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Grant Programs—-Justice Justice/NI] announces
a grant or cooperative agreement for a 21 month
research project aimed at examining the role of
private counsel in indigent defense.

Community Development ACTION revises the
schedule of income eligibility levels for individuals
and families for the Foster Grandparent Program
and the Senior Companion Program.

Regulatory Agenda FMC

Consumer Protection FTC changes its appliance
labeling rule by revising the ranges of comparability
used on required labels for clothes washers.

Consumer Protection CAB proposes to revise its
consumer credit regulations.

Loan Programs—Medicine HHS/PHS announces
that for the period ending 6-30-81, two interest rates
are in effect for loans executed through the HEAL
Program.

Income Tax Treasury/IRS provides temporary
regulations for making various elections relating to
the discharge of indebtedness and to bankruptcy,
insolvency, and similar proceedings.
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FEDERAL REGISTER Published daily, Monday through Friday,
(not published on Saturdays, Sundays, or on official holidays),
by the Office of the Federal Register, National Archives and
Records Service, General Services Administration, Washington,
D.C, 20408, under the Federal Register Act (49 Stat, 500, as
amended; 44 U.S.C. Ch. 15) and the regulations of the
Administrative Committee of the Federal Register (1 CFR Ch, I).
Distribution is made only by the Superintendent of Documents,
U.S. Government Printing Office, Washington, D.C. 20402,

The Federal Register provides a uniform system for making
available to the public regulations and legal notices issued by
Federal agencies. These include Presidential proclumations and
Executive Orders and Federal agency documents having genersl
applicability and legsl effect. documents required to be
published by Act of Congress and other Federal agency
documents of public interest. Documents are on file for public
inspection in the Office of the Federal Register the day before
they are published. unless earlier filing is requested by the
issuing sgency.

The Federal Register will be furnished by mail to subscribers,
free of postage, for $75.00 per year, or $45.00 for six months,
payable in advance., The charge for individual coples is $1.00
for each issue, or $1.00 for each group of pages ns 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
oppearing in the Federal Register.

Questions and requests for specific information may be directed
to the telephone numbers listed under INFORMATION AND
ASSISTANCE in the READER AIDS section of this issue.

Grant Programs—Minority Businesses
Commerce/MBDA seeks applicants under its
General Business Services Program (GBS) to
operate one prgecl for a 12 month period beginning
9-1-81 within the geographic confines of the
Indianapolis, Milwaukee and St. Louis Metropolitan
Statistical Areas. (3 documents)

Securities Treasury/Sec'y invites tenders for
United States securities, Series K-1984, Series
A-1991 and Treasury Bonds of 2006-2011,

Petroleum DOE/ERA proposes to rescind the
Tertiary Incentive Program in the crude oil price
regulations with respect to any allowed expenses
incurred or paid after 3-18-81.

Chemicals EPA holds in abeyance its May 2, 1980
proposed amendment to prohibit the use of
polychlorinated biphenyl items in facilities
manufacturing, processing, or storing fertilizers or
agricultural pesticides. (Part II of this issue)

Continental Shelf Interior/GS announces the
availability of environmental documents prepared
for Outer Continental Shelf (OCS) mineral
exploration proposals on the Gulf of Mexico OCS.

Air Carriers CAB reduces record retention
requirements. (7 documents)

Privacy Act Document DOD/Navy
Sunshine Act Meetings
Separate Parts of This Issue

Part I, EPA
Part Ill, CAB




Contents Fedoral Rogistor
Vol. 46, No. 87
Wednesday, May 6, 1881
ACTION 25332 Williams Air, Inc.; fitness determination
NOTICES
25328 Foster Grandparent and Senior Companion Commerce Department
programs; income eligibility levels See National Oceanic and Atmospheric
Administration; National Technical Information
Agency for International Development Service.
NOTICES
Authority delegations: Commodity Futures Trading Commission
25373 Bjorlykke, Arthur; redelegation of authority NOTICES
revoked 25389 Meetings; Sunshine Act
25373 Egypt, Mission Director; contracting functions
25374 Indonesia, Mission Director; contracting Defense Department
functions See Army Department; Engineers Corps; Nav,
25374 Philippines, Mission Director; contracting DcpangnL e o E
functions
25374 Potocki, Raymond |].; contracting functions Drug Enforcement Administration
NOTICES
Agricultural Marketing Service Registration applications, etc.; controlled
Stockyards; posting and deposting: 25377 sugs;ggﬁeabommﬁ“
25328 Cedar Valley Livestock Exchange, Inc., Iowa, et 25377 Hoffman La Roche Inc.
al. 25376  Stepan Chemical Co.
Agriculture D : t 25377 Thorpe, Robert T., D.VM.
See Agricultural Marketing Service; Animal and "
Plant Health Inspection Service; Federal Grain E:::oszo “m gu""", Administration
Inspection Service; Forest Service. Petroleum allocation and price regulations:
Animal and Plant Health Inspection Service 25315 Tertiary incentive program; rescission
NOTICES NOTICES
25329 Gypsy moth; 1981 cooperative regulatory program 25338 Co'asno.:g::krdoeri:m" Co
activities; locations and treatments; availability b, B
Army Department Energy Department
See also Engineers Corps See also Economic Regulatory Administration;
NOTICES ' Federal Energy Regulatory Commission.
: > RULES p
Mestings: 25302 Procurement; corrections
25336 Science Board NOTICES
International atomic energy agreements; civil uses;
Arts and Humanities, National Foundation subsequent arrangements:
MI ce' etlciangs' 25337 International Atomic Energy Agency
fooy 25338 Sweden
2918 Music Panel (2 documents) 25338 Uranium hexafluroide; separative work and base
Centers for Disease Control charges
See also National Institute for Occupational Safety
and Health. 5"9'"?" Corps
NOTICES NOTICE
Meetings: Environmental statements; availability, etc.:
25352  National Immunization Conference, Sixteenth 25336  Millican Lake, Tex.; flood control, water supply,
' recreation facilities, etc.
Civil Aeronautics Board
RULES Environmental Protection Agency
25414~ Air carrier accounts, records and memoranda, AuLes = 2
25419 preservation; record retention requirements (7 Air quality implementation plans; approval and
documents) promulgation; various States, etc.:
PROPOSED RULES 25294 North Carolina; correction
Alr carriers: Air quality implementation plans: approval and
25321 Consumer Credit Protection Act; implementation promulgation and planning purposes:
NOTICES 25294 Wisconsin
Hearings, etc.: Air quality planning purposes: designation of areas:
25331 Chaparral Airlines, Inc.; fitness determination 25301 Alabama; correction




Federal Register / Vol. 46, No. 87 /| Wednesday, May 6, 1981 / Contents

PROPOSED RULES
Air quality implementation plans; approval and
promulgation; various States, etc.:

Georgia

Wisconsin

Air quality planning purposes; designation of areas:

California and Nevada
Utah
Toxic substances:
Polychlorinated biphenyls (PCB)'s); capacitors,
transformers, elc.; restricting use at agricultural
pesticide and fertilizer facilities; abeyance of
proposed rule amendment
NOTICES
Motor vehicle fuel economy, retrofit device
evaluation:
Gastell :
Pesticides; tolerances in animal feeds and human
food:
Cibra-Geigy Corp.; correction
Toxic and hazardous substances control:
Premanufacture exemption applications; Disazo
Dye, correction

Federal Deposit Insurance Corporation
NOTICES
Meetings: Sunshine Act (2 documents)

Federal Energy Regulatory Commission
NOTICES

Hearings, elc.:
Capital Development Co.
Consolidated Hydroelectric, Inc.
Damnation Peak Power Co.,
Intrastate Gathering Corp.
Iron Mountain Mines, Ing,
Kalispell, Mont.
Metropolitan District of Hartford County, Conn.
Texas Oil & Gas Corp.
Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line Corp. (2
documents)
Tuscarora Yarns, Inc.

* United Gas Pipe Line Co.

Federal Grain Inspection Service
NOTICES
Crain standards; inspection points:
Illinois
New York

Federal Home Loan Bank Board
NOTICES
Meetings; Sunshine Act

Federal Maritime Commission

PROPOSED RULES

Regulatory flexibility agenda

NOTICES

Casualty and nonperformance, certificates:
American Line, Inc., et al.

Federal Mine Safety and Heaith Review
Commission

NOTICES

Meetings; Sunshine Act

Federal Reserve System
NOTICES
Applications, etc.:

First Florida Banks, Inc.

25348
25349
25349
25349
25349
25350

25350

Flora Financial Corp.

Gravois Bankcorp., Inc.

Memphis Bancshares, Inc.

Multi-Line, Inc.

Northeastern Bancorp, Inc.

Ruston Bancshares, Inc.
Bank holding companies; proposed de novo
nonbank activities:

First Macomb Corp. et al.

Federal Trade Commission
RULES
Appliances, consumer; energy cost and
consumption information in labeling and
advertising:

Clothes washers; comparability ranges
Prohibited trade practices:

Albertson's, Inc.

Texora International Corp. et al.
NOTICES
Premerger notification waiting periods: early
terminations:
" Argyros, George

Buttes Gas & Oil Co.

CBI Industries Inc.

Lyon, William

Thomson, Lord

Forest Service

NOTICES

Environmental statements; availability, etc.:
Tongass National Forest, Ketchikan Area,
Alaska; mineral exploration operation plan

Meetings:
Gospel-Hump Advisory Committee

General Services Administration
RULES
Conduct standards; procedures clarification

Geological Survey

NOTICES

Environmental statements; availability, etc.
Outer Continental Shelf; Gulf of Mexico oil and
gas operations

Outer Continental Shelf; oil, gas, and sulphur

operations; developmen! and production plans:
Forest Oll Corp.
Tenneco Oil Exploration & Production
Texaco Inc.

Health and Human Services

See Centers for Disease Control; Health Services
Administration; Human Development Services
Office; National Institute for Occupational Safety
and Health.

Health Services Administration

NOTICES

Health education assistance loan (HEAL) program;
interest rates

Human Development Services Office
NOTICES
Meetings:
White House Conference on Aging National
Advisory Committee




Federal Register / Vol. 46, No. 87 /| Wednesday, May 6, 1981 / Contents

25353
25353

25358

25291

25381

25374
25375

25376
25376

25314

25310
25312

25311
25326
25368,
25367,
25372

25370
25370

25358

25376

Indian Affairs Bureau
NOTICES
Irrigation projects; operation and maintenance
charges:

Wind River Irrigation Project, Wyo.; correction
San Juan Basin Uranium Study: report availability

Interior Department

See also Geological Survey: Indian Affairs Bureau;
Land Management Bureau.

NOTICES

Outer Continental Shelf oil and gas leasing
program; proposed changes; inquiry: extension of
time

Internal Revenue Service

RULES s

Income taxes:
Bankruptcy Tax Act; elections relating to
discharge of indebtedness, etc.; temporary

NOTICES

Authority delegations;
Investigators (Internal Security) et al;
authorization to issue summonses, administer
odth, and certify and perform other functions

International Development Cooperation Agency
See Agency for International Development.

International Trade Commission
NOTICES
Import investigations:
Apparatus for continuous production of copper
rod
Food slicers and components
Multicellular plastic film
Unrefined montan wax from East Germany

Interstate Commerce Commission
RULES
Motor carriers:
Commercial zones; Seattle, Wash.
Railroad car service orders; various companies:
Burlington Northern Inc.
Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific Railroad Co,;
track use by various railroads
Escanaba & Lake Superior Railroad Co.
PROPOSED RULES
Fee schedule; changes
NOTICES
Motor carriers:
Permanent authority applications (3 documents)

Permanent authority applications; operating
rights applications (3 documents)

Permanent authority applications; restriction
removals

Temporary authority applications

Justice Department
See also Drug Enforcement Administration;
National Institute of Justice.
NOTICES
Meetings:
Attorney General's Task Force on Violent Crime

25357
25354
25353

25354
25356

25356
25356
25355
25356

25355

25332,
25333

25377,
25378
25378

25352

25377

25327

25334
25334

25334
26335

25336

Land Management Bureau
NOTICES
Applications, etc.:
Wyoming
Coal leases, exploration licenses, etc.
Colorado
Environmental statements; availability, etc.:
Lower Gila North Grazing Management, Ariz.
Meetings:
Baker District Advisory Council; postponement
Phoenix/Lower Gila Resource Areas Grazing
Advisory Board
Prineville District Grazing Advisory Board
Opening of public lands:
Colorado; correction
Opening of public lands and survey plat filings:
Montana
Sale of public lands:
California
Withdrawal and reservation of lands, proposed,
ele.:
Oregon (2 documents)

Minority Business Development Agency

NOTICES

Financial assistance application announcements (3
documents)

National Aeronautics and Space Administration
NOTICES
Meetings:

Aeronautics Advisory Committee (2 documents)

Space and Terrestrial Applications Steering
Committee

National Institute for Occupational Safety and
Health

NOTICES

Spirometers, testing and approval; meeting

National Institute of Justice

NOTICES

Crants solicitation, competitive research:
Private counsel, role in indigent defense

National Oceanic and Atmospheric
Administration
PROPOSED RULES
Fishery conservation and management:
Atlantic herring, Northwest Atlantic; hearing;
correction
NOTICES
Marine mammal permit applications, etc.:
Auckland Zoological Park
Carnegie Museum of Natural History
Meetings:
North Pacific Fishery Management Council
Outer Continental Shelf:
Fishermen's contigency fund; claims notification

National Technical Information Service
NOTICES
Patent licenses, exclusive:

Bristol Laboratories




Vi Federal Register / Vol. 46, No. 87 / Wednesday. May 6, 1981 / Contents

Navy Department
NOTICES
25337 Privacy Act; systems of records

Postal Rate Commission
NOTICES
25390 Meetings; Sunshine Act

Railroad Retirement Board
NOTICES
Meetings:

Actuarial Advisory Committee

Securities and Exchange Commission
NOTICES
Hearings, etc.

Active Assets Money Trust et al.

25379

25379

Small Business Administration
NOTICES
Applications, etc.;
25380 Control Data Capital Corp.
Treasury Department
See also Internal Revenue Service.
NOTICES
Bonds, Treasury:
2006-2011 series
Notes, Treasury:
A-1991 series
K-1084 series

25382

25384
25386

Veterans Administration
NOTICES
Meetings:

25387 Educational Allowances Station Committee

MEETINGS ANNOUNCED IN THIS ISSUE

AGRICULTURE DEPARTMENT
Forest Service—

25331 Gospel-Hump Advisory Committee, Moscow, Idaho
(open), 5-30-81 -

ARTS AND HUMANITIES, NATIONAL FOUNDATION
25379 Music Panel (Composers Section), Washington,
D.C. (open), 5-19 through 5-22-81
25379 Music Panel (Solo Recitalists Section), Washington,
D.C. (closed), 5-27-81

DEFENSE DEPARTMENT
Army Department—

25336 Army Science Board (ASB), Washington, D.C.
(closed), 6-2 and 6-3-81

HEALTH AND HUMAN SERVICES DEPARTMENT
Centers for Disease Control—

25352 National Immunization Conference, Atlanta, Ga.
(open), 5-18 through 5-21-81
Human Development Services Office—
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VETERANS ADMINISTRATION
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Petersburg, Fla., 5-27-81

CORRECTED HEARING

COMMERCE DEPARTMENT
National Oceanic and Atmospheric
Administration—

25327 Atlantic Herring Fishery; Fishery Management
Plan, Danvers, Mass., 5-20-81 corrected to 5-22-81
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This section of the FEDERAL REGISTER
contains regulatory documents having
general applicability and legal effect, most
of which are keyed to and codified in
me Code of Federal Regulations, which is
published under 50 titles pursuant o 44
US.C. 1510.

The Code of Federal Regulations is sold
by the Superintendent of Documents.
prices of new books are listed in the
frst FEDERAL REGISTER issue of each
month

FEDERAL TRADE COMMISSION

16 CFR Part 13
[Docket No. C-3064)

Albertson’s Inc.; Prohibited Trade
Practices, and Affirmative Corrective
Actions

Acency: Federal Trade Commission.
AcTION: Final order.,

SUMMARY: In settlement of alleged
violations of federal law prohibiting
unfair acts and practices and unfair
methods of competition, this consent
order requires, among other things, a
Boise, Idaho operator of retail grocery
stores to refrain from acquiring any
unapproved retail ry store business
in specified areas for a period of ten
years,

DATE: Complaint and order issued April
21,1981.}

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
FIC/C, E. Perry Johnson, Washington,
D.C. 20580, (202) 523-3601.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On
Thursday, February 5, 1981, there was
published in the Federal Register, 46 FR
10921, a proposed consent agreement
with analysis in the matter of
Albertson’s, Inc., a corporation, for the
purpose of soliciting public comment.
Interested parties were given sixty (60)
days in which to submit comments,
suggestions or objections regarding the
proposed form of order.

No comments having been received,
the Commission has ordered the
issuance of the complaint in the form
contemplated by the agreement, made
its jurisdictional findings and entered its
order to cease and desist, as set forth in
the proposed consent agreement, in
disposition of this proceeding.

'Copies of the Complaint and the Decision and
Order filed with the original document.

The prohibited trade practices and/or
corrective actions, as codified under 16
CFR Part 13, are as follows: Subpart—
Acquiring Corporate Stock or Assets:

§ 13.5 Acquiring corporate stock or
assets, 13.5-20 F.T.C. Act.

(Sec, 6, 38 Stal. 721 (15 U.S.C. 46). Interpret or
apply sec. 5, 38 Stal. 719, as amended; sec. 7,
38 Stal. 731, as amended (15 U.S.C. 45, 18))
Carol M. Thomas,

Secretary.

{FR Doc. #1-13658 Piled 5-5-81: 8:45 am]

BILLING CODE 6750-01-M

16 CFR Part 13
[Docket No. C-2794]

Texora International Corp., et al.;
Prohibited Trade Practices, and
Affirmative Corrective Actions

AGENCY: Federal Trade Commission.
ACTION: Modifying order.

SUMMARY: This order reopens the
proceeding and modifies the
Commission order issued on February
23, 1976 (41 FR 11817, 87 F.T.C. 273), by
deleting the first “IT IS FURTHER
ORDERED" paragraph which required
respondents to file a special
performance bond with the Secretary of
the Treasury and replacing it with one
requiring respondents to provide for
fiber content testing and relabeling of
misbranded wool products.

DATES: Order issued February 23, 1076,
Modifying order issued April 22, 1981.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Leroy C. Richie, Director, 8R, New York
Regional Office, Federal Trade
Commission, 2243-EB Federal Bldg,, 26
Federal Plaza, New York, N.Y. 10007
(212) 264-1207.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: In the
Matter of Texora International Corp., a
corporation, and Max Kovner,
individually and as an officer of said
corporation. The prohibited trade
practices and/or corrective actions, as
codified under 16 CFR Part 13 and
appearing at 41 FR 11817, remain
unchanged.

{Sec. 8, 38 Stal. 721; 15 U.S.C. 46, Interpret or
apply sec. 5, 38 Stat. 719, as amended; secs.
2-5, 54 Stat. 1128-1130; (15 U.S.C. 45, 68))

The Order Modifying Cease and
Desist Order is as follows:

In their request filed on January 23,
1981, and their amended request filed on

February 12, 1981, the respondents
petitioned the Commission, pursuant to
§ 2.51 of its Rules of Practice, to reopen
the proceedings and modify the order of
February 23, 1976, entered in Docket No.
C-2794. Respondents ask that the first
“IT IS FURTHER ORDERED" paragraph
be deleted from the order and that a
new paragraph be inserted in the order
in lieu of that paragraph. The paragraph
requested to be deleted from the order
reads as follows:

It is further ordered that respondents
Texora International Corp,, a
corporation, its successors and assigns,
and its officers, and Max Kovner,
individually and as an officer of Texora
International Corp., and respondents’
representatives, agents, and employees,
directly or through any corporation,
subsidiary, division, or other device, do
forthwith cease and desist from
importing or participating in the
importation of wool products into the
United States except upon filing bond
with the Secretary of the Treasury in a
sum double the value of said wool
products and any duty thereon,
conditioned upon compliance with the
provisions of the Wool Products
Labeling Act of 1939,

The paragraph which respondents
requested be inserted in the order to
replace the paragraph deleted, as
amended by their amended petition and
further revised by agreement with staff
reflected in their letters dated March 17,
1981, and March 24, 1981, is as follows:

It is further ordered that respondents
Texora International Corp., 8
corporation, it successors and assigns,
and its officers, and Max Kovner,
individually and as an officer of Texora

“International Corp., and respondents’
representatives, agents and employees,
directly or through any corporation,
subsidiary, division, or other device,
shall cause such fiber content tests to be
performed on each style or quality of
their imported wool products as may be
necessary to determine the minimum
percentage by weight of the total fiber
weight of each fiber present in such
style or quality. If said fiber content
tests reveal that the percentage of any
fiber in any style or quality is misstated
by more than three percent (3%) on the
labels attached or affixed to such style
or quality, such style or quality shall be
relabeled to set forth on said labels the
lowest percentage revealed by such
tests of (1) wool, (2) recycled wool, (3)
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each fiber other than wool if the
percentage of such fiber is five percent
{5%) or more of the total fiber weight
and (4) the aggregate of all other fibers.
If said fiber content tests reveal that the
percentages of fibers in such style or
quality are, for practical purposes,
undeterminable, then such style or
quality shall be relabeled in accordance
with rules 28 or 29 of the rules and
regulations promulgated under the Wool
Products Labeling Act of 1939, as for
example:

{I) Made of miscellaneous fibers
including acrylic, cotton and polyester,
and with a minimum of 20% recycled
wool, or

(if) 20% recycled wool, 20% acrylic,
20% colton; 40% unknown reclaimed
fibers

(1) The requirement that fiber content
tests be performed on each style or
quality of respondents’ imported wool
products shall not be applicable to any
style or quality of wool products
imported during any calendar year, the
amount of which does not exceed one
thousand (1,000) yards, and which is
used solely for samples or swatches to
promote the sale of such style or quality
and is not sold or offered for sale.

(2) The fiber conten! tests required by
this paragraph shall be performed by an
independent fiber content testing
laboratory approved for testing wool
products by the Department of Defense,
United States Government.

(3) As used herein, the terms “style"
or “quality” shall mean wool products
which are represented to have the same
unit weight, fiber content and weave
and are manufactured by the same
foreign supplier.

(4) As used herein, the terms
“imported" and “importation" shall
mean entered for consumption when
wool products enter the United States
on a consumption entry and withdrawn
for consumption when wool products
enter the United States on a warehouse
entry,

In support of their request, the
respondents have advanced a number of
considerations intended to show
changed conditions of fact since the
order was issued and to show that the
public interest will best be served by
granting their request. They stated that,
soon after the order became final, they
instituted a program of testing the fiber
content of imported fabrics and
relabeling those found by these tests to
be misbranded. They have agreed to
continue their program of fiber content
testing and relabeling of misbranded
wool products under the terms of a
paragraph of the order that they
requested the Commission to place in
the order in lieu of the paragraph

requiring the filing with the Secretary of
the Treasury of a special performance
bond, They stated further that the high
costs of premiums charged by sureties
on the bond have exceeded their profits.
They cited as a competitive
disadvantage the fact that many of their
competitors are not subject to the
bonding requirement and that bonds
have not appeared in recent
Commission orders and court judgments
under the Wool Products Labeling Act of
1939,

Having considered the request, the
Commission has concluded that the
order should be modified to delete the
bond paragraph and to insert in the
order, in lieu thereof, a paragraph
providing for fiber content testing and
relabeling of misbranded wool products
and that the modification will safeguard
the public interest. Therefore,

It is ordered, That the proceeding be,
and it hereby is, reopened.

It is further ordered, That the first “IT
IS ORDERED" paragraph of the order to
cease and desist of February 23, 1976,
entered in Docket No. C-2794, be, and it
hereby is, deleted and replaced by the
paragraph requested by respondents as
set forth above.

By direction of the Commission.

Carol M. Thomas,

Secretary.

[FR Doc. 81-13657 Piled 5-5-81; 84S um)
BILLING CODE §750-01-M

16 CFR Part 305

Rules for Using Energy Cost and
Consumption Information Used in
Labeling and Advertising of Consumer

Appliances Under the Energy Policy
and Conservation Act

AGENCY: Federal Trade Commission.
ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: The Federal Trade
Commission amends its Appliance
Labeling Rule by revising the ranges of
comparability used on required labels
for clothes washers.

Under the rule, each required label on
a covered appliance must show a range,
or scale, indicating the range of energy
costs or efficiencies for all models of a
size or capacity comparable to the
labeled model. These ranges, which
show the highest and lowest energy
costs or efficiencies for the various size
or capacity groupings of the appliances

covered by the rule, are published in the

Federal Register by the Commission no
more often than annually, and are called
“ranges of comparability.” The figures to
be used on the ranges are provided by
the Commission after an analysis of

data submitted by appliance
manufacturers, who derive the energy
costs or efficiencies of their appliances
by following test procedures prescribed
by the Department of Energy (DOE),
One element used in calculating the
ranges Is the representative average unil
cost of the energy used by the
appliances, which is calculated annually
by DOE. Because this average cost
usually changes annually, and because
appliance models are constantly being
added, changed, or dropped by
manufacturers, the ranges of
comparability are likely to change from
year to year,

This has been the case with the
ranges for clothes washers, and this
notice publishes the new range figures,
which, under §§ 305.10 and 305.11 of the
rule, must be used in the labeling and
advertising of clothes washers beginning
July 1, 1981.

EFFECTIVE DATE: July 1, 1981.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
James Mills, 202-724-1491, or Lucerne D.
Winfrey, 202-724-1453, Altorneys,
Division of Energy and Product
Information, Federal Trade Commission,
Washington, D.C. 20580.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Section
324 of the Energy Policy and
Conservation Act of 1975 (EPCA) !
required the Federal Trade Commission
to consider labeling rules for the
disclosure of estimated annual energy
cost or alternative energy consumption
information for at least thirteen
categories of appliances: (1)
refrigerators and refrigerator-freezers:
(2) freezers; (3) dishwashers; (4) clothes
dryers; (5) water heaters; (6) room air
conditioners; (7) home heating
equipment, not including furnaces: (8)
television sets; (9) kitchen ranges and
ovens; (10) clothes washers; (11)
humidifiers and dehumidifiers; (12)
central air conditioners; and (13)
furnaces. Under the statute, the
Department of Energy {DOE) is
responsible for developing test
procedures that measure how much
energy the appliances use. In addition,
DOE is required to determine the
representative average cost a consumer
pays for the different types of energy
available.

On November 19, 1979, the
Commission issued a final rule *
covering seven of the thirteen appliance
categories: refrigerators and refrigerator-
freezers, freezers, dishwashers, water
heaters, clothes washers, room air
conditioners, and furnaces.

' Pub. L. 84-163, Dec. 22. 1075, 80 Stat, 871
*44 PR 66466, 16 CFR 306 [November 19, 1579)
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The rule requires thal energy
efficiency ratings or energy costs and
related information be disclosed on
lnbels, fact sheets and in retail sales
catalogs for all covered products
manufactured on or after May 19, 1980,
Certain point-of-sale promotional
materials must disclose the availability
of energy cost or energy efficiency rating
information. The required disclosures
and all claims concerning energy
consumption made in writing or in
broadcast advertisements must be
based on the results of the DOE test
procedures.

Pursuant to § 305.8 of the rule,
manufacturers submitted reports to the
Commission by January 21, 1880. These
reports contained information on the
estimated annual cost or energy
efficiency rating for the seven categories
of appliances derived from tests
performed pursuant to the DOE test
procedures. The reports also contained
the model, the number of tests
performed on each model, and the
capacity of each model. From that
information, the Commission compiled
and published * ranges™f comparability
for each product, as required by § 305.10
of the rule.

Section 305.10(a) of the rule requires
that manufacturers, after filing this
initial report, shall report annually by
specified dates for each product type.*
The data submitted by manufacturers is
based, in part, on the representative
average unit cost of the type of energy
used to run the appliances tested.
According to § 305.9 of the rule, these
ayerage energy costs, which are
provided by DOE, will be periodically
revised by the Commission, but not
more often than annually. Because the
costs for the various types of energy
appear to be increasing steadily, and
because manufacturers regularly add
new models to their lines, improve
existing models and drop others, the
data base from which the ranges of
comparability are calculated is
constantly changing. To keep the
required information in line with these
changes, the Commission is empowered,
under § 305.10 of the rule, to publish
new ranges (but not more often than
annually).

The new figures for the estimated
annual costs of operation for clothes
washers, which were calculated using
the 1981 representative average energy

- '45 FR 13998 (March 3, 1680), 45 FR 18520 (March
5. 1880}, 45 FR 26036 {April 17, 1980), 48 FR 3820
(January 16, 1881).

‘Reporta for clothes washers sre due by March 1:
reports for water heaters, room air conditioners and
furmaces are due by May 1; reports for dishwashers
are due by June 1; reports for refrigerator-freezers
ind freezors are due by August 1.

costs published by the Commission on
January 13, 1981,* have been submitted
and have been analyzed by the
Commission. New ranges based upon
them are herewith published.

In consideration of the foregoing, the
Commission publishes the following
ranges of comparability for use in the
labeling and advertising of clothes
washers beginning July 1, 1861.

Part 305, Appendix F [Revised]

Appendix F to Part 305 is revised to
read as set forth below:

Appendix F.—Clothes washers
[Ranges of estimatad yearly enorgy costs in dollarn]
Ehcwcaly Natural
Faorgor of ety heatod wirlex haated m
tow Hgh Low  Hgh
COMPACY e 3200 7200 000 2800

SNBaNd o 2100 11100 1300 4200

Issued: By direction of the Commission.
Carol M. Thomas,
Secretary.
{FR Doc. 8113642 Filed 5-5-81: 845 om]
BSLLING CODE 6750-01-M

DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY
Internal Revenue Service

26 CFR Part 7a
[T.D. 7775]

Temporary Income Tax Regulations
Under the Bankruptcy Tax Act of 1980;
Various Elections

AGENCY: Internal Revenue Service,
Treasury,

ACTION: Temporary regulations.

SUMMARY: This document provides
temporary regulations for making
various elections relating to discharge of
indebtedness and to bankruptcy,
insolvency, and similar proceedings.
Changes to the applicable tax law were
made by the Bankruptcy Tax Act of
1980. These regulations affect certain
debtors whose indebtedness is
discharged and certain debtors in
bankruptcy cases or similar judicial
proceedings and provide them with the
lguidance needed to comply with the

aw.

DATE: In general, the Bankruptey Tax
Act of 1980 and the elections covered by
these regulations apply to discharges of
indebtedness (and certain other
transactions) occurring after December
31, 1980, unless they occur in certain
cases or proceedings commenced before

%46 FR 2974, Jan. 13, 1961,

January 1, 1981. The taxpayer, however,
may elect (with court approval) on or
before November 2, 1981, to have the
Act apply to discharges (and other
transactions) occurring in bankruptcy
cases or similar proceedings
commencing after September 30, 1979.
The Act also provides that certain
individuals in bankruptcy cases
commencing after March 24, 1981, may
elect to terminate their taxable year as
of the day before the commencement of
the case.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Benedetta A. Kissel of the Legislation
and Regulations Division, Office of the
Chief Counsel, Internal Revenue
Service, 1111 Constitution Avenue,
N.W., Washington, DC 20224, Attention:
CC:LR:T (202-566-3238, not a toll-free
number).

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
Background

This document contains temporary
regulations under various sections of the
Internal Revenue Code of 1954 and the
Bankruptcy Tax Act of 1980 {Pub. L. 96—
589). The Bankruptcy Tax Act of 1980
contains a number of provisions that
allow taxpayers to make certain
elections. In order to provide immediate
guidance to taxpayers, this regulation
provides the time and manner in which
the elections contained in the Act are to
be made. Further, a new part 7a,
Temporary Income Tax Regulations
under the Bankruptcy Tax Act of 1980, is
added by this document to Title 26 of
the Code of Federal Regulations. The
temporary regulations contained in this
document will remain in effect until
superseded by final regulations on this
subject.

Provisions of the Regulations

These temporary regulations prescribe
rules for making the elections under
sections 108(b)(5), 108(d)(4), and
1017(b)(3)(E) of the Code, relating to
reduction of basis in connection with
discharge of indebtedness. In general, an
election under those sections is made
with the income tax return for the year
of the discharge on Form 982, currently
titled “Consent to Adjustment of Basis
of Property Under Sections 1017 or
1082(a)(2) of the Internal Revenue
Code."

The regulations also prescribe rules
for individuals making the election
under section 1398(d)(2) to terminate the
taxable year on commencement of
certain bankruptcy cases. In genersl, the
regulations provide that the election is
made by filing a return for the taxable
year ended by means of the election on
or before the 15th day of the fourth full
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month following the day before the
commencement of the case. In most
cases, if the debtor makes the election,
the debtor's spouse may slso elect by
making a joint return with the debtor for
the taxable year ended by meuns of the
election.

In addition, the regulations prescribe
rules for making the election to use a
retroactive effective date under section
7(f) of the Bankruptcy Tax Act of 1980,
In general, the election is made by filing
with the Internal Revenue Service a

_statement and evidence of court
approval on or before November 2, 1981,

Drafting Information

The principal author of these
regulations is Benedetta A. Kissel of the
Legislation and Regulations Division of
the Office of Chief Counsel, Internal
Revenue Service. However, personnel
from other offices of the Internal
Revenue Service and Treasury
Department participated in developing
the regulations, on matters of both
substance and style.

Waiver of Cerlain Procedural
Requirements of Final Treasury
Directive

A determination has been made by
Roscoe L. Egger, Jr,, Commissioner of
Internal Revenue, that there is need for
immediate guidarce in order to enable
taxpayers to make elections under the
Bankruptcy Tax Act of 1880, Because of
the immediate need for these
regulations, compliance with the
procedural requirements of paragraphs 8
through 14 of the final Treasury
directive (43 FR 52120), relating to
improving regulations, would be
impractical and, therefore, these
requirements have not been followed.

Adoption of Amendments to the
Regulations

Accordingly, a new Part 7a,
Temporary Income Tax Regulations
under the Bankruplcy Tax Act of 1980, is
added to Title 26 of the Code of Federal
Regulations, and the following
temporary regulations are adopted.

A new Part 7a is added to 26 CFR to
read as follows:

PART 7a—TEMPORARY INCOME TAX
REGULATIONS UNDER THE
BANKRUPTCY TAX ACT OF 1980

Sec.

7a.1, Elections relating to reduction of basis,

7a.2. Individual's election to terminate
taxable year when case commences.

7a3. Election to use retroactive effective
date.

Authority: Sections 108{d)(8), 1017(b){3)(E).
and 7805 of the Internal Revenue Code of
18954 (04 Stal. 3392 and 3395, and B8A Stal.

917: 26 U.S.C. 108{d)(8). 1017(b)(3)(E), and
7805); Sec. 7(f), Pub. L. 96-589, 94 Stat. 3413,

§ 7a.1 Elections relating to reduction of
basis.

(a) Scope. The regulations prescribed
in this section provide rules for making
elections under sections 108(b}(5),
108({d)(4), and 1017(b)(3)(E), relating to
reduction of basis in connection with
discharge of indebtedness.

(b) Availability of elections—{1)
Dates relating to discharge of
Indebtedness. The elections are
available to certain taxpayers for the
amount of a discharge of indebtedness
that may be excluded from gross income
under section 108{a), if the discharge
occurs after December 31, 1980, unless
the discharge occurs in the following
cases or proceedings commencing on or
before December 31, 1980:

(i) Any case under title 11 of the
United States Code or under the
Bankruptcy Act and

(ii) A receivership, foreclosure, or
similar proceeding in a Federal or State
court, or, if the taxpayer is a financial
institution to which section 585 or 593
applies, in a Federal or State agency.

For the election to use an earlier
effective date in certain circumstances
see § 7a.3.

(2) Taxpayers to whom an election is
available. The election under section
108(b)(5) is available to taxpayers in a
title 11 case or insolvent taxpayers. See
section 108(d) (2) and (3) for the
definition of the terms “title 11 case”
and “insolvent.” The election under
section 108(d}{4) is available to
taxpayers not in a title 11 case to the
extent they are not insolvent after the
debt is forgiven. The election under
section 1017(b)(3)(E) is available to
taxpayers to whom section 1017 applies.

(c) Effect of elections—{(1) Election to
apply reduction first against
depreciable property under section
108(b){5}—{i) In general. Subject to
paragraph (c)(1){if) of this section, a
taxpayer may elect under section
108(b)(5) to apply any portion of the
amount excluded from gross income
under section 108(a)(1) (A) or (B)
(relating to title 11 cases and
insolvency) first to reduce (under the
rules of section 1017) the basis of
depreciable property (as defined in
section 1017(b)(3)). The remaining
amount is applied to reduce the tax
attributes listed in section 108(b)(2), in
the order listed.

