called 
“Applicants” ) have filed an application 
on June* 24, 1975 and an amendment 
thereto on August 6, 1975 pursuant to 
Section 6(c) of the Investment Company 
Act of 1940 (“Act” ) for an order of ex­
emption from Sections 8 (b ), 13(a), 14(a), 
15(a), 15(0, 18(i), 22(d), 22(e), 27(c), 
27(f), 27(h)(1) of the Act and Rules 
22c-l and 27f-l thereunder. All inter­
ested persons are referred to the appli­
cation on file with the Commission for a 
statement of the representations con­
tained therein which are summarized 
below.

The Account, established by EVLICO 
on June 28, 1973 pursuant to the Insur­
ance Law of the State of New York, is 
a separate investment account to which 
amounts are to be allocated to support 
reserves and other liabilities arising from 
variable life insurance (“VLI” ) contracts 
proposed to be issued jointly by the Ac­
count is registered as an open-end diver­
sified management investment company 
under the Act and meets the definition 
of “separate account” under Section 2 
(a) (37) of the Act and Rule 0-1 (e) there­
under. The assets of the Account will be 
derived solely from the sale of EVLICO’s 
VLI contracts and advances made by 
EVLICO in connection with the opera­
tion of the Account. The Account will not 
be used for variable annuity contracts 
or for the investment of funds corre­
sponding to dividend accumulations or 
other contract provisions not involving 
life contingencies. For purposes of cer­
tain provisions of the Act, the Account 
is deemed to be an issuer of periodic pay­
ment plan certificates.

EVLICO, a wholly-owned subsidiary of 
Equitable, is a stock life insurance com­
pany organized in 1972 under the laws 
of the State of New York. As of March 31, 
1975, it had total assets of approximately 
$7.9 million, and as of June 16, 1975, was 
authorized to transact a life insurance 
and annuity business in New York and 
38 other states. EVLICO is registered as 
a broker-dealer under the Securities Ex­
change Act of 1934 (“ 1934 Act” ) and as 
an investment adviser under the Invest­
ment Advisers Act of 1940 ( “Advisers 
Act” ) .

Equitable is a mutual life insurance 
company organized under the laws of the

State of New York in 1859. Equitable is 
the third largest life insurer in the United 
States in terms of assets. Equitable, reg­
istered with the Commission as a broker- 
dealer under the 1934 Act, and as an in­
vestment adviser under the Adyisers Act, 
will function, together with EVLICO, as 
the principal underwriter and investment 
adviser for the Account.

EVLICO and the Account, as joint is­
suers, have filed registration statements 
under the Securities Act of 1933 for the 
offering of two types of variable life in­
surance contracts, a Variable Whole Life 
Insurance contract and a Variable In­
creasing Protection Life Insurance con­
tract. EVLICO’s VLI contracts provide 
for an amount payable on death which, 
so long as premiums are duly paid, varies 
to reflect the investment experience of 
the Account. The contracts specify a face 
amount and guarantee payment of a 
death benefit (the “guaranteed minimum 
death benefit” ) at least equal to that 
amount, irrespective of investment ex­
perience. Under EVLICO’s Variable In­
creasing Protection Life Insurance con­
tract, the face amount, i.e., the guar­
anteed minimum death benefit, increases 
by 3% at the beginning of each policy 
year from the second to the fifteenth 
and is constant thereafter at 150% of 
the initial face amount. The amount 
payable on death is calculated at the be­
ginning of each contract year to reflect 
the Account’s investment experience 
during thé previous contract year and 
is guaranteed for the entire ensuing con­
tract year. The life insurance coverage 
under the contracts is for the whole of 
life, and the mortality and expense risks 
thereunder are guaranteed and assumed 
by EVLICO which assesses an annual 
charge against the assets of the Account 
to cover such contingencies. The con­
tracts provide for first year cash values 
and for cash values that equal the re­
serves at the end of each contract year. 
The contracts are subject to regulation 
under the insurance laws of each state 
in which such contracts, are offered, in­
cluding all required approvals by the 
insurance commissioner of each such 
state.

The Commission has determined that 
variable life insurance contracts and re­
lated persons are subject to the federal 
securities laws and, specifically, that 
separate accounts established to fund 
variable life insurance contracts should 
be subject to the regulatory provisions 
of the Act (Investment Company Act 
Release No. 8690 (February 27, 1975)). 
Applicants submit that, accordingly, 
EVLICO has designed its VLI contracts 
and the operations of the Account fund­
ing the contracts so as to comply, as 
nearly as possible, with the requirements 
of the Act and has caused the Account to 
register as an investment company. 
Nevertheless, Applicants assert that cer­
tain aspects of EVLICO’s VLI contracts 
and Applicants’ operations do not exactly 
conform with thé Act. In requesting spe­
cific exemptions under the Act, Appli­
cants request that the Commission ex­
ercise its authority pursuant to Section 
6(c) to order exemptions which are nec­
essary or appropriate in the public in­

terest and consistent with the protection 
of investors, in recognition of the fact 
that EVLICO’s VLI contracts—in terms 
of their provisions and administration— 
contain important characteristics of in­
surance policies and are appropriately 
regulated by state insurance authorities.
Section 14(a)

Section 14(a) provides, in pertinent 
part, that\io registered investment com­
pany, and no principal underwriter for 
such a company, shall make a public 
offering of securities of which such com­
pany is the issuer, unless such company 
has a net worth of at least $100,000. 
EVLICO has allocated $80,000 to the Ac­
count which is the maximum permitted 
amount under New York Insurance Law. 
Accordingly, Applicants request an ex­
emption from Section 14(a) in order to 
make a public offering of VLI contracts 
under circumstances where the Account’s 
net worth is expected to be less than 
$100,000.

Applicants assert that the Account will 
be sponsored and advised by responsible 
ehtities within the intendment of Section 
14(a) which was designed to halt the ir­
responsible formation of investment com­
panies. Reference is also made to the fact 
that EVLICO’s capital and surplus exceed 
the minimum standard of Rule 14a-2 
which provides an exemption from Sec­
tion 14(a) with respect to certain vari­
able annuity separate accounts.
Section 18 (i)

Section 18 (i) provides, in pertinent 
part, that every share of stock issued by 
a registered management company shall 
be a voting stock and have equal voting 
rights with every other outstanding vot­
ing stock. Applicants state that, because 
of the insurance nature of EVLICO’s VLI 
contracts, no “share of stock” within the 
meaning of the Act, and no analogous 
unit of pro rata interest, can, or will be, 
issued under the contracts. EVLICO has 
determined, in the absence of shares of 
stock, to base voting rights on the cash 
values which represent the amounts pay­
able to contractholders if they surrender 
their contracts. Each contractholder will 
have one vote for each $100 of cash value 
determined as of a record date not more 
than 60 days before the date of the an­
nual meeting.

Applicants submit that fair and rea­
sonable voting rights will- be afforded in 
connection with every contract and 
equality will be achieved by computing 
the voting rights on the same basis for 
all Contracts.

Applicants seek relief in order to elim­
inate any question as to full compliance 
with the Section.
Sections 15(a), 15(c) and 18 (i)

Sections 15(a) and 15(c), in pertinent 
part, provide that it shall be unlawful for 
a person to serve as an investment ad­
viser of a registered investment(company, 
except pursuant to a written contract 
approved by a vote of the board of direc­
tors of the investment company and/or 
the outstanding voting securities of such 
company in accordance with the require­
ments of the Sections.
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Applicants submit that the Act does not 
specifically grant to contractholders or 
the Account’s Commitee (i.e., Board of 
Directors) the power to select a new in­
vestment adviser, but that it is possible 
that Section 15 and/or Section 18(i) 
could be interpreted as implying such a 
right or obligation in the event the requi­
site approval of the Account’s investment 
adviser’s agreement with Equitable and 
EVLICO were not obtained.-Similarly, 
Applicants assert that it may be claimed 
that contractholders have the right to 
propose a change of investment adviser 
under the 1934 Act. In order to eliminate 
any question as to full compliance with 
the Act, Applicants request an exemption 
from Sections 15(a), 15(c) and 18(i) so 
that EVLICO may disapprove an outside 
adviser. EVLICO believes that it must 
provide against the contingency that vot­
ing power might be used to take action 
that, in the view, of EVLICO or state in­
surance regulators, could impact un­
favorably on EVLICO’s solvency, includ­
ing its liability exposure relating to the 
guaranteed minimum death benefit and 
other risks assumed under the VLI con­
tracts.

In requesting this exemption, EVLICO 
undertakes that it will disapprove a 
change in investment adviser only for the 
following reasons and subject to the fol­
lowing limitations and conditions:

a. EVLICO’s disapproval would not be 
unreasonable, and EVLICO would disap­
prove for only one or more of the reasons 
listed below which would be given in 
writing to the Account’s Committee and 
which the Committee would have the 
right to have included in any proxy state­
ment for the next annual meeting of con­
tractholders. •

b. EVLICO would disapprove a pro­
posed change if it were contrary to state 
law or if state insurance regulators pro­
hibited the proposed change.

c. Even if state insurance regulators 
did not prohibit the proposed change, 
EVLICO would disapprove if:

i. The rate of the proposed investment 
advisory fee would exceed the maximum 
rate that EVLICO would be permitted to 
charge against the Account’s assets for 
such services as specified in the VLI 
contracts, or

ii. EVLICO determined that the 
change to the proposed adviser could, in 
view of the nature of the VLI contracts, 
have an adverse effect on its general ac­
count, in that the proposed adviser could 
reasonably be expected, based on that 
adviser’s general reputation and stand­
ing, advisory and research publications, 
past performance with clients, or the like, 
to engage in practices which could in- 
volve investments or investment tech­
niques which would be unsound or overly 
speculative. Such investments and in­
vestment techniques could include, but 
not necessarily be limited to, those which
(1) were inconsistent with the Account’s 
objective to achieve increasing income 
and long-term appreciation of capital, 
consistent with investment quality, (2) 
varied from the general quality and na­
ture of investments and investment tech­
niques pursued by Equitable’s or

EVLICO’s separate accounts which are 
registered as investment companies or 
have comparable categories of invest­
ments, or (3) reflected an extreme or 
disproportionate investment emphasis in 
terms, for example, of a particular phi­
losophy, type of security, type of securi­
ties market or technique.
Sections 8(b), 13(a), and 18(i)

Section 8(bX, in pertinent part, re­
quires every registered investment com­
pany to file with the Commission A reg­
istration statement reciting the invest­
ment policies of the company and enu­
merating those which are changeable 
only if authorized by shareholder vote. 
Section 13(a), in pertinent part, provides 
that no registered investment company 
shall, unless authorized by the vote of a 
majority of its outstanding voting securi­
ties, deviate from any investment policy 
which is changeable only if authorized 
by shareholder vote.

Applicants request an exemption from 
Sections 8(b), 13(a), and 18(1) so that 
any proposed changes in investment 
policies may be disapproved by state in­
surance authorities and EVLICO. This 
exemption request with respect to a 
change in investment policies is similar 
to that requested above with respect to a 
change ininvestment adviser. Applicants 
assert that contractholders and the Ac­
count’s Committee may be deemed to 
have a right, under the Act or Section 14 
of the 1934 Act, to propose a change in 
investment policy, even though such a 
right is not specifically granted by the 
Act. Applicants submit that a change in 
the Account’s investment policy could 
have the same adverse effects for 
EVLICO’s general account as a change in 
investment adviser. In requesting this 
exemption, EVLICO undertakes that any 
disapproval of a change in investment 
policy would be subject to the applicable 
limitations and conditions set forth 
above.

Applicants request a further exemp­
tion from Sections 8(b), 13(a) and 18
(i) to permit changes in existing invest­
ment policies or adoption of new in­
vestment policies, without contract- 
holder vote where required by state in­
surance regulators. Such authorities 
have the ultimate power to impose or 
change investment policies to assure that 
EVLICO’s general account, which has 
liabilities relating to the guaranteed 
minimum death benefit and other risks 
under the VLI contracts, is not unduly 
jeopardized.
Sections 22(e) and 27(c)(1 ) and Rule 

22c -1
Section 22(e) provides, in pertinent 

part, that no registered investment com­
pany may suspend the right of redemp­
tion or postpone payment upon redemp­
tion of any redeemable security for more 
than seven days after tender of such se­
curity to the company or its designated 
agent. Section 27(c)(1) provides that it 
shall be unlawful for any registered in­
vestment company issuing periodic pay­
ment plan certificates, or for any under­
writer for such company, to sell any such

certificate, unless such certificate is a 
redeemable security. The term “ redeema­
ble security” is defined in Section 2(a) 
(32) to mean any security under the 
terms of which the holder, upon its pres­
entation to the issuer, is entitled to re­
ceive approximately his proportionate 
share of the issuer’s current net assets, 
or the cash equivalent thereof. Rule 
22c-l essentially requires that redemp­
tions be made on the basis of daily, for­
ward pricing.

Applicants request an exemption from 
Sections 22(e) and 27(c)(1) and Rule 
22c-l in order to sell and administer VLI 
contracts with the provisions contained, 
therein and supporting administrative 
procedures. EVLICO’s VLI contracts pro­
vide for the payment of monies to a 
contractholder or beneficiary upon pres­
entation to EVLICO of a contract. Ap­
plicants assert that, generally speaking, 
these provisions, and Applicant’s sup­
porting administrative procedures, have 
been structured so as to meet the intend­
ment of the Act as closely as deemed 
feasible, particularly with respect to the 
forward pricing requirements of Rule 
22c—1 and the prompt payment require­
ments of Section 22(e).

The application sets forth a descrip­
tion of the principal provisions and pro­
cedures which might be deemed to con­
stitute, either directly or indirectly, a 
“ redemption” of the contractholder’s in­
terest within the meaning of the Act, in­
cluding surrender for cash value, death 
claims, and exchange of contract. Appli­
cants submit that, because of the insur­
ance nature of the contracts, the pro­
cedures involved necessarily differ in cer­
tain significant respects from the re­
demption procedures for mutual funds 
and contractual plans. The principal 
difference is asserted to be that the payee 
will not receive a pro rata or proportion­
ate share of the Account’s assets within 
the meaning of the Act. The amount re­
ceived by the payee will depend upon the 
particular benefit for which the contract 
is presented. There are also certain con­
tract provisions—such as options on 
lapse and cash value loans—pursuant to 
which the contract will not be presented 
to EVLICO but which will affect the con­
tractholder’s benefits and involve a 
transfer of the assets supporting the re­
serve out of the Account. Finally, state 
insurance law may require that certain 
requirements be met before EVLICO is 
permitted to make payments to the 
payee.
Section 22(d) and Rule 22c-l

Section 22(d) provides, in pertinent 
part, that no registered investment com­
pany shall sell any redeemable security 
issued by it to any person except either 
to or through a principal underwriter 
for distribution or at a current public 
offering price described in the prospectus, 
and, if  such class of security is being 
currently offered to the public by or 
through an underwriter, no principal 
underwriter of such security and no 
dealer shall sell any such security to 
any person except a dealer, a principal 
underwriter or the issuer, except at a
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current public offering price described in 
the prospectus.

Applicants request an exemption from 
Section 22(d) and Rule 23c-l in order to 
sell and administer VLI contracts with 
the provisions contained therein and sup­
porting administrative procedures.

The application sets oiit a summary of 
the principal VLI contract provisions and 
administrative procedures which might 
be deemed to constitute, either directly or 
indirectly, a “purchase” transaction, in­
cluding premium schedules and under­
writing standards, application and ini­
tial premium processing, anniversary 
and premium processing, correction of 
misstatement of age or sex, and reduc­
tion in premium rate classification. Ap­
plicants submit that, because of the in­
surance nature of the contracts, the pro­
cedures involved necessarily differ in 
certain significant respects from the 
purchase procedures for mutual funds 
and contractual plans. The chief differ­
ences revolve around the premium rate 
structure, the insurance underwriting 
(i.e., evaluation of risk) process and 
EVLICO’s advancement of the “net an­
nual premium” whether or not a pre­
mium has been paid. There are also cer­
tain contract provisions—such as rein­
statement and loan repayment—winch 
do not result in the issuance of a contract 
but which require certain payments by 
the contract-holder and involve a trans­
fer of assets supporting the contract re­
serve into the Account.
Rule 22c-l

The calculation of the amount payable 
on death will be made on each contract’s 
anniversary date, and the amount pay­
able on death will remain constant dur­
ing the contract year provided premiums 
have been duly paid. I f  payment of the 
amount payable on death should be 
deemed to constitute a “redemption” or 
“repurchase” within the meaning of the 
Act, EVLICO’s calculation procedure 
would not comply with the daily forward 
pricing requirements of Rule 22c-l,

Applicants submit that there is a sub­
stantial question whether the purposes 
of Rule 22c-l—and the concepts of the 
Act on which the Rule is based—can be 
said to be applicable here. They assert 
that under EVLICO’s contracts, as is true 
with all insurance policies, there are no 
units or other measure of interests com­
parable to mutual fund shares or variable 
annuity units. The amount payable* on 
death is payable regardless of the amount 
of the aggregate premiums which have 
been paid. Furthermore, Rule 22c-l Is 
conceptually concerned with balancing 
the interest of the purchasing or re­
deeming holder against the interests of 
the body of other holders, in connection 
with an investment decision made by 
that holder. Obviously, a VLI contract- 
holder cannot (except for suicide) choose 
when to die and thereby trigger payment 
of the variable amount payable on death.

Notwithstanding the foregoing, Appli­
cants request an exemption from Rule 
22c-l to eliminate any question as to 
full compliance with thé Rule, based on 
the following reasons: (1) EVLICO be­
lieves that the contract-holders and ben­

eficiaries will be advantaged if they are 
able to expect a particular amount to be 
payable for at least a year; (2) under 
EVLICO’s contract design, excess earn­
ings above the assumed rate of invest­
ment return will “purchase” paid-up 
whole life additions to the insurance 
which will result, in the early contract 
years, in relatively small changes in the 
amount payable on death; (3) under a 
design that provides for a daily variation 
in the amount payable on death, the 
daily equivalent of the “annual net pre­
miums” typically would be allocated to 
the Account on a daily basis, and such an 
approach, on average, would treat all 
premium frequencies less favorably than 
EVLICO’s design, because there would be 
less money “working” for the contract- 
holder in terms of the investment expe­
rience of the Account; (4) operating an 
administrative system that must provide 
for the daily allocation of “net premi­
ums” and the daily change in the varia­
ble death benefit would increase costs 
significantly; (5) EVLICO’s design was 
constructed so that a contractholder, if 
he desired, could calculate the change in 
amount payable on death from the fac­
tors stated in the contract and the his­
torical record of the Account indices, 
and this would be virtually impossible 
under a system of daily changes in the 
amount payable on death; and (6) the 
annual variation in amount payable on 
death and annual allocation of the “net 
premiums” to the Account has enabled 
EVLICO to develop a simpler contract 
with respect, for example, to the loan 
and options on lapse provisions.
Section 27(c) (2)

Section 27(c) (2) prohibits a registered 
investment company, or a depositor or 
underwriter for such company, from sell­
ing periodic payment plan certificates 
unless the proceeds of all payments 
(other than sales load), are deposited 
with a bank as trustee or custodian and 
held under an indenture or agreement 
containing, in substance, the provisions 
required by Sections 26(a) (2) and (3) 
for trust indentures of a unit investment 
trust. Section 26(a) (2) requires that the 
trustee or custodian segregate and hold 
in trust all securities and cash of the 
trust, places certain restrictions on 
charges which may be made against the 
trust income and corpus, and excludes 
from expenses which the trustee or cus­
todian may charge against the trust any 
payments to the depositor or principal 
underwriter, other than a fee, not ex­
ceeding such reasonable amount as the 
Commission may prescribe, for perform­
ing bookkeeping and other administra­
tive services delegated to them by the 
trustee or custodian. Section 26(a)(3) 
governs the circumstances under which 
the trustee or custodian may resign.

Applicants request an exemption from 
Section 27(c)(2). The Account intends 
to comply fully with Section 17(f) by en­
tering into a custodian agreement which 
satisfies the requirements of that Sec­
tion. Applicants assert that since Sec­
tions 17(f) and 27(c) (2) overlap in cer­
tain fundamental respects, important 
protections Imposed by Section 27(c) (2)

will be provided to contractholders un­
der the corresponding provisions of Sec­
tion 17(f). Moreover, in keeping with the 
insurance nature of the VLI contracts, 
Applicants intend to receive premium 
payments directly, pursuant to proce­
dures described in the application, and 
submit that such procedures are con­
sistent with the practice of the life in­
surance industry and afford adequate 
safeguards to contract applicants and 
holders. The operations of both Equita­
ble and EVLICO, including the receipt 
and processing of premiums, are closely 
regulated by the New York Insurance De­
partment. Under New York Insurance 
Law, EVLICO may not abandon its ob­
ligations to V L I contractholders until 
they have been fully discharged. Appli­
cants Submit that the dangers against 
which Sections 27(c)(2) and 26(a) are 
directed are not present under these cir­
cumstances.

Applicants state that the deductions 
from premiums for administrative ex­
penses will cover the charges levied by 
the custodian bank pursuant to the ar­
rangements described above, and that a 
small portion of such deductions may be 
attributable to “bookkeeping and other 
administrative services (performed by 
EVLICO), of a character normally per­
formed by the trustee or custodian itself” 
within the meaning of Section 26(a) (2)
(C ). In addition, the charges against Ac­
count assets for EVLICO’s assumption 
of the expense risk could be deemed to 
be charges f  or such services.

Applicants consent that the requested 
exemption may be subject to the condi­
tions (i) that such portion of the deduc­
tion from premiums for such adminis­
trative services shall not exceed such 
reasonable amounts as the Commission 
shall prescribe, jurisdiction being re­
served for such purpose, and (ii) that 
the payment of sums and charges, i f  any, 
out of the assets of the Account for 
such administrative services shall not be 
deemed to be exempted from regulation 
by the Commission, pursuant to Sections 
27(c) (2) and 26(a) (2) (C ), by reason of 
the requested order. However, Appli­
cants’ consent to these conditions shall 
not be deemed to be a concession to the 
Commission of authority to regulate the 
deductions from premiums or sums and 
charges paid out of the assets of the Ac­
count, other than the charges for such 
administrative services, and Applicants 
reserve the right, in any proceeding be­
fore the Commission, in any suit or ac­
tion in any court, to assert that the Com­
mission has no authority to regulate the 
amount of deductions from premiums 
and payments from assets o f the Ac­
count, other than for such administra­
tive services. In this connection, Appli­
cants assert that virtually all of the 
deductions from premiums for adminis­
trative expenses relate to the insurance 
nature o f the product.
Section 27(f) and Rule 27f-l

Section 27(f) provides, in pertinent 
part, that, with respect to any periodic 
payment plan, the custodian bank for 
such plan shall mail to each certificate- 
holder, within sixty days after the is-
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suance of the certificate, a statement of 
charges to be deducted from the pro­
jected payments on the certificate and a 
notice of his right of withdrawal, and the 
certificateholder may within forty-five 
days of the mailing of the notice sur­
render his certificate and receive in 
payment thereof, in cash, the sum of
(1) the value of his account, and (2) 
an amount, from the underwriter or 
depositor, equal to the difference be­
tween the gross payments made and the 
net amount invested. Rule 27f-l specifies 
the method of transmittal, form and con­
tents of the required notice.

Applicants request an exemption from 
Section 27(f) and Rule 27f-l to permit 
EVLICO’s contracts to provide that . the 
contractholder, within 45 days of the 
completion o f Fart 1 of the application 
for issuance of the contract or 10 days 
after receipt of the contract or the mail­
ing of the notice of the right of with­
drawal,'whichever is later, may return 
the contract for cancellation and receive 
therefor the premium paid. Such a pro­
vision is required under the insurance 
law of a number of states.

Applicants assert that a VLI contract- 
holder will not hold a pro rata or pro­
portionate share of the Account’s assets 
within the meaning of the Act, and there 
will be no “ account” under the VLI .con­
tracts within the contemplation of Sec­
tion 27(f). Under these Circumstances, 
there would be no dilution to any other 
contractholder if the full premium were 
paid to a VLI contractholder exercising 
his withdrawal right. It  is also noted that 
payment of the full premium upon de­
mand during the withdrawal period has 
the effect of not reimbursing EVLICO for 
the cost of insurance coverage provided 
up to the date of withdrawal and the first 
year administrative expenses. While the 
return of the full premium takes no ac­
count of the investment experience of 
the Account between the register date (as 
defined in the application) and the date 
of withdrawal, Applicants assert that any 
increase in cash value attributable to in­
vestment experience during this short 
period would be trivial when compared 
with the cost of insurance and adminis­
trative expenses for which no charge will 
be made.

The cost of providing insurance during 
the withdrawal period will be borne by 
EVLICO and, insofar as it affects the de­
termination of premium rates, indirectly 
by all EVLICO contractholders. The cost 
will vary in direct proportion to the 
length of the withdrawal period. In view 
of the underwriting (i.e., evaluation of 
risk) period that must precede the issu­
ance of VLI contracts, Applicants assert 
that imposition of the Section 27(f) 
withdrawal period in the context of vari­
able life insurance would subject EVLICO 
to costs and risks for an unduly long 
period of time.

Applicants request an exemption from 
Section 27(f) and Rules 27f-l(a) and 
(b) in order that a copy of the notice o f 
withdrawal may be delivered by an Equit­
able registered representative to the con­
tractholder along with the VLI contract 
and a duplicate copy of such notice will

be mailed by Equitable or EVLICO to the 
contractholder on the date of delivery. 
I f  such mailing were delayed beyond the 
date of delivery, EVLICO administrative­
ly will extend the withdrawal period until 
ten days from the actual mailing. Since 
the insurance law of a number of states 
requires that the withdrawal period ex­
tend from the date on which the con­
tractholder receives his contract, Ap­
plicants believe that the contractholder 
should receive the notice of his withdraw­
al right at the same time he receives the 
contract, and that this can be assured by 
personal delivery of the notice. Appli­
cants also request an exemption from 
Rule 27f-l (a) to permit the notice of 
withdrawal right, which is personally de­
livered, to be accompanied by a personal­
ized illustration of the premiums, 
amounts payable on. death and cash 
values for the particular contractholder. 
Finally, Applicants request an exemption 
from Rule 27f-l(d ) to permit the notice 
of withdrawal right to be made in the 
form attached to the application, because 
the information called for by Form N- 
27F-1 required by the Rule cannot be 
furnished where payments are to be made 
over an indefinite period of time.
Section 27(h)

Section 27(h) provides, in pertinent 
part, that upon making the election 
specified in subsection (g ) , it shall be 
unlawful for any such electing registered 
investment company issuing periodic 
payment plan certificates, or for any 
underwriter for such company, to sell 
any such certificate, if the sales load on 
such certificate exceeds nine per cent 
(9%) of the total payments to be made 
thereon.

Applicants have calculated the “sales 
load”, as defined in Section 2(a) (35), for 
a contract year for. the purpose of com­
plying with Section 27 to be the excess 
of the gross annual premium payable in 
the contract year (exclusive of an annual 
administrative fee referred to below) 
over the sum of the following items:

i. The amount of the cash value for 
the first year, and the amount of the in­
crease in the cash value for each subse­
quent year, that is not attributable to 
investment earnings;

ii. The cost of insurance based on the 
Commissioners 1958 Standard Ordinary 
Mortality Table;

iii. An insurance risk charge of .4% of 
the premium to cover any insufficiency in 
the Account to provide for the guaran­
teed minimum death benefit;

iv. 2% of the premium for State pre­
mium taxes;

v. Any additional premium charged if 
the insured does not meet standard 
underwriting requirements;

vi. Any additional premium specifi­
cally charged for any incidental benefits:
. vii. $4 per $1,000 of face amount for 

the Variable Whole Life Insurance con­
tract, and $5 per $1,000 of initial face 
amount for the Variable Increasing Pro­
tection Life Insurance contract, in the 
first contract year for first year admin­
istrative expenses not properly charge­
able to sales or promotional activities

and not covered by the annual adminis­
trative fee of between $25 and $30,

Applicants submit that compliance 
with the 9% limitation on sales loads in 
Section 27(h) (1) is to be determined 
based on an individual holder who makes 
all of his payments under the contract, 
and is to be calculated on the basis of 
“ the total payments to be made,” and 
that there is no requirement as to a max­
imum period during which such “ total 
payments” must be made. Therefore, 
Applicants assert that there is a substan­
tial question whether an exemption from 
Section 27(h) (1) is required.

EVLICO will compute the 9% sales 
load limitation over a period somewhat 
shorter than the life expectancy of the 
contractholder, and in no event longer 
than 20 years. The period will depend 
upon the issue age of the insured. The 
sales load under EVLICO’s contracts is­
sued at those ages where the computa­
tion is made for a 20-year period will in 
no event exceed the following:

, ’ Maximum sales load
as a percentage of

Contract year: gross annual premiums
1st year___________________________20
2d through 4th years______________14. 5
5th and later years______ ________  7.25

In view of the foregoing, Applicants 
assert that this proposed approach to the 
concept of sales load should be construed 
to comply with the express language of 
Section 27(h) (1) and that, accordingly, 
no exemption should be deemed required 
in this regard. However, Applicants re­
quest an exemption in order to eliminate 
any question as to full compliance with 
Section 27, based upon the following:

(1) EVUÇO has not attempted to split 
the premium into an “ investment ele­
ment” that might be construed to be sub­
ject to the limitations of Section 27(h)
(1), and an “insurance element” clearly 
not subjeçt to such limitations. Neverthe­
less, even under EVLICO’s approach of 
submitting the entire premium to regu­
lation under 27(h) (1), the policies come 
reasonably close to meeting the 9% limi­
tation over the 12-year period established 
under Rule 27a-l for variable annuity 
contracts;

(2) Since EVLICO’s VLI contracts pro­
vide insurance coverage, and contem­
plate premium payments, for the whole 
of life, the contractholder’s life expect­
ancy is the only single period which can 
be pointed to as a required period of 
measurement for purposes of Section 
27(h). The 20-year period proposed by 
EVLICO is the period generally utilized 
by the industry and its commentators as 
an appropriate period for illustrating as­
pects of life insurance premiums and 
benefits;

(3) Applicants assert that separate 
standards governing sales loads under 
variable life insurance are required for 
essentially the same reasons that the Na­
tional Association of Securities Dealers, 
Inc. concluded that separate rules are re­
quired for variable annuity contracts and 
mutual fund shares. In this connection, 
the 40% first year commission raté pay­
able on the sale of EVLICO’s VLI con­
tracts is not excessive when compared
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with the maximum rate permitted to be 
charged under New York insurance law 
and when viewed in light of the relatively 
greater training and sales efforts for 
■salesmen who offer V U  contracts, a 
newly developed form of insurance, as 
compared with traditional fixed benefit 
life insurance;

(4) EVLICO’s VLI contracts will con­
form to all of the applicable require­
ments of Section 27(h). Although the 
Commission has prescribed no limita­
tions on management fees pursuant to 
Section 27(h)<6), Applicants point out 
that EVLICO’s VLI contracts provide for 
a charge for investment management 
expenses not to exceed .25 % of the net 
assets of the Account per year, which 
they represent to be a low limit fo r , 
management fees in light of the long 
duration of the contracts, and the fact 
that EVLICO will assume the risk of any 
insufficiency of this amount;

(5) The actuarial structure of 
EVLICO’s VLI contracts has been modi­
fied to use a reserve basis and scale of 
cash values so that there will be a sub­
stantial first year cash value and the cash 
value will equal the reserve at the end 
of each contract year. To assist in provid­
ing for the first year cash value, the 
agents’ first year commissions will be re­
duced below maximum levels permitted 
under New York insurance law.for whole 
life insurance contracts. The agents’ 
commission rate in the first year will be 
40% of the gross premium;

(6) Based on the foregoing, Applicants 
believe that if  the VLI contracts, as re­
structured, are held not to comply suffi­
ciently with such requirements to permit 
EVLICO to market them, variable life 
insurance could not be sold in  any form 
in accordance with the Act.
Section 6 (c )

Section 6(c) authorizes the Commis­
sion to exempt any person, security or 
transaction, or any class or classes of per­
sons, securities, or transactions, from the 
provisions of the Act and Rules promul­
gated thereunder if and to the extent that 
such exemption is necessary or appro­
priate in the public interest and consist­
ent with the protections of investors and 
the purposes fairly intended by the policy 
and provisions of the Act.

Applicants have reserved the right, in 
any proceeding before the Commission 
or in any suit or action in any court, to 
assert that the Commission has no au­
thority to regulate their variable life in­
surance contracts or the Applicants with 
respect to the contracts, or to take any 
necessary or appropriate steps in accord­
ance with any decision by the Commis­
sion or any court regarding these juris­
dictional or related issues. Applicants 
agree to comply with any exemptive 
rule adopted by the Commission which 
affords more narrow, or broader, exemp­
tions than contemplated in any Com­
mission order issued in response to their 
application.

NOTICE IS FURTHER GIVEN that 
any interested person may, not later than 
September 12, 1975 at 5:30 p.m., submit 
to the Commission in writing a request 
for a hearing on the matter accompanied

by a statement as t<5 the nature of his 
interest, the reason for such request, and 
the issues, if any, of fact or law proposed 
to be controverted, or he may request 
that he be notified if the Commission 
shall order a hearing thereon. Any such 
communication should be addressed; 
Secretary, Securities and Exchange 
Commission, Washington, D.C. 20549. A 
copy of such request shall be served per­
sonally or by mail (air mail if  the person 
being served is located mo^e than 500 
miles from the point of mailing) upon 
Applicants at the address stated above. 
Proof of such service (by affidavit, or in 
case of an attorney-at-law, by cer­
tificate) shall be filed contemporaneously 
with the request. As provided by Rule 
0-5 of the Rules and Regulations promul­
gated under the Act, an order disposing 
of the application will be issued as of 
course following September 12, 1975 un­
less the Commission thereafter, orders a 
hearing upon request or upon the Com­
mission’s own motion. Persons who re­
quest a hearing, or advice as to whether 
a hearing is ordered, will receive any no­
tices and orders issued in this matter, in­
cluding the date of the hearing (if or­
dered) and any postponements thereof.

By the Commission.
[ seal] S h ir l e y  E. H o llis ,

Assistant Secretary.
[FR Doc.75-22363 Filed 8-22-75;8:45 am]

[File No. 500-1]

EQUITY FUNDING CORPORATION OF 
AMERICA

Notice of Suspension of Trading
A ugust 14, 1975.

It  appearing to the Securities and Ex­
change Commission that the summary 
suspension of trading in the common 
stock, warrants to purchase the stock, 
9y2% debentures due 1990, 5%% con­
vertible subordinated debentures due 
1991, and all other securities of Equity 
Funding Corporation of America being 
traded otherwise than on a national se­
curities exchange is required in the pub­
lic interest and for thé protection of in­
vestors;

THEREFORE, pursuant to Section 
12 (k) 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 
August 15, 1975 through August 24, 1975.

By the Commission.
[ seal] Sh ir l e y  E. H o llis ,

Assistant Secretary.
[FR Doc.75-22364 Filed 8-22-75;8:45 am]

[70-5624]

GRANITE STATE ELECTRIC CO. E T  AL.
Notice of Filing of Post-Effective Amend­

ment Regarding an Increase in Short- 
Term Borrowings by a Subsidiary
NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that New 

England Electric System (“NEES” ) , a 
registered holding company, and Granite 
State Electric Company ( “Granite” ),

Massachusetts Electric Company (“Mass 
Electric” ) , The Narragansett Electric 
Company (“Narragansett” ) , and New 
England Power Company (“NEPCO” ) , 20 
Turnpike Road, Westborough, Massa­
chusetts 01581, its subsidiary electric 
utility companies, (“ the borrowing com­
panies” ), have filed with this Commis­
sion a post-effective amendment to its 
application-declaration previously filed 
in this matter pursuant to tlie Public 
Utility .Holding Company Act of 1935 
(“Act” ), designating Sections 6(a), 7, 
9(a) , 10 and 12 of the Act and Rules 42, 
43, 45 and 50 promulgated thereunder as 
applicable to the proposed transactions. 
All interested persons are referred to 
the application-declaration, as now 
amended, which is summarized below, 
for a complete statement of the proposed 
transactions.

By order dated March 28, 1975 (HOAR 
No. 18897), this Commission, among 
other things, authorized the borrowing 
companies to issue through March 31, 
1976, short-term promissory notes to cer­
tain designated banks and/or to NEES, 
and for Mass Electric and NEPCO to is­
sue notes to dealers in commercial paper. 
The aggregate amount of notes'of each 
borrowing company to be held by the 
lenders at any one time are not to exceed 
$9,000,000 for Granite, $25,800,000 for 
Mas«-Electric, $130,000,000 for NEPCO, 
and $23,700,000, for Narragansett.

The maximum amounts of short-term 
borrowings by Mass Electric and NEPCO 
from banks and NEES to be outstanding 
'at any one time will be reduced by the 
amount of its commercial paper out­
standing at that time.

Mass Electric now proposes to increase 
the authorized amounts of its borrowings 
of short-term promissory notes to cer­
tain designated banks and/or to NEES 
from $25,800,000 to $45,800,00. Mass 
Electric has outstanding $20,000,000 
principal amount of First Mortgage 
Bonds, Series L, 8^% , due October 1, 
1975, and anticipates that such bonds will 
be paid, at maturity from $20,000,000 of 
the proceeds of a refunding issue of Se­
ries N Bonds. Funds to effect the pay­
ment of the Series L Bonds must be de­
posited with the Trustee on or prior to 
maturity. However, the Terms and Con­
ditions for Bids for the Series N Bonds 
provide that Mass Electric may postpone 
the bidding or reject all bids. In addi­
tion, the Terms of Purchase entitle the 
Purchasers of the Series N Bonds to 
terminate their commitments to pur­
chase on grounds of materially changed 
market conditions. I f  for these or any 
other reasons Mass Electric does not 
sell the Series N Bonds prior to the ma­
turity of the Series L Bonds, it must have 
available to it on short notice the funds 
to meet this maturity. Only in the event 
that Mass Electric does not sell the re­
funding issue of Series N Bonds will this 
increase in borrowing authority be used. 
Mass Electric proposes and requests this 
authority through March 31, 1976, or 
until the sale of a refunding issue of 
bonds, whichever occurs first.
• The proceeds of the proposed borrow­
ings are to be used by Mass Electric to
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pay its then outstanding notes payable 
to banks, dealers in commercial paper 
and/or to NEES at or prior to maturity 
thereof, and to provide new money for 
capitalexpenditures or reimburse its 
treasury thereof.

The proposed notes to banks and/or 
NEES will mature in less than one year 
from the date of issue and will be pre­
payable at any time, in whole or in 
part, without premium. Mass Electric 
will maintain sufficient operating bal­
ances to meet the lending banks’ com­
pensating balance requirements or in 
lieu thereof will pay fees to the banks 
equivalent to such compensating bal­
ance requirements. The notes to banks 
will bear interest at not in excess of the 
prime rate in effect at the time borrow­
ings are made or the prime rate plus the 
above-mentioned fees. The notes to 
NEES will bear interest at not in excess 
of the prime rate in effect at the time 
borrowings are made. I f  the operating 
balances were maintained solely to ful­
fill prevailing compensating balance re­
quirements of about 10% to 20%, or fees 
equivalent thereto, the effective interest 
cost to the borrowing companies would 
be approximately 8.3% to 9.4% per an­
num, based on a prime rate of 7y2%.

It is proposed that Mass Electric may 
prepay its notes to NEES, in whole or 
in part, with borrowings from banks or 
from sale of commercial paper, or that 
its borrowings from banks may be pre­
paid, in whole or in part, with borrow­
ings from NEES, or from the sale of com­
mercial paper. In the event of borrow­
ings from banks at a higher interest rate 
or the sale of commercial paper at a 
higher effective interest cost, to prepay 
notes to NEES, NEES will credit the 
borrowers for any excess interest from 
the date of issuance of the new notes or 
commercial paper to the normal matu­
rity date of the notes to NEES being 
prepaid. Conversely, in the event of bor­
rowing from NEES to prepay notes to 
banks, the interest rate of notes issued 
to NEES will be the lower of (1) the in­
terest rate on the notes being prepaid or
(2) the prime interest rate then in effect, 
but with respect to (1) only to the ma­
turity date of the notes so prepaid, and 
thereafter at the prime interest rate in 
effect at the time the new notes are 
issued.

No additional fees or expenses, other 
than those previously authorized, are 
to be incurred by Mass Electric in con­
nection with the proposed transactions. 
No State commission and no Federal 
commission, other than this Commission, 
has jurisdiction over the proposed trans­
actions.

Notice is further given that any in­
terested person may, not later than Sep­
tember 11, 1975, request in writing that 
a hearing be held on such matter, stating 
the nature of his interest, the reasons 
for such request, and the issues of fact 
or law raised by said post-effective 
amendment to the application-declara­
tion 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 mail 
if ihe person being served is located more 
than 500 miles from the point of mailing) 
upon the applicants-declarants at the 
above-stated address and proof of serv­
ice (by affidavit or, in case of an attorney 
at law, by certificate) should be filed with 
the request. At any time after said date, 
the application-declaration, as now 
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 Regulations 
promulgated under the Act, or the Com­
mission may grant exemption from such 
rules as provided in Rules 20(a) and 100 
thereof or take such other action as it 
may deem appropriate. Persons who re­
quest a hearing or advice as to whether 
a hearing is ordered will receive any no­
tices and orders issued in this matter, 
including the date of the hearing (if or­
dered) and any postponements thereof.

For the Commission, by the Division 
of Corporate Regulation, pursuant to 
delegated authority:

[ seal] Sh ir l e y  E. H o llis ,
Assistant Secretary.

[FR Doc.75-22365 Filed 8-22-75;8:45 am]

[70-5718]

INDIANA & MICHIGAN ELECTRIC CO.
Notice of Proposed Issue and Sale of First

Mortgage Bonds and Preferred Stock at
Competitive Bidding
NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN THAT 

Indiana & Michigan Electric Company 
( “I&M” ) 2101 Spy Run Avenue, Fort 
Wayne, Indiana 46801, an electric utility 
subsidiary company of American Electric 
Power Company, Inc. ( “AEP” ), a regis­
tered holding company, has filed with 
this Commission an application-declara­
tion, and an amendment thereto, pur­
suant to the Public Utility Holding 
Company Act of 1935 (“Act” ), designat­
ing Sections 6(b) and 12(c) and Rules 
42 and 50 promulgated thereunder as 
applicable to the proposed transactions. 
A ll interested persons are referred to the 
application-declaration, as amended, 
which is summarized below, for a com­
plete statement o f the proposed trans­
actions,

I&M proposes to issue and sell, subject 
to the competitive bidding requirements 
of Ride 50 under the Act, up to $60,000,- 
000 principal amount of First Mortgage 
Bonds (“ bonds” ) of a new series, to ma­
ture in not less than 5 and not more than 
30 years from the date of issuance of the 
bonds. Prospective bidders will be noti­
fied of the exact maturity of the bonds 
not less than 72 hours prior to the bidding 
date. The interest rate (which shall be a 
multiple o f Vs o f 1%) and the price to 
be paid to I&M for the bonds (which shall 
not be less than 99% nor more than 
102%% of the principal amount thereof) 
will be determined by the competitive 
bidding. Terms of the bonds preclude 
I&M from redeeming any of the bonds 
prior to September 1, 1980, if such re­

demption is for the purpose of refunding 
such bonds with proceeds of funds bor­
rowed at a lower effective interest cost. 
The bonds will be issued under and se­
cured by an Indenture Supplemental to 
the Mortgage and Deed of Trust dated as 
of June 1, 1939 between I&M and Irving 
Trust Company and D. W. May, as 
Trustees (“Trustees” ) . The said Supple­
mental Indenture will be dated as of the 
first day of the month in which the bonds 
are issued.

I&M also proposes to issue and sell, 
subject to the competitive bidding re­
quirements of Rule 50 under the Act, up 
to 300,000 shares of a new series of its 
cumulative preferred stock, par value 
$100 per share (“ stock” ). The dividend 
rate (which will be a multiple of .04 of 
1"%) and the price to be paid to I&M 
(which shall not be less than $100 per 
share or more than $102.75 per share) 
will be determined by competitive bid­
ding. Prior to September 1,1980, none of 
the shares of the preferred stock may be 
redeemed if such redemption is for the 
purpose of refunding such share, directly 
or indirectly, through the incurring of 
debt or the issuance of stock ranking 
equally with or prior to the cumulative 
preferred stock at an interest or dividend 
cost less than the dividend cost to I&M 
of the preferred stock. The terms of the 
cumulative preferred stock will also in­
clude a sinking fund provision requiring 
I&M to retire 5% of the shares annually 
beginning September 1, 1980.

To the extent that there is an insuffi­
cient amount of property additions avail­
able for certification by I&M to the 
Trustees, it is stated that I&M will be 
required to deposit with the Trustees a 
portion o f the proceeds received from the 
sale of the bonds equal to the amount of 
bonds that have not been issued upon 
the basis of certified property additions. 
As additional property additions are cer­
tified to the Trustees the funds held by 
the Trustees will be released to I&M. Any 
other proceeds realized from the sale of 
the bonds and/or the sale of the stock, 
together with other funds available to 
I&M, will be applied to the payment of 
unsecured short-term debt of I&M. At 
July 23,1975, approximately $148,000,000 
of such short-term debt was outstanding 
and it is stated that at the time of the 
sale of the bonds and/or stock, approxi­
mately $160,000,000 of such short-term 
debt is expected to be outstanding.

It  is stated that no condition will re­
quire the sale of the bonds and stock to 
be dependent upon each other. Neither 
the bonds nor the stock will, however, be 
issued and sold unless I&M shall have 
reoeived prior to such sale from AEP one 
or more cash capital contributions sub­
sequent to June 30,1975, and prior to the 
time of such sale which aggregate $20,- 
000,000. The making of such cash capital 
contributions has been previously au­
thorized by this Commission (HCAR No. 
19067).

It  is stated that the Public Service 
Commission of Indiana and the Michi­
gan Public Service Commission have 
jurisdiction over the proposed transac­
tions and that no other state commission 
and no federal commission, other than
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this Commission, has jurisdiction over 
the proposed transactions. Fees and ex­
penses to be incurred in connection with 
the proposed transactions will be sup­
plied by amendment.

NOTICE IS FURTHER GIVEN that 
any interested person may, not later 
than September 9, 1975, request in writ­
ing that a hearing be held on such mat­
ter, stating the nature of his interest, the 
reasons for such request, and the issues 
of fact or law raised by said application- 
declaration, as amended, which he de­
sires to controvert; or he may request 
that he be notified if the Commission 
should order a hearing thereon. Any such 
request should be addressed: Secretary, 
Securities and Exchange' Commission, 
Washington, D.C. 20549. A copy of such 
request should be served personally or 
by mail (air mail if the person being 
served is located more than 500 miles 
from the point of mailing) upon the 
applicant-declarant at the above-stated 
address, and proof of service (by affi­
davit or, in case of an attorney at law, by 
certificate) should be filed with the re­
quest. 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 effec­
tive as provided in Rule 23 of the General 
Rules and Regulations promulgated un­
der the Act or the Commission may take 
such other action as it may deem appro­
priate. Persons who request a hearing or 
advice as to whether a hearing is ordered 
will receive any notices arid orders issued 
in this matter, including the date of the 
hearing (if ordered) and ariy postpone­
ments thereof.

For the Commission, by the Division 
of Corporate Regulation, pursuant to 
delegated authority.

[ seal] Sh ir l e y  E. H o llis ,
Assistant Secretary.

[PR Doc.75-22366 Piled 8-22-75;8:45 am]

[Pile No. 500-1]

INDUSTRIES INTERNATIONAL, INC.
Notice of Suspension of Trading

A ugust 14, 1975.
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 a na­
tional securities exchange is required in 
the public interest and for the protection 
of investors;

THEREFORE, pursuant to Section 
12 (k) 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 
August 15,1975 through August 24,1975.

By the Commission.
[ seal]  Sh ir l e y  E. H o llis ,

Assistant Secretary.
|FR Doo.75-22367 Filed 8-22-75;8:45 am]

NOTICES

NATIONAL ASSOCIATION OF SECURITIES
DEALERS, INC. AND NATIONAL CLEAR­
ING CORP.

Notice of Filing of Proposed Rule Changes
NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that the 

National Association of Securities Deal­
ers, Inc. (the “NASD” ) 1735 K  Street, 
NW., Washington, D.C. 20006, has filed, 
pursuant to Section 19(b) of the Secu­
rities Exchange Act of 1934, as amended, 
procedures, reports and forms (the “Pro­
cedures” ) of the National Clearing Cor­
poration (“NCC” ) 1735 K  Street, NW., 
Washington, D.C. 20006, relating to the 
implementation of a depository interface 
between NCC and the TAD Depository 
Corporation (“TAD” ) and has requested 
the Commission to issue an order, pursu­
ant to Section 19(b )(3 )(B ) of the Act, 
determining that, pursuant to para­
graphs (g) of Rules 8c-l and 15c2-l un­
der the Act, the Procedures are adequate 
for the protection of investors.
1. The Procedures

Pursuant to the Procedures, NCC 
members with free positions will be able 
to make deliveries of securities eligible 
for deposit both in NCC free positions 
and in TAD participant accounts (“du­
ally eligible securities” ), either against 
payment of an assigned dollar value 
(“valued” ) or without assigned dollar 
value (“free” ), from the members’ free 
accounts to the members’ TAD partici­
pant accounts or to the TAD participant 
accounts of other TAD participants. 
Members with NCC free positions and 
TAD participant accounts (“dual par­
ticipants” ) will be able to make deliveries 
of dually eligible securities from the 
members’ TAD participant accounts to 
NCC to satisfy delivery obligations 
(“short valued positions” ) in NCC’s con­
tinuous net settlement (“CNS” ) system 
and to receive in the members’ TAD par­
ticipant accounts dually eligible securi­
ties due to members (“ long valued posi­
tions” ) from NCC’s CNS system. Both 
deliveries from TAD participant accounts 
to, and deliveries to TAD participants’ 
accounts from, NCC’s CNS system would 
be effected either automatically (“auto­
matic delivery” ) or through specific in­
structions which would be required to  ̂
be submitted manually prior to each set­
tlement day/ in NCC’s CNS systejm 
( “manually initiated deliveries” ) .

Under the Procedures, TAD partici­
pants wishing to make valued deliyeries, 
either to other TAD participants or, 
through the interface, to NCC members, 
will be required to belong to NCC’s En­
velope Settlement System (“ESS” ) and 
will be required to make money settle­
ment with respect to such valued deliv­
eries through ESS. NCC members will 
make money settlements in NCC’s CNS 
system with respect to deliveries, 
through the interface, both tp TAD par­
ticipants and between NCC members’ 
TAD participant accounts and NCC’s 
CNS system. In the case o f deliveries, 
through the interface, between NCC

members and TAD participants, the NCC 
members will make money settlement in 
NCC’s CNS system and the TAD partici­
pants will make money settlement in 
ESS. Through participation in ESS, and 
as the contra-side of CNS money settle­
ment, NCC will make the offsetting 
debits and credits necessary to effect the 
settlement.
2. Solicitation of Comments on the Rules

Rules
Interested persons are invited to sub­

mit their views and comments on the 
Rules to George A. Fitzsimmons, Secre­
tary, Securities and Exchange Commis­
sion, 500 North Capitol Street, Washing­
ton, D.C. 20549 on or before September 
17, 1975. Communications should refer 
to File No. SR-12. The Amendments are, 
and all comments will be, available for 
public inspection at the Public Refërence 
Room of the Commission at 1100 L 
Street, N.W., Washington, D.C.
3. Summary Effectiveness of the Pro­

posed Rules
NCC and the Depository Trust Com­

pany currently have a fully operational 
depository interface which has increased 
significantly the safety and efficiency of 
clearing and settlement for securities 
transactions processed through NCC. 
Based on the performance of this inter­
face and on its review of the proposed 
NCC-TAD interface, the Commission has 
determined that implementation of the 
NCC-TAD interface will increase signif­
icantly the safety and efficiency of clear­
ing and settlement for securities transac­
tions settled through NCC. Accordingly, 
it appears to the Commission that imme­
diate implementation of the NCC-TAD 
interface is necessary for the protection 
of investors and for the safeguarding 
of securities and funds.

The Commission has determined that 
the agreements, safeguards and provi­
sions contained in the Procedures en­
abling

(i) NCC members to make valued or 
free deliveries of dually eligible securities 
from the members’ free accounts to TAD 
participants.

(ii) NCC members to make valued or 
free deliveries of dually eligible securities 
to the members’ TAD participant ac­
counts or to the TAD participant ac­
counts or other TAD participants, anl

(iii) Dual participants to make man­
ually initiated deliveries of dually eligible 
securities to NCC to satisfy short valued 
positions in NCC’s CNS system and to re­
ceive manually initiated deliveries and 
automatic deliveries of dually eligible 
securities, representing long valued posi­
tions, from NCC’s CNS system
are deemed adequate for the protection 
of investors.

IT  IS THEREFORE ORDERED (1), 
pursuant to Section 19(b) (3) (B) of the 
Act, that the Procedures relating to the 
implementation of the depository inter­
face between NCC and TAD, filed with
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the Commission on July 22, 1975, be put 
into effect summarily, effective July 31, 
1975, until such time as the Commission 
pursuant to Section 19(b) (2) of the Act, 
either approves the Procedures or insti­
tutes proceedings to determine whether 
such Procedures should be disapproved 
and (2) that the Procedures be deemed 
adequate for the protection of investors.

By the Commission.
[ seal] Sh ir l e y  E. H o llis ,

Assistant Secretary.
[PR Doc.75-22368 Filed 8-22-75;8:45 am]

[812-3800]

NATIONAL MUNICIPAL TR U ST, FIRST IN­
SURED DISCOUNT SERIES AND SUBSE­
QUENT SERIES

Notice of Filing of Application Pursuant to 
Section 6(c) for Order Granting Exemp­
tion From Section 14(a) and Rules 
1 9 b -l and 2 2 c -l
NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that 

National Municipal Trust, First Insured 
Discount Series and Subsequent Series 
( “Applicant” ) Thomson & McKinnon 
Auchincloss Kohlmeyer Inc., Two Broad­
way, New York, New York 10004, a unit 
investment trust registered under the 
Investment Company Act of 1940 
(“Act” ) , filed an application on April 18, 
1975, pursuant to Section 6(c) of the 
Act for exemption from the provisions 
of Section 14(a) of the Act and Rules 
19b-l and 22c-l under the Act. All in­
terested persons are referred to the ap­
plication on file with the Commission 
for a statement of the representations 
therein, which are summarized below.

Applicant is a registered until invest­
ment trust, organized under the laws of 
the State of New York. It is intended that 
the United States Trust Company of New 
York will act as Trustee of Applicant 
( “Trustee” ) pursuant to a trust agree­
ment (“Trust Agreement” ) between the 
Trustee and Thomson & McKinnon 
Auchincloss Kohlmeyer Inc. as Sponsor, 
or with additional or succeeding Spon­
sors ( “Sponsors” ). Standard & Poor’s 
Corporation will serve sta Evaluator with 
respect to each Series of Applicant.

Pursuant to the Trust Agreement for 
each Series of Applicant, the Sponsors 
will deposit with the Trustee in excess 
of $3,000,000 principal amount of tax- 
free municipal bonds (“bonds” ), which 
the Sponsors shall have accumulated for 
such purpose, and simultaneously with 
such deposit will receive from the 
Trustee registered certificates represent­
ing in excess of 3,000 units which will 
represent the entire ownership of a 
Series.

For its First Insured Discount Series, 
Applicant proposes to purchase such 
bonds at prices which will result in the 
portfolio as a whole being purchased at 
a deep “ market” discount and such 
bonds will be insured as to the pay­
ment of principal and interest by an 
independent company. Applicant pres­
ently further proposes to offer units of 
its First Insured Discount Series for sale

to the public separately or, at reduced, 
sales charges, on an underwritten basis 
in conjunction with shares of American 
Mutual Fund, Inc., a registered open-end 
management company. For these pur­
poses a registration statement under the 
Securities Act of 1933 has been filed and 
an application for exemption from the 
provisions of Section 22(d) of the Act 
has also been filed. Since the Trust 
Agreement does not provide for the issu­
ance of additional units after the initial 
offering of a series, the proceeds of bonds 
which may be sold, redeemed or which 
mature will be distributed to unitholders. 
While the Sponsors are not obligated to 
do so, it is their present intention to 
maintain a secondary market for units 
of the Applicant and continuously to 
offer to purchase such units at prices in 
excess o f the redemption price, as set 
forth in the Trust Agreement.
Section 14 (a)

Section 14(a) of the Act, in substance, 
provides that no registered investment 
company and no principal underwriter 
for such a company shall make a public 
offering of securities of which such com­
pany is the issuer unless (1) the company 
has a net worth of at least $100,000; (2) 
at the time of a previous public offering 
it had a net worth of $100,000; or (3) 
provision is made that a net worth of 
$100,000 will be obtained from not more 
than twenty-five responsible persons 
within ninety days, or the entire pro­
ceeds received, including sales charge, 
will be refunded.

Applicant asserts that Section 14(a) of 
the Act is intended to limit the forma­
tion of undercapitalized investment com­
panies. Applicant states that it is in­
tended that each Series, at the date of 
deposit and before any unit is offered to 
the public, will have a net worth far in 
excess of $100,000, that the Sponsors in­
tend to sell all units to the public at of­
fering prices disclosed in the registration 
statement for such prices disclosed in the 
registration statement for such Series, 
that it is intended that a secondary 
market for the units be maintained, and 
that interest rates and other applicable 
information concerning the underlying 
bonds will be disclosed in the Prospectus.

The Sponsors have agreed to the re­
quested exemption being subject to the 
condition that they will refund, on de­
mand and without deduction, all sales 
charges paid by purchasers of Units in 
the initial public offering of a series if, 
within 90 days from the time that the 
Registration Statement relating to such 
Series becomes effective, either (i) the 
net worth of such Series shall be reduced 
to less than $100,000, or (ii) such Fund 
shall have been terminated. The Spon­
sors have further agreed to instruct the 
Trustee on the date of deposit of each 
Series that in the event that redemption 
by the Sponsors of units constituting a 
part of the unsold units shall result in 
that Series having a net worth o f less 
than $2,000,000, the Trustee shall ter­
minate the Series in the manner provided 
in the Trust Agreement and distribute

any municipal bonds or other assets de­
posited with the Trustee pursuant to the 
Trust Agreement as provided therein.
Rule 19b-l

Rule 19b-l(b) provides, in part, that 
no registered investment company which 
is not a “regulated investment company” 
as defined in Section 851 of the Internal 
Revenue Code shall make more than one 
distribution of long-term capital gains in 
any one taxable year of such investment 
company.