(il) Transitional rule. If the discharge
of indebtedness occurs before January 1,
1982, or occurs in & case or proceeding
described in paragraph (b)(1) (i) or (ii) of
this section commencing before January
1, 1982, and the taxpayer makes the

election under section 108(b)(5), the
taxpayer may apply any portion of the
amount excluded from gross income
under section 108{a)(1) (A) or (B) first to
reduce (under the rules of section 1017)
the basis of depreciable property. (as
defined in section 1017(b})(3)). The
remaining amount is applied to reduce
basis under section 108(b)(2)(D). In the
case of a discharge of indebtedness
covered by this transitional rule, the
basis of any property (depreciable or
nondepreciable) cannot be reduced
under section 1017 below the fair market
value of the property on the day the debt
is discharged. (See section 7(a)(2) of the
Bankruptcy Tax Act of 1880.)

(2) Election to treat certain
indebtedness as qualified business
indebtedness under section 108(d){4).
Section 108{a)(1)(C) provides an
exclusion from gross income of the
amount of income attributable to the
discharge (in whole or in part) of the
taxpayer’'s qualified business’
indebtedness. Indebtedness is qualified
business indebtedness of the taxpayer
only if (i) the indebtedness was incurred
or assumed by a corporation, or by an
individual in connection with property
used in the individual's trade or
business, and (ii) such taxpayer makes
the election under section 108(d)(4) and
this section with respect to the
indebtedness. Section 108(a)(1)(C) does
not apply to a discharge in a title 11
case, or to a discharge to the extent that
the taxpayer is insolvent. If the taxpayer
makes the election under this section,
the amount excluded from gross income
is applied to reduce (under the rules of
section 1017) the basis of the taxpayer's
depreciable property (as defined in
section 1017(b)(3)):

{3) Election to treat certain inventory
as depreciable property under section
1017(b)(3)(E). If the amount excluded
from gross income under section 108
(relating to discharge of indebtedness) is
to be applied to reduce the basis of
depreciable property, then the taxpayer
may elect to treat all of the taxpayer's
real property described in section
1221(1) as depreciable property.

(d) Time and manner.—{1) In general,
An election under sections 108(b)(5),
108{d)(4), and 1017(b)(3)(E) must be
made with the taxpayer’s income tax
return for the taxable year in which the
discharge occurs. However, if the
taxpayer establishes to the satisfaction
of the Commissioner reasonable cause
for failure to file the election with the
taxpayer's original return, the taxpayer
may file the election with an amended
return or claim for credit or refund. The
election must be made on a statement

. attached to a completed Form 982, or on
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that form itself if the form provides a
space for the election. The statement
must contain the following:

(i) The name, address, and taxpayer
identification number of the taxpayer,
and

(i) A statement that the taxpayer is
making the election under section
108(b)(5), 108(d)(4), or 1017(b}(3)(E). as
the case may be.

Because the regulations under section
1017 have not been amended to reflect
the provisions of the Bankruptcy Tax
Act of 1980, a taxpayer making an
election under this section does not
consent, by completing Form 982, to
application of the regulations contained
in 26 CFR 1.1017-1 and 1.1017-2 (Rev.
April 1, 1880).

(2} Special rule. If the taxpayer's
income tax return for the year of the
discharge has been filed (or is due)
before July 6, 1981, the taxpayer can
make the election with an amended
return filed before September 3, 1981.

(e) Revocability of election, An
election under section 108(b)(5),
108{d)(4), or 1017(b)(3)(E) may be
revoked only with the consent of the
Commissioner,

§7a.2 Individual's election to terminate
taxable year when case commences.

(a) Scope. The regulations prescribed
in this section provide rules for making
the election under section 1398(d)(2) to
terminate the taxable year of an
individual taxpayer.

(b) Availability of election. This
election is available to an individual
laxpayer in a case commenced after
March 24, 1981, under chapter 7 (relating
to liquidations) or chapter 11 (relating to
reorganizations) of title 11 of the United
States Code, If the case is dismissed, the
taxpayer cannol make the election, and
an election previously made will be
void. For purposes of this section, a
partnership is not treated as an
individual. If the taxpayer making the
election is married (within the meaning
of section 143), the election is available
lo the taxpayer's spouse, but only if the
spouse is eligible to file, and does file, a
joint return with the taxpayer for the
taxable year ended as a result of the
election.

(c) Effect of election. The election
terminates the taxable year of the
laxpayer (and of a spouse who joins in
the election) on the day before the
commencement date of the case. A new
taxable year begins on the
commencement date and (unless
terminated earlier) ends on the date on
which the taxpayer’s taxable year in
which the case commenced would have

ended if the election had not been made.

{d) Time and manner. A taxpayer to
whom the election is available makes
the election by filing a return for the
short taxable year ending the day before
commencement of the case (the “first
short taxable year”) on or before the
15th day of the fourth full month
following the end of that first short
taxable year. The spouse of such a
taxpayer makes the election by making
a joint return with the taxpayer for that
first short taxable year within the time
prescribed in the preceding sentence. To
facilitate processing, the taxpayer
should write “Section 1398 Election™ at
the top of the return, A taxpayer may
also make the election by attaching a
statement of election to an application
for extension of time for filing a return
that satisfies the requirements under
section 6081 for the first short taxable
year. The application for extension must
be submitted under section 6081 on or
before the due date of the return for the
first short taxable year. The statement
must state that the taxpayer elects
under section 1398(d)(2) to close his or
her taxable year as of the day before
commencement of the case. If the
taxpayer's spouse elects to close his or
her taxable year, the spouse must join in
the application for extension and in the
statement of election. If a joint return is
not filed for the first short taxable year,
the election of the spouse made with the
application is void.

(e) Irrevocability of election. The
election is irrevocable.

(f) Subsequent bankruptcy case of
debtor’s spouse. If a case under chapter
7 or chapter 11 of title 11 of the United
States Code commences with respect to
the spouse of a debtor to whom an
election under this section was
available, the spouse can make an
election under this section even if the
spouse’s case commences in the same
taxable year in which the debtor's case
commences. The spouse can make the
election whether or not the spouse
previously joined in the debtor's
election. If the spouse joined in the
debtor's election, or if the debtor did not
make the election, the deblor may join
in the spouse’s election, assuming the
debtor is otherwise eligible to file & joint
return with the spouse,

(g) Examples.

Example

(1) Assume that husband and wife are
calendar-year taxpayers, that a bankruptcy
case involving only the wife commences on
March 1, 1962, and that a bankruptoy case
involving only the wife commences on
October 10, 1982

(2} If the husband does not make an
election, his taxable year would not be
affected; f.e., it does not terminate on
February 28. If the husband does make an

election, his first short taxable year would be
January 1 through February 28; his second
short taxable year would begin March 1. The
tax return for his first short taxable year
would be due on June 15. The wife could join
in the husband’s election, but only il they file
a joint return for the taxable year January 1
through February 28,

(3) The wife could elect to terminate her
taxable year on October 9. If she did, and if
the husband had not made an election or if
the wife had not joined in the husband's
election, she would have two taxuble years in
1882—the first from January 1 through
Oclober 9, and the second from October 10
through December 31, The tax return for her
first short taxable year would be due on
February 15, 1983, If the husband had not
made an election to terminate his taxable
year on February 28, the husband could join
in an election by his wife, byt only if they file
a joint return for the taxable year January 1
through October 9. If the husband had made
an election but the wife had not joined in the
husband's election, the husband could not
join in an election by the wife to terminate
her taxable year on Ocrober 9, since they
could not file a joint return for such year

(4) If the wife makes the election relating to
her own bankruptcy ca«e, and had joined the
husband in making an election relating to his
case, she would have two additional taxable
years with respect to her 1982 income and
deductions—the second short taxable year
would be March 1 through October 9, and the
third short taxable year would be October 10
through December 31. The husband could join
in the wife's election if they file & joint return
for the second short taxable year. If the
husband joins in the wife's election, they
could file joint returns for the short taxable
year ending December 31, but would not be
required to do so.

§7a.3 Election to use retroactive effective
date.

{a) Scope. The regulations prescribed
in this section provide rules for making
the election to use a retroactive effective
date under section 7(f) of the Bankruptcy
Tax Act of 1980. H

(b) Availability of election. The
election is available to the debtor (or
debtors) in a case under title 11 of the
United States Code (or a receivership,
foreclosure, or similar proceeding in a
Federal or State court) that commences
after September 30, 1979, and before
January 1, 1881. The court must approve
the election. For purposes of this
paragraph (b), a receivership,
foreclosure, or similar proceeding before
a Federal or State agency involving a
financial institution to which section 585
or 593 applies shall be treated as a
proceeding before a court.

(c) Effect of election—{1) In general.
An election under this section changes
the effective date of certaln
amendments to the Code made by the
Bankruptcy Tax Act of 1980. The
amendments affected by an election
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under this section are listed in
paragraph (c) (2) and (3) of this section.
If the election is made, all of the
amendments listed in paragraph (c) (2)
and (3) of this section apply to all
transactions in the case (or similar
proceeding) and to all parties in respect
of all transactions in the case (or similar
proceeding). Thus, the debtor may not
elect to have only certain of the
amendments apply to transactions in the
case (or similar proceeding) and may
not elect to have the amendments apply
only to certain transactions in the case
(or similar proceeding). An election
under this section will not make the
amendments listed in paragraph (c] (2)
and (3) applicable to transactions
oceurring prior to commencement of the
case {or similar proceeding) or
transactions not in the case (or similar

proceeding).

(2) Amendments affected. An election
under this section changes the effective
date of the amendments to the following
sections:

(i) 111, relating to recovery of bad
debts, prior taxes, and delinquency
amounts,

(if) 302, relating to the repeal of
special treatment for certain railroad
redemptions,

(iii) 312, relating to the effect of debt
discharge on earnings and profits,

(ilv) 337, relating to the application of
the 12-month liquidation rule,

{v) 351, relating to certain transfers to
controlled corporations,

{vi) 354 (other than the amendment
made by section 6(i)(2) of the
Bankruplcy Tax Act of 1980), 355, 357,
368, and 381, relating to corporate
reorganizations,

(vii) 382, relating to special limitations
on net operating loss carryover,

(viii) 542, relating to the personal
holding company tax, and

{ix) 703, relating to elections of
partnerships. :

(3) Other amendments affected in
part. Subject to the transitional rule of
section 7(a)(2) of the Bankruptcy Tax
Act of 1980, an election under this
section changes the effective date of the
amendments to sections 108 and 1017,
relating to the tax treatment of
discharge of indebtedness.

(4) Substitution of effective dates. The
election under this section changes the
effective date of the amendments listed
in paragraph (c) (2) and (3) of this
section by substituting “September 30,
1979" for “December 31 1880" wherever
it appears in*section 7(a), (c), and (d) of
the Bankruptcy Tax Act of 1980.

(d) T¥me and manner. (1) Time and
place. A debtor makes the election
under this section by filing the written
statement and evidence of court

approval required under paragraph (d)
(2) and (3) of this section on or before
November 2, 1981, with the District
Director or the Director of the Internal
Revenue Service Center with whom an
income tax return for the debtor would
be filed if it were due on the date the
election is filed. The election shall be
considered to be made on the date on
which the written statement and
evidence of court approval is filed. The
debtor should attach a copy of the
statement and evidence of court
approval to the next income tax return
filed on or after the date the election is
made.

(2) Statement. The written statement
must be signed by the debtor (or a
person duly authorized to sign the
income tax return of the debtor) and
must contain the following:

(i) The name, address, and taxpayer
identification number of the debtor,

(ii) A statement that the debtor is
making the election under section 7(f) of
the Bankruptcy Tax Act of 1980, and

(iii) Information (including the date of
commencement) sufficient to identify
the bankruptcy case or similar
proceeding.

(3) Evidence of court approval. The
evidence of court approval (or of
approval of an agency in certain
proceedings described in paragraph (b)
of this section ) must be a copy of an
order or other document properly signed
by the judge or other presiding officer. In
addition to information identifying the
debtor and the case or proceeding over
which the officer presides, the order or
other document must state that the court
(or agency, as the case may be)
approves the election of the debtor
under section 7(f) of the Bankruptcy Tax
Act of 1980,

(e) Revocability. An election under
this section may be revoked only with
the consent of the Commissioner. A
reques! for revocation can be made only
with approval of the court (or agency).

There is a need for immediate
guidance with respect to the provisions
in this Treasury decision. For this
reason it is found impracticable to issue
it with notice and public procedure
thereon under subsection (b) of section
553 of Title 5 of the United States Code
or subject to the effective date limitation
of subsection (d) of that section.

This Treasury decision is issued under
the authority contained in sections
108(d)(8), 1017(b)(3)(E), and 7805 of the
Internal Revenue Code of 1954 (94 Stal.
3392 and 3395, and 68A Stal. 917; 26
U.S.C. 108{d)(8). 1017(b)(3)(E). and 7805)
and in section 7(f) of the Bankruptcy

Tax Act of 1860, Pub. L. 96-589, 94 Stat.

3413.

Roscoe L. Egger, Jr.,

Commissioner of Internal Revenue.
Approved: April 27, 1881.

John E. Chapoton,

Assistant Secretary of the Treasury.

[FR Doc. M1-1321 Filed 5-3-81: 2:53,pm)

BILLING CODE 4830-01-M

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY

40 CFR Part 52
[A-4-FRL 1819-8]

Approval and Promulgation of
Implementation Plans, North Carolina;
Correction

AGENCY: Environmental Protection
Agency.
ACTION: Correction in final rule.

SUMMARY: This notice supplies an item
which was omitted from the regulatory
text of FR Document 81-8402, a final rule
removing conditions on the approval of
North Carolina's 1979 revisions for the
Mecklenburg County carbon monoxide
nonattainment area.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Walter Bishop of the EPA Region IV Air
Programs Branch at (404) 881-3043 or
FTS 257-3043,

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: In FR
Document 81-8402, appearing at page
17556 of the issue of March 19, 1861,
make the following correction in the
regulatory text. Renumber as ''1" the
item amending 40 CFR 52.1770 and add &
second item as follows:

§52.1780 [Removed)

2, Section 52.1780, Control strategy:
Carbon monoxide and ozone, is
removed.

(Section 110 of the Clean Air Act (42US5.C
7410))
Dated: April 24, 1981,
Rebecca W. Hanmer,
Regional Administrator.
[FR Doc. 81-19644 Filod 5-5-81; &:43 am}
BILLING CODE 65860-38-M

40 CFR Parts 52 and 81
[A5 FRL 1809-3]

Approval and Promulgation of
Implementation Plans; Designation of
Areas for Alr Quality Planning
Purposes; Wisconsin

AGENCY: Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA).
ACTION: Final rule,
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suMMARY: USEPA today is approving as
revisions to the Wisconsin State
Implementation Plan (SIP) the overall
control strategies for ozone and carbon
monoxide; except that it is conditionally
approving the transportation portion of
the carbon monoxide; SIP and the
vehicle emission inspection and
maintenance (1/M) program. Elsewhere
in today's Federal Register, USEPA is
proposing the schedule for Wisconsin to
meet the conditions of USEPA’s
conditional approval of the
transportation portion of the carbon
monoxide SIP and the I/M program. The
control strategies USEPA is acting on
today include an I/M program,
transportation control measures (TCM),
and altainment demonstrations for
carbon monoxide (CO) and ozone.
Additionally, USEPA is changing the
ozone designation for four counties.
Grant and LaCrosse Counties are being
changed from not attaining to attaining
the National Ambient Air Quality
Standards (NAAQS) for ozone. Douglas
County is being changed from
altainment to cannot be classified,
because there are insufficient quality
assured data to demonstrate attainment.
Sheboygan County is being redesignated
from cannot be classified to
nonattainment for ozone.

The USEPA published & notice of
proposed rulemaking on these revisions
on June 17, 1880 (45 FR 41018) and a
correction was published on August 19,
1980 (45 FR 55230). USEPA received
additional information in response to
the notice of proposed rulemaking from
the State August 12, 1980, September 25,
1980, and November 4, 1980. :
EFFECTIVE DATE: May 6, 1981.

ADDRESSES: Copies of these revisions to
the SIP are available for inspection at
the following addresses:

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency,
Air Programs Branch, Region V, 230
South Dearborn Street, Chicago,
Illinois 60604;

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency,
Public Information Reference Unit, 401
M Street, S.W., Washington, D.C.
20460,

Wisconsin Department of Natural <
Resources, Bureau of Air
Management, 101 South Webster,
Madison, Wisconsin 53707.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:

Anne Ernstein, Regulatory Analysis

S‘Pclion. Air Programs Branch, Region V,

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency,

230 South Dearborn Street, Chicago,

Illinois 60604 (312) 886-6039.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On

March 3, 1978 (43 FR 8962; 40 FR 81350)

pursuant to the requirements of section

107 of the Clean Air Act (Act) as

amended. USEPA designated certain
areas in Wisconsin as not meeting the
NAAQS for ozone and CO. USEPA
designated Brown, Columbia, Dane,
Douglas, Grant, LaCrosse, Kenosha,
Milwaukee, Ozaukee, Racine,
Walworth, Waukesha, and Vilas
Counties nonattainment for ozone, and a
portion of Milwaukee County
nonattainment for carbon monoxide.

Part D of the Act, as added by the
1977 amendments, requires each State to
revise its SIP to meet specific
requirements for areas designated as
nonattainment. These SIP revisions must
demonstrate attainment of the primary
NAAQS as expeditiously as practicable,
but not later than December 31, 1982.
Under certain circumstances this date
can be extended until not later than
December 31, 1987, for ozone and CO.
The requirements for an approvable SIP
are described in the April 4, 1979
Federal Register (44 FR 20372) and
supplements dated July 2, August 28,
September 17, and November 23, 1979
(44 FR 38583, 50371, 53761, 87182.)

USEPA's final determination takes
one of three forms: approval, conditional
approval, or disapproval. A discussion
of conditional approval and its practical
effect appears in the July 2, 1970 Federal
Register (44 FR 38583) and in the
November 23, 1979 Federal Register (44
FR 67182),

Conditional approval requires the
State to submit additional materials by
specified deadlines negotiated between
the state and the USEPA. Although
public comment is solicited on the
deadlines, and the deadlines may be
changed in light of the comments, the
State remains bound by its commitment
to meet the proposed deadlines, unless
they are changed. USEPA will follow the
procedures described below when
determining if requirements of
conditional approval have been met:

1. When the state submits the required
additional documentation, USEPA will
publish a notice in the Federal Register
announcing receipt and availability of
the material for public comment. 1}t’1e
notice will also announce that the
conditional approval is continuing
pending USEPA's final action on the
submission.

2, USEPA will evaluate the state's
submission and public comment on the
submission to determine if noted
deficiencies have been fully corrected.
After review is complete, a Federal
Register notice will either fully approve
the plan if all conditions have been met,
or withdraw the conditional approval
and disapprove the plan. If the plan is
disapproved, the Section 110{a)(2)(1)

restrictions on construction will be in
effect.

3. If the State fails to submit the
required materials according to the
negotiated schedule, USEPA will publish
a Federal Register notice shortly after
the expiration of the time limit for
submission. The notice will announce
that the conditional approval is
withdrawn, the SIP is disapproved and
Section 110{a}(2)(I) restrictions on
growth are in effect.

Pursuant to Part D of the Act, the
State of Wisconsin submitted plans for
three urbanized areas (Green Bay,
Madison and Milwaukee) on July 12,
1979, September 4, 1979, and February
28, 1980. It also submitted a carbon
monoxide plan and schedule for
portions of the Milwaukee urbanized
area. Revisions relating to the State’s
vehicle emission control inspection and
maintenance (1/M) program were
submitted to USEPA on August 1, 1979,
October 16, 1979, May 7, 1980, and May
8, 1960, Pursuant to section 107 of the
Act, the State requested redesignation of
the ozone designations for Sheboygan
County from unclassifiable to
nonattainment and Grant, LaCrosse, and
Douglas Counties from nonattainment to
attainment, The State also submitted
stationary source volatile organic
compound (VOC) Reasonably Available
Control Technology (RACT) rules for
certain source categories which are
applicable statewide. These categories
were those covered in control technique
guidelines (CTG) published before
January 1, 1978. The VOC RACT
regulations and the State's commitment
to adopt additional RACT categories as
necessary were approved by USEPA on
January 11, 1980 (45 FR 2318). On
February 28, 1980, the State submitted a
schedule for completing analysis of the
CO nonattainment problem in
Milwaukee County. On May 7, 1980, it
submitted Assembly Bill 500 which
provided legal authority for a vehicle 1/
M program. On May 8, 1980 it submitted
a revised schedule for the I/M program
implementation.

A notice of proposed rulemaking was
published on June 17, 1980 (45 FR 41018)
in which USEPA proposed to approve
parts and conditionally approve other
parts as revisions to the Wisconsin SIP
the revised control strategies for ozone
and CO which had been submitted by
the State. This notice also proposed the
redesignation of four counties which
Wisconsin had requested. A correction
notice on the redesignations was
published on August 19, 1980 (45 FR
55230).

This notice takes final action on the
revisions of the vehicle emission control
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I/M program, transportation control
measures (TCM), the CO and ozone
altainment demonstrations, and the
ozone redesignations of 4 counties and
public comments submitted in response
to the June 17, 1980 notice of proposed
rulemaking.

USEPA gas completed its review of
the Wisconsin submittals. Those
approved or conditionally approved
today will be in addition to and not in
lieu of existing SIP regulations. The
present emission control regulations for
an? source will remain applicable and
enforceable to prevent a source from
operating without controls, or under less
stringent controls, while it is moving
toward compliance with the new
regulations; or if it chooses, challenging
the new regulations. In some instances,
the present emission control regulations
contained in the federally-approved SIP
are different from the regulations
currently being enforced by the State. In
these situations the present federally
approved SIP will remain applicable and
enforceable until there is compliance
with the newly promulgated and
federally approved regulations. Failure
of a source to meet applicable pre-
existing regulations will result in
appropriate enforcement action,
including assessmen! of noncompliance
penalties. Furthermore, if there is any
instance of delay or lapse in the
applicability or enforceability of the
new regulations, because of a court
order or for any other reason, the pre-
existing regulations will be applicable
and enforceable.

The only exception to this rule is in
cases where there is a conflict between
the requirements of the new regulations
and the requirements of the existing
regulations such that it would be
impossible for a source to comply with
the pre-existing SIP while moving
toward compliance with the new
regulations. In these situations, the State
may exemp! a source from compliance
with the pre-existing regulations. Any
exemptions granted will be reviewed
and acted on by USEPA as a future SIP
revision,

Transportation Control Plans

In each urban nonattainment area, the
designated lead local agency, in

. conjunction with the Wisconsin

Department of Natural Resources
(WDNR) and the Wisconsin Department
of Transportation (WDOT), developed a
control strategy designed to ensure
attainment of the CO and/or ozone
NAAQS in the area.

USEPA evaluated Wisconsin's
transportation control plans using the
requirements for an approvable -
nonatiainment area SIP which appeared

in the April 4. 1979, July 2, 1979, August
28, 1979, September 17, 1879, November
23, 1979, May 13, 1960 (2) Federal
Registers (44 FR 20372, 38583, 50371,
53761, and 67182; 45 FR 31303 and
31307); the “USEPA-USDOT Guideline
for Air Quality-Transportation Plans,
and the Office of Transportation and
Land Use Policy “Checklist for
Transportation SIPs."

A summary of the principal
requirements was included in the June
17, 1980 notice of proposed rulemaking
and will not be reiterated here.

As a result of its evaluation, USEPA is
taking the following final actions:

Milwaukee Area: Carbon Monoxide and
Ozone

A portion of the City of Milwaukee
has been designated as nonattainment
for the CO NAAQS. The Counties of
Kenosha, Milwaukee, Ozaukee, Racine,
and Waukesha have been designated as
nonattainment for ozone.

The Southeastern Wisconsin Regional
Planning Commission (SEWRPC),
designated as the lead local agency
under section 174 of the Act, in
conjunction with WDNR and WDOT
developed the transportation control
plans for CO and ozone.

The Wisconsin SIP submittal contains
a demonstration that the CO and ozone
NAAQS cannot be attained in this area
by 1882, despite the implementation of
all reasonably available control
measures. Pursuant to section 172 of the
Act, the State on January 10, 1960
requested an extension to no later than
December 31, 1987 for attaining the
standards. As discussed in a later
section of the notice, USEPA grants this
request,

The transportation control plans
contain the following strategies:

Swategy Number of project Implomenton

L Trathic flow

mprovoment:

Swb-end 4 projects . 'WDOT, Wwakeo
frooway County,
veatmont. Miwaumoo

Work tme 1 study . SEWRPC.

Trafhc wgning, 125 peoge
pavement and
marking and munCOatos.

N Transa

mprovement.

Transit route £ studos - Méwaukao County,
ovaluaton SEWRPC.

UBUS/UPARK ... 1 PIoject ... Miwackoo County,

University of
Wisconsm,
Mo ik o
Campus.
B Transit shefors .. 3 projects e KenOsha,
Shoceward, and
Moéwauhoe County.

Swatagy Numnbaor of progect Implementor

Votwcio

ocoupancy

noreases

Park, nda, 10 ProjoctS .. WDOT, Miwaus oo
pool and County,
eross bus Ozaon
Sanice, County,

Carpood, 2 procts ... WDOT, Milwinsn:
vanpool County
promoton.

On February 13, 1980, WDNR
submitted a CO hotspot analysis plan as
a SIP revision. This submitta{comainnd
an inadequate schedule for
identification and elimination of
hotspots. In the June 17, 1980 Federal
Register (45 FR 41918) the USEPA stated
that the CO hotspot analysis as
submitted on February 13, 1980 was
deficient and the USEPA proposed
conditional approval of the
Transportation Control Plan for the
Milwaukee area.

In the June 17, 1980 Federal Register,
the USEPA stated that for the CO
hotspot analysis to be approved the
State must commit to identify the
strategies for each CO hotspot, to
identify the funding sources and
implementors for each hotspot strategy,
and to submit a schedule containing
dates for awarding the construction
contracts, initiating on-site construction,
starting operations, and eliminating
hotspots,

On September 25, 1980, in response to
the June 17, 1980 notice of proposed
rulemaking, the WDNR submitted a
revised schedule for addressing CO hot
spots. This revised schedule adequately
addresses the USEPA's concerns for
analysis of holspots.

The schedule provides for the
following:

(1) Hotspot Identification—November
1, 1980. -~

(2) Hotspo! Strategy Alternative
Analysis—May 15, 1980,

(3) Implementor Commitmenis—
August 15, 1981,

(4) Inclusion of implementation of CO
strategies and funding in 1982
Transportation Improvement Plan
(TIP}—Dezember 1981,

(5) Submittal of TIP to USEPA—
January 1, 1982.

USEPA approves the Milwaukee area
transportation control measure portion
of the CO and ozone SIP on the
condition that Wisconsin submit, if
necessary, CO strategies for identified
hotspots to USEPA as SIP revisions by
January 1, 1982. This submittal will
include the CO excerpts from the 1982
Milwaukee TIP. USEPA is proposing the
January 1, 1982 submittal date elsewhere
in today's Federal Register.
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Madison Area: Ozone

Dane County, which contains the
Madison urbanized area has been
designated as nonattainment for the
ozoneg NAAQS. The Dane County
Regional Planning Commission
(DCRPC), designated as the lead local
agency under section 174 of the Act,
developed the transportation control
plan for ozone in conjunction with
WDNR and WDOT.

The Wisconsin SIP submittal contains
a demonstration that the ozone NAAQS
can be attained in this area by
December 31, 1982. The following table
identifies strategies in the transportation
control plan for attaining the ozone
NAAQS.

Major TSM projects that are
anticipated to be implemented or
continued for the period of 1979 through
1982 are:

Stradegy Suts Implomentor

{ Carpood Continng ... Dane County,
coordnaton
Progam,

2 Vanpool ConbmAng ... Wisconsin DOA
pogama, University of

Waconmn,

) Hesdoatal Contnang ... City of Mackson,
oatung pormty
(affects most
contral Madtson
resghbamood
woas)

4 Downtown Approved 1978, Caty of Mackson
parking Implament
olficency 1879-1500
domonstration
program
(nciudes
atondant
pwking n e
ramps, parking
ralo changes,
frege oty with
shuttie buses
and mode).

S State Stroot 50 porcent Oy of Mackson
ranut/ complete 100
podostrian mall percont by 1982

6 Toansit sorvoe  Adoiion of 48 Crty of Madson.
rCronso buses n 1978

7 Bus shellers... New shaltors by City of Madeon

1962

8. Downtown Addtional shuttie  Oity of Madiaon
shutto sennce buses added by
ncrease, 19682

U Busstan rite Shudy 0 progr . City ot \
CONRNATON
SMONsiraton.

10 Express bus Now rung Chy of Madson.
service 10 nngo
orvas

11 Descounted Continusng ... Hospaals, county,
bus passes 1o

) and olher.

'2 Outev aros Now buses ... Private vansit
Uanst sorvice sorvico ang Cay
noreases of Madtson

13 Traned rate Contnuing ........ City of Madison
anges for
Ditior
9 Seevice.

14 improved Conirung — DCRPC
Sysemn
“avedance and
montoang,

15 Trathe Contnuing . Locs
OPCAON Implomantng
IO ONOMEnt S Bgancies
channelzation
ol ¥altc—ong-

Wity streets

16. Computeraod  Continuing . ... Local
rathe Conyol— mplornonting
ot activities. BOONCHS.

17. Bkoway Conlinulng ... Varous
syslom MANCIDAMos.
ETOIOvOrnents.

In the June 17, 1980 notice of proposed
rulemaking, USEPA proposed to
approve the transportation control plan
for the Madison area. No public
comments were received on USEPA's
proposed approval. Therefore, USEPA
approves the ozone transportation
control plan for the Madison urbanized
area as satisfying all applicable
requirements,

Green Bay: Ozone

Brown County, which contains the
Green Bay urbanized area, has been
designated as nonattainment for the
ozone NAAQS. The Green Bay
urbanized area has a population of less
than 200,000. Consequently,
transportation control plans are not
required in this area. As discussed in the
April 4, 1979 Federal Register
transportation controls are not required
in “rural” nonattainment areas since
controls on major stationary sources
and the development of transportation
control plans in urban areas should
assure reasonable further progress and
attainment of the standard in “rural"
areas by minimizing the transport of the
pollutant from urban to rural areas.

The State has chosen to develop a
transportation control plan for this area.
The Plan was developed by the Brown
County Planning Commission, which is
the designated lead local agency for the
area, in conjunction with WDNR and
WDOT. The plan demonstrates that the
ozone NAAQS can be attained in this
area by December 31, 1982, The plan
relies on the following strategies for
which emission reduction credits are
claimed:

19751679

Strategy

Trathc flow improvesent...... City of Green Bay
4 Stest and Lost Daupten City of DePore.
Road imgrovement.

Sth Steot, Roule 172 and Wisconsin DOT.
badge  crossng  improve-
ments.

Rakoad  crossng  nprove-
ments.

Transd incrosse ndorshe (50

poroent)
Haczesl ODrive and bodge -
provement

implomantor

Caty of Groen Bay.
City of Geoon Bay

Teanat Commission Vilage
of Howard

In the June 17, 1980 notice of proposed
rulemaking USEPA proposed to approve

the transportation control plan for the
Green Bay area. No public comments
were received on USEPA's proposed
approval. Therefore, USEPA approves
the ozone transportation control plan for
the Green Bay area, as satisfying all
applicable requirements.

Wisconsin's Inspection and
Maintenance Plan

“Inspection/Maintenance” (1/M)
refers 10 a program whereby motor
vehicles receive periodic inspections to
assess the functioning of their exhaust
emission control systems. Vehicles
which have excessive emissions must
then undergo mandatory maintenance.
Generally, I/M programs include
passenger cars, although other classes of
vehicles can be included as well.
Vehicles which do not comply with the
program requirements can be prohibited
from operating on public roads by
requiring proof of compliance in order to
purchase license plates or to register a
vehicle,

Section 172(b)(11) of the Act requires
the establishment of a specific schedule
for the implementation of a vehicle
emission control (I/M) program when it
is demonstrated that attainment of the
primary standards for CO and/or ozone
is not possible in an area prior to
December 31, 1982, despite the
implementation of all reasonable
emission control measures.

USEPA issued guidance on February
24, 1978, on the general criteria for SIP
approval, including 1/M and on July 17,
1978, regarding the specific criteria for
1/M SIP approval. Both of those items
are part of the SIP guidance material
referred to in the General Preamble for
Proposed Rulemaking (44 FR 13072,
23073, n. 6). The July 17, 1978 guidance
should be consulted for details. The key
elements for I/M SIP approval were in
the June 17, 1980 notice of proposed
rulemaking and will not be reiterated
here,

Wisconsin has demonstrated that
attainment of the NAAQS for CO and
ozone is not possible in the Milwaukee
Metropolitan area by December 31, 1981.
Consequently, the State has requested
an extension until December 31, 1987 for
this area. According to the requirements
of section 172(b)(11) of the Act, an I/M
program must be implemented in this
area. The following analysis discusses
the conformance of the Wisconsin SIP
with the requirements for SIP approval.

1. Legal Authority (Including
Description of I/M Program)—On April
2, 1980, the Wisconsin Legislature
passed Amended Assembly Bill 500,
which provides legal authority for the
implementation and enforcement of an
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1/M program. The Governor signed the
bill on May 1, 1880. On May 7, 1980, it
was formally submitted to USEPA. On
May 11, 1980 it became an enforceable
State law in Wisconsin.

This law requires the Department of
Natural Resources to adop! rules which
specify emissions limitations for motor
vehicles. To monitor compliance with
the standards the bill establishes a
motor vehicle emission I/M program.
The program must operate in counties
requiring I/M by Federal law to meet
ambient air quality standards and in
counties whose board of supervisors
request that the program be established.

USEPA reviewed the law, and based
on this review, proposed to approve the
State of Wisconsin's legal authority to
implement and enforce an I/M program
in the June 17, 1980 Federal Register. No
public comments were received on the
State’s legal authority. Therefore USEPA
approves this portion of Wisconsin's
I/M plan,

2. Commitment ta Implement—
According to section 172(b})(10) of the
Act, writlen evidence is required to
establish that the appropriate
governmental bodies are “committed to
implement and enforce the appropriate
elements of the plan."

On December 20, 1979, the Natural
Resources Board adopted a resolution
and schedule regarding the
implementation of a vehicle emission
control I/M program in Wisconsin.
Wisconsin's SIP submilttal also
committed to the development and
implementation of an I/M program in
Southwest Wisconsin by 1983. Also, a
commitment to implement, establish and
operate an 1/M program, was signed by
Governor Dreyfus on Oclober 16, 1979,
The actions described above meet the
criteria of section 172(b)(10) of the Act.
No public comments were received on
Wisconsin's commitment to implement
the program. Therefore, USEPA
approves Wisconsin's commitment to
implement.

3. Identification and Commitment of
Resources—The Legislative Authority
enacted in Wisconsin does not address
@ mechanism to fund the program,
Therefore, on May 8, 1980, the State
submitted a revised schedule for
implementation of an I/M program,
which included a milestone to secure the
financial and manpower resources to
implement and operate the I/M program
by February 1, 1981. USEPA proposed to
approve in the June 17, 19680 Federal
Register Notice the State's 1/M resource
commitment based on this submittal.
Wisconsin has not yet fulfilled this
requirement. To be fully approved,
Wisconsin's I/M program requires a
financial/manpower resource

commitment. Wisconsin has informed
USEPA that its legislature is currently
considering such a commitment and
action on the commitment is anticipated
about August 1, 1981. On April 8, 1981
Wisconsin committed itself to submit
the State's action to USEPA by August
15, 1981. Therefore, USEPA is approving
Wisconsin's commitment of resources
on the condition that Wisconsin submit
its funding/manpower commitment to
the USEPA by August 15, 1981, The
commitment date of August 15, 1981 is
being proposed for public comment
elsewhere in today’s Federal Register.

4. Schedule for Implementation of the
Plan—On May 8, 1980 the State
submitted a revised implementation
schedule which established key
milestones which meet the criteria
established in USEPA's July 17, 1878
guidance memorandum. USEPA
proposed to approve Wisconsin's I/M
implementation schedule in the June 17,
1980 Federal Register notice. No public
comments were received on the
schedule. However, Wisconsin has
missed milestones in its implementation
schedule. On April 8, 1981 Wisconsin
committed itself to submit a revised
implementation schedule to the USEPA
by August 15, 1981. The August 15, 1961
date is based on the abovementioned
legislative action.

USEPA is approving Wisconsin's I/M
implementation schedule on the
condition that Wisconsin submit a
revised schedule to USEPA by August
15, 1981. This date is being proposed for
public comment elsewhere in today's
Federal Register.

5. Program Effectiveness—Based on
information in the SIP, the 1/M program
for light duty vehicles will achieve in
1987 a 42 percent reduction in VOC
exhaust emissions and a 50 percent
reduction in CO exhaust emissions in
the Milwaukee metropolitan area. These
emission reductions were calculated by
comparing total mobile source exhaust
emissions in 1987 with and without the
1/M program. The calculations are
based on the assumptions that the I/M
program will have a 20 percent
stringency factor and that a mechanics'
training program will be implemented.
Therefore, the program is in conformity
with USEPA criteria for SIP approval.

The Clean Air requires I/M in those
areas where an extension of the 1982
attainment deadline is requested. On
July 17, 1978, David Hawkins issued
Inspection and Maintenance Policy
Guidance, This guidance discussed the
geographic area in which an I/M
program must be implemented. It
indicated that I/M should focus on
metropolitan areas and should include
the entire urbanized areas and adjacent

fringe areas of development, The
February 24, 1978, criteria for approval
of 1979 SIP revisions, issued by the
Administrator, states that the urbanized
area is defined by the U.S. Bureau of
Census, 1870,

Because Wisconsin requested an
extension of the deadline for attaining
the CO and ozone standards for the
Milwaukee area, the Act reguires that
an I/M program be implemented in the
Milwaukee area. The State responded
on August 12, 1980 that it finds an I/M
program is required for the Counties of
Milwaukee, Ozaukee, Racine,
Washington, and Waukesha, all or part
of which are in the Milwaukee
urbanized area, and the County of
Kenosha, which the State indicates is a
fringe area of development adjacent to
the counties listed above. USEPA agrees
with the State's determinations. Further,
pending completion by current ongoing
analysis of the State, the
implementation of an I/M program in
Walworth County could be required.

No public comments were received on
Wisconsin's I/M program effectiveness,
USEPA approves Wisconsin's program
as meeting the program effectiveness
requirements.

In conclusion, USEPA approves
Wisconsin's 1/M program on the
condition that Wisconsin submit to the
USEPA by August 15, 1981 (1) its
funding/manpower resource
commitment and (2) a revised
implementation schedule. The Augus!
15, 1981 dale is being proposed for
public comment elsewhere in today's
Federal Register.

Attainment Demonstrations for Carbon
Monoxide and Ozone

The April 4, 1979 Federal Register and
its supplements detail the requirements
for acceptable attainment
demonstrations. A summary of the
requirements for an acceptable
attainment demonstration were listed in
the June 17, 1980 notice of proposed
rulemaking and will not be reiterated
here. USEPA has reviewed Wisconsin's
CO and ozone attainment
demonstrations to determine if they
satisfy these requirements. Wisconsin
has met these requirements with three
exceptions; the CO hotspot analysis
which was discussed in the section of
this notice entitled “Milwaukee area:
carbon monoxide and ozone" and the 1/
M resource commitment and revised
implementation schedule discussed
above.

_ The following is a brief description of
the attainment demonstration for each
metropolitan area, Wisconsin's response
to the June 17, 1980 notice of proposed
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rulemaking. and USEPA'’s final
rulemaking action on the attainment
demonstrations.

Milwaukee County: Carbon Monoxide

The only area in Wisconsin
designated as nonattalnment for CO is a
portion of the central business district
(CBD) of Milwaukee. Violations of the
primary eight hour NAAQS (10mg/m?)
were recorded at three monitoring sites
in the CBD during the 1975-mid 1977
monitoring period.

The State used computer dispersion
modeling to analyze the problem. The
State's modeling analysis predicts that a
CO emission reduction of between 38%
and 46% Is necessary to demonstrate
attainment of CO NAAQS in the
Milwaukee area. The Wisconsin CO

Control Program Strategy relies
primarily on the Federal Motor Vehicle
Control Program (FMVCP) and
transportation control measures lo
provide CO emission reductions in the
Milwaukee area. The State's submission
indicates that the required level of CO
cmission reductions to demonstrate .
attainment cannot be achieved by 1982,
despite the implementation of all
reasonably available control measures.
However, the submission does indicate
that the necessary emission reductions
can be achieved by 1987, Based on its
inability to attain the CO NAAQS by
1982, the State on January 10, 1980,
requested an attainment date extension
until no later than December 31, 1987,
USEPA today is approving that request.

In USEPA’s June 17, 1980 notice of
proposed rulemaking, USEPA stated
that the State's CO attainment
demonstration contained a technical
deficiency in that it did not fully
substantiate the assumption that
stationary sources are insignificant
contributors to the CO emission
inventory in the nonattainment area. On
August 12, 1980, Wisconsin responded
that less than 3% of CO emissions in
Milwaukee County comes from
stationary sources. This corrects the
technical deficiency cited in the June 17,
1880 notice of proposed rulemaking.

No public comments were received on
USEPA’s proposed approval of the CO
demonstration of attainment in
Milwaukee County, Therefore, USEPA
:i)‘;))roves this portion of Wisconsin CO

Milwaukee Area: Ozone

The WDNR and SEWPRC used two
modehng methods for the determination
of the required VOC emission
reductions needed to attain the ozone
standards in southeast Wisconsin. The
Standard Empirical Kinetics Modeling
Approach (EKMA) was employed for

the greater Milwaukee are (Kenosha,
Milwaukee, Ozaukee, Rucine,
Walworth, Washington, and Waukesha
Counties). Standard EKMA predicted
that a 9% reduction in VOC emissions
is necessary for the attainment of the
ozone standard in Milwaukee.

Wisconsin evaluated various
combinations of control measures to
provide for attainment of the NAAQS.
Based on the projected emission
reductions due to the application of
RACT, FMVCP controls, TCM, and
vehicle I/M (Milwaukee area only), the
WDNR developed emission inventories
for 1982 and 1987 in each of the
nonattainment areas. The projected
emission inventories for Milwaukee
indicate that attainment will not occur
until after 1982, and, without additional
control measures beyond these
presently available, it will not occur
until after 1987,

Section 172(b)(3) of the Acl requires
the SIP to contain a provislon for
reasonable further p

toward attainment of E NAAQS in the
yeurs following the submission of the
SIP and prior to the final deadline date.
Section 171(l) of the Act defines RFP as
meaning annual, incremental emission
reductions, including substantial
reductions in the early years following
approval of the SIP. In its SIP
submission Wisconsin made a
commitment to RFP for the urban
nonaltainment areas. RFP graphics
showing expected annual VOC
emissions as a function of time were
given for Milwaukee.

The RFP curve presented for
Milwaukee in the Wisconsin SIP
submittal shows that under the present
control plans the Milwaukee area
emissions will not reach the attainment
level until after 1987. The WDNR has
made a commitment to develop and
implement additional control programs
such that the standard will be attained
by 1987. Based on the controls presently
adopted and Wisconsin's various
commitments to adopt further controls
as necessary, USEPA approves
Wisconsin's ozone attainment
demonstration for the Milwaukee area
{which includes the nonattainment
counties of Kenosha, Milwaukee,
Ozaukee, Racine, Walworth, and
Waukesha.

Madison Area: Ozone

The State's modeling analysis for
demonstrating attainment of the ozone
NAAQS shows that an 11% reduction in
VOC emissions is required to meet the
standard. This emission reduction
requirement was determined using the
Linear Rollback Approach (LRA) model.
The ozone control strategy relies upon

VOC RACT controls on stationary
sources, the FMVCP, and transportation
control measures. The State's
submission indicates that a 39.8%
reduction in VOC emissions will be
achieved with these controls by
December 31, 1982, thus assuring
altainment of the ozone standard.

No public comments were received on
USEPA's proposed approval of the
Madison area ozone attainment
demonstration. Therefore, USEPA
approves the Madison area (Dane
County) ozone attainment
demonstration as satisfying all
applicable requirements.

Green Bay: Ozone

The State's modeling analysis for
demonstrating attainment of the ozone
NAAQS predicts that a 34% reduction in
VOC emissions is required to meet the
standard. This emission reduction
requirement was determined using the
LRA model. The ozone control strategy
relies upon VOC RACT controls on
slationary sources, the FMVCP, and
transportation control measures. The
State's submission indicated that a 39%
reduction in VOC emissions can be
achieved by December 31, 1982, thus
assuring attainment of the ozone
standard.

No public comments were received on
USEPA's proposed approval of the
ozone attainment demonstration for the
Creen Bay area. Therefore, USEPA
approves the Creen Bay (Brown County)
ozone plan as a portion of Wisconsin's
SIP,

Ozone Redesignations

The March 3, 1978 Federal Register
notice designated Crant, La Crosse,
Douglas, Brown, Vilas, Kenosha,
Milwaukee, Ozaukee, Racine,
Waukesha, Columbia, and Dane
Counties as not attaining the 0.080 ppm
one hour oxidant standard (43 FR 8962;
40 CFR 81.350). Sheboygan County was
designated unclassifiable, On February
B, 1979, the standard was changed to a
0.120 ppm ozone standard, not to be
exceeded on the average of more than
1.00 times a year (44 FR 8220). The
WDNR has demonstrated that although
Grant, Douglas and La Crosse Counties
have recorded violations of the 0.080
ppm standard, no violations of the 0.120
ppm standard have been recorded in
these counties. However, the data for
Douglas County do not cover an entire
peak season for ozone and thus are
insufficient to demonstrate attainment
of the ozone NAAQS.

Therefore, USEPA today is approving
the redesignation of Grant and La
Crosse Counties to attainment and the
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redesignation of Douglas County to
cannot be classified. Two public
comments were received, dated
September 8, 1980, and September 15,
1980 supporting USEPA's approval of
the redesignation of La Crosse County.

In Sheboygan County, quality assured
data for 1978 indicates the 0.12 ppm
standard was exceeded 15 times at the
Wilson Township monitoring site during
the year. The second highest
concentration observed during the year
was 0.222 ppm. Non-quality assured
industrial data indicate that the
standard was also exceeded in 1977, A
second high concentration of 0.231 ppm
was observed at the industrial site in
1977, Review of the available data under
the present USEPA Guidelines
{"Guideline for Interpretation of Ozone
Air Quality Standards” EPA-450/4-79/
003) indicates that a redesignation of
Sheboygan County to nonattainment for
ozone is appropriate.

USEPA approves the redesignation for
ozone of Sheboygan County from
unclassifiable to nonattainment, the
redesignation of La Crosse and Grant
Counties from nonattainment to
attainment for ozone, and Douglas
County from nonattainment to cannot be
classified.

Part D Requirements for Rural Counties

In order to meet the Part D
requirements in “rural” ozone
nonattainment areas, i.e., urbanized
areas of less than 200,000 population,
the USEPA requires only the adoption of
stationary source VOC RACT
regulations on major sources.
Transportation control measures are not
required in rural nonattainment areas
because the combination of controls on
major stationary sources in all
nonattainment areas and the
development of transportation control
plans in urban areas should assure
attainment in the rural areas by
minimizing the pollutants transported
from urban to rural areas. The USEPA
approved on January 11, 1980
Wisconsin's VOC RACT regulations and
its commitment to adopt further RACT
regulations as required. These RACT
regulations meet the Part D
requirements for Wisconsin's rural
counties. USEPA proposed to approve in
the June 17, 1980 Federal Register (as
corrected on August 19, 1880, 45 FR
55230) Wisconsin's ozone strategy for La
Crosse, Vilas, Kenosha, Columbia,
Grant, Sheboygan and Douglas
Counties. Because USEPA is today
redesignating Grant and La Crosse
Counties to attainment and Douglas
County to cannot be classified, no Part
D plan is necessary for these counties.
UUSEPA approves the ozone plan for

Columbia, Kenosha, Sheboygan, and
Vilas Counties.

Conclusion

The USEPA approves the
redesignation of Grant, and La Crosse
Counties to attainment for ozone,
Douglas County to cannot be classified,
and Sheboygan County to
nonattainment, It approves the complete
ozone plans, including transportstion
management portions, for the Green Bay
{Brown County) and Madison {Dane)
urban areas. It approves the ozone plan
for Columbia, Kenosha, Sheboygan, and
Vilas Counties. It approves the CO and
ozone attainment demonstrations and
the transportation control plan for the
Milwaukee urban area. The Milwaukee
urban area includes the ozone
nonattainment Counties of Kenosha,
Milwaukee, Ozaukee, Racine,
Walworth, and Waukesha. It approves
the attainment date extension for ozone
and CO in the Milwaukee area to 1987,
It conditionally approves the CO plan
and the ozone plan for the Milwaukee
urban area. It conditionally approves
Wisconsin's I/M program. The
conditional approval of the CO strategy
in the Milwaukee Area (Milwaukee
County) is based upon continued
progress by the State in completion of
its hot-spot analyses and submission of
selected control strategies, if necessary,
by no later than January 1, 1982. The
analyses must consider the impact of
CO background concentrations. The
conditional approval of the ozone plan
is based on the conditional approval of
Wisconsin’s 1/M program. USEPA is
approving the 1/M plan in Southeast
Wisconsin on the condition that the
State submit a funding/manpower
resource commitment and revised
implementation schedule to the USEPA
by August 15, 1981. The Januhry 1, 1982
and the August 15, 1981 dates are being
proposed elsewhere in today's Federal
Register.

These regulations are being made
effective immediately because they
impose no new requirements on
anybody above those already imposed
by state law and because they remove
in certain areas the growth restrictions
of section 110(a)(2)(I) of the Act.

Under Executive Order 12291, USEPA
must judge whether a regulation is
“major” and, therefore, subject to the
requirement of a regulatory impact
analysis. This regulation is not “major”
as defined by Executive Order 12291,
because this action approves a State
program enacted by the State to attain
the national ambient air quality
standards for carbon monoxide and
ozone and imposes no new regulatory
requirements.

This approval by USEPA removes the
growth restrictions of Section
110{a)(2)(I) in those nonattainment
areas.

Under Section 307(b)(1) of the Act,
judicial review of this final action is
available only by the filing of & petition
for review in the United States Court of
Appeals for the appropriate circuit
within 60 days of today. Under Section
307(b)(2) of the Ac! the requirements
which are the subject of today's notice
may not be challenged later in civil or
criminal proceedings brought by USEPA
to enforce these requirements, (Sec. 110
and 172 of the Clean Air Act as
amended.)

Note.—Incorporation by reference of the
State Implementation Plan for the State of
Wisconsin was approved by the Director of
the Federal Register on July 1, 1880,

Dated: April 29, 1981.

Walter C. Barber,

Acting Administrator.

Title 40 of the Code of Federal
Regulations, Chapter 1, Parts 52 and 81
are amended as follows:

1. Section 52.2570(c) is amended by
adding subparagraphs (16) and (17) as
follows:

§ 52.2570 Identification of plan.

(‘:) L )

{16) On July 12, 1979 Wisconsin
submitted its ozone and carbon
monoxide plan. This included the plan
for the Green Bay, Madison, and
Milwaukee urban areas which include
the ozone nonattainment counties of
Brown, Dane, Kenosha, Milwaukee,
Ozaukee, Racine, Walworth and
Waukesha.

Supplemental materials were
submitted on September 4, 1979,
February 28, 1980, August 12, 1980,
September 25, 1980, and November 4,
1980.

{17) On July 12, 1979, Wisconsin
submitted its vehicle inspection and
maintenance program. Supplemental
information and commitments were
submilted on August 1, 1979, October 16,
1979, May 7, 1980, and May 8, 1980.

2. Section 52.2577 is revised as
follows:

§52.2577 Attainment dates for national
standards.,

The following table presents the lates!
dates by which the national standards
are to be attained. The dates reflect the
information presented in Wisconsin's
plan, except where noted.
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nonattainment area in FR 81-8810, a
final rule changing the Section 107
designation of Morgan County,
Alabama, for particulate matter to
attainment.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:

Jerry Preston of the EPA Region IV Air
Programs Branch al 404/881-3288 or FTS
257~-3286.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: In FR
Document 81-8810, appearing at page
14891 of the issue of March 3, 1981, make
the following correction in the TSP table
of 40 CFR 81.301. In the entry for Mobile
County, remove the "X" from the column
headed “"Cannot be classified"” and
insert an “X" in the columns headed
"Does not meel primary standards” and
“Does not meet secondary standards,”
(Section 107 of the Clean Air Act (42 US.C.
7407))

Dated: April 24, 1981,
Rebecca W. Hanmer,
Regional Administrator.
[FR Dog. 1-13654 Filed 5-5-81; 845 am]
BILLING CODE 6560-36-M

DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY
41CFRCh.9

Procurement Regulations

AGENCY: Department of Energy.
ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: This final rule will correct
errors in the DOE Procurement
Regulations, Chapter 9, Title 41 of the
Code of Federal Regulations. The
corrections are not substantive but
rather are in the nature of corrections of
misspellings, corrections of erroneous
citations, omissions of words, changes
in addresses and the like.

DATES: Comments must be received on
or before June 5, 1981, to be considered.
The rule will be effective June 5, 1981.

ADDRESS: Comments should be
addressed to the Department of Energy,
Procurement Policy Division (PR-211),
Forrestal Building, Washington, D.C.
20585,

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:

Mr. Richard B. Langston, Policy and
Procedures Division (PR-211),
Procurement and Assistance
Management, (202) 252-8188

Mr. Barclay E.Van Doren, Assistant
General Counsel for Procurement,
Office of the General Counsel, (202)
252-6002

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

L. Background.
II. Statutory and Regulatory Requirements.
111 Purpose.

1. Background

Under Section 644 of the Department
of Energy Organization Act (hereinafter
referred to as the Acl) (Pub. L 95-91, 91
Stat. 565, 42 U.S.C. 7254), the Secretary
of the Department is authorized to
prescribe such procedural rules and
regulations as he may deem necessary
or appropriate to effectuate the
functions vested in him. Accordingly,
the DOE-PR was promulgated with an
effective date of June 30, 1979 (44 FR
34434, June 14, 1979).

IL Statutory and Regulatory
Requirements

To the extent that Section 501 of the
Department of Energy Organization Act
(42 U.S.C. 7191) relating to the

- rulemaking opportunity for oral

presentations is applicable to the rule,
the Department has determined that no
substantial issue of fact or law exists
and that this rule is unlikely to have
substantial impact on the Nation's
economy, or large numbers of
individuals or businesses.

The DOE Procurement Regulations are
authorized under Section 644 of the
Department of Energy Act, Pub. L. 95-91
and the Federal Property and
Administrative Services Act of 1949, as
amended, and other applicable law.

The Department has further
determined that the rule will not have a
significant economic impact on a
substantial number of small entities and
that therefore the Pub. L. 96-354
requirement for a regulatory flexibility
analysis is not applicable. This is so
because the rule is merely correcting
typographical errors, omissions,
addresses and titles,

IIL Purpose

The purpose of this final rule is to
correct errors and omissions which have
been discovered in the course of using
the regulations. The errors being
carrected are in the nature of
misspellings and incorrect citations
rather than substantive changes. For this
reason public comment is not
considered necessary. The Department
will, however, give full consideration to
any comments submitted on or before
June 5, 1981,

For the reasons set forth in the
preamble, Chapter 9 of Title 41 of the
Code of Federal Regulations is amended
as set forth below.

Dated: April 29, 1961,

For the Department of Energy.
Hilary J. Rauch,
Director, Procurement and Assistance
Management.

41 CFR Chapter 9 is amended by
amending the following portions:

CHAPTER 9—DEPARTMENT OF
ENERGY PROCUREMENT
REGULATIONS

Part
9-1
8-2
9-3
44

General.
Procurement by formal advertising.
Procurement by negotiation.
Special types and methods of
procurement.
9-5 Special and directed sources of supp!y
-7 Contract clauses,
9-0 Patents, data, and copyrights.
#-10 Bonds and insurance.
9-15 Contract cost principles and
procedures.
9-18 Procurement of construction.
9-23 Subcontracting policies and
procedures,
9-50 Operating and on-sile service
contracts.
Authority: Section 644 of the Department of
Energy Organization Acl, Pub. L. 85-81,
Statute 500 (42 U.S.C. 7254),

PART 9-1—General

§§ 9-1.051-1 and 8-1.051-4 [Amended)

By removing the word “policy" from
the title of Sections 9-1.051-1 and 9-
1.051-4.

Subpart 9-1.4 [Amended]
§9-1.404-2 [Reserved]

By removing the word
“DESIGNATION" and substituting the
word “RESERVED" in the index of 9-1.4
Procurement Responsibility and
Authority, appearing opposite DOE-PR
reference 8-1.404-2,

§9-1.009-2 [Amended]

By amending § 9-1.009-2(b) to
correctly cite the subpart reference by
removing “9.50.704" and substituting “9-
50.704."

§9-1.206 [Amended)

By revising the last sentence in the
first paragraph of § 9-1.206 to read as
follows: “A partial llsunlgbof duties
specifically reserved to the HPA or
designee includes:"

§9-1.051-1 [Amended]

By removing the word "“policy” from
the title, introductory sentence and
paragraph (a) such that the term
“acquisition policy letters" becomes
“acquisition letters" and by removing
the words “concerning internal practices
and" and substituting the words "on
procurement” in paragraph (c).

§9-1.051-4 [Amended]

By substituting the term “acquisition
letters” for “acquisition policy letters”
and “AL" for “APL" as tﬁe acronym for
the term at the title, line 2 of paragraph
{a) and lines 1 and 3 of paragraph (b).
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§9-1.251 [Amended]

By substituting the word “Assistance”
for the word “Contracts” such that the
position title reads “Director of
Procurement and Assistance
Management.”

§9-1.404 [Amended]

By removing the word "Policy” from
the term “Acquisition Policy Letters” of
paragraph 9-1.404-1,

§9-1.704-1 [Amended]

By changing “This" to “These" before
the word “programs" on line 9.

§9-1.807 [Amended]

By substituting the word “Assistance”
for “Contracts" and removing the word
“Directorate” such that the
organizational title becomes
“Procurement and Assistance
Management" at paragraphs (a) and (d).

Subpart 9-1.54 [Appendix A
Amended]

By correcting the spelling of the word
“reasonable” appearing in the second
sentence under example 4 of Appendix
A of Subpart 8-1.54.

§9-1.5404 [Amended]

By removing the quotation symBol
appearing at the end of 9-1.5404(b})(7).

§9-1.5406 (Amended)

By removing the incorrect reference to
'9-1,5407"" appearing in Subpart 8-1.5408
and substituting therefore “9-1.5408-2."
7 9-1.5407 [Amended]

By correcting the spelling of the word
“disclosure" which appears as the next
to last word in the paragraph under 9-
1.5407.
$9-1.5411 [Amended)

By correcting the spelling of the word
“appropriate” which appears in the
second sentence of the paragraph under
9-1.5411.

£9-1.5411 [Amended)

By correcting the spelling of the word
“appropriate” which appears in the
second sentence of the paragraph under
9-1.5411.

7 9-1.5404 [Amended)

By removing the quotation symbol
appearing at the end of 8-1.5404(b)(7).
PART 9-2—PROCUREMENT BY
FORMAL ADVERTISING
$8-2.108 [Amended]

By substituting the word “Assistance”
for the word “Contracts” and removing
the word “Directorate” such that the
organizational title becomes
"Procurement and Assistance
Management."

PART 9-3—PROCUREMENT BY
NEGOTIATION

§§ 9-3.805-50 and 9-3.805-51 [Amended]

By changing the organizational title
“Procurement and Contracts
Management Directorate to
"Procurement and Assistance
Management" at:

(1) 9-3.805-50(a)(1) (ii) and (2); and

(2) 9-3.805-51(d}(1)(i) B, C and E.

By changing the word “regulation” to
“section" at paragraph 8-3,805-51(b).

§ 9-3.807-50 [Amended)
By substituting the word “Assistance”
for “Contracts” and removing the word
"Directorate” such that the
organizational title becomes
“Procurement and Assistance
Management.”

PART 9-4—SPECIAL TYPES AND
METHODS OF PROCUREMENT

§9-4.411-3 [Amended]

By substituting “Office of Facility
Planning and Support" for the “Office of
Construction and Facility Management.”

§9-4.904 [Amended]

By amending 9-4.904(a) to correctly
cite the reference to the FPR by
removing "FPR Section 9-4.9" and
substituting “FPR 1-4.9."

§95-4908 [Amended]

By removing “Unsolicited Proposal,
Mail Stop RB-400, Washington, DC
20585" in 9-4.908 and substituting
“Procurement and Assistance
Management, DOE, Unsolicited Proposal
Management Branch, PR-33,
Washington, DC 20585."

Section 9-4.908(b) is amended by
correcting the title and address of the
office to which unsolicited proposals
should be submitted such that it reads:
“Procurement and Assistance
Management, DOE, Unsolicited Proposal
Management Branch, PR-33,
Washington. DC 20585."

§9-4.909 [Amended]

Section 9-4.909(a) is amended by
correcting the spelling of the word
“established” which appears
immediately before the word
“accountability."” <

Section 8-—4.908(e)(1) is amended by
substituting the word “'Assistance" for
the word “Contracts™ such that the title
becomes “Director, Procurement and
Assistance Management" at
subparagraphs (ii), (iii) and (iv).
§9-4.5105 [Amended]

By amending 8-4.5105 to cite the FPR

by removing “9-4.906" and substituting
“FPR 149"

§9-4.5703 [Amended]

By amending 8-4.5703-1(b) by
removing “DOE-AR 232 {10 CFR
600.232})" appearing in the fourth
sentence, and substituting “DOE-AR 233 .
(10 CFR 600.233)."

§9-4.5800 [Amended]

By amending 8-4.6800(b) by removing
“DOEOAR 800.233" in the third sentence
and substituting "DOE-AR 600.234."

PART 9-5—SPECIAL AND DIRECT
SOURCES OF SUPPLY

9-5.3—Excess Personal
Property [Amended]

§9-5900 Redesignated as § 9-5.300

By amending Subpart 9-5.3 by
removing “Section 9-5.900" appearing
immediately after “Subpart 9-5.3 Excess
Personal Property" and substituting
“Section 9-5.300."

§9-5.5504 [Amended]

By correcting the spelling of the word
*Purchase” at line 2 in the term “lease-

purchase.”
PART 9-7—CONTRACT CLAUSES

§9-7.104-51 [Amended)

By capitalizing “Contracting" in
“Contracting Officer” at line 1 of the
clause and changing “State" to lower
case “state,"”

§9-7.202-59(a) [Amended]

By capitalizing “Contracting Officer™
at line 1 of paragraph (a).
§ 9-7.302-56 [Amended]

By amending § 9-7.302-58(b) by
removing the word “contracts” and
substituting the word “contacts."

§9-7.802 [Amended)

By revising the reference to the
Contract Disputes Act of 1978 appearing
in § 9-7.802-5(a) to read (41 U.S.C. 601
el seq.).”

§9-7.802-4 [Amended]

By capitalizing “Contracting Officer”
at line 1 of paragraph (a).

PART 9-9—PATENTS, DATA, AND
COPYRIGHTS

§9-9.107-5 [Amended]

By removing “10 CFR 718" from
paragraph (c)(3) of 8-9.107-5{(a) and
substituting “10 CFR 781."

By inserting "a" between the word
“is" and the word “third" in the first
sentence of paragraph (j){(7) of 9-9.107~
5(a).
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By adding the words “if included”
between the words "and” and “the” in
paragraph (m) of 8-9.107-5(a).

§9-9.107-6 [Amended]

By amending the Patent Rights (Short
Form) clause appearing in § 9-9.107-6 as
follows: By removing the word “patents”
and substituting therefore “plants" in
paragraph (a)(1) of § 9-9.107-6. By
adding a “(d)" immediately after “41
CFR 9-8.109-6" in paragraph (c)(2) of
§ 9-9.107-6.

§9-9.109-6 [Amended]

By removing the word "five” from the
first sentence of paragraph (h){3) of 8-
9.109-6 and substituting the word “six."

By removing the word “confirmation™
from the second sentence of paragraph
(1)(5)(ii){C) of § 9-0.109-6 and
substituting “confirmatory."”

§9-9.202-3 [Amended]

By adding the words “technical data
contains" after the word "This" which is
the first word in the first sentence under
“Limited Rights Legend" which appears
under paragraph (g). In the same
sentence as referenced above add the
word “which" before the word “may"
where it first appears in the sentence.

By removing “its" and substituting
“their" in paragraph (b)(3) of § 9-9.202-
3(e)(4).

By adding the word "or" after
"Officer” in paragraph (b) of § 9-8.202-
3(N(2).

§9-9.202-4 [Amended)

By adding the words “technical data
concerns” after the word “this” and
adding the word “which" before "may”
in the first sentence under “Limited
Rights Legend” in paragraph (e) of § 9-
9.202-4(d).

PART 9-10—BONDS AND INSURANCE

§9-10.5008 |Amended)

By amending § 9-10.5008 by removing
the “{a)" appearing at the beginning of
the representation clause and by
removing the entire paragraph “(b)"
from the representation clause and by
removing the designation “(b)" and
retaining the language immediately
following the “(b)” as the last paragraph
of text under § 9-10.5008.

PART 9-15—CONTRACT COST
PRINCIPLES AND PROCEDURES

§9-15.5006-1 [Amended]

By capitalizing “Contracting Officer™
at the second line in paragraph (a).

PART 9-18—PROCUREMENT OF
CONSTRUCTION

§9-18.650 [Amended]

By removing the words “The following
list shall be noted in the specifications”
and the partial listing beginning with
“Antimony" and ending with “Rubber-
crude and latex" on § 9-18.650 and
substituting therefore “The list of
excepted supplies appearing at § 9-6.105
shall be noted in the specifications."

PART 9-23—SUBCONTRACTING
POLICIES AND PROCEDURES

Subpart 9-23 [Amended]

§§ 9-23.104, 9-23.107, 9-23.108, and 9-
23,110 [Amended)

By changing the title “Director, Office
of Procurement Management! (attn: PR-
32)" to “Director, Office of Policy, (attn:
PR-20)" at paragraphs 9-23.104 (c) and
(f), 9-23.107 (a) and (b), 9-23.108(g) and
9-23.110(a) and by revising the last
sentence of 9-23.104(f) to read as
follows: “Initial and follow-up review
teams should include, when available, a
DCAS representative and a
representative from Procurement and
Assistance Management as well as
other DOE representatives as may be
appropriate.”

PART 9-50—OPERATING AND ON-
SITE SERVICE CONTRACTS

§9-50.109-2 [Amended]

By inserting a hyphen between the
words "“Architect” and "Engineer”
appearing in § 8-50.109-2(b).

§9-50.302-5 [Amended]

By amending § 9-50.302-5(a)(2) by
removing “5{a) and 5(b)" which appears
in the last sentence of paragraph (2) and
subslituting therefore “(a)5(i) and
(a)5(ii)" and by removing in 5{i)
“Director, Office of Procurement
Management (attn: PR-32)" and
substituting therefore “Director, Office
of Policy (attn: PR-20)."

§9-50.304 [Amended]

By amending paragraph (c)(3) of § 8-
50.304 by correcting the spelling of the
word “justification.”

§ 9-50.704-16 [Amended]

By removing the word “routine” and
substituting “routing” at paragraph 23(i).
§ 9-50.704 [Amended]

By correcting a page duplication by
removing all text from paragraph (e) of
§ 9-50.704-18 through the word
“allowable" in paragraph (j) of § 9-
50.704-18 as it first appears in the tex\.

§9-50.704-18 [Amended]

By amending § 9-50.704.18(e) by
correcting the spelling of the word
“appropriate” in the last sentence of this
paragraph.

§ 9-50.704-20 [Amended]

By amending § 9-50.704-20(b) by
removing “($100,0000)"" and substituting
therefore "($100,000)."

§ 9-50.704-21 [Amended]
By removing the word “or" appearing

between the word “contractor” and the
word "under" in (d) of § 8-50.704-21.

§ 9-50.704-24(a) [Amended]

By revising the DOE-PR reference in
§ 9-50.704-24(a) to read “Section 9-
3.807-3."

§ 9-50.1002-1 [Amended]

By revising the title to read
"Construction Contracts (Lump Sum and
Unit Price)."

§9-50.1003 [Amended]

By amending § 9-50.1003-1 by adding
“(Lump Sum and Unit Price)"
immediately after the word “contracts”
which appears in the title.

§9-50.1103 [Amended]

By amending § 9-50.1103-2 by
removing the “(a)"” appearing
immediately before the word
“contracting.”

§9-50.1210-4 [Amended]

By changing the word “is" the firs!
time it appears in paragraph to “are.”

§9-50.1213-6 [Amended]

By adding the words "shall be
reported to the DOE. In accordance with
this policy, I" between the third and
fourth lines of paragraph (b).

§9-50.1401 [Amended])

By amending § 9-50.1401 by changing
the word "“Limitation" from the singular
to the plural “Limitations."”

DOE Procurement Regulations Topical
Index [Amended]

By amending the topical index by
adding the following subject “Multiple
Awards Phased Procurements” and the
DOE-PR reference "9-4.50" to the index
immediately following the subject
“Motor Vehicle Procurement.”

By amending the topical index by
adding the following immediately after
the subject "ldentical bids, reports":

Incentive contract clauses: 9-7.103-51, 8-
7.203-58, 8-7.10,
By amending the topical index by

correcting the spelling of the word
“independent"” in the subject
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“independent government estimate of
Architect-Engineer services” which
references 9-4.1005-3.

By amending the topical index by
removing the DOE-PR reference for the
subject of “Nuclear Facility Safety,
Applicability of Regulatory Licensing
Requirements” of "9-7.704-26" and
substituting therefore “8-50.704-26."

By amending the topical index by
removing the “Renegotiation clause”
and the DOE<PR references relating
thereto,

[F% Doc. 8313611 Filed 5-5-81. 843 am)|
BILUING CODE 6450-01-M

—

GENERAL SERVICES
ADMINISTRATION

41CFR Part 105-735
|ADM 7900.9]

Standards of Conduct; Changes to
Procedures Regarding the GSA
Standards of Conduct

acency: Office of Ethics, General
Services Administration.

ACTION: Final rule.

sumMARY: This regulation provides
revised procedures concerning GSA's
Standards of Conduct. These changes
are made to clarify procedures for
managers and Deputy Standards of
Conduct Counsellors implementing the
standards.

EFFECTIVE DATE: May 6, 1981.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Mr. Saul Katz, Office of Ethics (202-566-
1212).

PART 105-735—STANDARDS OF
CONDUCT; CHANGES TO
PROCEDURES REGARDING THE GSA
STANDARDS OF CONDUCT

1. The table of contents for Part 105~
735 is amended by revising three entries
as follows:

Sec

105-735.108  Approval and publication of
regulations.

105-735.205 Travel.

105-735.303 Identification of positions, the
incumbents of which mus! file

Stutements of Employment and Financial
Interests,

Subpart 105-735.1—General

2. Section 105-735.102 is amended by
adding a new paragraph (d) and revising
paragraphs (e) through (h) as follows:
£105-735.102 Definitions.

(d) “GSA contractor” is a person or
tntity that is engaged in or seeks

business or financial relations of any
sort with any GSA component; or
conducts operations or activities that
are either regulated by a GSA
component or significantly affected by
GSA decisions; orhas interests that may
be substantially affected by the
performance or nonperformance of the
official duties of GSA personnel.

(e) “"GSA personnel” means all GSA
employees, including special
Covernment employees.

{f) "Gratuity" means any gift, favaor,
entertainment, hospitality,
transportation, loan, or any other
tangible thing, and any intangible
benefit (for example, discounts, passes,
or promotional vendor training) given to
or on behalf of GSA employees or their
spouses, minor children, or households,
for which fair market value is not paid
by the recipient or the Government.

(g) "Standards of Conduct
Counsellors" are defined in § 105-
735.103(b).

{h) “Appropriate supervisor”" means
that supervisor within the chain of
authority who is acquainted with the
duties of the subordinate GSA personnel
concerned and has the duty to
determine the existence and effect of
any conflict of interests of the personnel.
This is usually the immediate supervisor
of the GSA personnel concerned.

3. Section 105-735,103 is amended by
revising paragraphs (a)(1), (a)(2). (a)(3),
(b). and (d) and by adding paragraph (e)
to read as follows:

§ 105-735.103 Responsibilities.

(a] L N

(1) Heads of Services and Staff
Offices and Regional Administrators are
responsible for ensuring that (i) all GSA
personnel under their supervision are
familiar with and understand the
standards of conduct and statutes
governing conflicts of interest and post-
Federal employment restrictions; (ii) all
GSA personnel under their supervision
are informed of and are familiar with
the identity of their appropriate
supervisor and their Deputy Standards
of Conduct Counsellor; and (iii)
disciplinary or remedial action is taken
in the case of all GSA personnel who
violate these standards or related laws
and regulations, and against supervisors
who fail to carry out their
responsibilities in taking or
recommending disciplinary or remedial
action in such cases.