Applicant proposes to make monthly 
distributions of principal and interest to 
unitholders of a Series. Distributions of 
principal constituting capital gains to 
unitholders may arise in two instances: 
(1) if an issuing authority calls or re­
deems an issue held in the portfolio, the 
sums received by Applicant will be dis­
tributed to unitholders on the next dis­
tribution date; and (2) if bonds are sold 
in order to provide funds necessary to 
meet redemptions.

Applicant states that the dangers 
against which Rule 19b-l is intended to 
guard will not exist in connection with 
any Series of Applicant, since neither 
Applicant nor the Sponsors have control 
over the events which could trigger cap­
ital gains. Applicant seeks to make a 
combined distribution of principal, in­
cluding capital gains, and interest each 
month, and states that any capital gains 
in such distribution will be clearly indi­
cated as such in accompanying reports 
to unitholders. In addition, it is alleged 
that the amounts involved in a normal 
distribution of principal will be relatively 
small in comparison to the normal inter­
est distribution.

Paragraph (b) of Rule 19b-l provides 
that a unit investment trust may dis­
tribute capital gain dividends received 
from a “regulated investment company” 
within a reasonable time after receipt. 
Applicant states that the purpose behind 
such provision is to avoid forcing unit 
investment trusts to accumulate valid 
distributions received throughout the 
year and distribute them only at year 
end. Applicant further alleges that Its 
situation places it squarely within the 
purpose of such provision. However, in 
order to comply with the literal require­
ments of the Rule, Applicant would be 
forced to hold any monies which would 
constitute capital gains upon distribu­
tion until the end of its taxable year. Ap­
plicant contends that such a practice 
would clearly be to the detriment of the 
unitholders.
Rule 22c-l

Rule 22c-l provides, in part, that re­
deemable securities of registered invest­
ment companies may be sold, redeemed, 
or repurchased at a price based on the 
current net asset value (computed on 
each day during which the New York 
Stock Exchange is open for trading not 
less frequently than once daily as of the 
time o f the close of trading on such Ex­
change) which is next computed after 
receipt of a tender of such security for 
redemption or of an order to purchase or 
sell such security.
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Applicant states that the Rule has two 
purposes: (1) to eliminate or to reduce 
any dilution of the value of outstanding 
redeemable securities of registered in­
vestment companies which would occur 
through the redemption or repurchase of 
such securities at a price above their net 
asset yalue or the sale of such securities 
at a price based on a previously estab­
lished net asset value which would permit 
a potential investor to take advantage 
of an upswing in the market and the ac­
companying increase in the net asset 
value of the securities; and (2) to mini­
mize speculative trading practices in the 
securities of registered investment com­
panies.

Applicant represents that the Spon­
sors, while not obligated to do so, intend 
to maintain a market for the units and 
continuously to offer to purchase units 
at prices in excess of redemption prices. 
For purposes of the secondary market 
transactions, an evaluation will only be 
made once each week.

Applicant asserts that the pricing of 
units by the Sponsors in the secondary 
market in no way affects the assets of 
Applicant, i.e., the underlying bonds. 
Finally, because of the nature of the 
bonds in the portfolio, price changes are 
limited. Thus the movement in the mu­
nicipal bond market is not sufficient to 
make speculation in an interest in a 
group of bonds ordinarily profitable.

Applicant asserts that public unit 
holders benefit from the Sponsors’ pric­
ing procedure in the secondary mar­
ket, since they receive a normally higher 
repurchase price for their units without 
the cost burden of daily evaluations of 
the unit redemption value. Moreover, the 
application states that the Sponsors have 
undertaken to adopt a procedure where­
by the Evaluator, without a formal 
evaluation, will provide the Sponsors 
with estimated evaluations on trading 
days. In the case of a repurchase, if the 
Evaluator cannot state that the previous 
Friday’s price is at least equal to the 
current bid price, the Sponsors will order 
a full evaluation. In case of resale, if the 
Evaluator cannot state that the previous 
Friday’s price is no more than one-half 
point ($5.00 per $1,000.00 principal 
amount of underlying bonds) greater 
than the current offering price, a full 
evaluation will be ordered.

Section 6(c) of the Act provides, in 
part, that the Commission may condi­
tionally or unconditionally exempt any 
person, security, or transaction, or any 
class or classes of persons, securities, or 
transactions from any provisions of the 
Act or of any rule or regulation under 
the Act, if  and to the extent such ex­
emption is necessary or appropriate in 
the public interest and consistent with 
the protection of investors and the pur­
poses fairly intended by the policy and 
provisions of the Act.

NOTICE IS  FURTHER GIVEN that 
any interested person may, not later than 
September 9, 1975 at 5:30 p.m., submit 
to the Commission in writing a request 
for hearing on the mattei accompanied 
by a statement as to the nature of his 
interest, the reason for such request and

the issues of fact or law proposed to be 
controverted, or he may request that he 
be notified if the Commission shall order 
a hearing thereon. Any such communi­
cation should be addressed: Secretary, 
Securities and Exchange Commission, 
Washington, D.C. 20549. A  copy of such 
request shall 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 Applicant at the 
address stated above. Proof of such serv­
ice (by affidavit or in case of an attorney 
at law by certificate) shall be filed con­
temporaneously with the request. At any 
time after said date, as provided by Rule 
0-5 of the Rules and Regulations promul­
gated under the Act, an order disposing 
of the application herein may be issued 
by the Commission upon the basis of the 
information stated in said application, 
unless an order for hearing upon said 
application shall be issued upon request 
or upon the Commission’s own motion. 
Persons Who request a hearing, or ad­
vice as to whether a hearing is ordered, 
will receive any notices and orders issued 
in this matter, including the date o f the 
hearing (if ordered) and any postpone­
ments thereof.

For the Commission, by the Division of 
Investment Management Regulation, 
pursuant to delegated authority.

[ seal] Sh ir l e y  E. H o llis ,
Assistant Secretary.

[PR Doc.75-22369 Piled 8-22-75; 8:45 am]

[Pile No. 500-1]

SYSTEMATIC TAX, INC.
Notice of Suspension of Trading

A ugust 14, 1975.
It  appearing to the Securities and Ex­

change Commission that the summary 
suspension of trading in the common 
stock of Systematic Tax, Inc. being 
traded otherwise than on a national se­
curities exchange is required in the pub­
lic interest and fo rthe rotection of in­
vestors;

THEREFORE, pursuant to Section 
12 (k) of the Securities Exchange Act of 
1934, trading in such securities otherwise 
than on a national securities exchange is 
suspended, for the period from 12:10 pm. 
(EDT) on August 14, 1975 through mid­
night August 23, 1975.

By the Commission.
Eseal] Sh ir l e y  E. H o llis ,

Assistant Secretary.
[PR Doc.75-22370 Filed 8-22-75;8:45 am]

[812-3792]

URBAN IMPROVEMENT FUND LIMIT­
ED—  1975, AND INTERFINANCIAL REAL 
ESTATE MANAGEMENT CO.

Notice of Filing of Application Pursuant to 
Section 6(e) for Exemption From All 
Provisions of the Act

* NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that 
Urban Improvement Fund L im ited - 
1975 (the “Partnership” ) , 6380 Wilshire 
Boulevard, Los Angeles, California 90048,

a California limited partnership, and its 
general partner, Interfinancial Real 
Estate Management Company (the 
“General Partner” ) , 230 Houston Street, 
N.E., Atlanta, Georgia 30303, a Georgia 
corporation (collectively referred to 
hereinafter as “Applicants” ), filed an 
application on April 11,1975, pursuant to 
Section 6(c) of the Investment Company 
Act of 1940 (the “Act” ) for an order of 
the Commission exempting the Partner­
ship from all provisions of the Act and 
the Rules and Regulations promulgated 
thereunder. All interested persons are re­
ferred to the application on file with the 
Commission for a statement of the repre­
sentations therein which are summarized 
below.

The Partnership was formed to imple­
ment the policy of Title IX  of the Hous­
ing and Urban Development Act of 1968 
(“Title IX ” ) that private investors be 
provided a means and an incentive to 
acquire equity interests in, and thereby 
provide equity financing for, govern- 
mentally assisted low and moderate in­
come housing projects. The Partnership 
will make equity investments in federal, 
state and local government assisted 
rental housing projects for families and 
individuals of low and moderate income.

The Partnership has filed a registra­
tion statement under the Securities Act 
of 1933 covering the sale of up to 12,000 
“Units” at a maximum price of $1,000 per 
Unit. These interests are to be sold only 
to qualified investors with a minimum 
subscription of five units per investor 
(the minimum subscription may be 
higher in some states). The maximum 
proceeds to the Partnership from the 
proposed public offering, after deduction 
of brokerage commissions and organiza­
tional expenses, will be approximately 
$10,800,000.

Units will be sold only to a person who 
represents that (1) he had income in 
the year 1974 a portion of which was sub­
ject to federal income taxation at a rate 
not less than 50% (48% in the case of a 
corporation) and anticipates having in­
come, for at least six years, a portion of 
which will be subject to federal income 
taxation at a maximum rate before giv­
ing effect to tax deductions resulting 
from his investments in Units; and (2) 
he has a net worth of at least $50,000 (the 
minimum net worth may be higher in 
some states) exclusive of home, furnish­
ings and automobiles. The prospectus de­
scribing the Units states that prospec­
tive investors should purchase Units only 
for long-term investment for tax benefits 
and not in anticipation of cash distribu­
tions or capital appreciation because (1) 
applicable legislation limits the cash re­
turn to investors in subsidized projects 
to an amount less than can be had in 
other investments, (2) the transfer- 
ability of the Units is limited, and (3) 
adverse tax consequences upon the sale 
of Units are possible.

The Partnership was organized as a 
limited partnership because its principal 
advantage to investors is the provision of 
losses which only a partnership can pass 
through to investors as an offset against 
taxable income. A limited partnership
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structure is also necessary in order to 
provide the centralization of manage­
ment necessary for a publicly held part­
nership, and to insure that public in­
vestors are protected from personal lia­
bility for any obligations of the Partner­
ship-

The Partnership will be controlled by 
its General Partner pursuant to the Lim­
ited Partnership Agreement. The Gen­
eral Partner will have general responsi­
bility for the supervision of the opera­
tions of the Partnership. Partnership 
Services, Inc. (“PSI” ) , a Georgia cor­
poration, which is a wholly-owned sub­
sidiary of the General Partner’s parent, 
has contracted with the General Part­
ner to provide certain services to the 
Partnership. Income-Equities Corpora­
tion (“EEC” ) , a California corporation, 
will serve as an advisor to the Partner­
ship and has acted as a consultant for the 
Partnership in acquiring properties. 
IEC’s broker-dealer affiliate, Income- 
Equities Marketing Corporation, has di­
rect responsibility for providing sales 
assistance to broker-dealers who will ar­
range for sale of Units. In order to pre­
serve the limited liability of investors 
(the “Limited Partners” ), the Limited 
Partners will not be entitled to partici­
pate in management. However, the Lim­
ited Partners will have the right to vote 
on amendments to the Limited Partner­
ship Agreement, dissolution of the Part­
nership, and the expulsion of the General 
Partner and the election of a new Gen­
eral Partner.

The Partnership will invest in govern- 
mentally assisted rental housing proj­
ects by becoming a limited, partner in a 
subsidiary partnership (“local limited 
partnership” ) in which the developer of 
the project or a qualified person or entity 
will be the general partner. The Local 
Limited Partnership will acquire equity 
interests in individual projects. The ratio 
of mortgage debt financing to the Part­
nership’s equity interest in individual 
projects will be approximately 8 to 1. The 
Partnership will have the right, under 
certain circumstances, to remove the 
general partner of the local limited part­
nership and elect affiliates of the Gen­
eral Partner, or other qualified persons 
as a new general partner of the local 
limited partnership. The Partnership will 
always acquire a majority and typically 
a 95% interest in the local limited part­
nership.

The Partnership will retain out of the 
net proceeds of the proposed public offer­
ing such sum as in its discretion may be 
necessary for working capital, but in no 
event less than 5% of the gross proceeds. 
An amount equal to at least 75% of the 
net proceeds will either be invested in 
various projects described in the pro­
spectus or returned to investors within 
eighteen months of the date of termina­
tion of the proposed offering. The pro­
posed offering will terminate on Decem­
ber 31,1975, unless sooner terminated by 
the General Partner.

Under the California Limited Partner- " 
ship Act, and under the terms of the Lim­
ited Partnership Agreement, the General 
Partner must act as a fiduciary toward

the Partnership and its investors. The 
General Partner and its officers and di­
rectors will be liable to the Partnership 
for acts of fraud, willful misconduct, 
gross negligence or breach of its fiduciary 
duty.

The General Partner, IEC and their 
affiliates will receive only those fees more 
fully described in the prospectus as pay­
ment for the services they render to the 
Partnership. The General Partner will 
receive an initial fee equal to \xfa% of 
the total cost (Partnership equity invest­
ment plus mortgage financing) of the in­
terest in projects acquired. The General 
Partner will also receive a rent-up fee 
of $275 per apartment unit. PSI or other 
affiliates will receive consulting and proj­
ect management fees when, in the judg­
ment of the General Partner, the exist­
ing property manager of a local limited 
partnership is not fulfilling its property 
management commitments pnd the abil­
ity o f the project to meet its financial 
obligations is therefore jeopardized. The 
General Partner will be entitled to a 
liquidation fee of the lesser of (i) 10% 
of the net proceeds to the Partnership 
from the sale of a Project, or (ii) 1% 
of the sales price including the mortgage, 
plus 3% of the net proceeds after de­
ducting an amount sufficient to pay long­
term capital gains taxes, if any, calcu­
lated at the maximum rate then in effect, 
provided, however, that no part of such 
fee shall accure to or be paid unless:
(a) the Limited Partners’ share of the 
proceeds has been distributed to them,
(b) the Limited Partners shall have first 
received an amount equal to their in­
vested capital attributable to the project 
sold, and (c) the Limited Partners have 
received an amount sufficient to pay fed­
eral long-term capital gains taxes from 
the sale of the project, if any, calculated 
at the maximum rate then in effect. The 
General Partner shall receive an annual 
management fee of XU  of 1% of total 
assets acquired, subject to a maximum 
of 50% of the Partnership’s annual net 
cash flow as defined in the prospectus, 
but in no event less than a minimum 
per year which shall be 1% of the gross 
offering proceeds. During the first eight 
years, the annual management fee 
(other than the Annual Minimum) will 
accrue but will not be paid in any year 
unless the annual tax deductions plus 
distributions for each Unit have been at 
least equal to $450 for each such year as 
adjusted for deductions and distributions 
in excess of this minimum in the preced­
ing and following years.

Without conceding that the Partner­
ship is an investment company, Appli­
cants request that the Partnership be 
exempted from the provisions of the Act 
pursuant to Section 6(c) of the Act. Sec­
tion 6(c) authorizes the Commission to 
exempt any person, security, or trans­
action, or any class or classes of persons, 
securities, or transactions, from the pro­
visions of the Act and Rules promulgated 
thereunder if  and to the extent that such 
exemption is necessary or appropriate 
in the public interest and consistent with 
the protection of investors and the pur­
poses fairly intended by the policy and 
provisions of the Act.

Applicants contend that the exemp­
tion of the Partnership from the provi­
sions of the Act is both necessary and 
appropriate in the public interest be­
cause the form of organization of the 
Partnership, i.e., a limited partnership, 
which is necessary to provide private in­
vestors with certain tax advantages 
without which investment in subsidized 
low and moderate income housing would 
not be attractive, is not compatible with 
the Act. For example, the Act requires 
annual approval by investors of invest­
ment advisory, agreements, election of 
directors and other action by investors 
that might, if applicable to investors who 
are limited partners, cause such partners 
to incur general liability.

Applicants contend that to defeat the 
limited partnership arrangement by ap­
plication of the Act would be to eliminate 
the only available means of attracting 
private equity capital into government 
assisted housing and would frustrate the 
national policy declared by Congress to 
encourage the widest possible participa­
tion by private enterprise in the provi­
sion of housing for low and moderate 
income families.

Applicants contend that the exemp­
tion would be consistent with the protec­
tion of investors and the purposes and 
policies underlying the Act because in­
terests in the Partnership are being sold 
only to sophisticated investors, and also 
because the investments in which the 
Partnership will participate, and the 
terms under which the Partnership will 
acquire such investments, are fully 
stated in the prospectus and are not sub­
ject to the discretion of management. 
Furthermore, Applicants state that the 
Partnership’s Investments will be gov­
erned by policies which may not be 
changed except by the vote of the holders 
of at least a majority of its outstanding 
interests, and that the Limited Partners 
in the Partnership will have voting 
rights with respect to, among other 
things, the dissolution of the Partner­
ship, amendments to the Partnership’s 
Limited Partnership Agreement and the 
expulsion of the General Partner and 
the election of a new General Partner.

Applicants also state that the General 
Partner is required, as a general partner 
of the Partnership, to act in a fiduciary 
capacity with respe ot to the Partner­
ship. While the General Partner may 
cause the Partnership to enter into 
transactions with the General Partner, 
PSI, IEC, Limited Partners and their a f­
filiates, as more fully described in the 
prospectus and Limited Partnership 
Agreement, the General Partner may 
only permit the Partnership to enter into 
such transactions or agreements that are 
permitted by the Limited Partnership 
Agreement and that are on terms that 
are fair and at least as favorable to thé 
Partnership as those available with out­
siders. The Limited Partnership Agree­
ment, among other restrictions, prohib­
its the Partnership from purchasing or 
leasing a project or investment if the 
General Partner, IEC, Limited Partners 
or their affiliates (including PSI) have 
any interest in such project or invest­
ment, and prohibits the Partnership

FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 40, NO. 165— MONDAY, AUGUST 25. 1975



37126 NOTICES

from selling or leasing any project or 
investment to the General Partner, IEC, 
Limited Partners or their affiliates (in­
cluding P S I). The General Partner, JEC 
and their affiliates (including PSI) are 
prohibited from receiving any fees or 
commissions in connection with the pur­
chase of projects or investments by the 
Partnership or the reinvestment of the 
proceeds of any resale, exchange or re­
financing of any project. Limited Part­
ners and their affiliates may receive real 
estate brokerage commissions with re­
spect to the sale of Partnership projects 
or investments provided such commis­
sions do not exceed the usual and cus­
tomary brokerage-commission for that 
region. Neither the General Partner, 
IEC, Limited Partners or their affiliates 
(including PSI) may act as a joint or a 
joint and several participant with the 
Partnership in any transactions other 
than.as a participant in the Partnership 
or any local limited partnership as con­
templated by the prospectus of the pro­
posed public offering. The .General Part­
ner will be liable to the Partnership and 
to third parties for breach of its fiduci­
ary duty and will not be indemnified ex­
cept under circumstances where the 
General Partner is successful in any pro­
ceeding against it or said proceeding is 
settled with the approval of the court 
and the court finds its conduct fairly and 
equitably merits indemnity in the 
amount claimed.

NOTICE IS FURTHER GIVEN that 
any interested person may, not later than 
September 4,1975, at 5:30 p.m., submit to 
the Commission in writing a request for 
a hearing on the matter accompanied by 
a statement as to the nature of his in­
terest, the reason for such request, and 
the issues, if any, of fact or law proposed 
to be controverted, or he may request 
that he be notified if  the Commission 
should order a hearing thereon. Any such 
communication should be addressed: 
Secretary, Securities and Exchange Com­
mission, Washington, D.C. 20549. A  copy 
of such request shall be served person­
ally or by mail (air mail i f  the person 
being served is located more than 500 
miles from the point of mailing) upon 
Applicants at the addresses stated above. 
Proof of such service (by affidavit, or in 
the case of an attorney-at-law, by certifi­
cate) shall be filed contemporaneously 
with the request. As provided by Rule 0-5 
of the Rules and Regulations promul­
gated under the Act, an order disposing 
of the application will be issued as of 
course following September 4, 1975, un­
less the Commission thereafter orders a 
hearing upon request or upon the Com­
mission’s own motion. Persons who re­
quest a hearing or advice as to whether 
a hearing is ordered, will receive any 
notices or orders issued in this matter, 
including the date of the hearing (if or­
dered) and any postponements thereof.

By the Commission.
EsealI Shirlett E. H o llis ,

Assistant Secretary. .
[FR Doc.75-22371 Filed 8-22-75; 8:45 am]

[File No. 500-1]
W ESTGATE CALIFORNIA CORP.

Notice of Suspension of Trading
A ugust 14,1975.

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% and 6%), the 6% 
subordinated debentures due 1979 and 
the 6 V2 % convertible subordinated de­
bentures due 1987, and all other securi­
ties of Westgate California Corporation 
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 12 
(k) of the Securities Exchange Act of 
1934, trading in such securities otherwise 
than on a national securities exchange 
is suspended,‘ for the period from Au­
gust 15, 1975 through August 24, 1975.

By the Commission.
EsealJ Sh ir l e y  E  H o llis ,

Assistant Secretary.
[FR Doc.75-22372 Filed 8-22-75;8:45 am]

VETERANS ADMINISTRATION
SUBDIVISION PROCESSING OF TH E  VA 

LOAN GUARANTY PROGRAM
Procedures and Policies Applicable

On pages 33614 through 33617 of the 
F ederal R egister of September 18, 1974, 
there was published a notice of proposed 
publication of Veterans Adm inistration 
procedures to amend Loan Guaranty 
subdivision processing and approval op­
erations for implementation of section 
102(2) (C ) of the National Environ­
mental Policy Act of 1969, Public Law 
91-190, (42 Ü.S.C. 4332 (2X 0 ), section 
2 of Executive Order 11514 (42 U.S.C. 
4321 note), and section 1500.3 of the 
Guidelines for Preparation of Environ­
mental Impact Statements promulgated 
by the Council on Environmental Qual­
ity, 40 CFR, part 1500 (38 F.R. 20550), 
and VA Manual MP—1, part I, chapter 9 
(37 F.R. 8591, 39 F.R. 21016) . After con­
sideration of all such relevant matter as 
was presented by interested persons, 
the procedures as so proposed are 
hereby adopted, subject to the following 
changes:

L  In  paragraph 1, “Purpose” the 
wording is rearranged for clarity with 
no change in meaning or scope.

2. In subparagraph 2a, the words 
“State and areawide clearinghouse re­
view” are changed to read “ environ­
mental impact determinations” , and 
subparagraphs 2a ( I )  and (2) are de­
leted. Ib is  change will emphasize that 
environmental impact determinations 
will be made in each case regardless erf 
threshold.

3. In subparagraph 2b the words “en­
vironmental impact determinations”  are 
changed to read “State and areawide 
clearinghouse review (OMB (Office of

Management and Budget) Circular A- 
95, revised) ” , and the words “ involves 
100 or more lots.” are changed to read 
“meets the following criteria:

“ (1) A subdivision of 25 or more lots 
in either (a) a city having more than
50,000 population, or (b) in any urban­
ized area where the population density 
exceeds 100 persons per square mile that 
■is contiguous to a city of more than 
50,000. (A separate directive will provide 
the basis for determining population 
density in urbanized areas outside 
cities.)

“ (2) A subdivision of 10 or more lots 
in all other places.” This change clari­
fies that the OMB thresholds apply only 
to State and areawide clearinghouse ré­
view.

4. In paragraph 3, the words “ (Office 
of Management and Budget)” are de­
leted. The name does not need to be 
spelled out since the initials OMB are 
used.

5. In paragraph 7, the words “ In addi­
tion, VA will consider the environmental 
impact of projects previously approved 
in the determination of significance.” 
are added to subparagraph b. This 
change was made to assure that exist­
ing subdivisions will be considered in 
any determination.

6. In subparagraph 7e(l) the words 
“ comments to the same effect from 
clearinghouses, except that in any cases 
which do not meet the threshold requir­
ing environmental evaluation the de­
termination by the field station will re­
late to the feasibility of the subdivision, 
coupled with comments to the same 
effect from clearinghouses” are changed 
to read “no adverse comments from 
clearinghouses” . This change is neces­
sitated by the deletion of thresholds 
noted in paragraph 2, above.

7. In subparagraph 7e(2) the words 
“clearinghouse disagrees” are changed to 
read “clearinghouses disagree” , and the 
final sentence, “Also in this category are 
cases which do not meet the threshold 
requiring environmental evaluation and 
a determination is made that the sub­
division is feasible, but the çlearinghouses 
disagree.” is deleted. This change is ne­
cessitated by the deletion of thresholds 
noted in paragraph 2, above.

8. In subparagraph 7g(2) the words 
“an adverse” are changed to read “a 
significant” . This change was necessary 
to comply with CEQ Guidelines and 
clarify that impact need not be “ad­
verse” .

9. In subparagraph 8 the words “Draft 
EIS will be available for a minimum of 
45 days.” are added following the words 
“or requested a copy” . This addition was 
made to specify the time period during 
which draft EIS will be available.

19. In paragraph 10, the implementa­
tion date is changed to August 15, 1975. 
Therefore, the reporting period will now 
extend tor a six-month period from 
August 15,1975 to February 15,1976 with 
a report due date of February 28> 1976. 
Paragraph 11 is amended accordingly.
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11. In exhibit B,1 item 4, the words 
“Summary of Adverse Environmental 
Impact” are changed to read “Summary 
of Significant Environmental Impact” . 
This change was made to clarify that im­
pact need not be “adverse” but “sig­
nificant”. See paragraph 8, above.

Effective date. 'The procedures and 
policies outlined below are effective Au­
gust 15,1975.

Approved: August 15,1975.
[seal] R. L. Roudebush,

Administrator.
D e p a r t m e n t  o f  V e t e r a n s  B e n e f i t s , V e t ­

e r a n s  A d m i n i s t r a t i o n , W a s h i n g t o n , D.C.
20420

[DVB Circular 26-75-]
EN V IR O N M E N TAL q u a l i t y

1. Purpose. To further environmental 
quality in connection with requests for sub­
division approvals and to prescribe manda­
tory procedures for State and areawide clear­
inghouse reviews. The procedures herein are 
established in accordance with the require­
ments o f section 102(2) (C) of NEPA (Na­
tional Environmental Policy Act of 1969), 
Public Law 91-190 (42 TJ.S.C. 4332(2) (C ) ) ,  
section 2 of Executive Order 11514 (42 Ü.S.C. 
4321 note), and section 1500.3 of the Guide­
lines for Preparation of Environmental Im ­
pact Statements promulgated by the Council 
on Environmental Quality, 40 CFR (Code o f 
Federal Regulations), part 1500 (36 FR 
20550), and VA Manual MP-1, part I, chap­
ter 9 (37 FR 859Í, 39 FR 21Q16).

2. Applicability, a. The procedures hereto 
for environmental impact determinations 
will be applicable to each request for sub­
division approval.

b. The procedures herein for State and 
areawide clearinghouse review (OMB (Office 
of Management and Budget) Circular A-95, 
revised) will be applicable to each request 
for subdivision approval which meets the 
following criteria:

(1) A subdivision o f  25 or more lots in 
either (a) a city having more than 50,000 
population, or (b ) in any urbanized area 
where the population density exceeds 100 
persons per square mile that is contiguous 
to a city of more than 50,000. (A  separate 
directive will provide the basis for deter­
mining population density in urbanized 
areas outside cities.)

(2) A subdivision of 10 or more lots in 
all other places.

c. For the purpose of determining the ap­
plicability of the instructions herein, the 
number of units planned, rather than the 
total units in the subdivision request, will 
govern.

3. Coordination of requests for subdivision 
approvals. Field stations will establish and 
maintain liaison with clearinghouses to 
establish liaison for carrying out the re­
views required by this issue. On receipt of a 
request for subdivision approval meeting the 
•riteria specified above, field stations will use 
VA FL 26-616 to forward a copy of VA Form 
26-8492, Application for Subdivisión Feasi­
bility Analysis (ASP—1), together with a loca­
tion map, to the appropriate clearinghouses 
(in accordance with OMB Directory of State 
and Areawide A—95 Clearinghouses). Clear­
inghouses will be afforded 30 calendar days 
to review VA Form 26-8492 and forward 
comments to the station. Pending receipt 
of comments from clearinghouses, VA will 
pursue its own independent assessment, and 
requests for subdivision approval will con-

1 VA Form 26-8492b may be found in 
the Federal Register of September 18, 1974 
(39 FR 33616).

tinue to be processed by field stations up to 
and including the preparation of VA Form 
26-8492b, Subdivision Feasibility Valuation 
Report (ASP-3) stage. (See exhibit A.) I f  
comments have not been received from a 
clearinghouse by the end of the 30-calendar- 
day period, the station will then and there­
after consider that the clearinghouse has no 
objection to the subdivision. However, if 
clearinghouse comments are received after 
the 30-day period, but before the field sta­
tion has notified the sponsor that the site 
or project is feasible (through release of VA 
Form 26-8492d, Interim Report on Applica­
tion for Subdivision Feasibility Analysis 
(ASP-5), or VA FL 26-603 (ASP-6 )), the 
clearinghouse comments will be considered.

4. Historic places. In the processing of a 
request for subdivision approval, a deter­
mination will be made as to the applicability 
of paragraph 4 o f DVB Circular 26-73-2, re­
lating to the National Register of Historic 
Places. Such determination will be made im­
mediately following the dispatch of VA Form 
26-8492 to State and areawide clearinghouses. 
When, pursuant to subparagraph 4b, DVB 
Circular 26-73-2, an affirmative finding is 
made, the field station will suspend action 
and give notice to the requester; when com­
ments are received from clearinghouses, the 
station will submit the required report to 
Central Office. Otherwise, the station will 
proceed with processing.

5. Significant environmental impact. The 
effect o f the instructions hereinbelow is to 
add certain requirements to the subdivision 
processing procedure in order to provide the 
basis for determining whether or not a new 
subdivision will produce a significant en­
vironmental impact. Each such determina­
tion will entail judgmental decisions at field 
stations based on the application of stand­
ards and procedures in effect or hereafter to 
be issued as necessary to supplement this 
circular.

6. Standards and guidelines. In  respect to
each request for subdivision approval, the 
field station will apply standards and guide­
lines for the purpose of evaluating the sub­
division, taking into consideration the fo l­
lowing: •

a. Minimum property standards.
b. Comments of State and areawide clear­

ing houses.
c. Standards and guidelines promulgated 

by Federal agencies with Jurisdiction by law 
or special expertise in respect to particular 
areas of environmental impact. (See 38 FR 
20557-20559 listing assignments as made by

,CEQ (Counsel on Environmental Quality).)
d. Flood plain management standards.
e. Environmental policies and standards 

adopted by VA.
7. Procedure
a. The consideration of each request for 

subdivision approval in respect to which the 
instructions herein apply will, in each in­
stance, entail a site inspection and careful 
evaluation o f minimum property standards, 
VA environmental policies and standards, 
and standards and guidelines o f Federal 
agencies with jurisdiction by law or special 
expertise as concerns particular areas o f en­
vironmental Impact. Such evaluation must be 
carried out fully in order that the field sta­
tion can determine properly whether or not 
the subdivision will result in any significant 
environmental impact. The VA evaluation 
will be done separate and apart from the 
evaluation conducted by State and areawide 
clearinghouses. In  each subdivision case, VA 
Form 26-8492b will be completed,. In com­
pleting the worksheet for each subdivision 
which contains 100 or more lots, a determi­
nation will be made by VA as to both the 
present and future impact of the subdivision 
on the environment.

b. For purposes o f determining whether 
the proposed action will have a significant

environmental impact, the field station shall 
consider the number of different environ­
mental issues and the degree o f seriousness 
of the environmental impact from each is­
sue raised. The range of Issues raised, as 
well as the relative importance of each Is­
sue, shall determine the significance o f the 
environmental impact. For example, where 
one or more major environmental issues or 
three or more minor environmental issues are 
raised, as a result of the review, serious con­
sideration will be given to the preparation 
of an environmental impact statement. In  
addition VA will consider the environmental 
impact of projects previously approved in the 
determination of significance.

c. Before a final decision respecting sig­
nificant environmental impact is made in 
each case involving 100 or more units, full 
consideration will be given to possible al­
ternatives. VA Form 26-1858, Report of Loan 
Guaranty Field Review, will be used to docu­
ment the file. Field stations will consider all 
reasonable and practical alternatives, in­
cluding those beyond their direct control. 
In  this respect, consideration may include, 
i f  reasonable and practical, items such as 
alternative sites which are better suited by 
location, topography, and cost, as well as 
other possible uses for the site, such as com­
mercial, high rise, higher and lower land 
density usage, etc. In addition, consideration 
may be given to alternatives such as reason­
able and practical changes In design, density 
or zoning which might lessen the impact 
on the environment and make the sub­
division more desirable from an environ­
mental viewpoint.

d. The description of the alternatives con­
sidered can be brief, but the file must show 
what options were considered and why any 
were rejected. I f  a subdivision is to receive 
favorable consideration, the review of alter­
natives should show that the construction 
of the subdivision is the best choice of com­
peting alternatives. The advantages and dis­
advantages of the subdivision must be 
weighed, the trade-offs considered, and an 
evaluation made.

e. That determination, insofar as possible, 
will be reached prior to the end of the 30-day 
period allowed State and areawide clearing­
houses. When the comments of the State and 
areawide clearinghouses are received, or in 
the event such comments are not received at 
the end of the 30 days allotted for review, 
the field station will evaluate all the avail­
able data, including the views of the clear­
inghouses, where appropriate, in order to 
determine whether or not the subdivision 
will result in a significant environmental 
impact. The determination is an independ­
ent VA assessment and must be fully docu­
mented by the completion of VA Form 26— 
8492b. Thus, it will be that each request for 
subdivision approval will come within one 
of four categories, viz—

(1) A determination by the field station of 
no significant environment impact, based on 
the determination during VA processing, cou­
pled with no adverse comments from clear­
inghouses.

(2) A determination by the field station of 
no significant environmental impact, based 
on the determination during VA processing, 
but the clearinghouses disagree.

(3) A determination by the field station 
that the subdivision will result in a signif­
icant environmental impact, based on the 
determination during VA processing, but the 
comments from clearinghouses do not afford 
a basis for the same conclusion.

(4) A determination by the field station 
that the subdivision will result in a signif­
icant environmental Impact, based on the 
determination during VA processing, coupled 
with comments to the same effect from 
clearinghouses.
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f . Each case in category 1 will be processed 
to completion as rapidly as possible, with a 
notification of approval promptly issued 
using VA PL 26-615. In  respect to each case 
in categories 2, 3, or 4, the field station will 
promptly notify the person or firm submit­
ting the request for subdivision approval 
about the determinations, using VA PL 26- 
615. Such person or firm will be invited to 
consult with "the field station or the clear­
inghouses, as appropriate, with the view to 
the amendment or revision of the subdivision 
plan so as to render the planning of the 
subdivision to be acceptable.

g. Where the person or firm submitting the 
request for subdivision approval provides 
amended or revised plans, a letter of ap­
proval may be issued only if the following 
conditions are met:

(1) Category 2. Evidence is supplied or 
obtained that the State and areawide clear­
inghouses find the subdivision acceptable.

(2) Category 3. The field station, on the 
basis of amended or revised subdivision plans, 
determines that the subdivision will not re­
sult in significant environmental impact.

(3) Category 4. The field station on the 
basts of amended or revised subdivision plans, 
determines that the subdivision will not re­
sult in an adverse environmental impact and 
evidence is supplied or obtained that the 
State and areawide clearinghouses find the 
subdivision acceptable.

h. In  all instances clearinghouses will be 
provided with a copy of the notification of 
approval or disapproval of the site or sub­
division. Copies of VA Forms 26—8492c, Final 
Report on Application for Subdivision Feasi­
bility Analysis (ASP—4), 26-8492d, or VA FL 
26-603, will be used for the purpose of 
notifying the clearinghouses of the action 
taken by VA. Where a State clearinghouse 
has assigned an Identification number to  an 
application, such number will be used in 
notifying the clearinghouse.

i. Where a clearinghouse recommends 
against approval of an application or ap­
proval with specific and major substantive 
changes, and the field station approves the 
subdivision as submitted without the rec­
ommended changes, the clearinghouse will 
be provided with a written explanation.

j. In  the instance of any case where a de­
termination is made that a significant en­
vironmental impact is involved or the sub­
division is controversial (i.e. discussion 
groups, petitions, meetings, or newspaper 
publicity of o, controversial nature) and the 
field station recommends approval, the field 
station will prepare a proposed draft EIS (en­
vironmental impact statement). A  public 
notice of intent to  file an EIS should be 
posted in the local newspaper'and input re­
quested from interested parties within 15 
days. Depending upon the situation, it  may 
be advisable to hold a public hearing. I f  a 
public hearing is held, minutes will be kept 
showing the people in attendance and the 
thrust of the comments. A verbatim tran­
script of the meeting is not contemplated. 
The proposed draft EIS will be forwarded to 
Central Office (262), together with all the 
records in the case. The person or firm sub­
mitting the request for subdivision approval 
will be notified about the referral of the case 
to Central Office. (See exhibit B for format of 
EIS.) Central Office will return the case to 
the field station as soon as possible following 
review and coordination of "the proposed draft 
EIS. At that time, the field station will be 
instructed by Central Office as to the re­

sumption of processing the case or the prepa­
ration of a final EIS.

8. F ilin g  and d istribu tion  o f  E IS . Draft and 
final statements,will be posted in the Federal 
Register by Central Office. Five copies of each 
draft or final statement will be filed with 
CEQ in Washington, and one copy with EPA 
in the appropriate Federal Regional Center. 
At the same time that each draft or final

' statement is filed with CEQ and EPA, copies 
also will be sent to all pertinent entities; i.e., 
interested Federal, state, and local agencies, 
and private organizations and individuals. 
Copies will be sent to all other entities which 
made substantive comments on the draft 
statement, or requested a copy. Draft EIS 
will be available for a minimum of 45 days.

9. P u b lic  n otice  and review . Both draft and 
final EIS and any substantive comments 
thereon shall be made available to thé pub-

.lic at the VA local office. A notice of the 
availability and location of these documents 
for review is to be posted on the bulletin 
board in a conspicuous location in the local 
VA field station and the pub-lie advised that 
the documents may be reviewed and copied 
during working hours.

10. Effective date. The instructions in this 
circular are effective as to all requests for 
subdivision approval meeting or exceeding 
the criteria given in the second paragraph of 
this circular, which are received in field sta­
tions on and after August 15, 1975.

11. R C S  26-183 -S , L o ts  covered  by  su b ­
d ivision  approvals—s ix -m o n th  period  ending  
Febru a ry  15, 1976. Field stations will submit 
one-time letter reports on or before Febru­
ary 27, 1976, to Central Office (262) showing 
the number of lots covered by each subdi­
vision case for which VA Forms 26-8492 were 
received during the period August 15, 1975 
through February 15, 1976.

R u f u s  H . W i l s o n , 
C h ie f Benefits D irector.

E x h i b i t  B

FORM AT • FOR DRAFT E N V IR O N M E N TAL  IM PAC T  
STATEM ENT

1. Regional Office:
2. Name and Location of Subdivision:
3. Description of Proposal :
4. Summary of Significant Environmental 

Impact:
5. Alternatives Considered:
6. All Federal, State, and local agencies 

from which comments have been requested:.
7. Date:
[FR Dec.75-22458 Filed 8-22-75;8:45 am]

DEPARTMENT OF LABOR
Manpower Administration

EMPLOYMENT TRANSFER AND BUSINESS 
COM PETITION D E T E R M IN A T IO N S  
UNDER TH E  RURAL DEVELOPMENT ACT

Applications
The organizations listed in the attach- 

ment have applied to the Secretary of 
Agriculture for financial assistance in 
the form of grants, loans, or loan guar­
antees in order to establish or improve 
facilities at the locations listed for the 
purposes given in the attached list. The 
financial assistance would be authorized 
by the Consolidated Farm and Rural De­
velopment Act, as amended, 7 USC 1924 
(b ), 1932, or 1942(b).

The Act requires the Secretary of La­
bor to determine whether such Federal 
assistance is calculated to or is likely 
to result in the transfer from one area 
to another of any employment or busi­
ness activity provided by operations of 
the applicant. It  is permissible to assist 
the establishment of a new branch, af­
filiate or subsidiary, only if this will not 
result in increased unemployment in the 
place of present operations and there 
is no -reason to believe the new facility 
is being'established with the intention of 
closing down an operating facility.

The Act also prohibits such assistance 
if the Secretary of Labor determines that 
it is calculated to or is likely to result 
man increase in the production of goods, 
materials, or commodities, or the avail­
ability of services or facilities in the area, 
when there is not sufficient demand for 
such goods, materials, commodities, serv­
ices, or facilities to employ the efficient 
capacity of existing competitive com­
mercial or industrial enterprises, unless 
such financial or other assistance will 
not have an adverse effect upon exist­
ing competitive enterprises in the area.

The Secretary of Labor’s review and 
certification procedures are set forth at 
29 CFR Part 75, published January 29, 
1975 (40" FR 4393).’ In  determining 
whether the applications should be ap­
proved or denied, the Secretary will take 
into consideration the following factors;

1. The overall employment and unem­
ployment situation in the local area in 
which the proposed facility will be lo­
cated.

2. Employment trends in the same in­
dustry in the local area.

3. The potential effect Qf the new fa­
cility upon the local labor market, with 
particular emphasis upon its potential 
impaet upon competitive enterprises in 
the same area.

4. The competitive effect upon other 
facilities in the same industry located 
in other areas (where such competition 
is a factor).

5. In the case of applications involv­
ing the establishment of branch plants 
or facilities, the potential effect of*such 
new facilities on other existing plants or 
facilities operated by the applicant.

All persons wishing to bring to the* at­
tention of the Secretary of Labor any in­
formation pertinent to the determina­
tions which must be made regarding 
these applications are invited to submit 
such information in writing within two 
weeks of publication of this notice to: 
Deputy Assistant Secretary for Man­
power, 601 D Street, NW, Washington, 
D.C. 20213.

Signed at Washington, D.C. this 18th 
day of August, 1975.

B e n  B u r d e t s k y , 
Deputy Assistant Secretary 

for Manpower.
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Applications received during the week ending Aug. 15, 1975

Name of applicant Location of enterprise Principal product or activity

Triad Manufacturing Co........ ..............- ....... Dover, N .H . .............

New  Bern, N .C ___ . . .

Manufacture blow and spray building insu­
lation and fiber mulch for hydro seeding. 

Manufacture of lumber.
Wolverine Brass Works (tenant to Grand 

Strand .Water Authority).
Conway, 8.C_________

Walworth Co., Wise... 
Chesterland, O h io ....
Clearwater, Minn.___
Eldorado, Til ........
Sturgeon Bay, Wise...
Ottumva, Iowa..........
David City, Neb_____
Powell, Wyo______. . . .

Manufacture of brass plumbing goods.

Micco and Co.'.r-------.----------------- ----------- . . .
Nelson’s Union 76, Inc..................................
Eldorado Water Co--------------------- ----------------
Therma-Tron-X, Inc....... .............................
CASA, Inc-------------------------------------------------
David Place, Inc________ _— -----------------------
Tastee Freez___ ______............... .........;----------

Manage real estate for lease to food merchants. 
Service station.
Water service.
Industrial ovens, washers, and heated tahks. 
Expanded dry dog food.
Nursing home.
Food and soft drinks.

. [PR Doc.75-22381 Piled 8-22-75;8:45 am]

Office of Federal Contract Compliance
INSTITUTIONS OF HIGHER EDUCATION 

PERFORMING AS PRIME CONTRACTORS 
OR SUBCONTRACTORS UNDER FED­
ERAL NONCONSTRUCTION CONTRACTS

Affirmative Action Employment: '  Further 
Request for Information and Notice of 
Reconvened Fact-Finding Hearing
Pursuant to section 202 of Executive 

Order 11246 (30 FR 12319), as amended 
by Executive Order 11375 (32 PR 14303), 
institutions of undergraduate, graduate, 
professional and vocational education 
performing as prime contractors or sub­
contractors under federal nonconstruc­
tion contracts are prohibited from dis­
crimination against any employee or 
applicant ̂ for employment because of 
race, color, religion, sex or national ori­
gin and are required to take affirmative 
action to insure that applicants are em­
ployed, and that employees are treated 
during employment, without regard to 
the aforementioned factors.

The Executive Order’s affirmative ac­
tion requirement is intended to ensure 
prompt achievement of full and equal 
employment opportunity through the 
establishment of specific and resuïts- 
oriented procedures. In order to imple­
ment this objective in nonconstruction 
employment, including employment by 
institutions of higher education, such as 
colleges and universities, the Department 
of Labor has promulgated various reg­
ulations set forth in 41 CPR Part 60-1 
et seq. The Department of Labor’s prin­
ciple regulation for effectuating the non­
discrimination and affirmative action 
mandate of Executive Order 11246, as 
amended, as applied to nonconstruction 
contractors, including colleges and uni­
versities, is known as “Revised Order No. 
4,” 41 CFR Part 60-2, which requires 
prime contractors and subcontractors 
with 50 or more employees and a con­
tract of $50,000 or more to develop a 
written affirmative action program tor 
each of their establishments.

On July 17, 1975, notice was pub­
lished in the F ederal R egister (40 FR 
30166) that the Department of Labor 
was requesting information concerning 
implementation of the affirmative action

requirement of the Executive Order as 
applied to employment at institutions of 
higher education. ' Relevant information 
would include but not necessarily be lim­
ited to: (1) Methodologies actually used 
by institutions of higher education in the 
development of written affirmative action 
programs under existing Department of 
Labor regulations and policies; (2) any 
special problems encountered by such 
institutions in developing and imple­
menting such methodologies; (3) matters 
concerning availability data on qualified 
minorities and women for employment 
at institutions of higher education; (4) 
the special circumstances, if any, in 
higher education which might suggest 
alternative affirmative action approaches 
and the nature of such approaches; (5) 
the detail and adequacy of pertinent 
statistical data; and (6) other informa­
tion relevant to achieving positive, 
results-oriented equal employment op­
portunities for minorities and women in 
employment at institutions of higher 
education, consistent with the nondis­
crimination and affirmative action re­
quirements of the Executive Order.

Such information was to be submitted 
either in writing or at an informal fact­
finding hearing to be held pursuant to 
section 208 of E.O. 11246, as amended, 
and commencing on August 20, 1975.

In order to insure the receipt of addi­
tional information and further presenta­
tions, the Department of Labor has de­
cided to extend the time for receipt of 
written information and to reconvene the 
fact-finding hearing (which will begin 
as scheduled on August 20) to com­
mence on Tuesday, September 30, 1975, 
in the First Floor Auditorium, New U.S. 
Department of Labor Building, 200 Con­
stitution Avenue, NW., Washington. Be­
ginning at 9:30 a.m. on September 30, 
1975, the Presiding Administrative Law 
Judge will hold a pre-hearing conference 
in order to settle matters relating to the 
proceedings, including unresolved sched­
uling problems. The public hearing will 
immediately follow the pre-hearing con­
ference. Participants in the hearing will 
include representatives of the Office of 
Federal Contract Compliance and the 
Office of the Solicitor of Labor.

Persons desiring to appear at the re­
convened hearing commencing Septem­
ber 30,1975, must file a written notice of 
intention to appear along with four 
duplicate copies with Philip J. Davis, Di­
rector, Office of Federal Contract Com­
pliance, New U.S. Department of Labor 
Building, Room N-3402, 200 Constitu­
tion Avenue, NW., Washington, D.C. 
20210.

I f  possible, notices should be filed be­
fore Tuesday, September 23, in order to 
facilitate scheduling the appearances. 
The notice should state the name, ad­
dress, and telephone number of the per­
son wishing to appear, the capacity in 
which he or she will appear, and the ap­
proximate amount of time required for 
the presentation. The notice should also 
include, or be accompanied by, a brief 
statement of the presentation to be made.

The oral proceedings shall be reported 
verbatim. The use of prepared statements 
by witnesses is encouraged. An original 
and four copies of all documents to be 
used should be submitted at the hearing.

Persons who wish to submit informa­
tion but who do not wish to attend the 
hearing may mail such written infor­
mation, along with four duplicate copies 
to Mr. Davis at the above address by Sep­
tember 30, 1975. Such information will 
be submitted to the Administrative Law 
Judge for inclusion in the hearing record.

The Administrative Law Judge shall 
have all the powers necessary or appro­
priate to conduct a fair and full informal 
hearing, including the powers:

(a) To regulate the course of the hear­
ing;

(b) To dispose of procedural requests, 
objections, and comparable matters;

(c) To confine the presentations ' to 
matters pertinent to the requested infor­
mation;

(d) To regulate the conduct of those 
present at the hearing by appropriate 
means;

(e) In his discretion, to question and 
permit questioning of any witness; and

(f  ) In his discretion, to keep the record 
open for a reasonable stated time to re­
ceive written information from any per­
son who has participated in the oral 
proceeding.

Following the close of the hearing, the 
presiding Administrative Law Judge shall 
certify the record thereof to the Secre­
tary of Labor.

Signed at Washington, D.C., this 20th 
day of August 1975.

Jo hn  T . Du nlo p ,
Secretary of Labor.

B ernard E. D eL u r y , 
Assistant Secretary for
Employment Standards.
P h il ip  J. D avis,

Director, Office of Federal 
Contract Compliance.

[PR Doc.75-22506 Piled 8-22-75; 8:45 ami
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INTERSTATE COMMERCE 
COMMISSION

IRREGULAR-ROUTE MOTOR COMMON 
CARRIERS OF PROPERTY

Elimination of Gateway Letter Notices 
A ugust 20,1975.

The following letter-notices of pro­
posals to eliminate gateways for the 
purpose of reducing highway congestion, 
alleviating air and noise pollution, mini­
mizing safety hazards, and conserving 
fuel have been filed with the Interstate 
Commerce Commission under the Com­
mission’s Gateway Elimination Rules (49 
CFR 1065), and notice thereof to all in­
terested persons is hereby given as pro­
vided in such rules.

An original and two copies of protests 
against the proposed elimination of any 
gateway herein described may be filed 
with the Interstate Commerce Commis­
sion on or before September 4, 1975. A 
copy must also be served upon applicant 
or its representative. Protests against 
the elimination of a gateway will not op­
erate to stay commencement of the pro­
posed operation.

Successively filed letter-notices of the 
same carrier under these rules will be 
numbered consecutively for convenience 
in identification. Protests, if any, must 
refer to such letter-notices by number.

No. MC 13087 (Sub-No. E l),  filed May 
31, 1974. Applicant: STOCKBERGER 
TRANSFER & STORAGE, INC., 524 2nd 
Street SW., Mason City, Jowa 50401. Ap­
plicant’s representative: William L. Fair- 
bank, 900 Hubbell Building, Des Moines, 
Iowa 50309. Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: (1) 
Fresh meats and packinghouse products, 
in minim um shipments of 12,000 pounds 
as are dealt in by wholesale grocery 
houses,, from Albert Lea, Minn., to Mil­
waukee, Wis.; and (2) meats, meat prod­
ucts, and meat by-products, as described 
in Appendix I  to the report in Descrip­
tions in Motor Carrier Certificates, 61 
M.C.C. 209 and 766, as are dealt in by 
wholesale grocery houses, (a) from Al­
bert Lea, Minn., to Madison, Wis.; (b) 
from Madison, Wis., to points in that 
part of Minnesota on, west and south of 
a  line from the Minnesota-Iowa State 
line, to U.S. Highway 65, to junction In­
terstate Highway 35, thence along Inter­
state Highway 35 to junction Minnesota 
Highway 30, thence along Minnesota 
Highway 30 to the Minnesota-South 
Dakota State line, and to points in that 
part of South Dakota bounded by a line 
beginning at the Missouri River and ex­
tending directly north to Vermillion, S. 
Dak., thence along South Dakota High­
way 19 to Humboldt, S. Dak., thence 
along South Dakota Highway 38 to Sioux 
Falls, S. Dak., thence along U.S. Highway 
77 to Lone Tree, S. Dak., thence along 
South Dakota Highway 34 to the South 
Dakota-Minnesota State line, thence 
along the South Dakota-Minnesota and 
the South Dakota-Iowa State lines, to 
the Missouri River, and thence along the 
Missouri River to the point of beginning, 
including points on the indicated por­

tions of the highways specified. The pur­
pose of this filing is to eliminate the gate­
way of Mason City, Iowa.

No. MC 13087 (Sub-No. E2), filed 
May 31, 1974. Applicant: STOCK­
BERGER TRANSFER & STORAGE, 
INC., 524 2nd Street SW., Mason City, 
Iowa 50401. Applicant’s representative: 
William L. Fairbank, 900 Hubbell Build­
ing, Des Moines, Iowa 50309. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Road construction ma­
chinery and equipment, except commodi­
ties requiring special equipment, from 
Chicago, Hi., to points in Minnesota on 
and west of a line beginning at the Min- 
nesota-Iowa State line at Johnsburg, 
Minn., thence along unnumbered high­
way to Kasson, Minn., thence along Min­
nesota Highway 57 to junction U.S. 
Highway 52, thence along U.S. Highway
52 to junction U.S. Highway 61, thence 
along U.S. Highway 61 to junction Min­
nesota Highway 73, thence along Min­
nesota Highway 73 to junction U.S. 
Highway 53, thence along U.S. Highway
53 to the Canadian Border. The purpose 
of this filing is to eliminate the gateway 
of Mason City, Iowa.

No. MC 13087 (Sub-No. E3), filed May 
31, 1974. Applicant: STOCKBERGER 
TRANSFER & STORAGE, INC., 524 2nd 
'Street SW., Mason City, Iowa 50401. Ap­
plicant’s representative: William L. Fair- 
bank, 900 Hubbell Building, Des Moines, 
Iowa 50309. Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: Such 
merchandise, as is dealt in by wholesale 
grocery houses, including fruits and 
vegetables, (except commodities in bulk), 
from Chicago, HI., to Faribault and 
Minneapolis, Minn. The purpose of this 
filing is to eliminate the gateway of 
Mason City, Iowa.

No. MC 13087 (Sub-No. E4), filed May 
31, 1974. Applicant: STOCKBERGER 
TRANSFER & STORAGE, INC., 524 2nd 
Street SW., Mason City, Iowa 50401. Ap­
plicant’s representative: William L. Fair- 
bank, 900 Hubbell Building, Des, Moines, 
Iowa 50309. Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: Clay 
products, except in bulk,, from Chicago, 
HI., to points in North Dakota, South 
Dakota, and to points in Nebraska (ex­
cept points in that part of Nebraska 
south and east of a line beginning at the 
Nebraska-Iowa State line, thence along 
U.S. Highway 30 to junction U.S. High­
way 281, thence along U.S. Highway 281 
to the Nebraska-Kansas State line. The 
purpose of this filing is to eliminate the 
gateway of Mason City, Iowa.

No. MC 13087 (Sub-No. E5), filed May 
31, 1974. Applicant: STOCKBERGER 
TRANSFER & STORAGE, INC., 524 2nd 
Street SW., Mason City, Iowa 50401. Ap­
plicant’s representative: WilliamL. Fair- 
bank, 900 Hubbell Building, Des Moines, 
Iowa 50309. Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Animal and poultry feed, except in bulk,

from Chicago, HI., to points in Minnesota 
on and west of a line beginning at the 
Minnesota-Iowa State line at Johnsburg, 
Minn., thence along unnumbered high­
way to Kasson, Minn., thence along Min­
nesota Highway 57 to junction U.S. 
Highway 52, thence along U.S. Highway
52 to junction U.S. Highway 61, thence 
along U.S. Highway 61 to junction Min­
nesota Highway 73, thence along Min­
nesota Highway 73 to junction U.S. 
Highway 53, thence along U.S. Highway
53 to the Canadian Border. The purpose 
of this filing is to eliminate the gateway 
of the plant site of Allied Mills, Ind., at 
or near Mason City. Iowa.

No. MC 13087 (Sub-No. E6), filed May 
31, 1974. Apolicant: STOCKBERGER 
TRANSFER & STORAGE, INC., 524 2nd 
Street SW., Mason City, Iowa 50401. Ap­
plicant’s representative: William L. Fair- 
bank, 900 Hubbell Building, Des Moines, 
Iowa 50309. Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Meat and packinghouse products, as are 
dealt in by wholesale grocery houses, in 
truckload lots only, from Minneapolis, 
Faribault, Owatonna, and Albert Lea, 
Minn., to Chicago, HI. The purpose of 
this filing is to eliminate the gateway 
of Mason City, Iowa.

No MC 13087 (Sub-No. E7), filed May 
31, 1974. Applicant: STOCKBERGER 
TRANSFER & STORAGE, INC., 524 2nd 
Street SW., Mason City, Iowa 50401. Ap­
plicant’s representative: William L. Fair- 
bank, 900 Hubbell Building, Des Moines, 
Iowa 50309. Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Canned goods, as are dealt in by whole­
sale grocery houses, from points in 
Grantr Lafayette, Green, Rock, Wal­
worth, Racine, Milwaukee, Jefferson, 
Dane, Iowa, Crawford, Richland, Sauk, 
Columbia, Dodge, Washington, and 
Ozaukee Counties, Wise., to points in 
that part of Minnesota on and West of 
a line beginning at the Iowa-Minnesota 
State line, thence along U.S. Highway 
65 to junction Minnesota Highway 13, 
thence along Minnesota Highway 13 
to junction Minnesota Highway 30, 
thence along Minnesota Highway 30 to 
junction Minnesota Highway 83, thence 
along Minnesota Highway 83 to junction 
U.S. Highway 14 at Mankato, Minn., and 
on and south of U.S. Highway 14 from 
Mankato to the Minnesota-South Da­
kota State line, and to points in that 
part of South Dakota bounded by a line 
beginning at the Missouri River and ex­
tending directly north of Vermillion, S. 
Dak., thence along South Dakota High­
way 19 to Humboldt, S. Dak., thence 
along South Dakota Highway 38 to 
Sioux Falls, S. Dak., thence along U.S. 
Highway 77 to Lone Tree, S. Dak., thence 
along South Dakota Highway 34 to the 
South Dakota-Minnesota State line, 
thence along the South Dakota-Minne­
sota and the South Dakota-Iowa State 
lines to the Missouri River, and thence 
along the Missouri River to the point 
of beginning, Including points on the 
indicated portions of the highways speci-

FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 40, NO. 165— MONDAY, AUGUST 25, 1975



NOTICES 37131

fled. The purpose of this filing is to 
eliminate the gateway of Mason City, 
Iowa. ' ;

No. MC 13087 (Sub-No. E8), filed May 
31, 1974. Applicant: STOCKBERGER 
TRANSFER & STORAGE, INC.-r524 2nd 
Street SW., Mason City, Iowa 50401. Ap­
plicant’s representative: William L. Fair- 
bank, 900 Hubbell Building, Des Moines, 
Iowa 50309. Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: Malt 
beverages, from Milwaukee, Wise., to 
points in that part of Minnesota on and 
west of a line beginning at the Iowa- 
Minnesota State line, thence along U.S. 
Highway 65 to junction Minnesota High­
way 13, thence along Minnesota Highway 
13 to. junction Minnesota Highway 30, 
thence along Minnesota Highway 30 to 
junction Minnesota Highway 83, thence 
along Minnesota Highway 83 to junction 
U.S. Highway 14 at Mankato, Minn., and 
on and south of U.S. Highway 14 from 
Mankato to the Minnesota-South Dakota 
State line, and to points in that part of 
South Dakota bounded by a line begin­
ning at the Missouri River and extending 
directly north of Vermillion, S. Dak., 
thence along South Dakota Highway 19 
to Humboldt, S. Dak., thence along South 
Dakota Highway 38 to Sioux Falls, S. 
Dak., thence along U.S. Highway 77 to 
Lone Tree, S. Dak., thence along South 
Dakota Highway 34 to the South Dakota- 
Minnesota State line, thence along the 
South Dakota-Minnesota and the South 
Dakota-Iowa State lines to the Missouri 
River, and thence along the Missouri 
River to the point of beginning, including 
points on the indicated portions of the 
highways specified. The purpose of this 
filing is to eliminate the gateway of

No. MC 13087 (Sub-No. E9), file 
May 31, 1974. Applicant: STOCK 
BERGER TRANSFER & STORAGI 
INC., 524 2nd Street SW., Mason Citj 
Iowa 50401. Applicant’s representative 
William L. Fairbank, 900 Hubbell Build 
mg, Des Moines, Iowa 50309. Authorit 
sought to operate as a common carrier 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routei 
transporting: Animal feed, from Bur 
lington, is., to points in that part c 
Minnesota on and west of a line begin 
ning at the Iowa-Minnesota State lin< 
thence along U.S. Highway 65 to junction 
Minnesota Highway 13, thence alon 
Minnesota Highway 13 to junction Min 
nesota Highway 19, thence along Minne 
sota Highway 19 to junction U.S. High 
way 71, thence along U.S. Highway 711 
junction Minnesota Highway 72, thenc 
along Minnesota Highway 72 to the Ca 
nadian Border. The purpose of this fiiini 
is to eliminate the gateway of the plant 
site of Allied Mills, Inc., at or near Maso: 
City, Iowa.