(2) Heads of Services and Staff
Offices and Regional Administrators
shall ensure that GSA personnel under
their supervision are given a copy of this
directive and an oral standards of
conduct briefing following receipt. New
GSA personnel shall also receive a copy

and a briefing preceding employment or
promptly following assumption of
duties. Each individual receiving this
briefing shall attest in writing to
attendance at the briefing, and that he
or she has a copy of the standards of
conduct and acknowledges the
requirements imposed. All GSA
personnel shall be provided with a
briefing at least semiannually regarding
these standards by Heads of Services
and Staff Offices and Regional
Administrators. All GSA personnel shall
be provided with a copy of all revisions
to the standards of conduct and be
required to attesl in writing to receiving
and acknowledging their duty to comply
with the standards of conducl.

(3) Heads of Services and Staff
Offices and Regional Administrators
shall bring the contents of this directive
to the attention of the principal officer of
each contractor doing significant
business with GSA, and shall
periodically use the opportunity
afforded by conferences with
representatives of industry and others
transacting business with the GSA 1o
direct attention to these standards of
conduct regulations. Care shall be taken
to avoid needless duplication of
distribution of copies to contractors.

(b) The Special Counsel to the
Administrator for Ethics is the Agency
Standards of Conduct Counsellor, the
Designated Agency Ethics Official, and
the Director of the Office of Ethics, The
Special Counsel is delegated authority
to speak for the Administrator in all
matters involving interpretation and
application of the standards of conduct.
Authority is also delegated to the
Special Counsel to determine in
individual cases that a specific financial
interest is not so substantial as to be
deemed likely to affect the integrity of
the services which the Government may
expect from the particular employee
concerned.

(1) The Special Counsel to the
Administrator for Ethics shall designate
Deputy Standards of Conduct
Counsellors. Those designated shall be
responsible for providing advice and
assistance to GSA personnel on all
questions arising from the operation and
implementation of this directive. They
are also responsible for the proper
review, including sudits, coordination,
and advice, regarding all standards of
conduct problems, and shall ensure that
posters identifying them as a Deputy
Standards of Conduct Counsellor and
stating their location are prominently
displayed in appropriate locations.

(2) The Special Counsel to the
Administrator for Ethics shall supervise
the adequacy of the advice and training




25306

Federal Register / Vol. 46, No. 87 / Wednesday, May 6, 1981 / Rules and Regulations

in standards of conduct provided 1o all
GSA personnel and shall be responsible
for the timely collection and review of
all Statements of Employment and
Financial Interests, and of all Financial
Disclosure Reports. In these matters the
Deputy Standards of Conduct
Counsellor shall be subject to the policy
guidance and direction of the Special
Counsel to the Administrator for Ethics.

(d) All GSA personnel are required to
(1) be fully familiar with the standards
of conduct covered in this directive and
the laws governing conflicts of inferest
and postemployment restrictions; (2)
comply strictly with them; and (3)
maintain the highest standards of ethical
conduct in transacting the Government's
business, When in doubt as to the
permissibility under this directive of any
action on their part, they shall not act
until they have received the advice of a
Deputy Standards of Conduct
Counsellor.

(e) Bach Regional Counsel is
responsible for auditing and ensuring
that posters of the Code of Ethics for
CGovernment Service and posters
notifying employees of the identity and
telephone number of their Deputy
Standards of Conduct Counsellors are at
all times widely and prominently
displayed throughout the region by those
in GSA whose primary duty itis to
mount and display the posters as
required by law.

4. Section 105-735.106 is added to read
as follows:

§ 105-735.106 Approval and publication of
regulations.

The regulations in this part and any
changes thereto are effective only after
approval by the Office of Personnel
Management and publication in the
Federal Register.

Subpart 105-735.2—Standards of
Conduct for GSA Personnel

5. Section 105-735.202 is amended by
revising paragraphs (a). (b), (e)(2),
(e)(3)(i). (e)(3)(iii). (e)(3)(vi), (e)(3)(x).
(e)(3)(xi), (e)(4): and adding paragraph
(e)(5) to read as follows:

§ 105-735.202 Business dealings on behalf
of the Government.

(a) The public trust. Those who
represent the Government in business
dealings have positions of trust and
grave responsibility that require them to
observe the highest ethical standards.
Practices that may be customary in the
private business world are not
necessarily acceptable for GSA
personnel, who are held to a higher
standard of public trust.

(b) Dealing with Government
personnel. GSA personnel shall not
knowingly deal on behalf of the
Government with present or former
Government personnel whose
participation in the transaction would
be in violation of a statute, regulation, or
policy set forth in this directive.

(e)

(2) Except as provided in paragraph
(e)(3) of this section below GSA
personnel and their spouses, minor
children, and members of their
households shall not solicit, accept, or
agree to accep! any gratuity for
themselves, members of their families,
or others, either directly or indirectly
from or on behalf of a GSA contractor.

(3) w. %

(i) The continued participation in
employee welfare or benefit plans of a
former employer when permitted by law
and approved by the appropriate Deputy
Standards of Conduct Counsellor;

(iif) Items available to the public
generally, or a large segment of the
public (such as university scholarships,
attendance at free exhibitions of GSA
contractors at public trade fairs and
discounts);

(vi) Instances in which the Interests of
the Government are served by
participation of a GSA employee in
widely attended luncheons, dinners, and
similar gatherings sponsored by
industrial, technical, or professional
associations for the discussion of
matters of mutual interest. Participation
in these events is permitted only when
the host is the association and not a
private company, and only when
approved by the employee’s supervisor
as being a part of or related to official
duties. Acceptance of gratuities, food, or
refreshments from & private company in
connection with such associations’
activities is forbidden;

(x) Customary exchanges of gratuities
between GSA personnel and their
friends and relatives or the friends and
relatives of their spouses, minor
children, or members of their household
where the circumstances make it clear
that it is that relationship rather than the
business of the persons concerned
which is the motivating factor for the
gratuity and where it is clear that the
gratuilty is not paid for by any person or
entity described in § 105-735.102(d); and

(xi) Situations in which, in the sound
judgment of the individual concerned or
his or her superior, the Governmenl's
interest will be served by GSA
personnel participating in activities

otherwise prohibited. In such a case, a
written report of the circumstances shsll
be made by the individual or his or her
appropriate superior before acceptance;
or, when an advance report is not
possible, within 48 hours after
acceptance, to the appropriate
supervisor and the appropriate Deputy
Standards of Conduct Counsellor.

(4) GSA personnel who are offered or
receive unsolicited gratuities (or have
gratuities received for them) in
circumstances not in conformance with
the standards of this section, shall
promptly report the circumstances to the
appropriate supervisor for a
determination as to proper disposition
and shall report the matter fully to the
Inspector General, The appropriate
supervisor shall consult with a Deputy
Standards of Conduct Counsellor.

(5) For rules governing acceptance of
gifts from foreign governments, their
agents, or instrumentalities, see GSA
Order, Acceptance of gifts and
decorations from foreign governments
by GSA employees (OAD 7880.2). All
gifts of more than “minimal value" (as
defined in that directive) that are
accepted by GSA employees shall be
promptly reported.

8. Section 105-735.203 is revised as
follows:

§ 105-735.203 Contributions.

GSA personnel shall not solicit
contributions for a gift to an employee in
a superior official position. A person in
a superior official position shall not
accept a gift presented as a contribution
from employees receiving less salary
than himself or herself. GSA personnel
shall not make a donation as a gift to a
person in a superior official position (5
U.S.C. 7351). These prohibitions do not
apply to a voluntary gift of reasonable
value [or a donation in a nominal
amount) made on a special occasion
such as marriage, illness, resignation,
transfer, or retirement.

7. Section 105-735.204 is amended by
revising paragraphs (a), (b}{2), (b)(12),
and (c)(4) and reserving paragraph (b)(5)
as follows;

§ 105-735.204 Outside employment.

{a) GSA personnel who propose to
engage in outside employment shall
report that fact in writing to their
supervisor prior to accepting such
employment, and shall supply such
additional details concerning the nature
of that employment as may be required
by the supervisor {or a Depuly
Standards of Conduct Counsellor) to
assist in determining whether the
employment is compatible with the full
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and proper discharge of the employee's
official duties. If the supervisor
determines that the outside employment
is prohibited by this section, the
supervisor shall so advise the employee
and inform the employee of the
consequences of such employment.
Deputy Standards of Conduct
Counsellors are available to assist
supervisors in making such
determinations. Activities listed in
subparagraph d, below, are exceptions
lo this rule and require no notification.

“1] A

(2) It would give rise to a real or
apparent conflict of interest situation,
For example, where it would involve
work for any contractor or
subcontractor for GSA {or any other
employer) where that employer may be
in a position to gain advantage in its
dealings or potential dealings with the
Government because of the employee's
position.

(5) [Reserved]

(12) It involves the receipt of salary or
anything of value from a private source
us compensation for services to the
Government (18 U.S.C. 209).

[“] [ g & |

(4] By Execulive order the
Administrator and Inspector General
are prohibited from receiving
compensation or anything of value for
any consultation, lecture, discussion,
writing, or appearance the subject
matter of which is devoted substantially
lo responsibilities, programs, or
operations of this agency, or which
draws substantially on official data or
ideas which have not become part of the
body of public information.

6. Section 105-735.205 is amended by
;r-":lfmg the section and revising it as
OLOWS:

§105-735.205 Travel.

(a] Acceptance of accommodations,
subsistence, or services, furnished in
kind, in connection with official travel
from sources other than those indicated
in § 105-735.202(¢) above is authorized
only when the individual is to be a
speaker, panelist, project officer, or
other bona fide participant in the
éctivity attended and when such
sltendance and acceptance is
authorized by the order-issuing
Sutharity as being in the overall
Government interest.

_ (b} Except as indicated in § 105~
795.202(a) above, GSA personnel may
not accept personal reimbursement from
Eny source for expenses incident to
official travel, unless authorized by their

supervisor consistent with guidance
provided by the appropriate Deputy
Standards of Conduct Counsellor
(pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 4111 or other
authority). Rather, reimbursement must
be made to the Government by check
payable to the Treasurer of the United
States. Personnel will be reimbursed by
the Government in accordance with
applicable regulations.

(c) In no case shall GSA personnel
accept, either in kind or for cash
reimbursement, benefits which are
extravagant or excessive in nature,

(d) en accommodations,
subsistence, or services in kind are
furnished to GSA personnel by non-U.S.
Government sources, consistent with
this subsection, appropriate deductions
shall be reported and made in the travel,
per diem, or other allowances payable.

. - . . .

9. Section 105-735.207 is revised as
follows:

§ 105-735.207 Misuse of information,

For the purpose of furthering a private
interest, GSA personnel shall not,
excep! as provided in § 105-735.204(c),
directly or indirectly use, or allow the
use of, official information obtained
through or in connection with their GSA
employment which has not been made
available to the general public. Criminal
penalties are imposed for disclosure of
classified or confidential information.

10. Section 105-735.211 is revised as
follows:

§ 105-735.211 Gambling, betting, and
lotteries.

GSA personnel shall not participate,
while on property owned or leased by
the Government or while on duty for
GSA, in any gambling activity, including
the operation of a gambling device,
participating in a lottery or pool,
participating in a game for money or
property, or selling or purchasing a
numbers slip or ticket, except as
otherwise lawfully authorized.

11. Section 105-735.215 is amended by
revising paragraph (c) as follows:

§ 105-735.215 Political activity.
(c) Advice on this subject is available
from any GSA legal counsel.
12. Section 105-735.216 is revised as
follows:

§ 105-735.216 Reporting suspected
irregularities.

It is the obligation of GSA personnel
to report immediately any apparent or
suspected violation of a statute, order,
regulation, or directive in connection
with any operation of GSA. The report
shall be made to the Assistant Inspector

General for Investigations in the Central
Office or to the appropriate Special
Agent in charge in the regions. When
appropriate, the Office of the Inspector
General shall report such apparent or
suspected violations to the proper
management official. GSA personnel
shall cooperate with representatives
conducting official investigations and
furnish signed statements under oath if
appropriate,

13. Section 105-735.218 is revised as
follows:

§ 105-735.218 Purchase of real estate.

. GSA personnel, whose official duties
are in any way related to the acquisition
or disposal of real estate or interests
therein or to the maintenance or
improvement of real estate, shall not,
directly or indirectly, purchase any real
estate or interest therein except for
occupancy as their personal residence
unless a full disclosure of the proposed
transaction is made in writing to the
appropriate supervisor who shall
consult with the Special Counsel to the
Administrator for Ethics (regional
counsel in a region), and the prior
written approval of the appropriate
supervisor is obtained. A copy of the
approval shall be promptly furnished by
the supervisor to the Special Counsel to
the Administrator for Ethics. Surplus
real property may not be purchased
under any circumstances. (See § 105-
735.217.)

14. Section 105-735.219 is revised as
follows: .

§ 105-735.219 Use of intoxicants.

GSA personnel shall not use
intoxicants habitually to excess (5
U.S.C. 7352). GSA personnel shall not
use intoxicants on U.S. Government-
owned or leased premises except upon
occasions and on property as to which
the Administrator or Regional
Administrator has granted an exception
in writing or, in the case of property
occupied by another agency, except as
authorized by the head of that agency in
accordance with law.

Subpart 105-735.3—Statements of
Employment and Financial Interests

15. Section 105-735.301 is revised as
follows:

§ 105-735.301 General.

Employees and special Government
employees in specified positions (other
than those required to file Finapcial
Disclosure Reports on Standard Form
278) are required to file statements of
employment and financial interests.
GSA Form 2157, Statement of
Employment and Financial Interests, is
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for use by all GSA employees except
special Government employees; GSA
Form 2158 is for use by special
Governmenl employees of GSA.

16. Section 105-735.302 is amended to
revise the introductory paragraph and
paragraph (e) ss follows:

§ 105-735,202 Criteria for selection of
positions subject to filing requirement.

The following criteria govern selection
of positions subject to the requirement
of filing Statements of Employment and
Financial Interests. Personnel
designated to file Financial Disclosure
Reports (Standard Form 278) are not
subject to this requirement.

(e) With respect to special
Government employees, a statement of
employment and financial interests is
required whenever any special
Government employee is to be hired as
a consultant or expert. All those who
are to be appointed experts and
consultants are first required to file
Statements of Employment and
Financial Interests (see ADM 2800.12A).

Such statements shall be reviewed as
required in Subpart 105-735.3 of this
directive before a decision is made to
hire the individual as a special
Government employee.

17. Section 105-735.303 is amended to
revise the title, paragraphs (a), (d), and
{e) as follows:

§ 105-735.303 Identification of positions,
the incumbents of which must file
Statements of Employment and Financial
Interests.

(a) Heads of Central Office and
Regional Office Services and Staff
Offices shall annually review all GS-13
through 15 position descriptions under
their cognizance and no later than
March 15 of each year submit &
recommendation to the Special Counsel
to the Administrator for Ethics (through
the regional counsel in the regions)
identifying any specific changes in the
list of positions that should be
designated as requiring the incumbent to
submit Statements of Employment and
Financial Interests. The Assistant
Administrator for Human Resources and
Organization or the Assistant Regional
Administrator for Administration will
recommend any positions not in a
service or staff office; for example, those
in the Administrator's or Regional
Administrator's immediate office.

(d) When a new position is
established, or the duties of an existing
position are materially changed, the
position shall be evaluated to determine
whether or not it should be designated
as one requiring the incumbent to

submit a Statement of Employment and
Financial Interests.

(e) New positions that qualify under
the specified criteria shall be promptly
processed in the manner provided in (a),
(b), and (c) above, so that the required
statement may be submitted not later
than 30 days after the employee’s
entrance on duty in the new position or
the changed position.

18. Section 105-735.305 is revised as
follows:

§ 105-735.305 Interests of relatives.

The interest of a spouse, minor child,
or other member of an employee's
immediate household is considered to
be an interest of the employee. Such
interest includes but is nol limited to
identification of the individual's
employer, financial holdings, and debts.
For the purpose of this section, “member
of an employee's immediate household"
includes those blood relations who are
residents of the employee’s household
and excludes in-laws. These provisions
also apply to special Government
employees.

19. Section 105-735.311 is revised as
follows:

§ 105-735.311 Responsiblility for review of
statements.

(a) The appropriate supervisor as
defined in § 105-735.102(g), above, is
responsible for receiving and promptly
reviewing all Statements of Employment
and Financial Interests submitted by
subordinate employees, and for
promptly placing his or her comments
thereon, dating and signing them. and
forwarding them to the Deputy
Standards of Conduct Counsellor for
further review. The Deputy Standards of
Conduct Cousellor shall record
comments on the statement,
recommending action where appropriate
to resolve any conflict of interests, real
or potential, revealed by the statement.
If both the appropriate supervisor and
Deputy Standards of Conduct
Counsellor concur that no conflict or
apparent conflict exists, the Deputy
Standards of Conduct Counsellor shall
endorse the statement accordingly and
return it to the appropriate supervisor
for retention.

(b) If in the opinion of the Deputy
Standards of Conduct Counsellor a
conflict or potential conflict is revealed
by the stutement, that fact shall be
noted in the appropriate comment
section; and the Depuly Standards of
Conduct Counsellor and the appropriate
supervisor shall immediately institute
necessary action to resolve the conflict.
The Deputy Standards of Conduct
Counsellor shall promptly return the
statement to the appropriate supervisor

for retention after completion of review,
and after any action necessary to
remove any real or potential conflict of
interests,

{c) When controversy over means of
resolution cannot be promptly resolved,
the matter shall be referred to the Head
of Service, Staff Office or Regional
Administrator, as appopriate, for
decision. See § 105-735.312 for
procedures to resolve conflicts, When
the matter is finally resolved, all
relevant papers shall be returned with
the statement to the appropriate
supervisor for retention. All appropriate
supervisors are delegated the
responsibility to safeguard and retain in
lockable metal cabinets the Statements
of Employment and Financial Interests
of their subordinate employees in
accordance with the Privacy Act of 1974,
as amended.

(d) All Statements of Employment and
Financial Interests must be reviewed by
August 31 of each year. Resolution of
any remaining real or potential conflict
of interests must be completed as soon
as possible after August 31 but no later
than September 30 of each year. A
statistical report from each Deputy
Standards of Conduct Counsellor
responsible for reviewing Statements of
Employment and Financial Interests
shall be submitted to the Special
Counsel to the Administrator for Ethics
not later than September 15 of each
year. The statistical report shall indicate
the number of statements required, the
number of statements received, and the
results and status of the review of the
statements, including but not limited to
the number of statements approved und
those awaiting final resolution. In
matters that are unresolved, a brief
presentation of the problem and the
proposed disposition shall be stated

20. Section 105-735.312 is revised as
follows:

§ 105-735.312 Resolving conflicts of
interest.

{a) When in the review of a Statemen!
of Employment and Financial Interests,
the appropriate supervisor or a Deputy
Standards of Conduct Counsellor has
reason to believe that a possible conflict
of interests exists, or more information
on which to make a judgment is
required, the submitter shall be offered
an opportunity to provide additional
information or to furnish any
explanation deemed pertinent. This
information must be documented for the
file and incorporated into the statemen!

{b) When, after consideration of the
matters offered, a determination is made
that a conflict or potential conflict of
interests exists, an effort shall be made
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by the appropriate supervisor, in
consuitation with the Deputy Standards
of Conduct Counsellor and the
individual submitter, to resolve the
conflict in a manner that is mutually
acceptable. When it cannot be
satisfactorily resolved at the regional
level or by the Head of Service or Staff
Office, as appropriate, the Deputy
Standards of Conduct Counsellor shall
consult the Special Counsel to the
Administrator for Ethics.

(¢) If all of the above efforts of the
Deputy Standards of Conduct
Counsellor are unsuccessful in resolving
a conflict or potential conflict by
decision of the Head of Service, Staff
Office or Regional Administrator, as
appropriate, the case will be referred to
the Special Counsel to the Administrator
for Ethics for final resolution by the
Administrator.

(d) Remedial action directed by the
Administrator may include but s not
limited to one or more of the following:

(1) Disgualification for a particular
assignmenl

(2) Change in assigned duties, or
termination of employment;

(3) Divestment by the employee or
special Government employee of the
conflicting interests;

(4) Establishment of a blind trust; and

(5) Disciplinary action, including
removal

21, Section 105-735.314 is revised as

follows:

§105-735.314
Interests.

Financial interests of the following
type are deemed too remote or oo
inconsequential to affect the integrity of
the employee’s service and need not be
reported: Investments in Federal, State,
or local government bonds and notes;
and investments in shares of a widely
diversified mutual fund or regulated
investment company.

Subpart 105-735.4—Financial
Disclosure Report

22, Section 105-735.401 is revised as

follows:

§105-735.401 - General,
The Ethics in Government Act of 1978,
as amended (the Act), requires that GSA
personnel in specified positions file
periodic Financial Disclosure Reports.
For these individuals, this requirement is
in lieu of the Statement of Employment
and Financial Interests required by
Executive order. Standard Form 278
shall be used by employees filing annual
reports, lermination of employment
reports, and by employees required to
file assumption of duty reports.

Inconsequential financial

23. éoction 105-735.404 is revised as
follows:

§ 105-735.404 When to file.

(a) The individual shall file a
Financial Disclosure Report within 30
calendar days of assuming a position
described in Title Il of the Act, unless
the individual has left another position
described in Title I within 30 days prior
to assuming the new position.
Individuals coming to a position in GSA
described in Title Il of the Act from a
similiar position in another agency shall
furnish a copy of their last report filed
with the former agency to the Special
Counsel to the Administrator for Ethics
through their appropriate supervisor.

(b) The individual shall file a
Financial Disclosure Report within 30
calendar days of terminating
employment in a position requiring the
incumbent to submit a Financial
Disclosure Report.

(¢) The individual shall file a
Financial Disclosure Report no later
than May 15 of each calendar year, if
the employee occupied a position
described in Title Il of the Act during the
preceding calendar year and performed
those duties for more than 60 days in
that year.

24, Section 105-735.405 is revised as
follows:

§ 105-735.405 Where to file.

Reports shall be filed with the Special
Counse! to the Administrator for Ethics
through the individual’s appropriate
supervisor, who shall first review it and
record the required endorsement in the
"Comments" section as slated in § 105~
7365407,

25. Section 106-735.407 is amended to
revise paragraphs (a), (c), (d) and (e) as
follows:

§ 105-735.407 Review of reports.

(a) A reporting individual shall submit
the report to his or her appropriate
supervisor for review, The appropriate
supervisor shall, within ten days of
receipt, make a signed and dated
statement in the “Comments" section of
the report, stating whether or not the
report reveals a conflict or the
appearance of a conflict with the
employee's official duties, and shall
immediately forward the report 1o the
Special Counsel to the Administrator for
Ethics by the most expeditious means,
meanwhile taking action to avoid the
reporting individual's participation in
matters involving a conflict or apparent
conflict.

(c) If the Special Counsel concludes
that the reporting individual is in
compliance with applicable laws or

regulations, that finding shall be entered
on the report, the report signed and
dated, and the reporting individual duly
notified in writing.

(d) If the Special Counsel believes that
additonal information is required, the
reporting individual shall be informed of
the information required and the time by
which it must be submitted.

(e) If, on the basis of the information
provided, the Special Counsel concludes
that a reporting individual is not in
compliance with applicable laws and
regulations, the reporting individual and
his or her appropriate supervisor shall
be so notified. The reporting individual
shall be afforded a reasonable
opportunity for a written or oral
response, After consideration of the
response, the Special Counsel shall
reach an opinion as to whether or not
the individual is in compliance.

28. Section 105-735.408 is amended to
revise paragraph (a) as follows:

§ 105-735.408 Procedures for resolving
noncompliance.

(a) If, after opportunity for an oral or
written response, the Special Counsel to
the Administrator for Ethics concludes
the individual is not in compliance, the
Special Counsel shall notify the
individual and, after an opportunity for
personal consultation (if practicable),
notify the reporting individual in writing
of the steps by the employee considered
appropriate for assuring compliance and
the date by which those steps should be
teken. Steps may include: (1) divestiture;
(2) restitution; (3) establishment of a
qualified trus!; (4) request for an
exemption under section 208(b) of Title
18, U.S.C.; (5) voluntary request for
transfer, reassignment, limitation of
duties, or resignation. (See § 105~
735.202(d)(4) aboye.)

27, Section 105-735.410 is revised as
follows:

§ 105-735.410 Public access and copying.

Financial Disclosure Reports are
available for public inspection and
copying in accordance with the Act,
Financial Disclosure Reports are filed in
GSA's Office of Ethics, 18th & F Streets,
N.W., Washington. D.C. 20405.

Subpart 105-735.5—Miscellaneous
Statutory Provisions

27. Seclion 105-735.501 is amended lo
revise paragraph (d) as follows:

§ 105-735.501 Summary of pertinent
confiict of interest laws.
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{d) 18 U.S.C. 209. Paragraph (a)
prevents executive branch personnel
from receiving, and anyone from paying
them, any salary or supplementation of
salary from a private source as
compensation for their Government
service, Paragraph (b) permits
participation in a bona fide pension plan
or other employee welfare or benefit
plan maintained by a former employer.
Paragraph (c) exempts special
Government employees and anyone
serving the Government without
compensation, Paragraph (d) exempts
contributions, awards, or other expenses
under the Government Employees
Training Act (5 U.S.C. 2301-2319).

29, Section 105-735.502 is amended to
revise paragraph (t) as follows:

§ 105-735.502 Laws applicable to GSA
personnel.

(t) Acceptance, without the consent of
the Congress, of any present,
employment, office or title, of any kind
whatever, from any king, prince, or
foreign state by a person holding any
office of profit or in trust of the Federal
Government. (Art. 1, Sec. 9,U.S.
Constitution, and Public Law 95-105,
Foreign Gifts and Decorations Act of
1966, as amended). (See 5 U.S.C. 7342)
and the current issuance of GSA Order.
Acceptance of gifts and decorations
from foreign governments by GSA
employees (OAD 7880.2).

30. Section 105-735.503 is amended 1o
revise the introductory paragreph,
paragraphs (a)(1), (2)(2), (a)(3). {a)(5).
and (a)(8), and to add paragraph (b) as
follows:

§ 105-735.503 Code of ethics for
Government service.

All GSA personnel shall adhere to the
Code of Ethics for Government Service
(Public Law 96-303, unanimously passed
by the Congress of the United States on
June 27, 1980, and signed into law by the
President on July 3, 1880). Copies of the
code shall be prominently posted
throughout offices and other spaces as
required by regulations of the Public
Buildings Service implementing Public
Law 96-303. The code provides:

(a) .

(1) Put loyalty to the highest moral
principles and country above loyalty to
persons, party, or Government
department.

{2) Uphold the Constitution, laws, and
legal regulations of the United States
and of all governments therein and
never be a party to their evasion.

(3) Give a full day's labor for a full
day’s pay, giving earnest effort and best
thought to the performance of duties.

{5) Never discriminate unfairly by the
dispensing of special favors or privileges
to anyone, whether for remuneration or
not; and never accept, for himself or
herself or for family members, favors or
beneflits under circumstances which
might be construed by reasonable
persons as influencing the performance
of governmental duties.

(8) Never use any information gained
confidentially in the performance of
governmental duties as a means of
making private profit.

(b) [Reserved)

(Sec. 205(c], 63 Stat. 300; 40 U.S.C. 486(c); E.O.

11222, 3 CFR 1965 Supp.: 5 CFR 735.104)
Dated: April 27, 1961.

Ray Kline,

Acting Administrator of General Services.

[FR Doc. 81-13585 Piled 5-5-81; 45 am)

BILLING COOE 8820-34-M

INTERSTATE COMMERCE
COMMISSION

49 CFR Part 1033
[Revised Service Order No. 1496)

Burlington Northern Inc., Authorized
To Use Tracks and/or Facllities of the
Chicago, Rock Island and Pacific
Rallroad Company, Debtor (William M.
Gibbons, Trustee)

AGENCY: Interstate Commerce
Commission.

ACTION: Revised Service Order No. 1495,

SUMMARY: Pursuant to Section 122 of the
Rock Island Transition and Employee
Assistance Act, Pub, L. 96-254, this
order authorizes the Burlington Northern
to provide interim service over the
Chicago, Rock Island and Pacific
Railroad Company, Debtor (William M.
Gibbons, Trustee), and to use such
tracks and facilities as are necessary for
operations, This order permits carriers
to continue to provide service to
shippers which would otherwise be
deprived of essential rail transportation.
EFFECTIVE DATE: 12:01 a.m., May 2, 1981,
and continuing in effect until 11:59 p.m.,
July 31, 1981, unless otherwise modified,
amended or vacated by order of this
Commission.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
M. F. Clemens, Jr., (202) 275-7840.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
Decided: April 30, 1981.

Pursuant to Section 122 of the Rock
Island Transition and Employes
Assistance Act, Pub L. 86-254 (RITEA),
the Commission is authorizing various
railroads to provide interim service over
Chicago, Rock Island and Pacific
Railroad Company, Debtor (William M.
Gibbons, Trustee) (Rl), and to use such
tracks and facilities as are necessary for
that operation.

In view of the urgent need for
continued service over Ri's lines
pending the implementation of long-
range solutions, this order permits
Burlington Northern Inc. (BN) to
continue to provide service to shippers
which would otherwise be deprived of
essential rail transportation.

Appendix A of the previous order is
revised lo reflect the current operations
of BN, as requested by the carrier.
Specifically, the authority for interim
service between Stratton and Seibert,
Colorado is deleted. Items D and E have
been combined, and Item F is
redesignated as Item E.

It is the opinion of the Commission
that an emergency exists requiring that
the BN, as indicated in the attached
appendix, be authorized to conduct
operations using RI tracks and/or
facilities; that notice and public
procedure are impracticable and
contrary to the public interest; and good
cause exists for making this order
effective upon less than thirty days'
notice.

It is ordered,

§ 1033.1495 Service Order No. 1495,

(a) Burlington Northern Inc.
authorized to use tracks and/or
facilities of the Chicago, Rock Island
and Pacific Railroad Company, debtor,
(William M. Gibbons, trustee).
Burlington Northern Inc. (BN) is
authorized to use tracks and/or facilities
of the Chicago, Rock Island and Pacific
Railroad Company (RI), as listed in
Appendix A to this order, in order to
provide interim service over the RL

(b) The Trustee shall permit the BN lo
enter upon the property of the Rl to
conduct service as authorized in
paragraph (a).

{c) The Trustee will be compensated
on terms established between the
Trustee and the BN: or upon failure of
the parties to agree as hereafter fixed by
the Commission in accordance with
pertinent authority conferred upon it by
Section 122(a) Pub. L. 96-254.

{1) The authority contained in Item
1.(E) of Appendix A of this order,
previously operated by the Union Pacific
Railroad Company (UP) between Colby
and Caruso, Kansas (milepost 397.8 t0
428.3), is conditioned upon the
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assumption by Burlington Northern Inc,
(BN) of the negotiated agreement
between UP and the Rock Island Trustee
with regard to the compensation to be
paid the Trustee for that line segment
until @ new agreement is reached
between the Trustee and the BN,

(d) BN, as authorized in Appendix A
to this order; shall, within thirty days of
commencing operations under authority
of this order, notify the RI Trustee of
those facilities they believe are
necessary or reasonably related to the
authorized operations.

(f) During the period of operations
over the Rl lines authorized in
paragraph (a), BN shall be responsible
for preserving the value of the lines,
associated with each operation, to the
RI estate, and for performing necessary
maintenance to avoid undue
deterioration of lines and associaled
facilities:

{g) Any operational or other difficulty
associated with the authorized
operations shall be resolved through
egreement between the affected parties,
or failing agreement, by the
Commission's Railroad Service Board.

(h) Any rehabilitation, operational, or
other costs related to the authorized
operations shall be the sole
responsibility of the interim operator
incurring the costs, and shall not in any
way be deemed a liability of the United
States Government, :

(i) Application. The provisions of this
order shall apply to intrastate, interstate
end foreign traffic.

(i) Rate applicable. Inasmuch as the
operations described in Appendix A by
BN over tracks previously operated by
the RI are deemed to be due to carrier’s
disability, the rates applicable to traffic
moved over these lines shall be the rates
applicable to traffic routed to, from, or
via these lines which were formerly in
effect on such traffic when routed via RI,
until tariffs naming rates and routes
specifically applicable become effective.

{1) The operator under this temporary
authority will not be required to protect
Iransit rate obligations incurred by the
Rl or the directed carrier, Kansas City
Terminal Railwaf' Company, or transit
balances currently held in storage.

(k) In transporting traffic over these
lines, the interim operator described in
Appendix A shall proceed even though
no contracts, agreements, or
srrangements now exist between them
with reference to the divisions of the
rates of transportation applicable to that
traffic. Divisions shall be, during the
lime this order remains in force, those
voluntarily agreed upon by and between
the carriers; or upon failure of the
carriers to so agree, the divisions shall
be those hereafter fixed by the

Commission in accordance with
pertinent-authority conferred upon it by
the Interstate Commerce Act.

(1) To the maximum extent
practicable, the carrier providing service
under this order shall use the employees
who normally would have performed the
work in connection with traffic moving
over the lines subject to this Order.

(m) Effective date. This order shall
become effective at 12:01 a.m., May 2,
1981.

(n} Expiration date. The provisions of
this order shall expire at 11:59 p.m., July
31, 1961, unless otherwise modified,
amended, or vacated by order of this
Commission.

This action is taken under the
authority of 49 U.S.C. 10304, 10305, and
Section 122, Pub. L. 96-254.

This order shall be served upon the
Association of American Railroads, Car
Service Division, as agent of the
railroads subscribing to the car service
and car hire agreement under the terms
of that agreement and upon the
American Short Line Railroad
Association, Notice of this order shall be
given to the general public by depositing
a copy in the Office of the Secretary of
the Commission at Washington, D.C.,,
and by filing a copy with the Director,
Office of the Federal Register.

By the Commission, Rallroad Service
Board, members Joel E. Burns, Robert S.
Turkington, and John H. O'Brien. Joel E.
Burns not participating.

Agatha L. Mecgenovich,
Secretary.

{FR Doc. 8113008 Piled 5-5-81; B4s am|
BILLING CODE 7005-01-M

49 CFR Part 1033
[Amdt. No. 3 to Service Order No. 1493]

Escanaba and Lake Superior Rallroad
Company Authorized to Use Tracks
and/or Facilities of Chicago,
Milwaukee, St. Paul and Pacific
Railroad Company, Debtor (Richard B.
Ogilvie, Trustee)

AGENCY: Interstate Commerce
Commission.

AcTion: Amendment No. 3 to Service
Order No. 1493.

SUMMARY: Amendment No. 3 extends
the expiration date of Service Order No.
1493, which authorizes Escanaba and
Lake Superior Railroad Company to use
tracks and/or facilities of Chicago,
Milwaukee, St. Paul and Pacific Railroad
Company, Debtor (Richard B. Ogilvie,
Trustee) (MILW). The MILW Trustee
has indicated that sufficient progress
has been made in negotiations on

compensation and that he concurs with
this extension.

DATES: Effective 11:50 p.m., april 29,
1981, and continuing in effect until 11:59
p.m., June 30, 1981, unless modified,
amended or vacated by order of this
Commission.

FOR mlmhmnon CONTACT:
M. F. Clemens, Jr., (202) 275-7840.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
Decided: April 28, 1981,

Upon further consideration of Service
Order No. 1493 (46 FR 10742, 14896 and
19822), and good cause appearing
therefor:

§ 1033.1493 [Amended]

It is ordered, § 1033.1493 Escanaba
and Lake Superior Railroad Company
authorized to use tracks and/or
facilities of the Chicago, Milwaukee, St.
Paul end Pacific, Debtor, (Richard B.
Ogilvie, Trustee), Service Order No.
1493 is amended by substituting the
following paragraph (n) for paragraph
(n) thereof:

(n) Expiration date. The provisions of
this order are extended to permit an
additional (60) sixty days for the
Escanaba and Lake Superior Railroad
Company to undertake compensation
negotiations, and shall expire at 11:59
p.m., June 30, 1881, unless otherwise
modified, amended or vacated by order
of this Commission.

Effective date. This amendment shall
become effective at 11:59 p.m., April 29,
1961,

This action is taken under the
authority of 49 U.S.C. 10304-10305 and
Section 122, Pub. L. 96-254.

This amendment shall be served upon
the Association of American Railroads,
Car Service Division, as agent of the
railroads subscribing to the car service
and car hire agreement under the terms
of that agreement and upon the
American Short Line Railroad
Assoclation, Notice of this amendment
shall be given to the general public by
depositing a copy in the Office of the
Secretary of the Commission at
Washington, D.C., and by filing a copy
with the Director, Office of the Federal
Register.

By the Commission, Railroad Service
Board, members Joel E. Bumns, Robert S,
Turkington and John H. O'Brien. Joe! E. Burns
not participating.