No. MC 13087 (Sub-No. E10), fil 
May 31, 1974. Applicant: STOC1 
BERGER TRANSFER & STORAG 
INC., 524 2nd Street SW., Mason Ci1 

Applicant’s representativ 
william L. Fairbank, 900 Hubbell Buil 
tag, Des Moines, Iowa 50309. Authori 
sought to operate as a common carrii 
by motor vehicle, over irregular rout

transporting: Such merchandise, as Is 
dealt in by wholesale grocery houses, 
including fruits and vegetables (except 
commodities in bulk), from Chicago, HI., 
to points in that part of Minnesota south 
and west of a line beginning at the Min­
nesota-South Dakota State line; thence 
along U.S. Highway 14 to Kasson, Minn., 
thence along unnumbered highway to the 
Iowa-Minnesota State line at Johnsburg, 
Minn.,, and that part of South Dakota 
bounded by a line beginning at the Mis­
souri River and extending along Vermil­
lion, S. Dak., thence along South Dakota 
Highway 19 to Humboldt, S. Dak., thence 
along South Dakota Highway 38 to Sioux 
Falls, S. Dak., thence along U.S. Highway 
77 to Lone Tree, S. Dak., thence along 
South Dakota Highway 34 to South 
Dakota-Minnesota State line, thence 
along the South Dakota-Minnesota and 
the South Dakota-Iowa State lines to the 
Missouri River, and thence along the 
Missouri River to the point of beginning, 
including points on the indicated por­
tions of the highways specified. The pur­
pose of this filing is to eliminate the gate­
way of Mason City, Iowa.

No. MC 13087 (Sub-No. E l l ) , filed May 
31, 1974. Applicant: STOCKBERGER 
TRANSFER & STORAGE, INC., 524 2nd 
Street SW., Mason City, Iowa 50401. Ap­
plicant’s representative: William L. 
Fairbank, 900 Hubbell Building, Des 
Moines, Iowa 50309. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes; transport­
ing: Malt beverages, from Omaha, Nebr., 
to Minneapolis and Faribault, Minn., and 
points in Minnesota on, south, and east 
of a line beginning at the Minnesota- 
Wisconsin State line, thence along U.S. 
Highway 14 to U.S. Highway 169, thence 
along U.S. Highway 169 td the Minne­
sota-Iowa State line. The purpose of this 
filing is to eliminate the gateway of 
Mason City, Iowa.

No. MC 13087 (Sub-No. E12), hied May 
31, 1974. Applicant: STOCKBERGER 
TRANSFER & STORAGE, INC., 524 2nd 
Street SW., Mason City, Iowa 50401. Ap­
plicant’s representative: William L. Fair- 
bank, 900 Hubbell Building, Des Moines, 
Iowa 50309. Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Building materials, except in bulk and 
except commodities requiring special 
equipment, from Chicago, HI., to points in 
Minnesota within 100 miles of Mason 
City, Iowa (except points on and east of a 
line beginning at Cannon Falls, Minn., 
thence along U.S. Highway 52 to junc­
tion Minnesota Highway 57, thence along 
Minnesota Highway 57 to junction U.S. 
Highway 14, thence along U.S. Highway 
14 to junction unnumbered highway, 
thence along unnumbered highway from 
Kasson, Minn., to Johnsburg, Minn., at 
the Iowa-Minnesota State line). The 
purpose of this filing is to eliminate the 
gateway of Mason City, Iowa.

No. MC 13087 (Sub-No. E13), filed May 
31, 1974. Applicant: STOCKBERGER 
TRANSFER & STORAGE, INC., 524 2nd 
Street SW., Mason City, Iowa 50401. Ap­
plicant’s representative: William L.

Fairbanks, 900 Hubbell Building, Des 
Moines, Iowa 50309. Authority sought to 
operatje as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport­
ing: Dry fertilizer,'in bags, from Chicago, 
HI., to points in Minnesota on and west 
of a line beginning at Johnsburg, Minn., 
thence along unnumbered highwây to 
Kasson, Minn., thence along Minnesota 
Highway 57 to junction U.S. Highway
52, thence along U.S. Highway 52 to 
junction U.S. Highway 61, thence along 
U.S. Highway 61 to junction Minnesota 
Highway 73, thence along Minnesota 
Highway 73 to junction U.S. Highway
53, thence along U.S. Highway 53 to the 
Canadian Border. The purpose of this 
filing is to eliminate the gateway of 
Mason City, Iowa.

No. MC 13087 (Sub-No. EÎ4), filed 
May 31, 1974. Applicant: STOCKBER­
GER TRANSFER & STORAGE, INC., 
524 2nd Street SW., Mason City, Iowa 
50401. Applicant’s representative: W il­
liam L. Fairbank, 900 Hubbell Building, 
Des Moines, Iowa 50309. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Supplies and materials, 
used in the production and marketing of 
poultry and eggs, except commodities in 
bulk, from Chicago, 111., to points in 
North Dakota, South Dakota, points in 
Minnesota on and west of a line begin­
ning at Johnsburg, Minn., thence along 
unnumbered highway to Kasson, Minn., 
thence along Minnesota Highway 57 to 
junction U.S. Highway 52, thence along 
U.S. Highway 52 to junction U.S. High­
way 61, thence along U.S. Highway 61 to 
junction Minnesota Highway 73, thence 
along Minnesota Highway 73 to junction 
U.S. Highway 53, thence along U.S. 
Highway 53 to the Canadian border, and 
points in Nebraska (except points in that 
part of Nebraska south and east of a line 
beginning at the Nebraska-Iowa State 
line, thence along U.S. Highway 30 to 
junction US. Highway 281, thence along 
U.S. Highway 281 to the Nebraska-Kan­
sas State line). The purpose of this filing 
is to eliminate the gateway of Mason 
City, Iowa.

No. MC 13250 (Sub-No. E l), filed May 
14, 1974. Applicant: J. H. ROSE TRUCK 
LINES, INC., P.O. Box 16190, Houston, 
Tex. 77022. Applicant’s representative: 
James M. Doherty, 500 West Sixteenth 
St., Austin, Tex. 78701. Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport­
ing: (A ) Machinery, equipment, mate­
rials, and supplies used in, or in connec­
tion with, the discovery, development, 
production, refining, manufacture, proc­
essing, storage, transmission, and distri­
bution of natural gas and petroleum and 
their products and by-products, and ma­
chinery, equipment, materials, and sup­
plies used in, or in connection with the 
construction, operation, repair, servic­
ing, maintenance, and dismantling of 
pipe lines, including the stringing and 
picking up thereof, and (B) Earth drill­
ing machinery and equipment, and ma­
chinery, equipment, materials, supplies, 
and pipe incidental to, used in, or in con-
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nection with (a) the transportation, 
installation, removal, operation,, repair, 
servicing, maintenance, and dismantling 
of drilling machinery and equipment, 
(b) the completion of holes or wells 
drilled, (c) the production, storage, and 
transmission of commodities resulting 
from drilling operations at well or hole 
sites, and (d) the injection or removal 
of commodities into or from holes or 
wells, over irregular routes; (1) between 
points in Alabama, on the one hand, 
and, on the other, points in Arizona, 
California, Colorado (Texas)*, Idaho, 
(Texas and Utah) *, Montana, Nevada, 
New Mexico, Oregon,. Utah, Washing­
ton, and Wyoming (Texas; Texas and 
Utah; Arizona and Texas; or Texas, 
Utah, and Colorado)*; (2) between 
points in Arizona, on the one hand, and, 
on the other, points in Arkansas, Flori­
da^ Georgia, Illinois, Indiana, Kansas, 
Kentucky, Louisiana, Mississippi, Mis­
souri, Montana, Oklahoma, Oregon, 
Pennsylvania, Tennessee, and Washing­
ton (Texas; Texas and Oklahoma; K il­
gore, Tex., and points within 200 miles of 
Kilgore, Tex.; San Juan County, Utah; 
or California) *; (3) from points in Ari­
zona to points in West Virginia (Tex­
as) *;

(4) Between points in Arkansas, on the 
one hand, and, on the other, points in 
Colorado, Idaho, Montana, Nevada, Ore­
gon, Utah, Washington, arid Wyoming 
(Texas; Texas and Utah; Texas and 
Arizona; California; Texas and Idaho; or 
California) *; (5) between points in Col­
orado, on the one hand, and, on the other, 
points in Florida, Georgia, Kentucky, 
Louisiana, Mississippi, and Tennes­
see (Texas; or Texas and Oklahoma) *;
(6) between points in Florida, on the one 
hand, and, on the other, points in Idaho, 
Kansas, Montana, Nevada, New Mexico, 
Oklahoma, Oregon, Utah, Washington, 
and Wyoming (Texas; or Texas and 
Utah) *; (7) between points in Idaho, on 
the one hand, and, on the other, points 
in Kentucky, Louisiana, Mississippi, Ok­
lahoma, Tennessee, and Texas (Colorado 
and Texas; Utah and Texas; Utah, 
Texas, and Oklahoma; or Colorado)*;
(8) from points in Idaho to points in 
West Virginia (Colorado and Texas) *;
(9) between points in Illinois, on the one 
hand, and, on the other, points in New 
Mexico, and Texas (Oklahoma) *; (10) 
between points in Indiana, on the one 
hand, and, on the other, points in New 
Mexico and Texas (Oklahoma; or Okla­
homa, Texas, and Colorado)*; (11) be­
tween points in Kansas, on the one hand, 
and, on the other, points in Kentucky, 
Oregon, Pennsylvania, and Tennessee 
(Oklahoma)*; (12) between points in 
Kentucky, on the one hand, and, on the 
other, points in Nevada, New Mexico, 
Oregon, Texas, Utah, and Washington 
(Oklahoma, Texas, and Utah; Okla­
homa; Oklahoma and Texas; or Texas, 
Oklahoma, and Colorado) *; (13) between 
points in Louisiana, on the one hand, 
and, on the other, points in Montana, 
Nevada, Oregon, Utah, Washington, and 
Wyoming (Texas; or Texas and Utah) *; 
(14) between points in Mississippi, on 
the one hand, and, on the other, points

in Montana, Nevada, New Mexico, Ore­
gon, Utah, Washington, and Wyoming 
(Kilgore, Tex., and points within 200 
miles of Kilgore; or Kilgore, Tex.,- and 
points within 200 miles of Kilgore and 
Utah)*; (15) between points in Missouri 
on the one hand, and, on the other, points 
in New Mexico, Oregon, and Texas 
(Oklahoma; or Oklahoma, Utah, and 
Texas)*; (16) between points in Mon­
tana, ori the one hand, and, on the other, 
points in Oklahoma and Tennessee 
(Texas; or Oklahoma and Texas) * ; (17) 
between point in Nebraska, on the one 
hand, and, on the other, points in Ne­
vada, New Mexico, Oregon, and Wash­
ington (Wyoming; or Colorado and 
Texas) *;

(18) Between points in Nevada, ori the 
one hand, and, orTthe other, points in 
Oklahoma, Pennsylvania, and Texas 
(Utah and Texas; Utah, Texas, and Ok­
lahoma, Arizona, Utah, and Texas; or 
Arizona and Utah)*; (19) from points 
in Nevada to points in West Virginia 
(Utah, Arizona, and Texas)*; (20) be­
tween points in New Mexico, on the 
one hand, and, on the other, points in 
Georgia, North Dakota, Pennsylvania, 
South Dakota, Tennessee, and Wash­
ington (Texas; Texas and North Dakota; 
Texas and Colorado; Oklahoma; Cali­
fornia; or Nevada and Utah) *; (21) from 
points in New Mexico to points in West 
Virginia (Texas) *; (22) between points 
in North Dakota, on the one hand, and, 
on the other, points in Oregon, Utah, and 
Washington (Wyoming;, or Idaho)*; 
(23) between points in Oklahoma, on 
the one hand, and, on the other, points in 
Oregon, Utah, Washington, and Wyo­
ming (Texas; or Texas and Utah) *; (24) 
between points in Oregon, on the one 
hand, and, on the other, points in Penn­
sylvania, South Dakota, Tennessee, and 
Texas (Utah and Texas; Wyoming; 
Utah, Texas, and Oklahoma; or Utah) *; 
(25) from points in Oregon to points in 
West Virginia (California and Okla­
homa) *; (26) between points in Penn­
sylvania, on the one hand, and, on the 
other, points in Utah (Texas) *; (27) be­
tween points in South Dakota, on the 
one hand, and, on the other, points in 
Utah and Washington (Idaho; or Wyo­
ming) *; (28) between points in Tennes­
see, on the one hand, and, on the other, 
points in Texas, Utah,. Washington, and 
Wyoming (Louisiana; Oklahoma and 
Texas; or Oklahoma, Texas, and Utah) *;
(29) between points in Texas, on the one 
hand, and, on the other, points in Wash­
ington (Utah) *; and (30) from points 
in Utah to points in West Virginia 
(Texas)*;

(C) Machinery, equipment, materials, 
and supplies used in, or in connection 
with, the discovery, development, produc­
tion, refining, manufacture, processing, 
storage, transmission, and distribution 
of natural gas and petroleum and their 
products and by-products, and machin­
ery, equipment, materials, and supplies 
used in, or in connection with, the con­
struction, operation, repair, servicing, 
maintenance, and dismantling of pipe 
lines, including the stringing and picking 
up thereof, over rregular routes; (1)

between points in Alaska, on the one 
hand, and, on the other, points in Ala­
bama, Florida, Georgia, Indiana, Ken­
tucky, Mississippi, Missouri, Pennsyl­
vania, and Tennessee (Texas; or Okla­
homa)*; (2) from points in Alaska to 
points in West Virginia (Oklahoma) * i
(3) between points in California, on the 
one hand, and, on the other, points in 
Florida, Georgia, Idaho, Illinois, Indiana, 
Kentucky, Mississippi, Missouri, Mon­
tana, Nebraska, North Dakota, Pennsyl­
vania, South Dakota, Tennessee, and 
Wyoming (Texas; Nevada; or Okla­
homa)*; and (4) from points in Cali­
fornia to points in West Virginia 
(Texas) *; (D) Earth drilling machinery 
and equipment, and machinery, equip­
ment, materials, supplies, and pipe in­
cidental to, used in, or in connection 
with (a) the transportation, installation, 
removal, operation, repair, servicing, 
maintenance, and dismantling of drilling 
machinery and equipment, (b) the com­
pletion of holes or wells drilled, -(c) the 
production, storage, and transmission of 
commodities resulting from drilling op­
erations at well or hole sites, and (d) 
the injection or removal of commodities 
into or from holes or wells, over irregular 
routes; (1) between points in ICalifomia, 
on the one hand, and, on the other, points 
in Florida, Georgia, Idaho, Illinois, In­
diana, Kentucky, Mississippi, Missouri, 
Montana, Nebraska, Pennsylvania, and 
Tennessee (Texas) *; and (2) from points 
in California to points in West Virginia 
(Texas) * ;

(E) Commodities, the transportation 
of which, because of their size or weight, 
requires the use of special equipment, 
and related machinery parts and related 
contractor's materials, and supplies when 
their transportation is incidental to the 
transportation by said carrier of com­
modities which by reason of size or weight 
require special equipment, and (F ) Self- 
propelled articles, each weighing 15,000 
pounds or more, and related machinery, 
tools, parts, and supplies moving in con­
nection therewith; (1) between points 
in Alaska, on the one hand, and, on the 
other, points in Illinois, Kentucky, Mis­
souri, Oregon, Tennessee, and Washing­
ton (Kansas; Oklahoma; or Idaho)*;
(2) between points in Arizona, on the one 
hand, and, on the other, points in Arkan­
sas, Illinois, Indiana, Kansas, Kentucky, 
Louisiana, Missouri, Oklahoma, and 
Tennessee (Texas)*; (3) between points 
in Arkansas, on the one hand, and, on 
the other, points in Colorado, Idaho, 
Nevada, Oregon, Utah, and Washington 
(Texas; Texas and Utah; Texas and 
Arizona; California; or Utah, Texas, and 
Idaho) *; (4) between points in Califor­
nia, on the one hand, and, on the other, 
Idaho, Illinois, Indiana, Kentucky, Mis­
souri, Montana, and Tennessee (Utah 
and Oregon; Oklahoma; or Nevada)*;
(5) between points in Colorado, on the 
one hand, and, on the other, points in 
Kentucky, Louisiana, Oregon, Tennessee, 
and Washington (Texas; California; 
Idaho; or Oklahoma and Texas) *; (6) 
between points in Idaho, on the one hand, 
and, on the other, points in Kentucky, 
Louisiana, Oklahoma, Tennessee, mid 
Texas (Colorado and Texas; Utah and
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Texas; or Colorado)*; (7) between 
points in Illinois, on the one hand, and, 
on the other, points in Oregon (Kansas 
and California) *; (8) between points in 
Indiana, on the one hand, and, on the 
other, points in Oregon (Texas and 
Utah)*; (9) between points in Kentucky, 
on the one hand, and, on the other, points 
in Nevada, Oregon, Utah, and Washing­
ton (Texas; or Texas and Utah) *;

(10) Between points in Louisiana, on 
the one hand, and, on the other, points 
in Nevada, Oregon, Utah, and Washing­
ton (Texas and Utah; California; or 
Texas)*; (11) between points in Mis­
souri, on the one hand, and, on the other, 
points in Oregon (Kansas and Califor­
nia)*; (12) between points in Montana? 
on the one hand, and, on the other, 
points in Oregon and Washington 
ddaho)*; (13) between points in Ne­
vada, on the one hand, and, on the other, 
points in Oklahoma, Tennessee, and 
Texas (Utah and Texas; Arizona, Utah, 
and Texas; or Arizona and Utah) *; (14) 
between points in Oklahoma, on the one 
hand, and, on the other, points in Ore­
gon, Utah, and Washington (Texas; or 
Texas and Utah) *; (15) between points 
in Oregon, on the one hand, and, on the 
other, points in Tennessee, Texas, Utah, 
and Wyoming (Utah and Texas; Utah; 
or Idaho)*; (16) between points in 
Tennessee, on the one hand, and, on the 
other, points in Utah and Washington 
(Texas; or Texas and Utah) *’; (17) be­
tween points in Texas, on the one hand, 
and, on the other, points in Washington 
(Utah)*; (18) between points in Utah, 
on the one hand, and, on the other, 
points in Washington (Idaho) *; and
(19) between points in Washington, on 
the one hand, and, on the other, points 
in Idaho) *; (G) Machinery, equipment, 
materials, and supplies used in, or in con­
nection with, the drilling of water wells; 
(1) between points in Arizona, on the one 
hand, and, on the other, points in Ar­
kansas, Kansas, Louisiana, North Da­
kota, Oklahoma, and South Dakota 
(Texas; or Texas and Wyoming)*; (2) 
between points in Arkansas, on the one 
hand, and, on the other, points in Colo­
rado, Idaho, Montana, Utah, and Wyo­
ming (Texas; or Texas and Colorado) *;
(3) between points in California, on the 
one hand, and, on the other, points in 
Nebraska, North Dakota, South Dakota, 
and Wyoming (Colorado) *;

(4) between points in Colorado, on the 
one hand, and, on the other, points in 
Louisiana (Texas)*; (5) between points 
in Idaho, on the one hand, and, on the 
other, points in Louisiana and Texas 
(Colorado and Texas; or Colorado)*;
(6) between points in Louisiana, on the 
one hand, and, on the other, points in 
Montana, Utah, and Wyoming (Texas 
and Colorado; or Texas) *; (7) between 
points in Montana, on the one hand, 
and, on the other, points in Oklahoma 
(Texas)*; (8) between points in Ne­
braska, on the one hand, and, on the 
other, points in New Mexico (Colorado 
and Texas) *; and (9) between points in 
Oklahoma, on the one hand, and, on the 
other, points in Utah and Wyoming 
(Texas) *; (H) Machinery and equip­

ment used in or in connection with, the 
discovery, development, production, re­
fining, manufacture, processing, stor­
age, transmission, and distribution of 
sulphur and its products, and materials 
and supplies (not including sulphur) 
used in, or in connection with, the dis­
covery, development, production, refin­
ing, manufacture, processing, storage, 
transmission, and distribution of sulphur 
and its products, restricted to the trans­
portation of shipments of materials and 
supplies moving to or from exploration, 
drilling, production, job, construction, 
plant (including refining, manufactur­
ing, and processing plant) sites or stor­
age sites, over irregular routes; (1) be­
tween points in Louisiana, on the one 
hand, and, on the other, points in Wy­
oming (Texas) *; and (2) between points 
in Oklahoma, on the one hand, and, on 
the other, points in Wyoming (Texas) *. 
The purpose of this filing is to eliminate 
the gateways indicated by asterisks 
above.

No. MC 29886 (Sub-No. E ll )  (Correc­
tion), filed May 23, 1974, published in 
the F ederal R egister September 3, 1974. 
Applicant: DALLAS & MAVIS FOR­
WARDING CO., INC., 4000 W. Sample 
St.j South Bend, Ind. 46627. Applicant’s 
representative: Charles Pieroni (same as 
above). Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Dump 
truck bodies; (4) from points in that 
part of Indiana on and south of U.S. 
Highway 50 to points in Maine, Vermont, 
New Hampshire, Massachusetts, Rhode 
Island, Maryland, Connecticut, New 
York, New Jersey, and points in that part 
of Pennsylvania east of U.S. Highway 
219. The purpose of this filing is to elimi­
nate the gateway of Galion, Ohio. The 
purpose of this partial correction is to 
correct the territorial description in (4) 
above. The remainder of this letter-no­
tice remains as previously published.

No. MC 29886 (Sub-No. E23), filed 
May 23, 1974. Applicant: DALI AS & 
MAVIS FORWARDING CO.r INC., 4000 
West Sample St., South Bend, Ind. 46627. 
Applicant’s representative: Charles Pier­
oni (same as above). Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport­
ing: (1) New automobiles, new trucks, 
and new chassis, in initial movements, in 
driveaway service, from South Bend, 
Ind., to points in- Illinois, Kentucky, 
Maryland, Michigan, Missouri, New 
Jersey, New York, North Carolina, Ohio, 
Pennsylvania, Tennessee, West Virginia, 
those in Wisconsin on and south of U.S. 
Highway 18, and the District of Co­
lumbia (points in Indiana*), Connecti­
cut, Massachusetts, Delaware, Florida, 
Georgia, New Hampshire, South Caro­
lina, Vermont and Virginia (Toledo, 
Ohio*); (2) New automobiles and new 
trucks (except passenger automobiles), 
in secondary movements, in driveaway 
service, from South Bend, Ind., to points 
in Connecticut, Massachusetts, Delaware, 
Florida, Georgia (except those in Dade, 
Walker, Catoosa, Whitfield, Murray, 
Gordon, Chattooga, and Floyd Counties),

New Hampshire, South Carolina, Ver­
mont, and Virginia (Toledo, O h io*); (3) 
New automobiles and new trucks (except 
passenger automohiles), in secondary 
movements, in driveaway service, from 
South Bend, Ind., to points in Montana, 
Nevada, Utah, and those in Idaho in and 
west of Lehmi, Custer, Boise, Elmore, 
Camas, Gooding, and Twin Falls Coun­
ties (Toledo, O h io*); and (4) New and 
used motor vehicles (except new pas­
senger automobiles), in driveaway serv­
ice, between points in Washington (ex­
cept those in Grays Harbor, Pacific, 
Lewis, Wahkiakum, Cowlitz, Clarke, 
Skamania, Klickitat, Yakima, Grant, 
Benton, Franklin, Walla Walla, Co­
lumbia, Garfield, Asotin, Adams, Whit­
man, Lincoln, Spokane, Ferry, Stevens, 
and Pend Oreille Counties), on the one 
hand, and, on the other, points in Cali­
fornia (Seattle, Wash.*). The purpose of 
this filing is to eliminate the gateways 
indicated by the asterisks above.

No. MC 29886 (Sub-No. E30), (Correc­
tion), filed May 2, 1974, published in 
the F ederal R egister April 9, 1975. Ap­
plicant: DALLAS & MAVIS FOR­
WARDING CO., INC., 4000 West 
Sample St., South Bend, Ind. 46627. Ap­
plicant’s representative: Charles Pieroni 
(same as above). Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, trans­
porting: Containers, cargo containers, 
cargo container bodies, cargo container 
boxes, and truck and trailer bodies, 
which because of size or .weight require 
the use of special equipment or special 
handling; (8) from those points in Iowa 
on and north of U.S. Highway 20 to 
points in Ohio, West Virginia, Maryland, 
Delaware, New Jersey, Pennsylvania, 
New York, Vermont, New Hampshire, 
Maine, Massachusetts, Connecticut, Vir­
ginia, Rhode Island, those in Indiana on 
and north of U.S. Highway 30 and the 
District of Columbia. The purpose of this 
filing is to eliminate the gateway of 
Michigan City, Ind. The purpose of this 
partial correction is to correct the ter­
ritorial description in (8) above. The 
remainder of this correction remains as 
previously published.

No. MC 29886 (Sub-No. E36), (Correc­
tion), filed May 10, 1974, published in 
tiie F ederal R egister March 20, 1975. 
Applicant: DALLAS & MAVIS FOR­
WARDING CO., INC., 4000 W. Sample 
St., South Bend, Inc. 46627. Applicant’s 
representative: Charles Pieroni (same as 
above). Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Commodi­
ties, the transportation of which because 
of size or weight require the use of special 
equipment or special handling, and self- 
propelled articles, each weighing 15,000 
pounds or more, and related machinery, 
tools, parts, and supplies moving in con­
nection therewith; (1) between points in 
Louisa, Henry, Des Moines, Lee, and Van 
Buren Counties, Iowa, on the one hand, 
and, on the other, points in Ohio. The 
purpose of this filing is to eliminate the 
gateways of those points in Michigan on, 
south, and west of a line beginning at
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Lake Michigan and extending along the 
northern boundaries of Allegan, Barry, 
and Eaton Counties, Mich., to junction 
Business Interstate Highway 96, thence 
along Business Interstate Highway 96 to 
junction U.S. Highway 127, thence along 
U.S. Highway 127 to the Miehigan-Ohio 
State line. The purpose of this partial 
correction is to correct the origin points 
in (1) above. The remainder of this 
letter-notice remains as previously pub­
lished.

No. MC 29886 (Sub-No. E43), (Correc­
tion) , filed May 31,1974, published in the 
F ederal R egister April 3, 1975. Appli­
cant: DALLAS & MAVIS FORWARD­
ING CO., INC., 4000 W. Sample St., 
South Bend, Ind. 46627. Applicant’s rep­
resentative: Charles Pieroni (same as 
above). Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Steam 
shovels, cranes, crawler-type shovels and 
cranes, straddle trucks, fork trucks, and 
self-propelled building, construction, and 
moving machinery, each weighing 15,000 
pounds or more; (1) from points in New 
York, Vermont, Maine, New Hampshire, 
Massachusetts, Connecticut, Rhode Is­
land, and New Jersey to points in Min­
nesota, Iowa, North Dakota, South Da­
kota, Nebraska, Kansas, New Mexico, 
Colorado, Wyoming, Montana, Arizona, 
Utah, Idaho, Washington, Oregon, Ne­
vada, and California, and those in Okla­
homa (except those in McCurtain 
County), those in Benton, Carroll, Boone, 
Marion, Baxter, Fulton, Sharp, Izard, 
Stone, Searcy, Newton, Madison, Wash­
ington, Crawford, Franklin, Johnson, 
Pope, Van Buren, Cleburne, Sebastian, 
Logan, Conway, Yell, Scott, and Polk 
Counties, Ark., and those in Texas on and 
west of a line beginning at the Texas- 
Oklahoma State line and extending along 
U.S. Highway 271 to junction Texas 
Highway 37, thence along Texas High­
way 37 to junction U.S. Highway 69, 
thence along U.S. Highway 69 to junction 
U.S. Highway 79, thence along U.S. High­
way 79 to junction U.S. Highway 287, 
thence along U.S. Highway 287 to junc­
tion Texas Highway 19, thence along 
Texas Highway 19 to junction Interstate 
Highway 45, thence along Interstate 
Highway 45 to junction Texas Highway 
288, thence along Texas Highway 288 to 
the Gulf of Mexico (those points in New 
York on and west of a line beginning at 
Rochester, N.Y., and extending along 
U.S. Highway 15 to junction New York 
Highway 245, thence along New York 
Highway 245 to junction New York High­
way 39, thence along New York Highway 
39 to junction U.S. Highway 219, thence 
along U.S. Highway 219 to the New York- 
Pennsylvania State line and Benton Har- 
bar, Mich.) *. The purpose of this filing 
is to eliminate the gateways indicated by 
asterisks above. The purpose of this par­
tial correction is to correct the origin de­
scription in (1) above. The remainder of 
this letter-notice remains as previously 
published.

No. MC 29886 (Sub-No. E46), (Correc­
tion), filed May 31, 1974, published in 
the F ederal R egister April 3, 1975. Ap-

NOTICES

plicant: DALLAS & MAVIS FORWARD­
ING CO., INC., 4000 West Sample St., 
South Bend, Ind. Applicant’s represent­
ative: Charles Pieroni (sameas above). 
Authority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Steam shovels, 
cranes, crawler-type shovels and cranes, 
straddle trucks, fork trucks, and self- 
propeUed building, construction, and 
moving machinery, which because of size 
or weight, require the use of special 
equipment or special handling, and self- 
propelled steam shovels, cranes, crawler- 
type shovels and cranes, straddle trucks, 
fork trucks and self-propelled building, 
construction and moving machinery, 
each weighing 15,000 pounds or more;
(3) from points in Iowa to points in 
Maryland, Delaware, the District of Co­
lumbia, those in West Virginia on and 
east of Interstate Highway 77, and those 
in Virginia on and east of a line begin­
ning at the Virginia-West Virginia State 
line and extending along Interstate 
Highway 77 to junction U.S. Highway 21, 
thence along U.S. Highway 21 to the Vir­
ginia-North Carolina State line. The 
purpose of this filing is to eliminate the 
gateways of those points in that part of 
Michigan on, south, and west of a line 
beginning at Lake Michigan and extend­
ing along the northern boundaries of Al­
legan, Barry, and Eaton Counties, Mich., 
to junction Business Interstate Highway 
96, thence along Business Interstate 
Highway 96 to Lansing, Mich., thence 
along U.S. Highway 127 to the Michigan- 
Ohio State line. The purpose of this 
partial correction is to correct the desti­
nation territory in (3) above. The re­
mainder of this letter-notice remains 
as previously published.

No. MC 29886 (Sub-No. E47), (Correc­
tion) , filed May 31,1974, published in the 
F ederal R egister April 3, 1975. Appli­
cant: DALLAS & MAVIS FORWARDING 
CO., INC., 4000 West Sample Street, 
South Bend, Ind. 46627. Applicant’s 
representative: Charles PieronMsame as 
above). Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Road 
construction and earth moving machines 
and equipment (except trailers designed 
to be drawn by a truck tractor), the 
transportation of which because of size 
or weight require the use of special 
equipment, and self-propelled road con­
struction, and earth moving machines 
and equipment, each weighing 15,000 
pounds or more . . .  The purpose of this 
filing is to eliminate the gateways in- 
dictated by asterisks above. The purpose 
of this partial correction is to clarify the 
commodity description. The remainder 
of this letter-notice remains as previously 
published.

No. MC 29886 (Sub-No. E50), (Correc­
tion) , filed May 31,1974, published in the 
F ederal R egister March 25, 1975. Appli­
cant: DALLAS & MAVIS FORWARDING 
CO., INC., 4000 West Sample St., South 
Bend, Ind. 46627. Applicant’s representa­
tive: Charles Pieroni (same as above). 
Authority sought to operate as a com­
mon carrier, by motor vehicles, over Ir­

regular routes, transporting: Contrac­
tor’s equipment, restricted to road con­
struction, and earth moving machines 
and equipment (except trailers designed 
to be drawn by a truck tractor), from 
those points in Pennsylvania west of U.S. 
Highway 219 to points in Wisconsin, 
Minnesota, Iowa, Nebraska, South Da­
kota, North Dakota, Montana, Wyoming, 
Colorado, Arizona, Utah, Idaho, Wash­
ington, Oregon, Nevada, and California. 
The purpose of this filing is to eliminate 
the gateway of those points in Michigan 
on, south, and west of a line beginning at 
Lake Michigan and extending along the 
northern boundaries of Allegan, Barry, 
and Eaton Counties, Mich., to Business 
Interstate Highway 96, thence along Bus­
iness Interstate Highway 96 to junction 
U.S. Highway 127, thence along U.S. 
Highway 127 to the Michigan-Ohio State 
line. The purpose of this correction is 
to correct the commodity description 
above.

No. MC 29886 (Sub-No. E 5 9 ), (Correc­
tion) , filed June 3,1974, published in the 
F ederal R egister April 16, 1975. Appli­
cant : DALLAS & MAVIS FORWARDING 
CO., INC., 4000 W. Sample St., Fort Bend, 
Ind. 46627. Applicant’s representative: 
Charles Pieroni (same as above). Au­
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Self-propelled 
sweepers, which because of size or weight 
require the use of special handling or 
special equipment, and self-propelled 
sweepers each weighing 15,000 pounds or 
more, from points in Iowa to points in 
Delaware, Maryland, West Virginia, Vir­
ginia, North Carolina, South Carolina, 
those in Florida on and east of U.S. High­
way 319, those in Georgia on and east 
of a line beginning at the North Caro- 
lina-Georgia State line and extending 
along Georgia Highway 17 to junction 
U.S. Highway 441, thence along U.S. 
Highway 441 to junction U.S. Highway 
129, thence along U.S. Highway 129 
to junction Interstate Highway 75, 
thence along Interstate Highway 75 to 
junction U.S. Highway 319, thence 
along U.S. Highway 319 toJhe Georgia- 
Florida State line. The purpose of this 
filing is to eliminate the gateways of 
those points in Michigan on, south, and 
west of a line beginning at Lake Michi­
gan and extending along the northern 
boundaries of Allegan, Barry, and Eaton 
Counties, Mich., to junction Business 
Route Interstate Highway 96 to junction 
U.S. Highway 127, thence along U.S. 
Highway 127 to the Michigan-Ohio State 
line, and South Bend, Ind. The purpose 
of this correction is to correct the com­
modity description.

No. MC 29886 (Sub-No. E61), (Correc­
tion) , filed May 16,1974, published in the 
F ederal R egister June 11, 1975. Appli­
cant: DALLAS & MAVIS FORWARDING 
CO., INC., 4000 West Sample St., South 
Bend, Ind. 46627. Applicant’s representa­
tive: Charles Pieroni (same as above). 
Authority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting:

(A ) Contractors’ equipment, the trans­
portation of which because of size or
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weight require the use of special equip­
ment or special handling, between points 
in Wisconsin, Iowa, Missouri, and Illi­
nois, on the one hand, and, on the other, 
points in New York, Vermont, New 
Hampshire, Maine, Massachusetts, Con­
necticut, Rhode Island, and New Jersey 
(those points in Michigan on, south, and 
west of a line beginning at Lake Michi­
gan and extending along the northern 
boundaries of Allegan, Barry, and Eaton 
Counties, Mich., to junction Business In­
terstate Highway 96 to Lansing, Mich., 
thence along U.S. Highway 127 to the 
Michigan-Qhio State line and New 
York) *.

(B) Contractors’ equipment; (1) be­
tween points in Michigan, Indiana, and 
Ohio, on the one hand, and, on the other, 
points in New York, Vermont, New 
Hampshire, Maine, Massachusetts, Con­
necticut, Rhode Island, and New Jersey, 
between points in Indiana, on the one 
hand, and, on the other, points in New 
Jersey, and between points in Ohio (ex­
cept Columbiana, Carroll, Jefferson, Har­
rison, Muskingum, Guernsey, Belmont, 
Fairfield, Perry, Morgan, Noble, Monroe, 
Washington, Athens, Hocking, Vinton, 
Jackson, Meigs, Gallia, and Lawrence 
Counties), on the one hand, and, on the 
other, New York and Fairfield County, 
Conn, (those points in New York on and 
west of a line beginning at Rochester, 
N.Y., and extending along U.S. Highway 
15 to junction New York Highway 245, 
thence along New York Highway 245 to 
junction New York Highway 39, thence 
along New York Highway 39 to junction 
U.S. Highway 219, thence along U.S. 
Highway 219 to the New York-Penn- 
sylvania State line) *; and (2) between 
points in Michigan, on the one hand, and, 
on the other, points in New Jersey and 
those in Pennsylvania in and east of 
Tioga, Lycoming, Clinton, Center, Blair, 
and Bedford Counties, Pa., and between 
points in Pennsylvania, on the one hand, 
and, on the other, points in Michigan 
(except Lenawee, Monroe, Washtenaw, 
Wayne, Livingston, Oakland, Macomb, 
Lapeer, St. Clair, and Sanilac Counties) 
(those points in Michigan on, south, and 
west of a, line beginning at Lake Michi­
gan and extending along the northern 
boundaries of Allegan, Barry, and Eaton 
Counties, Mich., to junction Business In­
terstate Highway 96, thence along Busi­
ness Interstate Highway 96 to Lansing, 
Mich., thence along U.S. Highway 127 to 
the Michigan-Ohio State line) *. The 
purpose of this filing is to eliminate the 
gateways indicated by asterisks above. 
The purpose of this correction is to cor­
rect the commodity descriptions in (A) 
and (B) above.

No. MC 29886 (Sub-No. E63), (Correc­
tion), filed May 16,1974, published in the 
Federal Register April 21, 1975. Appli­
cant: DALLAS & MAVIS FORWARD­
ING CO., INC., 4000 West Sample St., 
South Bend, Ind. 46627. Applicant’s rep­
resentative: Charles Pieroni (same as 
above). Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Contrac­
tor’s equipment, (1) between points in 
Missouri, on the one hand, and, on the

other, those points in Indiana on and 
north of U.S. Highway 30, and those 
points in Ohio on and north of a line 
beginning at the Ohio-Indiana State line 
and extending along U.S. Highway 24 to 
junction Ohio Highway 15, thence along 
Ohio Highway 15 to junction Ohio High­
way 68, thence along Ohio Highway 68 to 
junction Ohio Highway 30N, thence along 
Ohio Highway 30N to junction Ohio 
Highway 30, thence along Ohio Highway 
30 to the Ohio West Virginia State line. 
The purpose of this filing is to eliminate 
the gateways of those points in Michigan 
on and south of a line beginning at Lake 
Michigan and extending along the north­
ern boundaries of Allegan, Barry, and 
Eaton Counties, Mich., to junction Busi­
ness Interstate Highway 96, thence along 
Business Interstate Highway 96 to junc­
tion U.S. Highway 127, thence along U.S. 
Highway 127 to the Michigan-Ohio State 
line. The purpose of this partial correc­
tion is to correct the commodity descrip­
tion. The remainder of this letter-notice 
remains as previously published.

No. MC 29886 (Sub-No. E65), (Cor­
rection), filed May 16, 1974, published 
in the Federal Register April 21, 1975. 
Applicant: DALLAS & MAVIS FOR­
WARDING CO., INC., 4000 W. Sample 
St., South Bend, Ind. 46627. Applicant’s 
representative: Charles Pieroni (same as 
above). Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Road con­
struction and earth moving machines 
and equipment (except trailers designed 
to be drawn by a truck tractors), (1) 
from points in Iowa to points in Dela­
ware, Maryland, West Virginia, Virginia, 
North Carolina, South Carolina, and 
those in Florida on and east of U.S. 
Highway 319 and the District of Colum­
bia to points in Nebraska, Colorado, 
Wyoming, Idaho, Oregon, and Washing­
ton. The purpose of this filing is to elim­
inate the gateways of those points in 
Michigan on, south, and west of a line 
beginning at Lake Michigan and extend­
ing along the northern boundaries of 
Allegan, Barry, and Eaton Counties, 
Mich., to junction Business Interstate 
Highway 96, thence along Business Inter­
state 96 to junction U.S. Highway 127, 
thence along U.S. Highway 127 to the 
Michigan-Ohio State line and South 
Bend, Ind. The purpose of this partial 
correction is to correct the origin points 
in (1) above. The remainder of this let­
ter-notice remains as previously pub­
lished.

No. MC 29886 (Sub-No. E68), (Cor­
rection), filed May 16, 1974, published 
in the Federal Register April 22, 1975. 
Applicant: DALLAS & MAVIS FOR­
WARDING CO., INC., 4000 West Sample 
St., South Bend, Ind. 46627. Applicant’s 
representative: Charles Pieroni (same 
as above). Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: (2) 
Contractor’s equipment, restricted to 
steam shovels, cranes, crawler-type 
shovels and cranes, straddle trucks, fork 
trucks, and self-propelled building, con­
struction, and moving machinery, from

those points in Wisconsin on and north 
of. U.S. Highway 10 to those points in 
Kentucky on and east of a line begin­
ning at the Kentucky-Indiana State line 
and extending along U.S. Highway 431 
to junction Western Kentucky Parkway, 
thence along Western Kentucky Park­
way to junction U.S. Highway 41, thence 
along U.S. Highway 41 to the Kentucky- 
Tennessee State line, and from points 
in Wisconsin to those points in Kentucky 
on and east of a line beginning at the 
Kentucky-Ohio State line and extending 
along Interstate Highway 75 to junction 
U.S. Highway 68, thence along U.S. High­
way 68 to junction Kentucky Highway 
55, thence along Kentucky Highway 55 
to junction U.S. Highway 127, thence 
along U.S. Highway 127 to the Ken­
tucky-Tennessee State line and those 
points in Tennessee on and east of a line 
beginning at the Kentucky-Tennessee 
State line and extending along U.S. 
Highway 31E to junction U.S. highway 
431, thence along U.S. Highway 431 to 
junction U.S. Highway 43, thence along 
U.S. Highway 43 to the Tennessee-Ala- 
bama State line. The purpose of this 
filing is to eliminate the gateway of 
Benton Harbor, Mich. The purpose of 
this partial correction is to correct the 
commodity description in (2) above. The 
remainder of this letter-notice remains 
as previously published.

No. MC 29886 (Sub-No. E69)(Correc­
tion), filed May 16, 1974, published in 
the Federal Register March 24, 1975. 
Applicant: DALLAS & MAVIS FOR­
WARDING CO., INC., 4000 West Sample 
St., South Bend, Ind. 46627. Applicant’s 
representative: Charles Pieroni (same as 
above). Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Steam 
shovels, cranes, crawler-type shovels and 
cranes, straddle trucks, fork trucks, and 
self-propelled building, construction, and 
moving machinery; (2) from points in 
Iowa to points in Maryland, Delaware, 
the District of Columbia, those in West 
Virginia on and east of Interstate High­
way 77, and those in West Virginia on 
and east of Interstate Highway 77, and 
those in Virginia on and east of a line 
beginning at the Virginia-West Virginia 
State line and extending along Interstate 
Highway 77 to junction U.S. Highway 21, 
thence along U.S. Highway 21 to the 
Virginia-North Carolina State line. The 
purpose of this filing is to eliminate the 
gateway of Benton Harbor, Mich. The 
purpose of this partial correction is to 
correct the territorial description in (2) 
above. The remainder of this letter- 
notice remains as previously published.

No. MC 29886 (Sub-No. E72), (Correc­
tion), filed May 23, 1974, published in 
the Federal Register July 2,1975. Appli­
cant: DALLAS & MAVIS FORWARDING 
CO., INC., 4000 West sample St., South 
Bend, Ind. 46627. Applicant’s representa­
tive: Charles Pieroni (same as above). 
Authority sought to operate as a com­
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over ir­
regular routes, transporting: Dump 
bodies, from those points in Ohio on and 
north of a line beginning at the Indiana-
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Ohio State line and extending along U.S. 
Highway 30 to junction U.S.~ Highway 
30S, thence along U.S. Highway 30S to 
junction Ohio Highway 4, thence along 
Ohio Highway 4 to Lake Erie to points 
in New Jersey, Connecticut, Rhode Is­
land, Massachusetts, Delaware, Vermont, 
New Hampshire, Maine, Maryland, West 
Virginia, Virginia, North Carolina, South 
Carolina, Georgia, Florida, Alabama, 
Mississippi, Tennessee, Arkansas, Louisi­
ana, Texas, Oklahoma, Kansas (except 
those in Nemaha, Jackson, Brown, Atin- 
son, Doniphan, Jefferson, Leavenworth, 
Wyandotte, and Johnson Counties), 
North Dakota, Wyoming, Colorado, New 
Mexico, Arizona, Utah, those in Nebraska 
on and west of U.S. Highway 281, South 
Dakota on and west of U.S. Highway 281, 
and those in Pennsylvania on and east of 
Interstate Highway 81. The purpose of 
this filing is to eliminate the gateway of 
Marion, Ohio. The purpose of this cor­
rection is to correct the destination areas 
above.

No. MC 29886 (Sub-No. E81), (Correc­
tion), filed May 23, 1974, published in 
the Federal Register May 29,1975. Appli­
cant: DALLAS & MAVIS FORWARDING 
CO., INC., 4000 West Sample Street, 
South Bend, Ind. 46627. Applicant’s rep­
resentative: Charles Pieroni (same as 
above). Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Such com­
modities which because of size or weight 
require the use of special equipment or 
special handling, and self-propelled ar­
ticles, each weighing 15,000 pounds or 
more, and related machinery, tools, parts, 
and supplies moving in connection there­
with; (a) between those points in Penn­
sylvania on and west of a line begin­
ning at the Pennsylvania-Maryland 
State line and extending along U.S. 
Highway 522 to junction Pennsylvania 
Highway 15 thence along Pennsylvania 
Highway 15 to junction Pennsylvania 
Highway 220, thence along Pennsylvania 
Highway 220 to the Pennsylvania-New 
York State line, on the one hand, and, 
on the other, those in Connecticut, ex­
cept those west of a line beginning at 
the Long Island Sound and extending 
along Connecticut Highway 69 to junc­
tion Interstate Highway 84, thence along 
Interstate Highway 84 to junction Con­
necticut Highway 63, thence along Con­
necticut Highway 63 to the Massachu- 
setts-Connecticut State line; (c) between 
those points in Fulton, Franklin, Adams, 
York, Lancaster, Lebanon, Berks, Ches­
ter, Montgomery, Delaware, Phila­
delphia, Bucks, Lehigh, and Northamp- 
tion Counties, Pa. on the one hand, and 
on the other, those points in New York 
on and east of a line beginning at the 
United States-Canada International 
Boundary line and extending along New 
York Highway 30 to junction Interstate 
Highway 90, thence along Interstate 
Highway 90 to the New York-Massachu­
setts State line. The purpose of this filing 
is to eliminate the gateway of Massachu­
setts. The purpose of this partial cor­
rection is to (1) to correct the terri­
torial descriptions in (1) above, and (2)
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to correct the highway description in
(3) above. The remainder of this letter- 
notice remains as previously published.

No. MC 29886 (Sub-No. E88) , (Correc­
tion), filed May 23, 1974, published in 
the Federal Register May 29, 1975. Ap­
plicant : _ DALLAS & MAVIS FORWARD­
ING CO., INC., 4000 West Sample Street, 
South Bend, Ind. 46627. Applicant’s rep­
resentative: Charles Pieroni (same as 
above). Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Contrac­
tors equipment (restricted to steam 
shovels, cranes, crawler-type shovels and 
cranes, straddle trucks, fork trucks, and 
self-propelled building construction and 
moving machinery), from those points 
in the Lower Peninsula of Michigan and 
those in the Upper Peninsula of Michi­
gan on and east of U.S. Highway 41 to 
points in Florida, Mississippi, Arkansas, 
Louisiana, Oklahoma, Texas, New Mex­
ico, Utah, Arizona, Nevada, California, 
and Alabama (except that portion in and 
east of Lauderdale, Colbert, Lawrence, 
Cullma, Blount, Saint Clair, Talladega, 
Coosa, Elmore, Macon, Bullock, and Bar­
bour Counties), and from those points 
in the Lower Peninsula of Michigan in 
and south of Mason, Newaygo, Mecosta, 
Montcalm, Gratiot, Saginaw, Tuscola, 
and Huron Counties, Mich., to points in 
Minnesota. The purpose of this filing 
is to eliminate the gateway of Benton 
Harbor, Mich, The purpose of this cor­
rection is to correct the commodity 
description.

No. MC 29886 (Sub-No. E89), (Correc­
tion)» filed May 23, 1974, published in 
the Federal Register June 13, 1975. Ap­
plicant: DALLAS & MAVIS FORWARD­
ING CO., INC., 4000 West Sample St., 
South Bend, Ind. 46627. Applicant’s rep­
resentative: Charles Pieroni (same as 
above). Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Machin­
ery, the transportation of which, because 
of size or weight, require the use of spe­
cial equipment or special handling . . . 
The purpose of this filing is to elimi­
nate the gateways indicated by asterisks 
above. The purpose of this partial correc­
tion is to correct the commodity descrip­
tion above. The remainder of this letter- 
notice remains as previously published.

No. MC 29886 (Sub-No. E90), (Correc­
tion) , filed May 16,1974, published in the 
Federal Register June 13, 1975. Appli­
cant: DALLAS & MAVIS FORWARD­
ING CO., INC., 4000 W. Sample St., South 
Bend, Ind. 46627. Applicant’s representa­
tive: Charles Pieroni (same as above). 
Authority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Machinery, the 
transportation of which because of size or 
weight require the use of special equip­
ment or special handling . . . The pur­
pose of this filing is to eliminate the gate­
ways indicated by asterisks above. The 
purpose of this partial correction is to 
correct the commodity description above. 
The remainder of this letter-notice re­
mains as previously published.

No. MC 29886 (Sub-No. E93), (Cor­
rection) , filed May 16, 1974, published in 
the Federal Register June 24, 1975. Ap­
plicant: DALLAS & MAVIS FORWARD­
ING CO., INC., 4000 West Sample Street, 
South Bend, Ind. 46627. Applicant’s rep­
resentative: Charles Pieroni (same as 
above). Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Dump- 
truck bodies, the transportation of 
which because of size or weight require 
the use of special equipment. . .  The pur­
pose of this filing is to eliminate the gate­
way of Marion, Ohio, and points within 
five miles thereof. The purpose of this 
partial correction is to correct the com­
modity description above. The remainder 
of this letter-notice remains as pre­
viously published.

No. MC 29886 (Sub-No.' E97), (Cor­
rection), filed May 16, 1974, published 
in the F ederal Register June 24, 1975. 
Applicant: DALLAS & MAVIS FOR­
WARDING CO., INC., 4000 W. Sample 
St., South Bend, Ind. 46627. Applicant’s 
representative: Charles Pieroni (same as 
above). Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Contrac­
tors’ equipment; between those points in 
Illinois, on and north of a line beginning 
at the Indiana-Hlinois State line and 
extending along Illinois Highway 119 to 
junction U.S. Highway 136, thence along 
U.S. Highway 136 to junction U.S. High­
way 54, thence along U.S. Highway 54 to 
the Illinois-Missouri State line, on the 
one hand, and, on the other, points in 
Pennsylvania. The purpose of this filing 
is to eliminate the gateways of those 
points in Michigan on and south of a 
line extending along the northern 
boundaries of Allegan, Barry, and Eaton 
Counties, Mich., thence along Business 
Route Interstate Highway 96 to Lansing, 
Mich., thence along unnumbered high­
way (formerly portion U.S. Highway 127) 
to junction U.S. Highway 12, near Somer­
set Center, Mich., thence along H.S. 
Highway 12 to junction U.S. Highway 
127, near Somerset, Mich., thence along 
U.S. Highway 127 to the Michigan-Ohio 
State line. The purpose of this partial 
correction is to correct the commodity 
description. The remainder of this letter- 
notice remains as previously published.

No. MC 29886 (Sub-No.. E100), (Cor­
rection) , filed May 31, 1974, published in 
the Federal Register June 24, 1975. Ap­
plicant: DALLAS & MAVIS FORWARD­
ING CO., INC., 4000 W. Sample St., 
South Bend, Ind. 46627. Applicant’s rep­
resentative: Charles Pieroni (same as 
above). Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Road con­
struction and earth moving machines 
and equipment (except trailers designed 
to be drawn by a truck trailer), the 
transportation of which because of size 
or weight requires the use of special 
equipment, and self-propelled road con­
struction and earth moping machinery 
'and equipment, each weighing 15,000 
pounds or more . . .  The purpose of this 
filing is to eliminate the gateways indi-
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cated by asterisks above. The purpose of 
this partial correction is to correct the 
commbdity description above. The re­
mainder of this letter-notice remains as 
previously published.

No. MC 29886 (Sub-No. E104) (Cor­
rection), filed May 23, 1974, published 
in the Federal Register May 25, 1975. 
Applicant: DALLAS & MAVIS FOR­
WARDING CO., INC., 4000 West Sample 
St., South Bend, Ind. 46627. Applicant’s 
representative: Charles Pieroni (same as 
above). Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Commod­
ities, the transportation of which because 
of size or weight, require the use of 
special equipment or special handling, 
and self-propelled articles, each weigh­
ing 15,000 pounds or more, and related 
machinery, tools, parts, and supplies, 
moving in connection therewith . i  . The 
purpose of this filing is to eliminate the 
gateways of points in Michigan on and 
south of a line extending along the 
northern boundaries of Allegan, Barry, 
and Eaton Counties, Mich., thence 
along Business Route Interstate Highway 
96 to Lansing, thence on and west of a 
line extending along U.S. Highway 127 
to Jackson, thence along unnumbered 
highway (forinerly portion U.S. Highway 
127) to junction U.S. Highway 12, near 
Somerset Center, thence along U.S. 
Highway 12 to junction U.S. Highway 
127, near Somerset, thence along U.S. 
Highway 127 to the Michigan-Ohio State 
line. The purpose of this correction is to 
correct the commodity description.

No. MC 29886 (Sub-No. E105), (Cor­
rection), filed May 23, 1974, published in 
the Federal Register Jane 25, 1975. Ap­
plicant: DALLAS & MAVIS FORWARD­
ING CO., INC., 4000 West Sample Street, 
South Bend, ind. 46627. Applicant’s rep- 
presentative: Charles Pieroni (same as 
above). Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: Self- 
propelled motor vehicles, each weighing
15,000 pounds or more, in truckaway 
service, from points in the Lower Penin- • 
sula of Michigan to points in Alabama, 
Mississippi, and Florida, those in Georgia 
in and south of Polk, Haralson, Carroll, 
Coweta, Pike, Upson, Crawford, Bibb, 
Twiggs, Laurens, Treutlen, Montgomery, 
Toombs, Tattnall, Evans, Bryan, and 
Chatham Counties, and those in Tennes­
see on and west of a fine beginning at 
the Tennessee-Kentucky State line and 
extending along Interstate Highway 65 
to junction Interstate Highway 24, 
thence along Interstate Highway 24 to 
junction U.S. Highway 72, thence along 
U.S. Highway 72 to the Tennessee- 
Alabama State line (points in Michigan 
on and south of a line extending along 
the northern boundaries of Allegan, 
Barry, and Eaton Counties, Mich., thenCe 
along Business Route Interstate High­
way 96 to Lansing, thence on and west 
of a line extending along U.S. Highway 
127 to Jackson, thence along unnum­
bered highway (formerly portion UJS. 
Highway 127) to junction U S. Highway 
12, near Somerset Center, thence along

U.S. Highway 12 to junction U.S. High­
way 127, near Somerset, thence along 
JJ.S. Highway 127 to the Michigan-Ohio 
State line, and South Bend, Ind.) *; and 
from points in Pennsylvania to points in 
Arizona, California, Texas, New Mexico, 
Wyoming, Montana, those in Arkansas 
on and west of a line beginning at the 
Arkansas-Missouri State line and ex­
tending along U.S. Highway 65 to junc­
tion Interstate Highway 40, thence along 
Interstate Highway 40 to junction U.S. 
Highway 167  ̂thence along U.S. High­
way 167 to “the Arkansas-Louisiana 
State line, those in Louisiana on anc  ̂
west of a line beginning at the Arkansas- 
Louisiana State line and extending along 
Louisiana Highway 139 to junction U.S. 
Highway 165, thence along U.S. High­
way 165 to junction U.S. Highway 167, 
thence along U.S. Highway 167 to the 
Gulf of Mexico, points in Michigan on 
and south of a line extending along the 
northern boundaries of Allegan, Barry, 
and Eaton Counties, Mich., thence along 
Business Route Interstate Highway 96 to 
Lansing, thence on and west of a line ex­
tending along U.S. Highway 127 to Jack- 
son, thence along unnumbered highway 
(formerly portion U.S. Highway 127) to 
junction U.S. Highway 12, near Somer­
set Center, thence along U.S. Highway 12 
to junction U.S. Highway 127, near Som­
erset, thence along U.S. Highway 127 to 
the Michigan-Ohio State' line, South 
Bend, Ind., and points in Texas on and 
west of U.S. Highway 83) *. The purpose 
of this filing is to eliminate the gateways 
indicated by asterisks above. The pur­
pose of this correction is to correct the 
territorial description above.

No. MC 29886 (Sub-No. E106), (Cor­
rection) , filed May 23, 1974, published in 
the Federal Register July 2,1975. Appli­
cant: DALLAS & MAVIS FORWARD­
ING CO., INC., 4000 West Sample Street, 
South Bend, Ind. 46627. Applicant’s rep­
resentative: Charles Pieroni (same as 
above). Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Commod­
ities, which, because of size or weight, re­
quire the use of special equipment or 
special handling and self-propelled arti­
cles weighing 15,000 pounds or more, and 
related machinery, tools, parts, and sup­
plies moving in connection therewith, 
between points in Wisconsin, on the one 
hand, and, on the other, those points in 
Indiana (except those on and west of a 
line beginning at Lake Michigan and 
extending along U.S. Highway 421 to 
junction Indiana Highway 43, thence 
along Indiana Highway 43 to junction 
U.S. Highway 231, thence along U.S. 
Highway 231 to junction Indiana High­
way 67, thence along Indiana Highway 
67 to junction Indiana Highway 159, 
thence along Indiana Highway 159 to 
junction Indiana Highway 241, thence 
along Indiana Highway 241 to junction 
U.S. Highway 41, thence along U.S. 
Highway 41 to junction Interstate High­
way 64, thence along Interstate High­
way 64 to the Indiana-Hlinois State line, 
and between points in Indiana (except 
those in Porter, Lake, Jasper, and New­
ton Counties), on the one hand, alid, on
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the other, those points in Wisconsin on 
and north of a line beginning at Lake 
Michigan and extending along Wiscon­
sin Highway 54 to junction Wisconsin 
Highway 173, thence along Wisconsin 
Highway 173 to junction Interstate 
Highway 90, thence along Interstate 
Highway 90 to the Wisconsin-Minnesota 
State line. The purpose of this filing is to 
eliminate the gateways of points in 
Michigan on and south of a line extend­
ing along the northern boundaries of 
Allegan, Barry, and Eaton Counties, 
Mich., thence along Business Route In­
terstate Highway 96 to Lansing, Mich., 
thence on and west of a line extending 
along U.S. Highway 127 to Jackson, 
Mich., thence along unnumbered high­
way (formerly portion U.S. Highway 
127) to junction U.S. Highway 12 near 
Somerset Counties, Mich., thence along 
U.S. Highway 12 to junction U.S. High­
way 127, near Somerset, Mich., thence 
along U.S. Highway 127 to the Michigan- 
Ohio State line. The purpose of this 
correction is to correct the highway 
description.

MC 29886 (Sub-E109), filed May 23, 
1974. Applicant: Dallas and Mavis For­
warding Co., 400 W. Sample Street, 
South Bend, Indiana 46627. Applicant’s 
representative: Charles Pieroni (same as 
above)., Authority sought to operate as a 
Common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: New auto-- 
mobiles and new trucks, in driveaway 
service, from points in Ohio in, north, 
and east of Lucas, Wood, Hancock, 
Hardin, Union, Franklin, Licking, Mush- 
egum, Guernsey, Harrison, and Jefferson 
Counties, to points in Iowa (except those 
in Lee County), and from points in Ohio 
in, and east of Lucas, Wood, Hancock, 
Hardin, Logan, Champaign, Clark, 
Greene, Clinton, Highland, and Adams 
Counties to points in Wisconsin. The 
purpose of this filing is to eliminate the 
gateway of Toledo, Ohio.

No. MC 41635 (Sub-No. E7), filed June 
3, 1974. Applicant: DEALERS TRANS­
PORT CO., Box 21126, Standiford Sta­
tion, Louisville, Ky. 40221. Applicant’s 
representative: Richard D. Gleaves, 602 
Stahlman Bldg., Nashville, Term. 37201. 
Authority sought to operate a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Automobiles, 
trucks, bodies, cabs and chassis, in sec­
ondary movements, in truckaway service, 
(1) from points in Tennessee to Bell, 
Brazos, Chambers, Dallas, Ellis, Falls, 
Freestone, Grimes, Harris, Jefferson, 
Kaufman, Lee, Leon, Liberty, Limestone, 
Madison, Milam, Montgomery, Navarro, 
Robertson, San Jacinto, Travis, Walker, 
Washington, and Williamson Countie?, 
Tex., and (2) from points in Georgia on 
and north of a line beginning at the 
Georgia-Alabama State line extending 
along U.S. Highway 78 to junction Geor­
gia Highway 72, thence along Georgia 
Highway 72 to the Georgia-South Caro­
lina State line, to points in Bell, Brazos, 
Burleson, Chambers, Dallas, Ellis, Falls, 
Freestone, Grimes, Harris, Jefferson, 
Kaufman, Lee, Leon, Liberty, Limestone, 
Madison, Milam, Montgomery, Navarro, 
Robertson, San Jacinto, Travis, Walker,

25, 1975
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Washington, and Williamson Counties, 
Tex. Thé purpose of this filing is to elim­
inate the gateways of Memphis, Tenn., 
and Shreveport, La.

No. MC 49052 (Sub-No. E14) (Correc­
tion) , filed June 4,1974, published in the 
Federal Register June 30, 1975. Appli­
cant: MACON TRADING POST, INC., 
103 Cherry St., Macon, Ga. 31208. Appli­
cant’s representative: Thomas R. Kings­
ley, 1819 H St., NW., Washington, D.C. 
20006. Authority sought to operate as a 
common'carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: House­
hold goods, as defined by the Commis­
sion (1) between points in Mississippi, on 
the one hand, and, on the other, points 
in Florida in and east of Monroe, Col­
lier, Lee, Charlotte, Sarasota, Manatee, 
Hillsborough, Pinellas, Pasco, Hernando, 
Citrus, Levy, Dixie, Lafayette, Suwannee 
and Hamilton Counties . . . The pur­
pose o f this filing is to eliminate the 
gateway of Dougherty County, Ga. The 
purpose of this partial correction is to 
reflect the destination territory as being 
within the State of Florida in (1) above. 
The remainder of the letter-notice re­
mains as previously published.

No. MC 49052 (Sub-No. E15) (Correc­
tion) , filed Jupe 4,1974, published in the 
Federal Register June 30, 1975. Appli­
cant: MACON TRADING POST, INC., 
103 Cherry St., Macon, Ga. 21308. Ap­
plicant’s representative: Thomas R. 
Kingsley, 1819 H St., NW., Washington, 
D.C. 20006. Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Household goods, as defined by the Com­
mission, between points in Alabama in 
and south of Cleburne, Calhoun, Etowah, 
Blount, Walker, Fayette, and Lamar 
Counties, on the one hand, and, on the 
other, points in Virginia in and east of 
Pittsylvania, Bedford, Roanoke, Craig, 
Allegheny, Bath, Highland, Augusta, 
Rockingham, Shenandoah, Frederick, 
Clarke, and Loudoun Counties. The pur­
pose of this filing is to eliminate the 
gateway of Jasper County, Ga. The pur­
pose of this correction is to reflect the 
destination territory as Virginia points.

No. MC 50069 (Sub-No. E16), filed 
May 15, 1974. Applicant: REFINERS 
TRANSPORT & TERMINAL CORPO­
RATION, 445 Earlwood Avenue, Oregon, 
Ohio 43616. Applicant’s representative: 
Jack A. Gollan (same as above). Author­
ity sought to operate as a common car­
rier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: (1) Petroleum and 
petroleum products, in bulk, in tank ve­
hicles, from South Bend, Ind., and points 
within two miles thereof, (a) to points in 
Illinois and Ohio (Niles, Mich.) *, (b) to 
points in Kentucky on and west of Inter­
state Highway 65 (Niles, Mich., and Sey­
mour, Ind.) *, (c) to points in Missouri 
within 135 miles of East St. Louis, 111., 
restricted against the transportation of 
acetone, ethyl acetate, alcohol, vodka, 
gin, proprietary anti-freeze preparations 
and choline chloride (Niles, Mich., and 
East St. Louis, 111.)*, (d) to points in 
Pennsylvania north and west of a line 
beginning at the Ohio-Pennsylvania-

State line and extending along U.S. 
Highway 22 to Blairsville, Pa., thence to 
the Pennsylvania-New York State line 
(Niles, Mich., and Toledo, Ohio) *, (e) to 
points in West Virginia on and west of a 
line beginning at Sisterville, W. Va., and 
extending along West Virginia Highway 
18 to Troy, W. Va., thence along West 
Virginia Highway 47 to Linn, W. Va., 
thence along U.S. Highway 119 to Glenn- 
ville, W. Va., thence along West Virginia 
Highway 5 to Napier, W. Va., thence 
along U.S. Highway 19 to Summersville, 
W. Va., thence along West Virginia 
Highway 41 to junction U.S. Highway 19, 
■thence along U.S. Highway 19 to Blue- 
field, W. Va., thence to the West Vir­
ginia-Virginia State line (Niles, Mich., 
and Ironton, Ohio) *;

(2) Liquid petroleum chemicals, in 
bulk, in tank vehicles, from South Bend, 
Ind., and points within two miles thereof 
to points in Missouri (Niles, Mich., and 
Peoria, HI.) *; (3) Petroleum and petro­
leum products, except petroleum chemi­
cals, in bulk, in tank vehicles, from 
South Bend, Ind., and points within two 
miles thereof, to points in Connecticut, 
Delaware, Massachusetts, New Hamp­
shire, New Jersey, Rhode Island, Ver­
mont, and points in Virginia on and east 
of a line beginning at the Virginia-West 
Virginia State line and extending along 
Virginia Highway 39 to junction U.S. 
Highway 220, thence along U.S. Highway 
220 to the Virginia-North Carolina State 
line (Niles, Mich., East Liverpool, Ohio, 
Midland, Pa., and Congo, W. Va.) *; and
(4) Petroleum and petroleum products, 
except liquefied petroleum gases, in bulk, 
in tank vehicles, from South Bend, Ind., 
and points within; two miles thereof to 
points in New York on and west of a line 
beginning at the New York-Pennsyl- 
vania State line and extending along 
New York Highway 97-17 to Deposit, 
N.Y., thence along New York Highway 8 
to Utica, N.Y., thence along New York 
Highway 49 to Rome, N.Y., thence along 
New York Highway 69 to Camden, N.Y., 
thence along New York Highway 13 to 
Port Ontario, N.Y. (Niles, Mich., Toledo, 
Ohio, and Titusville, Pa.) *. The purpose 
of this filing is to eliminate the gateways 
indicated by asterisks above.

No. MC 51146 (Sub-No. E17) (Correc­
tion), filed January 30, 1975, published 
in the Federal Register April 9, 1975. 
Applicant: SCHNEIDER TRANSPORT, 
INC., P.O. Box 2298, Green Bay, Wis. 
54306. Applicant’s representative: Neil A. 
DuJardin (same as above). Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: (2) (a) Such plastic bags, 
liners, and films, as are manufactured or 
distributed by manufacturers or con­
verters of cellulose materials and prod­
ucts, and paper products (except com­
modities in bulk), from Sibley, Iowa, to 
points in California, Nevada, Utah (Ex­
cept points east of U.S. Highway 91), 
Arizona (except points east of a line be­
ginning at the Arizona-Nevada State line 
extending along U.S. Highway 93 to 
Phoenix, thence along U.S. Highway 80 
to junction Arizona Highway 85, thence 
along Arizona Highway 85 to the United

States-Mexico International Boundary 
line), Idaho (except points north and 
east of a line beginning at the Oregon- 
Idaho State line extending along U.S. 
Highway 30 to junction U.S. Highway 
30N, thence along U.S. Highway 30N to 
Pocatello, thence along U.S. Highway 91 
to the Idaho-Utah State line), Oregon 
(except points east and north of a line 
beginning at the Washihgton-Oregon 
State line extending along Oregon High­
way 11 to junction Interstate Highway 
8QN, thence along Interstate Highway 
80N to the Oregon-Idaho State line), and 
Washington (except points east of north 
of a line beginning at the United States- 
Canada International Boundary line ex­
tending along Interstate Highway 5 to 
junction Washington Highway 410, 
thence along Washington'Highway 410 
to junction U.S. Highway 12, thence 
along U.S. Highway 12 to Walla Walla, 
thence along Washington Highway 11 to 
the Washington-Oregon State line), . ..

(15) (a) Such Plastic products (except 
in bulk) as are manufactured or dis­
tributed by manufacturers or converters 
of. cellulose materials and products, ̂ and 
paper products, from points in that part 
of Idaho on and south of U.S. Highway 
26, to points in Kansas, Missouri, Iowa, 
Illinois, Indiana, Ohio, Michigan, Wis­
consin (except points north of a line be­
ginning at Croix Fall, thence along U.S. 
Highway 8 to junction U.S. Highway 63, 
thence along U.S. Highway 62 to junction 
U.S. Highway 2, thence along UJ5. High­
way 2 to Ashland), Minnesota (except 
points north of a line beginning at the 
Minnesota-South Dakota State line ex­
tending along U.S. Highway 212S * to 
junction Minnesota Highway 23, thence 
along Minnesota Highway 23 to Wilmar, 
thence along U.S. Highway 12 to the Wis- 
consin-Minnesota State line,. . .  The pur­
pose of this filing is to eliminate the gate­
ways of Sterling, Colo., and Clearfield, 
Utah, in (2) above, and Clearfield, Utah, 
in (15) above. The purpose of this partial 
correction is to reflect the correct terri­
torial descriptions. The remainder of the 
letter-notice remains as previously pub­
lished.

No. MC 51146 (Sub-No. E21), filed 
June 26, 1975. Applicant: SCHNEIDER 
TRANSPORT, P.O. Box 2298, Green Bay, 
Wis. 54306. Applicant’s representative: 
Neil A. DuJardin (same as above). Au­
thority sought to-operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Canned goods, (1) 
(a) from San Jose and Modesto, Calif., 
and those points in California in and 
north of San Mateo, Alameda, San Joa­
quin, Sacramento, and Eldorado .Coun­
ties, Calif., Oregon (except Portland), 
and Washington, to points in North Car­
olina and South Carolina, (b) from 
points in Washington, Oregon (except 
Portland), and points in California in 
and north of Mono, Madera, Merced, San 
Benito, and Monterey Counties (except 
Gustine), to those points in North Caro­
lina on and east of a line beginning at 
the Virginia-North Carolina State line 
extending along North Carolina High­
way 16 to Charlotte, thence along U.S. 
Highway 74 to Chadbourn, thence along
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North Carolina Highway 410 to the North 
Carolina-South Carolina State line, and
(c) from points in Washington and those 
points in Oregon on, north and w.est of 
a line beginning at Reedsport, extending 
along Oregon Highway 38 to junction 
Oregon Highway 99, thence along Oregon 
Highway 99 to Eugene, thence along In­
terstate Highway 5 to Portland, thence 
along Interstate Highway 80N to Pendle­
ton, thence along Oregon Highway 11 
to the Oregon-Washington State line (ex­
cept Portland), to points in Tennessee

(d) From points in California (except 
Gustine, Hemet, and Fresno), Oregon 
(except Portland), and Washington, to 
points in Tennessee on and east of a 
line beginning at the Kentucky-Tennes­
see State line extending along Alternate 
U.S. Highway 41 to Winchester, thence 
along Ü.S. Highway 64 to Chattanooga, 
thence along U.S. Highway 27 to the Ten- 
nessee-Georgia State line, (e) from 
Washington, Oregon (except Portland), 
and those points in California on and 
north of aUine beginning at San Fran­
cisco extending along Interstate Highway 
80 to Oakland, thence along Interstate 
Highway 580 to junction Interstate High­
way 205, thence along Interstate High­
way 205 to junction Interstate Highway 
5, thence along Interstate Highway 5 to 
Sacramento, thence along U.S. Highway 
50 to the Califomia-Nevada State line, 
to points in Tennessee, (f) from those 
points in California in and north of 
Monterey, Fresno, and Mono Counties 
(except Fresno and Gustine), to points 
in Tennessee on and east of a line be­
ginning at the Kentucky-Tennessee State 
line extending along Alternate U.S. High­
way 41 to Clarksville, thence along Ten­
nessee Highway 13 to Waynesboro, 
thence along U.S. Highway 64 to Pulaski, 
thence along U.S. Highway 31 to the 
Tennessee-Alabama State line, (g) from 
points in Washington and Oregon (except 
Portland), to points in Alabama, (h) 
from points in Washington,. Oregon (ex­
cept Portland), and those points in Cali­
fornia in and north of Monterey, Fresno, 
and Mono Counties (except Fresno and 
Gustine), to points in Alabama on, east 
and north of a line beginning at the Ten­
nessee-Alabama State line extending 
along Interstate Highway 65 to Bir­
mingham, thence along U.S. Highway 280 
to the Alabama-Georgia State line.

(i) From San Jose, Modesto, and 
points in and north of San Mateo, Ala­
meda, San Joaquin, Sacramento, and El 
Dorado Counties, Calif., to points in Ala­
bama on, north, and east of a line begin­
ning at the Mississippi-Alabama State 
line extending along U.S. Highway 82 to 
Centreville, thence along Alabama High­
way 219 to Selma, thence along U.S. 
Highway 80 to Montgomery, thence 
along U.S. Highway 331 to the Alabama- 
Florida State line, (j) from San Jose and 
Modesto, Calif., and points in and north 
of San Mateo, Alameda, San Joaquin, 
Sacramento, and El Dorado Counties, 
Calif., Oregon (except Portland), and 
Washington, to points in Florida on, 
south, and east of a line beginning at 
Naples extending along Florida Highway 
84 to junction U.S. Highway 27, thence

along U.S. Highway 27 to South Bay, 
thence along Florida Highway 80 to Belle 
Glade, thence along U.S. Highway 441 to 
West Palm Beach, (k) from points in 
Washington and Oregon (except Port­
land) , to points in Georgia, Florida (ex­
cept points west of a line beginning at 
Chattahoochee extending along U.S. 
Highway 90 to Tallahassee, thence along 
Florida Highway 363 to Apalachee Bay), 
and Alabama (except points west of a 
line beginning at the Tennessee-Alabama 
State line extending along U.S. Highway 
431 to Opelika, thence along U.S. High­
way 29 to Troy, thence along U.S. High­
way 231 to Dothan, thence along U.S. 
Highway 84 to the Alabama-Georgia 
State line), (1) from points in Washing­
ton and those points in Oregon on, north, 
and west of a line beginning at Reedsport 
extending along Oregon Highway 38 to 
junction Oregon Highway 99, thence 
along Oregon Highway 99 to Eugene, 
thence along Interstate Highway 5 to 
Portland, thence along Interstate High­
way 80N to Pendleton, thence along Ore­
gon Highway 11 to the Oregon-Washing­
ton State line (except Portland), to 
points in Florida, Georgia, Alabama, and 
those points in Mississippi on and east of 
a line beginning at the Arkansas-Missis­
sippi State line extending along U.S. 
Highway 49 to junction U.S. Highway 
49E, thence along U.S. Highway 49E to 
Yazoo City, thence along U.S. Highway 
49 to junction Mississippi Highway 13, 
thence along Mississippi Highway 13 to 
Columbia, thence along Mississippi High­
way 35 to the Mississippi-Louisiana State 
line. .

(m) From those points in Washington 
on, north, and west of a line beginning 
at Aberdeen extending along U.S. High­
way 12 to junction Washington High­
way 8, thence along Washington High­
way 8 to junction U.S. Highway 101, 
thence along U.S. Highway 101 to Olym­
pia, thence along Interstate Highway 5 
to the United States-Canada Interna­
tional Boundary line, to points in Florida, 
Georgia, Alabama, Mississippi, those,in 
Arkansas on and east of a line beginning  
at the Missouri-Arkansas State line ex­
tending along U.S. Highway 63 to Hardy, 
thence along U.S. Highway 167 to the 
Arkansas-Louisiana State line, points in 
Louisiana on and east of a line beginning 
at the Louisiana-Arkansas State line ex­
tending along U.S. Highway 167 to Alex­
andria, thence along U.S. Highway 71 to 
junction U.S. Highway 190,. thence along 
U.S. Highway 190 to junction U.S. High­
way 167, thence along U.S. Highway 167 
to Lafayette, thence along U.S. Highway 
90 to Centerville, thence along Louisi­
ana Highway 317 to East Cote Blanche 
Bay; (2) Dog food, (a) from Anacortes, 
Wash., and points in California on and 
north of a line beginning at San Fran­
cisco extending along Interstate High­
way 80 to Oakland, thence along Inter­
state Highway 580 to junction Interstate 
Highway 205, thence along Interstate 
Highway 205 to junction Interstate High­
way 5, thence along Interstate Highway 
5 to Sacramento,, thence along U.S. 
Highway 50 to the Califomia-Nevada 
State line, to points in Tennessee, (b)
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from points in California (except Gus­
tine, Hemet, and Fresno), to points in 
Tennessee, on, north, and east of a line 
beginning at the Kentucky-Tennessee 
State line extending along Alternate U.S. 
Highway 41 to Winchester, thence along 
U.S. Highway 64 to junction U.S. High­
way 41, thence along U.S. Highway 41 to 
the Tennessee-Georgia State line; (3) 
Unfrozen dinners (a) from the facilities 
of the Hunt-Wesson Foods, Inc., at Hay­
ward, Calif., to points in North Carolina 
and South Carolina.

(b) From the facilities of Hunt- 
Wesson Foods, Inc., located at Fullerton, 
Calif., to points in North Carolina on 
and east of a line beginning at the Vir­
ginia-North Carolina State line extend­
ing along U.S. Highway >52 to Winston- 
Salem, thence along U.S. Highway 311 
to junction U.S. Highway 220, thence 
along U.S. Highway 220 to junction U.S. 
Highway 64, thence along U.S. Highway 
64 to junction U.S. Highway 421, thence 
along U.S. Highway 421 to junction 
North Carolina Highway 78, thence 
along North Carolina Highway 78 to 
Fayetteville, thence along North Caro­
lina Highway 24 to junction U.S. High­
way 421, thence along U.S. Highway 421 
to Southport, (c) from the facilities of 
Hunt-Wesson Foods, Inc., at Hayward, 
Calif., to points in Tennessee on and 
east of a line beginning at the Kentucky- 
Tennessee State line extending along A l­
ternate U.S. Highway 41 to junction U.S. 
Highway 64, thence along U.S. Highway 
64 to junction Tennessee Highway 97, 
thence along Tennessee Highway 97 to 
the Tennessee-Alabama State line. The 
purpose of this filing is to eliminate the 
gateway of Green*Bay, Wis., in (1) (a ), 
(b ), (c), ( j ) ,  (k ), (1), (m ), 3 (a ), (b), 
and (c) above; Fowler, Ind., in (1) (d ),
(e ), and (f ) ; Milford, 111., in (1) (g ),
(h ), and (i) above; and Momence, 111., 
in (2) (a) and (b) above.

No. MC 60014 (Sub.-No. E118) (Cor­
rection) , filed June 4, 1974, published in 
the Federal Register July 9, 1975. 
Applicant: AERO TRUCKING INC., 
P.O. Box 308, Monroeville, Pa. 15146. 
Applicant’s representative: William J. 
Rorison (same as above). Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Iron and steel articles, 
which by reason of size or weight require 
the use of special equipment, from points 
in Pennsylvania . . . The purpose of this 
filing is to eliminate the gateway of 
Wheeling, W. ya. The purpose of this 
correction is to reflect the correct “E” 
number—previously published as E24. 
The remainder of the letter-notice re­
mains as previously published.

No. MC 60014 (Sub-No. E l 19) (Cor­
rection) , filed June 4, 1974, published in 
the Federal Register July 9, 1975. 
Applicant: AERO TRUCKING, INC., 
P.O. Box 308, Monroeville, Pa. 15146. 
Applicant’s representative: William J. 
Rorison (same as above). Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Commodities, requiring 
special equipment, restricted so that, or

25, 1975
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provided that, the loading or unloading, 
which necessitate the special equipment, 
is performed by the consignor or con­
signee, or both, between points in 
Pennsylvania on the one hand, and, on 
the other, . .  . The purpose of this filing 
is to eliminate the gateway of points in 
New York within 10 miles of Greenwich, 
Conn., and Greenwich, Conn. The pur­
pose of this partial correction to reflect 
the correct “E” number—previously 
published as E25. The remainder of the 
letter-notice remains as previously pub­
lished.

No. MC 60014 (Sub-No. E120) (Cor­
rection) , filed June 4, 1974, published in 
the Federal Register July 9,1975. Appli­
cant: AERO TRUCKING, INC., P.O. Box 
308, Monroeville, Pa. 15146. Applicant’s 
representative: William J. Rorison (same 
as above). Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: Com­
modities, requiring special equipment, 
restricted so that or provided that, the 
loading or unloading, which necessitate 
the special equipment, is performed by 
the consignor or consignee, or both, be­
tween those points in Pennsylvania on 
and south of Interstate Highway 80 on 
the one hand, and, on the other, those 
points in Vermont on and east of U.S. 
Highway 5. The purpose of this filing, is 
to eliminate the gateway of points in 
New York within 10 miles of Greenwich, 
Conn., Greenwich, Conn., and points in 
Massachusetts within 35 miles of Boston, 
Mass. The purpose of this correction is 
to reflect the correct “E” number—pre­
viously published as E26.

No. MC 60014 (Sub-No. E121) (Correc­
tion) , filed June 4,1974, published in the 
Federal Register July 9,1975. Applicant: 
AERO TRUCKING, INC., P.O. Box 308, 
Monroeville, Pa. 15146. Applicant’s repre­
sentative: William J. Rorison (same as 
above). Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Commod­
ities, the transportation of which, by rea­
son of their size or weight, require the 
use of special equipment, between points 
in Pennsylvania on the one hand, and, 
on the other, . . .  The purpose of this 
filing is to eliminate the gateways of 
New York and points in Massachusetts 
within 35 miles of Boston. The purpose 
of this partial correction is to reflect the 
correct “E”  number—previously pub­
lished as E29.

No. MC 60014 (Sub-No. E122) (Correc­
tion) , filed June 4,1974, published in the 
Federal Register July 9,1975. Applicant: 
AERO TRUCKING, INC., P.O. Box 308, 
Monroeville, Pa. 15146. Applicant’s rep­
resentative: William J. Rorison (same as 
above). Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Commod­
ities, requiring special equipment, re­
stricted so that or provided that, the 
loading or unloading, which necessitate 
the special equipment, is performed by 
the consignor or consignee, or both, be­
tween those points in Pennsylvania . .  . 
The purpose of this filing is to eliminate 
the gateways of points in New York

within 10 miles of Greenwich, Conn., and 
points in Massachusetts within 35 miles 
of Boston. The purpose of this partial 
correetion is to reflect the correct “E” 
number—previously published as E30. 
The remainder of the letter-notice re­
mains as previously published.

No. MC 600r4 (Sub-No. E123) (Cor­
rection) , filed June 4, 1974, published in 
the Federal Register July 9, 1975. Ap­
plicant: AERO TRUCKING, INC., P.O. 
Box 308, Monroeville, Pa. 15146. Appli­
cant’s representative: William J. Rorison 
(same as above). Authority sought to op­
erate as.a common carrier, by motor ve­
hicle, over irregular routes, transport­
ing: Commodities, the transportation of 
which, by reason of their size or weight, 
requires the use of special equipment, 
between points in New Jersey on the one 
hand, and, on the other, points in Ohio. 
The purpose of this filing is to eliminate 
the gateways of points in Pennsylvania 
and points in Columbiana, Cuyhoga, Ma­
honing, Summit, and Trumbull Counties, 
Ohio. The purpose of this correction is to 
reflect the correct “E” number—previ­
ously published as E32.

No.~ MC 60014 (Sub-No. E124) (Cor­
rection), filed June 4, 1974, published in 
the Federal Register July 9, 1975. Ap­
plicant: AERO TRUCKING, INC., P.O. 
Box 308, Monroeville, Pa. 15146. Appli­
cant’s representative: William J. Rorison 
(same as above). Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport­
ing: Commodities, the transportation of 
which, by reason of their size or weight, 
requires the use of special equipment, be­
tween points in Pennsylvania on the one 
hand, and, on the other,. . .  The purpose 
of this filing is to eliminate the gateway 
of New York and points in Massachusetts 
within 35 miles of Boston. The purpose 
of this partial correction is to reflect the 
correct “E” number—previously pub­
lished as E31.

No. MC 61231 (Sub-No. E29), (Cor­
rection), .filed May 15, 1974, published in 
the Federal Register July 1, 1975. Ap­
plicant: ACE LINES, INC., 4143 E. 43rd 
St., Des Moines, Iowa 50317. Applicant’s 
representative: William L. Fairbank, 900 
Hubbell Bldg., Des Moines, Iowa 50309. 
Authority sought to operate as a com­
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over ir­
regular routes, transporting: Gypsum 
products, composition boards, insulating 
materials, roofing and roofing materials, 
and urethane and urethane products, 
that are building materials, from points 
in the Kansas City, Mo.-Kansas City, 
Kans., commercial zone, to points in Wis­
consin. Restriction: The authority au­
thorized above is restricted (1) against 
the transportation of cement from the 
plant site of the Lone Star Cement Cor­
poration at Bonner Springs, Kans., and
(2) against the transportation of min­
eral filler, lime, limestone, and limestone 
products, in bulk. The purpose of this 
filing is to eliminate the gateway of the 
plant site of the Celotex Oorp., at Du­
buque, Iowa. The purpose of this correc­
tion is to correct the “E” number, previ­
ously published as E30.

No. MC 61396 (Sub-No. E4), filed May 
10, 1974. Applicant: HERMAN BROS., 
INC., 2565 St. Mary’s Ave., P.O. Box 189, 
Omaha, Nebr. 68101. Applicant’s repre­
sentative: John E. Smith, H, (same as 
above). Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Liquified 
petroleum gas, in bulk, in tank vehicles, 
from the site of the terminal outlet of 
the Mid-America Pipeline Co., pipeline 
at or near Sanborn, Iowa, to points in 
that part of North Dakota west and 
north of a line beginning at the South 
Dakota-North Dakota State line extend­
ing along U.S. Highway 281 to junction 
North Dakota Highway 46, thence along 
North Dakota Highway 46 to junction 
North Dakota Highway 1, thence along 
North Dakota Highway 1 to the United 
States-Canada International Boundary 
line. The purpose of this filing is to elim­
inate the gateway of Yankton, S. Dak.

No. MC 61396 (Sub-No. E5), filed 
May 10, 1974. Applicant: HERMAN 
BROS., INC., 2565 St. Mary’s Ave., P.O. 
Box 189, Omaha, Nebr. 68101. Applicant’s 
representative: John E. Smith, n  (same 
as above). Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: Pe­
troleum products, in bulk, in tank ve­
hicles, (a) from Kansas City, Kans., to 
points in Iowa on and within an area 
bounded by a line beginning at the Iowa- 
Missouri State line extending along Iowa 
Highway 25 to junction U.S. Highway 
30, thence along U.S. Highway 30 to 
junction Iowa Highway 4, thence along 
Iowa Highway 4 to the Iowa-Minnesota 
State line, thence along the Iowa-Minne­
sota State line to the Iowa-Wisconsin 
State line, thence along the Iowa-Wis­
consin State line to the Iowa-Hlinois 
State line, thence along the Iowa-Hlinois 
State line to. junction U.S. Highway 151, 
thence along U.S. Highway 151 to junc­
tion Iowa Highway 1, thence along Iowa 
Highway 1 to junction U.S. Highway 34, 
thence along U.S. Highway 34 to junction 
U.S. Highway 63, thence along U.S. High­
way 63 to junction Iowa Highway 2, 
thence along Iowa Highway 2 to junc­
tion Iowa Highway 5, thence along Iowa 
Highway 5 to the Iowa-Missouri State 
line, thence along the Iowa-Missouri 
State line to junction Iowa Highway 25; 
and (b) from Kansas City, Kans., _ to 
points in Iowa on and within an area 
bounded by a line beginning at junction 
Iowa Highway 25 and U.S. Highway 34 
extending along Iowa Highway 25 to 
junction U.S. Highway 30, thence along 
U.S. Highway 30 to junction Iowa High­
way 4, thence along Iowa Highway 4 to 
the Iowa-Minnesota State line, thence 
along the Iowa-Minnesota State line to 
the Iowa-Wisconsin State line, thence 
along the. Iowa-Wisconsin State line to 
junction U.S. Highway 18, thence Along 
U.S. Highway 18 to junction U.S. High­
way 52, thence along U.S. Highway 52 
to junction Iowa Highway 13, thence 
along Iowa Highway 13 to junction U.S. 
Highway 151, thence along U.S. Highway 
151 to junction Iowa Highway 149, thence 
along Iowa Highway 149 to junction U.S. 
Highway 63, thence along U.S. Highway
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63 to junction U.S. Highway 34, thence 
along U.S. Highway 34 to junction Iowa 
Highway 25. The purpose of this filing 
is to eliminate the gateways of Lamoni, 
Iowa, in (a) above and Indianola, Iowa, 
in (b) above.

No. MC 61396 (Sub-No. E28), filed 
May 10, 1974. Applicant: HERMAN 
BROS., INC., 2565 St. Marys Ave., P.O. 
Box 189, Omaha, Nebr. 68101. Applicant’s 
representative: John E. Smith, I I  (same 
as above). Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Liquified petroleum gas, in bulk, in tank 
vehicles, from points in Iowa on and 
east of a line beginning at the Iowa- 
Minnesota State line extending along 
U.S. Highway 69 to junction Iowa High­
way 9, thence along Iowa Highway 9 to 
junction Iowa Highway 15, thence along 
Iowa Highway 15 to junction Iowa High­
way 3, thence along Iowa Highway 3 to 
junction Iowa Highway 4, thence along 
Iowa Highway 4 to junction Iowa High­
way 175, thence along Iowa Highway 175 
to junction Iowa Highway 141, thence 
west along Iowa Highway 141" to un­
numbered highway, thence west along 
unnumbered highway to Whiting, thence 
south along unnumbered highway to 
junction Iowa Highway 37, thence along 
Iowa Highway 37 to junction U.S. High­
way 59, thence along U.S. Highway 59 
to junction Interstate Highway 80, 
thence along Interstate Highway 80 to 
junction Iowa Highway 25, thence along 
Iowa Highway 25 to junction U.S. High­
way 34 thence along U.S. Highway 34 to 
junction U.S. Highway 169, thence along 
U.S. Highway 169 to junction Iowa High­
way 2, thence along Iowa Highway 2 to 
junction U.S. Highway 65, thence along 
U.S. Highway 65 to the Iowa-Missouri 
State line, to points in Nebraska on and 
west of a line beginning at the South 
Dakota-Nebraska State line extending 
along Nebraska Highway 14 to junction 
U.S; -Highway 275, thence along U.S. 
Highway 275 to junction U.S. Highway 
81, thence along U.S. Highway 81 to 
junction U.S. Highway 30, thence along 
U.S. Highway 30 to junction Nebraska 
Highway 14, thence along Nebraska 
Highway 14 to the Kansas-Nebraska 
State line. The purpose of this filing is 
to eliminate the gateway of the site of 
the terminal of the Mid-America Pipe­
line Co., at or near Whiting, Iowa.

No. MC 61396 (Sub-No. E30), filed May 
10, 1974. Applicant: HERMAN BROS., 
HiC., 2565 St. Marys Ave., P.O. Box 189, 
Omaha, Nebr. 68101. Applicant’s rep­
resentative: John E. Smith, I I  (same as 
above). Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Petrole­
um-based dry fertilizer and urea, in bulk 
and in bags, (a) from points in Iowa on 
and east of U.S. Highway 169 to points 
in Nebraska on and west of Nebraska 
Highway 61. (Perry, Iowa*) and (b) 
from points in Iowa on and east of a Uda 
beginning at the Iowa-Minnesota State 
ine extending along Iowa Highway 60 to 

junction U.S. Highway 75, thence along 
U.S. Highway 75 to junction U.S. High-
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way 20, thence along U.S. Highway 20 to 
junction U.S. Highway 169, thence along 
U.S. Highway 169 to junction Interstate 
Highway 80, thence along Interstate 
Highway 80 to junction U.S. Highway 
218, thence along U.S. Highway 218 to the 
Iowa-Hlinois State line, to points in Ne­
braska north- of a line beginning at the 
Iowa-Nebraska State line extending 
along U.S. Highway 77 to junction Ne­
braska Highway 35, thence along Ne­
braska Highway 35 to junction U.S. 
Highway 275, thence along U.S. High­
way 275 to junction Nebraska Highway 
70, thence along Nebraska Highway’ 70 
to junction Interstate Highway 80, 
thence along Interstate Highway 80 to 
junction Interstate Highway 80S, thence 
along Interstate Highway 80S to the 
Colorado-Nebraska State line (Sioux 
City, Iowa*). The purpose of this filing 
is to eliminate the gateways indicated 
by the asterisks above.

No. MC 61396 (Sub-No. E31), filed 
May 10, 1974. Applicant: Herman Bros., 
Inc., 2565 St. Marys Ave., P.O. Box 189, 
Omaha, Nebr. 68101. Applicant’s repre­
sentative: John E. Smith, I I  (same as 
above). Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes; transporting: Petrole­
um-based liquid fertilizer, in bulk, in tank 
vehicles, from points in Iowa on and east 
of a line beginning at the Iowa-Minne­
sota State line extending along U.S. 
Highway 69 to junction Iowa Highway 9, 
thence along Iowa Highway 9 to junction 
Iowa Highway 15, thence along Iowa 
Highway 15 to junction Iowa Highway 3, 
thence along Iowa Highway 3 to junction 
Iowa Highway 4, thence along Iowa 
Highway 4 to junction Iowa Highway 175, 
thence along Iowa Highway 175 to junc­
tion Iowa Highway 141, thence along 
Iowa Highway 141 to junction on un­
numbered highway, thence along un­
numbered highway to Onawa, to junc­
tion Rrira Highway 37, thence along Iowa 
Highway 37 to junction U.S. Highway 59, 
thence along U.S. Highway 59 to junction 
Interstate Highway 80, thence along In­
terstate Highway 80 to junction Iowa 
Highway 25, thence along Iowa Highway 
25 to junction U.S. Highway 34, thence 
along U.S. Highway 34 to junction U.S. 
Highway 169, thence along-U.S. Highway 
169 to junction Iowa Highway 2, thence 
along Iowa Highway 2 to junction U.S. 
Highway 65, thence along U.S. Highway 
65 to the Iowa-Missouri State line, to 
points in Nebraska on and west of a Uha 
beginning at the South Dakota-Nebraska 
State line extending along Nebraska 
Highway 14 to junction U.S. Highway 
275, thence along Nebraska Highway 275 
to junction U.S. Highway 81, thence 
along U.S. Highway 81 to junction U.S» 
Highway 30, thence along U.S. Highway 
30 to junction UJ3. Highway 183, thence 
along U.S. Highway 183 to the Kansas- 
Nebraska State line. The purpose of this 
filing is to eliminate the gateway of 
Onawa, Iowa.

No. MC 61396 (Sub-No. E35), filed 
May 10, 1974. Applicant: HERMAN 
BROS., INC., 2565 St. Marys Ave., P.O. 
Box 189, Omaha, Nebr. 68101. Appli­
cant’s representative: John E. Smith, n . 
(same as above). Authority sought to op-
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erate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, trans­
porting: Anhydrous ammonia, in bulk, 
in tank vehicles, from points in Iowa on 
and east of a line beginning at the Iowa- 
Minnesota State line extending along 
U.S. Highway 63 to junction Iowa High­
way 149, thence along Iowa Highway 149 
to junction Iowa Highway 78, thence 
along Iowa Highway 78 to junction Iowa 
Highway 1, thence along Iowa Highway 
1 to junction Iowa Highway 2, thence 
along Iowa Highway 2 to junction un­
numbered highway, thence along un­
numbered highway to Iowa-Missouri 
State line at or near Mt. Sterling, Iowa, 
to points in Nebraska on, north, and west 
of a line beginning at the Kansas- 
Nebraska State line extending along U.S. 
Highway 283 to junction Interstate 
Highway 80, thence along Interstate 
Highway 80 to junction U.S. Highway 81, 
thence along U.S. Highway 81 to junc­
tion Nebraska Highway 35, thence along 
Nebraska Highway 35 to the Iowa- 
Nebraska State line. Thé purpose of this 
filing is to eliminate the gateway of The 
Consumers Cooperative Association 
plant at or near Ft. Dodge, Iowa.

No. MC 66900 (Sub-No. E9) (Correc­
tion), filed May 24, 1974 published in 
the Federal Register April 17, 1975. Ap­
plicant: HOUFF TRANSFER, INC., P.O. 
Box 91, Weyers Cave, Va. 24486. Appli­
cant’s representative: Harold G. Hern- 
ly, Jr., 118 N. St. Asaph Street, Alex­
andria, Va. 22314. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport­
ing: (6) between Philadelphia and Bris­
tol, Pa. on the one hand, and, on the 
other, points in Monroe, Greenbriar, 
Nicholas, Pocahontas, Webster, Ran­
dolph, Upshur, Barbour, Pendleton 
Counties, W. Va., that are within 80 
miles of Staunton, Va., and points in 
that part of Tucker County, W. Va., lo­
cated on and south of West Virginia 
Highway 72, that are within 80 miles of 
Staunton, Va., and points in Virginia 
within 80 miles of Staunton, Va., except 
Roanoke, Va. The purpose of this filing 
is to eliminate the gateway of points 
in Rockingham County, Va., and points 
which are within 80 miles of Staunton, 
Va., and within 50 miles of Washington, 
D.C. The purpose of this partial correc­
tion is to include the paragraph above. 
The remainder of this letter-notice will 
remain as previously published.

No. MC 67646 (Sub-No. E3), filed 
May 15,1974. Applicant: HILL’S MOTOR 
TRANSIT COMPANY, 6060 Carlisle Pike, 
Mechanicsburg, Pa. 17055. Applicant’s 
representative: Daniel W. Rohrbaugh 
(Same as above). Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport­
ing: General commodities, (except those 
of unusual value, Classes A and B ex­
plosives, sand, gravel, earth, stone, house­
hold goods, as defined by the Commission, 
commodities requiring special equipment, 
and those injurious or contaminating to 
other lading, and commodities in bulk), 
between Baltimore, Md. on the one hand, 
and, on the other, those points in Penn­
sylvania within 60 miles of Bel Air, Md.

25, 1975



37142 NOTICES

which axe on and east of a line begin­
ning at Harrisburg, Pa., thence along 
U.S. Highway 15 to junction Pennsyl­
vania Highway 194, thence along Penn­
sylvania Highway 194 to junction Penn­
sylvania Highway 94, thence along Penn­
sylvania Highway 94 to the Pennsylvania- 
Maryland State line, except Hanover and 
points on and east of U.S. Highway 1. 
The purpose of this filing is to eliminate 
the gateway of Harford County, Md.

No. MC 67646 (Sub-No. E7), filed May 
16, 1974. Applicant: H ILL’S MOTOR 
TRANSIT COMPANY, 6060 Carlisle Pike, 
Mechanlcsburg, Pa. 17055. Applicant’s 
representative: Daniel W. Rohrbaugh 
(Same as above). Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport­
ing: (1) General commodities, except 
those of unusual value, Classes A and B 
explosives, household goods, as defined 
by the Commission, commodities in bulk 
and those requiring special equipment, 
between points in the Washington, D.C. 
Commercial Zone on the one hand, and, 
on the other, those points in Harford 
County, Md., except points on U.S. High­
ways 1 and 40 and except Edgewood Ar­
senal and Aberdeen Proving Grounds, 
Md.; (2) general commodities, except 
those of unusual value, Classes A and B 
explosives, sand gravel, earth, stone, 
household goods, as defined by the Com­
mission, commodities requiring special 
equipment and those injurious or con­
taminating to other lading, between 
points in the Washington, D.C., Com­
mercial Zone on the one hand, and, cm 
the other, those points in Pennsylvania 
within 60 miles of Bel Air, Md., which are 
on and east of Interstate Highway 83 
and north and west of U.S. Highway 1; 
and (3) general commodities, except 
those of unusual value, Classes A and B 
explosives, household goods, as defined 
by the Commission, commodities in bulk 
and those requiring special equipment, 
between points in Prince Georges, Cal­
vert, Charles, and St. Mary’s Counties, 
Md., and Fairfax and Prince William 
Counties, Va. on the one hand, and, on 
the other, points in W. Va. (except 
Berkeley and Jefferson Counties), and 
those points in Maryland, Pennsylvania, 
and New York, which are on, west, and 
north o f a line beginning at the West 
Virginia-Maryland State line, thence 
along Interstate Highway 81 to junction 
U.S. Highway 11, thence along U.S. 
Highway 11 to junction Interstate High­
way 83, thence along Interstate Highway 
83 to junction Interstate Highway 81, 
thence along Interstate Highway 81 to 
junction U.S. Highway 209, thence along 
U.S. Highway 209 to junction Interstate 
Highway 84, thence along Interstate 
Highway 84 to the New York-Connecti- 
cut State line. The purpose of this filing 
is to eliminate the gateways of (1) Balti­
more, Md.; (2) points In Harford Coun­
ty, Md.; and (3) Rockville, Frederick, 
and Hagerstown, Md.

No. MC 69292 (Sub-No. E l) ,  filed 
June 4,1974. Applicant: ATLAS TRANS­
PORTATION, INC., P.O. Box 4028, Balti­
more, Md. 21222. Applicant’s representa­

tive: Leo. Flanigan (same as above). 
Authority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: (1) Commodities 
which because of size or weight require 
the use of special equipment, (a) between 
Sparrows Point, Md. on the one hand, 
and, on the other, points in that part of 
New York on and east of a line beginning 
at Point Breeze extending along New 
York Highway 98 to junction New York 
Highway 5, thence along New York 
Highway 5 to junction U.S. Highway 20, 
thence along U.S. Highway 20 to junction 
New York Highway 247, thence along 
New York Highway 247 to junction New 
York Highway 364, thence along New 
York Highway 364 to junction New York 
Highway 54, thence along New York 
Highway 54 to junction New York High­
way 14, thence along New York High­
way 14 to junction New York Highway 
224, thence along New York Highway 224 
to junction New York Highway 34, 
thence along New York Highway 34 to 
Waverly, (b) between Baltimore, Md., 
and points in Maryland within 45 miles 
thereof on and east of a line beginning 
at the Pennsylvania-Maryland State line 
extending along Maryland Highway 30 
to junction Maryland Highway 482, 
thence along Maryland Highway 482 to 
junction Maryland Highway 97, thence 
along Maryland Highway 97 to junction 
Interstate Highway 495, and points in 
Virginia within the Washington, D.C. 
commercial zone, on the one hand, and, 
on the other, points in New York on and 
east of Interstate Highway 81, (c) 
between New York, N.Y., and points in 
New Jersey on and north of New Jersey 
Highway 70 on the one hand, and, on the 
other, Baltimore, Md., and points within 
45 miles of Baltimore. The purpose of this 
filing is to eliminate the gateway of 
Philadelphia, Pa.

(2) Machinery, machinery parts, new 
and scrap metals, and iron and steel ar­
ticles, all which because of size or weight 
require the use of special equipment, (a) 
between New York, N.Y., and points in 
New Jersey on and south of a line be­
ginning at the New York-New Jersey 
State line extending along Interstate 
Highway 95 to Newark, thence along U.S. 
Highway 22 to Somerville, thence along 
U.S. Highway 202 to the New Jersey- 
Pennsylvania State line on the one hand, 
and, on the other, points in New York on 
and west o f a line beginning at the New 
York-Pennsylvania State line extending 
along U.S. Highway 219 to junction In­
terstate Highway 90, thence along Inter­
state Highway 90 to junction Interstate 
Highway 190, thence along Interstate 
Highway 199 to Lake Ontario, and (b) 
between points in New York on the one 
hand, and, on the other, points in New 
Jersey on and south of U.S. Highway 30. 
The purpose of this filing is to eliminate 
the gateway of Philadelphia, Pa.

MC 83539 (Sub-E32), filed May 27, 
1974. Applicant: C & H Transportation 
Company, Inc., P.O. Box 5976, Dallas, T X  
75222. Applicant’s Representative: Wiley 
C. Willingham (Address same as 
above) . Authority sought to operate as 
a Common carrier, by motor vehicle, over

irregular routes, transporting: Com­
modities, the transportation of which, 
because of size or weight, requires the use 
of special equipment and related ma­
chinery parts and related contractors’ 
materials and supplies when their trans­
portation is incidental to the transporta­
tion by the carrier of commodities which, 
because of size or weight, require the use 
of special equipment, restricted against 
service in the stringing or picking up of 
any of the above commodities in connec­
tion with main or trunk pipelines be­
tween points in Alabama on the one 
hand, and, on the other, points in Min­
nesota. The purpose of this filing is to 
eliminate the gateway of Nashville, TN, 
points in Kentucky and Illinois.

No. MC 88368 (Sub-No. E30), filed 
May 15,1974. Applicant: CARTWRIGHT 
VAN LINES, INC., 1109 Cartwright Ave., 
Grandview, Mo. 64030. Applicant’s ̂ rep­
resentative: Theodore Polydoroff, Suite 
600, 1250 Connecticut Ave. NW., Wash­
ington, D.C. 20036. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport­
ing: Household goods, as defined by the 
Commission, (1) from points in Okla­
homa on, north, and west of a line be­
ginning at the Oklahoma-Arkansas State 
line extending along Interstate Highway 
40 to Checotah, thence along U.S. High­
way 69 to McAlester, thence along U.S. 
Highway 270 to Valcin, thence along 
Oklahoma Highway 1 to junction Okla­
homa Highway 7, thence along Okla­
homa,Highway 7 to junction U.S. High­
way 77, thence along U.S. Highway 77 to 
Ardmore, thence along U.S. Highway 70 
to junction U.S. Highway 281, thence 
along U.S. Highway 281 to the Okla- 
homa-Texas State line, to Montgomery, 
Ala., and those points in Alabama in ex­
cess of 100 miles of Birmingham on and 
east of a line beginning at the Alabama- 
Florida State line extending along Ala­
bama Highway 27 to Enterprise, thence 
along Alabama Highway 167 to junction 
Alabama Highway 87, thence along Ala­
bama Highway 87 to Troy, thence along 
U.S. Highway 231 to the Alabama-Ten­
nessee State line; (2) from points in 
Oklahoma on and west and north of a 
line beginning at the Oklahoma-Arkan­
sas State line extending along Interstate 
Highway 40 to Checotah, thence along 
U.S. Highway 69 to junction Indian Na­
tion Turnpike, thence along Indian Na­
tion Turnpike to Hugo, thence along U.S. 
Highway 271 to the Oklahoma-Texas 
State line, to Birmingham, Ala;, and 
points in Alabama within 100 miles of 
Birmingham, not including Montgomery.

(3) From points in Oklahoma on and 
north of a line beginning at the Okla­
homa-Arkansas State line extending 
along Oklahoma Highway 33 to Tulsa, 
thence along U.S. Highway 62 to Sand 
Springs, thence along Oklahoma High­
way 97 to junction Oklahoma Highway 
51, thence along Oklahoma Highway 61 
to junction U.S. Highway 270, thence 
along U.S. Highway 270 to Selling, thence 
along U.S. Highway 60 to the Oklahoma- 
Texas State line, to points in Alabama 
in excess of 100 miles of Birmingham 
west of a line beginning at the Alabama-
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Florida'State line extending along Ala­
bama Highway 27 to Enterprise, thence 
along Alabama Highway 167 to junction 
Alabama Highway 87, thence along Ala­
bama Highway 87 to Troy, thence along 
U.S. Highway 231 to the Alabama-Ten- 
nessee State line; (4) From points in 
Oklahoma within an area bounded by a 
line beginning at the Oklahoma-Texas 
state line near Goodwin, Oklahoma and 
extending along U.S. Highway 70 to Seil- 
ing, Oklahoma, thence along U.S. High­
way 270 to El Reno, Oklahoma, thence 
along U.S. Highway 81 to the Oklahoma- 
Texas state line, thence west and north 
along the Oklahoma-Texxas state line to 
junction U.S. Highway 60, the point of 
beginning, including points on the indi­
cated portions of the Highways speci­
fied to points in Birmingham, Alabama 
and points within 100 miles of Birming­
ham, not including Montgomery, Ala­
bama.

(5) From points in Oklahoma on, west, 
and north of a line beginning at the 
Oklahoma/Kansas state line and extend­
ing along U.S. Highway 75 to Bartlesville, 
Oklahoma, thence along U.S. Highway 60 
to Pawhuska, Okla., thence along Okla­
homa Highway 99 to Drumright, Okla­
homa, thence along Oklahoma Highway 
33 to Guthrie, Oklahoma, thence along 
U.S. Highway 77 to Oklahoma City, Okla­
homa, thence along U.S. Highway 62 to 
Chickasha, Oklahoma, thence along U.S. 
Highway 62 to Chickasha, Oklahoma, 
thence along U.S. Highway 81 to El Reno, 
Oklahoma, thence along U.S. Highway 
270 to Seiling, Oklahoma, thence along 
U.S. Highway 60 to the Oklahoma/Texas 
state line to ARKANSAS, points in Mis­
sissippi county. (6) From points in 
Oklahoma on, north, and west of a line 
beginning at the Oklahoma/Kansas state 
lir̂ e and extending along U.S. Highway 
77 to Ponca City, Oklahoma, thence 
along U.S. Highway 64 to junction Okla­
homa Highway 8, thence along Oklahoma 
Highway 8 to junction Oklahoma High­
way 45, thence along Oklahoma Highway 
45 to junction U.S. Highway 281, thence 
along U.S. Highway 281 to junction 
Oklahoma Highway 15, thence along 
Oklahoma Highway 15 to junction U.S. 
Highway 279, thence along U.S. Highway 
270 to junction U.S. Highway 283, thence 
along U.S. Highway 283 to junction Okla­
homa Highway 15, thence along Okla­
homa Highway 15 to the Oklahoma- 
Texas state line to ARKANSAS, points 
on, north, and east of a line beginning at 
Port Smith, Arkansas, and extending 
along U.S. Highway 64 to Russellville, 
Arkansas, thence along Arkansas High­
way 7 to Arkadelphia, Arkansas, thence 
along U.S. Highway 67 to Prescott, 
Arkansas, thence along Arkansas High­
way 19 to Magnolia, Arkansas, thence 
along U.S. Highway 79 to the Arkansas- 
Louisiana state line. (7) From points in 
Oklahoma in and west of Washington, 
Tulsa, Okmulgee, McIntosh, Pittsburg, 
Atoka, and Bryan counties to points in 
DELAWARE. (8) From points in Okla­
homa on and east of Interstate High­
way 35 to points in CALIFORNIA in and 
north of Humbolt, Trinity, Siskiyou, and 
Modoc counties. (91 From points in Ok­

lahoma on and east of U.S. Highway 81 
to points in COLORADO in, north, and 
west of K it Carson, Lincoln, El Paso, 
Teller, Park, Chaffee, Saguache, Ala­
mosa, and Conejos counties.

(10) From points in Oklahoma in and 
east of Cotton, Comanche, Caddo, Ca­
nadian, Kingfisher, Garfield, and Grant 
counties to points in COLORADO, in and 
north of K it Carson, Washington, Arapa­
hoe, Jefferson, Clear Creek, Summit 
Eagle, Garfield, and Mesa counties. (11) 
From points in Oklahoma on and west 
of a line beginning at the Oklahoma- 
Kansas state line near Renfrow, Okla­
homa, and extending along U.S. High­
way 81 to Chickasha, Oklahoma, thence 
along the H. E. Bailey Turnpike to the 
Oklahoma-Texas state line to points in 
the DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. (12) 
From points in Oklahoma on and north 
of a line beginning at the Oklahoma- 
Arkansas state line and extending along 
U.S. Highway 62 to junction U.S. High­
way 64, thence along U.S. Highway 64 to 
junction U.S. Highway 60, thence along 
U.S. Highway 60 to the Oklahoma-Texas 
state line to points in FLORIDA. (13) 
From points in Oklahoma, on, north, and 
west of a line beginning at the Okla­
homa-Arkansas state line and extending 
along Interstate Highway 40 to Checo- 
tah, Oklahoma, thence along U.S. High­
way 69 to junction Indian Nation Turn­
pike, thence along Indian Nation Turn­
pike to Hugo, Oklahoma, thence along 
U.S. Highway 271 to the Oklahoma- 
Texas state line to points in FLORIDA in 
and east of Leon Wakulla counties. (14) 
From points in Oklahmoma on, north, 
and west of a line beginning at the Okla­
homa-Arkansas state line and extending 
along Oklahoma Highway 1 to junction 
Oklahoma Highway 7, thence along Okla­
homa Highway 7 to Davis, Oklahoma, 
thence along U.S. Highway 77 to Ard­
more, Oklahoma, thence along U.S. High­
way 70 to Waurika, Oklahoma, thence 
along U.S. Highway 81 to the Oklahoma- 
Texas state line to points in GEORGIA.

(15) From points in Oklahoma on and 
east of a line beginning at the Okla- 
homa-Kansas state line and extending 
along U.S. Highway 81 to Chickasha, 
Oklahoma, thence along U.S. Highway 
277 to the Oklahoma-Texas state line to 
points in IDAHO on, north, and west of 
a line beginning at the Idaho-Nevada 
state line and extending along U.S. 
Highway 93 to Twin Falls, Idaho, thence 
along U.S. Highway 30 and 30N to Poca­
tello, Idaho, thence along U.S. Highway 
181 to the Idaho-Montana state line.
(16) From points in Oklahoma, east of 
Beaver County to points in IDAHO north 
of Idaho County. (17) From points in 
Oklahoma to points in ILLINOIS, 
Bloomington, Illinois and points within 
25 miles thereof, and Danville, Illinois 
and points within 100 miles thereof in 
and north of Edgar, Coles, and Christian 
counties and those points in Shelby 
Comity on and north of Illinois Highway 
16. (18) From points in Oklahoma on 
and west of a line beginning at the Okla­
homa-Kansas state line and extending 
along U.S. Highway 75 to junction Okla­
homa Highway 20, thence along Okla­

homa Highway 20 to Hominy, Oklahoma, 
thence along Oklahoma Highway 88 to 
Cleveland, Oklahoma, thence along U.S. 
Highway 64 to junction Oklahoma 
Highway 48, thence along Oklahoma 
Highway 48 to Wapanucka, Oklahoma, 
thence along Oklahoma Highway 7 to 
junction Oklahoma Highway 99, thence 
along Oklahoma Highway 99 to Madill 
Oklahoma, thence along U.S. Highway 
377 to the Oklahoma-Texas state line to 
points in Illinois.