Agatha L. Mergenovich,
Secretary.

PR Doc. 8112010 Filed 5-5-61; &45 am]
BILLING CODE 7035-01-M
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49 CFR Part 1033

(memm
1473

Various Rallroads Authorized To Use
Tracks and/or Facilities of the
Chicago, Rock Island and Pacific
Rallroad Company, Debtor (William M.
Gibbons, Trustee)

AGENCY: Interstate Commerce
Commission.

ACTION: Eighteenth Revised Service
Order No. 1473.

SUMMARY: Pursuant to Section 122 of the
Rock Island Transition and Employee
Assistance Act, Pub. L. 96-254, this
order authorizes various railroads to
provide interim service over Chicago,
Rock Island and Pacific Railroad
Company, Debtor {(William M. Gibbons,
Trustee), and to use such tracks and
facilities as are necessary for
operations. This order permits carriers
to continue to provide service to
shippers which would otherwise be
deprived of essential rail transportation.
DATES: Eifective: 12:01 a.m., May 2, 1981,
and continuing in effect until 11:59 p.m.,
June 30, 1981, unless otherwise modified,
amended or vacated by order of this
Commission.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:

M. F. Clemens, Jr., (202) 2756-7840.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
Decided: April 30, 1981.

Pursuant to Section 122 of the Rock
Island Transition and Employee
Assistance Act, Pub. L. 96-254 (RITEA),
the Commission is authorizing various
railroads to provide interim service over
Chicago, Rock Island and Pacific
Railroad Company, Debtor (William M.
Gibbons, Trustee), (RI) and to use such
tracks and facilities as are necessary for
that operation.

In view of the urgent need for
implementation of long range solutions
for continued rail service over Rl lines,
and in consideration of a recent
complaint by the Trustee regarding the
absence of compensation for the use of
his property by certain rail carriers, the
Railroad Service Board [RSB) hereby
reminds any carriers which haven't
negotiated such compensation to do so
in the interest of continued operations.
Compensation to the Trustee is an
integral part of the interim authority and
an obligation of all interim operators as
specified by paragraph (c) of the order.

The Trustee will be requested to
furnish the RSB with a status report,
prior to expiration of this order, which
will be given due consideration with
respect to any extension of this order.

Appendix A, to the previous order, is
revised by granting additional authority
to The LaSalle and Bureau County
Railroad Company in ltem 21¢ for
interim operations from Gresham to
South Chicago, at Chicago, lllinois.

Appendix B of Thirteenth Revised
Service Order No. 1473 is unchanged,
and becomes Appendix B of this order.

It is the opinion of the Commission
that an emergency exists requiring that
the railroads listed in the attached
appendices be authorized to conduct
operations using RI tracks and/or
facilities; that notice and public
procedure are impracticable and
contrary to the public interest; and good
cause exists for making this order
effective upon less than thirty days'
notice.

It is ordered,

§1033.1473 Service Order No. 1473.

(a) Various railroads authorized to
use tracks and/or facilities of the
Chicago, Rock Island and Pacific
Railroad Company, debtor (William M.
Gibbons, trustee). Various railroads are
authorized to use tracks and/or facilities
of the Chicago, Rock Island and Pacific
Railroad Company [RI), as listed in
Appendix A to this order, in order to
provide interim service over the RI; and
as listed in Appendix B to this order, to
provide for continuation of joint or
common use facility agreements
essential to the operations of these
carriers as previously authorized in
Service Order No. 1485.

(b) The Trustee shall permit the
affected carriers to enter upon the
property of the RI to conduct service as
authorized in paragraph (a).

(c) The Trustee will be compensated
on terms established between the
Trustee and the affected carrier{s): or
upon failure of the parties to agree as
hereafter fixed by the Commission in
accordance with pertinent authority
conferred upon it by Section 122{a) Pub.
L. 96-254.

(1) The authority contained in Item
5(E) of Appendix A of this order,
previously operated by the Union Pacific
Railroad Company (UP) between Colby
and Caruso, Kansas (milepost 387.8 to
429.3), is conditioned upon the
assumption by Burlington Northem, Inc.
(BN) of the negotiated agreement
between UP and the Rock Island Trustee
with regard to the compensation to be
paid the Trustee for that line segment
until a new agreement is reached
between the Trustee and the BN.

(d) Interim operators, authorized in
Appendix A to this order, shall, within
fifteen (15) days of its effective date,
notify the Railroad Service Board of the
date on which interim operations were

(e) Interim operators, authorized in
Appendix A to this order, shall, within
thirty days of comm: operations
under authority of this , notify the
RI Trustee of facilities they
believe are necessary or reasonably
related 1o the authorized operations.

(f) During the period of the operations
over the Rl lines authorized in
paragraph (a), operators shall be
responsible for preserving the value of
the lines, associated with each
operation, to the Rl estate, and for
performing necessary maintenance lo
avoid undue deterioration of lines and
associated facilities.

(1) In those instances where more
than one railroad is involved in the joint
use of RI tracks and/or facilities
described in Appendix B, one of the
affected carriers will perform the
maintenance and have supervision over
the operations in behalf of all the
carriers, as may be agreed to among
themselves, or in the absence of such
agreement, as may be decided by the
Commission.’

(g) Any operational or other difficulty
associated with the authorized
operations shall be resolved through
agreemen! between the affected parties
or, failing agreement, by the
Commission's Railroad Service Board.

(h) Any rehabilitation, operational, or
other costs related to the authorized
operations shall be the sole
respansibility of the interim operator
incurring the costs, and shall not in any
way be deemed a liability of the United
States Government.

(i) Application. The provisions of this
order shall apply to intrastate, intersiate
and foreign traffic.

(i) Rate applicable. Inasmuch as the
operations described in Appendix A by
interim operators over tracks previously
operated by the Rl are deemed to be due
to carrier's disability, the rates
applicable to traffic moved over these
lines shall be the rates applicable 1o
traffic routed to, from. ar via these lines
which were formerly in effect on such
traffic when routed via Rl, until tariffs
naming rates and routes specifically
applicable become effective.

(1) The operator under this temporary
authority will not be required to protect
transit rate obligations incurred by the
RI or the directed carrier, Kansas City
Terminal Railway Company, on transi!
balances currently held in storage.

(k) In transporting traffic over these
lines, all interim operators described in
Appendix A shall proceed even though
no contracts, agreements, or
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arrangemenis now exist between them
with reference to the divisions of the
rates of transportation applicable to that
traffic. Divisions shall be, during the
time this order remains in force, those
voluntarily agreed upon by and between
the carriers; or upon failure of the
carriers to so agree, the divisions shall
be those hereaflter fixed by the
Commission in accordance with
pertinent authority conferred upon it by
the Interstate Commerce Act.

(1) To the maximum extent
practicable, carriers providing service
under this order shall use the employees
who normally would have performed the
work in connection with traffic moving
over the lines subject to this order.

(m) Effective date. This order shall
become effective at 12:01 a.m., May 2,
1981.

(n) Expiration date. The provisions of
this order shall expire at 11:59 p.m,, June
30, 1981, unless otherwise modified,
amended, or vacated by order of this
Commission.

This action is taken under the
authority of 49 U.S.C. 10304, 10305, and
Section 122, Pub. L. 86-254.

This order shall be served upon the
Association of American Railroads, Car
Service Division, as agent of the
railroads subscribing to the car service
and car hire agreement under the terms
of that agreement and upon the
American Short Line Railroad
Association, Notice of this order shall be
given to the general public by depositing
a copy in the Office of the Secretary of
the Commission 8t Washington, D.C.,
and by filing a copy with the Director,
Office of the Federal Register,

By the Commission, Rallroad Service
Board, members Joel E. Burns, Robert S.
Turkington and John H. O'Brien. Joel E. Burns
not purticipating.

Agatha L. Mergenovich,
Secrotary,

Appendix A—RI Lines Authorized To Be
Operated by Interim Operators

I. Louisiana and Arkansos Railway
Company (L&A)

A. Tracks one through six of the Chicago,
Rock Island and Pacific Rallroad Company's
(Rl) Cadiz yard in Dallas, Texas, commencing
at the point of connection of RI track six with
the tracks of The Atchison, Topeke and Santa
Fe Railway Company (ATSF) in the
southwest quadrant of the crossing of the
ATSF and the Missouri-Kansas-Texas

Railroad Company (MKT) at interlocking
station No, 19.

2. Peoria and Pekin Union Railway Compan
(P8PL) y Company

All Peoris Terminal Railroud property on
the east side of the Nlinois River, located
within the city limits of Pekin, linols.

3. Union Pacific Railroad Company (UP)

A. Beatrice, Nebraska.

B. Approximately 36.5 miles of trackage
extending from Fairbury, Nebraska, to RI
Milepost 581.5 north of Hallam, Nebraska.

C. Limon, Colorado.

4. Toledo, Peoria and Western Railroad
Company (TP&W)

A. Keokuk, lown,

B. Peoria Terminal Company trackage from
Hollis to lowa Junction, Illinois,

5. Fort Worth and Denver Railway Company.
(FWeD)

A. From Amarillo to Bushland, Texas,
including terminal trackage at Amarillo, and
approximately three (3) miles northerly along
the old Liberal Line.

B. North Fort Worth, Texas (milepost 603.0
to milepost 611.4),

6. Chicago and North Western
Transportation Company (CENW)

A. From Minneapolis-St. Paul, Minnesota,
to Kansas City, Missouri.

B. From Rock junction (milepost 5.2) to
Inver Grove. Minnesota (milepost 0).

C. From Inver Grove [milepost 344.7) to
Northwood, Minnesota,

D, From Clear Lake Junction {milepast
191.1) to Short Line Junction, lowa (milepost
73.6).

E. From Short Line Junction Yard (milepost
354) to West Des Moines, lowa (milepost
304).

F. From Short Line Junction [milepost 73.6)
to Carlisle, lowa [milepost 64.7).

G. From Carlisle [milepost 84.7) to Allerton,
lowa {milepost 0),

H. From Allerton, lowa (milepost 363) to
Trenton, Missouri (milepost 415.9).

L. From Trenton (milepost 415.9) to Air Line
Junction, Missouri {milepost 502.2).

J. From lowa Falls {milepost 97.4) to
Esterville, lowa (milepost 206.9).

K. From Bricelyn, Minnesota {milepost 57.7)
to Ocheyedan, lowa (milepost 246.7).

L. From Palmer (milepost 454.5) to Royal,
fowa [milepost 502).

M: From Dows [milepost 113.4) to Forest
City, lowa (milepost 158.2).

N. From Cedar Rapids [milepos! 100.5) to
Cedar River Bridge, lowa {milepost 98.2) and
to serve all indusiry formerly served by the
Rl at Cedar Rapids.

O. From Newtan (milepost 320.5) to
Earlham, lowa [milepost 388.8).

P. Sibley, lowa.

Q. Worthington, Minnesota,

R. Altoons to Pells, lowa.

S. Carlisle, Indianola, lowa.

T. Omaha, Nebraska (between milepost 502
to milepost 504).

U. Earlham (milepost 388.6) to Dexter, lowa
{milepost 393.5),

7. Chicago, Milwaukee, St. Paul and Pacific
Rodlroad Company (Milwaukee)

A. From Wes! Davenport, through and
including Muscatine, to Fruitland, lowa,
including the lowa-llinois Gas and Electric
Company near Fruitland.

B. Washington, lowa.

C. From Newport, to a point near the east
bank of the Mississippi River, sufficient o
serve Northwest Oil Refinery, at St. Paul
Park, Minnesota,

D, From Davenport to lowa City, lowa.

E. At Davenport, lowa,

8. Davenport, Rock Island and North
Western Railway Company {DRI)

A. Moline, llinais,

B. Rock Island, lllinois, including 26th
Street yard.

C. From Rock Island through Milan, lllinois,
to a point west of Milan sufficien! to include
service to the Rock Island Industrial complex.

D. From East Moline to Silvis, Hlinols.

E. From Rock Island, Illinois, to Davenport,
lowa, sufficient.to include service o Rock
Island arsenal.

9. Minois Central Gulf Railroad Company
(ICG)

Ruston, Louisiana.

110. St. Louis Southwestern Ravlway Company

(SSW)

A. From Brinkley to Briark, Arkansas, and
at Stuttgart, Arkansas.

B. At North Topeka and Topeka, Kansas.

11. Little Rock & Western Railway Company

From Little Rock. Arkansas (milepost 135.2)
1o Perry, Arkansas (milepest 184.2); and from
Little Rock [milepost 136.4) to the Missouri
Pacific/RI Interchange {milepost 130,8).

12. Missourf Pocific Railrood Company

From Little Rock, Arkansas {milepost 135.2)
to Hazen, Arkansas (milepost 91,5); Little
Rock, Arkansas {milepost 135.2) to Pulaski,
Arkansas {milepost 141.0); Hot Springs
Junction (milepost 0.0) to and including Rock
Island (milepost 4.7).

13. Missouri-Kansas-Texas Railroad
Company/Oklahoma, Kansas and Texas
Railroad Company

A. Herington-Ft. Worth Line of Rock 1sland;
beginning at milepost 171.7 within the City of
Herington, Kansas, and extending for a
distance of 439.5 miles to milepost 613.5
within the City of FL. Waorth, Texas, and use
of Fort Worth and Denver trackage between
Purina Junction and Tower 55 in F1, Worth.

B. F.. Worth-Dallas Line of Rock Island:
beginning al milepost 611.9 within the City of
F1. Worth, Texas, and extending for a
distunce of 34 miles to milepost 646, within
the City of Dallas, Texas.

C. El Reno-Oklahoma City Line of Rock
Island: beginning at milepost 513.3 within the
City of El Reno, Oklahoma, and extending for
u distance of 16.9 miles to milepost 496.4
within the City of Oklahoma City, Oklahoma.

D. Salina Branch Line of Rack Island;
beginning at milepost 171.4 within the City of
Herington, Kansas, and extending for a
distance of 27.4 miles to milepost 198.8 in the
City of Abilene, Kansas, including RI
trackage rights over the line of the Union
Pacific Railroad Company to Salina
(including yard tracks), Kansas.

E. Right o use joint with other authorized
carriers the Herington-Topeka Line of Rock
Island: beginning at milepost 171.7 within the
City of Herington, Kansas. and extending for
a distanoce of 81.6 miles to milepost 80.9
within the City of Topeka, Kansas, as bridge
rights only.

F. Rock Island rights of use on the Wichita
Union Terminal Reilway Company and the
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Wichita Terminal Assoclation, all located in
Wichita, Kansas.

G. Rock Island right to use interchange
tracks to interchange with the Great
Southwest Rallroad Company located in
Grund Prairie, Texas.

H. The Atchison Branch from Topeka, at
milepost 90,5, to Atchison, Kansas, at
milepost 519.4 via St Joseph, Missouri, at
mileposts 0.0 and 498.3, including the use of
intorchange and yard facilities at Topeka. St.
Joseph and Atchigon, and the trackage rights
used by the Rock Island to form & continuous
service roule, a distance of 111.6 miles.

L That part of the Mangum Branch Line
from Chickasha, milepost 0.0 to Anadarko at
milepost 18, thence south on the Anadarko
Line at milepost 460.5 to milepost 485.3 at
Richards Spur, a distance of 42.8 miles.

J. Oklahoma City-McAlester Line of Rock
Isiand: Beginning at milepost 406.4 within the
City of Oklahoma City, Oklahoma, and
extending for a distance of 131.4 miles to
milepost 365.0 within the City of McAlester,
Okluhoma.

14. The Denver and Rio Crande Western
Railrood Company

A from Colorado Springs {milepost 609.1)
to und including all rail facilities at Colorado
Springs and Roswell, Colorado, [milepost
602.8), all in the vicinity of Colorado Springs,
Colorado.

15. Norfolk and Western Railway Company
Is authorized to operate over tracks of the
Chicago, Rock Island and Pacific Railroad
Campany running southerly from Pullman
junction, Chicago, lllinois, along the western
shore of Lake Calumet approximately four
plus miles to the point, approximately 2,500
feet beyond the railroad bridge over the
Calumet Expressway. at which point the Rl
track connecis to Chicago Regional Port
District track: and running easterly from
Pullman Junction approximately 1,000 feet
into the lead to Clear-View Plastics, Inc., for
the purpose of serving industries located
adjacent to such tracks and connecting to the
Chicago Regional Port District. Any trackage
rights arrangements which existed between
the Chicago, Rock Istand and Pacific Railroad
Company and other carriers, and which
extend o the Chicago Regional Port District
Lake Calumet Harbor, West Side, will be
continued so that shippers al the port can
have NW rates and routes regardless of
which carrier performs switching services.

18 Southern Railway Company
A. At Memphis. Tennessee.

17, Cadilloc and Lake City Railroad

A. From Sandown Junction (milepost 0.1) to
und including junction with DRGW Belt Line
(milepost 3.9) all in the vicinity of Denver,
Colorudo.
18. Baltimore and Ohio Railroad Company

A. From Blue Island, lliinois (milepost 15.7)
to Bureau, Illinois [milepost 114.2), a distance
ol 98,5 miles.
19, Cedar Rapids and lowa Clty Railway
Company (CIC)

A. From the west intersection of Lafayetto
Street and South Capitol Street, lowa Cily,
lown. southward for approximately 2.2 miles,

terminating at the intersection of the Rl
tracks and the southern line of Section 21,
Township 79 North, Range 6 West, Johnson
County, lowa, including spurs of the main
trackage to serve various industry; and to
effect interchange with the Chicago,
Milwaukee, St. Paul and Pacific Railroad
Company,

20. Keota Washington Transportation
Company

A. from Keota to Washington, lows; to
effect interchange with the Chicago,
Milwaukee, St. Paul and Pacific Rallroad
Company st Washington, lowa, and lo serve
any industries on the former RI which are not
being served presently.

21. The Lo Salle and Bureau County Railroad
Company

A. From Chicago (milepost 0.60) and Blue
Island. Nlinois (milepost 16.61), and yard
tracks 6, 9 and 10; and crossover 115 to effect
interchange at Blue Island, lllinois.

B. From Western Avenue (Subdivision 1A,
milepost 16.8) to 119th Street (Subdivision 14,
milepost 14.8), at Blue Island Illinois.

{C. From Gresham (subdivision 1, milepost
10,0} to South Chicago (Subdivision 1B,
milepost 14.5) at Chicago, lllinois.

22. Fordyce and Princefon Rallrood Company
(FP)

A. From Fordyce to Crossett, Arkansas,
which includes assumption of RI's trackage
rights over the Ashley, Drew and Northern
Railway Company between Whitlow Junction
and Crossett, Arkansas.

23. The Atchison, Topeka and Santa Fe
Railway Compeny
A. At Alva, Oklahoma.
[FR Doc. 5513000 Filed 5-5-81 1645 am|
BILLING CODE 7035-01-M

49 CFR Part 1048
[Ex Parte No. MC-37 (Sub-No. 33)]

Seattle, Wash., Commercial Zone;
Petition to Redefine and Extend

AGENCY: Interstate Commerce
Commission.
ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: By petition filed September
29, 1980, the Porl of Bremerton seeks
redefinition and extension of the Seattle,
Wash., commercial zone limits which
have been defined individually as set
forth in 49 CFR 1048.9. Petitioner
proposes to extend the partial
exemption under 48 U.S.C. 10526(b)(1) of
the Interstate Commerce Act to include
the 1800 acre site jointly occupied by the
Olympic View Industrial Park and the
Bremerton-Kitsap County Airport. The
present zone includes all points within
15 miles of Seattle and portions of King
and Snohomish Counties. No statements
in opposition to the petition were filed.

 Added

The regulation set forth below is
promulgated pursuant to the
Commission’s action on the evidence.

EFFECTIVE DATE: June 5, 1981.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
David M. Layton (202} 275-7989
or
Edward E. Guthrie (202) 275-7691.

Accordingly, Title 49 CFR 1048,
Commerical Zones, Chapter X, is
amended by revising § 1048.9(c} to read
as follows: A

§ 10489 Seattle, Washington.

(¢) Those points in King County,
Wash., which are not within the area
described in paragraph (b) of this
section, and which are west of a line
beginning at the intersection of the line
described in paragraph (b) of this
section and Washington Highway 18,
thence northerly along Washington
Highway 18 to junction of Interstate
Highway 90, thence westerly along
Interstate Highway 90 to junction
Washington Highway 203, thence
northerly along Washington Highway
203 to the King County line; and those
points in Snohomish County, Wash.,
which are not within the area described
in paragraph (b) of this section and
which are west of Washington Highway
9; and those points in Kitsap County,
Wash., which are not within the area
described in paragraph (b) of this
section lying within the area bounded
by a line beginning at the intersection of
the line described in garagraph {b) of
this section and Washington Highway 3
to the bgundary of Olympic View
Industrial Park/Bremerton-Kitsap
County Airport, thence westerly,
southerly, easterly, and northerly along
the boundary of Olympic View
Industrial Park/ Bremerton-Kitsap
County Airport to its juncture with
Washington Highway 3 to its
intersection with the line described in
paragraph (b) of this section.

This regulation is issued under the
authority of 49 U.S.C. 10321 and 49
U.S.C. 10526(b)(1) (the Interstate
Commerce Act) and 5 U.S.C. 553 (the
Administrative Procedure Act).

This decision will not significantly
affect either the quality of the human
environment or conservation of energy
resources.

By the Commission.
Agatha L. Mergenovich,
Secralary.
[PR Doc. 1113062 Pilod 5-5-01: &45 am|
BILUING CODE 7035-01-M




_ 25315

Proposed Rules

Federal Register
Vol. 46, No. 87

Wednesday, May 6, 1981

This section of the FEDERAL REGISTER
containg notices 1o the public of the
proposed issuance of rules and

these no

DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY
Economic Regulatory Administration
10 CFR Part 212

[Docket No. ERA-R-81-04)

Tertiary Incentive Program

AGENCY: Economic Regulatory
Administration, Department of Energy.

AcTION: Notice of Proposed Rulemaking.

summARY: The Economic Regulatory
Administration (ERA) is proposing to
rescind the Tertiary Incentive Program
(“incentive program”) in the crude oil
price regulations with respect to any
allowed expenses incurred or paid after
March 18, 1981. In addition, ERA is
proposing to rescind the incentive
program with respec{lo any in-house
cexpenses incurred or paid after January
4, 1981, and with respect lo any prepaid
allowed expenses incurred or paid after
January 27, 1981,

These propesals are in response to
problems described herein that ERA
believes have developed or were
inherent in the incentive program. ERA
believes that adoption of these
proposals would eliminate the abuses
that may have occurred under the
program without undermining the
purposes of the program.

DATES: Proposed effeclive dates:
January 5, 1981, January 28, 1881, March
19, 1981, and the date of adoption of the
final rule. Comments by 4:30 p.m., June
5, 1981. Requests o speak at hearing by
May 12, 1081, 4:30 p.m.; Hearing date:
May 18, 1881 9:30 a.m.

ADDRESSES: Comments and requests to
speak at hearing to: Department of
Energy, Economic Regulatory
Administration, Office of Public Hearing
Management, Docket No, ERA-R-81-04,
Room B-210, 2000 M Street, N.W.,
Washington, D.C. 20461. Hearing
Location: Room 2105, 2000 M Street,
N.W., Washington, D.C.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:

William Funk or Ben McRae (Office of
General Counsel), U.S. Department of
Energy, Room 6A-099 (GC-12), 1000
Independence Avenue, S.W.,
Washington, D.C. 20585 (202) 252-6736
(Funk); 252-6739 (McRae);

Lorrain Hall (Office of Public Hearings
Management), Economic Regulatory
Administration, Room B-210, 2000 M
Street, N.W., Washington, D.C. 20461
(202) 653-3984;

Jack Vandenburg (Office of Public
Information), Economic Regulatory
Administration, Room B-110, 2000 M
Street, N.W., Washington, D.C. 20461
(202) 653-4055.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

L. Background

IL. Discussion

111, Proposal

IV. Comment Procedures
V. Procedural Matters

1. Background

As part of the phased deregulation of
crude oil and in order to provide
incentives to increase domestic crude oil
production, ERA adopted the incentive
program to provide producers with
front-end financing for enhanced oil
recovery (“EOR") projects. (44 FR 51148,
August 30, 1979) The incentive program
provides front-end financing by
permitting a producer to certify lower
and upper tier crude oil as tertiary
incentive crude oil and, as a result of
such certification, to receive the market
price instead of the otherwise applicable
ceiling price. Prior to this, producers
were permitted to sell “incremental”
tertiary production at market prices. A
producer may certify sufficient crude oil
as tertiary incentive crude oil to enable
it to receive additional revenue in order
to recover seventy-five percent of
certain EOR related expenses that it has
incurred, paid, and reported to DOE at
the time of the certification.

Since the issuance of the President’s
decontrol Executive Order (E.O. 12287,
46 FR 9909, January 30, 1981), there has
been a substantial increase in the
recoverable expenses incurred and paid
under the incentive program. We have
been informed that many of these
expenses represent prepayments for
goods and services to be received after
September 1981 and thal, in several
instances, these prepayments have been
made to an affiliated entity. Producers
have used these expenses 1o support the
certification of significantly larger

amounts of tertiary incentive crude oil
with respect to the months of November
and December 1980 and January 1981
than with respect to prior months.

The certifications as uncontrolled oil,
of what otherwise would have been
price-controlled oil, affect the
calculations under the Entitlements
Program. That is, as the volume of price-
controlled oil decreases, so does the
“national domestic crude oil supply
ratio” ([DOSR), see 10 CFR 211.62. when
the DOSR decreases, the “runs credit*
{the fractional entitlement in terms of
dollars received by each refiner for
running a barrel of crude oil) likewise
decreases. Thus, the large volume of
crude oil recertified in November~
January as a result of the tertiary
program has greatly diminished the runs
credit receivable by all refiners.
Moreover, because of the greatly
diminished runs credit, some refiners
that historically have been entitlements
“sellers” became entitlements
“purchasers" for the month of
December, notwithstanding the fact that
their particular crude receipts and runs
did not significantly change from prior
months. Refiners without their own
tertiary projects, consequently, have
complained about the tertiary program.’

Various legal arguments have been
made by these refiners as to why the
tertiary program should have ended on
January 28, 1981.2 for example, several
firms have asserted that the decontrol
Executive Order created a legal
prohibition against continuation of the
incentive program with respect to

'In some cases refiners with tertiary projects
have also complained aboul the tertisry program. In
these cases, the amount of maney lost to the reliner
by the redoced runs credit probably exceeds the
amount of money obtained by the refiner through
recertification of ity own oil under the tertinry
program.

These legal arguments for the most part have
been ruised in lawsuits filed against DOE. As
described below, we do not agree with these Jegal
urguments. While this rulomaking obviously roflects
our tentative view that uspects of the tertiary
progrum should be rescinded, in some cases
retroactive 10 January 1881, this is « policy decision
urising from reconsideration of the program
gonerally, as well as the practical impacts of
decontrol. We continue to belleve und ussert in
court tha! the tertiary program was not as @ matter
of law immediately termioaled by the President’s
Exocutive Order exempting crude oil from price
controls. Indeed, the policy concerns expressed in
this notice with respect 1o the tertinry program for
the most part were inherent in the tertiary
regulstions thamselves and would likely bavo arisen
in the nbsence of the Executive Order,
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expenses that were not incurred and
paid prior to the issuance of the
Executive Order. Other firms have
asserted that continuation of the
incentive program with respect to
allowed expenses that were not incurred
and paid prior to the issuance of the
decontrol Executive Order is contrary to
the original intent of the incentive
program. Many firms have also claimed
that it is inequitable to require refiners
to support the incentive program through
the Entitlements Program. We do not
ugree with these claims to the extent
that they are made to stand for the
proposition that the tertiary program
expired or became unlawful on January
28, 1861, or any earlier date, Our
responses o these claims have been set
forth in great detail in the various legal
proceedings with respect to the validity
and operation of the incentive program.

{1, Discussion

On March 17, 1981 (46 FR 17566, Mar.
19, 1981) we issued an advance notice of
proposed rulemaking announcing that
we would propose to rescind the tertiary
program with respect to allowed
expenses that had not been incurred and
paid prior to March 19, 1961, We issued
this advance notice in order to inform
producers that they could not rely on the
incentive program after March 18, 1981.
We were moved to this action by our
belief that continuation of the tertiary
incentive am beyond March 19,
1981, would not meaningfully increase
the production of crude oil, but would
likely result in large amounts of funds
expended on behalf of future production
being subsidized by refiners through
recertification of previously sold price-
controlled crude oil.

In deciding to issue the advance
notice, as well as to propose the other
actions in today's notice. we have been
mindful of the incentive program'’s
positive contributions lo increased
domestic oil production. Since the
program's adoption in August 1979 there
has been a great increase in EOR
activity, much of which can be
attributed to the incentive program's
providing producers with the funds to
finance expenses related to EOR
activities that otherwise would not have
been undertaken or would have been
undertaken at & much later date.
However, many of the expenses that
have been incurred and paid in recent
months appear to relate to EOR
activities that may have been
undertaken on the same time schedule,
without regard to the incentive program.
On balance, we believe that the costs
that would be incurred by refiners either
directly through payments for
recertifications or indirectly through the

Entitlements Program as a result of oil
certified as incentive crude oil based on
such expenses outweigh whatever
benefit that might occur if the program
were to continue without modification
through March 31, 1881, the date on
which the program would automatically
expire.? 3

Subsequent to our advance notice o
proposed rulemaking, Union Oil
Company filed a petition for rulemaking
asking that we further rescind tertiary
program back to January 28, 1981.4 In
addition, DOE has been requested to
suspend the effective date of the tertiary
incentive amendments adopted on
January 5, 1081, 46 FR 1246 (January 5,
1961),* These amendments related to
“in-house” expenses. After considering
these comments, as well as the concerns
of refiners that led us to issue the
advance notice, we decided that today's
notice should contain two proposals in
addition to that of the advance notice.

The adoption on January 5, 1981, of an
amendment lo the incentive program
allowing firms to treat “in-house”
expenses as “allowed expenses’ under
the program, see 46 FR 1246, creates a
situation that we feel could be abused.
That situation arises where the
otherwise price-controlled oil that is
certified as tertiary incentive oil is
owned and produced by the refiner itself
and the "allowed expenses' are “in-
house" expenses.® In this situation, the
tertiary financial transactions are
generally all within the same firm (e.g.,
the producing affiliate pays for expenses
to the refining affiliate and the refining
affiliate pays the increased crude oil
costs from certification of tertiary
incentive oll to the producing affiliate),
resulting generally in a “wash™ within
the firm as a whole.” By reducing its

*In reaching this conclusion, as well as in making
this proposal. we do not intend in any way (o
suggest thut continuation of the Windfall Profit Tax
tertiacy exemption for independent producers and
the tertiary crodit for integrated producers should
not continue, That lssue, which is a matter subject
to the jurisdiction of the Department of Troasury,
not the Department of Energy. depends on the
Interpretation, intent, and constraction of the
Windfall Profit Tax itself, and should not be related
to the policy and factua! Issues involved in this
rulemaking.

¢ See Appendix AL

* Soe Appondix B. On February 27, 1981, DOE had
already published & Notice of Intent announcing
that we intended to review a number of regulations
published in the last month of the previous
Administration. Tha January 5 amendments were
included in the list of regulations 1o be reviewed.
Soe 46 FR 14339, (Pebruary 27, 1981).

*We recognize that it Is possible some firms
might be disadvantaged in thit they might have
cantracted for goods and services outside of the
firm i they had known that this culo might have
been changed,

TThe firm as a whole may incoc some extra-frm
vxpenses, such as increased seveorance and windfall
profits taxes.

however, the refiner receives a benefit
under the Entitlements Program. This
can result in a positive cash flow to the
firm as a whole.®

This result, however, does not in any
way derive from Executive Order No.
12287, exempting crude oil from price
controls. The ability of integrated
refiners to receive a positive cash flow
from tha Entitlements Program in
conjunction with the tertiary program
and the ability of producers to receive a
positive cash flow under the tertiary
program derive from the provisions for
“in-house" expenses adopted on January
5, 1981,

A separate issue is that of “prepaid’
expenses.” The tertiary program
regulations have not distinguished
between expenses that are paid for
items already delivered or used and
those that are paid for items to be
delivered and for use in the future. See
Interpretation 1981-11, Sun Oil Co.,
March 26, 1981. Thus, producers have
been able under the regulations to pay
for items that might not be delivered or
used until substantially later. Under the
program, while producers must pay the
entire allowed expenses, generally they
are out-of-pocket only 25 percent of their
expenses inasmuch as they are allowed
{o receive lertiary incentive revenue to
recover the remaining 75 percent. After
the program, however, producers would
be out-of-pocket for 100 percent of their
expenses. Thus, the real cost lo
producers of tertiary expenses, if they
could be incurred, paid, and reported to
DOE before the end of the program,
would be reduced by 75 percent up to a
maximum of $20 million per property on
which a project is located. This
obviously created a substantial
incentive to undertake tertiary projects
that in the absence of the program
would not have been undertaken a! all
or that would not have been undertaken
until much later—thereby furthering the
purpose of the program. It alsg,
however, created a powerful incentive
merely to pay expenses before the end
of the program, even where the
recoupment of 75 percent of those
expenses under the program was not

* 1t should be noted that producers that are col
refiners cun also recelve a positive cash flow by
“paying” in-house exponses and then certifying
othorwise price-controlled ofl as lertiury oil and
receiving market prices for it. The difference
however, is that the cash flow does not result fror
benelits under the Entitlements Program. bul frov
the sale of the oll to an unaffiliated purchaser

¥ Foe purposes of the tortlary peogram. a prepaid
expense is an expense for any Injectant o fucl used
after September 30, 1081, or an expensé for any
other item to the extent that IRS would allocate te
deductions (Including deprecintion) for that lton 0
the period after September 30 1881,
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necessary to justify undertaking the
project and wobuld not expedite the
project, Thus, we believe, some
producers have been paying for items
for subsequent delivery, in some cases
years in the future, in a manner that Is
extraordinary in the industry, merely to
bring these expenses under the
program. ' Where recoupment of
allowed expenses under the program
does not meaningfully affect decisions
to undertake or continue projects or
does not expedite the production of
tertiary oil, we believe such recoupment
does not further the purposes of the
program.

111 Proposals

First, after considering all the
information available to us, we have
decided to propose that the incentive
program be rescinded with respect to all
allowed expenses that were not incurred
and paid prior to March 18, 1881. This is
consistent with our advance notice of
proposed rulemaking and the reasons
explained above and in that notice.

Second, we also have decided to
propose lo rescind the tertiary program
with respect to all prepaid allowed
expenses that were not incurred and
paid prior to January 28, 1881. This is in
response to our concerns and those of
many refiners that the vast majority of
these prepaid expenses have been paid
since that date solely to achieve the
benefits of the program, would not
otherwise have been prepaid, and were
not necessary to make the particular
EOR project viable, Moreover, we
believe that the contracts with respect
lo prepaid expenses are likely to be
executory in nature or that the allowed
expenses claimed were paid as deposits
and that, in most instances, the
contracts could be rescinded on the
basis of a change in circumstances, such
as the proposed change in the incentive
program, and the money paid be
returned. Finally, we believe that
elimination of these prepaid expenses as
of Junuary 28 would not interfere with
the proper purposes of the tertiary
incentive program and would not affect
future tertiary production.

We are also proposing to rescind the
incentive program with respect to in-
house expenses. As noted above, on
January 5, 1981, we amended that
definition to permit the recovery of “in-
house" expenses. (46 FR 1246, January 5,
1981). A primary reason for this change
was to permit all firms to participate in
the incentive program on the same
basis, regardless of how a firm was

" When the propaid expenses are in-house
“spenses, the positive cash flow describod above
can be substantial

structured, since we believed that the
legal formalities of a firm's corporate
structure should not require it 10 engage
in inefficient transactions for purposes
of the incentive program. However, the
practical results of allowing in-house
expenses between affiliated entities
appears to have distorted substantially
ordinary business practices with respect
to tertiary projects, just the opposite of
what was intended. Moreover, at the
time that we adopted this change we
expressed our concern that in-house
expenses should not be based solely on
accounting entries involving affiliated
entities, See 46 FR 1246 (January 5,
1981). We are concerned that in fact
little more than such accounting entries
may have been used to justify in-house
expenses, and that our inability to audit
all firms invites abuse.