(19) From points in Oklahoma to 
points in INDIANA in and north of Vigo, 
Clay, Owen, Monroe, Brown, Johnson, 
and Shelby counties within 100 miles of 
Danville, Illinois. (20) From points in 
Oklahoma on and west of a line begin­
ning at the Oklahoma-Kansas state line 
and extending along U.S. Highway 169 to 
Tulsa, Oklahoma, thence along U.S. 
Highway 75 to the Oklahoma-Texas state 
line to points in INDIANA. (21) From 
points in Oklahoma to points in IOWA, 
Harlan, Iowa, and points within 15 miles 
thereof. (22) From points on and west 
of a line beginning at the Oklahoma- 
Kansas state line and extending along 
U.S. Highway 75 to Tulsa, Oklahoma, 
thence along U.S. Highway 64 to Warner, 
Oklahoma, thence along U.S. Highway 
266 to junction Oklahoma Highway 2, 
thence along Oklahoma Highway 2 to 
junction Oklahoma Highway 1, thence 
along Oklahoma Highway 1 to Talihina, 
Oklahoma, thence along Oklahoma 
Highway 63 to the Oklahoma-Arkansas 
state line to points in IOWA. (23) From 
points in Oklahoma on and west of a line 
beginning at the Oklahoma-Kansas state 
line and extending along U.S. Highway 
177 to Stillwater, Oklahoma, thence 
along Highway (Oklahoma) 51 to junc­
tion Interstate Highway 35, thence along 
Interstate Highway 35 to Guthrie, Okla­
homa, thence along Oklahoma Highway 
33 to Kingfisher, Oklahoma, thence along 
U.S. Highway 281 to the Oklahoma- 
Texas state line to points in KENTUCKY 
on and north of a line beginning at the 
Kentucky-Indiana state line and extend­
ing along Interstate Highway 64 td Mid­
way, Kentucky, thence along U.S. High­
way 421 to the Kentucky-Tennessee 
state line.

(24) From points in Oklahoma on and 
west of a line beginning at the Okla­
homa-Kansas state line and extending 
along U.S. Highway 69 to Checotah, Ok­
lahoma, thence along Interstate High­
way 40 to junction Oklahoma Highway 
99, thence along Oklahoma Highway 99 
to Tishomingo, Oklahoma, thence along 
Oklahoma Highway 78 to Durant, Okla­
homa, thence along U.S. Highway 75 to 
the Oklahoma-Texas state line to points 
in Harlan County, Kentucky. (25) From 
points in Oklahoma on and west of U.S. 
Highway 69 to points in LOUISIANA on 
and south of U.S. Highway 80. (26) From 
points in Oklahoma on and west of a line 
beginning at the Oklahoma-Kansas state 
line and extending along U.S. Highway 
77 to Ponca City, Oklahoma, thence 
along U.S. Highway 177 to Statford, 
Oklahoma, thence along Oklahoma 
Highway 19 to Paul’s Valley, Oklahoma, 
thence along U.S. Highway 77 to the
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Oklahoma-Texas state line to points in 
MARYLAND in, south, and east of Balti­
more, Anne Arundel, and Prince Georges 
counties. (27) From points in Oklahoma 
in and west of Nowata, Rogers, Tulsa, 
Okmulgee, McIntosh, Pittsburg, Push­
mataha, and Choctaw counties to points 
in MICHIGAN. (28) From points in Ok­
lahoma on, north, and west of a line 
.beginning at the Oklahoma-Arkansas 
state line and extending along Okla­
homa Highway 33 to Tulsa, Oklahoma, 
thence along U.S. Highway 66 to Okla­
homa City, thence along UJ3. Highway 77 
to the Oklahoma-Texas state line to 
points in Mississippi. (29) From points 
in Oklahoma in, east, and south of Har­
per and Ellis counties to points in 
MONTANA.

(30) From points in Oklahoma on, 
east, and north of a line beginning at the 
Oklahoma-Kansas state line and extend­
ing along U.S. Highway 75 to Tulsa, 
Oklahoma, thence along U.S. Highway 64 
to the Oklahoma-Arkansas state line to 
points in NEBRASKA west of U.S. High­
way 81. (31) From points in Oklahoma 
on, west, and south of a line beginning at 
the Oklahoma-Kansas state line and ex­
tending along U.S. Highway 75 to Tulsa, 
Oklahoma, thence along U.S. Highway 64 
to the Oklahoma-Arkansas state line to 
points in NEBRASKA on and east of 
U.S. Highway 81. (32) From points in 
Oklahoma on and within an area 
bounded by a line beginning at the 
Oklahoma-Kansas state line and extend-' 
ing along U.S. Highway 281 to junction 
Oklahoma Highway 45, thence along 
Oklahoma Highway 45 to junction Okla­
homa Highway 8, thence along Okla­
homa Highway 8 to Watonga, Oklahoma, 
thence along U.S. Highway 281 to the 
Oklahoma-Texas state line, thence east 
along the Oklahoma-Texas state line 
and north along the Oklahoma-Arkansas 
state linft to Fort Smith, Arkansas, thence 
along U.S. Highway 64 to Tulsa, Okla­
homa, thence along U.S. Highway 65 to 
the Oklahoma-Kansas state line, thence 
west along Oklahoma-Kansas state line 
to the point of beginning to points in 
NEBRASKA in, north, and east of Web­
ster, Adams, Hall, Howard, Sherman, 
Custer, Keith, Duel, Cheyenne, Kimball 
counties and that portion of Lincoln 
county on and north of Interstate 80.

(33) From points in Oklahoma on and 
west of a line beginning at the Okla- 
homa-Kansas state line and extending 
along U.S. Highway 77 to Ponca City, 
Oklahoma, thence along U.S. Highway 
177 to Stillwater, Oklahoma, thence 
along Oklahoma Highway 51 to junction 
Interstate Highway 35, thence along In­
terstate Highway 35 to the Oklahoma- 
Texas state line to points in New York 
on and east of a line beginning at the 
New York-Pennsylvania state line and 
extending along New York Highway 5 to 
Binghampton, New York, thence along 
New York Highway 12 to Alder Creek, 
New York, thence along New York High­
way 28 to Blue Mountain Lake, New York, 
thence along N.Y. Highway 30 to the 
New York-Canadian border. (34) From 
points in Oklahoma on and west of a line 
beginning at the Oklahoma-Kansas state

line and extending along U.S. Highway 
75 to junction Indian Nation Turnpike, 
thence along Indian Nation Turnpike to 
Hugo, Oklahoma, thence along U.S. 
Highway 271 to the Oklahoma-Texas 
state line to points in NEW YORK on, 
east, and south of a line beginning at the 
New York-Pennsylvania state line near 
Port Jervis, New York and extending 
along U.S. Highway to Kingston, New 
York, thence along Interstate Highway 
87 to the NeW York-Canadian border. 
(35) From points in Oklahoma on, east, 
and south of a line beginning at the 
Oklahoma-Kansas state line and extend­
ing along U.S. Highway 77 to Ponca City, 
Oklahoma, thence along U.S. Highway 
177 to Perkins, Oklahoma, thence along 
Oklahoma Highway 33 to Sapulpa, Okla­
homa, thence along U.S. Highway 75 to 
junction Indian Nation Turnpike, thence 
along Indian Nation Turnpike to Mc- 
Alester, Oklahoma, thence along U.S. 
Highway 69 to Durant, Oklahoma, thence 
along U.S. Highway 70 to junction Okla­
homa Highway 79, thence along Okla­
homa Highway 79 to the Oklahoma- 
Texas state line to points in NEW 
MEXICO on and west of a line beginning 
at the New Mexico-Colorado state line 
and extending along New Mexico High­
way 3 to Taos, New Mexico, thence along 
U.S. Highway 64 to Santa Fe, New 
Mexico, thence along Interstate High­
way 25 to the New Mexico-Texas state 
line. (36) From points in Oklahoma in 
and east of Grant, Garfield, Kingfisher, 
Canadian, Caddo, Comanche, and Cotton 
counties, to points in OREGON in, north, 
and west of Wallowa, Union, Umatilla, 
Morrow, Wheeler, Crook, Deschutes, and 
Klamath Counties.

(37) From points in Oklahoma on and 
west of a line beginning at the Okla­
homa-Kansas state line and extending 
along U.S. Highway 75 to junction In­
dian Nation Turnpike, thence along In­
dian Nation Turnpike to Hugo, Okla­
homa, thence along U.S. Highway 271 to 
the Oklahoma-Texas state line to points 
in NEW JERSEY. (38) From points in 
Oklahoma to points in NEW JERSEY 
on, south, and east of U.S. Highway 202. 
(39) From points in Oklahoma on and 
west of a line beginning at the Okla­
homa-Kansas state line and extending 
along U.S. Highway 169 to Tulsa, Okla­
homa, thence along U.S. Highway 75 to 
junction Indian Nation Turnpike, thence 
along Indian Nation Turnpike to Hugo, 
Oklahoma, thence along U.S. Highway 
271 to the Oklahoma-Texas state line 
to points in PENNSYLVANIA. (40) From 
points in Oklahoma in and west of Craig, 
Mayes, Wagoner, Muskogee, Haskell, 
Latimre, Pushmatacha, and Choctow 
counties to points in Rhode Island. (41) 
From points in Oklahoma within an area 
bounded by a line beginning at the Okla­
homa-Texas state, line near Goodwin, 
Oklahoma, and extending along U.S. 
Highway 60 to Seiling, Oklahoma, thence 
along U.S. Highway 270 to El Reno, 
Oklahoma, thence along U.S. Highway 
81 to the Oklahoma-Texas state line, 
thence west and north along the Okla­
homa-Texas state line to junction U.S. 
Highway 60, the point of beginning, in­

cluding points on the indicated portions 
of the highways specified to points in 
SOUTH CAROLINA on and east of a 
line beginning at the South Carolina - 
Georgia state line at Savannah Georgia 
and extending along U.S. Highway 17 
to junction U.S. Highway 21 thence 
along U.S. Highway 21 to Orangeburg, 
South Carolina, thence along U.S. High­
way 301 to junction U.S. Highway 15, 
thence along U.S. Highway 15, to Sumter, 
South Carolina, thence along U.S. High­
way 76 to the South Carolina-North 
Carolina state line.

(42) From points in Oklahoma, on, 
north, and west of a line beginning at the 
Oklahoma-Kansas state line and extend­
ing along U.S. Highway 281 to Alva, Ok­
lahoma, thence along U.S. Highway 64 
to Guymon, Oklahoma, thence along U.S. 
Highway 54 to the Oklahoma-Texas state 
line to points in SOUTH CAROLINA on 
and east of a line beginning at the South 
Carolina-Georgia state line at Savannah, 
Georgia, and extending along U.S. High­
way 17 to junction U.S. Highway 21, 
thence along U.S. Highway 21 to Orange­
burg, South Carolina, thence along U.S. 
Highway 301 to junction U.S. Highway 
15, -thence along U.S. Highway 15 to 
Sumter, South Carolina, thence along 
U.S. Highway 76 to the South Carolina- 
North Carolina state line. (43) From 
points in Oklahoma on and east of a line 
beginning at the Oklahoma-Kansas state 
line and extending along U.S. Highway 
81 to Chickasha, Oklahoma, thence along 
U.S. Highway 277 to the Oklahoma-Texas 
state line to points in SOUTH DAKOTA 
on, east, and north of a line beginning at 
the South Dakota-Wyoming state line 
and extending along U.S. Highway 14 to 
Rapid City, South Dakota, thence along 
U.S. Highway 16 to junction U.S. High­
way 281, thence along U.S. Highway 281 
to the South Dakota-Nebraska state line. 
(44) From points in Oklahoma on, west, 
and north of a line beginning at the 
Oklahoma-Kansas state line and extend­
ing along U.S. Highway 75 to Bartlesville, 
Oklahoma, thence along U.S. Highway 60 
to Pawcausha, Oklahoma, thence along 
Oklahoma Highway 99 to Drumright, 
Oklahoma, thence along Oklahoma High­
way 33 to junction U.S. Highway 183, 
thence along U.S. Highway 183 to Clin­
ton, Oklahoma, thence along U.S. High­
way 66 to the Oklahoma-Texas state line 
to points in TENNESSEE.

(45) From points in Oklahoma on and 
west of a line beginning at the Okla­
homa-Kansas state line and extending 
along U.S. Highway 169 to Tulsa, Okla­
homa, thence along U.S. Highway 66 to 
Warwick, Oklahoma, thence along U.S. 
Highway 177 to Tecumseh, Oklahoma, 
thence along U.S. Highway 81 to the Ok­
lahoma-Texas state line to points in 
Tennessee on and east of a line begin­
ning at the Tennessee-Kentucky state 
line and extending along U.S. Highway 
Alternate 41 to Nashville, Tennessee, 
thence along U.S. Highway 31 to the 
Tennessee-Alabama state line. (46) 
From points in Kay county Okla­
homa to points in TEXAS in excess of 
200 miles of Detroit, Texas. (47) From 
points in Oklahoma on and west of a line
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beginning at the Oklahoma-Kansas 
state line and extending along U.S. High­
way 75 to Bartlesville, Oklahoma, thence 
along U.S. Highway 60 to Pawhuska, 
Oklahoma, thence along Oklahoma 
Highway 99 to Ada, Oklahoma, thence 
along Oklahoma Highway 1 to junc­
tion Oklahoma Highway 7 thence along 
Oklahoma Highway 7 to Sulphur, Okla­
homa, thence along U.S. Highway 177 to 
Mannsville, Oklahoma, thence along U.S. 
Highway 77 to the Oklahoma-Texas 
state line to points in VERMONT.

(48) From points in Oklahoma to 
pornts in VIRGINIA on and east of a 
line beginning at the Virginia-West Vir­
ginia state line jiear Paint Bank, Vir­
ginia, ■ and extending along ■ Virginia 
Highway 311 -to Roanoke,. Virginia, 
thence along UJ5. Highway 220 to the 
Virginia-North Carolina state line. (49) 
From points in Oklahoma on, north, and 
west of a line beginning at the Okla­
homa-Kansas state line and extending 
along Interstate Highway 44 to Stroud, 
Oklahoma, thence along Oklahoma 
Highway 99 to Ada, Oklahoma, thence 
along Oklahoma Highway 1 to junction 
Oklahoma Highway 7, thence along 
Oklahoma Highway 7 to Duncan, Okla­
homa, thence along U.S. Highway 81 to 
the Oklahoma-Texas state line to points 
in VIRGINIA. (50) From points in Okla­
homa oh, east, and south of State High­
way 136 to points in WASHINGTON.

(51) From points in Oklahoma on and 
west of a line beginning at the Okla­
homa-Kansas state line and extending 
along U.S. Highway 177 to Mannsville, 
Oklahoma, thence along U.S. Highway 
70 to Madill, Oklahoma, thence along 
US. Highway 377 to the Oklahoma- 
Texas state line to points in WISCONSIN 
on and east of a line beginning at the 
Wisconsin-Hlinois state line near Du­
buque, Iowa and extending along U.S. 
Highway 61 to Reedstown, Wisconsin, 
thence along Wisconsin Highway 131 to 
Tomah, Wisconsin, thence along U.S. 
Highway 12 to Augusta, Wisconsin, 
thence along Wisconsin Highway 27 to 
Ojibwa, Wisconsin, then along Wiscon­
sin Highway 70 to Fifleld, Wisconsin, 
thence along Wisconsin Highway 13 to 
Ashland, Wisconsin. (52) From points 
in Oklahoma on and west of a line be­
ginning at the Oklahoma-Kansas state 
line and extending along U.S. Highway 
75 to junction Indian Nation Turnpike, 
thence along Indian Nation Turnpike to 
Hugo, Oklahoma, thence along U.S. 
Highway 271 to the Oklahoma-Texas 
state line to points in WISCONSIN, 
points on and east of a line beginning at 
the Wisconsin-Hlinois state line and ex­
tending along U.S. Highway 51 to the 
Wisconsin-Michigan state line. (53) 
From points in Oklahoma on and east of 
a line beginning at the Oklahoma-Kansas 
state line and extending along U.S. High­
way 281 to junction Oklahoma Highway 
45, thence along Oklahoma Highway 45 
to junction Oklahoma Highway 8, thence 
along Oklahoma Highway 8 to Watonga, 
Oklahoma, thence along UJS, Highway 
281 to the Oklahoma-Texas state line 
to points in WYOMING.

(54) From points in Oklahoma on and 
east of a line beginning at the Okla­
homa-Kansas state line and extending 
along Oklahoma Highway 34 to Vici, 
Oklahoma, thence along U.S. Highway 
60 to junction U.S. Highway 183, thence 
along U.S. Highway 183 to junction 
Oklahoma Highway 9, thence along 
Oklahoma Highway 9 to Lone Wolf, 
Oklahoma, thence along Oklahoma 
Highway 44 to Jimction U.S. Highway 
283,. thence along US. Highway 283 to 
the Oklahoma-Texas state line to points 
in WYOMING on and west of a line be­
ginning at the Wyoming-Montana state 
line and extending along US. Highway 
87 to Buffalo, Wyoming, thence along 
US. Highway 16 to Worland, Wyoming, 
thence along Wyoming Highway 789 to 
Lander, Wyoming, thence along U.S. 
Highway 287 to junction Wyoming 
Highway 28, thence along Wyoming 
Highway 28 to Farson, Wyoming, thefice 
along US. Highway 187 to Rock Springs, 
Wyoming, thence along Interstate High­
way 80 to Green River, Wyo., thence 
along Wyoming Highway 530 to the 
Wyoming-Utah State line; and (55) 
from points in Oklahoma to points in 
New Hampshire on, north, and east of 
a line beginning at the New Hampshire - 
Vermont State line near Cold River ex­
tending along New Hampshire Highway 
12 to the New Hampshire-Massachusetts 
State line. The purpose of this filing is to 
eliminate the gateways of Cooter, Mo., 
Corinth, Miss., Florence, Ala., and Tus- 
cumbia, Ala., in (1) above; Cooter and 
Seligmar, Mo., Corinth and Columbus, 
Miss., Tupelo, Miss., and Henry’s Chapel, 
Tex., in (2) above; Noel, Mo., Corinth, 
Miss., and Florence, Ala., In (3) above; 
Magnolia, Ark., Cooter, Mo., Corinth, 
Miss., and Florence, Ala„ in (4) above; 
Cowley County and Arkansas County, 
Kans., in (5) above; Arkansas City, 
Kan., in (6) above; Newton, Kans., Fort 
Collins, Colo., Maryhill, Wash., Newton, 
Kans., and Walla Walla, Wash., in (7) 
above; Arkansas City, Kans., in (8) 
above; Arkansas City and Newton, Kans., 
in (9) above.

Cowley County, Kansas, Clinton, HI., 
Steubenville, Ohio, and Philadelphia, 
Pa., In CIO) above; Arkansas City, Kans., 
Clinton, HI, Steubenville, Ohio and Phil­
adelphia, Pa., in (11) above; Noel, Mo., 
Corinth, Miss., Florence, Ala., Seligman, 
Mo., Arkansas City, Kans., and Memphis, 
Tenn., in (12) above; Cooter, M o, Cor­
inth, Miss., Florence, Ala., Henry’s 
Chapel, Tex., Jackson, Miss, Selma, Ala., 
and Valdosta, Ga., in (13) above; Cooter, 
Mo„ Corinth, Miss., Florence, Ala., and 
Little Rock, Ark., in (14) above; Mound- 
ridge, Kans., Sterling, Cola, and Monida, 
Mont., in (15) above; Moundridge, Kans., 
Sterling, Colo., Missoula, Mont., in (16) 
above; Joplin, Mo., Clinton, HI., and 
Poplar Bluff, Mo., in (17) above; Cowley 
County and Arkansas City, Kans., in 
(18) above; Joplin, Mo., Clinton, HI., 
and Poplar Bluff, Mo., in (19) above; 
Cowley County and Arkansas City, Kans., 
in (20) above; Joplin, and St. Joseph, 
Mo., in (21) above; Cowley County, 
Kans., in (22) above; Arkansas City,

Kans., and Clinton, IH„ in (23) above; 
Joplin, Mo. Clinton, HI., Terre Haute, 
Ind., Henry’s Chapel, Tex., Tupelo, Miss., 
and Florence, La., in (24) above; Henry’s 
Chapel, Tex., in (25) above; Arkansas 
City, Kans., Clinton, HL, Steubenville, 
Ohio, and Philadelphia, Pa., In (26) 
above; Cowley County, Kans., Clinton,
111., and Bloomington, HI., in (27) above; 
Noel, Mo., and Henry’s Chapel, Tex., in 
(28) above; Halstead, Kans., Sidney, 
Nebr., and New Castle, Wyo., in (29) 
above; Newton, Kans., in (30) above.

Newton and Cowley County, Kans., in
(31) above; Cowley County, Newton and 
Bentley, Kans., in (32) above; Arkansas 
City, Kans., Clinton, HL, Steubenville, 
Ohio, and Philadelphia, Pa., in (33) 
above; Arkansas City, Kans., Clinton, 
HI., Steubenville, Ohio, Philadelphia, Pa., 
and Cowley County, Kans., in (34) 
above; Arkansas City, Kans., El Reno, 
Okla., Sherman, Tex., And Byers, Tex., 
in (35) above; Newton, Kans., Sterling, 
Colo., Walla Walla, Wash., Maryhill, 
Wash,, Arkansas City, Kans., and Fort 
Collins, Colo,, in (36) above; Cowley 
County, Kans., Clinton, HI., Steuben­
ville, Ohio, and Philadelphia, Pa., in 
C37) above; Cowley County, Kans., Clin­
ton, HI., Steubenville, Ohio, and Phila­
delphia, Pa., in (38) above; Cowley 
County, Kans., Clinton, HI., and Steu­
benville, Ohio, in (39) above; Cowley 
County, Kans., Clinton, HL, Steubenville, 
Ohio, Philadelphia, Pa., and Attlesboro, 
Mass., in (40) above; Arkansas City, 
Kans., Corinth, Miss., Florence, Ala., and 
Valdosta, Ga., in (41) above; litt le  Rock, 
Ark., Florence, Fla., and Valdosta, Ga., 
in (42) above; Newton, Kans., York­
shire, Iowa, and Burden, Kans., in (43) 
above; Cowley County and Arkansas 
City, Kans., in (44) above; Cowley 
County, Arkansas City, and Little Rock, 
Ark., and Florence, Ala., in (45) above; 
Arkansas City, Kans., in (46) above; 
Cowley County, Kans., Clinton, 111., 
Steubenville, Ohio; Philadelphia, Pa., 
Shrewsbury, Mass., and Arkansas City, 
Kans., in (47) above; Joplin, Mo., Cor­
inth, Miss., Florence, Ala., Harlan 
Comity, Ey\, and Cooter, Mo., in (48) 
above; Joplin, Mo., Corinth, Miss., Flor­
ence, Ala., Harlan County, Ky., Noel, Mo., 
Cooter, Mo., and Little Rock, Ark., in 
(49) above; Halstead, Kans. and Ster­
ling, Colo., in (50) above; Arkansas 
City, Kans. and Bloomington and Hope- 
dale, HI., in (51) above; Cowley County, 
Kans. and Bloomington, HI., in (52) 
above; Halstead, Kans. and Sidney, 
Nebr., in (53 above; Halstead, Kans. and 
Sidney, Nebr., in (54) above; and Cow­
ley County, Kans., (Hinton, HL, Steuben­
ville, Ohio, and Shrewsbury, Mass., in 
(55) above.

No. MC 88368 (Sub-E31), filed May 15, 
1974. Applicant: CARTWRIGHT VAN 
LINES, INC., 1109 Cartwright Ave., 
Grandview, Mo. 64030. Applicant’s rep­
resentative: Theodore Polydoroff, Suite 
600, 1250 Connecticut Ave. NW., Wash­
ington, D.C. 20036. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport­
ing"' household goods as defined by the
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Commission, (1) from points in Wash­
ington, in and west of Walla Walla, Ben­
ton, Yakima, King, Snohomish, Skagit, 
and Whatcom counties, to points in Iowa, 
in and south of Pottawattami, Cass, 

-Ada ir, Dallas, Polk, Jasper, Powesheik, 
Iowa, Johnson, Muscatine, and Scott 
counties; (2) from points in Washington, 
to points in Maryland, in, east, and south 
of Baltimore, Anne Arundel, and Prince 
Georges counties; (3) from points in 
Washington, to points in Michigan, in 
and south of Muskegon, Kent, Montcalm, 
Gratiot, Saginaw, Genessee, Lapeer, and 
St. Clair counties; (4) from points in 
Washington, in and west of Walla Walla, 
Benton, Yakima, King, Snohomish, Ska­
git, and Whatcom counties to points in 
Nebraska east of U.S. Highway 81 and 
south of State Highway 92; (5) from 
points in Washington to points in Nebra­
ska in Kimball, Banner, and Cheyenne 
counties; (6) from points in Washington 
to points in New York in and east of 
Clinton, Essex, Warren, Saratoga, Chen- 
ectady, Albany, Greene, Ulster, and 
Orange counties; (7) from points in 
Washington in and west of Whatcom, 
Skagit, Snohomish, King, Pierce, Lewis, 
and Skamania counties, to points in New 
York in and east of Franklin, Hamilton, 
Herkimer, Oneida, Madison, Cortland, 
Tompkins, and Chemung counties.

(8) From points in Washington to 
points in Oklahoma in and east of 
Woods, Woodward, Dewey, Custer 
Washita, Kiowa, and Jackson counties;
(9) from points in Washington in, west, 
and south of Okanogan, Douglas, Grant, 
Lincoln, and Spokane counties to points 
in South Carolina; (10) from points in 
Washington, to points in Texas on and 
east of a line beginning at the Texas- 
Oklahoma State line on U.S. Highway 62 
and proceeding in a southerly direction 
along U.S. Highway 83 to its junction 
with Texas Highway 70, thence along 
Texas Highway 70 to its junction with 
U.S. Highway 277, thence along U.S. 
Highway 277 to Del Rio, Texas, thence 
along an unnumbered road in a south­
westerly direction to the International 
Boundary line between the United States 
and Mexico; (ID  from points in Wash­
ington in, west, and south of Okanogan,. 
Douglas, Grant, Lincoln, and' Spokane 
counties to points in Vermont; (12) from 
points in Washington, in and west of 
Okanogan, Chelan, Kittitas, Yakima, 
Benton, Franklin, and WaHa Walla comi­
ties to points in Virginia; (13) from 
points in Washington to points in Vir­
ginia, in and south of Highland, Augusta, 
Albemarle, Greene, Madison, Culpeper 
counties and points in Fairfax county on 
and south of state Highway 236; (14) 
from points in Washington to points in 
West Virginia, in and east of Mercer, 
Raleigh, Kanawha, Putnam, and Mason 
counties.

(15) From points in Washington, in 
and west of Okanogan, Douglas, Grant, 
Franklin, and Walla Walla counties, to 
points in West Virginia. The purpose of 
this filing is to eliminate the gateways of 
Sterling, Colorado, Goessel, Kans., in
(1) above; Sterling, Colorado, Newton, 
Kansas, Clinton, HI., Steubenville, Ohio,

Philadelphia, Pa. in (2) above; Sterling, 
Colorado, Newton, Kansas, Bloomington, 
HL, in (3) above; Moundridge, Kansas, 
Sterling, Colorado, Goessel, Kansas in
(4) above; Laramie, Wyo., in (5) above; 
Sterling, Colorado, Newton, Kansas, 
Clinton, HI., Steubenville, Ohio, Phila­
delphia, Pa., in (6) above; Sterling, Colo­
rado, Newton, Kansas, Clinton, HI., Steu­
benville, Ohio, Philadelphia, Pa., in (7) 
above; Sterling, Colo., Newton, Kans., in 
(8) above; Sterling, Colo., Hays, Kans., 
Corinth, Miss., Florence, Ala., Valdosta, 
Ga., in (9) above; Sterling, Colo., New­
ton, Kans., Altus, Okla., Arkansas City, 
Kans., in (10) above; Jasper, Wyo., Sid­
ney, Neb., Clinton, HI., Steubenville, 
Ohio, Philadelphia, Pa., Clinton, Mass., 
Goessell, Kans., in (11) above? Sterling, 
Colo., Newton, Kans., Clinton, 111., Har­
lan, Ky., in (12) above; Sterling, Colo., 
Newton, Kans., Clinton, HI., Harlan, Ky., 
in (13) above; Sterling, Colo., Newton, 
Kans., Clinton, HI., Steubenville, Ohio, 
in (14) above; Sterling, Colo., Newton, 
Kans., Clinton, HI., Steubenville, Ohio in 
(15) above.

No. MC 88368 (Sub-No. E32), filed 
May 15, 1974. Applicant: CARTRIGHT 
VAN LINES, INC., 1109 Cartwright Ave., 
Grandview, Mo. 64030. Applicant's rep­
resentative: Theodore Polydoroff, Suite 
600, 1250 Connecticut Ave. NW., Wash­
ington, D.C. 20036. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport­
ing: Household goods, as defined by the 
Commission, (1) from points in West 
Virginia to points in Arkansas south of a 
line beginning at the Arkansas-Missis- 
sippi State line near West Memphis and 
extending along Interstate Highway 40 
to the Arkansas-Oklahoma State line,
(2) from points in West Virginia to 
points in v Colorado on, west, and south 
of a line beginning at the Colorado- 
Qklahoma State line near Campo and 
extending along U.S. Highway 287 to 
junction U.S. Highway 160, thence along 
U.S. Highway 160 to junction Colorado 
Highway 101, thence along Colorado 
Highway 101 to junction U.S. Highway 
50, thence along U.S. Highway 50 to 
junction U.S. Highway 85, thence along 
U.S. Highway 85 to Denver, thence along 
Interstate Highway 70 to the Colorado- 
Utah State line, (3) from points in West 
Virginia east of a line beginning at the 
West Virginia-Virginia State line ex­
tending along Interstate Highway 460 to 
junction Interstate Highway 77, thence 
along Interstate Highway 77 to junction 
West Virginia Highway 14, thence along 
West Virginia Highway 14 to the West 
Virginia-Ohio State line, to points in 
Idaho in and north of Owyhee, Canyon, 
Ada, Boise, Washington, Payette, Gem, 
Adams, Valley, and Idaho Counties.

(4) From points in West Virginia on 
and east of a line beginning at the West 
Virginia-Virginia State line near Blue- 
field, extending along U.S. Highway 21 
to Pocatelico, thence along Interstate 
Highway 77 to junction U.S. Highway 14, 
thence along U.S. Highway 14 to Park­
ersburg, to points in Kansas north and 
east of Cowley, Butler, Greenwood, Cof­
fee, Anderson, and Miami Counties, (5)

from points in West Virginia, to points 
in Oregon on, north, and west of a line 
beginning at the Washington-Oregon 
State line extending along Oregon High­
way 11 to Pendleton, thence along U.S. 
Highway 395 to junction Oregon High­
way 74, thence along Oregon Highway 74 
to junction Oregon Highway 207, thence 
along Oregon Highway 207 to junction 
U.S. Highway 26, thence along U.S. 
Highway 26 to junction Oregon Highway 
126, thence along Oregon Highway 126 
to junction U.S. Highway 97, thence 
along U.S. Highway 97 to Bend, thence 
along U.S. Highway. 20 to junction Ore­
gon Highway 242, thence along Oregon 
Highway 242 to junction Oregon High­
way 126, thence along Oregon Highway 
126 to Florence, (6) from points in 
West Virginia to points in Washington 
in and west of Okanogan, Douglas, 
Grant, Franklin, and Walla Walla Coun­
ties, and (7) from points in West Vir­
ginia in and east of Mercer, Raleigh, 
Kanawha, Putnam and Mason Coun­
ties, to points in Washington. The pur­
pose of this filing is to eliminate the 
gateways of Bledsoe, Ky., and Flor­
ence, Ala.,' in (1) above; Steubenville, 
Ohio, Clinton, HI., Goessel, Kans., Bled­
soe, Ky., Florence, La., Corinthr Miss., 
and Liberal, Kans. in (2) above; 
Steubenville, Ohio, Clinton, HI., Newton, 
Kans., Sterling, Colo., Monida, Mont., 
Bledsoe, Ky., Corinth, Miss., and St. 
Francis, Kans., in (3) above; Bledsoe, 
Ky., Elorence, Ala., Corinth, Miss., Steu­
benville, Ohio, and Clinton, HI., in (4) 
above; Stubenville, Ohio, Clinton, 111., 
Newton, .Kans., Sterling, Colo., and Mary 
Hill, Wash., in (5) above; Steubenville, 
Ohio, Clinton, HI., Newton, Kans., and 
Sterling, in (6) above; and Steubenville, 
Ohio, Clinton, HI., Newton, Kans., and 
Sterling, Colo., in (7) above.

MC 88368 (Sub-E34), filed May 15, 
1974. Applicant: Cartwright Van Lines, 
Inc., 1109 Cartwright Avenue, Grand­
view, Missouri 64030. Applicant’s Repre­
sentative: Theodore Polydoroff, Suite 
600, 1250 Connecticut Ave. NW., Wash­
ington, D.C. 20036. Authority sought to 
operate as a Common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport­
ing: Household goods, as defined by the 
Commission, (1) From points in Utah on 
and north of a line beginning at the 
Utah-Wyoming sj»te line near Wah- 
satch, Utah and extending along U.S. 
Hwy. 189 to junction U.S. Hwy. 40, thence 
along U.S. Hwy. 40 to the Utah-Nevada 
state line to points in Alabama on and 
south of a line beginning at the Alabama- 
Mississippi state line near Stafford, Ala­
bama, and extending along U.S. Hwy. 82 
to Tuscaloosa, Alabama, thence along 
U.S. Hwy. 11 to Birmingham, Alabama, 
thence along U.S. Hwy. 78 to Anniston, 
Alabama, thence along State Hwy. 21 to 
junction U.S. Hwy. 278, thence along 
U.S. Hwy. 278 to the Alabama-Georgia 
state line within 100 miles of Birming­
ham,  ̂Alabama, pnd Points on and east 
of U.S. Hwy. 231 from Pine Level, Ala­
bama to the Alabama-Florida state line. 
(2) From points in Utah on and north of 
a line beginning at the Utah-Wyoming 
state line near Wahsatch, Utah, and ex-
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tending along U.S. Hwy. 189 to junction 
U.S. Hwy. 40, thence along U.S. Hwy. 40 
to the Utah-Nevada state line to points 
in Florida in and east and south of Leon 
and Wakulla counties. . f , .

(3) From points in Utah on and north 
of a line beginning at the Utah-Wyo­
ming state line near Wahsatch, Utah, 
and extending along U.S. Hwy. 189 to 
junction U.S. Hwy. 40, thence along U.S. 
Hwy. 4Q to the Utah-Nevada state line 
to points in Georgia on and south of a 
line beginning at the Georgia-Alabama 
State line near Cedartown, Georgia, and 
extending along State Hwy. 278 to junc­
tion State Hwy. 120, thence along State 
Hwy. 120 to Lawrenceville, Georgia, 
thence along U.S. Hwy. 20 to Athens, 
Georgia, thence along U.S. Hwy. 78 to 
junction Interstate Hwy. 20, thence along 
Interstate Hwy. 20 to the Georgia-South 
Carolina state line. (4> From points on 
and west of a line beginning at the Utah-' 
Wyoming state line near Wahsatch, 
Utah, and extending along U.S. Hwy. 189 
to Provo, Utah thence along U.S. Hwy, 
50 to Price, Utah, thence along U.S. Hwy. 
89 to the JItah-Arizona state line to 
points in Montana except Butte, Mon­
tana and points within 125 miles there­
of. (5) From points in Utah on, north, 
and west and south of a line beginning 
at the Utah-Wyoming state line near 
Wahsatch, Utah, and extending along 
U.S. Hwy. 180 near Provo«, Utah thence 
along U.S. Hwy. 50 to the Utah-Colorado 
state line to points in Montana on, north, 
and west of a line beginning at the 
Mon tana-Wyoming state line near Red 
Lodge, Montana, and extending along 
U.S. Hwy. 10 to the Montana-North Da­
kota state line, except Butte, Montana 
and 125 thereof. (6) From points in Utah 
in and north of Millard, Sevier, Emery,, 
and Grand Counties to points in Oregon 
in, north, and west of Coos, Douglas, 
Lane, Deschutes, Jefferson, Wheeler, 
Morrow, Umatilla, Union, and Wallowa 
counties. The purpoes of this filing is to 
eliminate the gateway of ( I )  Monida, 
Montana, Sterling, Colorado, Hays, Kan­
sas, Tupelo, Mississippi, Corinth, Missis­
sippi, Florence, Alabama. (2) Monida, 
Montana, Sterling, Colorado, Hays, Kan­
sas, Tupelo, and Corinth, Mississippi, 
Birmingham, Alabama, Valdosta, Geor­
gia, Florence, Alabama. (3) Monida, 
Montana, Sterling, Colorado, Hays, Kan­
sas, Corinth, Mississippi, Florence and 
Tuscumbia, Alabama. (4) Livingston, 
Montana. (5) Livingston, Montana. C6> 
Maryhill, Washington, Dalesport, Wash­
ington, Walla Walla, Washington.

MC 88388 (Sub-E36), filed May 15, 
1974. Applicant: Cartright Van Lines, 
Inc., 1109 Cartwright Avenue, Grand­
view, Mo, 64030. Applicant's Repre­
sentative: Theodore Polydoroff, Suite 
600, 1250 Connecticut Ave. NW., Wash­
ington, D.C. 20036. Authority sought to 
operate as a Common currier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, trans­
porting: Household goods, as defined by 
the Commission, (1) From points in 
Wisconsin in Ashland, Iron, Price, Vilas, 
Oneida, Lincoln, Langlade, Marathon, 
Oconto, Marinette, FOrrest, and Flor­

ence counties, to points in Arkansas in 
Union, Ashley, and Chicot counties. (2) 
From points in Wisconsin on and east of 
a line beginning at the Wisconsin-Illinois 
state line near Brodhead, Wisconsin, and 
extending along State Hwy. 104 to junc­
tion UJS. Hwy. 14, thence along U.S. 
Hwy. 14 to junction U.S. Hwy. 151, thence 
along. US. Hwy. 151 to Junction State 
Hwy. 26, thence along State Hwy. 26 to 
junction U.S. Hwy. 41, thence along U.S. 
Hwy. 41 to Green Bay, Wisconsin, to 
points in  Colorado on and south of a line 
beginning at the Colorado-Kansas state 
line near Burlington, Colorado, and ex­
tending along U.S. Hwy. 24 to junction 
U.S. Hwy. 46, thence along U.S Hwy 40 
to the Colorado-Utah state line. (3) From 
points in Wisconsin on and west of UJS. 
Hwy. 51 to Indiana, points in Indiana 
within 100 miles of Danville, Illinois on 
and south of U.S. Hwy. 136 and state 
Hwy. 32.

(4) From points in Wisconsin on and 
east of a line beginning at the Wiscon- 
sin-IHinois state line near Brodhead, 
Wisconsin and extending along State 
Hwy. 104 to Madison, Wisconsin, thence 
along U.S. Hwy. 51 to the Wisconsin- 
Michigan state line to points in Kan­
sas. (5> From points in Wisconsin on 
and east of a line beginning at the Wis- 
consin-Hlinois state line near Brodhead, 
Wisconsin and extending along State 
Hwy. 104 to Madison, Wisconsin, thence 
along U.S. Hwy. 12 to Wisconsin Dells, 
Wisconsin, thence along State Hwy. 13 to 
Ashland, Wisconsin to points in Louisi­
ana. (6) From points in Wisconsin on and 
east of a line beginning at the Wiscon­
sin-Illinois state line near Brodhead, 
Wisconsin and extending along State 
Hwy. 104 to Madison, Wisconsin, thence 
along U.S. Hwy. 51 to the Wisconsin -  
Michigan state line to points in Missouri 
to and south of Clark, Knox, Adair, Liv­
ingston, Caldwell, Clinton, and Buchanan 
counties. C7) From points in Wisconsin 
on and east of a line beginning, at the 
Wisconsin-Illinois state line near Brod­
head, Wisconsin and extending along 
State Hwy. 104 to Madison, Wisconsin, 
thence along U.S, Hwy. 51 to the Wis- 
consin-Michigan state line to points 
to New Mexico on and south of a line 
beginning at the New Mexico-Texas state 
line near Endee, New Mexico and extend­
ing along U.S. Hwy. 66 to Tucumeari, 
New Mexico, thence along State Hwy. 104 
to Las Vegas, New Mexico, thence along 
U.S. Hwy. 85 to Albuquerque, New Mexi­
co, thence along U.S. Hwy. 66 to the New 
Mexican-Arizona state line. (8) From 
points in Wisconsin on and west of a 
line beginning at the Wisconsin-Illinois 
state line near Brodhead, Wisconsin and 
extending along State Hwy. 104 to Madi­
son, Wisconsin, then along U.S. Hwy. 5i 
to the Wisconsin-Michigan state line to 
Oklahoma, points in and west of Wash­
ington, Tulsa, Wagoner, Muskogee, Mc­
Intosh, Pittsburg, Pushmataha, and 
Choctaw counties.

<9) From points in Wisconsin south 
and east of Green, Columbia, Fond Du 
Lac, and Sheboygan counties to points 
to Oregon in and west of Hood River, 
Clackamas, Marion, Linn, Lane, Douglas,

and Jackson counties. (10) From points 
in Wisconsin on and east of a line begin­
ning at the Wisconsin-Illinois state line 
near Brodhead, Wisconsin and extending 
along State Hwy. 104 to Madison, Wis­
consin, thence along U.S. Hwy. 12 to 
Wisconsin Dells, Wisconsin, thence along 
State Hwy. 13 to Ashland, Wisconsin, to 
points in Texas on and west of U.S. Hwy. 
75. The purpose of this filing is to elimi­
nate the gateways of: (1) Bloomington, 
Illinois; Birdspoiht, Missouri; Corinth, 
Mississippi; Tuscombia, Alabama; Flor­
ence, Alabama. (2) Mortonr Illinois; 
Go ess el, Kansas; Morton, Illinois; New­
ton, Kansas. (3) Bloomington, Illinois.
(4) Tremont, Illinois; Bloomington, 
Illinois. (5) Bloomington, Illinois; Birds- 
points, Missouri; Corinth, Mississippi; 
Florence, Alabama; Tuscumbia, Ala­
bama; (6) Tremont, Illinois; Blooming­
ton, Illinois. (7) Tremont, Illinois; Ar­
kansas City, Kansas; El Reno, Okla­
homa; (8) Bloomington, Illinois; Cowley 
County, Kansas; Hope dale, Illinois; Ar­
kansas City, Kansas. (9) Hopedale, Illi­
nois; Goessel, Kansas; Sterling, Colora­
do; Mary Hill, Washington. (10) Bloom­
ington, Illinois; Arkansas City, Kansas.
“ No. MC 88368 (Sub-No. E37), filed 

May 15,1974. Applicant: CARTWRIGHT 
VAN LINES, INC., 1109 Cartwright Ave., 
Grandview, Mo. 64030. Applicant's rep­
resentative: Theodore Polydoroff, Suite 
600, 1250 Connecticut Ave., N.W., Wash­
ington, D.C. 20036. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport- 
tag: Household goods, as defined by the 
Commission; (1) from points in New 
York on and east of a line beginning at 
the New York-New Jersey State line 
near Suffern, N.Y., and extending along 
New York Highway 17 to junction In­
terstate Highway 87, thence along In­
terstate Highway 87 to the United States- 
Canada International Boundary line to 
points to Alabama; C2> from points in 
New York on and east of a line beginning 
at the New York-New Jersey State line 
near Suffern, N.Y., and extending along 
New York Highway 17 to junction Inter­
state Highway 87, thence along Inter­
state Highway 87 to the United States- 
Canada International Boundary line to 
points to Arkansas on and south of a 
line beginning at the Arkansas-Texas 
State line near DeQueen, Ark., and ex­
tending along UJS. Highway 70 to Brink- 
ley, Ark., thence along UJS. Highway 49 
to the Arkansas-Mississippi State line-
(3) from points in New York in and 
south of Rockland and Westchester 
Counties to points in Arkansas in and 
south o£ Crawford, Franklin, Johnson, 
Pope, Conway, Faulkner, White, Wood­
ruff, Cross, and Crittendon Counties;
(4) from points in New York on and 
east of a line beginning at the New York- 
New Jersey State line near Ramapo. 
N.Y., and extending along Interstate 
Highway 87 to the United States-Canada 
International Boundary line to points 
in California in Del Norte, Siskiyou, 
Humboldt, Trinity, and Shasta Coun­
ties; (5) from points in New York on and 
east of a line beginning at the New York- 
Pennsylvania State line near Binghamp-
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ton, N.Y., and extending along New York 
Highway 26 to junction U.S. Highway 11, 
thence along U.S. Highway 11 to junc­
tion New York Highway 13, thence along 
New York Highway 13 to its end to 
points in Colorado on and south of U.S. 
Highway 40;

(6) From points in New York on and 
east' of a line beginning at the New York- 
Pennsylvania State line near Binghamp- 
ton, N.Y., and extending along New York 
Highway 167 to junction New York 
Highway 7, thence along New York 
Highway 7 to junction U.S. Highway 30, 
thence along U.S. Highway 30 to junc­
tion New York Highway 8, thence along 
New York Highway 8 to junction Inter­
state Highway 87, thence along Inter­
state Highway 87 to the United States- 
Canada International Boundary line to 
'points in Colorado; CD from points in 
New York on and east of a line beginning 
at Port Jervis, N.Y., and extending along 
U.S. Highway 209 to junction Interstate 
Highway 87, thence along Interstate 
Highway 87 to points in Idaho in, west, 
and north of Twin Palls, Jerome, Lin­
coln, Blaine, Custer, and Lemhi Coun­
ties; (8) from points in New York on, 
east, and south of a line beginning at 
Port Jervis and extending along U.S. 
Highway 209 to junction Interstate 
Highway 87, thence along Interstate 
Highway 87 to junction New York High­
way 7, thence along New York Highway
7 to the New York-Vermont State line 
to points in Idaho; (9) from points in 
New York on, south, and east of a line 
beginning at the New York-Pennsylvania 
State line near Deposit, N.Y., and ex­
tending along New York Highway 17 to 
junction New York Highway 8, thence 
along New York Highway 8 to junction 
New York Highway 7, thence along New 
York Highway 7 to junction New York 
Highway 30, thence along New York 
Highway 30 to junction New York High­
way 8, thence along New York Highway
8 to junction Interstate Highway 87, 
thence along Interstate Highway 87 to 
the United States-Canada International 
Boundary line to Bloomington, HI., and 
points within 25 miles thereof;

(10) Prom points in New York on, 
south, and east of a line beginning at the 
New York-Pennsylvania State line near 
Deposit, N.Y., and extending along New 
York Highway 17 to junction New York 
Highway 8, thence along New York 
Highway 8 to junction New York High­
way 7, thence along New York Highway 
7 to junction New York Highway 30, 
thence along New York Highway 30 to 
junction New York Highway 8, thence 
along New York Highway 8 to junction 
Interstate Highway 87, thence along In­
terstate Highway 87 to the United 
States-Canada International Boundary 
line to Harlan, Iowa, and points within 
15 miles thereof; ( ID  from points in 
New York on and east of a line begin­
ning at the New York-Pennsylvania 
State line near Endicott, N.Y., and ex­
tending along New York Highway 26 to 
Endicott, N.Y., thence ^long New York 
Highway 12 to Utica, N.Y., thence along 
New York Highway 28 to junction New 
York Highway 30, thence along New

York Highway 30 to the United States- 
Canada International'Boundary line to 
points in Kansas; (12) from points in 
New York on and east of a line begin­
ning at the New York-Pennsylvania 
State line near Deposit, N.Y., and ex­
tending along New York Highway 17 to 
Deposit, N.Y., thence along New York 
Highway 8 to junction New York High­
way 7, thence along New York Highway 
7 to junction New York Highway 30, 
thence along New York Highway 30 to 
the United States-Canada International 
Boundary line to points in Harlan 
County, Ky.; (13) from points in New 
York in, south, and east of Orange, 
Ulster, Greene, Schoharie, Montgomery, 
Pulton, Hamilton, Essex, and Clinton 
Counties to points in Louisiana; (14) 
from points in New York in, east, and 
south of Orange, Ulster, Greene, Albany, 
Schenectady, Saratoga, Warren, Essex, 
and Clinton Counties to points in Mis­
sissippi; (15) from points in New York 
in, south, and east of Delaware, Scho­
harie, Montgomery, Saratoga, Warren, 
Essex, and Clinton Counties to points in 
Missouri; (16) from points in New York 
in, east, and south of Orange, Ulster, 
Greene, Albany, Schenectady, and Rens­
selaer Counties to points in Missouri 
west of the Continental Divide;

(17) From points in New York on, east, 
and south of a line beginning at the New 
York-New Jersey State line near Port 
Jervis, N.Y., and extending along U.S. 
Highway 209 to Kingston, N.Y., thence 
along Interstate Highway 87 to the 
northern boundary of Greene County, 
N.Y., thence in an easterly direction 
along the northern boundary of Greene 
and Columbia Counties to the New York- 
Massachusetts State line to points in 
Montana, in and west of Tooele, Pondera, 
Teton" Cascade, Meagher, Wheatland, 
Golden Valley, Yellowstone, and Carbon 
Counties; (18) from points in New York 
on, east, and south of a line beginning at 
the New York-New Jersey State line near 
Suffern, N.Y., and extending along Inter­
state Highway 87 to Albany, N.Y., thence 
along New York Highway 2 to the New 
York-Massachusetts State line to points 
in Nebraska on, south, and west of a line 
beginning at the Nebraska-Kansas State 
line near McCook, Nebr., and extending 
along U.S. Highway 83 to North Platte, 
Nebr., thence along U.S Highway 30 to 
junction U.S. Highway 26, thence along 
U.S. Highway 26 to the Nebraska- 
Wyoming State line; (19) from points in 
New York, New York City, Nassau, and 
Suffolk Counties to points in Nebraska 
on, south, and west of a line beginning 
at the Nebraska-Kansas State line near 
Beatrice, Nebr.; and extending along 
Interstate Highway 87 to Albany, N.Y., 
thence along New York Highway 2 to 
the New York-Massachusetts State line 
to the United States-Canada Interna­
tional Boundary line to Nebraska on, 
south, and west of a line beginning at the 
Nebraska-Kansas State line near Mc­
Cook, Nebr., and extending along U.S. 
Highway 83 to North Platte, Nebr., thence 
along U.S. Highway 30 to junction U.S. 
Highway 26, thence along U.S. Highway 
26 to the Nebraska-Wyoming State line;

(19) Prom points in New York, New 
York City, Nassau, and Suffolk Counties 
to points in Nebraska on, south, and west 
of a line beginning at the Nebraska- 
Kansas State line near Beatrice, Nebr., 
and extending along U.S. Highway 77 to 
Lincoln, Nebr., thence along U.S. High­
way 34 to Grand Island, Nebr., thence 
along New York Highway 2 to Ansley, 
Nebr., thencè along U.S. Highway 183 to 
junction U.S. Highway 20, thence along 
U.S. Highway 20 to Valentine, Nebr., 
thence along U.S. Highway 83 to the 
Nebraska-South Dakota State line; (20) 
from points in New York in, east, and 
south of B r̂oome, Chenago, Madison, 
Oneida, Herkimer, Hamilton, and Frank­
lin Counties ta points in New Mexico; 
(21) from points in New York in, east, 
and south of Orange, Ulster, Greene, Al­
bany, Schenectady, Montgomery, on and 
east of New York Highway 30, Saratoga 
Counties and points on and east of In­
terstate Highway 87 from Saratoga 
County to the United States-Canada in­
ternational Boundary line to points in 
Jefferson County, Ohio; (22) from points 
in New York on, east, and south of a line 
beginning at the New York-Pennsylvania 
State line near Binghampton, N.Y., and 
extending along New York Highway 167 
to Binghampton, N.Y., thence along New 
York Highway 12 to junction New York 
Highway 28, thence along'New York 
Highway 28 to junction New York High­
way 30, thence along New York Highway 
30 to the United States-Canada Interna­
tional Boundary line to Oklahoma, points 
on and west of a line beginning at the 
Oklahoma-Kansas State line near Ar­
kansas City, Kans., and extending along 
U.S. Highway 177 to junction New York 
Highway 51, thence along New York 
Highway 51 to junction Interstate High­
way 35, thence along Interstate Highway 
35 to the Oklahoma-Texas State line;

(23X,Frompoints in New York on, east, 
and south of a line beginning at the New 
York-New Jersey State line near Port 
Jervis, N.Y., and extending along U.S. 
Highway 209 to Kingston, N.Y., thence 
along Interstate Highway 87 to the 
United States-Canada International 
Boundary line points in Oklahoma in and 
west of Washington, Tulsa, Okmulgee, 
McIntosh, Pittsburg, Atoka, and Choc­
taw Counties; (24) from points in New 
York in, east, and south of Broome, Che­
nango, Otsego, Montgomery, Pulton, Sar­
atoga, Warren, Essex, and Clinton Coun­
ties to points in Oregon in, north, and 
west of Klamath, Deschutes, Crook, 
Wheeler, Morrow, Umatilla, Union, and 
Wallowa Counties; (25) from points ih 
New York on and east of a line beginning 
at the New York-Pennsylvania State line 
near Binghampton, N.Y., and extending 
along New York Highway 167 to Bing­
hampton, N.Y., thence along New York 
Highway 7 to junction New York High­
way 30, thence along New York Highway 
30 to junction New York Highway 8, 
thence along New York Highway 8 to 
junction Interstate Highway 87, thence 
along Interstate Highway 87 to the 
United States-Canada International 
Boundary line to points in Texas on and 
west of a line beginning at Corpus
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Christi, Tex., and extending along TJ.S. 
Highway 181 to junction U.S, Highway 
7?, thence along U.S. Highway 77 to Dal­
las, Tex., thence along U.S. Highway 75 
to the Texas-Oklahoma State line; (26) 
from points in New York, on, east, and 
south of a line beginning at the New 
York-Pennsylvania State line near Bing- 
hampton, N.Y., and extending along New 
York Highway 167 to Binghampton, N.Y., 
thence along New York Highway 7 to 
junction New York Highway 36, thence 
along New York Highway 36 to the 
United States-Canada International 
Boundary line ter points in Cherokee" 
County, Tex.; (27) from points in New 
York in, east, and south of Clinton, 
Essex, Warren, Saratoga, Schenetady, 
Albany, Greene, Ulster, and Orange 
Counties to points in Washington;

(28) Prom points in New York in, east, 
and south of Franklin, Hamilton, Herki­
mer, Oneida, Madison, Cortland, Thomp- 
kins, and Chemung Counties to points 
in Washington in and west of Whatcom, 
Skagit, Snohomish, King, Pierce, Lewis, 
and Skamania Counties; (29) from 
points in New York on, south, and east 
of a line beginning at the New York-New 
Jersey State line near Port Jervis, N.Y., 
and extending along U.S. Highway 209 
to Kingston, N.Y., thence along Inter­
state Highway 87 to Albanyj-N.Y., thence 
along U.S. Highway 4 to Troy, N.Y., 
thence along New York Highway 2 to 
the New York-Pennsylvania State line 
to points in Wyoming on, south, and 
west of a line beginning at the Wyoining- 
Nebraska State line near Corrington, 
Wyo., and extending along U.S, Highway 
26 to Casper, Wyo., thence along UB. 
Highway 87 to the Wyoming-Montana 
State line; and (36) from points in New 
York on, east, and south o f a line be­
ginning at the New York State line near 
Port Jervis, N.Y., and extending along 
U.S. Highway 269 to Kingston, N.Y., 
thence along Interstate Highway 87 to 
the United States-Canada International 
Boundary line to points hi Wyoming on, 
south, and west of a line beginning at 
the Wyoming-Nebraska State line near 
Pine Bluffs, Wyo., and extending along 
Interstate Highway 80 to Rawlins, Wyo., 
thence along U.S. Highway 287 to Lander, 
Wyo., thence along New York Highway 
789 to junction New York Highway 120, 
thence along New York Highway 120 to 
the Wyoming-Montana State line. The 
purpose o f this filing is to eliminate the 
gateways of; in (1) above, Philadelphia, 
Pa., Steubenville, Ohio, and Bledsoe, Ky.; 
in (2> above, Philadelphia, Steubenville, 
Ohio, Bledsoe, Ky., and Florence, Ala.; 
in (3) above, Philadelphia, Pa., Steuben­
ville, Ohio, Bledsoe, Ky., and Florence, 
Ala.; in (4) above, Philadelphia, Pa., 
Steubenville, Ohio, Clinton, HI., Newton, 
Kans., Sterling, Colo., Dallesport, Wash.; 
m (5) above, Philadelphia, Pa., Steuben­
ville, Ohio* Clinton, HI., and Newton, 
Kan&; in (6) above, Philadelphia, Pa., 
Steubenville, Ohio, Clinton, HL, and New­
ton, Kans.; in (7> above, Philadelphia, 
P»., Steubenville, Ohio, Clinton, t it  
Newton, Kans., Sterling, Colo., Monida, 
Mont., Cheyenne, Wyo., and Sidney, 
Nebr.;

In (8) above, Philadelphia, Pa., 
Steubenville, Ohio, Clinton, 111., Newton, 
Kans., Sterling, Colo., Monida, Mont, 
Sidney, Nebr, and Cheyenne, Wyo.; in 
(9) above, Philadelphia, Pa, and Steu­
benville, Ohio; in (10) above, Philadel­
phia, Pa, Steubenville, Ohio, and Bloom­
ington, Hl.; in (ID  above, Philadelphia, 
P a , Steubenville, Ohio, and Clinton, HI.; 
in (12) above, Philadelphia, Pa , and 
Steubenville, Ohio; in (13) above, Phila­
delphia, Pa, Steubenville, Ohio, Bledsoe, 
K y , Florence, Ala.; in (14) above, Flor­
ence, Ala, Philadelphia, Pa, Steuben­
ville, Ohio, Bledsoe, and Huntsville, Ala.; 
in (15) above, Philadelphia, Pa , Steuben­
ville, Ohio, and Clinton, HI.; in (16) 
above, Philadelphia, Pa , Steubenville, 
Ohio, Clinton, HI, Newton, Kans, Sidney, 
Nebr, and Casper, Wyo.; in (17) above, 
Philadelphia, Pa , Steubenville, Ohio, 
Clinton, HI, Newton, Kans, Sidney, 
Nebr, Casper, Wyo, and Sheridan, Wyo.; 
In (18) above, Newton, Kans, Phila­
delphia, Pa , Steubenville, Ohio, Clinton, 
H I, Goessel, Kans, and Peabody, Kans, 
in (19) above, Goessel, Kans, Phila­
delphia, Pa, Steubenville, Ohio, Clinton, 
H I, and Peabody, Kans.; hi (20) above, 
Philadelphia, Pa , Steubenville, Ohio, 
Clinton, HI, Arkansas City, Ark, and El 
Reno, Okla.; In (2D above, Philadelphia, 
Pa.; in (22) above, Philadelphia, Pa, 
Steubenville, Ohio, Clinton, H I, and 
Arkansas City, Kans.; in (23) above, 
Philadelphia, P a , Steubenville, Ohio, 
Clinton, HI, Cowley County, Kans, and 
Arkansas City, Kans.; in (24) above, 
Philadelphia, Pa , Steubenville, Ohio, 
Clinton, Hi, Newton, Kans, Sterling, 
Colo, Walla Walla, Wash, Mary Hill, 
Wash, and Dalesport, Wash.; in (25) 
above, Philadelphia, Pa, Steubenville, 
Ohio, Clinton, HI, and Arkansas City, 
Kans, in (26) above, Philadelphia, Pa, 
Steubenville, Ohio, Harlan, K y , Florence, 
A la, Pontotoc, Miss, Bledsoe, K y , and 
Shreveport, La.; in (27) above, Phila­
delphia, Pa, Steubenville, Ohio, Clinton, 
HI, Newton, Kans, and Sterling, Colo.; 
in (28) above, Philadelphia, Pa, Clinton, 
HI, Newton, Kans, Sterling, Colo, and 
Steubenville, Ohio; in (29) above, Phila­
delphia, Pa, Steubenville, Ohio, Clinton, 
HI, Newton, Kans, and Sidney, Nebr, 
and in (36) above, Philadelphia, Pa, 
Steubenville, Ohio, Clinton, HI, Newton, 
Kans, and Sidney, Nebr.

No. MC 88368 (Sub-No. E38), filed May 
15, 1974. Applicant: CARTWRIGHT
VAN LINES, INC, 1109 Cartwright Ave, 
Grandview, Mo. 64036. Applicant’s rep­
resentative: Theodore Polydoroff, Suite 
600, 1250 Connecticut Ave. NW „ Wash­
ington, D.C. 20036. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport­
ing: Household goods, as defined by the 
Commission, (1) from points in New 
Hampshire on, south and east of U.S, 
Highway 202 to points in Hlinois within 
100 miles o f Danville; and (2) from 
points in New Hampshire to points In 
Montana in and west of Toole, Pondera, 
Teton, Cascade* Meagher, Wheatland, 
Golden Valley, Yellowstone, and Carbon 
Counties. The purpose of this filing is to 
eliminate the gateways of Cl) Lawrence,

Mass, Philadelphia, Pa , Steubenville, 
Ohio, Marlboro, Mass, Chenoa, HI.; and 
(2) Fairlawn, Mass, Philadelphia, Pa, 
Clinton, HI, Newton, Kans, Sheridan, 
Wyo.

No. MC 88368 (Sub-No. E42), filed May 
15, 1974. Applicant: CARTWRIGHT
VAN ONES, INC, 1109 Cartwright Ave., 
Grandview, Mo. 64036. Applicant’s repre­
sentative: Theodore Polydoroff, Suite 
660, 1250 Connecticut Ave. NW , Wash­
ington, D.C. 20036. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport­
ing: Household goods, as defined by the 
Commission, (1) from points in New 
Jersey on and north of New Jersey High­
way 70 to points In Nebraska; and (2) 
from points in New Jersey on and north 
of New Jersey Highway 33 to points in 
Alabama. The purpose of this filing is to 
eliminate the gateways of (1) Philadel­
phia, Pa, Steubenville, Ohio, Clinton, 
HI, and Newton, Kans.; and (2) Phila­
delphia, Pa, Steubenville, Ohio, and 
Bledsoe, Ky.

No. MC 88368 (Sub-No. E46), filed May 
15, 1974. Applicant: CARTWRIGHT 
VAN LINES, INC, 1109 Cartwright Ave, 
Grandview, Mo. 64030. Applicant’s repre­
sentative: Theodore Polydoroff, Suite 
600, 1250 Connecticut Ave, N.W, Wash­
ington, D.C. 20036. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport­
ing: Household goods, as defined by the 
Commission, ( I )  from points in Vermont 
to points on, north and east of a line be­
ginning at White River Junction on the 
Vermont-New Hampshire State line, 
thence along Interstate Highway 89 to 
the junction of Vermont Highway 100, 
thence along Vermont Highway 100 to 
the junction of Vermont Highway 108, 
thence along Vermont “Highway 108 to 
the International Boundary line between 
the United States and Canada, to points 
in Alabama; (2) from points in Vermont 
in and north of Chittenden, Washington, 
and Caledonia Counties, to points in 
Arkansas in and south of Phillips, 
Arkansas, Lone Oak, Pulaski, Saline, 
Garland, Montgomery and Polk Coun­
ties; (3) from points in Vermont to 
Cherokee County, Tex.; (4) from paints 
in Vemmont in Washington, Caledonia, 
Orleans, and Essex Counties, to points 
in Jefferson County, Ohio: (5) from 
points in Vermont to points on and north 
of a line beginning at Burlington, V t, 
and extending along U.S. Highway 2, 
thence along U.S. Highway 2 to near 
Montpelier, Vt., thence north and east 
to the Vermont-New Hampshire State 
line to points in Oklahoma in and west 
of Washington, Tulsa, Okmulgee, McIn­
tosh, Pittsburg, Pushmataha and Choc­
taw Counties; (6) from points in Ver­
mont to points in Texas west and south 
of a line beginning at Port Lavaca on 
U.S. Highway 87, thence along U S 
Highway 87 to junction U.S. Highway 77 
thence along U.S. Highway 77 to junc- 
U.S. Highway 87, thence along U S 
Highway 75 to the Texas-Oklahoma 
State line;

C7) From points In Vermont to points 
In Washington west and south o f a line
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beginning at the Idaho-Washington 
State line, and extending along Inter­
state Highway 90 to junction U.S. High­
way 395, thence along U.S. Highway 395 
to the Canadian border; and (8) from 
points in Vermont in Essex, Caledonia, 
Washington, Orange, Windsor, and 
Windham Counties, to points in Wy­
oming in and west of Laramie, Albany, 
Carbon, Fremont, Hot Springs, and Park 
Counties. The purpose of this filing is 
to eliminate the gateways of (1) Wor- 
chester, Mass., Philadelphia, Pa., Steu­
benville, Ohio, and Harlan, Ky., in (1) 
above; (2) Clinton, Mass., Philadelphia, 
Pa., Steubenville, Ohio, Florence, Ala., 
and Bledsoe, Ky., in (2) above; (3) 
Clinton, Mass., Philadelphia, Pa., Steu­
benville, Ohio, Harlan, Ky., Florence, 
Ala., and Pontotoc, Miss., in (3) above;
(4) North Attleboro, Mass., Philadelphia, 
Pa., Middleboro, Mass., and Philadelphia, 
Pa., in (4) above; (5) Clinton, Mass., 
Philadelphia, Pa., Steubenville, Ohio, 
Clinton, 111., and Cowley County, Kans., 
in (5) above; (6) Clinton, Mass., Phila­
delphia, Pa. Steubenville, Ohio, Clinton,
111., Arkansas City, Kans., in (6) above;
(7) Casper, Wyo., Clinton, Mass., Phila­
delphia, Pa., Steubenville, Ohio, Clinton, 
HI., Goessel, Kans., Sterling, Colo., and 
Sidney, Nebr., in (7) above; and (8) 
Clinton, Mass., Philadelphia, Pa. Steu­
benville, Ohio, Clinton, 111., Newton, 
Kans., and Sidney, Nebr., in (8) above.

No. MC 88368 (Sub-No. E47), filed 
May 15,1974. Applicant: CARTWRIGHT 
VAN LINES, INC., 1109 Cartwright Ave­
nue, Grandview, Mo. 64030. Applicant’s 
representative: Theodore Polydoroff, 
Suite 600, 1250 Connecticut Ave., N.W., 
Washington, D.C. 20036. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Household goods, as de­
fined by the Commission, (1) from points 
in Providence and Kent Counties, R.I., 
to points in Alabama; (2> from points in 
Providence and Kent Counties, R.I., to 
points in Arkansas; (3) from points 
in Rhode Island to points in Montana 
on and west of a line beginning at the 
WyomingrMontana State line near Al- 
zada, Mont., and extending along U.S. 
Highway 212 to Billings, Mont., thence 
along U.S. Highway 87 to Great Falls, 
Mont., thence along Interstate High­
way 15 to the International Boundary 
linfl between the United States and 
Canada; (4) from points in Rhode 
Island to points in Nebraska on, west 
and south of a line beginning at the 
Nebraska-Kansas State line and ex­
tending along U.S. Highway 77 to Lin­
coln, Nebr., thence along U.S. Highway 
34 to Grand Island, Nebr., thence along 
Nebraska Highway 2 to junction UB. 
Highway 183, thence along U.S. Highway 
183 to the Nebraska-South Dakota State 
line; (5) from points in Rhode Island 
to points in Tennessee on. west and south 
of a line beginning at the Tennessee- 
Mississippi State line on U.S. Highway 
45, thence along U.S. Highway 45 to 
Jackson, Tenn., thence along Tennessee 
Highway 1 to junction Tennessee High­
way 54, thence along Tennessee High-

way 54 to junction Tennessee Highway 
59, thence along Tennessee Highway 59 
to the Tennessee-Arkansas State line ;

(6) From points in Rhode Island to 
points in Texas on and west of a line be­
ginning at the Oklahoma-Texas State 
line and extending along U.S. Highway 
271 to Bogata, Tex., thence along Texas 
Highway 37 to Mineola, Tex., thence 
along U.S. Highway 69 to Lufkin, Tex., 
thence along U.S. Highway 59 to Hous­
ton, Tex., thence along UB. Highway, 75 
to Galveston, Tex.; and (7) from points 
in Rhode Island to points in Wyoming. 
The purpose of this filing is to eliminate 
the gateways of (1) Attlesboro, Mass., 
Philadelphia, Pa., Steubenville, Ohio, and 
Middlesboro, Ky.; (2) Attlesboro, Mass., 
Philadelphia, Pa., Steubenville, Ohio, 
Middlesboro, Ky., Florence, Ala.; (3) At­
tlesboro, Mass., Philadelphia, Pa., Steu­
benville, Ohio, Goessel, Kans., Sidney, 
Nebr., Sheridan, Wyo.f Clinton, HI., and 
Colony Wyo.; (4) Attlesboro, Mass., Phil­
adelphia, Pa., Steubenville, Ohio, Clinton, 
HI., and Goessel, Kans.; (5) Attlesboro, 
Mass., Philadelphia, Pa., Steubenville, 
Ohio, Harlan, Ky., and Florence, Ala.; 
(6) Attlesboro, Mass., Philadelphia, Pa., 
Steubenville, Ohio, Clinton, 111., and Ar­
kansas City, Kans.; and (7) Attlesboro, 
Mass., Philadelphia, Pa., Steubenville, 
Ohio, Clinton, HI., Goessel, Kans., and 
Sidney Nebr. above.

By the Commission.
[seal ] R obert L. O sw ald ,

Secretary.
[FR Doc.75-22476 Filed 8-22-75:8:45 am]

[Notice No. 839]

ASSIGNMENT OF HEARINGS
A ugust 20,1975.

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 appro­
priate steps to insure that they are noti­
fied of cancellation or postponements of 
hearings in which they are interested.
MO 136647 Sub 17, Green Mountain Car­

riers, Inc., now being assigned for contin­
ued hearing, November 4, 1975, (4 days), at 
Burlington, Vermont; in a hearing room 
to be later designated.

MO 121739 Sub 1, Burk Motor Freight, Inc., 
now being assigned October 20, 1975, (3 
days), at Wichita Falls, Texas, at the Holi­
day Inn Downtown, 8th and Scott; and 
continued to October 23, 1975, (2 days), 

* at Oklahoma City, Oklahoma, in Room 211, 
Jim Thorpe Office Building, 2101 North 
Lincoln Boulevard.

MO 3647 Sub 459, Transport of New Jersey, 
now assigned September 30, 1975, at New­
ark, N.J., is canceled and transferred to 
Modified Procedure.

MC 105457 Sub 83, Thurston, Motor Lines, 
Inc., now assigned September 22, 1975, at

Atlanta, Ga., is canoeled and reassigned 
for hearing on September 22, 1975, at Tu­
pelo, Miss., Holiday Inn., Junction UJS. 
78 & U.S. 45.

MC 123407 Sub 227, Sawyer Transport. Inc., 
now being assigned November 4, 1975 (1 
day) at Denver, Colorado; in Room 269 
(Auditorium) P. O. Building, 19th & Stout 
Streets.

MC 100666 Sub 294, Melton Truck Lines, Inc., 
now being assigned November 5, 1975 (1 
day) at Denver, Colorado; in Room 269 
(Auditorium) P. O. Building, 19th & Stout 
Streets.

MC—F-12303, Dudley’s Transcontinental 
Movers, Inc. Et A1—Purchase—Trans-World 
Movers, Inc.; MC 128155 Sub 3, R. C. Van 
Lines, Inc.; MC 564 Sub 11, Dudley’s 
Transcontinental Movers and MC 112070 
Sub 10, Gray Moving & Storage, Inc., con­
tinued to November 6, 1975 (7 days) at 
Denver, Colorado; in Room 269 (Audi­
torium) P. O. Building, 19th & Stout 
Streets.

MC 72243 Sub 48, The Aetna Freight Lines, 
Incorporated; MC 106497 Sub 104, Park- 
hill Truck Company; MC 10793 Sub 33, 
J. J. Willis Trucking Company; MC 113855 
Sub 304, International Transport, Inc. and 
MC 124947 Sub 36, Machinery Transports, 
Inc., continued to November 19, 1975 (3 
days) at Denver, Colorado; in Room 269 
(Auditorium) P. O. Building, 19th & Stout 
Streets.

MG 123407 Sub 217, Sawyer Transport, Inc.,
' now being assigned November 17, 1975 (2 

days) at Denver, Colorado; in Room 269 
(Auditorium) P.O. Building, 19th & Stout 
Streets.

MC 51146 Sub 406, Schneider Transport, Inc., 
now assigned September 9,1975, at Chicago, 
111.; will be held in Room 1086A, Everett 
McKinley Dirksen Building, 219 S. Dear­
born Street.

FF 116 Sub 1, Davies, Turner & Company, 
now assigned September 10, 1975, at 
Chicago, 111. will be held in Room 1086A, 
Everett McKinley Dirksen Building, 219 S. 
Dearborn Street.

MC 114045 Sub 406, Trans-Cold Express, Inc., 
now assigned' September 15, 1975, at 
Chicago, 111. will be held in Room 1086A, 
Everett McKinley Dirksen Building, 219 S. 
Dearborn St.

MC—C—8568 Oscar C. Radke, DBA Radke 
Transit—Investigation and Revocation of 
Certificates and MC 108435 Sub 22, Oscar 
C. Radke, DBA Radke Transit, now 
assigned September 18, 1975, at Chicago, 
Hi., will be held in Room 1086 A, Everett 
McKinley Dirksen Building, 219 S. Dear­
born Street.

MC 51146 Sub 407, Schneider Transport, Ino., 
and MC 106674 Sub 142, Schilli Motor 
Lines, Inc., now. assigned .September 17, 
1975, at Chicago, 111., will be held in Room 
1086A, Everett McKinley Dirksen Build­
ing, 219 S. Dearborn Street.

[ seal] R obert L. O swald ,
Secretary.

[FR Doc.75-22478 Filed 8-22-75; 8:45 am]

FOURTH SECTION APPLICATION FOR 
RELIEF

* A vgust 20,1975.
An application, as summarized below, 

has been filed requesting relief from the 
requirements of Section 4 of the Inter­
state Commerce Act to permit common 
carriers named or described in the appli­
cation to maintain higher rates and 
charges at intermediate points than those 
sought to be established at more distant 
points.
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Protests torthe granting of an applica­
tion must be prepared in accordance with 
Rule 40 of the General Rules of Practice 
(49 CFR 1100.40) and filed within 15 days 
from the date of publication of this no­
tice in the Federal R egister.

FSA No. 4303&—Joint Rail-Water Con­
tainer Rates-—American Export Lines, 
Inc. Filed by American Export Lines, 
Inc., No. 1), for itself and interested rail 
carriers. Rates on general commodities, 
from railroad terminals at U.S. Pacific 
Coast ports, to ports in 'terminals in 
North Europe including the United King­
dom and Scandinavia and the Mediter­
ranean. Grounds for relief—Water com­
petition.

Tariff—American Export Lines East- 
bound Pacific Coast European joint con­
tainer freight tariff I.C.C. No. 1, F.M.C. 
No. 16'4. Rates are published to become 
effective on September 18,1975.

By the Commission.
[ seal] R obert L. Oswald ,

Secretary.
[PR Doc.75-22477 Piled 8-22-75; 8:45 aim]

[Notice No. 61]
MOTOR CARRIER BOARD TRANSFER 

PROCEEDINGS
A ugust 25, 1975.

Synopses of orders entered by the 
Motor Carrier Board of the Commission 
pursuant to Sections 212(b), 206(a), 211, 
312(b), and 410(g) of the Interstate 
Commerce Act, and rules and regulations 
prescribed thereunder (49 C.F.R. Part 
1132), appear below:

Each application (except as otherwise 
specifically noted) filed after March 27, 
1972, contains a statement by appli­
cants that there will be no significant 
effect on the quality of the human envi­
ronment resulting from approval of the 
application. As provided in the Com­
mission’s Special Rules of Practice any 
interested person may file a petition 
seeking reconsideration of the following 
numbered proceedings on or before Sep­
tember 15, 1975. Pursuant to Section 17
(8) of the Interstate Commerce Act, the 
filing of such a petition will postpone 
the effective date of the order in that 
proceeding pending its disposition. The 
matters relied upon by petitioners must 
be specified in their petitions with par­
ticularity.

No. MC-FC-75745. By order of Au­
gust 19, 1975, the Motor Carrier Board 
approved the transfer to Thornton’s In­
corporated, Truckee, Calif., of the oper­
ating rights in Certificate No. MC-118625 
(Sub-No. 1) issued September 9, 1960, 
to M. Thornton, doing business as Thorn­
ton’s Garage, Truckee, Calif., author­
izing the transportation of wrecked or 
disabled automobiles, trucks, tractors, 
semi-trailers, and full trailers, and 
wrecked or disabled house trailers, using 
wrecker type tow trucks, in truckaway 
service, between points in that part of 
California on and north of U.S. Highway 
50 and on and south of a line beginning 
at the Pacific Ocean and extending along 
U.S. Highway 299 to junction U.S. High­
way 395, at Alturas, Calif., and thence 
along U.S. Highway 395 to the Califor-

nia-Oregon State line, and points in that 
part of Nevada on and north of U.S. 
Highway 6. Peter Heintz, 2131 Capitol 
Avenue, Suite 300, Sacramento, Calif. 
95816 Attorney for applicants.

No. MC-FC-75840. By order of August 
19, 1975, the Motor Carrier Board on re­
consideration approved the transfer to 
International Fibers, Inc., West Sacra­
mento, Calif., of the operating rights In 
Certificate No. MC-128718 issued No­
vember 22, 1967, to Union Transporta­
tion Co., Inc., Sacramento, Calif,, au­
thorizing the transportation of wood 
chips, from points in Amador, Butte, 
Calaveras, Colusa, El Dorado, Fresno, 
Glenn, Humboldt, Lake, Lessen, Madera, 
Marin, Mariposa, Mendocino, Merced, 
Modoc, Napa, Nevada, Placer, Plumas, 
Sacramento, San Joaquin, Shasta, Sierra, 
Siskiyou, Solano, Sonoma, Stanislaus, 
Sutter, Tehama, Trinity, Tulare, Tuo­
lumne, Yolo, and Yuba Counties, Calif., 
to Sacramento, Calif. Thomas M. Lough- 
ran, 100 Bush Street, 21st Floor,' San 
Francisco, Calif. 94104 Attorney for ap­
plicants.

No. MC-FC-76010. By order of Au­
gust 19, 1975, the Motor Carrier Board 
approved the transfer to Burwell Ray 
Gallop, doing business as Gallop Bus 
Lines, Virginia Beach, Va., of the operat­
ing rights in Certificates Nos. MC-129678 
and MC-129678 (Sub-No. 1) issued Feb­
ruary 24, 1969, and January 15, 1973, to 
Charlie D. Jordan, Moyock, N.C., author­
izing „the transportation of passengers, 
over a regular route between Maple, Cur­
rituck County, N.C., and the Nor­
folk Naval Base, Norfolk, Va., serving 
all intermediate points; and passengers 
and their baggage in the same vehicle 
with passengers, in round-trip charter 
operations, beginning and ending at 
points in Pasquotank, Perquimans, Cur­
rituck, Camden, and Gates Counties, 
N.C., and extending to points in Vir­

ginia, Maryland, New Jersey, New York, 
Pennsylvania, South Carolina, Georgia, 
and the District of Columbia. Frank B. 
Hand, Jr., P.O. Box 187, Berryville, Va. 
22611 Attorney for applicants.

No. MC-FC-76027. By order of August 
19, 1975, the Motor Carrier Board ap­
proved the transfer to Am-Del-Co., Inc., 
St. Louis, Mo., of the operating rights in 
Permits Nos. MC-126270 (Sub-No. 2) 
and MC-126270 (Sub-No. 4) issued 
April 15, 1968, and August 3, 1973, re­
spectively, to Compton Service Company, 
a corporation, St. Louis, Mo., authoriz­
ing the transportation of kitchen equip­
ment, as described in Appendix IV, and 
electrical appliances, equipment, and 
parts, as described in Appendix v n  to 
the report in Descriptions in Motor Car­
rier Certificates, 61 M.C.C. 209, new 
furniture (uncrated), bicycles, gym sets, 
lawn mowers, and other named com­
modities, under continuing contract with
J. C. Penney & Co., of New York, N.Y., 
from St. Louis, Mo., and points in St. 
Louis County, Mo., to points in a defined 
area of Illinois, and under continuing 
contract with Famous Barr Co., of St. 
Louis, Mo., between the warehouse facili­
ties of Famous Barr Co., at St. Louis, 
Mo., on the one hand, and, on the other 
points in a defined area of Illinois. Whit­
ney R. Harris, 2 Glen Creek Lane, St. 
Louis, Mo. 63124, Attorney for applicants.

[ seal] R obert L. O swald ,
Secretary.

[FR Doc.75-22479 Filed 8-22-75;8:45 am] 

[Notice No. 82]

TEMPORARY AUTHOR ITY TERM INATION
The temporary authorities granted in 

the docket listed below have expired as a 
result of final action either granting or 
denying the issuance of a Certificate or 
Permit in a corresponding application 
for permanent authority, on the date 
indicated below:

Temporary authority application Final action or certificate or Date of action 
. permit

Behnken Truck Service, Inc., MC-19945 Sub-43, Sub-46................    MC-19945 Sub-48 Aue 15 1975
Terminal Transport Co., MC-22229 Sub-65................................   MC-22229 Sub-97 ..... Aue 14’ 1975
Henderson Trucking Inc., MC-56170 Sub-2.............. ............................MC-56170Bub-3 ..............Aue’15’ 1975
Kenner’s Express, Inc., MC-57239 Sub-25....... ........... ........................ MC-57239 Sub-26 Aue 12’ 1975
McKoin Trucking Co., Inc., MC-99948 Sub-2...................................... MC-99948 Sub-3 " *”  Aue’ 18’ 1975
Fleet Transport Co., MC-103051 Sub-322__.............................................MC-103051 Sub-328 Aue' s ’ 1975
Fleet Transport Co., Inc., MC-103051 Sub-332..... ................................MC-103051 Sub-335 * " Aue 13’ 1975
Capital Transport Co., MC-104430 Sub-42...^........................................MC-104430 Sub-43 ”  Aue 15’ 1975
Matlack, Inc., MC-107403 Sub-880, Sub-887, Sub-891, Sub-892................MC-107403 Sub-900 ............... Aue 8’ 1975
Matlack, Inc., MC-107403 Sub-902, Sub-904l............I ............................. MC-107403 Sub-920'.............  B'Do
Kuan Transport Corp., MC-107496 Sub-913, Sub-920....... .....................MC-107496 Sub-928 * ’ * Aue 12 1975
Kuan, Transport Corp., MC-107496 Sub-914, Sub-922, Sub-942, Sub-943, MC-107496 Sub-948............ ”  Aue 15’ 1975

Sub-944, Sub-963. ..........  ’
Chemical Leaman Tank Lines, MC-110525 Sub-1110........ . MC-110525 Sub-1113 Aue 11 1975
Sooner Transport Cörp., MC-110567 Sub-7...................................... ......MO110567 Sub-6 .............  Do ’
Yellow Freight System, Inc., MC-112713 8ub-174.................. ........ . . . .  MC-112713 Sub-175  .......... Aue 14 1975
Bankers Dispatch Corp., MC-114533 Sub-300........ ................................ MC-114533 Sub-310 * Aue 7 1975
Colonial Fast Freight Lines, MC-115840 Sub-94.......................... . . . . . .  MC-115840 Sub-95 ..........Aue 14*1975
Sugar Transport, Inc., MC-115924 Sub-25_________________ _____________MC-115924 Sub-26 Aue’ 7  1975
Cedarburg Container Carriers, MC-127049 Sub-2.............. .................. MC-127049 Sub-4 ■. Aue 15* 1975
Campagne Trucking Co., Inc., MC-127972 Sub-1..................................MC-127972 Sub-2 .................. Aue 7’ 1975
D B A  Bob Erickson Trucking, MC-128490 Sub-9............. ................ . MC-128490 Sub-lÖ ”  Aue 15’ 1975
Gordon Fast Freight Inc., MC-133684 Sub-12.. . . ................ ................ MC-133684 Sub-13 ’ " "A u e  13’ 1975
Perrysburg Trucking, Co., Inc., MC-135616 Sub-2......... ...................... MC-135616 Sub-3 Aue 7’ 1975
Monti Van Lines, Inc., MC-138692................ .......................................MC-138692 Sub-1 . . .  Aue 18*1975
Air Freight Express, MC-138880 Sub-1___ „-...........................................MC-138880 Sub-2_____ „ "" Aue 15* 1975
C & W House Movers, Inc., MC-139252......................... .......................MC-139252 Sub-1 JDo ’
Robert Fergüson, MC-139644.................................................. .............MC-139644 Sub-1 I . . ’ I .......... Aue 18.1975
D B A  B P B  Transportation, MC-139802 Sub-1........ ..... ........................MC-139802 Sub-2 Aue 11 1975
M. E. Transfer & Storage, MC-139892...................................................MC-139892 Sub-1 ■ ............Aue 13* 1975
Hal S. Lewis, MC-140107........................— ........................... . MC-140107 Sub-1.... . . . . . .  Aug.’ 18,’ 1975
Tony's Terminal Trk, Inc., MC-140339 Sub-1....................................... MC-140339 Sub-2 Aue 7 1975
Merrimack Transport Inc., MC-140456............................1.................. MC-140456 Sub-1 * Aug’ 14’ 1975

[SEAL]

[FR Doc.75-22480 Filed 8-22-75;8:45 am] 
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Title 14— Aeronautics and Space
CHAPTER II— CIVIL AERONAUTICS 

BOARD
[Regulation ER-926, Amdt. 3]

PART 201— APPLICATIONS FOR CERTIF­
ICATES OF PUBLIC CONVENIENCE AND 
NECESSITY

Amendment of Part To  Provide Filing of 
Environmental Data With Applications 
to the Extent Required by New Part 312
Adopted by the Civil Aeronautics Board 

at its office in Washington, D.C. Au­
gust 13,1975. '

By notice of proposed rulemaking,1 the 
Board invited comments, and responses 
to such comments, on a proposal to enact 
a new Part 312 of the Procedural Regula­
tions setting forth its policies and gov­
erning procedures for the preparation 
and processing of environmental im­
pact statements and related documents 
in connection with the Board’s regulatory 
activities pursuant to section 102(2) (C) 
of the National Environmental Policy 
Act. The proposal also encompassed the 
deletion of § 399.110 of the Board’s 
Policy Statements, which had previously 
set forth such policies and procedures, 
and implementing amendments to other 
parts of the Board’s economic and pro­
cedural regulations to provide for the 
filing of environmental data with appli­
cations to the extent required by the new 
Part 312.

As set forth in the preamble to the new 
Part 312, adopted simultaneously here­
with, a number of comments and re­
sponses were filed to the proposed Part 
312 and considered by the Board before 
enactment of the Part in its present 
form. None of the comments related 
specifically to the amendments proposed 
to be made to Part 201 which were simply 
implementing amendments calling for 
the filing of environmental data with 
applications as required by Part 312. 
However, the Board adopted some minor 
revisions with respect to the environ­
mental data. Under the circumstances, 
and since Part 312 requires the filing of 
environmental data with applications in 
specified situations, albeit somewhat 
modified from the requirements origi­
nally proposed, we shall adopt the 
amendments proposed to Part 201 modi­
fied to the extent required by changes 
made in the proposed Part 312 upon its 
final adoption, on the basis of the find­
ings, among others, set forth in the pro­
posal and in the Preamble to Part 312.

In accordance with the foregoing, the 
Civil Aeronautics Board hereby amends 
Part 201 of the Economic Regulations (14 
CFR Part 201) effective September 24, 
1975, as follows: ,

Add a new paragraph (d) to § 201.4 to 
read as follows:
§ 201.4 General provisions concerning 

contents.
* * * * *

(d) Where required by §§ 312.12 or 
312.14 of Part 312 of this chapter, each

» PDR-36. EDR-269. PSDR-40, dated May 15, 
1974,39 FR 18288, Docket 26718.

RULES AND REGULATIONS

application shall, at the appropriate 
time, be accompanied by an Environ­
mental Evaluation or an Environmental 
Assessment, in conformity with those 
sections or orders issued thereunder.
(Federal Aviation Aot o f 1968, as amended, 
secs. 102, 204(a), 401. 404, and 1002 (72 Stat. 
740, 743, 754, 760, and 788 (49 U.S.O. 1302, 
1324, 1371, 1374, and 1482)); National En­
vironmental Policy Act of 1969 (Pub. L. 91— 
90, 42 U.S.C. 4321 et seq) mid Executive Or­
der 11614).

By the Civil Aeronautics Board.
[ seal]  Ed w in  Z. H olland,

Secretary.
[FR Doc.76-21840 Filed 8-22-75;8:45 am]

[Regulation ER-926, Amdt. 5]

PART 211— APPLICATIONS FOR PERMITS 
TO  FOREIGN AIR CARRIERS

Amend merrt~of Part To  Provide Filing of
Environmental Data With Applications
to the Extent Required by New Part 312
Adopted by the Civil Aeronautics 

Board at its office in Washington, D.C., 
August 13, 1975.

By notice of proposed rulemaking,1 the 
Board invited comments, and responses 
to such comments, on a proposal to en­
act a new Part 312 of the Procedural 
Regulations setting forth its policies and 
governing procedures for the preparation 
and processing of environmental impact 
statements and related documents in 
connection with the Board’s regulatory 
activities pursuant to section 102(2) (C) 
of the National Environmental Policy 
Act. The proposal also encompassed the 
deletion of § 399.110 of the Board’s Pol­
icy Statements, which had previously 
set forth such policies and procedures, 
and implementing amendments to other 
parts of the Board’s economic and pro­
cedural regulations to provide for the 
filing of environmental data with appli­
cations to the extent required by the 
new Part 312.

As set forth in the preamble to the 
new Part 312, adopted simultaneously 
herewith, a number of comments and re­
sponses were filed to the proposed Part 
312 and considered by the-Board before 
enactment of the Part in its present form. 
None of the comments related specifically 
to the amendments proposed to be made 
to Part 211, which were simply imple­
menting amendments calling for the fil­
ing of environmental data with applica­
tions as required by Part 312. However, 
the Board adopted some minor revisions 
with respect to the environmental data. 
Under the circumstances, and since Part 
312 requires the filing of environmental 
data with applications in specified situa­
tions, albeit somewhat modified from the 
requirements originally proposed, we 
shall adopt the amendments proposed to 
Part 211 modified to the extent required 
by changes made in the proposed Part 
312 upon its final adoption, on the basis 
of the findings, among others, set forth

* PDR-36, EDR-269, PSDR-40, dated May 15, 
1974, 39 FR 18288, Docket 26718.

in the proposal and in the Preamble to 
Part 312.

In accordance with the foregoing, the 
Civil Aeronautics Board hereby amends 
Part 211 of the Economic Regulations (14 
CFR Part 211) effective September 24, 
1975, as follows:

Add a new paragraph (e) to § 211.5 to 
read as follows:
§ 211.5 General provisions regarding 

contents.
*  *  *  *  *

(e) Where required by 8§ 312.12 or 312.- 
14 of Part 312 of this chapter, each ap­
plication shall, at the appropriate time, 
be accompanied by an Environmental 
Evaluation or an Environmental Assess­
ment, in conformity with those sections 
or orders issued thereunder.
(Federal Aviation Act of 1958, as amended, 
sec. 102, 204(a), 402, 404, and 1002 (72 Stat. 
740. 743, 757, 760, and 788 (49 U.S.C. 1302, 
1324, 1372, 1374, and 1482) ) ; National En­
vironmental Policy Act of 1969 (Pub. L. 91- 
90. 42 U.S.O. 4321 et seq) and Executive Order 
11514.)

By the Civil Aeronautics Board.
[ seal] Ed w in  Z. H olland ,

Secretary.
[FR Doc.75-21841 Filed 8-22-75;8:45 am]

[Regulation ER-927, Amdt. 29]

PART 221— CONSTRUCTION, PUBLICA­
TIO N , FILING AND POSTING OF TAR­
IFFS OF AIR CARRIERS AND FOREIGN 
AIR CARRIERS

Amendment of Part To  Provide Filing of 
Environmental Data With Applications 
to the Extent Required by New Part 312
Adopted by the Civil Aeronautics 

Board at its office in Washington, D.C. 
August 13,1975.

By notice of proposed rulemaking,1 the 
Board invited comments, and responses 
to such comments, on a proposal to en­
act a new Part 312 of the Procedural 
Regulations setting forth its policies and 
governing procedures for the prepara­
tion and processing of environmental im­
pact statements and related documents 
in connection with the Board’s regula­
tory activities pursuant to section 102(2) 
(C) of the National Environmental 
Policy Act. The proposal also encom­
passed the deletion of § 399.110 of the 
Board’s Policy Statements, which had 
previously set forth such policies and pro­
cedures, and implementing amendments 
to other parts of the Board’s economic 
and procedural regulations to provide for 
the filing of environmental data with ap­
plications to the extent required by the 
new Part 312.

As set forth in the preamble to the new 
Part 312, adopted simultaneously here­
with, a number of comments and re­
sponses were filed to the proposed Part 
312 and considered by the Board before 
enactment of the Part in its present 
form. None of the comments related 
specifically to the amendments proposed

1 PDR-36, EDR-269, PSDR-40, dated May 
15, 1974, 39 FR 18288, Docket 26716.
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to be made to Part 221 which were simply 
implementing amendments calling for 
the filing of environmental data with ap­
plications as required by Part 312, How­
ever, the Board adopted some minor re­
visions with respect to the environmental 
data. Under the circumstances, and since 
Part 312 requires the filing of environ­
mental data with applications in speci­
fied situations, albeit somewhat modi­
fied from the requirements originally 
proposed, we shall adopt the amend­
ments proposed to Part 221 modified to 
the extent required by changes made in 
the proposed Part 312 upon its final adop­
tion, on the basis of the findings, among 
others, set forth in the proposal and in 
the Preamble to Part 312.

In accordance with the foregoing, the 
Civil Aeronautics Board hereby amends 
Part 221 of the Economic Regulations (14 
CFR Part 221), effective September 24, 
1975, as follows:

Amend § 221.165(b) (2) to read as fol­
lows:
§ 221.165 Explanation and data sup­

porting tariff changes and new mat­
ter in tariff publications.
*  *  4c 4c *

(b) Economic data and/or information 
in support of the new or changed matter, 
including, in cases where pertinent, * * *

(2) Estimates of the aggregate effect of 
toe new or changed matter upon such 
carrier’s traffic, schedules, and revenues, 
and an explanation of the basis for the 
estimates (including, where available, 
data as to past traffic, schedules and 
revenues).
(Federal Aviation Act o f 1958, as amended, 
Secs. 102, 204(a), 403, 404, and 1002 (72 Stat. 
740, 743, 758, 760, and 788 (49 U.S.C. 1302, 
1324, 1378, 1374, and 1482)); National Envi­
ronmental Policy Act o f  1969 (Pub. L. 91-90, 
42 U.S.C. 4321 et seq) and Executive Order 
11514)

By the Civil Aeronautics Board.
[ seal!  Ed w in  Z. H olland ;

Secretary.
1FR Doc. 75-21842 Filed 8-22- 75 ;8:45 am]

[Regulation ER-928, Arndt. 6]
PART 261— FILING OF AGREEM ENTS

Amendment of Part To  Provide Filing of 
Environmental Data With Applications 
to the Extent Required by New Part 312
Adopted by the Civil Aeronautics Board 

at its office in Washington, D.C. Au­
gust 13, 1975.

By notice of proposed rulemaking/ the 
Board invited comments, and responses 
to such comments, on a proposal to enact 
a new Part 312 of the Procedural Regu­
lations setting forth its policies and gov­
erning procedures for the preparation 
and processing of environmental impact 
statements and related documents in 
connection with the Board’s regulatory 
activities pursuant to section 102(2) (C)

1PDR-36, EDR-269, PSDR-40, dated May 15, 
1974, 39 FR 18288, Docket 26718. *

of the National Environmental Policy 
Act. H ie  proposal also encompassed the 
deletion of § 399.110 of the Board’s Poli­
cy Statements, which had previously set 
forth such policies and procedures, and 
implèmenting amendments to other parts 
o f the Board’s economic and procedural 
regulations to provide for the filing of 
environmental data with applications to 
the extent required by the new Part 312.

As set forth in the preamble to the 
new Part 312, adopted simultaneously 
herewith, a number of comments and re­
sponses were filed to the proposed Part 
312 and considered by the Board before 
enactment of the Part in its present form. 
While none o f the comments related 
specifically to the amendments proposed 
to be made to Part 261, a suggestion was 
made, and in part adopted by the Board, 
to alter the requirements for the filing of 
environmental data. Specifically, the 
Board revised § 312.12 to provide that 
applications under sections 408, 416(b), 
101(3), and the ratemaking provisions of 
section 1002 of the Federal Aviation Act 
include a representation of whether or 
not the application, if granted, would 
have any of the consequences set forth 
in § 312.9(a) (2) o f the new rule, the 
representation to be accompanied by an 
explanation. Under the circumstances,, 
and since Part 312 requires the filing of 
environmental data with applications in 
specified situations, albeit somewhat 
modified from the requirements original­
ly proposed, we shall adopt the amend­
ments proposed to Part 261 modified to 
the extent required by changes made in 
the proposed Part 312 upon its final 
adoption, on the basis of the findings, 
among others, set forth in the proposal 
and in the Preamble to Part 312.

In accordance with the foregoing, the 
Civil Aeronautics Board hereby amends 
Part 261 of the Economic Regulations 
(14 CFR 261), effective September 24, 
1975, as follows;

1. Amend the Table erf Contents by 
adding a title for new § 261.9 as follows: 
Sec.
261.9 Environmental documents.

2. Add a new § 261.9 to read as follows: 
§ 261.9 Environmental documents.

Where required by §§ 312.12 or 312,14 
of this chapter, each contract or agree­
ment filed under this part or Subpart P 
of Part 302 of this chapter, shall, at the 
appropirate time, be accompanied by an 
Environmental Evaluation, a representa­
tion and explanation with respect to 
§ 312.9(a) (2) of this chapter, or an En­
vironmental assessment, in conformity 
with those sections or orders issued there­
under.
(Federal Aviation Act of 1958, as amended, 
secs. 102, 204(a), 404, 412, and 1002 (72 
Stat. 740, 743, 760, 770, and 788, (49 U.S.C. 
1302, 1324, 1374, 1382, and 1482)); National 
Environmental Policy Act of 1969 (Pub. E.

91-90, 42 UJB.C. 4321 ef seq) and Executive 
Order 11514.)

By the Civil Aeronautics Board.
[ seal] E d w in  Z. H olland ,

Secretary.
[FR Doc.75-21843 Filed 8-22-75;8:45 am]

[Regulation PR-147, Arndt. 25]

PART 302— RULES OF PRACTICE IN 
ECONOMIC PROCEEDINGS

Amendments off Part To  Provide Filing of
Environmental Data With Applications
to the Extent Required by New Part 312
Adopted by the Civil Aeronautics Board 

at its office in Washington, D.C. Au­
gust 13, 1975.

By notice of proposed rulemaking,1 the 
Board invited comments, and responses 
to such comments, on a proposal to enact 
a new Part 312 of the Procedural Regula­
tions setting forth its policies and gov­
erning procedures for the preparation 
and processing of environmental impact 
statements and related documents in 
connection with the Board’s regulatory 
activities pursuant to section 102(2)(C) 
of the National Environmental Policy 
Act. The proposal also encompassed the 
deletion of § 399.110 of the Board’s Policy 
Statements, which had previously set 
forth such policies and procedures, and 
implementing amendments to other parts 
of the Board’s economic and procedural 
regulations to provide for the filing of 
environmental data with applications to 
the extent required by the new Part 312.

As set forth in the preamble to the 
new Part 312,. adopted, simultaneously 
herewith, a number of comments and re­
sponses were filed to the proposed Part 
312 and considered by the Board before 
enactment of the Part in its present 
form. While none of the comments re­
lated specifically to the amendments pro­
posed to be made to Part 302, a sug­
gestion was made, and in part adopted 
by the Board, to alter the requirements 
for the filing of environmental data. 
Specifically, the Board revised § 312.12 to 
provide that applications under sections 
408, 416(b), 101(3), and the ratemaking 
provisions of section 1002 of the Federal 
Aviation Act include a representation of 
whether or not the application, if  
granted, would hare any of the con­
sequences set forth in § 312.9(a) (2) of 
the new rule, the representation to be 
accompanied by an explanation. Under 
the circumstances, and since Part 312 
requires the filing of environmental data 
with applications in specified situations, 
albeit somewhat modified from the re­
quirements originally proposed, we shall 
adopt the amendments proposed to Part 
362 modified to the extent required by 
changes made in the proposed Part 312 
upon its final adoption, on the basis of the 
findings, among others, set forth in the 
proposal and in the Preamble to Part 
312.

1 PDR-36,' EDR-269, FSDR-48, dated May 
15, 1974, 39 FR 18288, Docket 2671«.
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In accordance with the foregoing, the 
Civil Aeronautics Board hereby amends 
Part 302 of the Economic Regulations (14 
CFR 302), effective ¡September 24, 1975, 
as follows:

Amend § 302.4(a) to read as follows:
§ 302.4 General requirements as to 

documents.
(a) Contents. In case there is no rule, 

regulation, or order of the Board which 
prescribes the contents of a formal ap­
plication, petition, complaint, motion or 
other authorized or required document, 
such document shah contain a proper 
identification of the parties concerned, 
a concise but complete statement of the 
fq,cts relied upon and the relief sought, 
and, where required by §§ 312.12 or 312.14 
of this subchapter, such document shall, 
at the appropriate time, be accompanied 
by an Environmental Evaluation, a rep­
resentation and explanation with respect 
to § 312.9(a) (2) of Part 312, or an En­
vironmental assessment, in conformity 
with those sections or orders issued there­
under.

* * * * * 
(Federal Aviation Act. of 1958, as amended, 
secs. 102, 204(a), 401. 402, 403, 404, 412, and 
1002 (72 Stat. 740, 743, 754, 757, 758, 760, 770, 
and 788, (49 U.S.C. 1302, 1324, 1371, 1372, 
1373, 1874, 1382, and 1482)); National En­
vironmental Policy Act of 1969 (Pub. L. 91— 
90, 42 U.S.C. 4321 et seq) and Executive Order 
11514) «k

By the Civil Aeronautics Board.
[ seal] Ed w in  Z. H olland,

Secretary.
[PR Doc.75-21844 Filed 8-22-75;8:45 am]

[Regulation PS-67, Arndt. 46]

PART 399— STATEM ENTS OF GENERAL 
POLICY

Amendment of Part
Adopted by the Civil Aeronautics Board 

at its office in Washington, D.C. Au­
gust 13,1975.

By notice of proposed rulemaking,1 the 
Board invited comment and responses to 
such comments, on a proposal to enact a 
new Part 312 of the Procedural Regula­
tions setting forth its policies and govern­
ing procedures for the preparation and 
processing of environmental impact 
statements and related documents in 
connection with the Board’s regulatory 
activities pursuant to section 102(2) (O  
of the National Environmental Policy 
Act. The proposal also encompassed the 
deletion of § 399.110 of the Board’s Policy 
Statements, which had previously set 
forth such policies and procedures, and 
other implementing amendments to 
other parts of the Board’s economic 
and procedural regulations to provide for 
the filing of environmental data with ap­
plications to the extent required by the 
New Part 312.

The Board has finalized the enact­
ment pf Part 312 and the implementing 
amendments to the economic and proce-

1 FDR-36, EDR-269, PSDR-40, dated. May 
15. 1974, 39 FR 18288, Docket 26718.

dural regulations in separate documents 
issued contemporaneously herewith, by 
PR-146, and ER-925, ER-926, ER-927, 
ER-928, and PR-147. Section 399.110 of 
the Board’s Statements of General Pol­
icy is therefore being deleted.

Accordingly, the Civil Aeronautics 
Board hereby amends Part 399 of  its 
Statements of General Policy (14 CFR 
Part 399) effective September 24, 1975, 
as follows:

Subpart J  [Deleted]
Delete Subpart J—Policies Relating to 

the Quality of the Human Environment, 
and § 399.110—Implementation of the 
National Environmental Policy Act of 
1969.
(Secs. 204 and 1001 of the Federal Aviation 
Act of 1968, as amended, 72 Stat. 743 and 
788, (49 U.S.C. 1324 and 1481); the National 
Environmental Policy Act of 1969, 83 Stat. 
852 et seq., (42 U.S.C. 4321 et seq.); and 
Executive Order 11514)

By the Civil Aeronautics Board.
[ seal! Ed w in  Z. H olland,

, Secretary.
[FR Doc.75-21845 Filed 8-22-75;8:45 am]

[Regulation PR-146, Enactment of Part 312]

PART 312— IMPLEMENTATION OF TH E  
NATIONAL ENVIRONMENTAL POLICY 
ACT, INCLUDING TH E  PREPARATION 
OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATE­
M ENTS

Enactment of P art,
Adopted by the Civil Aeronautics 

Board at its office in Washington, D C. 
August 13,1975.

By notice of proposed rulemaking,1 the 
Board invited comments and responses to 
such comments, on a proposal to enact 
a new Part 312 of the Procedural Regula­
tions setting forth its policies and gov­
erning procedures for the preparation 
and processing of environmental impact 
statements and related documents in 
connection with the Board’s regulatory 
activities pursuant to section 102(2) (C) 
of the National Environmental Policy 
Act. The proposal also encompassed the 
deletion of § 399.110 of the Board’s Policy 
Statements, which had previously set 
forth such policies and procedures, and 
other implementing amendments to other 
parts of the Board’s economic and proce­
dural regulations to provide for the filing 
of environmental data with applications 
to the extent required by the new Part 
312.*

Pursuant to the notice, 10 comments 
and four responsive comments were 
filed.* The comments came from a vari-

1PDR-36, EDR-269, PSDR-40, dated May 
15. 1974, 39 FR 18288, Docket 26718.

* We have finalized the implementing 
amendments to the economic and procedural 
regulations and deletion of sec. 399.110 In 
separate documents (ER-925, ER-926, ER- 
927, ER-928, PR-147, PS-67) issued contem­
poraneously herewith. They reflect such 
minor changes from the proposed Part' 312 
that we have made herein.

* Pursuant to a request from a group of 
air carriers, the time for filing comments was

ety of sources, including the United 
States Environmental Protection Agency, 
(EPA) two state planning organizations, 
three trade associations, two aircraft en­
gine manufacturers, a group of four 
cities, and a group of nine air carriers.4 
Two of the responses came from air car­
riers, one from a trade association, and 
one from the cities.5 Taken as a whole 
the comments are thoughtful and useful. 
Some of them have been accepted, while 
others have been rejected. The principal 
comments relate (1) to the method for 
determining in what situations full-scale 
inquiries into environmental impacts 
should be made and (2) to the data bank 
which we hoped to establish in order to 
facilitate for all concerned the determi­
nation of environmental issues coming 
before the Board for decision.

A principal revision we have made is 
the adoption of a Noise Screening Stand­
ard and a Pollutants Screening Standard, 
proposed by the group of Nine Carriers, 
to help effectuate the threshold deter­
mination of environmental significance. 
We adopt these screening standards as 
the best currently available. However, we 
believe that the screening standards may 
profit from some refinement, as discussed 
in section (1) (c) of this Preamble. Ac­
cordingly, we are specifically requesting 
that petitions for reconsideration be filed 
by any interested person with regard to 
the points raised in section (1) (c ) , below. 
Petitions are to be filed within 45 days of 
service of this rule, and answers thereto 
may be filed within 30 days thereafter.

Except to the extent modified herein, 
the tentative findings and conolusions set 
forth in PDR-36, EDR-269, PSDR-40 are 
incorporated herein and made final; and, 
except to the extent granted herein, all 
requests contained in the comments are 
denied. The principal objections and sug­
gestions to our proposal and the principal 
changes therein are discussed below. 
Comments not specifically discussed were 
nevertheless carefully considered by the 
Board.

1. Threshold determination of envi­
ronmental significance. The proposed 
rule sets forth, illustratively. Board ac­
tions which may have a potential impact 
on the environment (§ 312.9) and the 
kind of effects which, in our view, appear

extended from July 5, 1974, to September 5, 
1974, and for responsive comments from Au­
gust 5, 1974, to October 15, 1974. The Board’s 
notice established a procedural mechanism 
for creating and distributing a service list 
which was supplied to all Interested persons.

* The commenters were: Maryland Depart­
ment o f State Planning, Arizona Office of 
Economic Planning and Development, Aero­
space Industries Association of America, 
AVCO Lycoming Division, Pratt and Whitney 
Aircraft, M r  Transport Association o f Canada, 
Boston, St. Louis, Las Vegas and Cincinnati 
parties, National Newspaper Association, and 
a group of none air carriers including Ameri­
can, Braniff, Delta, Eastern, Northwest, Pan 
American, Trans World, United and Western 
( “Nine Carriers” ) .

6 In addition to the group of nine air car­
riers and four cities, responses came from 
Wien Air Alaska and the National Air Trans­
portation Association.
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to significantly affect the environment 
. (§312.10). However* the rule does not 
purport to determine categorically which 
actions may be major federal actions 
having a significant impact Upon the 
quality of the human environment within 
the meaning of section 102(2) (C ) of 
NEPA, leaving that determination in 
each instance to the designated respon­
sible official (§312.8). To assist in the 
making of this determination § 312.12 re­
quires applications for actions listed in 
§ 812.9 to be accompanied by an “envi­
ronmental evaluation,”  containing cer­
tain basic environmental information.8

The Nine Carriers suggest that the 
Board build into the rule a Noise Screen­
ing Standard7 and a Pollutants Screen­
ing Standard,8 which are intended to pro­
vide specific criteria for determining 
when a change in flight frequencies (in­
cluding fleet mix) at an airport justifies 
further study of environmental effects. 
Under the Nine-Carrier proposal, the 
“ environmental evaluation” would not 
be submitted at the tune of filing but 
would, instead, be reserved solely for 
cases that trigger further study under 
the screening tests. “ Environmental as­
sessments” would be abolished alto­
gether.

Adoption of the two screening stand­
ards is supported by the National Air 
Transportation Associations (N A T A ), 
Wien Air Alaska, Inc. (Wien), and the 
Boston/St. Louis/Lias Vegas/Cincinnati 
civic parties. No reply comments in op­
position to the suggested screening 
standards have been received.

Upon consideration of the comments 
and all other relevant facte, the Board 
is persuaded that the Noise Screening 
Standard and the Pollutants Screening 
Standard proposed by the Nine Carriers 
should be incorporated into the Board’s 
NEPA procedures. As we have previously 
noted, the preponderance of the Board’s 
actions are not “major” and do not “sig­
nificantly”  affect the quality of the hu­
man environment, within the meaning 
of NEPA.® The Board’s experience since 
the inception of this rulemaking pro­
ceeding a little over a year ago seems to 
verify our judgment that even those 
actions that are major in economic or 
regulatory terms often do not give rise 
to significant environmental effects. 
This experience currently encompasses 
a total of 13 route-related cases in which 
the Bureau of Operating Rights, acting 
on behalf of the Board, has prepared 
detailed environmental studies, includ­
ing one formal Environmental Impact

* The responsible official may request addi­
tional material and relevant information 
from the applicant or other persons by means 
of the “environmental assessment,”  § 312.14 
(b). In submitting environmental evalua­
tions and environmental assessments, the 
regulation contemplates that the applicants 
would utilize certain basic data set forth in 
Appendix I to the Buie.

* Developed by the consulting firm of Bolt, 
Beranek & Newman. A detailed description 
of the rationale and methodology of this 
standard is contained in Appendix A hereto.

8 Developed by the consulting firm of B. 
Dixon Speas Associates. A detailed descrip­
tion is contained in  Appendix B hereto.

•Notice of Proposed Bulemaking; at 5.
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Statement,10 five “Statements of Envi­
ronmental Assessment,” 11 six somewhat 
less lengthy—yet thorough—“Environ­
mental Negative Declarations” 12 and one 
“Environmental Rejection Statement” 13

This substantial fund of experience^— 
which was not available at the inception 
of this rulemaking—leads us to conclude 
that there is a need for some simple yet 
effective substantive criteria which will 
avoid unproductive and costly proce­
dures and focus analytical efforts upon 
those proceedings most likely to justify 
thorough environmental study, by the 
systematic winnowing out of the many 
cases coming before the Board which 
have little or no adverse environmental 
consequences. In addition, the Councils 
on Environmental Quality (CEQ) itself 
urges agencies to “ develop specific cri­
teria and methods for identifying those 
actions likely to require environmental 
statements and those actions likely not 
to require environmental statements” 
(CEQ Guidelines, 40 CFR 1500.6(c)).

We believe that the screening stand­
ards,hold promise of meeting that need. 
Unlike other existing methodologies such 
as Noise Exposure Forecast (NEF) or 
the EPA’s Leq/Ldn, the screening stand­
ards are relatively uncomplicated in 
method and apply readily to the circum­
stances of the usual Board case, in which 
any prospective environmental impact 
arises in the first instance from changes 
in air carrier schedules and levels of-serv­
ice. The screening standards appear, in 
general, to be appropriate and effective 
for the purpose for which they were de­
signed, namely the threshold determina­
tion of direet environmental impact. In 
addition, the Noise Screening Standard 
in particular should serve to ensure that 
prohibitively costly noise-measuring 
methodologies are reserved for cases in 
which such procedures are likely to be 
productive and cost-efficient. In short, we 
believe that the screening standards are 
the best practicable criteria presently

“  Capacity Reduction Agreements Case, 
Docket 22908. A  Draft and fin a l E.I.S. were 
prepared.

n Miami-Los Angeles Competitive Nonstop 
Case, Docket 24694; American-Airwest Route 
Exchange Agreement, Docket 25881; Amer- 
ican~Pan American Route Exchange, Docket 
26245; American-Frontier Route Exchange 
Agreement, Docket 25397; and tbe Transat­
lantic Route Proceeding, Docket 25908. 
While designed only to determine whether 
the proposed actions are major Federal ac­
tions having a substantial impact on the 
quality of the human environment, the 
Statement of Environmental Assessment is 
equal in thoroughness to a formal Environ­
mental Impact Statement. In each case, 
Draft Assessments were prepared and cir­
culated for comment and Final Assessments 
prepared in light o f those comments.

12 DeUa-TWA Route Transfer, Docket 
26479; Philadelphia - Rochester/Syracuse 
Case, Docket 20472; Pan American-Western 
Route Transfer, Docket 27104; Remanded 
Reno-Portland/Seattle Nonstop Investiga­
tion, Docket 21136; Reopened Service to 
Omaha and Des Moines Case, Docket 18401; 
Fort Meyers-Atlanta Case, Docket 27287.

“  Eastern-Ozark Route Transfer Agree­
ment, Docket 26668.
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available to the Board for purposes of 
preliminary screening.

Nevertheless, as presently formulated 
the screening tests may not be appro­
priate in all conceivable circumstances; 
Further, the screening standards may 
well be susceptible to refinemènt, im­
provement, or even replacement by dif- 
ferent criteria, as the Nine Carriers them­
selves recognize. Thus, we adopt the 
screening standards to provide guidance 
to the responsible official who must deter­
mine the environmental significance of 
any action, rather than as tests which 
categorically détermine in every case 
whether further environmental steps 
need be taken. Moreover, we also pro­
vide for the use of methodologies which 
are functionally equivalent to the screen­
ing standards.

(a ) The Noise Screening Standard. The 
Noise Screening Standard, while ground­
ed upon Noise Exposure Forecast (NEF) 
methodology, eschews some of the com­
plexities of NEF in favor of a model fo r­
mula which predicts the percentage 
change in the ground area subsumed by 
an NEF contour, on a before-and-after 
basis. The formula takes into account a 
number of factors important to cumula­
tive noise impact and utilized in the NEF 
methodology, including adjustments to 
account for the ratio of daytime opera­
tions to nighttime operations, the per­
centage of four-engine low-bypass-ratio 
aircraft in the fleet, the ratio of short- 
range and long-range operations, and 
fleet mix, as well as the number of air­
craft operations. The chosen threshold 
value separating actions with clearly no 
adverse noise impact from those with 
potential impact is a change of one NEF 
unit at points on the ground within the 
NEF 30—40 contours. A one NEF unit 
change results from a 27 percent change 
in operations and corresponds to a 17 
percent change in the area enclosed 
within the contours in the NEF 30-40 
range.

Based upon experience in a number 
of the cited cases in which the Noise 
Screening Standard has been utilized by 
the Bureau of Operating Rights,14 it  ap­
pears that the screening formula is rel­
atively sensitive to change in the noise 
impact resulting from increases in air 
carrier operations. The threshold level 
of one NEF unit represents perhaps one- 
half of any noise impact change which 
would be noticed by the impacted pop­
ulation, assuming the correctness of EPA 
studies“  indicating that an increase of 
2 unite may cause complaints.

Furthermore, experience in the cited 
cases also indicates that the Noise 
Screening Standard methodology, while 
perhaps susceptible to improvement, ap-

14 See, e.g., the American-Pan American 
Route Exchange Case, Docket 26245; the 
Miami-Los Angeles Competitive Nonstop 
Case, Docket 24694; the Transatlantic Route 
Proceeding, Docket 25908; and the Capacity 
Reduction Agreements Case, Docket 22908.