We recognize that all of these
proposed amendments are retroactive in
nature. Generally, it is inappropriate for
an agency to change regulations upon
which persons have relied when that
change is to their detriment, With
respect to the first proposal to rescind
the program for expenses incurred or
paid after March 18, because of our
advance notice, we do not believe that
producers should have relied on the
regulatory provisions with respect to
expenses not incurred and paid before
March 19, 1881. With respect to the
second proposal to disallow all prepaid
expenses not incurred and paid prior lo
January 28, it is our tentative belief that
monies expended for prepaid expenses
can be recovered so that firms will not
be disadvantaged by this retroactive
rule. (See Appendix A.) In appropriate
cases, exception relief from the Office of
Hearings and Appeals may also be
appropriate under traditional standards.
With respect to the third proposal to
disallow all in-house expenses, because
the expenses are between affiliates of
the same firm, we likewise believe any
commitments can be undone. Again, in
appropriate cases exception relief might
be available.

Finally, we are proposing that, during
the two week period immediately
following the adoption of any of the
proposals, producers would be required
to recertify any crude oil that they
previously certified as tertiary incentive
crude oil, if affected by these proposals.
Any reseller that received such a
recertification would have to provide an
appropriate recertification to the
purchaser of the affected crude oil
within ten working days. This
mechanism is necessary to permit
sellers and purchasers of tertiary
incentive crude oil to adjust their

positions to reflect the modifications to
the incentive program.

We seek comments on these
proposals from all parties affected by
the incentive program, and especially
from those producers that have paid
expenses after January 5, 1981.
Producers should discuss the extent and
nature of the expenses paid, the nature
of the transactions in which the
expenses were paid, and the degree of
reliance injury that the producer would
experience because it relied on the
existing regulation and the extent to
which contracts for in-house or prepaid
expenses would be able to be set aside
if the proposals were adopted. We also
solicit any other proposals that would
address the concerns identified in this
notice.

In preparing comments on the
proposals in this notice, interested
parties should be aware that DOE will
consider the impact of each proposal on
small entities and may decide to adopt
any or all of these proposals with an
exemption for small entities. (See 5
U.S.C. 801(6)). This is particularly true
with respect to prepaid expenses and in-
house expenses of which we believe
large integrated refiners have
maximized the use. Moreover, large
integrated refiners have the least need
for front-end financing for lertiary
projects, given their available capital
and ability to obtain loans. Accordingly,
each proposal should be considered as if
it contained an option that excluded
small entities.

IV. Comment Procedures
A. Written Comments

You are invited to participate in this
proceeding by submitting data, views or
arguments with respect to the issues set
forth in this notice of proposed
rulemaking. All comments should be
submitted by 4:30 p.m., e.d.t,, of the day
specified in the “DATES" section, to the
appropriate address indicated in the
“ADDRESSES" section of this preamble
and should be identified on the outside
envelope and on documents submitted
with the designation “Tertiary Incentive
Program,” Docket No, ERA-R-81-(4.
Ten copies should be submitted. All
comments received by the ERA will be
available for public inspection in the
DOE Freedom of Information Office,
Room 1E~190, Forrestal Building, 1000
Independence Avenue, S W.,
Washington, D.C. between the hours of
8 a.m. and 4:30 p.m., Monday through
Friday.

You should identify any information
or data considered by you to be
confidential and submit it in writing, one
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copy only. We reserve the right to
determine the confidential status of the
information or duta and to treat it
according to our determination.

B. Public Hearing

1. Procedure for requests to make oral
presentations. The time and place for
the hearing are indicated in the “Dates”
and “Addresses" sections of the
preamble. If necessary to present all
testimony, the hearing will resume at
9:30 a.m. on the next business day
following the first day of the hearing.

You may make a written request for
an opportunity to make an oral
presentation. If so, you should describe
the inlerest concerned; if appropriate,
state why you are a proper
representative of a group or class of
persons that has such an interest; and
provide a concise summary of the
proposed oral presentation and a phone
number where you may be contacted
through the day before the hearing. If
you are selected to be heard at the
hearing, we will notify you before 4:30
p.m., May 14, 1981. You are requested to
make 100 copies of your statement
available in Room B-210, 2000 M Street,
N.W., Washington, D.C. 20461, by 4:30
p.m., May 18, 1981.

2. Conduct of the hearing. We reserve
the right to seclect the persons to be
heard at the hearing (in the event there
are more requests to be heard than time
allows), to schedule their respective
presentations, and to establish the
procedures governing the conduct of the
hearing. The length of each presentation
may be limited, based upon the number
of persons requesting to be heard.

An ERA official will be designated to
preside at the hearing. This will not be a
judicial-type hearing. Questions may be
asked only by those conducting the
hearing. At the conclusion of all intitial
oril statements, each person who has
made an oral statement will be given the
opportunity, if he or she so desires, to
make a rebuttal statement. The rebuttal
statements will be given in the order in
which the initial statements were made
and will be subject to time limitations.

You may also submit questions to be
asked of any person making a statement
al the hearing to the address indicated
above for requests to speak by 4:30 p.m,,
May 18, 1981, If you wish to ask a
question al the hearing, you may submit
the question, in writing, to the presiding
officer. The presiding officer will
determine whether the question is
relevant, and whether time limitations
permil it to be presented for answer.

Any further procedural rules needed
for the proper conduct of the hearing
will be announced by the presiding
officer. !

A transerip! of the hearing will be
made. The entire record of the hearing,
including the transcript, will be retained
by the ERA and made available for
inspection in the DOE Freedom of
Information Office, Room 1E~180,
Forrestal Building, 1000 Independence
Avenue, S.W., Washington, D.C,, and in
the ERA Office of Public Information,
Room B-110, 2000 M Street, N.W.,
Washington, D.C., between the hours of
8 a.m. and 4:30 p.m., Monday through
Friday. You may purchase a copy of the
transcript from the reporter.

V. Procedural Matters

A. Executive Order No. 12291. Under
section 8{b) of Executive Order No.
12291 (46 FR 13193, February 19, 1981),
the Director of the Office of
Management and Budget (“Director”) is
authorized to exempt any class or
category of regulations from any or all
requirements of that Executive Order.

An exemption was requested of the
Director of those regulations issued to
implement Executive Order No. 12267,
The request was granted.

B. Section 7 of the FEA Actl. As
required by section 7(a) of the Federal
Energy Administration Act of 1974 (15
U.S.C. § 787 et seq,, Pub. L. 93-275, as
amended) a draft copy of this notice
was submitted to the Administrator of
the Environmental Protection Agency
(EPA) for comments concerning the
impact of this proposal on the quality of
the environment. The EPA
Administrator indicated that he had no
comments al this time.

C. Section 102 of the NEPA. The DOE
has determined that this regulation, as
proposed, would not constitute a major
Federal action significantly affecting the
quality of the human environment
within the meaning of section 102(2)(C)
of the National Environmental Policy
Act and, therefore, that the preparation
of an Environmental Impact Statement
for this proposal is not required under 10
CFR Part 208,

D. Section 404 of the DOE Act.
Pursuant to the requirements of section
404(a) of the Department of Energy
Organization Act (42 U.S.C. 7101 et 52q.,
Pub. L. 95-91), we have referred this
proposed rule, concurrently with the
issuance hereof, to the Federal Energy -
Regulatory Commission for a
determination as to whether the
proposal would significantly affect any
matter within the Commission's
jurisdiction.

E. Regulatory Flexibility Act. These
proposals, if adopted, could negatively
impact many firms that are “small
enlities" within the meaning of the
Regulatory Flexibility Act. DOE is
waiving the requirement of section 603

of the Regulatory Flexibility Act that it
publish an initial regulatory flexibility
analysis since any delay in this
rulemaking proceeding will heighten the
uncertainty surrounding the incentive
program. In the event that DOE adopts
any of these proposals, it will comply
with the requirements of the Regulatory
Flexibility Act."

(Emergency Petroleum Allocation Act of 1973
15 US.C. § 751 et seg., Pub. L. 93-159, as
amended, Pub. L. 83-511, Pub. L. 94-99, Pub.
L. 94-133, Pub. L. 94-163, and Pub. L, 93-385:
Federal Energy Administration Act of 1074,
15 U.S.C. § 787 ot seq.. Pub, L. 93-275, as
amended, Pub. L. 84-332, Pub. L. 84-385, Pub.
L. 95-70, and Pub, L. 95-91; Energy Policy and
Conservation Act, 42 US.C. § 6201 &t seq.,
Pub. L. 84-183, as amended, Pub, L. 84-385,
Pub. L, 95-70, Pub. L. 95-619, and Pub. L. 98-
30; Departmant of Energy Organization Act,
42 US.C. § 7101 et seq., Pub. L. 95-91, Pub. L.
95-509, Pub, L. 95-619, Pub. L. 85-620, and
Pub. L. 85-621: E.O. 11780, 39 FR 23185; E.O.
12009, 42 FR 46267)

In consideration of the foregoing, Part
212 of Chapter I, Title 10 of the Code of
Federal Regulations, is proposed to be
amended, as set forth below.

Issued in Washington, D.C.. April 28, 1981

Acting Administrator, Economic Regulatory
Administration.

§212.78 [Amended)

1. Effective for the period of January 5.
1981 through January 27, 1081, 10 CFR
212.78(c) is amended by revising the
definition of “recoupable allowed
expenses” to read as follows:

- . -

(c) LR

“Recoupable allowed expenses’” mean
those allowed expenses that have been
paid and reported pursuant to
subsection (h) of this section and, with
respect to a particular producer, those
allowed expenses that are attributable
to that producer; provided that such
expenses are incurred in arm's-length
transactions and for fair market value.

§212.78 [Amended]

2. Effective for the period of January
28, 1981 through March 18, 1981, 10 CFR
212.78(c) is amended by revising the
definition of “recoupable allowed
expenses” to read as follows:

. - . » -

[c).'.

' As noted previously, we are considering
adopting any or all of these proposals with an
exemption for small entities. Furthermore, the
ability to grant exceptions on the basis of petitions
from small entities, if these proposals were adopted
tn whole. could also address the concerns of such
firma,
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“Recoupable allowed expenses” mean
those allowed expenses that have been
puid and reported pursuant to
subsection (h) of this section and, with
respect to a particular producer, those
allowed expenses that are attributable
to that producer; provided that such
expenses are incurred in arm's-length
transactions and for fair market value,
and further provided that such expenses
that are incurred or paid after January
27,1981 are nol prepaid expenses (as
deflined for purposes of 10 CFR
212.78(h){5)(i).

§212.78 [Amended)

3. Effective for the period March 19,
1981 through March 31, 1981, 10 CFR
212.78(c) is amended by revising the
definition of “recoupable allowed
expenses” to read as follows:

(c)

“Recoupable allowed expenses"” mean
those allowed expenses that have been
paid and reported pursuant to
subsection (h) of this section and, with
respect o a particular producer, those
allowed expenses that are attributable
to that producer; provided that such
expenses are incurred in arm’s-length
transactions and for fair market value,
and further provided that (1) such
expenses that are incurred or paid after
January 28, 1981 are not prepaid
expenses {as defined for purposes of 10
CFR 212.78(h)(5)(1)) and (2) such
expenses are incurred and paid prior to
March 19, 1981, {

§21278 [Amended)

4. Effective Immediately, 10 CFR
212.78 is revised by redesignating the
existing paragraph as § 212.78 is revised
by redesignating the existing paragraph
is § 212.78(a) and by adding & new
paragraph (b) to read as follows:

(b) During the period of [the date the
final rule is published] through [li;ourleen
days}. a producer shall change the
certification of crude oil that it
previously had certified as tertiary
incentive crude oil pursuant to 10 CFR
§ 212.131(a), if pursuant to the
amendments published on [the date the
final rule is published] that crude oil
would not have qualified as tertiary
incentive crude oil. A reseller that
pursuant to this paragraph receives a
change in the certification of crude oil
that it previously had certified as
tertiary incentive crude oil pursuant to
10 CFR § 212.131(b) shall recertify that
crude oil 1o it purchaser within ten
working days. A firm that recertifies
crude oil pursuant to this paragraph that

it previously had certified as tertiary
incentive crude oil also must refund any
money that it received from the
purchaser of that crude oil in excess of
the lawful selling price for that crude oil
as recertified.

Appendix A

March 24, 1961,

Mr. F. Scott Bush,

Assistant Administrator for Regulations and
Emergency Planning. Economic
Regulatory Administration, Room No,
72189, 2000 M Street, N.W., Washington,
n.e. :

Re: Petition for Rulemaking Regarding the
Tertiary Incentive Program.

Dear Mr. Bush: Union Oil Company of
California ("Union") hereby petitions the
Egonomic Regulatory Administration,
pursuant 1o 10 CFR 205.160-205.162 to
institute a rulemaking proceeding regarding
the DOE's Tertiary Incentive Program, 10 CFR
212.78. On March 19, 1981, ERA published an
Advance Notice of Proposed Rulemaking,
stating that it
“Intends to eliminate the ability to recoup
tertiary expenses pursuant to 10 CFR 212.78
with respect to any expenses not already
incurred and paid as of March 19, 1681. A
Notice of Proposed Rulemaking formally
proposing this regulatory chunge will be
published in the near future.” 46 FR 17566,
Union is petitioning ERA to expand this
forthcoming proposed rulemaking to consider,
as an alternative to March 18, establishing
the cutoff date for the Tertiary Incentive
Program on January 28, 1981, the effective
date of decontrol pursuant to Executive
Order No. 12287, 46 FR 9909 (January 30,
1981).

Discussion

Executive Order No. 12287, supro, provided
for the "immediate” decontrol of crude oil
and all refined petroleum products, effective
January 28, 1981, Thereafter, on February 12,
1981, DOE issued & Ruling which stated (a)
that firms could become “qualified
producers” under the Tertiary Incentive
Program “on or after January 28, 1961." and
{b) that any qualified producer could recover
"allowed expenses” under the Program
through the recertification of crude oil sold in
December 1980 and January 1981, “as long as
the producer has incurred, paid. and reported
those expenses priorto * * * March 31,
1961 * * *." Ruling 1981-1, Question No. 7,
46 FR 12045, 12047 (February 19, 1681).
Certain refiners have brought suit
challenging, infer a/io, the legal suthority of
DOE to extend the Tertiary Incentive
Program beyond January 28, 1981. Diamond
Shamrock Corporation, et al. v. Edwards,
Civ. No. 61-101 (D. Del. filed March 11, 1981),
Among other things, the plaintiffs in Diamond
Shomrock argue: (a) that Executive Order No.
12287 terminated the Tertiary Incentive
Program and divested DOE of authority to
repromulgate the Program: (b) that continued
application of the Program serves no
legitimate regulatory purpose and is
irrational, arbitrary, and capricious; and (c)
that Ruling 18811 is procedurally defective

and therefore invalid insofar s it seeks to
extend or repromulgate the Tertiary Incentive
Program.

Even if it were ultimately established that
the Department of Energy had the legal
authority to maintain the Tertlary Incentive
Program for the period January 28-March 31,
1981, such action would be inappropriate,
undesirable and unnecessary, and DOE
should fully ventilate this issue in the
forthcoming rulemaking proceeding. In its
March 18 notice, ERA admitted its:

“Belief that tertiary projects which this
program was designed 1o enhance are moslt
likely already to have been certified and
appropriate expenses incurred and paid. Any
project that has waited so long to become
certified and any expenses that have not
ulready been incurred and paid are not likely
to need the benefits of the Tertiary Incentive
Program.” 46 FR 17566.

1t was for this reason that ERA announced its
intent to cut off the Program effective March
19.

However, this reason was as applicable on
January 28 as it was on March 19. The
fundamental premise of the Tertiary
Incentive Program was the need to provide
assistance to overcome production
disincentives created by the existence of
crude oil price controls and uncertainty as to
when controls would end. With the
termination of controls on January 28, the
rational basis for the Tertiary Incentive
Program was removed.’ Unless ERA
undertakes promp! corrective action, the
participants in the entitlements program will
be required to pay massive subsidies that
lack & lawful regulatory basis. Accordingly, it
is essential that ERA consider, in a
rulemaking context, the full range of options
avallable to remedy the failure to terminate
this Program on January 28, 1881,

Union anticipates that some firms would
claim that they had incurred and paid
allowed expenses after January 28, 1981, in
reliance on the continuation of the Tertiary
Incentive Program. However, there is
substantial doubt as to the extent of
justifiable or detrimental reliance.® Even if
there has been some reliance, that would not
necessarily constitute a legal barrier, under
the special circumstances here present, to
designation of a January 28, 1981 cutoff date.

' In addition, there are indications that firms
uttempting to avall themselves of the Tertlary
Incentive Program have taken actions following the
date of decontrol outside the range of the normal
business practices that had grown up under the
Tertlary Incentive Program as it was initinlly
designed und implemented.

*There s renson to believe that the great majority
of tertiary expenses incurred since January 28 have
been incurred in interaffiliate fransactions. To the
oxtent expenses have been incurred in urm’s-length
transactions with unrelated third parties, there are
indications that the great majority of these are
simply in the form of executory contracts, which
may be subject to a rescission should the agency
determine to impose & cutoff date of January 28
And It may well be that exception reliel would be
an appropriate mechanism for dealing with the fow
remaining cases,
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These issues, however, cannot be assessed
responsibly in a vacuum. They are precisely
the kinds of matters appropriately resolved in
o rulemaking proceeding.

Conclusion

For the reasons stuted above, Union hereby
requests that the Notice of Proposed
Rulemaking to be issued soon with regard to
the Tertiary Incentive Program be expanded
s0 as lo provide notice, opportunity for
comment, and agency consideration of the
possibility of establishing January 28, 1981 as
the cutoff date for expenses incurred or paid
under the Tertiary Incentive Program. Having
determined to initiate a rulemaking
proceeding on this subject, it would be
arbitrary and capricious for ERA to refuse to
consider alternative cutoff dates or to reject
Union's proposed January 28 cutoff without
the benefit of a rulemaking proceeding.

In the Notice of Proposed Rulemaking, the
participants should be Invited to comment,
inter alia, on the following matters:

(1) The appropriateness, desirability or
necessity of permitting the Tertlary Incentive
Program to recognize expenses incurred and
paid after January 28, 1981,

(2) The extent and significance of
justifiable reliance, if any, on the Tertiary
Incentive Program after decontrol.

[3) The timing of actions taken under the
Tertiary Incentive Program after Januvary 28,
including when firms became qualified
producers and when expcmes were incurred,
paid and reported.

(4) The extent to which nctlom under the
Tertiary Incentive Program after January 28
did not conform to normal business practices
under that Program before that date,

{5) The extent to which expenses incurred
and paid under the Tertiary Incentive
Program after January 28 involved
interaffiliate transactions.

(6] The extent to which expenses incurred
and paid under the Tertiary Incentive
Program after January 28 are—as of the date
of the Notice of Proposed Rulemaking—still
in the form of executory contracts.

(7} The legal status of such executory
contracts should DOE determine to establish
January 28 as the cutoff date for the
recognition of expenses under the Tertiary
Incentive Program.

(8) The suitability of exception relief for
those parties that could demonstrate a
serious hardship or gross inequity by virtue
of the government’s establishing a January 28
cutoff date,

In connection with the rulemaking
proceeding, DOE should gather certain data
from all firms certifying costs as having been
paid or incurred under the Tertiary Incentive
Program after January 28, 1981, Through such
requests, DOE could assemble useful
information regarding items (3)-{6} above and
publish tha! information in aggregate form.?

" The undersigned certify that they are duly
nuthorized to represent Union Ol Company of
Caltfornia in connection with this matter.

Respectfully submitted,
Paul ]. Mode, Jr.,
Jay F. Lapin,
Allorneys for the Union Ofl Company of
California.

¢tz Thomas C, Newkirk.
Deputy CGeneral Counsel for Regulations.

Appendix B—ESIRTF

Emergency Small Independent Refiners Task
Force

1015 Fifteenth St N.W.,

Washington, D.C.

William H. Bode, Secretary and General
Counsel

By Hand

March 4, 1981,

Eric |. Fygi, Esq.

Acting General Counsel. U.S. Department of
Energy, Forrestal Building—Room 6A~
245, 1000 Independenge Avenue, SW.,
Washington, D.C.

Dear Mr. Fygi: On behalf of the Emergency
Smuall Independent Refiners Task Force
("ESIRTF"), this letter is to request thal the
Department of Energy (“DOE") suspend until
further notice the effective date of the
“tertinry incentive program” amendments
adopted by the Economic Regulatory
Administration ("ERA"] on January §, 1981.

With the recent {ssuance of the December,
1980 entitlements notice. we have become
aware of the enormous and, we believe,
completely unintended windfall which those
amendments have conferred upon a few
already well-heeled integrated major refiners
al the expense of all other refiners in the
Entitlements Program. Specifically, the rules
adopled at 46 Fed. Reg. 1246 (Junuary 5, 1981),
as they have been interpreted and applied by
a few major refiners and the Entitlements
Program Office of the ERA, essentially permit
those refiners to finance ongoing crude oil
production activities with payments from
independent refiners through the Entitlements
Program. This is permitted in the name of
providing an “incentive” for those major
refiners to engage in production activities
which have obviously been on-going for
substantial perfods of time and which just 88
obviously require no incentives. We refer in
particular to the rule which has been
interpreted as allowing those producer-
refiners to recover “in-house™ expenses by
treating “old" oil as uncontrolled oil for
purposes of the Entitlements Program.

A look at the facts will show the enormity
of the windfall to the refiners in question, We
understand that Arco and Amoco, among
others, have taken advantage of the new
rules (as they interpret them) and have
cffectively “recertified” to themselves “old"
oil as uncontrolled oil and have reported
“adjustments” to crude oll receipts in their
entitlements reports for December 1980, In
the entitlements notice of November, 1980,
Arco had deemed old oil receipts of almost
three million barrels, and was a new
entitlements purchaser of approximately 1.3
million entitlements. In the same month,
Amoco had deemed old oil receipts of
approximately 4.8 million barrels and was a
net purchaser of agpmxlmnlely 2.5 million
entitlements. For the month of December,

1980, however, Arco shows deemed old oil
receipts of negative 3.7 million barrels, and is
a net seller of 4.8 million entitlements. Amoco
shows deemed old oil receipts of 56.000
barrels and is a net sel/er of 1.4 million
entitiements. Applying the $27.00 December
1880 entitlements price, Arco hus experienced
a net gain of well over $160 million and
Amoco has experienced a gain of
approximately $110 million under the
Entitlements Program, in one month.

Those same facts show the enormous
burden imposed upon all other refiners in the
Program. As a rough gauge of the impact of
just these two refiners, dividing their net
dollar gain under the Program by total
domestic crude oil runs to stills in December
yields a reduction in every refiner's runs
credit of approximately 80.65 per barrel.
These two refiners therefore account for over
one-half of the total runs credit reduction for
November of approximately $1.11 per barrel

Neediess to say, additional income of §110
million or $160 million in just one month is
substantial by any measure, Also needless to
say, an unanticipated increase in other
refiners’ costs of crude oil of $0.65 per barrel
is significant, particularly under current
circumstances in which product revenues
already often do not equal crude costs. The
effect of these amendments, in short, has
been to seriously distort the economic
expectations underlying December 1980 and
January 1881 crude oil acquisition
transactions of refiners, and to impose
immediate and serious hardships upon them.

We believe the amendments must be
suspended, and any revenues already
realized by Arco and Amoco {and any others
similarly situated) returned to the Program,
pending a thorough review of the impacts and
benefits of the rule in question.

The rule and its apparent implementation
is legally suspect in many regards. First. the
ERA performed no Regulatory Analysis of the
rule’s impact, as required by Executive Order
and the Department’s own regulations. A rule
with the impacts described above is “major”
by any reasonable standard. Second. the
failure of the ERA to analyze and disclose the
probable impact of its proposed rule violates
the provisions of the Department of Energy
Organization Act, and of the Administrative
Procedures Act, which require that the DOE
set forth the datn, research and analyses
upon which the proposal is based and
provide 8 meaningful opportunity for
potentially affected parties to comment.
DOE’s failure to perform this analysis
resulted in a situation wherein those who
would be {and now have been) severely
adversely affected were not put on adequate
notice that they would be so affected and so
did not have an opporunity to register
mcanlngful comments. It bears emphasizing,
in this regard, that refiners such as ESIRTF
members could not possibly have known
what these impacts would be in advance:
rather, that information was known only to
those who stood to benefit from the proposa!
and. possibly. to the DOE. Certainly the DOE
could and should have assembled
information concerning the aggregate impact
of the rule and disclosed it to the public.
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Third. given the enormity of the impact—
which ERA itsalf obviously did not
appreciate when it concluded that its
proposals were “not major'—it is clear that
the rule is arbitrary and irrational, and not
consonant with governing statutory
objectives. The amendment allowing
recovery of “in-house" expenses was adopted
January 5, 1881, and was expressly not made
retroactive. Thus, Arco, for example, is
spparently claiming that it incurred
spproximately $210-8220 million of such
expenses (of which $160 million represents 75
percent) between January 5 and the end of
January for tertiary projects. It should be
plain from the sheer magnitude of Arco’s
claims that virtually all of these same
expenses were being and had been regularly
incurred prior to the amendments, Certainly,
no firm could undertake new activity and
incur anything like this amount in so short a
time in response to the amendments. Thus, a
[undamental premise of the entire rule—to
provide an fncent{ve to undertake activity
which would not otherwise be undertaken—
Is simply not true. On the contrary, it is
manifest that the rule, as interpreted and
applied by these refiners and the ERA, simply
throws the money of other refiners at these
few refiners for doing what they were doing
anyway. It is impossible 10 find a legitimate
purpose or basis in the governing statutory
objectives for this result, let alone to balance
any such objective against the tangible harm
to other refiners.

The ERA's slated purpose in proposing the
subject amendments was to avoid creating
inefficlencies, whereby the prior requirement
for an arm's-length transaction “may actually
be working to increase the amoun! of
expenses that a producer recovers under the
program" (45 Fed. Reg. 54688 al 54689) and
thus increase crude oil costs unnecessarily.
Ibe results discussed above show that crude
oil “costs” have risen enormously and
unnecessarily as a result of the amendment,
and have been paid for by all other refiners
in the program.

Finally, there are serious issues concerning
the propriety of the manner in which the rule
hias been implemented. For example, the
enormous amounts which Arco and Amoco
apparently claim to bave “incurred" since
lanuary 5 ralse substantial questions. How
could any firm, no matter how large and no
matter how long they have engaged in the
activity, incur'over $200 million for enhanced
recovery In less than one moath? A related
question is whether these refinors and the
ERA have observed the $15 million (75
percent of $20 million) per project limitation
on “allowed expenses.”

We are sure you will agree that these are
very serious questions. Indeed, it is our
position that the rule as adopled and
implemented is invalid, for the above reasons
among others. In any event, in light of these
lroublesome matters we urge that the DOE
uct to suspend the January 5 amendment
pertaining to “in-house™ expenses, at least
until & full airing of the issues consistent with
legal requirements can be had, We are
confident the DOE will revoke these rules
upon further deliberation after meaningful
comments have been received. Prompt action
s required, because all parties involved now

appear to concede that the problem will be
even worse in the upcoming entitlements
notice,

The amendment should aiso be suspended
effective as of its purported effective date,
and Arco and Amoco and any other similarly
situated refiner should be required to restore
their unlawful gains to the Entitlements
Program in the January 1981 notice to be
issued this month. Small and independent
refiners simply cannot afford this gross and
unjustified subsidy to major refiners, and in
light of the serious questions surrounding the
rule all parties should be restored to the
stotus quo ante pending final action on the

e
Suspension of the rule is also warranted on
another ground. The amendments were
adopted on January 5, 1081, and were made
effective immediately. Certainly, no reasons
of compelling urgency required an immediate
effective date, and the ERA cited none.
Rather, ERA simply concluded that the
amendments “remove a restriction” and
therefore could be implemented immediately,
and in addition, it “found” that immediate
implementation would promote “efficient”
use of resources. As we have indicated
above, no such result can be ascribed 1o the
rule. The ERA’s findings justifying an
advanced effective date are therefore suspect
and vulnerable to challenge. On the other
hand, had the normal 30-day waiting period
been observed, as it should have been, then
the rule would have been subject to the
President’s “freeze order” on new
regulations, Since the waiting period should
have been observed, the rule should be
treated as being subject to suspension under
the “freeze order." Moreover, the rule should
be regarded as not having been validly made
effective for the month of January.

For all the above reasons, we urge your
prompt action to suspend the rule in question
effective January 5, 1981,

Thank you for your attention 1o this urgent
matter,

Very truly yours,
William H. Bode,
Batzell, Nunn & Bode.
[FR Doc. 81-13419 Filed 5-3-411; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 8450-01-M

CIVIL AERONAUTICS BOARD

14 CFR Part 374
[SPDR-81; Docket 39547]
Implementation of the Consumer

Credit Protection Act With Respect to
Air Carriers and Foreign Air Carriers

Dated: April 16, 1981,
AGENCY: Civil Aeronautics Board.

ACTION: Notice of proposed rulemaking.

SuMMARY: The CAB proposes to revise
its consumer credit regulations to
include its enforcement responsibilities
under the Equal Credit Opportunity Act,
the Fair Debt Collection Practices Act,

. and the Electronic Fund Transfer Act,

and to explicitly state the Board's power
to assess civil penalties for violation of
the Consumer Credit Protection Act.
This rulemaking is at the Board's

" initiative.

DATES: Comments by: July 6, 1981,

Comments and other relevant
information received after this date will
be considered by the Board only to the
extent practicable.

Requests to be put on the Service List
by: May 21, 19881,

The Docket Section prepares the
Service List and sends it to each person
listed, who then serves comments on
others on the list.

ADDRESSES: Twenty copies of comments
should be sent to Docket 39547, Civil
Aeronautics Board, 1825 Connecticut
Avenue, NW., Washington, D.C. 20428,
Individuals may submit their views as
consumers without filing multiple
copies. Copies may be examined in
Room 711, Civil Aeronautics Board, 1825
Connecticut Avenue, N.W,, Washington,
D.C. as soon as they are received,

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Joanne Petrie, Office of the General
Counsel, Civil Aeronautics Board, 1825
Connecticut Avenue, N.W., Washington,
D.C. 20428; 202-673-5442.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
Consumer Credit Protection Act, as
amended, 15 U.S.C. 1601-1693r, and
Regulations B and Z of the Federal
Reserve Board, 12 CFR Parts 202 and
226, set forth requirements for consumer
credit transactions. The Consumer
Credit Protection Act consists of five
subchaplers: (1) the Truthin Lending
Act as supplemented by the Fair Credit
Billing Act, 15 U.S.C. 1601-1667, (2) the
Fair Credit Reporting Act, 15 U.S.C.
1681-16811, (3) the Equal Credit
Opportunity Act, 15 U.S.C. 1691-1691{,
(4) the Fair Debt Collection Practices
Act, 15 US.C, 1892-16920, and (5) the
Electronic Fund Transfer Act, 15 US.C,
1693-1693r.

The Consumer Credit Protection Act
sets forth the standard of conduct
required in consumer credit
transactions. Congress has explicitly
stated in the Consumer Credit Protection
Act that if air carriers or foreign air
carriers fail to meet this standard, itis a
violation of the Federal Aviation Act of
1958 (the Act) and enforceable by the
Board. The Board will find such
violations unfair and deceptive
practices, and an unfair method of
competition in air transportation under
section 411 of the Act. In addition,
violations will be enforced under Title
IV of the Act pursuant to the general
delegation of enforcement responsibility
to the Board. Section 901 of the Act
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provides that the Board may assess civil
penalties for any violation of Title IV of
the Act so that violation of the
Consumer Credit Protection Act or
regulation would be subject to civil
penalties. Although we believe that we
currently have the authority to assess
civil penalties for such violations, we
wish to make this clear by stating this
directly in the body of the rule and
through the authority citation.

Part 374 of the Civil Aeronautics
Bourd's regulations states the Board's
responsibility with respect to the
Consumer Credit Protection Act and
related regulations. The rule would be
amended to require that each U.S, and
forelgn air carrier comply with the
requirements of the Consumer Credit
Protection Act and Regulations B and Z
of the Federal Reserve Board. In
addition, this proposed revision of Part
374 would make both substantive and
editorial changes. A description of the
Board's responsibility under the 1978
amendments to the Equal Opportunity
Act and under the recently enacted Fair
Debt Collection Practices Act and the
Electronic Fund Transfer Act would be
added to § 374.3. The Board would
change the citations to the Consumer
Credit Protection Act in Part 374 from
the relatively inaccessible Titles found
in the Public Laws and Statutes at Large
to those of the United States Code. The
citation for Regulation Z would be
corrected. Finally, portions of the rule
would be rewritten for clarity,

Regulatory Flexibility Act

In accordance with the Regulatory
Flexibility Act, Pub. L. 96-354, which
took effect January 1, 1981, the Board
certifies that this rule, if adopted, will
not have a significant economic impact
on a substantial number of small
entities. Although the rule may affect
some small air carriers that are assessed
civil penalties for violating the
Consumer Credit Protection Act and
related regulations, our experience
indicates that the number of violators
will not be substantial,

Accordingly, the Civil Aeronautics
Board proposes to revise 14 CFR Parl
374 1o read:

PART 374—IMPLEMENTATION OF THE
CONSUMER CREDIT PROTECTION
ACT WITH RESPECT TO AIR
CARRIERS AND FOREIGN AIR
CARRIERS

Sec.

3741  Purpose.

3742  Applicability,

3743 Compliance with the Consumer Credit

Protection Act und regulations,
3744  Enforcement procedure.

Authority: Secs, 204. 411 of the Federal
Avintion Act of 1958, as amended, 72 Stat,
743, 760, 49 U.S.C. 1324, 1381; Consumer
Credit Protection Act, as amended, 82 Stal.
147, B4 Stal. 49, 1128, B8 Stat. 1511, 89 Stal.
1158, 90 Slal. 197, 1886, 251, 91 Stal, 161, 162,
874, 92 Stal, 2676, 3728, 15 U.S.C, 1601-1093r;
12 CFR Parts 202 and 228,

§374.1 Purpose.

The purpose of this part is to state the
Bouard's responsibility to enforce air
carrier and foreign air carrier
compliance with Subchapters 1, IIL IV, V
and V1 of the Consumer Credit
Protection Act and Regulations B and Z
of the Board of Governors of the Federal
Reserve System.

§374.2 Applicabliity.

This part is applicable to all air
carriers and foreign air carriers engaging
in consumer credit transactions,

§374.3 Compliance with the Consumer
Credit Protection Act and regulations.

(a) Each air carrier and foreign air
carrier shall comply with the
requirements of the Consumer Credit
Protection Act, 15 U.S.C, 1601-1693r,
Any violation of the following
requirements of that Act will be s
violation of the Federal Aviation Act of
1958, enforceable by the Board:

(1) The Truth in Lending Act, as
supplemented by the Fair Credit Billing
Act, 15 U.S.C. 1601-1667, requiring
disclosure of credit terms to the
consumer and prohibiting inaccurate or
unfair credit billing and credit card
practices,

(2) The Fair Credit Reporting Act, 156
U.8.C. 1681-16811, setting forth
requirements to be mel by consumer
credit reporting agencies and persons
who use consumer credit reports.

{3) The Equal Credit Opportunity Act,
15 U.S.C. 1691-1691{, prohibiting
discrimination in credit transactions on
the basis of race, color, religion, national
origin, sex, marital status, age, or receipt
of public assistance, or against
applicants who have exercised their
rights under that Act.

{4) The Fair Debt Collection Practices
Act, 15 U.S.C. 1692-16920, prohibiting
abusive, deceptive, and unfair debt
collection practices.

(5} The Electronic Fund Transfer Act,
15 U.S.C. 1693-1693r, establishing the
rights, liabilities, and responsibilities of
participants in electronic fund transfer
systems.

(b) Each air carrier and foreign air
carrier shall comply with the
requirements of Regulation B, 12CFR |
Part 202, and Regulation Z, 12 CFR Part
226, of the Board of Governors of the
Federal Reserve Board. Any violation of
the requirements of those regulations

will be a violation of the Federal
Aviation Act of 1958, enforceable by th:
Board.

§ 3744 Enforcement procedure.

The statutes and regulations referred
to in § 374.3 may be enforced by an
enforcement procedure as set forth in
Subpart B of Part 302 of this chapter o
by the assessment of.civil penalties
under section 901 of the Federal
Aviation Act of 1958.

By the Civil Acronautics Board.
Phyllis T. Kaylor,
Secrotary,
{FB Do B1-30675 Filed 5-3-A1; 845 am|
BILLING CODE 6320-01-M

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY

40 CFR Part 52
[A4 FRL 1811-1]

Approval and Promulgation of
Implementation Plans; Georgia: Bubble
Action for the ITT Rayonier, Inc., in
Jesup, Georgia

AGENCY: Environmental Protection
Agency.

ACTION: Proposed rulemaking.