“ Eidred, K. M., “ Community Noise,”  En­
vironmental Protection Agency, NTTD 800.3 
(December, 1971).
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pears generally sound for purposes 
separating those actions which may re­
quire further study from actions with 
clearly no significant noise impact. In 
this regard, and without intimating any 
conclusions with respect to the Board’s 
ultimate decisions in the cited cases or 
the issues therein, we may note that the 
use of the Noise Screening Standard has 
occasioned no substantial adverse com­
ment in those cases from such expert 
agencies as the EPA and the FAA. More­
over, we have received no adverse com­
ment to the Nine Carriers’ suggestion in 
this docket that the Noise Screening 
Standard be adopted as a part of the 
Board’s environmental procedures.

The EPA in its comments recommends 
that, whenever possible, the EPA-en- 
dorsed “ Leq/Ldn”  environmental noise 
descriptor methodology16 be utilized to 
measure noise, in the interests of uni­
formity among Federal programs and 
pursuant to the EPA’s responsibility un­
der tiie Noise Control Act of 1972 to 
coordinate and review all Federal noise 
research and control programs. We do 
not view the adoption of the Noise 
Screening Standard as inconsistent with 
the EPA’s recommendation.

We emphasize, in this regard, that the 
Noise Screening Standard does not pur­
port to be definitive with respect to the 
noise exposure impact of proposed ac­
tions, but serves primarily as a means 
of determining, at the inception of a 
case, whether an action is likely to be 
significant in environmental terms and 
whether as a consequence further de­
tailed study of noise impact may be re­
quired. Where application of the Noise 
Screening Standard and the facts of the 
case suggest that further analysis in 
depth would -be fruitful, the Board ex­
pects that the analysis would ordinarily 
include one of the recognized cumulative 
noise impact methodologies. Preferably, 
this would consist of the new Leq/Ldn 
methodology.”  However, we , do not be­
lieve that a full-blown Leq/Ldn, NEF, or 
other analysis would, ordinarily be pro­
ductive at the threshold stage because 
of their complexity and the costs asso­
ciated with conducting such studies. In 
any event, the rule as modified herein 
would not preclude the use of a func­
tional equivalent to the Noise Screening 
Standard, which could include the EPA’s 
methodology.

(b) The Pollutants Screening Stand­
ard. The Pollutants Screening Standard 
produces an order-of-magnitude esti­
mate of the concentration of a particular 
pollutant at the boundaries of an airport, 
using EPA data for rates of emission and 
standardized meteorological conditions.

i« "information on Levels of Environmental 
Noise Requisite to Protect Public Health and 
Welfare with an Adequate Margin of Safety” 
( “Levels Document") EPA Document Num­
ber 550/9-74-004, March 1974.

«  We do not at this time preclude the use 
of methodologies such as, e.g., the Noise Ex­
posure Forecast (NEF), since much of the 
currently avaUable data on airport noise 
levels, etc. is in the form of the older meth­
odologies, -

of The threshold standard is keyed upon 
the relevant units of the Primary Na­
tional Air Quality Standards as set by 
the EPA. I f  the proposed action would 
lead to an increase in the total pollutant- 
emissions but the perceived change in 
pollutant concentration at the airport 
boundary would be less' than 1% of the 
primary standards for air quality, no 
further analysis of pollutant emissions 
wodld be required. I f  the threshold level 
is exceeded, additional analysis taking 
into account specific local conditions 
may be required. The threshold value is 
derived from the EPA’s regulations on 
Review of Indirect Sources, 40 CFR 
52.22(b) (2) ( i i i ) .

The Pollutants Screening Standard 
has been utilized in the Environmental 
Negative Declarations prepared by the 
Board’s staff in the Pan American-West­
ern Route Transfer, Docket 27104, and 
in the Reopened Service to Omaha and 
Des Moines Case, Docket 18401.**

We believe that the Pollutants Screen­
ing Standard is, on the whole, sound in 
method and appropriate for the purpose 
intended. We do have some minor reser­
vations, particularly, with regard to the 
threshold level selected, as discussed in 
subsection (c) below. While this test has 
been utilized to date in two staff Envi­
ronmental Negative Declarations, it has 
not been exposed to the much more de­
tailed scrutiny accorded to, the Noise 
Screening Standard. Nevertheless, we are 
prepared to adopt the Pollutants Screen­
ing Standard as being the best' practi­
cable criterion presently available for use 
in Board proceedings, pending any modi­
fications which may be forthcoming from 
our continued review of the standard and 
in light of the comments received from 
all interested parties.

(c) Authorization of Petitions for Re­
consideration with Respect to Screening 
Standards. While the Board has adopted 
the Noise Screening Standard and the 
Pollutants Screening Standard, we are 
of the belief that a number of aspects of 
these tests require further examination, 
with a view toward refinement. We there­
fore solicit comments from all interested 
persons concerning the points delineated 
below. Specifically, we are hereby au­
thorizing petitions for reconsideration by 
any interested person with respect to the 
screening tests, focused upon but not 
limited to the discussion which follows. 
Petitions are to be filed within 45 days of 
service of this rule, and answers may be 
filed within 30 days thereafter.

(1) The Pollutants Screening Standard 
threshold value—an increase in pollutant 
concentration at the airport boundary 
equivalent to 1% of the Primary National

“ In addition, R. Dixon Speas applied the 
Pollutants Screening Standard to the data 
used by the Board’s staff in the Transatlantic 
Route Proceeding, Docket 25908, the Ameri­
can-Frontier Route Exchange, Docket 25397, 
and the American-Ainoest Route Exchange, 
Docket 25881, for a total sample of 45 air­
ports. According to R. Dixon Speas, the re­
sults confirm the staff’s previous empirical 
judgments in those cases with respect to the 
incremental levels o f pollutant emissions.

Air Quality Standards—is predicated 
upon the EPA’s “ Indirect Sources” rule 
standard that the air quality impact of 
airport construction or modification need 
not be considered unless there is an in­
crease of at least 50,000 scheduled air 
carrier operations or 1.6 million passen­
gers per year over the existing volume of 
operations, within the, tenth year of the 
proposed airport change.”  The usual eco­
nomic forecast period in Board cases is 
one or at the most two years in the fu­
ture, since long-term economic forecasts 
of operations have not proven to be prac­
ticable or reliable for economic pur­
poses.2® The 1% threshold value used in 
the Pollutants Screening Standard, if ap­
plied to the 1st- or 2nd-year forecast of 
operations, would simply compress the 
tenth-year EPA standard into the first 
or second year. Consequently, the Pollu­
tants Screening Standard threshold level 
may be of inadequate sensitivity to accu­
rately reflect the EPA “indirect Sources” 
standard if used in conjunction with the 
economic forecast periods typical in al­
most all Board cases.“  We request that 
the Commenting parties address the pos­
sible solutions to this problem, specifi­
cally whether and how a 10-year opera­
tional forecast for environmental pur­
poses can be feasibly derived, or whether 
and how the Pollutants Screening Stand­
ard threshold value may be adjusted to 
permit its use with customary first- or 
second-year economic forecasts of opera­
tions. Moreover, the parties should con­
sider in any event whether to base the 
screening standard threshold upon some 
criterion other than the “ indirect 
sources” regulation in light of its uncer­
tain status, as evidenced by its temporary 
suspension by the EPA.

(2) The LTO cycle used in the Pol­
lutants Screening Standard for deter­
mining emissions is itself composed of 
five distinct modes (taxi-idle, takeoff, 
climbout, approach and landing,-and 
taxi-idle) each of which has its own 
emission rates for various types of air­
craft. The time spent in each mode varies 
by airport—for example, the taxi-idle 
time at a large, congested airport may be 
much longer than at a • small airport. 
However, the standard LTO cycle used in 
the screening test represents an LTO 
cycle at a large metropolitan airport dur­
ing periods of heavy activity. Using this 
standard LTO cycle may significantly 
overstate emissions at a small or uncon- 
gested airport. Perhaps, in certain cir­
cumstances, a more detailed modal 
analysis may be more appropriate. The 
parties are requested to address the ques-

“ 40 C.F.R. 52.22(b)(2) (lit ). This regula­
tion has been temporarily suspended by the 
EPA.

“ By the same token, a simple linear rela­
tionship between the 1st year and 10th year 
level o f operations cannot be assumed.

11 The EPA threshold o f 50,000 annual op­
erations (25,000 LTO’s) represents approxi­
mately 69 flights per day. I t  is self-evident 
that very few, i f  any, Board awards would 
ever result in an increase o f that magnitude 
in the first or second year of operations.
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tion of whether an adjustment for small 
or uncongested airports should be built 
into the rule, and if so, how that should 

. be done.
(3) The Noise Screening Standard 

equation was statistically derived from 
actual noise studies conducted at nine 
large airports, the smallest being In­
dianapolis with about 300 aircraft op­
erations per day. Thus, the formula may 
not be statistically reliable for estimating 
noise impact at nonconforming airports, 
such as small airports.

(4) By the same token, the correction 
factors used in the Noise Screening 
Standard, particularly the correction for 
percent of low-bypass-ratio (LBPR) fan 
jet aircraft (C2) may be inaccurate in 
extreme cases. The C2 factor, for ex­
ample, compensates for LBPR opera­
tions constituting only up to 15% of total 
operations. Yet, at some airports with 
heavy overseas and foreign traffic, such 
as New York (JFK ), the LPBR opera­
tions are a considerably greater portion 
of total operations. Comments are solic­
ited as to whether, and to what extent, 
the C2 correction factor and the other 
factors should be augmented to permit 
the formula to reflect particular airport 
operational characteristics more closely.

($) As a rule, non-jet operations gen­
erate much less noise during the LTO 
cycle than jet operations, and therefore 
the former cannot be equated with the 
latter for purposes of the Noise Screening 
Standard. In  fact, the basic formula of 
the test appears to have been derived 
for comparison o f jet operations under 
various future assumptions. The Board 
tentatively believes that in computing 
the number of operations (Nd and Nn) 
only jet aircraft operations should be 
included. Under this view, parties would 
of course be free to present evidence 
showing that non-jet -operations should 
be included in the calculation, perhaps 
by the use of tests which measure actual 
noise levels. We request comments con­
cerning the appropriateness o f excluding 
non-jet operations from the Noise 
Screening Standard calculation in nor­
mal circumstances.

(6) The arbitrary constant “A ” in the 
Noise Screening Standard formula is re­
lated to fleet mix and the particular NEF 
contour chosen for analysis. The given 
value of A in the formula for NEF 40 is 
1.92. In  computing the change in noise 
level resulting from a change in the num­
ber of operations the constant is, in ef­
fect, factored out and thus of no direct 
consequence for the purposes of a screen­
ing analysis. However, the accuracy of 
the formula itself may have a bearing 
on the screening test results, since the 
results are expressed as a percentage 
change over a base period condition. 
Thus, the derivation and accuracy of 
the chosen constant— 1.92—becomes 
meaningful In borderline cases the 
Board mky wish to crosscheck the screen- 
b*g test results at NEF 40 with the results 
at NEF 30, for example, or to compare 
toe fleet mix assumptions built into the 
chosen constant with toe actual fleet 
mix at the point in question. Accordingly, 
we request that the Nine Carriers submit
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a more detailed explanation of the der­
ivation of the chosen constant as well 
as some alternative constants for differ­
ent fleet mix or NEF-values.

In addition to the usual publication of 
the rulemaking in the F ederal R egister, 
we will serve this regulation upon all 
persons who previously commented or 
responded to comments with respect to 
the Notice of Proposed Rulemaking. Peti­
tions for reconsideration should be sub­
mitted within 45 days of the date of serv­
ice of these regulations and answers 
thereto may be filed within 30 days there­
after, through the submission of twenty
(20) copies addressed to the Docket Sec­
tion, Civil Aeronautics Board, Washing­
ton, D.C. 20428.

2. Environmental Evaluation. Proce- 
durally, we will incorporate the screen­
ing standards into the § 312.12 “environ­
mental evaluation” report which must 
accompany certain applications. As a 
consequence, much of the inf ormation re­
quested in § 312.12 as originally proposed 
will not be needed at the application 
stage, and, if necessary, can be obtained 
at a later time through an. “environmen­
ta l assessment” under § 312.14. There­
fore we are simplifying the requirements 
of § 312.12. As modified, the environ­
mental evaluation will be required to 
contain information about the present 
service and proposals for change, the 
airports used, any irretrievable commit­
ments of resources involved (including 
fuel usage), the expected number of ad­
ditional passengers to be carried as a 
result of the proposed action, and the 
Noise and Pollutants Screening Stand­
ards.”

This revised environmental evaluation 
report will be required to accompany 
most applications for licensing actions 
under sections 401 or 402 of the Act, as 
originally contemplated in the proposed 
rule <§ 312.9(a)(1) ).

The Nine Carriers do not agree with 
the timing of the environmental data 
submission, arguing that such data, if 
required at all, should be submitted at 
the time of direct exhibits in a hearing 
case, or 30 days after an application is 
filed in a nonhearing case. Under their 
proposal, no environmental data would 
be filed with an application except for a 
simple representation that the screening 
test threshold levels would not be ex­
ceeded by the proposed action and that 
the consequences set forth in § 312.9(a) 
(2) would not occur. Substantiation for 
this representation would not be required 
unless a controversy subsequently arises 
with respect to the environment. I f  such 
a representation could not be made, envi­
ronmental data would be submitted as 
noted above.

We reject this suggestion. Submission 
of the environmental data at the direct 
exhibit stage of a hearing proceeding 
would produce unconscionable delay in 
cases which require either a formal envi-

22 In addition, we will adopt the suggestion 
of the Environmental Protection Agency and 
require, where relevant, the submittal o f 
information describing plans for aircraft to 
be released by the proposed action.
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ronmental impact statement or a de­
tailed environmental negative declara­
tion. Further, the environmental evalua­
tion report, as revised, is substantially 
less burdensome to prepare than the re­
port originally contemplated, and in any 
event, most of the information requested 
in the revised environmental evaluation 
is needed to work the formulae of the 
screening tests. Since, as the Nine Car­
riers acknowledge, an applicant must at 
least know the “order-of-magnitude 
service level”  it contemplates, there ap­
pears to be no valid reason to deny this 
information to the Board for purposes of 
a timely and independent threshold de­
termination of environmental signifi­
cance.

For other actions—under sections 408, 
416(b), 101(3), and the ratemaking pro­
visions o f section 1002 of the Act—the 
environmental evaluation report will be 
required, as originally proposed, only if 
certain circumstances as delineated in 
§ 312.9(a) (2) may demonstrably result. 
For those actions, we accept the sugges­
tion of the Nine Carriers that such appli­
cations include a representation of 
whether or not the application, if 
granted, would have any of the conse­
quences set forth in § 312.9(a) (2) (i),
(Ii)» (iff)', (iv ), or (v) of the rule. The 
representation shall be accompanied with 
a succinct explanation. For purposes of
(ii) (ill), (iv ), or (v) o f the rule. The 
( i i ) , we also accept the suggestion o f the 
Nine Carriers to incorporate the screen­
ing standards into the § 312.7 definition 
of “substantially greater or less service.”

The Nine Carriers also propose that for 
nonhearing cases (i.e., primarily cases 
falling under § 312.9(a) (2) of the rule) a 
30-day period be afforded for the prep­
aration o f the environmental evaluation 
report, if one is required. We reject this 
proposal. As revised herewith, the infor­
mation called for in this report is not 
burdensome, and much of it is required 
in any event to provide input for the 
screening standards. We see no reason 
that thé environmental information 
should not he submitted along with all 

/ other data submitted by the applicant to 
justify the specific relief sought by the 
application, in .those few instances in 
which an environmental evaluation is 
likely to be required under § 3125(a) (2) 
of the rule.

Finally, we also reject the Nine Car­
riers’ proposal to require an environ­
mental evaluation only where the pro­
posed Board action would result in serv­
ice changes on an annual basis. Seasonal 
service change can also have a material 
impact on the quality of the environ­
ment, and we perceive no valid reason for 
granting such a blanket exclusion of en­
vironmental considerations in cases 
where lass than full service on an annual 
basis is involved.

3. Environmental Assessment. The 
basic data supplied in the substantially 
simplified environmental evaluation re­
port will not usually he sufficient to per­
mit the preparation of adequate environ­
mental impact statements or detailed 
negative declarations, and may not be 
sufficient in some instances to rendèr a
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soundly based environmental rejection. 
It  is therefore necessary that the respon­
sible official have the opportunity to ob­
tain further relevant environmental 
information from'applicants and others. 
This opportunity is provided by the "en­
vironmental assessment" report § 312.14 
(b) of the rule.

Sine« the particular environmental 
problems and the information available 
to the responsible official from other 
sources will vary from case to case, we 
will retain in the rule the responsible 
official’s discretion to request “such rele­
vant and material information’’ as is nec­
essary, and reject the Nine Carriers’ sug­
gestion that would, in effect, eliminate 
that discretion by substituting the specif­
ic itemization of the originally proposed 
environmental evaluation report for the 
environment assessment.** Some exam­
ples of data that might be required, 
drawn from the experience of the past 
year, include information on such mat­
ters as the local ambient air pollution 
and noise levels; the history of environ­
mental complaints, litigation or con­
certed civic action; levels of peak hour/ 
day operations and VFR/IFR capability; 
airside and landside airport congestion; 
local, regional, or state plans and regu­
lations concerning airport expansion; 
satellite airports, noise abatement, or 
pollution control; indirect environmental 
effects of new service, particularly at re­
sort or rural areas; long-range estimates 
of levels of operations and traffic; pos­
sible capacity shifting and impact at 
otilar points; alternatives to the pro­
posal; ways to avoid any adverse envi­
ronmental effects; need for new facilities 
to support the proposed action; and pos­
sible effect of new services upon health 
and welfare. These examples are merely 
illustrative of the wide range of prob­
lems which might arise in connection 
with any particular proceeding, but they 
are sufficient to demonstrate the need 
for an environmental assessment report 
tailored to the specific proceeding.

On reconsideration, we have deter­
mined not to make final the last sentence 
of § 312.14(b) of the proposed rule. Th isv 
would generally require us to follow the 
procedures governing the preparation of 
Environmental Impact Statements when 
a detailed Negative Declaration is issued. 
We have determined that this provision 
is unduly restrictive. For example, al­
though it is anticipated that in some 
situations a detailed treatment will not 
be warranted for all the NEPA issues 
listed in § 312.14(c), the terms of this 
sentence would seem to preclude the 
preparation of a Negative Declaration 
addressed only to a particular issue, since 
an Environmental Impact Statement re­
quires discussion of all statutory points. 
To retain flexibility and avoid unproduc­
tive procedures, the last sentence of 
§ 312.14(b) is eliminated.

Finally, we are making several minor 
changes of an editorial or clarifying na-

28 Of course, such items could appropriately 
be included in the responsible official’s re­
quest for an environmental assessment.

ture. The § 312.7(d) definition of “envi­
ronmental assessment’’ is amended to 
bring it into conformity with § 312.14(b), 
which provides for requests for assess­
ments prior to the preparation of any 
type of environmental document, includ­
ing a negative declaration or rejection, 
and not just an environmental impact 
statemeiit. Section 312.13 (footnote) is 
amended to clarify that the, “additional 
relevant and material data” which the 
responsible official may request prior to 
making his initial determination is au­
thorized pursuant to § 312.14(b). And 
§ 312.14(b) is amended to make explicit 
the responsible official’s authority to re­
quire the filing of an environmental eval­
uation where none was previously filed, 
regardless of whether an environmental 
evaluation is or is not called for by 
§ 312.9 of the rule.

4. Hearing Procedures. The Nine Car­
riers question the language of the last 
sentence of proposed § 312.17 (b ), claim­
ing that it would allow parties to reopen 
or belatedly raise in the environmental 
phase of a proceeding questions which 
properly belong in the economic phase. 
This is not correct. The last sentence,- 
providing that “nothing in this part 
shall be deemed to limit environmental 
issues to those described in section 102 
(2) (C) of NEPA” (emphasis supplied), 
simply recognizes the Board’s mandate 
to consider environmental issues pursu­
ant to the public interest standards of 
section 102 of the Federal Aviation Act 
of 1958.“  This mandate is, as we view it, 
in addition to the Board's specific re­
sponsibilities under NEPA. As a matter 
of procedure, we provide that all environ­
mental considerations, whether arising 
under NEPA or under the broader public 
interest standards of section 102 of the 
Act,' should be pursued in the environ­
mental phase of a proceeding, if there 
is one. Nothing in § 312.17 permits the 
consideration of issues unrelated to the 
environment in the 'environmental 
hearing.

On the other hand, we agree with the 
Nine Carriers’ suggestion that proposed 
§ 312.17 may be overly broad in its grant 
of participation rights in the environ­
mental hearing, since as written it per­
mits a party to sit back and wait until 
the environmental hearing to make its 
objections known. It  does not seem un­
duly burdensome—and is fairer t o , all 
concerned—to require, as a prerequisite 
to participation in the environmental 
phase of a proceeding, that all parties 
and intervenors make their views known 
in their comments to the draft Environ­
mental Impact Statement.

The Nine Carriers would also limit par­
ticipation to those disagreeing with the 
ultimate conclusion of the final environ­
mental impact statement. We believe 
that this is entirely too restrictive and 
would be inimical to the development 
of a useful record on the environmental 
issues. Overall, we expect that adherence 
to the Board’s Rules of Practice and to

®* The Palisades Citizens Association v. 
C.A.B., 420 F.2d 188 (C.A.D.C. 1969).

customary hearing procedures under the 
control of the Administrative Law Judge 
assigned to a proceeding will accord all 
commenting parties a reasonable oppor­
tunity to make their views known and 
will allow for the development of a more 
meaningful record. Of course, under the 
revised rule, no person will be precluded 
from presenting a written statement on 
the environmental issues prior to the 
close of the hearing, as provided for in 
Rule 14 of the Board’s rules of procedure 
(14 CFR 302.14).

5. Data Bank. A number of comments 
pertain to the data bank we had hoped 
to establish, and to the standards re­
garding aircraft noise characteristics, 
engine emissions, etc. of proposed Ap­
pendix I  of the rule. The Nine Carriers 
assert that establishment of a data bank 
of adequate size and sophistication is not 
economically feasible, or even dèsirable 
in light of the availability of the screen­
ing standards discussed previously, and 
that the proposed Appendix I  is not in 
any event such a data bank. The Nine 
Carriers and other commenting parties, 
including Pratt & Whitney Aircraft, AV- 
CO Lycoming, Aerospace Industries As­
sociation, and the EPA, point out various 
deficiencies in Appendix I, and refer to 
the fact that emissions and noise data 
are constantly in the process of being 
upgraded and updated.

The Board continues to believe that 
the concept of a data bank, from which 
information could be readily obtained on 
significant facts used repetitively in the 
preparation of environmental studies, is 
essentially meritorious, and that the goal 
of establishing such a data bank should 
not be abandoned. Nevertheless, we are 
persuaded by the comments that the ta­
bles contained in Appendix I  do not con­
stitute, as the Nine Carriers point out, a 
useable data bank; that shine of the 
factual information therein is either in­
complete, erroneous, or obsolete; that the 
data is subject to continuing updating 
and upgrading; and that other parts are 
not useful for meaningful noise or pol­
lutant impact analysis. Accordingly, we 
believe that Appendix I  as presently con­
stituted should be eliminated in its 
entirety.

In lieu of the data contained in the 
proposed Appendix I, the Board will ex­
pect applicants and others to use the best 
updated emissions factors and noise data 
available from any reliable source, in­
cluding the EPA, FAA/DOT, manufac­
turers, and others. While we agree with 
EPA that updated data should be used, 
we see no valid reason to limit data to 
that available from EPA only.

6. Other Matters, (a) The Nine Car­
riers recommend that the proposed sec­
tion 312.10(b)(4), which provides for a 
review of secondary or indirect „effects 
generated through the implementation 
of a Board action, be modified to take 
account of the EPA’s determination in 
its “ indirect source” regulation25 that 
airport construction or modification

85 40 C.F.R. 52.22(b) (2) (iti).

FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 40, NO. 165— MONDAY, AUGUST 25, 1975



projects need not be reviewed under the 
Clean Air Act where the resultant change 
in operations is expected to be an in­
crease of less than 50,000 aircraft opera­
tions (i.e., 25,000 LTO ’s), or passengers 
by less than 1.6 million annually. We 
recognize that the EPA threshold has 
been cited previously in a number of 
Board proceedings with respect to the 
analysis of secondary effects of increased 
services.28 It  may well be a useful yard­
stick in Board cases if correctly applied, 
notwithstanding that the EPA rule is in­
tended to apply to airport construction 
or modification projects rather than to 
air carrier schedule changes.27 However, 
tiie status of the EPA “indirect sources” 
regulation is unclear at tins time, having 
been temporarily suspended by that 
agency, and we believe it inappropriate 
to incorporate the EPA’s standard 
directly into the rule under the cir­
cumstances.

(b) The Nine Carriers also suggest 
that § 312.14(e) be amended to require 
service of comments to draft environ­
mental impact statements on all formal 
parties to a proceeding. We will not im­
pose such a requirement, since it may 
often be unduly burdensome, particularly 
to individuals, citizens’ groups, and local 
government entities,28 and could well dis­
courage the Submission of comments. In 
any event, it is unnecessary. Under CEQ 
Guidelines and this rule all comments 
must be appended to any final state­
ment in a proceeding, which is then 
served upon all parties at least 15 days 
before the environmental hearing. Since 
there is no provision for “reply com­
ments,” we believe this procedure will 
provide adequate notice to all parties.

(c) We do agree, however, that the 
time period for action following submis­
sion of a draft environmental impact 
statement should begin to run when an­
nouncement of the draft’s availability is 
first made in the Federal Register, either 
by the Board or the Council on Environ­
mental Quality (CEQ), and have revised 
§ 312.16 accordingly. The legality, as the 
Nine Carriers note, comes from the pub­
lication and does not depend on which 
agency files the announcement.

(d) We see no need to modify § 312.9 
(a) (2) ( iv ), as suggested by EPA, in order 
to add areas adjacent to national parks, 
monuments, and so forth as a separate 
category of points requiring an environ­
mental evaluation in conjunction with 
first or additional service. Our definition 
of “point” in § 312.7 already encompasses 
a 10-mile radius surrounding the airport

28 See, e.g., Final Statement o f Environ­
ment Assessment (dated October 15, 1974) in 
the Transatlantic Route Proceeding, Docket 
25908, at 14-15.

27 In this connection, we note that the 
EPA’s threshold pertains to increased activity 
in the stated amounts (50,000 operations or
1.6 million passengers) within ten years of 
the construction or modification. The Nine 
Carriers’ suggested change to § 312.10(b) (4) 
does not recognize this time factor.

28 For example, the Transatlantic Route 
Proceeding, Docket 25908, has upwards of 140 
parties.
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or place in question. In any event, all ap­
plications for new certificate authority 
will require the filing of an environ­
mental evaluation report. We shall 
modify § 312.9(a) (2) (iv) in one respect, 
however, by adding “national recreation 
area” and “national seashore” as sepa­
rate categories. We believe this change 
will help avoid any potential for confu­
sion which might otherwise result from a 
too-literal reading of this provision.

(e) The comments of Maryland’s De­
partment of State Planning recommend 
the use of appropriate State and regional 
clearinghouses for the distribution of 
draft environmental impact statements, 
rather than direct distribution to state 
and local governments. Our rule already 
provides for distribution to clearing­
houses, § 312.14(d). Additional distribu­
tion to state and local agencies is pro­
vided for simply to ensure satisfaction of 
the service requirements of formal Board 
proceedings which are subject to the Ad­
ministrative Procedure Act. As suggested, 
we have provided that state clearing­
houses be served with 15 copies and area­
wide clearinghouses with 5 copies of all 
draft statements. We have also modified 
§ 312.14(d) to clarify the usual distribu­
tion requirements.

( f ) We will not adopt the suggestion of 
the National Newspaper Association, 
which would require paid advertisements 
in the “public notice” columns of local 
newspapers for notices by the responsible 
official that an environmental impact 
statement will be prepared in a particu­
lar case (§ 312.13(c)). We believe that 
the rule adequately provides for public 
notice through distribution of news re­
leases, notification of the parties, the 
EPA, and the CEQ. However, we are mod­
ifying § 312.13(c) to provide for notice in 
the F ederal R egister as welL

(g) The Nine Carriers suggest; a re­
vision of the footnote to § 312.6 which 
would, in effect, create a presumption in 
402 cases that the existence of an air

. transport agreement signifies compli­
ance with NEPA. We find no warrant for 
such a presumption, and will according­
ly retain the existing language, which 
simply provides that section 402 proceed­
ings need not duplicate earlier compli­
ance with NEPA by the Department of 
State incident to execution of an air 
transport agreement for the same route 
rights.

(h) Finally, we are making several ad­
ditional changes in the proposed rule, es­
sentially of a technical, editorial, or clar­
ifying nature. First, we amend § 312.13 to 
clarify the responsible official’s duties 
with respect to initial review of applica­
tions for environmental impact. In sum, 
the intent of the revisions is to make it 
clear that all applications are subject to 
initial review for environmental impact, 
but that formal determinations (e.g., en­
vironmental rejections, negative declara­
tions, or notices that an environmental 
impact statement will be prepared) are 
required only with respect to applications 
which must be accompanied by environ­
mental evaluations pursuant to § 312.9, 
or under certain other conditions such
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as an order of the Board or when envi­
ronmental objections or comments are 
filed in reply to an application. The offi­
cial may, of course, prepare a formal ini­
tial determination in any other instance 
at his descretioQ. Secondly, we are also 
amending § 312.13(a) to provide that a 
summary environmental rejection may 
encompass several unrelated applica­
tions. This change will reduce the admin­
istrative burden upon the responsible 
official.

Third, we are adding specific provisions 
in §.§ 312.14(f) and 312.17(a) allowing a 
final Environmental Impact Statement 
to incorporate the draft statement by ref­
erence, in whole or in part. This change 
will codify prior practice, is designed to 
reduce the workload of the Board’s staff, 
conserve paper and printing costs, and 
reduce the delay inherent in the environ­
mental procedures. Fourth, § 312.8(c) (3) 
is amended to provide that the environ­
mental coordinator’s duties include 
guidance in the preparation and process­
ing of other environmental documents 
as well as impact statements. And finally, 
§§ 312.7(d), 312.7(f), 312.7«) (3), 312.8
(c )(1 ), 312.9(b), 312.10(a)(4) and
312.10(b) (4) are amended by the sub­
stitution of more precise language.

7. Proceedings in Progress. With re­
spect to those proceedings already in 
progress, the Board recognizes that it 
often may not be possible to comply fully 
with the prescribed procedures. More­
over, it is our view that, in many in­
stances, the public interest in fair, effi­
cient and timely administration of the 
Board’s regulatory activities will be best 
served by the prospective application of 
these rules, without adverse impact on 
the substantive consideration of environ­
mental concerns inasmuch as § 399.110 of 
the Board’s Policy Statements has up to 
this time provided adequate procedural 
and policy guidance in the implementa­
tion of NEPA. We therefore revise § 312.4
(e) to reflect this view, by permitting 
proceedings in progress to be governed 
by the practices and procedures of the 
former § 399.110 of the Board’s Policy 
Statements. This does not preclude, of 
course, the application of this part where 
desirable and feasible under the circum­
stances of any particular case in the view 
of the Board, the Administrative Law 
Judge assigned to a case, or the respon­
sible official, as appropriate. Section 312.4
(e) has also been revised to allow re­
quests for environmental data in pend­
ing proceedings to be made either by the 
Board, the Administrative Law Judge» or 
the responsible official, as appropriate in 
the particular case.

In consideration of the foregoing, the 
Board hereby enacts Part 312 of the 
Economic Regulations (14 CFR Part 312) 
as set forth below, effective September 24, 
1975. .

By the Civil Aeronautics Board.
[ seal] Edwin Z. Holland,*

Secretary.
Subpart A— General Provisions

Sec.
312.1 Purpose, y
312.2 Scope.
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Sec.
312.3 Authority.
312.4 Policy.
312.5 Interpretations.
312.6 Waivers o r exemptions.

Subpart B-— Definitions
312.7 Definitions.

Subpart G — Designation of Responsible Officials
312.8 Designation o f responsible officials..

Subpart D— Identification of Major Federal 
Actions Significantly Affecting the Environment

312.9 Actions with, a potential effect on the
environment.

312.10 Actions significantly affecting the
human environment.

Subpart E— Environmental. Procedures
312.11 General.
312.12 Filing o f environmental evaluations

by applicants.
312.13 Initial determination with respect to

environmental impact.
312*. 14 Preparation of environmental impact 

statements.
812.15 Public hearings, in preparation of en­

vironmental impact statements, 
negative declarations or rejections.

312.16 Time limitations on use of environ­
mental impact statements.

Subpart F— Final Determinations
312.17 Hearing Procedures.
312.18 Initial, recommended, and final deci­

sions.
Subpart G— Miscellaneous Provisions

812.19 Required lists.
312.20 Costs of materials distributed to the

public.

Authority : Sections 204 and 1001 o f the 
Federal Aviation Act of 1958, as amended, 72 
S tat 743 and 788, 49 U.S.CT. 1324 and 1481; 
the National Environmental Policy Act of 
1969, 83 Stat. 852 e t seq., 42: TJ.S.C. 4321 et 
seq^ and Executive Order 11514.

Subpart A— General Provisions 
§ 312.1 Purpose.

The National Environmental Policy 
Act of 1969 (83 Stat. 852, hereinafter 
called NEFA) authorizes and directs 
that, to the fullest extent possible, the 
policies, regulations, and public laws of 
the United States shall be interpreted 
and administered in accordance with the 
policies for the protection and enhance­
ment of the environment set forth in 
NEPA, thus establishing hational policy, 
goals and procedures for protecting and 
enhancing the environment.

fa) This statute governs all Federal 
departments and agencies and requires' 
positive orientation of all existing ad­
ministrative policies to support the new 
mandate. It  requires that an explicit 
analysis of the environmental conse­
quences of proposed “major Federal ac­
tions” which significantly affect the 
quality of the human environment shall 
be made and publicly commented upon 
prior to agency decision and that this 
detailed environmental statement shall 
accompany the proposals for actions 
through the existing agency review and 
decision processes. This environmental 
statement is to include an analysis of the 
physical, social and aesthetic dimensions 
of the environmental efforts to avoid or 
lessen adverse environmental conse­

quences by means of modified approaches 
or alternatives.

(b) It  is the purpose o f this regulation 
to establish orderly environmental 
clearance processes within the Civil 
Aeronautics Board (CAR or Board) and 
to provide guidance in the preparation 
and utilization of environmental state­
ments and comments.
§ 312.2 Scope.

(a) This regulation applies to all 
“Federal actions” as defined in § 312.7. 
However, this regulation shall not apply 
to permits of Canadian air carriers au­
thorizing casual, occasional, and infre­
quent flights with small aircraft across 
the Canada-United States border or the 
Canada-Alaska border.

(b) Officials designated by the Board 
as set forth in § 312.8 are responsible for 
assuring that decisions on all actions 
falling within the scope of these regula­
tions are made in compliance with NEPA 
and for establishing procedures consis­
tent with the requirements of this regu­
lation.
§ 312.3 Authority. .

(a) NEPA establishes a broad national 
policy to promote efforts to improve the 
relationship between man and his en­
vironment and provides for the creation 
of a Council on Environmental Quality 
(CEQ) to oversee implementation of the 
policy. NEPA sets out certain policies and 
goals concerning the environment and 
requires that, to- the fullest extent pos­
sible, the policies, regulations and public 
laws of the United States shall be inter­
preted and administered in accordance 
with those policies and goals;

(b) (1) Section 102(2) (C) of NEPA 
requires that all agencies of the Federal 
government include m  every major Fed­
eral action significantly affecting the 
quality o f the human environment a de­
tailed statement on the environmental 
impact of such action. (2) Prior to mak­
ing detailed environmental impact state­
ments, the Board is adjured to consult 
with and obtain the comments of any 
Federal agency which has jurisdiction by 
law or special expertise with respect to 
any environmental impact involved, a 
course with the Board will follow.

(e) Guidelines from CEQ, dated Au­
gust 1, 1973, 38 FR 20550, set forth pro­
cedures which must be followed by Pedr­
eral agencies in implementing NEPA, in­
cluding consultation with the agencies 
listed- in Appendices I I  and I I I  of such 
guidelines.

(d) Office of Management and Budget 
Circular A-95 details the requirements 
for State and local review of environ­
mental statements required by section 
102(2) (C) of NEPA.

(e) - Executive Order 11514, 35 FR 4247, 
orders all Federal agencies to initiate 
procedures needed to direct their poli­
cies, plans and programs so as to meet 
national environmental goals.

(f) Section 204(a) of the Act author­
izes the Board to establish such rules, 
regulations and procedures as are neces­
sary to the exercise o f its functions and

are consistent with the purposes of the 
Act.
§ 312.4 Policy.

(a) General. It  is the policy of the 
Board to- implement NEPA and related 
executive branch guidance documents on 
the environment as fully as statutory au­
thority permits and to orient the Board’s 
administrative policies under the Act 
toward the broad national goal of pre­
serving and enhancing the environment. 
In this goal, environmental quality fac­
tors are to be considered in the decision­
making process at the earliest possible 
time. Adverse environmental effects 
should' be avoided or minimized, and en­
vironmental quality previously lost 
should be restored to the fullest extent 
possible.

(b) Implementation. The implementa­
tion of this policy shall consist of an 
environmental review of all major ac­
tions determined by this agency to poten­
tially affect the environment. Environ­
mental statements shall be prepared on 
all major Federal actions significantly 
affecting the environment in accordance 
with the provisions of NEPA. The policies 
and goals set forth in NEPA are supple­
mentary to those set forth in the exist­
ing authorization of the Civil Aeronautics 
Board. The Board shall interpret the 
provisions of NEPA as supplemental to 
its existing authority and as a mandate. 
It will view traditional policies and mis­
sions in the light of national environ­
mental objectives.

(c) Other statutes. To the extent pos­
sible statements of findings concerning 
environmental impacts required by other 
statutes such as the National Historic- 
Preservation Act of 1966 (16 U.S.C1 470, 
et seq.), will be incorporated into the 
preparation of environmental impact 
statements to yield a single document.

(d) Publie notice and availability!. The 
Board will insure timely public informa­
tion and understanding of its actions 
which may have a significant environ­
mental impact in order to obtain the 
views of interested parties. A  list of ad­
ministrative actions for which environ­
mental statements are being prepared 
and negative declarations filed will be 
maintained by the Board in its Public 
Reference Room. This list will- be made 
available for public inspection and sub­
mitted to CEQ for publication.

(e) Proceedings in progress. Cl) Pro­
ceedings in progress at the effective date 
of this part (those in which an applica­
tion has been docketed) may continue to 
be governed by the procedures set forth 
in former § 399.110 o f the Board’s Poliey 
Statements. (2) Nothing in paragraph 
(«> (!> , of this section, shall be deemed 
to relieve any person or party from com­
plying with any Board order; ruling of 
the Administrative Law Judge- assigned 
to a proceeding, or request by the rele­
vant responsible official, directing the 
submission, of environmental impact 
data in any proceeding in progress.
§.312.5 Interpretations.

Written interpretations w ith  respect 
ta the meaning of the regulations in this
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Part will be rendered only by the Board's 
Environmental Coordinator. However,' 
yniftsa specifically authorised by the 
Board in writing, no such interpretation 
and no oral interpretation will be recog­
nized as binding upon the Board.
§ 312.6 Waivers or exemptions.

The Board may, upon application of 
any interested person or upon its own 
initiative, grant such waivers or exemp­
tions from the regulations of this Part 
as it determines are authorized by law 
and are otherwise in the public interest.1 
Among other cases, the Board, or staff 
members to whom authority to act on the 
particular request has been delegated by 
Part 385 of this chapter, may waive the 
requirement that an environmental eval­
uation accompany a request if it is found 
in writing, first, that the proposed Fed­
eral action is not “major,” within the 
meaning of NEPA, and, second, that re­
quiring the submission of a written en­
vironmental evaluation is impractical 
because of time limitations and would 
lead to delay having the effect of deny­
ing the relief requested. Such staff de­
cisions are subject to Review in accord­
ance with the provisions of Subpart C of 
Part 385 of this chapter.

Subpart B— Definitions 
§ 312.7 Definitions.

As used in this part:
(a) “Act” means the Federal Aviation 

Act of 1958 as amended.
(b) “Application” includes an appli­

cation, petition, motion, contract or 
agreement filed under Subpart P  of Part 
302 of this subchapter, or other formal 
request for relief, but does not Include 
the filing of a tariff under section 403 
of the Act and Part 221 of this chapter 
or a registration statement under Part 
298.

(c) “Environmental evaluation” is a 
report to accompany each application as 
provided in § 312.12 consisting of matter 
relating to the potential environmental 
impact of the proposed action. H ie  pur­
pose of this report and any responses 
thereto, together with the Board’s own 
information, is to determine whether an 
environmental impact statement should 
be prepared.

(d) “Environmental assessment” is in­
formation to be provided to the Board as 
set forth in § 312.14(b) in those instances 
where an environmental Impact state­
ment or other environmental document 
may be prepared.

(e) “Environmental impact” is any al­
teration of environmental conditions or 
creation of a new set of environmental 
conditions, adverse or beneficial, caused 
or induced by the action or set of actions 
under consideration.

1 Unless otherwise directed, a § 402 pro­
ceeding for the same route right or rights 
described In a duly executed air transport 
agreement with the United States need not 
duplicate the earlier compliance by the De­
partment of State with the National En­
vironmental Policy Act incident to the execu­
tion of such agreement.

( f ) “Environmental impact state­
ment" is a complete and fully compre­
hensive environmental analysis including 
formal review by other Federal, State 
and local agencies as prescribed by sec­
tion 102(2) (C) of NEPA. The environ­
mental impact statement is comprised 
of two stages, draft and final.

(g) “Environmental negative declara­
tion” is a written determination by the 
responsible official, after review of the 
applicant's environmental evaluation, 
any response thereto, and other avail­
able information, that an environmental 
impact statement is not necessary. The 
declaration will set forth the reasons for 
the conclusion reached.

(h) “Environmental rejection” is a 
summary letter rejecting the presence of 
environmental issues in any matter in 
which such contentions are of an incon­
sequential or frivolous nature or the Fed­
eral action is not “major.”

(i> “Federal actions” includes the en­
tire range of activity undertaken by the 
Board. Actions include:

(1) licensing proceedings;
(2) Mergers, acquisitions, and control 

proceedings;
(3) Ratemaking proceedings other 

than suspension orders;
(4) Contract or agreement approvals;
(5) Rulemaking;
(6) Legislative proposals.
( j ) “Major Federal action” is any Fed­

eral action which requires the substantial 
commitment of resources or triggers such 
a  substantial commitment by another.

(k) “NEPA” means the National En­
vironmental Policy Act of 1969.
* (1) “Point” means any airport or place 
within the United States or a Territory 
or possession o f the United States where 
aircraft may be landed or taken off, in­
cluding the area within a 10-mile radius 
of such airport or place.

(m) “Significantly affecting the en­
vironment” means a determination tak­
ing into consideration:

( l )  The extent to which the action will 
cause adverse environmental affects in 
excess of those created by existing uses 
in the area affected by it; and

(2) The absolute quantitative adverse 
environmental effects of the action it­
self, including the cumulative harm that 
results from its contribution to existing 
adverse conditions or uses in the af­
fected area.

(n) “Staff” means the responsible offi­
cials of the Board referred to in § 312.8.

(o) “Substantially greater or less serv­
ice” means an Increase in the number 
of flights at a point which is of such mag­
nitude as to require further study under 
the screening standards set forth in Ap­
pendix I  hereto, and a decrease which is 
substantial judged by the number and 
kind of other flights at the point and the 
environmental impact of the change 
judged by the standards of § 312.10.

Subpart C— Designation of Responsible 
Officials

§ 312.8 Designation o f responsible of­
ficials.

(a) The Director of the Bureau of Eco­
nomics and the Director o t  the Bureau of

Operating Rights, or their designees, are 
assigned the responsibility of preparing 
environmental impact statements and 
related documents and taking other ac­
tions in connection therewith, as set forth 
in this part. Other staff of the Board may 
be assigned these responsibilities, as 
appropriate.

(b) Any other official of the Board who 
has been delegated authority to take ac­
tion for the Board pursuant to Part 385 
of the Board’s Organization Regulations 
is assigned the responsibility of prepar­
ing environmental impact statements and 
related documents and taking environ­
mental actions in connection therewith 
with respect to such delegated matters.

(c) The Board’s Environmental Co­
ordinator shall be the liaison official for 
the Board with the Council on Envi­
ronmental Quality, the Environmental 
Protection Agency and the other depart­
ments and agencies concerning environ­
mental matters. Duties of the Environ­
mental Coordinator include:

(1) Responsibility to insure that Board 
actions with respect to the fulfillment of 
NEPA are coordinated.

(2) Provision for procedural and sub­
stantive training on environmental issues, 
policy, procedures, and requirements.

(3) Provision of guidance in the prep­
aration and processing of environmental 
impact statements and other environ­
mental documents.

(4) Participation in policy formulation, 
as necessary, in the application of the re­
quirements of NEPA.

(5) Provision of written interpretations 
of'the meaning of the regulations in this 
Part.
. (6) Preparation of an annual report for 
submission to CEQ consisting of a review 
of the year’s activities in carrying out the 
Board's responsibilities under NEPA.

(7) Preparation of a quarterly list of 
all negative declarations and environ­
mental impact statements for submission 
to CEQ.
Subpart D— Identification of Major Fed*

eral Actions 'Significantly Affecting the
Environment

§ 312.9 Actions with a potential effect 
on the environment.

(a) The following are the types of 
Federal actions which require the prep­
aration of an environmental evaluation:

(1) Licensing proceedings under sec­
tions 401 or 402 of the Act.

(2) Proceedings involving agreements 
filed under section 412, merger or other 
proceedings under section 408, exemp­
tion proceedings under sections 101(3) 
or 416(b), and rate proceedings insti­
tuted by the Board under section 1002 
of the Act, but only where they may 
demonstrably result.

(i) In the authorization of service to 
a point not previously served by air 
transportation;

(ii) In substantially greater or less 
service or traffic in a market or to a 
point;

(ill) In first or additional service to a 
point by helicopter, V/STOL aircraft 
or supersonic aircraft or in the elimina­
tion or reduction of such service; .
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(iv) In first or additional service to a 
point within which is located, in whole 
or part, a national park, national his­
toric park, national military park, na­
tional recreation area, national seashore 
or national monument (excluding the 
Statue of Liberty or any national monu­
ment located within a city limits) or in 
the limitation or reduction of such serv­
ice; or

(v ) In any change in service, the en­
vironmental impact of which is likely 
to be highly controversial.

(3) Rulemaking and legislative pro­
posals which, if adopted, might result 
in changes in service as described in par- - 
agraphs (a) (2) (i), (ii), (iii), (iv) or (v) 
of this section.

(4) Other actions which require the 
substantial commitment of resources or 
trigger such a substantial commitment 
by another as determined by the Board 
to possibly have a significant effect on 
the quality of the environment.

(b) Environmental evaluations are re­
quired even though environmental im­
pact statements will not normally be pre­
pared in connection with certain types of 
Board actions delineated in paragraph 
(a ) , of this section. In particular, impact 
statements will not normally be pre­
pared even though evaluations have been 
filed in connection with temporary sus­
pensions under section 401 (j) of the Act, 
emergency or temporary exemptions un­
der sections 101(3) or 416(b) of the Act, 
rate proceedings involving suspensions 
under sections 1002 (g) or (j )  of the Act, 
interim approval of agreements under 
section 412, other like proceedings where 
time is of the essence, or actions taken 
under delegated authority.
§ 312.10 Actions significantly affecting 

the human environment.
(a) Actions significantly affecting the 

human environment are not limited to, 
but include actions which would:

(1) Lead to a significant increase ih 
air pollution;

(2) Lead to a significant increase in 
the ambient noise level for a substantial 
number of people;

(3) Destroy or significantly derogate 
from an important recreation area;

(4) Have a significant effect upon 
areas of historical, cultural, educational, 
or scientific importance;

(5) Have significantly adverse aes­
thetic or visual effect; or

(6) Have a detrimental effect on the 
safety o f the community.

(b) In determining if an action is a 
major Federal action significantly affect­
ing the environment the Board will con­
sider the following:
• m  Actions which have become en­

vironmentally controversial;
(2) Actions or a complex of actions 

which are individually limited but cu­
mulatively have an environmental im­
pact;

(3) Actions which have both beneficial 
environmental effects and detrimental 
effects even if it is believed that on bal­
ance the effect will be beneficial;

(4) Secondary or indirect effects gen­
erated through the implementation of a
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Board action through private associated 
investments and changed patterns of so- ' 
cial and economic activity; and

(5) Actions that would have little im­
pact in an urban area- but may have a 
significant impact in a rural setting or 
vice versa.

Subpart E— Environmental Procedures 
§312.11 General.

The purpose of an environmental re­
view procedures established by these reg­
ulations is to determine whether a pro­
posed Board action is a major Federal 
action significantly affecting the quality 
of the human environment.
§ 312.12 Filing of environmental eval­

uations by applicants.
(a) Except where a waiver or exemp­

tion has been granted under § 312.6, 
every person filing an application falling 
within the scope of § 312.9(a)(1) shall 
attach to such application an environ­
mental evaluation, as provided in para­
graph (c) of this section.

(b) Except where a waiver or exemp­
tion has been granted under § 312.6, • 
every person filing an application falling 
within the scope of § 312.9(a) (2) shall 
include in such application a represen­
tation of whether or not the application, 
if granted, would have any of the results 
set forth in §§ 312.9(a) (2) (i), (ii), (iii), . 
( iv ) , or (v ) , along with an explanation.^ 
I f  grant of such application would pro­
duce any of those results, the applicant 
shall attach to such application an en­
vironmental evaluation, as provided in 
paragraph (c) of this section.

(c) An environmental evaluation shall 
contain:

(D  A description of the existing serv­
ice affected by the application and of the 
proposed service, should the application 
be granted, to include:

(1) The number of existing flights and 
the number of flights which would be 
increased or decreased in each specified 
market;

(ii) The time of arrival and departure 
of the flights;2

(iii) The type of aircraft used or pro­
posed to be used;

(iv) The block hours per flight; and
(v) The projected use of any aircraft 

to be released by the proposed action.
(2) A profile of the airport(s) used or 

proposed to be used, to include:
(i) Average daily scheduled air carrier 

operations, by aircraft type, peak season 
and off-peak season;

(ii) Ratio of day/night operations;
(iii) Percent of 4-engine low-bypass- 

ratio operations;
(iv) Percent of short-range (less than 

1000 miles) operations; and
(V) Overall acreage of the airport (s ).
(3) A  description of any irreversible 

and irretrievable commitments of re­
sources which would be involved in the 
proposed action • should it be imple-

a At a minimum, It  shall be Indicated 
whether the times of departure and arrival 
are during thè day (0700-2200 hours) or the 
night (2200-0700 hours), and during peak or 
off-peak hours, for each affected airport.

mented, including but not limited to any 
additional fuel usage.

(4) A forecast of the net number of 
additional annual passengers expected 
to be carried if the proposed action is 
implemented.

(5) The Noise Screening Test and 
Pollutants Screening Test, set forth in 
Appendix I  to this part.
§ 312.13 Initial determination with re­

spect to environmental impact.
After any application is filed and ap­

propriate responses have been made the 
responsible official,, after consideration 
of such filings and other available data,*, 
shall make an initial determination with, 
respect to environmental impact. For 
applications which must be accompanied 
by an environmental evaluation, or when 
directed by order of the Board, or when 
environmental objections or comments 
have been filed in response to an appli­
cation, or otherwise at the discretion of 
the responsible official, he shall proceed 
as follows.

(a) Environmental rejection. I f  he 
finds that the -Federal action contem­
plated is not “ major” in character, with­
in the meaning of NEPA, or that the 
resulting environmental consequences 
are inconsequential, frivolous or not cog­
nizable under law, he shall send a sum­
mary letter to the party raising the ob­
jection or, if there is none, issue a 
summary notice stating his finding. A

■ summary notice may encompass several 
unrelated applications. The letter or 
notice shall be termed an environmental 
rejection.

(b) Environmental negative declara­
tion. I f  the responsible official finds that 
although an environmental rejection is 
not called for, nevertheless an environ­
mental impact statement is not neces­
sary, he shall prepare an environmental 
negative declaration stating those facts 
and the reasons for reaching such con­
clusions. The declaration shall also set 
forth a description of the proposed action 
and a summary description of its prob­
able environmental impacts. In addition, 
if it has been identified in § 312.9 as an 
action normally having a potential effect 
on the environment, or it is similar to ac­
tions for which a significant number of 
environmental impact statements have 
been prepared, or if the action has previ­
ously been included in the list of pro­
ceedings for which environmental impact 
statements are being prepared, or if the

.proposed action has been the subject of 
a request by CEQ for the preparation of 
an environmental impact statement, the 
negative declaration shall discuss and 
explain the applicable circumstances.

(o) Environmental impact statements. 
I f  the responsible official believes that 
the proposed action may reasonably be 
expected to result in a major Federal ac­
tion significantly affecting the quality of 
the human environment based on the

8 The responsible official may request, pur­
suant to §312.14(b), such additional rele­
vant and material data from the applicants 
or others as he deems necessary for his ini­
tial determination, and aH such persons shall 
comply therewith.
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standards of §§ 312.9 and 312.10 he shall 
notify the parties, the public (through 
appropriate news releases, notice in the 
Federal R egister and inclusion on a list 
in the Public Reference Room), and the 
EPA and CEQ (through the periodic sub­
mission of lists), that an environmental 
impact statement will be prepared in the 
particular matter.
g 312.14 Preparation of environmental 

impact statements.
(a) General. Upon a determination 

that a proposed action may have a sig­
nificant effect upon the environment, the 
staff will undertake to prepare an envi­
ronmental impact statement. The impact 
statement is normally comprised of two 
stages: draft and final. The draft state­
ment must satisfy to the fullest extent 
possible, at the time the draft is prepared, 
the requirements established for final 
statements by section 102(2) (C) of 
NEPA. Each draft and final environ­
mental statement will be accompanied by 
a summary sheet in the form set forth in 
Appendix n. An environmental impact 
statement shall be prepared early enough 
to be part of the decision-making proc­
ess on the proposed action to which it 
, relates.

(b) Environmental assessments. Prior 
to the preparation of a draft environ­
mental impact statement, negative dec­
laration or rejection, an applicant or 
other person may be required to supply 
additional information in the form of an 
environmental assessment, or an envi­
ronmental evaluation if none was pre­
viously filed. The environmental assess­
ment will contain such relevant and ma­
terial information as the responsible 
official shall deem necessary and will con­
tain sufficient information to enable the 
responsible official to begin preparation 
of a draft environmental impact state­
ment. After receipt of an environmental 
assessment, the responsible official may 
revise his judgment that an impact state­
ment is required and, in lieu thereof, 
may prepare an environmental negative 
declaration. In such circumstances, the 
responsible official may conclude never­
theless that the unusual complexity or 
controversial nature of the case requires 
that the negative declaration should be 
circulated for comment as would an en­
vironmental impact statement.

(c) Draft environmental Impact state­
ments. In preparing draft environmental 
impact statements the staff shall take 
into account the guidelines set forth in 40 
CFR 1500.7-1500.8 (39 FR 20552-3). 
Draft statements shall set forth in de­
tail: (1) The environmental impact of 
the proposed or contemplated action; (2) 
any adverse environmental effects which 
cannot’ be avoided should the proposed 
or contemplated action be Implemented;
(3) alternatives to the proposed or con­
templated action; (4) the relationship 
between local short-term uses of man’s 
environment Mid the maintenance and 
enhancement of long-term productivity; 
a^d (5), any irreversible and irretrievable 
commitments of resources which would 
be involved in the proposed or contem­
plated action should it be implemented.

In some cases draft environmental im­
pact statements may be prepared by pri­
vate consultants. In all cases the Board 
will make its own evaluation of the en­
vironmental issues and take responsi­
bility for the scope and content of draft 
and final environmental impact state­
ments.

(d) Filing and distribution of draft en­
vironmental impact statements. As soon 
as they have been prepared,, draft envi­
ronmental impact statements shall be 
filed in the Docket Section of the Board 
and distributed, in the number of copies 
indicated, as follows:

(1) Administrative Law Judge and any 
party to or Rule 14 participant in a pro­
ceeding (1 copy, or as directed by the 
Administrative Law Judge);

(2) CEQ (10 copies);
(3) EPA (2 copies);
(4) Federal agencies that have special 

expertise or jurisdiction by law with re­
spect to any environmental impacts in­
volved and which are authorized to de­
velop and enforce relevant environ­
mental standards (see Appendices I I  and 
H I to 40 CFR Part 1500 (38 F.R. 20557- 
20562)) (1 copy);

(5) Appropriate State and local agen­
cies authorized to develop and enforce 
relevant environmental standards (1 
copy);

(6) Appropriate clearinghouses, in­
cluding State (15 copies), regional (5 
copies), and metropolitan (5 copies);

(7) Department of State, where the 
proposed or contemplated action will 
have significant international environ­
mental effects (1 copy); and

(8) Any other person having requested 
a copy (1 copy).

(e) Requests for comments on draft 
statements. Draft statements shall be ac­
companied by or include a request for 
comments on the proposed action and on 
the draft statement, normally within 
forty-five (45) days from the date of 
publication in the F ederal R egister of 
the notice of availability described here­
in, through submission of an original and 
nineteen (19) copies of such comments 
addressed to the Docket Section, Civil 
Aeronautics Board, Washington, D.C. 
20428. A  summary notice of the availabil­
ity of the statement and an opportunity 
to comment thereon and the manner of 
doing so will be published in the F ederal 
R egister, together with a statement to 
the effect that comments so received will 
be available to the public. News releases 
will also be provided to local newspapers 
in affected areas and other appropriate 
media which will include the information 
contained in the summary notice.