SUMMARY: Georgia has submitted a
State Implementation Plan (SIP) revision
alfecting the allowable particulate
emission rates from the No. 6 Recovery
Boiler, No. 3 Power Boiler and No. 5
Smelt Dissolving Tank at the ITT
Rayonier, Inc. in Jesup, Georgia. This
action is being treated within the EPA
bubble policy concept. More stringen!
controls are being placed on the sources
that have shorter stacks and less
stringent controls are required on the
sources which have taller stacks. This
will have a beneficial impact on the air
quality and EPA is today proposigg to
approve this SIP revision.

DATE: Comments must be received by

June 5, 1981,

ADDRESSES: Written comments should

be addressed to Barry Gilbert of EPA

Region 1V's Air Programs Branch (See

EPA Region IV address below). Copies

of the material submitted by Georgia

may be examined during normal
business hours at the following
locations;

Public Information Reference Unit,
Library Systems Branch,
Environmental Protection Agency, 401
M Street, SW., Washington. D.C.
20460,

Georgia Department of Natural
Resources, Environmental Protection
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Division, 270 Washinglon Street, SW.,
Allanta, Georiga 30334,

Library, Environmental Protection
Agency, Region IV, 345 Courtland
Street, NE., Atlanta, Georgia 30365.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:

Barry Gilbert at the EPA Region IV

address above or call 404/881-3286 or

FTS 257-3286.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Background

On December 18, 1980, EPA received
from the State of Georgia an SIP
revision that pertains to the I'TT
Rayonier, Inc. in Jesup, Georgia. This
revision was considered as a bubble
application for particulate controls on
three sources.

ITT Rayonier has submitted an
Equivalent Allernative Emission
Reduction Option for particulate
emissions from the No. 8 Recovery
Boller, No. 3 Power Boiler and

No. 5 Smelt Dissolving Tank at its
Jesup kraft pulp mill. Each of these
emission points has been permitted
according to Geargla's SIP applicable
emission limitations. The No. 6 Recovery
Boiler is presently under construction,
and the power boiler and smelt tank are
existing emission points which have
recently demonstrated compliance by
emission tests.

ITT"s strategy is o increase the SIP
allowable particulate emissions of 52.1
pounds per hour from No. 6 Recovery
Boller by 24.7 pounds per hour. To offset
this allowable emission increase, ITT
hus agreed to accept particulate
emission limitation reductions of 10.0
pounds per hour on No. 3 Power Boiler
and 14.7 pounds per hour on No. 5 Smelt
Dissolving Tank: The proposed option
will therefore resull in no net allowable
emission increases.

Ambient air quality monitaring data
from a particulate sampler at the Wayne
County High Schoal in Jesup near the
pulp mill indicated ambient particulate
concentrations in 1979 of @ maximum 68
#g/m* for the 24-hour average and a 34
ng/m?* for the annual geometric mean.
These concentrations are significantly
below the National Ambient Air Quality
Standards, Analysis of the emission
rates and stack parameters before and
after implementing the bubble indicates
there will be an improvement in ambient
air quality. Although there will be no
reduction in actual emissions from No. 3
power boiler and No. 5 smelt dissolving
tank, the alternative limils are
approvahle because the applicable SIP
for particulate emissions is based on
allowable rather than actual emissions
and there will be no consumption of
increment,

Action

EPA is today proposing to approve the
SIP revision and is soliciting public
comment on the bubble application.

Under Executive Order 12291, EPA
must judge whether a regulation is major
and therefore subject to the requirement
of a Regulatory Impact Analysis. This
regulation is not major because it only
proposes to approve state actions. It
imposes no new regulatory
requirements. In addition, this proposed
change should result in a reduction in
the cost of compliance for the source
involved.

Pursuant to the provisions of 5 US.C.
section 805(b) the Administrator has
certified (46 FR 8709) that the attached
rule will not if promulgated have a
significant economic impact on a
substantial number of small entities.
This action only approves state actions.
It imposes no new requirements.
Moreover, due to the nature of the
federal-state relationship, federal
inquiry into the economic
reasonableness of the state actions
would serve no practical purpose and
could well be improper. In addition, this
action only applies to one facility.

(Secs. 110 of the Clean Air Act, as amended
(42 U.S.C. 7410))
Dated: February 17, 1981.
Rebecca W, Hanmer,
Regional Administrator.
|FR Doc. 110634 Filed 5-5-83; 845 wm]
BILLING CODE 0560-38-M

40 CFR Part 52
[ASFQL 1809-4)

Approval and Promulgation of
Implementation Plans; Wisconsin

AGENCY: Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA).
ACTION: Proposed rulemaking.

SUMMARY: USEPA announced elsewhere
in today's Federal Register final
rulemaking on parts of the Wisconsin
ozone and carbon monoxide {CO) State
Implementation Plan (SIP). Wisconsin
submitted these revisions to satisfy the
requirements of Part D of the Clean Air
Act, as amended in 1977. In the final
rulemaking, USEPA conditionally
approved certain revisions o the
Wisconsin CO and vehicle emission
inspection and maintenance {1/M) SIP.
This notice solicits public comment on
the deadlines by which the State of
Wisconsin has committed itself to
remedy conditonally approved portions
of its SIP,

DATES: Comments must be received on
or before July 6, 1981.

ADDRESSES: Comments should be sent
to the following address: Gary Gulezian,
Chief, Regulatory Analysis Section, Air
Programs Branch, U.S. Environmenlal
Protection Agency, Region V, 230 South
Dearborn Street, Chicago, llinois 60604,
Copies of the materials sibmitted by
the State and the public during the
comment period announced in this
notice of proposed rulemaking are
available for review during normal
business hours at the following
addresses: USEPA, Region V, Air
Programs Branch, 230 South Dearborn
Street, Chicago, Illinois 60604, USEPA,
Public Information Reference Unit, 401
M Street, SW., Washington, D.C. 20460,

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Anne Ernstein, Regulatory Analysis
Section, Air Programs Branch U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency,
Region V, 230 South Dearborn Street,
Chicago, Illinois 60604, (312) 866-8039.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: In final
rulemaking action published in today's
Federal Register, USEPA conditionally
approved portions of Wisconsin's CO
control strategies and I/M program. A
discussion of conditional approval and
its practical effects appears in the July 2,
1979 and the November 23, 1979 Federal
Registers (44 FR 38583 and 67182), A
conditional approval requires the State
to remedy identified deficiencies by
specified deadlines. Although public
comment is solicited on the deadlines,
the State remains bound by its
commitments unless the schedules are
disapproved by USEPA in its final
rulemaking action. A conditional
approval means that the restriction on
new source construction in designated
nonattainment areas will not apply
unless the State fails lo submit the
corrections by the specified date, or
unless the corrections are ultimately
determined to be inadequate.

In today’s final rulemaking, USEPA
also identified the conditions which
must be satisfied by the State of
Wisconsin to correct the specified
deficiencies in the I/M program and the
CO strategies in the Part D Wisconsin
SIP, The State of Wisconsin has
provided assurances in letters dated
September 26, 1980 and April 9, 1081
that it will satis{y the conditions on a
specific schedule.

USEPA proposes o approve the
following schedules for Wisconsin to
correct the remaining deficiencies in the
Milwaukee I/M and CO SIP.

1. The State of Wisconsin committed
itself to submit by January 1, 1982, if
necessary, CO control sirategies to
address identified CO hotspots in the
Milwaukee area. These strategies will
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be excerpted from the 1982
Transportation Improvement Program
(TIP) for the Milwaukee Urbanized
Area.

2, The State of Wisconsin committed
itself to submit by August 15, 1981 the
funding/manpower resource
commitment action taken by the State
legislature.

3. The State of Wisconsin committed
itself to submit by August 15, 1961 a
revised implementation schedule for its
I/M program.

Pursuant to the provisions of 5 US.C.
Section 605(b), the Administrator has
certified (46 FR 8709) that the attached
groposed rule will not, if promulgated,

ave a significant economic impact on a
substantial number of small entities.
This action only proposes to approve a
State action and, therefore, imposes no
new requirements, Moreover, due to the
nature of the federal-state relationship,
federal inquiry into the economic
reasonableness of the State action
would serve no practical purpose and
could well be improper. On January 27,
1981 the Administrator published the
required certification for all SIP
approvals under section 110 of the Act
at 46 FR 8709.

Under Executive Order 12201, EPA
must iudgc whether a regulation is

“major” and, therefore, subject to the
requirement of a regulatory impact
analysis. This regulation. if promulgated,
will not be "major" as defined by
Executive Order 12281, because this
action only approves a State action.
This action only proposes for public
comment those dates by which
Wisconsin has committed itself to
submit revisions to its CO and I/M SIP,
which was conditionally approved
elsewhere in today's Federal Register.

This notice of proposed rulemaking is
issued under authority of Sections 110,
172, and 301(g) of the Clean Air Act, as
amended.

Dated; March 25, 1981,

Valdas V. Adamkus,

Acling Regional Administrator.
|FR Doc. #112080 Filed 5-5-81; 845 am|
BILLING CODE 6560-26-M

40 CFR Part 81
[A-9 FRL 1811-6]

Alr Quality Planning Purposes;
Designation of Areas: Nevada and
California

AGENCY: Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA).
ACTION: Proposed rulemaking,

SUMMARY: This notice proposes to revise
the attainment status designations for

the western portion of San Diego
County, California and the Truckee
Meadows (Washoe County) area of
Nevada. The designation for west San
Diego County is proposed to be changed
from nonattainment to attainment for
nitrogen dioxide (NO;). The designation
for Truckee Meadows is proposed to be
revised from nonattainment for oxidant
to attainment for ozone.

The EPA invites public comments on
the proposed redesignations. If these
areas are redesignated to attainment,
the requirements of Part D, of the Clean
Air Act, as amended, would no longer
apply to west San Diego County for NO,
and to Truckee Meadows for ozone.
DATE: Comments may be submitted on
or before June 5, 1981.

ADDRESSES: Comments should be
directed to: David Howekamp, Chief,
Air Programs Branch (A-2). Air and
Hazardous Materials Division,
Environmental Protection Agency,
Region IX, 215 Fremont Street, San
Francisco, CA 94105.

Information pertinent to the proposed
redesignations is available for public
inspection at normal business hours at
the EPA Region IX Office at the address
above and at the following locations:
Public Information Reference Unit,

Room 2404 (EPA Library), 401 “M"

Street, SW., Washington, D.C. 20460
California Air Resources Board, 1102

“Q" Street, Sacramento, CA 95812
San Diego Air Pollution Control District,

9150 Chesapeake Drive, San Diego,

CA 92123
Nevada Department of Conservation

and Natural Resources, 201 South Fall

Street, Carson City, NV 89710
Washoe County District Health

Department, Division of

Environmental Services, Wells

Avenue at 9th Street, Reno, NV 89520
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Douglas Grano, Chief, State
Implementation Plan Section (A-2-4),
Air Programs Branch, Air and
Hazardous Materials Division, EPA
Region IX, 215 Fremont Street, San
Francisco, CA 94105, Attn: Ronald
Leach, (415) 556-9728

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
Background

On March 3, 1978, under Paragraph
107(d}{2) of the Clean Air Act (CAA), as
amended, EPA promulgated attainment
status designations for all states (43 FR
8962). The western portion of San Diego
County, California (for a boundary
description see 36 FR 22439, November
25,1971) was designated as
nonattainment for NO.. The Truckee
Meadows area of Nevada was
designated nonattainment for

photochemical oxidant. Under
Paragraph 107{d}(5) of the CAA, a state
may revise its designations of
attainment status and submit them to
EPA for consideration and
promulgation,

On February 8, 1979 (44 FR 8202), EPA
revised the oxidant standard of 0.08
parts per million (ppm) to an ozone
standard of 0.12 ppm. In addition, EPA
established a statistical method of
determining whether the standard has
been exceeded. The national standards
for ozone are published as a revision to
40 CFR 50.9 and the statistical method
as the new Appendix H, 40 CFR Part 50

The demonstration of attainment/
nonattainment for the ozone standard
mus! be based upon the calculated
number of expected exceedances of the
National Ambient Air Quality Standard
{(NAAQS) at each monitoring station
Three years of air quality data are
needed to accurately determine the
number of expected exceedances. The
average number of expected
exceedances per year at each
monitoring station must not exceed 1.0 if
the area is to be designated as
attainment. Specific provisions are also
included in 40 CFR Part 50, Appendix H.
for determining whether compliance
with the NAAQS can be assumed for
days with insufficient data. For all
NAAQS pollutants, except O,, eight
quarters of data with no violations are
required for a redesignation to
attainment.

Proposed Redesignation for Truckee
Meadows (Ozone)

A redesignation request was
submitted to EPA by the State of
Nevada for Truckee Méadows on
November 5, 1980. On March 18, 1981,
Washoe County submitted to EPA a
summary of the highest ozone
concentrations in Truckee Meadows
over the past three years (1978 through
1080). Since the average number of
expected exceedances over the past
three years is less than 1.0, EPA believes
that the Truckee Meadows area of
Nevada should be redesignated
attainment for ozone.

Redesignation of West San
Diego County (NO,)

On March 26, 1981, the California Alr
Resources Board requested that San
Diego County be redesignated from
nonattainment to attainment for
nitrogen dioxide. This proposal concerns
only the western portion of the Counly.
since the eastern section is already
designated attainment for nitrogen
dioxide. Attached to the State's reques!
was a summary of air quality data
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showing no violations of the nitrogen
dioxide NAAQS in the County for the
past two years (1979 and 1880).

Based upon a review of the nitrogen
dioxide air quality data, EPA believes
that the NAAQS for NO; have been
attained in the western portion of San
Diego County.

Proposed Actions

EPA is proposing that the western
portion of San Diego County in
California be redesignated to attainment
for nitrogen dioxide. EPA is also
proposing that the Truckee Meadows
area of Nevada be redesignated
attainment for ozone.

If these areas are redesignated as
proposed, the Part D requirements of the
Clean Air Act would no longer apply for
NO: in western San Diego County and
ozone in Truckee Meadows. However,
these areas remain subject to the
requirements of Part D for these
pollutants until EPA approves the
requested redesignations in a final
rulemaking action.

Pursuant to the provisions of 5 U.S.C.
605(b) the Administrator has certified
(46 FR 8709) that the attached rule will
not have a significant economic Impact
on a substantial number of small
entities. This action only approves state
actions, It imposes no new requirements.
Moreover, due to the nature of the
federal-state relationship, Federal
inquiry into the economic
reasonableness of the State actions
would serve no practical purpose and
could well be improper.

Under Executive Order 12291, EPA
must judge whether a regulation is
“major” and therefore subjec! to the
requirement of a Regulatory Impact
Analysis: This regulation is not “major"
because it is proposing approval of state
actions, It imposes no new regulatory
requirements.

This proposal was submitted to the
Office of Management and Budget for
review, as required by Executive Order
12291, Any comments from OMB to EPA
and any EPA responses 1o these
comments are available for public
inspection at EPA Region IX, Air and
Hazardous Materials Division, 215
Fremont Street, San Francisco, CA
94105,

(Sections 107(d) and 301({a) of the Clean Air
Act, as amended 42 U.S.C. 7407(d) and
7601(a))
Dated: April 17, 1961,
Louise Giersch,
Acting Regional Administrator.
[FR Doc 5113633 Filod 5-5-81, 845 am|
BLLING CODE 6560-38-M

40 CFR Part 81
[A-8-FRL 1811-8]
Air Quality Planning Purposes;

Designation of Areas; Utah

AGENCY: Environmental Protection
Agency.
ACTION: Proposed rulemaking.

sUMMARY: This notice proposes to
redesignate Weber and Utah Counties in
Utah under Section 107 of the Clean Air
Act from nonattainment to attainment
for ozone. This action results from a
request from the Governor of Utah
which was received by EPA on February
3, 1981, and showed that the national
standards for ozone have not been
violated in eithér county since 1978.

DATE: Comments due June 5, 1881.

ADDRESSES: Written comments should
be addressed to: Robert R. DeSpain,
Chief, Air Programs Branch,
Environmental Protection Agency, 1860
Lincoln Street, Denver, Colorado 80295,
Copies of the submittal are available
for public inspection between 8:00 a.m.
and 4:00 p.m., Monday through Friday at
the following offices:
Environmental Protection Agency,
Region VIIL Air Programs Branch,
1860 Lincoln Street, Denver, Colorado

Environmental Protection Agency.
Public Information Reference Unit,

Waterside Mall, 401 M Street, S.W.,

Washington, D.C. 20460
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
David Kircher, Air Programs Branch,
Environmental Protection Agency. 1860
Lincoln Street, Denver, Colorado 80295,
(303) 837--3711
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On
March 3, 1978 (43 FR 8964), EPA
published nonattainment area
designations for Utah which, inter alia,
designated Weber and Utah Counties as
nonattainment for ozone. These
designations were based upon violations
of the ozone standard (.08 ppm) in
Ogden and Provo, Utah.

On February 8, 1979 (44 FR 8202), EPA
revised the ozone standard from 0.08
ppm to 0.12 ppm, Thus, under 40 CFR
50.9, an area is considered attainment
when the expected number of days per
year with maximum hourly average
concentrations above 0.12 ppm is equal
to or less than one when averaged over
the most recent three calendar years.

On February 3, 1981, EPA received
from the State of Utah an analysis of the
ozone concentrations in Ogden and
Provo, Utah. That analysis concluded
that both areas should be redesignated
to attainment. EPA has examined the
data independently and agrees with the
State's conclusion that both areas are
attainment with respect to the national
standard for ozone. The actual expected
exceedances at the two stations are
shown in the following table:

od Expected excoedances
City County e
1078 1970 1980 1978 1979 1980 Aw
Oqden Weber 3 0 0 A 0 e 10
PROVO) i oo vt ool N e eitieen 1 0 1 18 0 12 09

From the above data it is evident that
the expected exceedences in both
communities is equal to or less than one.
Therefore, EPA today proposes to
change the designations for ozone in
Weber and Utah Counties from
nonattainment to attainment. Interested
persons are invited to examine the data
and comment on the proposed
redesignation.

Pursuant to the provisions of the
Regulatory Flexibility Act (5 U.S.C.
Section 605(b)); the Administrator has
certified (46 FR 8709) that the proposed
action will not, if promulgated, have a
significant economic impact on a
substantial number of small entities.
This action only approves state actions.
It imposes no new requirements.

Moreover, due to the nature of the
federal-state relationship, federal
inquiry into the economic
reasonableness of the state actions
would serve no practical purpose and
could well be improper.

Under Executive Order 12201, EPA
must judge whether a regulation is
“Major" and therefore subject to the
requirement of a Regulatory Impact
Analysis. This regulation is not Major
because it imposes no new
requirements. It only proposes to
approve requirements adopted by the
State.

This notice of proposed rulemaking is
issued under the authority of Section 110
of the Clean Air Act (42 USC 7410).
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Dated: March 28, 1981.

Gene A. Lucero,

Acting Regional Administrotor.
[FR Doc 113632 Filed 5-5-81; .45 am)
BILLING CODE §560-38-M

2

FEDERAL MARITIME COMMISSION
46 CFR Ch. IV
Regulatory Flexibility Agenda

AGENCY: Federal Maritime Commission.
ACTION: Regulatory Flexibility Agenda,

SUMMARY: Pursuant to the recently
enacted Regulatory Flexibility Act, the
Commission anticipates having under
consideration during the period from
April 1, 1981 through October 1, 1981
actions in the areas listed below which
are likely to have a significant economic
impact on a substantial number of small
entities.

DATES: Comments may be received until
October 31, 1981,

ADDRESS: Comments should be
addressed to: Joseph Polking, Acting
Secretary, Federal Maritime
Commission, 1100 L Street, NW,,
Washington, D.C. 20573,

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
A staff contact is named for each
regulatory area listed below.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
Regulatory Flexibility Act (5 U.S.C. 601
el seq., Pub, L, 96-354) requires thal a
regulatory flexibility analysis be
prepared for those regulations which are
likely to have a significant economic
impact on a substantial number of small
entities. The following are those
regulations which the Commission
believes will require such an analysis:

(1) Energy Policy and Conservation Act
Regulation

Subject Area of the Rule: This
prospective rule will implement
Commission responsibilities under the
Energy Policy and Conservation Act of
1975 (42 U.S.C. 6201 el seq.).

Summary and Objective of the Rule:
During the nex! six months the
Commission will consider a rule which
will require that a statement of energy
impact (SEI) be prepared by the FMC's
Office of Energy and Environmental
Impact for all Commission actions
having a major regulatory impact upon
energy conservition. The contemplated
rule establishes procedures for
preparing SEI's and sets forth
procedures for public comments.
Persons filing a complaint, protest,
petition or application requesting

Commission action under this rule will
be required lo submit sufficient
supporting data to ensure that the
Commission has adequate information
to evaluate the impact of the proposed
regulatory action on energy efficiency
and conservation.

Legal Basis for the Rule: The legal
basis of the prospective rule lies in
section 382(b) of the Energy Policy and
Conservation Act of 1975, 42 U.S.C.
6362(b), and section 43 of the Shipping
Act, 1916, 46 U.S.C. 841(a).

Staff Contact: Edward R. Meyer,
Office of Energy and Environmental
Impact, (202) 523-5835.

(2) Comprehensive Environmental
Response, Compensation and Liability
Act Regulation

Subject Area of the Rule: This
prospective rule spells out financial
responsibility and certification
procedures for hazardous substances in
compliance with the Comprehensive
Environmental Response, Compensation
and Liability Act of 1980 (Pub. L. 96—
510).

Summary and Objective of the Rule:
The Commission is considering issuance
of a regulation which would require
specified standards and procedures for
vessel owners and operators to show
evidence of financial responsibility for
hazardous substance spills and for the
Commission to subsequently issue
certificates of financial responsibility as
evidence of compliance. Those steps
will bring about Commission compliance
with Pub. L. 96-510 for actions relating
to financial responsibility for hazardous
substance spills.

Legal Basis for the Rule: Legal
authority for the prospective rule lies in
section 43 of the Shipping Act, 1916 (48
U.S.C. 841a).

Staff Contact: Robert M. Skall, Deputy
Director, Bureau of Certification and
Licensing. (202) 523-5841.

By the Commission, April 28, 1981.
Joseph C. Polking,
Acting Secretary.
PR Doc. 81-13605 ¥ od 5-5-81; 843 am|]
BILLING CODE 6730-01-M

INTERSTATE COMMERCE
COMMISSION

49 CFR Part 1002
[Ex Parte No. 404)

Changes in the Fee Schedule for
Copying and Certifying Certain
Records

AGENCY: Interstate Commerce
Commission.

AcTiON: Notice of Proposed Rulemaking.

SUMMARY: Due to cost increases over a
relatively long period of time, the
Secretary's Office has found it
necessary to increase the fees charged
for copying and certifying certain
records and documents. Section 1002.1,
Fees for records search, copying,
certification, and services in connection
therewith, is proposed to be amended 10
reflect these changes in the fee schedule
In Ex Parte No. 55 (Sub-No. 43}, Rules
Governing Applications for Operating
Authority (45 FR 45534, 07-03-80)
several separate forms and several
separately listed fees were consolidated
into one form (OP-1) and one fee listing
49 CFR 1002.2(d}{3). At that time severa|
redundant fee listings were also
removed. This rulemaking proposes to
amend 49 CFR 1002.2(d), Schedule of
filing fees, by removing the redundant
separate listing for water contract
carrier authority in 49 CFR 1002.2(d)(12)
We also propose to amend 1002.2(d)
by removing and reserving for future use
49 CFR 1002.2{d)(42). That listing is for a
fee charged to reflect a name change of
a carrier. The Commission no longer
charges a fee for such amendments of its
records.
DATE: Public comment on this proposed
rulemaking should be filed by June 5,
1981,

ADDRESS: Please send comments,
original and one copy, to: Office of the
Secretary, Room 2215 Interstate
Commerce Commission, 12th St, and
Constitution Ave.. NW Washington, DC
20423,

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Joseph Ross, (202) 275-0993 or Kathleen
King, (202) 275-0956.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Notice
and comment are required regarding the
raising of fees in § 1002.1. Since the
changes to § 1002.2 are only technical
changes not affecting substantive
matters, no notice and comment are
required.

This action will not significantly alter
the quality of the human environment or
conservation of energy resources.

These proposed amendments will not
have a significant effect on small
businesses.

Accordingly, we proposed to adop!
the amendments set forth in the
appendix.

issued under the authority of 49 US.C
10321 and 5 U.S.C. 553
Decided: April 28, 1981,
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By the Commission, Acting Chairman
Alexis, Commissioners Gresham, Clapp,
Trantum, and Gilliam.

Agatha L. Mergenovich,

Sacrelary.
Appendix

£1002.2 [Amended]

1. Title 49 CFR 1002.2{d), Schedule of
filing fees, is proposed to be amended
by removing 49 CFR 1002.2(d){12) and
reserving it for future use and by
removing 49 CFR 1002.2{d)(42) and
reserving it for future use.

2. Title 49 CFR 1002.1 is proposed to
be amended by revising paragraphs (a),
(e), and (f){1). (2) and (3) as follows:

£1002.1 Fees for records search, copying,
certification, and services in connection
therewith,

(a) Certificate of the Secretary, $2.50,

(e) Electrostatic copies of tariffs,
reports, and other public documents, at
the rate of $0.25 per letter size or legal
size exposure. A minimum charge of
$2.50 will be made for this service.

“‘) L

(1) The search fee shall be $4.00 per
hour for services performed by clerical
personnel, and $12.00 per hour for
services performed by supervisory and
professional personnel. A fee of $25.00
per hour for professional staff time will
be charged when it is required to fulfill a
request for ADP data.

(2) The fee for electrostatic copies
shall be $0.25 per letter size or legal size
exposure, with a minimum charge of
§2.50 for this service.

(3) The fees for searches requiring the
use of computers shall be $0.30 per porl
minute on the NDC system and $0.12 per
port minute on the Compu Serve System.
Printing shall be charged at a rate of

$0.10 per page of computer generated
output with a minimum charge of $25.00,
A charge of $25.00 per reel of magnetic
tape will be made if the tape is to be
permanently retained by the requestor.
[FR Doc. #1-13003 Piled 5-5-81; 243 am)

BILLING CODE 7035-01-M

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

National Oceanic and Atmospheric
Administration

50 CFR Part 653

Atlantic Herring Fishery, Fishery
Management Plan; Public Hearing;
Correction

AGENCY: National Oceanic and
Atmospheric Administration,
Commerce.

ACTION: Notice of Public Hearing:
Correction.

SUMMARY: This notice changes the date
and time of the notice of public hearing
that appeared on page 23501 of the
Federal Register on Monday, April 27,
1981.

DATE: The public hearing is now
scheduled for Friday, May 22, 1981, from
10:00 a.m. to 5:00 p.m. The hearing was
originally scheduled for Wednesday,
May 20, 1981, from 7:30 p.m. to 10:00.
ADDRESS: The location of the hearing at
the Howard Johnson's in Danvers,
Massachusetts remains the same.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Allen E. Peterson, Jr., Regional Director;
or Frank Grice, Fishery Management
Division; telephone for both individuals
is (617) 281-3600.

Dated: May 1, 1981,
Robert K. Crowell,

“~ Deputy Executive Director, National Marine

Fisheries Service,
[FR Doc, #1-13074 Filod 5-5-81; K4S am)|
BILLING CODE 3510-22-M
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This section of the FEDERAL REGISTER
contains documents other than rules or
proposed rules that are applicable to the
public. Notices of hearings and
investigations, committee meetings, agency
decisions and rulings, delegations of
authority, filing of petitions and
applications and agency statements of
organization and functions are examples
ol -documents appearing in this section.

ACTION

Foster Grandparent and Senior
Companion Programs; Income
Eligibility Levels

This notice revises the schedule of
income eligibility levels for individuals
and families for the Foster Grandparent
Program and the Senior Companion
Program published in the Federal
Register of August 27, 1980 (45 FR
57160). The revised schedule is based on
the Community Services Administration
{CSA) Income Poverty Guidelines
effective April 6, 1981. This revision
adopts as the income eligibility level for
each state the higher amount of either:
{a) 125% of the CSA Poverty Income
Guideline, or (b) 100% of the CSA
Poverty Income Guideline plus the
amount each state supplements Federal
SSI.

These ACTION programs are
authorized pursuant to Section 211 of
the Domestic Volunteer Service Act of
1973, Pub. L. 93-113, 87 Stal. 414, The
income eligibility levels are determined
by the currently applicable guideline
published by CSA pursuant to Section
625 of the Economic Opportunity Act of
1964, which permits the CSA poverty
guidelines to be adjusted for cost-of-
living changes.

The income eligibility levels will be
reviewed at least once a year, and
similar schedules will be prepared to
reflect any changes required as a result
of that review,

Schedule of Income Eligibility Levels: Fos-
ter Grandparent and Senior Companion
Programs

Effective. May 6, 1981

ndvid-  Famiy
Stat vais ol 2

——— % |
-~ 8280
5390

5.300

6455

$T14%
11,185
7.11%
72.115
10,685

Schedule of Income Eligibility Levels: Fos-
ter Grandparent and Senior Companion
Programs—Continued

Efoctive: May 6. 1001

State M“

5,290
5538

5,380
5390
5300
6225
$,300
8,390
53%0
5.300
5.39%0
5.390
5390
5.390
5390
5.960
6,390
$,290
5390
5,390
5,390
5,390
5.390
5.390
5.390
5.300

Schedule of Income Eligibility Levels: Fos-
ter Grandparent and Senior Companion
Programs—Continued

Efective: May 6, 1981

Famiy
o2

5,390
5,390
5390

715
71158
7015

For families of more than three
persons in the household, add the
appropriate sugplement for each
member over three as follows:

Signed, this 30th of April, 1961,
Dana B. Rodgers, Jr.,

Acting Director.

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE
Agricultural Marketing Service
Cedar Valley Livestock Exchange, Inc.,

Vinton, lowa, et al.; Deposting of
Stockyards

It has been ascertained, and notice is
hereby given, that the livestock markets

.named herein, originally posted on the

respective date specified below as being
subject to the Packers and Stockyards
Act, 1921, as amended (7 U.S.C. 181 &!
seq.), no longer come within the
definition of a stockyard under said Act
and are therefore, no longer subject to
the provisions of the Act,

Factity Na, Name and locaion of stockyand

Date of posting

IA-226 Cedar Valoy Uvesiock Exchange, inc, Vinton, lown ... -
NE-174  Scotisthut! Livostock Auction, Inc., Scottsbiuft, Nebraska ...
NY-123 Konnedy's Commission Auction, Hudson Falls, New Yok ...,
TN-160  Sholbyville Livestock Market, Shoibyvile, Tennesson ..

— < MR L
— N R

. e Jully 24, 1067

PSSR SRS T S

Notice or other public procedure has
not preceded promulgation of the
foregoing rule. There is no legal
justification for not promptly deposting
a stockyard which is no longer within
the definition of that term contained in
the Act.

The foregoing Is in the nature of a
change relieving a restriction and may
be made effective in less than 30 days
after publication in the Federal Register.
This notice shall become effective May
6, 1981,
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(42 Stat. 159, as amended and supplemented;
7 US.C. 181 et seq.)

Done at Washington, D.C., this 30th day of
April, 1981,
Jack W, Brinckmeyer,
Chief, Rates and Registrations Branch,
Livastock Marketing Division.
[FR Doc. 81-33589 filed 5-5-81: 845 am|
BILLING CODE 3410-02-M

Animal and Plant Health Inspection
Service

Avallability of Locations and
Treatments for the 1981 Cooperative

Gypsy Moth Regulatory Program
Activities

AGENCY: Animal and Plant Health
Inspection Service, USDA.

AcTION: Notice of identification of
specific locations and treatments for the
1981 United States Department of
Agriculture (USDA) Cooperative Gypsy
Moth Regulatory Program Activities.

suMMARY: This notice identifies specific
locations and treatments for the 1981
USDA Cooperative Gypsy Moth
Regulatory Program Activities in
accordance with the final Gypsy Moth
Programmatic Environmental Impact
Statement (PEIS). The final
Programmatic Environmental Impact
Statement (USDA)-FS-FEID 81-01) for
the USDA Cooperative Cypsy Moth
Suppression and Regulatory Program
was sent to the Environmental
Protection Agency and the public on
February 27, 1981. On March 6, 1981, a
notice was published in the Federal
Register by EPA that a final PEIS on the
Cooperative Gypsy Moth Suppression
and Regulatory Program had been
prepared..

ADDRESS: Requests for a copy of this
notice should be addressed to: Pest
Programs Development Staff, Plant
Protection and Quarantine, Animal and
Plant Health Inspection Service, U.S.
Department of Agriculture, Federal
Building, Room 630, Hyattsville, MD
20782,

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Gary Moorehead, Staff Officer, Pest
Program Development Staff, Plant
Protection and Quarantine, APHIS,
USDA, Federal Building, Room 630,
Hyattsville. MD 20782, (301) 436-8745.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
Forest Service and the Animal and Plant
Health Inspection Service of the United
States Department of Agriculture
prepared a final PEIS on the
Cooperative Gypsy Moth Suppression
and Regulatory Program. While both of
these Agencies conduct separate

programs related to gypsy moth, the
Department believed that a joint PEIS
would represent, from an economic and
resources viewpoint, the best arproach
to conducting an environmental review
of the separate program,

The APHIS Cooperative Gypsy Moth
Regulatory Program is comprised of two
basic phases. The first phase involves
quarantine and inspectional activities
focused on lowering the risk of spread of
the gypsy moth from within the
generally infested area of the Northeast.

The second phase deals specifically
with the elimination in individual States
of isolated gypsy moth infestations
outside of generally infested areas of the
Northeast. In accordance with the PEIS,
the following additional information
regarding these individual State
regulatory programs is provided.

The specific locations and treatments
in the individual States for the 1981
Cooperative Gypsy Moth Regulatory
Program are as follows:

Agro!

|

al/acre or No
por acre

The isolated infestations are unique in
that populations are usually low, limited
in distribution and distant from other
infestations. Because of this unique
nature, development of approaches
toward their elimination must be done
at the actual isolated locations, The
Integrated Pest Management approach,
which is discussed and evaluated in the
final PEIS outlines new approaches such
as the use of pheromone, pheromone
traps, and Bacillus thuringiensis which
are being implemented at some of the
above listed locations. Some of these
approaches have demonstraled effective
population reduction potential, however.
several seasons may be necessary to
eliminate gypsy moths entirely.

Done at Washington. D.C.. this 1st day of
May, 1981.
William F. Helms,
Acting Deputy Administrator, Plant

Protection and Quarantine, Animal and Plont
Health Inspection Service.

[FR Doc. 01-13663 Piled 5-3-81; 845 am|
BILLING COOE: 3410-34-M

Federal Grain Inspection Service

Official Agency Voluntary
Cancellation; Request for Applications
for Official Agency Designation

AGENCY: Federal Grain Inspection
Service, USDA.

ACTION: Notice and Request for
Applications.

SUMMARY: This notice announces that
the lllinois Department of Agriculture,
Springfield, lllinois, has requested
cancellation of its designation as an
official agency effective 12 p.m., June 30,
1981. The Federal Grain Inspection
Service (FGIS) requests applications for
designation as a replacement agency for
the geographic area serviced by the
Illinois Department of Agriculture.

EFFECTIVE DATE: Applications to be
postmarked on or before May 21, 1981.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:

J. T. Abshier. Director, Compliance
Division, Federal Grain Inspection
Service, U.S. Department of Agriculture,
1400 Independence Avenue, Auditors
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Building, Room 2405, Washington, DC
20250; (202) 447-8262,

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: This
action has been reviewed and
determined not to be a rule or regulation
as defined in Executive Order 12291;
therefore, the Executive Order does not
apply to this action.

The lllinois Department of Agriculture
(the Agency), Springfield, Iilinois, was
designated as an official agency under
the U.S. Grain Standards Act, as
amended (7 U.S.C. 71 ef seg.) (the Act),
for the performance of official grain
inspection functions on November 13,
1978. The Agency has requested
voluntary cancellation of its designation
effective 12 p.m., June 30, 1981.

Prior to requesting voluntary
cancellation, the Agency requested
amendment of its designation to delete a
portion of its assigned geographic area
in northern [llinois. A notice was
published in the April 15, 1981, issue of
the Federal Register (46 FR 22014) which
amended the Agency’s designation
deleting this geographic area and
assigned it on an interim basis for 1 year
to Eastern lowa Grain Inspection and
Weighing Service, Inc., Blue Grass,
lowa.