( f ) Final environmental impact state­
ments. After receipt of comments on the 
draft statement, the staff will prepare a 
final environmental impact statement in 
accordance with the requirements for 
draft statements. To the extent that op­
posing professional views and responsi­
ble opinion on the environmental effects 
of the proposed or contemplated action 
have not been discussed in the draft 
statement and are brought to attention 
through the commenting process, the en­
vironmental effect of the action will be

reviewed in the light of those comments. 
In such case, meaningful reference will 
be made in the final statement to the 
existence of any responsible opposing 
view not discussed in the draft statement, 
indicating the response to the issues 
raised. All substantive comments received 
on the draft statement (or summaries 
thereof where response has been excep­
tionally voluminous) will be attached to 
the final statement, whether or not each 
such comment is thought to merit indi­
vidual discussion in the text of the state­
ment. The final statement may incor­
porate the draft statement by reference, 
in whole or in part. The final statement 
will be filed and distributed in the same 
manner as specified for draft statements 
to those who submitted substantive com­
ments on the draft statement, except 
that in any case the final statement will 
be distributed to CEQ, the Environmental 
Protection Agency, the Administrative 
Law Judge and any parties to a proceed­
ing, and any person requesting a copy, 
subject to §312.20. The final impact 
statement and any substantive comments 
received on the draft statement will be 
considered in the Board’s review and de­
cision-making processes.
§ 312.15 Public hearings in preparation 

of environmental impact statements, 
negative declarations or rejections.

,Public hearings will not normally be 
held for the formulation of documents 
reflecting the staff position on an envi­
ronmental determination whether of a 
preliminary or final nature. This is par­
ticularly true in connection with pro­
posed actions which do not require 
notice and hearing as a prerequisite to 
decision under the Act. In such cases 
hearings would only be ordered in excep­
tional circumstances where the proposal 
was of great magnitude (in terms of cost, 
geography, and/or commitment), or 
widespread public interest, and present­
ing complex issues peculiarly subject to 
resolution through evidentiary hearings 
and the process of cross examination. On 
the other hand, hearings on proposed 
actions which are required under the Act 
in any event, while not available for the 
formulation of an environmental impact 
statement, will be available to receive 
such a final document in the record and 
for the exploration of its validity and 
weight.
§ 312.16 Time limitations on use o f en­

vironmental impact statements.
(a) Subject to paragraph (d) of this 

section and to the maximum extent prac­
ticable, draft environmental impact 
statements must be on file at least ninety 
(90) days prior to the taking of any final 
administrative action with regard to the 
proposal. The period begins to run upon 
the date of publication of the announce­
ment in the F ederal R egister.

(b) Subject to paragraph (d) of this 
section and to the maximum extent prac­
ticable, the final environmental impact 
statement shall be served upon the CEQ 
and other appropriate agencies and made 
available to the public at least thirty (30) 
days prior to any final administrative 
action with regard to the proposal, and
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in a hearing case, at least fifteen (15) 
days before that portion of the hearing 
related to the impact statement. The 
thirty-day period, and the nine$y-day 
period referred to in paragraph (a) of 
this section, may run concurrently to the 
extent that they overlap. Exceptions to 
the thirty- or ninety-day limits are per­
mitted only under unusual circum­
stances.

(c) Where emergency circumstances 
make it necessary to take an action with 
significant environmental impact with­
out observing the provisions of these 
guidelines concerning minimum periods 
for agency review and advance avail­
ability of environmental statements, the 
Board will consult with CEQ about alter­
native arrangements.

(d) Nothing in this section shall be 
deemed to preclude the Board in any 
case, or the Administrative Law Judge 
after assignment to a hearing case, from 
regulating the course and conduct of the 
proceedings by setting procedural dates 
different from those provided in this sec­
tion or as otherwise required in the inter­
est of the orderly and expeditious con­
duct of the proceeding. I f  a hearing is 
scheduled to begin before the final envi­
ronmental impact statement has been on 
file fifteen (15) days, that portion of the 
hearings on the impact statement, if 
required, must be scheduled after that 
date.

Subpart F— Final Determinations 
§ 312.17 Hearing procedures.

(a) Subject to any procedural require­
ments imposed by the Administrative 
Law Judge consistent with this part, in 
appropriate hearing cases the staff shall 
submit the final environmental impact 
statement, for the record, attaching to 
the statement all substantive comments 
thereon (or summaries thereof where the 
response has been exceptionally volumi­
nous) . I f  the final statement incorporates 
the draft statement by reference, both 
statements shall be submitted for the 
record.

(b) Any party to the proceeding which 
previously submitted comments on the 
draft environmental impact statement 
may take a position, offer probative evi­
dence, and cross-examine witnesses of 
both the responsible official (with respect 
to the preparation of the statement) and 
the applicants or others (with respect to 
the matters supplied by them in the en­
vironmental assessments), in light of the 
final environmental impact statement 
and on environmental issues within the 
scope of the proceeding. Nothing in this 
part shall be deemed to limit environ­
mental issues to those described in sec­
tion 102(2) (C) of NEPA.

§ 312.18 Initial, recommended, and
final decisions.

(a) Where environmental matters are 
lnv issue in a proceeding, the initial or 
recommended decision shall make all 
necessary findings and conclusions on 
such issues. The initial or recommended

decision may include findings and con­
clusions which affirm or modify the con­
tent of a final environmental impact 
statement. To the extent that findings 
and conclusions different from those in 
the final environmental impact state­
ment are reached, the statement will be 
deemed modified to that extent, and the 
initial or recommended decision will be 
distributed, in addition to its other dis­
tributions, as provided in § 312.14.

(b) I f  the. Board in a final decision 
reaches conclusions different from those 
contained in an initial or recommended 
decision with respect to environmental 
issues, the final environmental impact 
statement will be deemed modified to 
that extent and will be distributed, in 
addition to its other distributions, as pro­
vided in § 312.14.

Subpart G— Miscellaneous Provisions 
§ 312.19 Required lists.

(a) Environmental impact' statements 
in preparation. The Public Reference 
Room will maintain a list of proceedings 
in which environmental impact state­
ments are being prepared and make the 
list available for public inspection. The 
list will be revised and brought up to date 
every three (3) months. The list will 
be forwarded immediately after each 
revision to CEQ for publication in the 
F e d e r a l  R e g is t e r .

(b) Rejections, negative declarations, 
and draft or final environmental impact 
statements. The Public Reference Room 
will maintain separate lists of proceed­
ings in Which environmental rejections, 
negative declarations, and draft or final 
environmental impact statements have 
been made and make the lists available 
for public inspection. The lists will be re­
vised and brought up to date every three
(3) months. The lists will be forwarded 
immediately after each revision to CEQ 
for publication in the Federal Register.

§ 312.20 Costs of materials distributed 
to the public.

Copies of draft and final environmental 
impact statements, negative declarations, 
and rejections will be made available to 
the public upon request without charge 
to the extent practicable or at a fee not 
exceeding actual reproduction costs.

Appendix I
A. POLLUTANTS SCREENING TEST

For purposes of the Civil Aeronautics 
Board’s consideration of the environmental 
effects of its actions, the Board and aU par­
ties to its proceedings may rely on the follow­
ing Pollutants Screening Test, or any func-. 
tional equivalent thereof, to determine if 
further study is required:

1. Pollutant emission screening procedure. 
The screening technique includes three suc­
cessive tests to determine whether the pro­
posed action (changes in the number of 
flights and/or types of aircraft) requires an 
examination of the effects on air quality in 
the vicinity o f the airport.

1. I f  the proposed action would not in­
crease the number o f operations by any air­

craft type or would not introduce operations 
by a new aircraft type, no further analysis 
is required.

2. I f  the proposed action would lead to a 
decrease in the total pollutant emissions 
(this may occur even if the number of .oper­
ations increase provided there is a more 
favorable fleet mix) then no further analysis 
is required.

3. I f  the proposed action would lead to an 
increase in the total pollutant emissions but 
the perceived change in pollutant concen­
tration at the airport boundary would be 
less than 1% of the primary national stand­
ards for air quality, then no further analysis 
is required.

The following is a step by step procedure 
to provide a means of screening the signif­
icance of the effect o f aircraft operational 
changes with respect to air pollution:

Step 1
Determine the net change in operations as 

a result of the action by aircraft types on 
the basis of daily landing/takeoff cycles 
(L T O ). I f  there are no net increases for any 
aircraft type, the analysis is terminated at 
this step. This corresponds to the first, of 
the three tests above.

Step 2
For each aircraft type determine from 

Table 1 the “adjusted aircraft emission rate” 
(AAEM) by type of pollutant. The procedure 
involves the multiplication of the LTO value, 
for each type of aircraft by the AAEM pro-* 
vided in the table. (Note: the value can be 
positive or negative to-account for an increase 
or decrease respectively in LTO cycles as a 
result of the action.)

Step 3
Calculate the total AAEM by type of pol­

lutant by summing the rates calculated in 
Step 3. I f  the total AAEM is negative there 
would be a net decrease in pollutant emis­
sions and the analysis is terminated at this 
step. This is the second of the three tests 
above.

Step 4. Determine the overall acreage of the 
airport (s) being analyzed. This value can 
be determined from FAA airport facility rec­
ords or direct contact with airport manage­
ment.

Step 5. Using Chart 1, test airport (for 
each type of pollutant) to determine if the 
net operational changes would exceed the 
screening threshold (and require farther 
analysis) or fall below the' threshold (and 
require no further analysis). This is the third 
of the three tests.

Example: Planned operating changes: Add 
1 flight per day by B747; Add 3 flights per 
day by DC-10-10; Delete 4 flights per day by 
B727; Airport Area 2,000 acres. Consider 
NOx  emissions only. (Analysis is similar for 
other pollutants.)

Aircraft types LT O  A A E M  Total 
cycles (table 1) AAEM

B747-.______ _ +1 0.683 0.663
DC-10-10............  +3 . 499 ■.
B727......... ..........  -4  .164 "-.656

Total___ .•_______ ..._____________ +1-504

Enter chart 1 for airport area 2,000 acres; 
threshold level is 5. Calculated change in 
emissions is less than threshold, hence de­
tailed analysis is not required.
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T a b u  l.—Adjusted aircraft emission ratet * (for t  additional dada LTO cycle)

Aircraft type Engine type
Pollutant types

CO H O NO * 8.P.

A300B.....................- ............... 0.054 9.332 0.001
B707/DC-8----- a....................... ........ JT4A(4)...................................... .448 .253 .053
B707/DC-8....... ...................... ........ JT8D(4)................................... .............. 0192 .686 .154 .031
B727-100/200............................. .044 .164 .008
B737/DC-9............................... ........ JT8D<2)..................................... .029 .109 .006
B747-100/200............................. ........ JT9D(4)..................................... .192 .663 .037
BAC 1-11.........— ■ ........ 8pey(2)....................................... ....... .005« .228 .088 .010
DC-10-10/30......................................  CfF6(3)...................................... .082 .499 .002
DC-10-40................................. ......... JT9D(3)..................................... .............. 0133 .144 .497 .027
L-188------ ----------------------- ------- ........A l 501-D13(4)............................ .............. 0018 .050 .046 .031
CV-580...........- i -------------- ------ ..............0008 .025 .023 .015
L-1011.............. ~ — -.V-,.— ........  RB-211(3)................................. .............. 0149 .427 .295 N.A .

i Rate is expressed as grams per second for the particular pollutant type divided by 1 percent of the corresponding primary national standards in miorograms per cubic meter.
Source: Speas Associates analysis.

CHART I

POLLUTANT DÉTERMINATION GRAPH

2. Procedures to use I f  threshold is ex­
ceeded. I f  the test as described in section 1 
shows that the pollutant concentrations fail 
above the screening threshold, additional 
analyses may be required. These should take 
into account: actual airport configuration 
including orientation of arrival and depar­
ture flight tracks; local wind and atmospheric 
stability data; existing (ambient) air qual­
ity; relative sensitivity of affected areas; and 
actual times in each mode of LTO cycle for 
the particular airport.

B. NO ISE  SCREENING TEST

For purposes of the Civil Aeronautics 
Board’s consideration of the environmental 
effects o f its actions, the Board and all par­
ties to its proceedings may rely on the fol­
lowing Noise Screening Methodology, or any 
functional equivalent thereof:

Noise Screening Procedures
Step 1. Determine, (a) the total number 

of aircraft operations per day in the base 
period, (b) the number of those operations 
conducted during the daytime (0700-2200), 
and (c) the number of those operations con­
ducted during the nighttime (2200-0700).

Step 2. Determine whether the percentage 
of operations by four-engine aircraft with 
low-bypass-ratio engines (i.e., all series of 
the B—707, B-702, DC-8, CV-880/990, VC-10) 
during the base period is (a) less than 5% 
of total operations; (b ) h»tween 5% and less 
than 10% of total noerations; (c ) between 
10% and less than 15% of total operations; 
(d ) equal to or greater than 15% of total 
operations.

Step 3. Determine whether the percentage 
of operations involving short-haul flights of 
1,000 miles or less is (a)r 80% or greater; (b ) 
between 50% and less than 80%; (c) below 
50%.

Step 4. Calculate the area affected by 
utilizing the following formula:

[10 log N - 16 +  C] 
15

A  =»1.92 • 10 
where

A =area affectedN=total number of aircraft operations 
Nd  ̂ number of daytime aircraft operations (0700-2200) ¿V«=mimber of nighttime aircraft operations (2200- 

0700)
C = C i + C i + C t

Ci =10 N d + 16*7 N, 
Na+Nn

<72= 2 .0 if 4-engine L B P R  aircraft are less than S percent of operationsa — 1.0 if 4-engine L B P R  aircraft are between 5 
percent ana less than 10 percent of operations “ Oil 4-engine LB P R  aircraft are between 10 percent 
and less than 15 percent of operations 

=0.5 if 4-engine L B P R  aircraft are equal to or greater than 15 percent of operations Ca=— 1.0 if 80 percent or more of aircraft operations 
have a range of 1,000 miles or less = — 0.5 If between 50 percent and less than 80 percent 
of aircraft operations have a range of 1,000 miles or less

=0 if less than 50 percent of aircraft operations hav e a range of 1,000 miles or less
Step 5. Repeat Steps 1 through 4, using 

the forecast-period rather than the base- 
period data.

Step 6. Subtract the area affected in the 
base period from the area affected in the 
forecast period, and express the difference as 
a percentage of the area affected during the 
base period. I f  the percentage is less than 
17%, no further study is required. I f  the 
percentage exceeds 17 % further study should 
be undertaken.

Notes: 1. The data base to be used in 
Steps 1 through 5 may conservatively be
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limited to scheduled air carrier operations 
as shown in the Official Airline Guide (using 
nonstop arrivals doubled), without adding 
operations of other types of aircraft, inas­
much as this reduces the size of the base and 
thus magnifies the percentage impact o f the 
new operations being screened for environ- | 
mental significance. I f  the percentage differ­
ence is less than 17% when using this re­
duced base, than a fortiori no further study 
is required; i f  the percentage difference is 
17% or more when using this reduced base, 
efforts should be made to determine the com­
plete base and to recalculate the impact be-? 
fore concluding that further study is re­
quired.

2. Perform calculations with the maxi­
mum available accuracy and round off only' 
when reporting. This process avoids error as­
sociated with rounding off during calcula­
tions.

A p p e n d i x  I I
SU M  MAE Y  TO ACCO M PANY DRAFT AND F IN A L  

STATEM ENTS

Name of responsible Federal agency (with . 
name of operating division where appropri­
ate). Name, address, and telephone number 
of individual at the agency who can be con­
tacted for additional information about the 
proposed action o f the statement.

1. Name of action (Check one) ( ) Ad­
ministrative Action. ( ) Legislative action.

2. Brief description of action and its pur­
pose. Indicate what States (and counties) 
particularly affected, and what other pro­
posed Fédéral actions in the area, i f  any, are 
discussed in the statement.

3. Summary of environmental impacts and 
adverse environmental effects. ~

4. Summary of major alternatives con­
sidered.

6. (For draft statements) List all Federal, 
State, and local agencies and other parties 
from which comments have been requested. 
(For final statements) List all Federal, State, 
and local agencies and other parties from 
which written comments have been received.

6. Date draft statement (and final en­
vironmental statement, i f  one has been is­
sued) made available to the Council on En­
vironmental Quality and the public.

A p p e n d i x  A—M e m o r a n d u m

To: File 139639.
From: A. S. Harris.
Subject; Method for screening airport serv­

ices proposals to determine whether a de­
tailed noise analysis need be undertaken. 

Date : March 14, 1974.
The Civil Aeronautics Board wishes to de­

termine whether a proposed change o f au­
thority will result in adverse environmental 
impacts at the airports to be served. As far 
as noise is concerned, the adverse impact is 
reckoned in terms of the change of area en­
closed by the NEF 40 contour (or an equiv­
alent noise exposure index if  another analy­
sis method is used), or the change in num­
bers of people living within that contour. 
This evaluation requires the preparation of 
contours for each airport, showing a) the 
contour area with no change in authority, 
and b) the contour area after a change of 
authority. The difference between the areas 
and populations Impacted, i f  there is any 
difference, may be reviewed to determine 
whether the impact was significant.

Such a procedure was followed in the 
analysis of the noise Impact in the Ameri­
can Airllnes/Hughes Air West (Docket 26881) 
and American Airllnes/Frontier Airlines 
(Docket 25397) applications. The analysis

involved studies of 12 cities. The analysis 
method was the Aircraft Sound Description 
System (ASDS) developed by the FAA. As 
detailed in these applications, the change in 
level of operations ranged from a decrease 
o f 10 per day to an increase of 8 per day. In 
only 3 of the 12 cities was there a discernible 
change in the contour areas; all others 
showed no change. In  each of the 3 cities 
with a change, the difference appeared to be 
a quirk of the analysis method rather than 
a change in substantive impact. Our conclu­
sion was that in all cities the changes of 
authority would result in no adverse environ­
mental impact.

Because the preparation of contours and 
the comparison of impacted areas is time- 
consuming and because most changes o f au­
thority involve no basic change in fleet mix 
and few flights at any city, we believe that 
we should develop a tool that would allow us 
to review proposed changes and to deter­
mine whether potential adverse impact ex­
ists. Such a screening procedure should 
separate all proposals into two groups. The 
first group would include all proposals that 
clearly pose no adverse impact and thus re­
quire no detailed analysis; the second group 
would include all other proposals, which 
would be regarded as posing a potential risk 
of adverse impact. Applications falling into 
the second group would require detailed 
analysis.

The development and use of a screening 
tool requires that we consider carefully both 
the screening method and the dividing line 
between “ clearly no impact” and “potential 
impact” .

METHOD
0

In  studies undertaken for the Aviation Ad­
visory Commission1 we have developed a 
model for determining the area within a 
Noise Exposure Forecast noise impact con­
tour, based on the number of operations at 
an airport. The NEF model includes adjust­
ments to account for the ratio of daytime 
operations to nightime operations, the per­
centage of old 4-engine, low-bypass-ratio air­
craft (707, DC-8), the percentage o f short- 
range to long-range operations, and the fleet 
mix. This model offers a reliable approach for 
preliminary screening.*- The general model 
describes the relationship between contour 
area and airport operations as follows: 8

Area of Contour= A». 10
[10 log N+24—N E F +C ]

15

where Ao is a constant related to fleet mix 
and NEF contour, N  is the effective number 
o f operations, NEF is the contour value and 
C is the total of adjustments for day vs. 
night, 4-engine LBPR and short vs. long-haul 
operations.

For estimation o f the NEF 40 contour in 
1972, the model has the following formula:

* “Aircraft Noise Analysis for the Existing 
Air Carrier System” , Bolt Beranek and New­
man Inc. Report No. 2218, prepared for the 
Aviation Advisory Commission, 1 September 
1972.

2 In  the AA/Frontier and AÀ/Hughes Air- 
West analyses, we Judged the 15 minute 
ASDS contour roughly equivalent to the NEF 
40 contour. The area calculated by the NEF 
model is compared with the area calculated 
by the ASDS method at the end of this 
memorandum..

* A full description of the model appears In 
Appendix A attached.

[io  log j v - i 6 - t - e }
15

where
Area of contour=1.92.10

C = C i + C i + C s  

Ci—10 log N d+ U . 7 N n
N d+ N n

IVW=nnmber of operations between 0700-2200 JV»=hnmber of operations between 2200-0700 
Ca=4engine L B P F  correction - «=— 2 if 4-engine L B P F  <5 percent of operations 
=  —  1 if 4-engine L B P F  are between 5 percent and less than 10 percent of operations 
=0if 4-engine L B P F  are between lO percent and less than 15 percent of operations 
=0.5 if 4-engine L B P F  are equal to or greater than 

15 percent of operations 
C i  = short-range correction
=  — 1.0 if 80 percent of aircraft have range of <1,000 

miles
= — 0.5 if 50 percent of aircraft have range of <1,000 miles

CRITERION FOR CHANGE OF N O ISE  IMPACT

The criterion for change of noise impact 
will be established so that questionable ap­
plications will receive detailed analysis. 
Changes resulting in a reduction of impact 
are obviously beneficial and acceptable. Work 
undertaken by the EPA4 indicates that an 
increase of 5 units will clearly cause com­
plaints and that an increase of the order of 
2 units may cause complaints. We believe 
that (1) the criterion for change of impact 
should be at a level such that detailed anal­
ysis is required for any proposal which might 
possibly cause complaints, (2) that there 
should be a margin of safety. Including cor­
rections for flyover duration and the presence 
of pure tones, and (3) a 1 unit change meets 
these requirements.

The basic NEF equation is :
NFF—EPNL + 10 log [1 W + 16.67 JVnigKt]-88
where EFNL is the noisiness of an aircraft 
event, Nd*y is the number of aircraft opera­
tions during the daytime (0700-2200), Anight 
is the number of aircraft operations during 
the nighttime (2200-0700), and 88 is a nor­
malizing constant.

The proposed changes in authority, pro­
vided no changes occur in the flight fleet, 
will affect only the effective number of opera­
tions.6 A 1 NEF unit change results from a 
27% change in operations, and corresponds 
to a 17% change in thé area enclosed within 
contours in the NEF 30-40 range. Any change 
in authority resulting in an area reduction 
or an area increase less than 17% requires 
no detailed analysis. Any change in authority 
resulting in an area increase exceeding 17% 
according to the model estimate requires de­
tailed analysis.

As a test of the validity of this procedure, 
we applied the model to San Diego, one of 
the airports studied in the American Air- 
lines/HUghes AirWest route exchange appli­
cation. The calculations follow.

* Eldred, K. M., “Community Noise,” En­
vironmental Protection Agency NTID 300.3, 
December 1971.

6 Effective number o f operations is a 
weighted sum of day operations taken at 
actual value and night operations at 16.67 
times actual value. Thus, 300 day operations 
and 30 night operations have an effective 
value o f 800 (300+(30X 16.67».
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Analsiü of San Diego

1972
1974 with 
change of 
authority

D ay let ooeratlons—N h -  — — 212 218
34Night let ODerations—Nn _____ ... 34

Total let operations___ - j r - 250

Percentage of L B P R :
4-engine aircraft in fleet 
Short haul (<1,000miles)

M  20 
. . .  <80

26
<80

212 + (20 . 16.67)
C1 *  2 T S  ; -  4 . 2

a  - 1 . 0 3 4 2  *

216 + (20 -, 16.67)
Cx -  ----------------------Z 5 1 ------------------- - 4 .

= -1.0689

C2 -, .5

C3 *  - 1 
C b -1,5342 C «

.5

-1
-1.5689

Calculation o f  Area

7 «. 1 9 2  .  1 0  t 1 0  2 4 6 + 2 4  -  4 0  -  1 . 5 3 4 2 ]

a 5.1087 sq. mi. 
«  5.11 6q, mi.

Change in Area is .03 sq. miles
% Change in Area = a .6%

5.11
Using the alternative ASDS method used 

In the American Airlines analysis, the area 
increase was estimated to be .01 sq. miles. 
The areas determined by the two methods 
should not be expected to agree exactly; 
nonetheless, the values obtained here are 
quite close and lead to the same judgment: 
no Impact,

PREDICTING TH E  REDUCTION IN  N O ISE  EXPOSURE 
AROUND AIRPORTS--- INTRO D UCTIO N

The use of airport noise models to identify 
areas of noise exposure around airports has 
become an accepted tool in many countries. 
These models generally consider the noise 
characteristics of the various types o f air­
craft operating at the airport, individual run- 
way and flight path utilizations, day/night 
operations, and the total number of each 
aircraft type operating in some time period, 
usually a 24-hour day. The effect of altered 
flight procedures, changes in aircraft mix, or 
the Impact of a new runway are usefully 
evaluated, for planning purposes at a specific 
airport, by exercising such models.

The present emphasis on means for reduc­
ing airport noise exposure has brought forth 
many proposals for changes in air carrier 
fleet composition as well as for uniform adop­
tion of noise abatement flight procedures. 
To assess the impact o f these proposals, i f  
applied fleetwide to the 2000 jet aircraft U.S. 
system at all airports served by air, carrier 
operations, would involve analyzing the many 
aircraft alternatives at more than 500 air­
ports. It would be highly useful to have a 
simplified model that would allow planning 
analyses of alternate fleet configurations to 
f , ma^e without detailed knowledge of oper­

ations at each airport. We describe an ap­
proach to such a model.

GENERALIZED AIRPORT MODEL

The first step in the analysis consisted of 
computing NEF contours for 9 airports, rang­

Clfllog250 -I- 24-40 -1.56893 >
A ** 1.92 . 10 

*» 5.1365 sq. mi.

ing in size from Indianapolis (~300 opera­
tions per day) to Chicago-O’Hare ( —2000 op­
erations per day), for the forecast operations 
o f 1985, i f  the attrition of older aircraft and 
introduction o f current design aircraft were 
allowed to take place in a normal growth 
pattern. The areas enclosed by NEF contours 
from 30 to 45 were then plotted on a semi- 
logarithmic basis as shown in Figure 1. The 
striking similarity in the slopes of area as 
a function of NEF value, irrespective of the 
particular runway layouts and flight path 
utilizations at the Individual airports, sug­
gested that a simple model might represent 
NEF area for many airports, the primary 
variation between airports being number of 
operations.

Many airport noise models, including NEF, 
assume exposure to vary as 10 log,0 o f the 
number of operations. The empirical slope 
o f area with NEF (at least from NEF 30 to 
40) shown in Figure 1 suggested that a 15 
log,, (area) relationship might be assumed. 
Using these assumptions a forced least 
squares fit of area and NEF produced the 
following relationship:

10 log N +24—NEF 
15

Area (sq m i) —Ao. 10
where N  is daily operations and Ao an arbi­
trary constant. Comparing this equation 
with the actual areas fo r ' the 9 airports, 
assuming Ao equal to unity, overpredicted 
NEF by 15%, with a standard deviation of 
21%, and NEF 40 by 2%, with a standard 
deviation of 18%. The value o tA sn for NEF 30 
is thus chosen as 0.86 and that for NEF 40, 
iiw, as 0.98.

Closer examination o f the differences be­
tween airports revealed that the most de­
viant prediotlons of actual area from the 
general model occurred at airports having 
substantial deviations from the average in 
three quantities: 1) ratio o f day/night op­

erations, 2) percent of 4-engine low bypass 
fan aircraft (707, DC-8), 3) proportions of 
short range to long range operations. Em­
pirical corrections were derived for these 
factors, resulting in the following Improved 
model:

10 Jog N + 2 4 - N E F + C  
15

A —A i  (N E F )  M
where

A=area in square miles 
A i ( N E F ) = L01 for N E F  30 tor fleet 1 

=8.94 for N E F  40 for fleet 1 
2V=number of operations in 24 hours 

N E F  =* N E F  value 
C = C i + C * + C i

= 1 0  log ATd+16.7 N n 
N d +  Nn

2V<»=number of operations between 0700-2200 
AT» =  number of operations between 2200-0700 
(72=4-engine L B P F  correction 
C i = —  2 if 4-ongine L B P F  <5 percent of opera­

tions
=  —1 if 4-engine L B P F  are between 5 percent 

and less than 10 percent of operations 
=0  if 4-engine L B P F  are between 10 percent 

and less than 15 percent of operations 
=0.5 if 4-engine L B P F  are equal to or greater 

than 15 percent of operations 
C,3=short range correction 

= —1.0 If 80 percent of aircraft have range of 
<1,800 miles

= —0.5 if 50 percent of aircraft have range of 
<1,000 miles

This model predicts tide area o f NEF 30 
with a standard deviation o f 3% and the 
NEF 40 area with a standard deviation of 
6%.

— SPECIALIZED MODELS

The second part o f the problem is to find 
a mechanism for evaluating the effect of 
operating procedure changes (e.g. noise 
abatement takeoffs, two-segment ap­
proaches) and aircraft fleet configuration 
changes. The relative effect of many possible 
combinations can be evaluated simply by 
assuming a single runway airport having 
straight-ln and straight-out flight patios. 
One can define a series of “base case” con­
ditions as that made up of various mixes of 
current aircraft, the mixes being typical 
of those found at short range, long range 
domestic, international, etc., airports.

The relative effect of procedures, engine 
changes, new aircraft, or any 'Other set of 
conditions, can be calculated by determin­
ing the ratios o f specific NEF areas o f the 
particular assumed case to the appropriate 
NEF areas for the base oases. These area 
ratios may then be used as multipliers to 
the appropriate A constants in the preceding 
area equations to estimate the area change 
at specific airports. We have used this ap­
proach to evaluate a large number o f alter­
nate fleet assumptions. When applied to 
specific airports where the full NEF analysis 
has also been performed, the simplified 
model approach predicts the areas for NEF 
30 and 40 contours within a few percent of 
the areas determined by the detailed 
analysis.

A PPL IC A T IO N  TO A  N A T IO N A L  SYSTEM

As an example of the use o f these tech­
niques in a “global”  planning problem, we 
examined the simple model for 1985 applied 
to all U.S. air carrier airports having more 
than 10 flights per day. I t  was assumed that 
operations at eaeh airport would be from a 
fleet having aircraft types proportioned to '  
the relative population of that type in the 
total UJ3. air carrier fleet inventory. Area 
coefficients were derived for different 1985 
fleet mixes, operational procedures, and for 
the 1972 fleet as presently constituted. The 
gross assessment o f these effects is provided 
in Tables I  and H.
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CONCLUSION

A  model Is suggested for evaluating the 
grosa effects of various 'aircraft fleet opera­
tions on airport noise exposure. The model 
is primarily directed at assessing policy im­
plications and not for detailed planning at

specific airports. The use o f area coefficients 
to examine alternate fleet configuration ef­
fects a t specific airports may be used for in­
dividual airport planning, however, i f  an 
initial detailed analysis is made for a “base 
case” condition at that airport.

T a b l e  1 .— A re a  encom passed  by N E F S O  U . 8 .  a i r  ca rr ie r  a irp o r ts  having W  or m ore f lig h ts  p e r  day

Number of annual 
operations (in 1,000’s)

Number of 
airports N E F  30 area 

(square

Total N E F  30 
area (square 

miles)

Assumed
airport

area
(Square ■ 
miles)

Total airport area 
(square 
miles)'

1972 1985
1972 1985 1972 1985

0 to 50................................ 148 206 5.2 770 1,070 2 296 413
61 to 100........................... 22 35 10.8 238 378 2 44 70
Ml to 1 50 ..................... . 10 11 15.4 154 169 3 30 33
161 to 200.......................... 6 8 19.3 116 154 3 "18 24
201 to 260.......................... 2 4 22.6 45 91 4 8 16
251 to 300....... .................. 3 3 25.8 77 77 4 12 12
301 to 350.......................... 2 2 29.2 58 58 5 10 10
351 to 400_____ .......— 1 2 31.9 32 64 5 5 10
401 to 450.......................... 1 2 35.0 35 70 7 7 14
451 to 500.......................... 0 1 37.7 . 38 9 9 9
601 to 550.......................... 0 1 40.0 . 40 10 10
661 to 600......................... • 1 0 42.5 43 ... 10 10 - ......
Greater than 600........... 1 43.0 . 43 10 10

Total_______________ 196 276 1,568 2,252 440 630

N ote.—1972 area: Effect of fleet composition and procedures shows 1985 to be 0.43 of 1972 area. Thus 1,568-r 0.43= 
3,660 mi2 total N E E  30 area. Area outside airports is 3,650—440=3,210 mi3.

T able II.— Effect of Various Fleet E— Re-engine with “quiet” en-
Compositions o n  NEF 30 Areas gine __________ __________ 0.05

1. Area coefficients derived from single run­
way tradeoff analysis relative to 1985 base 
case.
Case:

A—Nacelle retrofit______________0. 55
B—Replace 707/ C-8 with 747, 
DC-10, Ii—1011, retrofit nacelle

on 727, 737, DC-9—, — --------- 0.47
C—Retrofit with new front fans, 0.47 
D—Replace all earlier aircraft 

with 747, DC-ÏQ, L - l f i l l  and 
new 2 engine________________ 0.27

2. 1985 Area-r-Total NEF 30 
Case:

A—2252 (0.55) =  1240 sq. mi.
B—2252 (0.47) =1060 sq. ml.
C— 2252 (0.47) =1060 sq. mi.
D—2252 (0.27),= 610 sq. ml.
E—2252 (0.05)= 113 sq. mi.

Note: 1985 airport area to he subtracted 
is 630 sq. mi.

Appendix B —An  Analysis  of the Environ­
mental Significance of Changes in  Em is ­
sion  Resulting From Airline Route Pro­
ceedings Before Tim Civil Aeronautics 
Board

[August, 1974, R. Dixon Speas Associates, 
Inc., Revised September 4,1974}

x. Pollutant Em ission  Screening Procedure

flights and/or types of aircraft) requires an 
examination o f the effects on air quality in 
the vicinity of the airport.

1. I f  the proposed action would not increase 
the numbers o f operations by any aircraft 
type or would not introduce operations by 
a new aircraft type, no further analysis is 
required.

2. I f  the proposed action would lead to a

favorable fleet mix) then no further analysis 
is required.

3. I f  the proposed action would lead to an 
Increase In the total pollutant emissions but 
the perceived change in pollutant concen­
tration at the airport boundary would be 
less than 1 % of the primary national stand­
ards for air quality, then no further analysis

The screening technique Includes three 
successive tests to determine whether the 
proposed action (changes in  the number of

decrease in the total pollutant emissions 
(this may occur even if  the numbers of op­
erations increase provided there is a more

is required.
The following is a step by step procedu re  

to provide a means o f screening the sig-
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nificance e f the effect of aircraft operational 
changes with respeot to air pollution:

Step 1. Determine the net change in opera­
tions as a result of the action by aircraft 
types on the basis of daily landing/takeoff 
cycles (LTO ). I f  there are no net increases 
for any aircraft type, the analysis is termi­
nated at this step. This corresponds to the 
first of the three tests above.

Step 2. For each aircraft type determine 
from Table 1 the "adjusted aircraft emission 
rate” (AAEM) by type of pollutant. The pro­
cedure involves the multiplication of the 
LTO value for each type of aircraft by the 
AAEM provided in the table. (Note: the 
value can be positive or negative to account 
for an increase or decrease respectively in 
LTO cycles as a result o f the action.)

T aule  1,— A d ju s te d  a irc ra ft  em iss ion  rates 1 ( f o r  1 a dd itiona l d a ily  L T O  cyc le )

Aircraft type Engine type
Pollutant types

CO H C NO r S.P.

A300B____ , ___________ _______ _ ........ CF6 (2)...... ............................... ____  6.0045 0.054 0.332 0.001
B707/DC-8.................... ....... . . ........ JT4A (4)______________________________ . 0113 .448 .253 .053
B707/DC-8............... ............... ........ JT3D (4 ).._......................... . ____  . 0192 .686 .154 .031
B727-100/260.......... .................. _____ JT8D (3)................................. . ____  . 004« .044 .164 .008
B737/DC-9............................... ........ JT8D (2).................................... .............. 003« .029 .109 .00«
B747-100/200___________________ ........ JT9D (4).................................... .............. 0178 .192 .663 .037
B A C  1-11............................... ........ Spey (2)...................................... .............. «056 .228 .088 .OU
DC-10-10/30.......... .................. ______CF6 (3 )._.................................... ____  .0068 .082 .499 .062
DC-10-40................................ ........ JT9D (3).................................... .............. «133 .144 .497 .027
L-188........................................ ........ A l  501-D13 (4)............................ .............. 0016 .050 .046 .031
CV-580..................................... ........ A l  501-D13 (2)............................ .............. 0008 .025 .023 .015
L-1011........................ ............. ..........RB-211 (3).................................. .............. 0149 .427 .295 N .A .

* Rate is expressed as grams per second for the particular pollutant type divided by 1 percent of the correspondlsg 
primary national standards in micrograms per cubic meter.

Source: Speas Associates analysis.

Step 3. Calculate the total AAEM by type 
%ot pollutant by summing the rates calculated 
in Step 3. I f  the total AAEM is negative there 
would be a net decrease in pollutant emis­
sions and the analysis is terminated at this 
step. This is the seoond o f the three tests 
above.

Step 4. Determine the overall acreage of the 
airport(s) being analyzed. This value can 
be determined from FAA airport facility 
records or direct contact with airport man­
agement.

Step S. Using Chart 1, test airport (for each 
type of pollutant) to determine if the net 
operational changes would exceed the screen­
ing threshold (and require ffurther analysis) 
or fall below the threshold (and require no 
further analysis). This is the third of the 
three tests.

Example : Planned operating changes: Add

1 flight per day by B747; Add 3 flights per 
day by DC-10-10; Delete 4 flights per day by 
B727; Airport Area 2,000 acres. Consider NO* 
emissions only. (Analysis is similar for other 
pollutants).

Aircraft LT O  A A E M  Total
types cycles (table l )  A A E M

B747..............    + 1  0.663 0.663
DC-10-1Ö______    + 3  .489 1.497
B-727......................  - 4  .164 -.656

Total................................. ...............  +L504

Enter chart 1 for airport area 2,000 acres; 
threshold level is 5. Calculated change in 
emissions is less than threshold, hence de­
tailed analysis is not required.

/
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2. PROCEDURES TO USE IF THRESHOLE IS 
EXCEEDED

I f  the test as described in section 1 shows 
that the pollutant concentrations fall above 
the screening threshold, additional analyses 
may be required. These should take Into ac­
count: actual airport configuration includ­
ing orientation of arrival and departure flight 
tracks; local wind and atmospheric stability 
data; existing (ambient) air quality; rela­
tive sensitivity of affected areas; actual times 
in each mode of LTO cycle for the partic­
ular airport.

3. DISCUSSION OF METHODOLOGY
Theoretical Development

The areal distribution of ground-level con­
centrations o f a pollutant emanating from a 
continuous point source can be estimated us­
ing standard techniques. These are described 
in detail in the Environmental Protection 
Agency publication, “Workbook of Atmos­
pheric Dispersion Estimates,’* by D. Bruce 
Turner and .are used in modelling pollution 
dispersal in EPA’s Air Quality Display Model

(AQDM), for example. Modelling the numer­
ous sources of pollutants found on an air­
port is a complicated and time-consuming 
process, necessitating the use of high-speed 
computers.

A simplified process can be employed, 
however, to obtain an order-of-magnitude 
estimate of the concentration of a particular 
pollutant at the boundaries of an airport, 
corresponding to a given rate of emission 
o f the pollutant and standardized meteor­
ological conditions.

Consider a pollutant emitted at a steady 
rate at ground level from a point source. I f  
the wind speed and atmospheric stability 
áre known, the area contained within any 
specified ground level concentration lsopleth 
can be calculated (Hilsmeier and Gifford, 
Turner). The latter reference provides a 
graphical solution. Thus it is possible to 
calculate the area within the 1 microgram 
per cubic meter isopleth, for example. With 
steady wind, the area will be more-or-less 
elliptical in shape. As wind direction varies 
over time (i.e., as the averaging time in­
creases) , the area will become more irregular

in shape. I f  the; averaging period includes 
winds from all directions in equal p ro p e r -  
tion,. the area will become circular.

If. we now assume that the point source is 
at the center o f a circular airport, the coni, 
centration isopleths will be circles, with one 
circle coinciding with the airport boundary. 
We can use the area calculated for a single 
wind direction as a  first-order approximation 
of the area enclosed by the more-or-less cir­
cular, isopleth generated by a varying wind 
direction. Because the area within the circu­
lar isopleth will be somewhat sm aller than 
that within the elongated isopleth generated 
by the constant-direction wind, the emission 
criteria developed below will be conservative.

A graph can now be constructed sh o w in g  
the boundary pollutant concentration as a 

function o f airport size and pollutant em is­
sion rate, A family of curves can be p lotted , 
corresponding to selected levels of g ro u n d -  
level pollutant concentration. These c a n  be 
related conveniently to the levels and time 
periods specified in the National Air Q u a lity  

Standards. Then, knowing the p o llu ta n t  
emission rate and the airport size, a g ra p h ic a l  
determination of the relation of the b o u n d ­
ary concentration to the National S ta n d a rd  
can be made. A judgment can then be made 
o f the contribution of the emission to  the 
air quality of the surrounding community

Although two of the variables entering into 
the calculation, wind speed and atmospheric 
stability, vary wide# throughout a| day or 
year, the simplified method described re- 
quires specification of a single speed and 
stability For daytime conditions, a wind 
speed o f 5 meters per second (10 knots) and 
a slightly unstable ( “C” ) atmosphere are 
typical. With these values, the equation re­
lating area, emission rate, and the seleoted 
concentration isopleth, is

5X
Area= a antiTog (b lo g -*—f  c)\ ... v

where X  is the selected concentration is- 
poleth; Q is the average pollutant emission 
rate over the time period selected in grams 
per second; and the area Is in acres. Thé 
constants have the values: a =2.47 X  10-*; 
b =  —1.028F; and c = 0.737. This relationship 
is illustrated graphically, in Chart 2.

In the EPA Rule on Review of Indirect 
Sources (FR39(38) 25 Feb 1974), it is stated 
that the rule does not apply to increases in 
airport operations of less than 50,000 per year 
(25,000 landing and takeoff cycles). Assuming 
that these apply to a typical major airport 
size of about 3,000 acres, and assuming an 
appropriate aircraft mix, pollutant concen­
trations at the airport boundary can be cal­
culated. These can be expressed in percent­
ages o f the Primary National Air Quality 
Standards. The percentage varies between 
0.1% and 2.4%. Thus a threshold of 1% of 
the National Standards at the airport bound­
ary is selected.

With emission data on aircraft types (as 
given in EPA “Compilation o f Emission Fac­
tors), a table of Q/Xj% (where Q is emission 
rate in grams per second calculated for the 
time period specified in the National Stand­
ards, and Xj% is the concentration in micro­
grams per cubic meter equal to 1% of the 
particular standard) can be constructed. 
These adjusted emission rates are summed 
for the increase in aircraft LTO cycles.

A graph of adjusted emission rates vs. air­
port area can be constructed using the previ­
ous equation. The line on the graph then rep­
resents the threshold denoting the adjusted 
emission required to produce the threshold 
value at the boundaries o f a circular airport 
with the area denoted on the X-axis. Outside 
the airport boundaries the concentrations 
would be lower.

With this methodology, the contribution to 

a community air pollution of an increase in  

pollutant emissions resulting from a change 
in airport operations can be evaluated in •
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terms of the National Standards. It  should be 
emphasized that this simplified methodology 
is not a substitute for the more detailed and 
accurate modelling techniques (such as 
AQDM). but is designed to give a base for 
deciding whether or not a more detailed study 
is necessary.

Calculation of Working Tables
The amounts of each of the pollutants pro­

duced by various aircraft types were com­
puted using EPA Publication AP-42. Table 
3 2.1-2 or AP-42 provides times in each mode 
of operation and Table 3.2.1-4 provides rates 
of emission for each mode for several engine 
types. Thus the total pollutants produced in 
a typical LTO cycle may be calculated directly 
for each engine type. These/ appear in Table 
2. These engine emissions may be used to 
compute the emissions by aircraft type by

T a b le  Z.— P o l lu ta n t » j

simply multiplying the number o f engines 
by the emissions for the appropriate engines 
of each aircraft type. These are shown in 
Table 3.

T a b le  2.—Pollutants per LTO cyde per engine 
[Pounds]

Bugine GO H O  NO * S.P.

JT9D......... .............   46.9 12.2 8L5 L3
CF6-............................... 24.0 6.9 SI. 6 .1
JT3D....... ....................  50.6 43.5 T.3 1.1
JT4A..............    29.9 28.4 12.0 L9
JT8D_'_....................  16.1 3.7 10.4 .4
Spey Mk 511.................  29.4 28.9 8.4 .7
Allison 501-D13................ 4.2 3.2 2.2 L I
RB-211.........................  52.4 36.1 18.7 ............

Source: Speas Associates analysis based on E P A  
publication AP-42. RB-211 based on Rolls Royce data.

r L T O  cycle  a ll e n g in e »

[Pounds!

Aircraft Engines
Pollutant

CO H O  N O « S.P.

A-JOOB..........— -....... -
B707/DC-8.......................... .
B707/DO8.......... -................
B72T-1OO/200........................ .
B737/DC-9........... ..............
B747-100/200......................... .
BAC 1-11.......................... .
DC-10-10/3»................. ........
DC-10-40-............................
L-188-............J................... .
CV-580............ ................... .
L-10Í1.................................. .

CF6(2)____
JT4A(4)___
Í T J D » . . .  
JT8D(3) —  
JT8D (2 )... 
JT9D(4)... 
Spey (2)„_.
CF6(3>____
JT9D(3>... 
Allison (4). 
Allison (2). 
RB-211 (3).

48.0 13.8
119.6 113.6
202.4 174.0
48.3 11.1
32.2 7.4

187.6 48.8
58.8 57.8
72.0 20.7

140.7 36.6
16.8 12.8
8.4 6.4

167.2 108.8

63.2 0.2
48.0 7.6
20.2 4.4
3L2 L2
20.8 .8

126.0 5.2
16.8 L4
94.8 .3
94.5 3.9
8.3 4,4
4.4 2.2

58.1 N .A .

Source: Speas Associates analysis.
The primary National Standards for pol­

lutant concentrations are:

Type
Micrograms 
per cubic 

meter
Notes

Carbon monoxide 
(CO).

10,000 8 hour period.

Hydrocarbons (HO),. 160 3 hours 6 a.m,-9 
a.m.

Nitrogen oxides 
(NO.).

100 24 hours.

Solid particulates 
(S.P.).

75 De.

A review of traffic records for a representa­
tive set of U.S. airports showed that one 
could conservatively estimate that 60% of 
an airport’s dally operations would occur In 
an 8-hour period and no more than 15% 
would occur between 6 AM and 9 AM. Thus, 
conversion of the emission data in Table 3 
into effective average rates o f emission in 
gm/sec must take into account the varying 
standards.

Thus, a daily LTO cycle which produces 
one unit (1 lb.) of CO is the equivalent o f an 
average emission rate of:

0.6X454 „ „ „ „ „— =  .00947 gm/sec.
8 X 3600

Similarly for HO (15% in 3 hours) 1 lb. per 
LTO cycle would yield:

6.15X454
--------— =  .00681 gm/sec.
3X3600 5

For NOx and S.P. (100% in 24 hours) 1 lb. 
per LTO cycle would yield 

454
—— — — =  .00526 gm/sec.

These conversion factors could be applied 
to each of the numbers in Table 3 to express 
the pollutant production rates (Q ) in gm/ 
sec per daily LTO cycle (rather than in lbs. 
per cycle). However, as indicated in the 
theoretical development above, it  is the ratio 
o f Q/X (emission rate/pollutant concentra­
tion) which is the principal variable of 
interest.

Thus, Table 1 in Section 1 shows the Q/X 
ratio for each aircraft type where X  in each

case is the selected 1% of the appropriate 
National Standard concentration for the par­
ticular pollutant types.

The total o f the Q/X values for each of 
the aircraft types may then be added alger 
braicaily with a unit weight for each planned 
LTO cycle to determine the cumulative Q/X 
for the planned mix and frequencies by air­
craft types (some may be zero if  no changes 
are planned and some may be negative if  
reductions are planned). Provided that the 
cumulative Q/X ratios are below those corre­
sponding to 1% of the National Standards, 
then the Indication is that the planned air­
craft operations would contribute an added 
pollutant concentration of less than 1% of 
these standards at the airport boundary and 
consequently further analysis should not be 
required.

Chart 1 in Seotion 1 shows the cumulative 
Q/X ratio corresponding to this 1 % threshold 
level for a range o f airport sizes. The graphi­
cal procedure thus requires only that one 
determine whether the computed cumulative 
Q/X ratio falls above or below the line on 
this oh art.

T a b l e  4,—P o l l u t io n  G e n e r a t io n  A n a l y s is

(Conversion of thousand lbs./year to grams/ 
second in accordance with national stand­
ard criteria)

CO—Thous. lbs./year;
-4-365=lbs./day 
-r-2.2 =  kgs./day 
X 1000=gr ams/day
X .60 =  grams in 8 hour period (assume 

60% of daily ops.)
4-28,800=grams/sec. in 8 hour period 

OB
Thous. lbs./year 4-38,544=grams/sec. in 8 

hour period 
NO.—Thous. lbs./year:

-4- 365=lbs./day 
2.2 =  kgs ./day 

X 1000=grams/day 
-5- 24=grams/hour 
t 3600=grams/seoond 

OB
Thous. lbs./year ̂ 89,379=grams/second 

PABT.—Thous. lbs./day:
-4-865=lbs./day 
-r-2.2=kgsy day 
X 1000=grams/day 
4-24=grams/hour 
4- 3600=grams/second 

OR
Thous. lbs./year 69,379 =grams/second

HC— Thous. lbs./year:
4- 365=lbs./day 
-i-2.2 =  kgs./day 
X 1000=grams/day
X .15=grams in 3 hours from 6-9 AM 

(assuming 15% o f dally ops.)
4-10,800=grams/sec. in 3 hour period 

from 6-9 AM 
OB

Thous. lbs./year 4- 67,816=grams/second
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37202 RULES AND REGULATIONS

CHART 2

P O L L U T A N T  DISPERSION A N A LY S IS

* X =  P O L L U T A N T  CO N CEN TR A TIO N  A T  
AIR P O R T BOUNDARY (ytgm /itv3)

Q s  P O L L U T A N T  EM ISSION R A TE (gm/socl

OvAO

0.30

0.20

035

03 0

DOB

0.06

2 0 0 0  4 0 0 0  6000 8 0 0 0  10000 

A IR P O R T  A R E A ^ A C R E S

a s s u m p t io n s :
1, POINT SOURCE AT CENTER OF 

CIRCULAR AIRPORT
I z  TEN KNOT WINOS UNIFORMLY

DISTRIBUTED IN ALL DIRECTIONS

4. A N A LY S IS  OF E N V IR O N M E N TA L  EFFECTS OF
IN C R E M E N TAL EM ISS IO N S  INT PRIOR EOTJTE
PROCEEDINGS

An analysis was made of the Incremental 
emissions resulting from schedule changes 
In three prior route proceedings, the trans- 
Atlantic route proceeding, and the American- 
Frontier/Air West route exchanges.

Emisisons for the respective route ex­
changes had already been calculated in terms 
of thousands of pounds per year. By means of 
the conversion factors .shown in Table 4, 
these data were converted into grams per 
second.

Given the various airport sizes in acres, 
Chart 2 was used to determine the various

“dispersion factors’’ which are the ratios o f 
the boundary concentrations to the emis­
sions rates. This dispersion factor was then 
applied to the percentage of standard for 
each pollutant component (except where no 
particulate data was provided in the Frontier 
exchange cases) to determine the threshold 
number of grams per second (which would 
not exceed a 1% of standard concentration 
at the airport boundary).

Comparison of these threshold numbers 
with forecast increments, all in grams per 
second, confirmed that none of the route 
actions resulted in incremental pollution of 
significance (Tables 5 and 6).
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RULES AND REGULATIONS

T able  5.— A n a ly s is  o f  em iss ion  effects, 27 a irp o r ts , tra n s a tla n tic  rou te  p ro cee d in g

37203

Pollution component.......
National standard_________
1 percent national standard.

Airport

Atlanta.................. .
Baltimore.— - .------
Boston.— ----- —
Chicago..................
Cleveland-------------
Dallas------------------
Denver........ -------
Detroit— ------------
Hartford— ...........
Houston------ --------
Kansas City............
Las Vegas—........—
Los Angeles.............
Miami...,............ .
Minneapolis/St. Paul.
New Orleans_____—-
New York:

LGA.................
JFK..................
EWR................

Philadelphia----------
Phoenix---------------
Pittsburgh.........
Portland, Oreg-------
St. Louis..................
San Francisco..——
San Juan.................
Seattle...________—-
Tampa........... ........
Washington:

DUL................
N A T ...............

CO
10,000 Mgms/m* 

100 Mgms/m*

NO *
100 figms/m* 

1 pgm/nt*

H C
160 f>gms/m* 
1.6 jugm/m*

Partioalates 
79 pgms/m* 
.79 figm/m*

Acres
Dispersion

factor
(X/Q)

Threshold*
Forecast*
increment

Forecast* 
Threshold * increment

Forecast * 
Threshold1 increment Threshold1

Foreoast*
increment

4,200 0.096 1,041.67 6.46 10.42 2.75 16.67 2.80 7.81 a  103,231 .123 813.01 2.56 8.13 .30 13.01 1.50 & 10 .052,384 .166 602.41 11.38 6.02 1.47 9.64 6.36 4  52 .209,000 .046 2,173.91 6.06 21.74 L 54 34.78 2.73 16.30 .121,500 .260 384.62 4.56 3.85 .41 6.15 2.64 2.88 .0617,000 .023 4.34T.83 7.58 43.48 1.98 69.57 4.02 32.61 .113,978 .100 1,000. GO Nil 10.00 Nil 16.00 NU 7.50 NU4,800 .085 1,176.47 7.81 11.76 1.03 18.82 4.65 8.82 . 162,350 .166 602.41 N il 6.02 N il 9.64 NU 4-52 NU7,200 .057 1,754.39 5.26 17.54 1.12 28.07 3.01 13,16 .065,000 .059 1,709.44 NU 17.09 Nil 27.35 N il 12.82 NU1,450 .270 370.37 Nil 3.70 N il 5.93 NU 2.78 NU3,000 .133 751.88 6.70 7.52 3.39 12.03 2.73 5.64 .122,699 .147 680.27 N/A 6.80 N/A 10.88 N/A 5.10 N/A2,930 .135 740.74 4.78 . 7.41 .56 11.85 2.81 5.56 .091,500 .260 384.62 N/A 3.85 N/A 6.15 N/A 2.88 N/A
647 .560 178.57 N il v 1.79 NU 2.86 NU 1.34 NU5,000 .059 1,709.40 38.97 17.09 8.26 27.35 16.99 12.82 .572,167 .183 546.45 N/A 5.46 N/A 8.74 N/A 4 10 N/A2,500 .160 625.00 4.89 6.25 .50 10.00 2.85 460 .253,009 .133 751.88 N/A 7.52 N/A 12.03 N/A 5.64 N/A3,100 .129 775.19 N/A 7.75 N/A 12.40 N/A 5.81 N/A3,000 .133 751.88 N/A 7.52 N/A 12.03 N/A 5.64 N/A1,856 .215 465.12 N/A 4.65 N/A 7.44 N/A 3.49 N/A

9,207 .079 1,273.89 1.32 12.74 .24 2a 38 .63 9.55 .041,555 .258 387.60 N/A 3.88 N/A a  2o N/A 2.91 N/A1,800 .220 454.55 2.71 4.55 .24 7.27 L 57 >  3.41 .043,300 .121 826.45 L 97 8.27 .16 13.22 L 13 6.20 .02
9,980 .042 2,409.64 7.69 24.10 .62 38.55 4  41 18.07 .09650 .560 178.57 N il L79 NU 2.86 NU L 34 NU

i Threshold level, resulting in 1-percent increase in respective national air quality standard.
* Greatest inorease in operations under assumed proceeding scenarios, converted from thousand pounds/year to grams/second in accordance with emission standards (see 

table 4).
Source: Civil Aeronautics Board, Transatlantic Route Proceeding, vol. I, text, August 1974.

T a b l e  ft— A n a ly s is  o f  em iss ion  effects, I t  a irp o rts , A m e r ic a n -F ro n tie r ]H u g h e s  A i r  West rou te  exchanges

Pollution component.............. .
National standard____ ________
1 percent national standard___ - .......... *....... ——

...... ' CO
10,000 pgms/m* 

100 pgms/m*

N O ,
100 jagms/m* 

1 m gm/m3

H C
160 Mgms/m* 
1.6 xgm/m*

Particulates 
75pgms/m* 
.75 /igm/m*

Airport Acres
Dispersion

factor
(X/Q)

Threshold
Forecast

inorement Threshold
Forecast

increment
Forecast 

Threshold inorement Threshold
Forecast

increment

Albuquerque......................... 1,280 a  320 312.50 1.01 3.13 0.63 '  5.00 0.12 2.34 N/ADallas_________ ______________ 17,000 .023 4347.83 .47 43.48 .32 69.57 .05 32.61 N/AEl Paso.................................. 4,009 .100 1,000.00 .9-1 10.00 .62 16.00 .09 7.50 N/AHouston _______
Las Vegas: ,

7,200 .057 1,754 39 .96 17.54 .55 28.07 .10 13.16 N/A
F L . . . . " • ■ 1,450 .270 370.37 .54 3.70 .32 5.93 .05 2.78 N/ARW.................. ............. 1,450 .270 370.37 .26 3.70 . 1« 5.93 .08 2.78 N/ALos Angeles............................___  3,000 . 133 75L88 . 05 7.52 .09 12.03 .03 5.64 N/APalm Springs 

Phoenix:
8Q0 .453 ’ 220.75 - .  18 2.21 -.09 3.53 -.0 6 1.66 N/A

Ft. .. . 3,000 .133 751.88 -1.09 7.52 .20 12.03 -.8 1 5.64 N/ARW . . . 3,000 .133 751.88 .67 7.52 .46 12.03 .07 5.64 N/ASalt Lake...................... 2,787 .142 704 23 .49 7.04 .36 11.27 .07 5.28 N/ASan Antonio 1,697 .230 434.78 .52 435 .46 6.96 .03 3.26 N/ASan Diego....'_____
Tucson:

487 .650 153.85 -2.13 1.54 -.06 2.46 —1,23 1.15 N/A
FL____ .180 555.56 -.4 7 5.56 .04 8.89 -.4 9 417 N/ARW___  ... - .180 555.56 .44 . 5.56 .32 8.89 .03 417 N/A

Source: Speas Associates, “ Conclusions on the Environmental Assessment, etc.,” American-Frontier/Hughes Air West, January 1974.
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Latest Edition

Guide to Record Retention 
Requirements

[Revised as of January 1, 1975]

This useful reference tool is designed 
to keep businessmen and the general 
public informed concerning the many 
published requirements in Federal laws 
and regulations relating to record 
retention.
The 87-page “ Guide”  contains over 
1,000 digests which tell the user (1 ) 
what type records must be kept, (2 ) 
who must keep them, and (8 ) how long

they must be kept. Each digest carries 
a reference to the full text of the basic 
law or regulation providing for such 
retention.

The booklet’s index, numbering over 
2,000 items, lists for ready reference 
the categories of persons, companies, 
and products affected by Federal 
record retention requirements.

Price: $1.45
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