The Agency is presently performing
official inspection services in its
assigned geographic area and will
continue to do so until 12 p.m., June 30,
1961, The geographic area presently
assigned to the Agency pursuant to
Section 7(f)(2) of the Act and which is
open for designation is the following:

Bounded: on the North by the
Northern Pike and Green County lines;
the northern Macoupin County line east
of State Route 111; a straight line from
the junciton of State Route 111 and the
Macoupin County line southeast to the
junction of Interstate 55 and State Route
16; State Route 16 east-northeast o a
point approximately one mile northeast
of Irving; a straight line from this point
to the northern Fayette County line; the
northern Fayette, Effingham, and
Cumberland County lines; the northern
and eastern Jasper County lines south to
State Route 33; State Route 33 east-
southeast to U.S. Route 50; U.S. Roule 50
east to the eastern Lawrence County
line; Bounded: on the East by the eastern
Lawrence, Wabash, Edwards, White,
Gallatin, Hardin, and Pope County lines;

Bounded: on the South by the
southern Pope and Williamson County
lines; the southern Jackson County line
west to U.S. Route 51; U.S, Route 51
north to State Route 13; State Route 13
northwes! to State Route 149; State
Route 149 west to State Route 3; State
Route 3 northwest to State Route 51;

State Route 51 south to the Mississippi
River; and

Bounded: on the west by the
Mississippi River north o Interstate 270;
Interstate 270 east to Interstate 70;
Interstate 70 east to State Roule 4; State
Route 4 north.1o Macoupin County; the
southern and western Macoupin,
Greene, and Pike County lines.

In addition, the following locations
which are outside of the foregoing
contiguous geographic area, and have
been serviced by the Agency, are
considered as part of this geographic
area:

1. Huisinga Grain, Inc., Casey, lllinois,
in Clark County:

2. Twin County Service at Jacobs and
Jones Ridge, lilinois, in Jackson County;
and

3. Sigel Elevator Company, Inc., Sigel,
Illinois, in Shelby County.

Exceptions to the described
geographic area are the following
locations situated inside the Agency's
area which have been and will continue
to be serviced by Springfield Grain
Inspection Department, Springfield,
1llinois:

1. Pillsbury Ca., Florence, Illinois, in
Pike County; and

2. OK Grain Company, Litchfieid,
Illinois, in Montgomery County.

Under the provisions of Section 7(f) of
the Act and § 800.196(b) of the
regulations issued thereunder, interested
parties are hereby given opportunity to
apply for designation as the official
agency to perform official inspection
services in the geographic area presently
assigned to the Agency, as described
above. The new designation will
terminate on September 30, 1984, but
may be renewed subject to the
provisions of Section 7{A) of the Act.
Parties wishing to apply for the
designation should contact the Director.
Compliance Division, at the address
listed above for appropriate forms and
information. Applications must be
postmarked not later than May 21, 1981
to be eligible for consideration.

In order to be qualified for
designation, applicants must meet all
criteria contained in Section 7(f}{(1) of
the Act. In making a determination as to
which applicants are qualified to
provide official inspection services in
the geographic area serviced by the
Agency, consideration will be given lo
applications submitted and all of the
information available to the
Administrator. All applications
submitted pursuant to this notice will be
made available for public Inspection at
the Office of the Director, Compliance
Division, during regular business hours.

(Section 8, Pub. L. 84-582, 90 Stal. 2873 (7
US.C.79))

Done in Washinglon, DC on: May 1, 1981,
Neil E. Porter,
Acting Director Compliance Division.
[FR Doc. 51-1863 Filed 5-5-81; 845 am]
BILLING CODE 3410-02-M

Request for Comments on Application
for Designation in the State of New
York

AGENCY: Federal Grain Inspection
Service, USDA.

ACTION: Nolice.

SUMMARY: The Federal Grain Inspection
Service requests comments from
interested parties on the application for
designation as an official agency by the
New York State Department of
Agriculture and Markets.

pATE: Comments to be postmarked on or
before June 5, 1981.

ADDRESS: Comments should be
submitted to USDA, FGIS, Issuance and
Coordination Staff, Washington, DC
20250,

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:

J. T. Abshier, Director, Compliance
Division, Federal Grain Inspection
Service, U.S. Department of Agriculture,
Washington, DC 20250; (202) 447-8262.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: This
action has been reviewed and
determined not to be a rule or regulation
as defined in Executive Order 12291,
therefore, the document does not apply
to this action.

The December 17, 1980, issue of the
Federal Register (45 FR 83187) contained
a notice from the Federal Grain
Inspection Service (FGIS) announcing
that A. E. Herron, Pittsford, New York,
has requested voluntary cancellation of
its designation as an official agency
under the U.S. Grain Standards Act (7
U.S.C. 71 ef seq.) (the Act) and
requesting applications for designation
as an official agency to provide official
inspection and weighing services in
Pittsford Township, New York, and the
remainder of the State of New York,
excluding export port locations. The
notice also requested comments on the
need for a replacement agency and for
official inspection and weighing services
in the remainder of the State of New
York. Applications and comments were
to be postmarked by February 17, 1881.

There were three comments received
expressing the need for official
inspection services in Pittsford
Township and the remainder of the
State of New York. One commentor
stated that "the loss of * * * service
will be an inconvenience with possible
economic loss to farmers and grain
dealers of Central New York." FGIS is
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now providing interim official grain
inspection services in the State of New
York except for Pittsford Township.

The Division of Farm Products
Services, New York State Department of
Agriculture and Markets (NYSDAM),
Building 8, State Campus, Albany, New
York 12235, has applied for designation
to operate as an official agency in the
entire State of New York, excluding
export port locations. In its application,
the State of New York has indicated that
at least 19 firms throughout the State
have shown an interest in obtaining
official grain’ inspection services.
Further, in the past, FGIS has
occasionally provided official inspection
services to applicants in various
locations throughout the State of New
York excluding export port locations
and Pittsford Township. Accordingly,
the Administrator has determined that
there is a need for official grain
inspection service in the entire State of
New York and has NYSDAM's
application for designation as an official
agency under consideration. Also, it
appears that there is no need for official
weighing services at this time; however,
FGIS will review the situation in the
future if the need should arise.

In accordance with § 800.206(b){2) of
the regulations under the Act, this notice
provides interested persons the
opportunity to present their views and
comments concerning the applicant. All
comments must be submitted to the
Issuance and Coordination Staff,
specified in the address section of thig
notice, and be postmarked not later than
June 5, 1981,

Consgideration will be given to all
comments filed and to all other
information available to the
Administrator of FGIS before a final
decision is made with respect to this
matter, Notice of the final decision will
be published in the Federal Register and
the applicant will be informed of the
decision in writing.

The December 17, 1880, Federal
Register (45 FR 83187) announced that
A. E. Herron had voluntarily requested
cancellation of his designation as an
official agency and the effective date
would be May 31, 1881, Since that time,
A. E. Herron has requested that the
effective date of the cancellation of his
designation as an official agency be
chianged so as to correspond with the
designation of an official agency in the
State of New York, excluding export
port locations.

Consequently, A. E. Herron will
continue to provide official inspection
services in Pittsford Township until a
final determination can be made in this
matter. FGIS is and will continue to
provide official inspection services to

3

the remainder of the State of New York
al nonexport port locations on an
interim basis until an official agency can
be designated. FGIS will continue to
rovide official services at export port
ocations in the State of New York in
accordance with Section 7(e)(1) of the
Act (7 US.C. 79{e){1)).
(Sec. 8, Pub. L. 94-582, 60 Stat. 26873 (7 US.C.
79))
Done in Washington, DC on: May 1, 1981.
Neil E. Porter,
Acting Director, Compliance Division,
[FR Doc. 81-13604 Filed 5-5-81; &45 am]
BILLING CODE 3410-02-M

Forest Service

Gospel-Hump Advisory Committee;
Meeting

The Gospel-Hump Advisory
Committee will meet at 9:30 a.m., May
30, 1981, in Moscow, Idaho. An exact
meeting place will be determined, but is
tentatively set for the School of Forestry,
University of ldaho. The purpose of this
meeting is to review research reports.

The meeting will be open to the
public, Persons who wish to attend
should notify Ed Laven, 319 East Main,
Grangeville, Idaho 83530; telephone 208/
983-1950. Writlen statements may be
filed with the committee before or after
the meeting.

Dated: April 28, 1981.

Doa Biddison,

Forest Supervisor.

[FR Doc. 8113022 Fided 5-5-81: 845 am|
BILLING CODE 3410-11-M

[Amdts. 2, 3 and 4]

Tongass National Forest, Ketchikan,
Area; U.S. Borax 1980-83, Plan of
Operation for Mineral Exploration
Activities on Quartz Hill; Finding of No
Significant Impact

Based upon the analysis and
evaluation described in the
environmental assessment, it is my
decision to adopt Alternative 2 for
protection and management of surface
resources at Quartz Hill with the
following modification. The road survey
on the Blossom Route must be limited to
a survey of equal detail and of no more
impact to surface resources than the
survey previously done in the Keta
Drainage. This means that clearing of
vegetation must be kept to the minimuni
necessary for line of sight.

Alternative 2 with specified mitigation
and monitoring measures protects the
resources within reason at the same
time permitting exploration in
accordance with mining laws.

I have determined through
environmental analysis that this is not a
major Federal action that would
significantly affect the quality of the
human environment; therefore, an
environmental impac! statement is not
needed. This determination was made
considering the following factors: (a) the
project is consistent with management
direction within the Southeast Alaska
Area Guide, (b) the project is within the
intent of the Alaska National Interest
Lands Conservation Act; (c) there will
be no irreversible or irretrievable
commitments of loss of resources; (d) no
cultural or archeological resources were
found or are known 1o exist in the
project area; (e) no known threatened or
endangered plants or animals are within
the affected area; (e) there are no
wetlands or floodplains involved; (f) the
proposed action is consistent with U.S.
Mining Laws concerning protection of
surface resources.

Implementation of these activities will
take place on the date of signature.
Questions regarding this decision should
be sent to the Forest Supervisor's office,
Federal Building, Ketchikan, Alaska
99901.

This decision is subject to
administrative review (appeal) pursuant
to 36 CFR 211.19.

Dated: April 17, 1981.
James S. Watson,
Forest Supervisor.
[PR Doc. 81-13564 Filod 5-5-81; 8:45 am)
BILLING CODE 3410-11-M

CIVIL AERONAUTICS BOARD
[Order 81-4-185]

Fitness Determination of Chaparral
Airlines, Inc.; Commuter Air Carrier

AGeNCY: Civil Aeronautics Board.

ACTION: Notice of Commuter Air Carrier
Fitness Determination—Order 81-4-185,
Order to Show Cause,

SUMMARY: The Board is proposing to
find that Chaparral Airlines, Inc. is fit,
willing, and able to provide commuter
air carrler service under section
419(c)(2) of the Federal Aviation Act, as
amended, and that the aircraft used in
this service conform to applicable safety
standards. The complete text of this
order is available, as noted below.

DATES: Responses: All interested
persons wishing to respond to the
Board's tentative fitness determination
shall serve their responses on all
persons listed below no later than June
4, 1981, together with a summary of the
testimony, statistical data, and other
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material relied upon to support the
allegations.
ADDRESSES: Responses or additional
data should be filed with Special
Authorities Division, Room 915, Civil
Aeronautics Board, Washington, D.C.
20428, and with all persons listed in
Attachment A of Order 81-4-185,
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Ms. Joyce Snovitch, Bureau of Domestic
Aviation, Civil Aeronautics Board, 1825
Connecticut Avenue, N.W., Washinglon,
D.C. 20428, (202) 673-5074.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
complete text of Order 81-4-185 is
available from the Distribution Section,
Room 516, 1825 Connecticut Avenue,
N.W,, Washington, D.C. Persons outside
the metropolitan area may send a
postcard request for Order 81-4-185 to
the Distribution Section, Civil
Aeronautics Board, Washington, D.C.
20428.

By the Civil Aeronautics Board: April 30,
1981,
Phyllis T, Kaylor,
Secretary.
[FR Doc. 81-12006 Filed 5-5-81. fedd amn)
BILLING CODE 6320-01-M

[Order 81-4-180)

Fitness Determination of Williams Air,
Inc.; Commuter Air Carrier

AGENCY: Civil Aeronautics Board.

ACTION: Notice of Commuter Air Carrier
Fitness Determination—Order 81-4-180,
Order to Show Cause.

SUMMARY: The Board is proposing to
find that Williams Air, Inc, is fit, willing,
and able to provide commuter air carrier
service under section 419(c)(2) of the
Federal Aviation Act, as amended, and
that the aircraft used in this service
conform lo applicable salety standards.
The complete text of this order is
available, as noted below.

DATES: Responses: All interested
persons wishing to respond to the
Board's tentative fitness determination
shall serve their responses on all
persons listed below no later than June
4, 1981, together with a summary of the
testimony, statistical data, and other
malterial relied upon to support the
allegations.

ADDRESSES: Responses or additional
data should be filed with Special
Authorities Division, Room 815, Civil
Aeronautics Board, Washington, D.C.
20428, and with all persons listed in
Altachment A of Order.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Ms. Joyce Snovitch, Bureau of Domestic
Aviation, Civil Aeronautics Board, 1825

Connecticut Avenue, N.W., Washington,
D.C. 20428 (202) 673-5074.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
complete text of Order 81-4-180 is
available from the Distribution Section,
Room 5186, 1825 Connecticut Avenue,
N.W., Washington, D.C. Persons outside
the metropolitan area may send a
postcard request for Order 81-4-180 to
the Distribution Section, Civil
Aeronautics Board, Washington, D.C,
20428.

By the Civil Aeronautics Board: April 30,
19861.
Phyllis T. Kaylor,
Secrelary.
R Doc. 81-13867 Piled 5-5-41; &:45 am)
BILLING COOE 6320-01-M

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

Minority Business Development
Agency

Financial Assistance Application
Announcement

AGENCY: Department of Commerce,
Minority Business Development Agency.

ACTION: Notice.

SUMMARY: The Minority Business
Development Agency (MBDA)
announces that it is seeking applications
under its General Business Services
Program (GBS] to operate one project for
@ 12 month period beginning September
1, 1981 within the geographic confines of
the Indianapolis Standard Metropolitan
Statistical Area (SMSA) which includes
the counties of Boone, Hamilton,
Hancock, Hendricks, Johnson, Marion,
Morgan and Shelby; and the Gary
Hammond, East Chicago SMSA which
includes the counties of Lake and Porter.
The project will operate at a cost not to
exceed $220,000 and the Project LD.
Number is 05-60-15326-00.

Program Description:

The General Business Services
Program (GBS) of the Minority Business
Development Agency (MBDA) provides
technical assistance to minority
business persons and firms for the
purpose of improving their stability by
increasing their management and
marketing capabilities. MBDA offers
competitive grants to consulting firms
(either “not for profit” or commercial
entities), These firms must be capable of
providing such services as:
—preparation of business plans
—financial packaging
—industrial management assistance
—personnel management services
~-marketing planning

and a broad range of other business
services excluding legal services.

Eligibility Requirements:

Any for-profit firm or non-profit
institution is eligible to submit an
application. If an award is made,
continuation.awards for up to two
additional years may be made to the
successful recipient without
competition, provided that funds have
been appropriated for a project of this
kind, and MBDA has determined that
such funds are available, there is a
continuing need for a project of this
kind, and the recipient hag performed
satisfactorily.

Application Materials:

An application kit for these projects
may be requested in writing to the
following address: U.S. Department of
Commerce, Minority Business
Development Agency, Grants
Administration Unit, 55 E. Monroe
Street, Suite 1440, Chicago, lllinois
60603, Attn: LaVenia Webb, Grant
Technician, Tel: (312) 353-0192.

Two (2) self-addressed mailing labels
should be furnished in order to expedite
forwarding of your application kit.
When requesting an application kit, the
applicant mus! specify its profit status;
i.e., State or Local government,
Federally recognized Indian tribal unit,
educational institution, hospital, or other
type of profit or non-profit institution.
This information is necessary to enable
MBDA to include the appropriate cos!
principles in the application kit.

Award Process:

All applications that are submitted in
accordance with the instructions in the
application kit will be submitted to a
panel for review and ranking. Specific
critieria by which applications will be
evaluated is included in the application
kit.

Closing Date!

Applicants are encouraged to obtain
an application kit as soon as possible in
order to allow sufficient time to prepare
and submit an application before the
closing date of June 8, 1981. Applications
received after June 8, 1881 will not be
considered.

Pre-Application Conference:

A pre-application conference for all
interested applicants will be held at
10:30 a.m., May 19, 1981 at the Feders!
Building, 538 S. Clark Street, Room 638
A & B, Chicago, Illinois.

(11.800 Minority Business Development
Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance. This
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program is not subject to the requiremeats of
OMB Circular A-95)

Dated: April 27, 1961,
Stanley W. Tale,
Regional Director.
(¥R Doc. 81-13545 Filed 5-5-81: 843 um|
SILLING CODE 1350-53-M

Financial Assistance Application
Announcement

AGENCY: Department of Commerce,
Minority Business Development Agency.

ACTION: Notice,

SUMMARY: The Minority Business
Development Agency (MBDA)
announces that it is seeking applications
under its General Business Services
Program (GBS) to operate one project for
a 12 month period beginning September
1, 1981 within the geograpahic confines
of Milwaukee Standard Metropolitan
Statistical Area (SMSA) which includes
the counties of Milwaukee, Ozaukee,
Washington, and Waukesha. The
project will operate at a cost not to
exceed $110,000 and the Project LD.
Number is 05-60-25764-00.

Program Description:

The General Business Services
Program (GBS) of the Minorily Business
Development Agency (MBDA) provides
technical assistance to minority
business persons and firms for the
purpose of improving their stability by
increasing their management and
marketing capabilities. MBDA offers
competitive grants to consulting firms
(either “not-for-profit" or commercial
entities), These firms must be capable of
providing such services as:

—preparation of business plans
—financial packaging

—industrial management assistance
—personnel management services
—marketing planning

and a broad range of other business
services excluding legal services.

Eligibility Requirements:

Any for-profit firm or non-profit
institution is eligible to submit an
application. If an award is made,
continuation awards for up to two
additional years may be made to the
successful recipient without
competition, provided that funds have
been appropriated for a project of this
kind, and MBDA has determined that
such funds are available, there is a
continuing need for a project of this
kind, and the recipient has performed
satisfactorily.

Application Materials:

An application kit for these projects
may be requested in writing to the
following address: U.S, Department of
Commerce, Minority Business
Development Agency, Grants
Administration Unit, 55 East Monroe
Street, Suite 1440, Chicago, IL 60603,
Attn: LaVenia Webb, Grant Technician,
Tel. (312) 3630192,

Two (2) self-addressed mailing labels
should be furnished in order to expedite
forwarding of your application kit.

When requesting an application kit the .

applicant must specify its profit status;
i.e., State or Local government,
Federally recognized Indian tribal unit,
educational institution, hospital, or other
type of profit or non-profit institution.
This information is necessary lo enable
MBDA to include the appropriate cost
principles in the application kit.

Award Process:

All applications that are submitted in
accordance with the instructions in the
application kit will be submitted to a
panel for review and ranking. Specific
criteria by which applications will be
evaluated is included in the application
kit.

Closing Date;

Applicants are encouraged to obtain
an application kit as soon as possible in
order lo allow sufficient time to prepare
and submit an application before the
closing date of June 8, 1981, Applications
received after June 8, 1981 will not be
considered.

Pre-Application Conference:

A pre-application conference for all
interested applicants will be held at
10:30 a.m., May 19, 1981 at the Federal
Building, 536 S. Clark Street, Room 638
A & B, Chicago, Hlinois.
{11.800 Minority Business Development
Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance. This
program is not subject to the requiréments of
OMB Circular A-95)

Dated: April 27, 1961.
Stanley W. Tate,
Regional Director.
[FR Doc. #1-13540 Piled 5-5-81. 45 am|
BILLING CODE 1350-53-M

Financial Assistance Application
Announcement

AGENCY: Department of Commerce,
Minority Business Development Agency.
ACTION: Notice.

suMMARY: The Minority Business
Development Agency (MBDA)
announces that it is seeking applications
under its General Business Services

Program (GBS) to operate one project for
& 12 month period beginning September
1, 1981 within the geographic confines of
the St. Louis Standard Metropolitan
Statistical Area (SMSA), which includes
the City of St. Louis, the counties of St.
Louis, Franklin, St. Charles, Jefferson,
Missouri; and Madison, St. Clair, Clinton
and Monroe counties, Hlinois; and the
Kansas City SMSA which includes the

- counties of Cass, Clay, Jackson, Platte

and Ray counties, Missouri; and Johnson
and Wyandotte counties, Kansas.
Project will operate at a cost not to
exceed $338.000 and the Project LD.
Number is 07-10-50000-00.

Program Description:

The General Business Services
Program (GBS) of the Minority Business
Development Agency (MBDA) provides
technical assistance to minority
business persons and firms for the
purpose of improving their stability by
increasing their management and
marketing capabilities. MBDA offers
competitive grants to consulting firms
(either “not for profit" or commerical
entities). These firms must be capable of
providing such services as:

—preparation of business plans
—financial packaging
—industrial management assistance

—marketing planning.

and a broad range of other business
services excluding legal services,

Elibibility Requirements:

Any for-profit firm or non-profit
institution is eligible to submit an
application. If an award is made,
continuation awards for up to two
additional years may be made to the
successful recipient without
competition, provided that funds have
been appropriated for a project of this
kind, and MBDA has determined that
such funds are available, there is a
continuing need for a project of this
kind, and the recipient has performed
satisfactorily.

Application Materials:

An application kit for these projects
may be requested in writing to the
following address: U.S. Department of
Commerce, Minority Business
Development Agency, Grants
Administration Unit, 55 E. Monroe
Street, Suite 1440, Chicago, Illinois
60003, Attn: LaVenia Webb, Grant
Technician; Tel: (312)353/0192.

Two (2) self-addressed mailing labels
should be furnished in order 10 expedite
forwarding of your application kit.
When requesting an application kit, the
applicant must specify its profit status;
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i.e., State or Local government, Whitehaven Street, N.W., Washington, Dated: April 29, 1981.
Federally recognized Indian tribal unit, D.C; and Robert K. Crowell,

educational institution, hospital, or other
type of profit or non-profit institution.
This information is necessary to enable
MBDA to include the appropriate cost
principles in the application kit.

Award Process:

All applications that are submitted in
accordance with the instructions in the
application kit will be submitted to a
panel for review and ranking. Specific
criteria by which applications will be
ltzvahmted is included in the application

it,

Closing Date:

Applicants are encouraged to obtain
an application kit as soon as possible in
order to allow sufficient time to prepare
and submit an application before the
closing date of June 8, 1981. Applications
received after June 8, 1981 will not be
considered.

Pre-Application Conference:

A pre-application conference for all
interested applicants will be held at
10:30 a.m., May 19, 1981 at the Federal
Building, 536 S. Clark Street, Room 638
A & B, Chicago, lllinois.

{11.800 Minority Business Development
Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance. This
program is no! subject to the requirements of
OMB Circular A-85)

Dated: April 27, 1881.

smy w. T‘!"

Regional Director.

[FR Doe. #1-11547 Filed 5-5-81; &45 am)
BILLING CODE 1350-53-M

National Oceanic and Atmospheric
Administration

Issuance of Marine Mammal Permit;
Auckland Zoological Park

On March 25, 1881, Notice was
published in the Federal Register (46 FR
18575), that an application had been
filed with the National Marine Fisheries
Service by the Auckland Zoological
Park for a permit to maintain four (4)
California sea lions (Zalophus
californianus) for public display,

Notice is hereby given that on April
29, 1981, and as authorized by the
provisions of the Marine Mammal
Protection Act of 1972 (16 U.S.C 1361~
1407), the National Marine Fisheries
Service issued a public display permit
for the above maintenance lo the
Auckland Zoological Park, subject to
certain conditions set forth therein.

The Permit is available for review in
the following offices:

Assistant Administrator for Fisherles,
National Marine Fisheries Service, 3300

Regional Director, National Marine
Fisheries Service, Southwest Region, 300
South Ferry Street, Terminal Island,
California 90731.

Dated: April 29,1081,
Robert K. Crowell,
Deputy Executive Director, National Marine
Fisheries Service.
[FR Doc: #1-13671 Filed 5-3-81; 845 am)
BILLING CODE 3510-22-M

Issuance of Permit to Import Marine
Mammals and Endangered Species;
Carnegie Museum of Natural History

On March 25, 1961, notice was
published in the Federal Register (46 FR
18576), that an application had been
filed with the National Marine Fisheries
Service by the Carnegie Museum of
Natural History, 4400 Forbes Avenue,
Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania 15213 for a
Scientific Research Permit to import
specimen material from pinnipeds and _
cetaceans including some species listed
as endangered.

Notice is hereby given that on April
29, 1981, the National Marine Fisheries
Service issued a Scientific Research
Permit, as authorized by the provisions
of the Marine Mammal Protection Act of
1972 (16 U.S.C. 1361-1407) and the
Endangered Species Act of 1973 (16
U.S.C. 1531-1543) to the Carnegie
Museum of Natural History, subject to
certain conditions sel forth therein.

Issuance of this Permit, as required by
the Endangered Species Act of 1973, is
based on a finding that such Permit: (1)
was applied for in good faith; (2) will not
operate to the disadvantage of the
endangered species which is the subject
of this Permit; and (3) will be consistent
with the purposes and policies set forth
in Section 2 of the Endangered Species
Act of 1973. This Permit was also issued
in accordance with, and is subject to
Parts 220 and 222 of Title 50 CFR, the
National Marine Fisheries Service
regulations governing endangered
species permits.

The Permil is available for review by
interested persons in the following
offices:

Assistant Administrator for Fisheries,
National Marine Fisheries Service, 3300
Whitehaven Street, N.W., Washington,
D.C; and

Regional Director, National Marine
Fisheries Service, Northeast Region, 14
Elm Streel, Federal Building, Gloucester,
Massachusetts 01930.

Deputy Executive Director, National Marin:
Fisheries Service.

[FR Doc. 8113670 Filed 5-5-81: 845 um]

BILLING CODE 3510-22-M

North Pacific Fishery Management
Council, Its Scientific and Statistical
Committee and its Advisory Panel;
Public Meetings

AGENCY: National Marine Fisheries
Service, NOAA.

SUMMARY: The North Pacific Fishery
Management Council, established by
Section 302 of the Magnuson Fishery
Conservation and Management Act
(Pub. L. 94-265), has established a
Scientific and Statistical Commilttee,
{SSC) and an Advisory Panel [AP) to
assist the Council in carrying out its
responsibilities under the Act. The
Council, its SSC and AP will hold public
meetings.

DATES: The Council meeting will
convene on Thursday, May 28, 1881, a!
approximately 9 a.m., and will adjourn
on Friday, May 29, 1981, at
approximately 5 p.m., at the Hotel
Captain Cook, Anchorage, Alaska, The
SSC meeting will convene on Tuesday,
May 26, 1981, at approximately 12 p.m..
and will adjourn on Wednesday, May
27, 1981, at approximately 5 p.m., at the
Council's Headquarters Conference
Room, 333 W. Fourth Avenue,
Anchorage, Alaska. At that same time
and date, the AP will meet in the
Adventure Room of the Hotel Captain
Cook. These meetings may be
lengthened or shortened depending upon
progress on the agenda items, and are
open to the public,

PROPOSED AGENDA: Council—A detailed
agenda will be sent to the public around
May 13, 1981. The Council will hear
reports on domestic and foreign
fisheries, enforcement and surveillance,
and the progress of various joint venture
operations. The Council intends to
digcuss and may take further action on
possible limited entry systems for both
hand and power salmon trollers in the
fishery conservation zone off Southeas!
Alaska. The Council will also give final
consideration to the Bering Sea King
Crab framework and joint statement of
principles with the Alaska Board of
Fisheries and the Board's actions at
their March/April meeting, The Council
may adopt the package and determine if
conservation and management above
levels-currently provided by the State
are necessary and, if so, what further
action is required, The Council may also
discuss inconsistencies between State
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and Federal tanner crab regulations and
recommend further actions. The Council
is also scheduled to give final
consideration to amendment #3 of the
Bering Sea/Aleutian Islands Groundish
Fishery Management Plan (FMP), which
is designated to reduce the catch of
incidental species in the Bering Sea.
Perferred alternatives should be
selected and direction given for final
rewrite before submission of
amendment #3 to the Secretary of
Commerce. The Council will also
discuss the next step for revisions to the
Gulf of Alaska Groundfish FMP, and
may also discuss the Herring FMP. The
Council will also consider various
contracts and research proposals.

SSC and AP—Agendas will be similar
to the Council's.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
North Pacific Fishery Management
Council, P,O. Box 3138DT, Anchorage,
Alaska 99510, Telephone: (907) 274-4563,

Dated: May 1, 1981.
Robert K. Crowell,
Deputy Executive Director, National Marine
Fisheries Service.
{FR Doc. 8313072 Filed $-5-81; 848 am|
BILLING CODE 3510-22-M

Fishermen's Contingency Fund;
Notification of Claims

AGENCY: National Marine Fisheries
Service, National Oceanic and
Atmospheric Administration.

ACTION: Notification of claims pursuant
to Title IV of the Outer Continental
Shelf Lands Act Amendments of 1978
(Title IV). Notification 2-81.

SUMMARY: 50 CFR 206.8 requires that the
Chief, Financial Services Division (FSD),
publish in the Federal ter a notice
of claims received under the Title IV
Program. Any interested person may,
within 30 days of publication of this
Notice, submit to the Chief, FSD,
National Marine Fisheries Service
(NMFS), evidence concerning the claim
or a request to be admitted as a party to
any hearing concerning the claim.
IMPORTANT DATE: Any evidence
concerning any claim described in this
Notice, and any request to be admitted
as & party to any hearing concerning any
such claim, must be submitted, in
writing, to the Chief, FSD, on or before
June 5, 1981,

ADDRESS: Send evidence and any
request to be admitted as a party to any
hearing to: Mr. Michael L. Grable, Chief,
Financial Services Division, Attention:
Kathryn Hensley, National Marine
Fisheries Service (NMFS), National
Oceanic and Atmospheric

Administration (NOAA) Washington,
D.C. 20235 (telephone 202-634-4688).

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Title IV
establishes a Fishermen's Contingency
Fund (FCF) to compensate fishermen for
eligible claims for actual and
consequential damages, including lost
profits, due to damages to, or loss of,
fishing vessels or fishing gear by items
associated with oil and gas exploration,
development, or production on the Outer
Continental Shelf (OCS). Title IV
regulations require the publication in the
Federal Register of a notice of each
claim submitted (see 50 CFR
206.8(a)(1)(iii)). Each Federal Register
notice published shall contain the
following information: (a) a brief
statement of the nature and dollar
amount of the claim, and the location
where the damage or loss occurred; (b) a
statement that the Chief, FSD, may seek
a proposed settiement agreement under
50 CFR 296.8(c); and (c) a statement that
an interested person or any other person
may, within 30 days following
publication of this notice in the Federal
Register, submit to the Chief, FSD, any
evidence concerning either the claim or
a proposed settlement agreement.

50 CFR 206.8(a)(3)(i) provides that any
interested person may submit evidence
at any hearing concerning a claim in
accordance with 50 CFR 296,10(d), or on
any proposed settlement under 50 CFR
296.8(c). Any person who intends to
submit evidence must notify the Chief,
FSD, NMFS, in writing, describing
specifically the evidence to be submitted
not later than 30 days after publication
of this notice in the Federal Register.

Any interested person may request to
be admitted as a party to any hearing
which is conducted concerning the
claim, Such request must be filed with
the Chief, FSD, in writing; not later than
30 days after publication of the notice of
claim in the Federal Register. Such
request will be ruled on by the
Administrative Law Judge (ALJ).

50 CFR 296.8(c) provides that the
Chief, FSD, may contact a claimant and
negotiate a proposed settlement of the
claim. If the claimant agrees to a
proposed settlement, the Chief, FSD, will
no sooner than 30 days after publication
of the notice of the claim in the Federal
Register, forward the proposed
settlement agreement to the General
Counsel, NOAA. The Chief, FSD, may
also forward to the General Counsel,
NOAA, an agency recommendation
concerning the claim. Such
recommendation may be, among other
things, to: (i} approve the claim, (ii)
approve a proposed settlement of the
claim, or (iii) deny the claim.

If the recommendation is to deny the
claim, the General Counsel, NOAA, will
promptly refer it to the AL]J for
adjudication. If the recommendation is
to approve the claim or for a proposed
settlement, the General Counsel will
publish a notice of the recommendation
in the Federal Register. Not sooner than
15 days after that notice is published,
the General Counsel will send to the AL]
the claim, the Agency recommendation,
any request by an interested person lo
submit evidence or to be admitted as a
party to any hearing, and any request
that an oral hearing be conducted
concerning the claim. The AL] will then
adjudicate the case.

The following claims have been received.

Amount Ciasn No. Nature of losa and location
Gow 1088 ... S3287.68  FOF-01-80 ... O 10-18-79 claimant lost 50 tathoms of briclos, set 9 x
e [} 40 ooors, 2-35" nets, shackies, tickler chains, and iszy
0 nos while trawling for ! the Tollowing coords-
328768 nates 214N R'21T'W
573930 FCF-06-80 . On 12-07-7T9 claimoant lost & pair 12 x &4 tawl doors, 2~
0 75 nots, sasy Ine, beidie, cable chain, tynel, tope and
0 mud folers whide trawling for shamp al the foliowing
573830 coordinates: 26°239° N, 91°286° W
492060 FOFR34-80 ... On 5-27-80 claimant lost 2-85° nets whie frawling for
0 shvimp ot the following coordinates: 29°085 N
0 IV ITW
492080
283578 FCF- s O 8-22-80 claimant lost 2 nets, door, sled, and cables
4] while trawling ¢ stvimp st the Killowing coordinates:
0 20°2016° N, S1412¢4° W,
283575
8380.15 FOFJ7-80 ... e ON 542280 cladenant 1082 4-55° noty and 2 pars 19 x 42
0 doors whde trawing lor shimp at the following coordh
0 oates 29°062° N 53188 W,
638015
250353 FOF-0T-81 ... On 10-14-80 claimam lost 2-40° notd pair 10 x 40

Anyone wishing to submit evidence
concerning any of these claims, or to

become a party to any hearing; must
contact, in writing, Mr. Michael L.
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Grable, Chief, Financial Services
Division, National Marine Fisheries
Service, Washington, D.C, 20235, on or
before June 5. 1981 (telephone (202) 634
4688).

Dated: April 30, 1881,
Robert K. Crowell,
Deputy Executive Director. National Marine
Fisheries Service.
[FR Do 81-13673 Filod 5-5-81. 8:45 am)
BILLING CODE 3510-22-M

National Technical Information Service

Intent to Grant Limited Exclusive
Patent License; Bristol Laboratories of
Syracuse, N.Y.

The National Technical Information
Service (NTIS), U.S. Department of
Commerce. intends lo grant to Bristol
Laboratories of Syracuse, New York a
limited exclusive right in the United
States to manufacture, use and sell
products embodied in the invention *(N-
Phosphony!-L-Aspartato) (1, 2-
diaminocyclohexane) Platinum (I1)."”

The invention is protected by U.S.
Patent Application Serial Numbers
58,287 dated July 17, 1679 and 155,531
dated June 9, 1980. Copies of the patent
applications may be purchased from the
NTIS, Springfield, Virginia 22161 at five
dollars per copy. The patent rights in
this invention have been assigned to the
United States of America, as
represented by the Secretary of Health
and Human Services. Custody of the
right to license this invention has been
transferred to the Secretary of
Commerce,

The availability of this invention for
licensing was announced in the Federal
Register (44 FR 77231; December 31,
1979; Government Inventions for
Licensing (November 27, 1979); and the
Patent and Trademark Office’s Official
Gaze!ts [Junuary 29, 1980). To date,
these and other promotional efforts have
not resulted in any applications for
nonexclusive licenses under this patent
application. The proposed limited
exclusive license will be royalty-bearing
and will expire five years from the date
of New Drug Approval by the Food and
Drug Administration, but not more than
eight years from the effective date of the
license agreement. The terms and
conditions of the license will comply
with 35 U.S.C. 209 (Pub. L. 96-517) and
41 CFR 10141

The proposed license may be granted
unless, on or before July 6, 1981, NTIS
receives (1) an application for a
nonexclusive license from a responsible
applicant intending to practice the
invention in the United States and NTIS
determines that such applicant is likely
{o bring the invention to the point of

practical application within a
reasonable period of time; or (2) written
evidence and argument which
establishes that the grant of the
proposed limited exclusive license
would not serve the public interest,
Inquiries, comments and other
materials relating to the proposed
limited exclusive license must be
submitted to the office of Government
Inventions and Patents, NTIS,
Springfield, VA 22161. NTIS will
maintain and make available for public
inspection a file containing all inquiries,
comments and other written materials
received in response to this Notice and a
record of all decisions made in this
matter (including the basis therefor).
Melvin S. Day,
Director.
[FR Dot #1-12068 Filed 5-5-81, 845 am]
BILLING CODE 3510-04-M

DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE
Department of the Army

Army Science Board; Closed Meeting

In accordance with Section 10(a)(2) of
the Federal Advisory Commitiee Act
(Pub. L, 82-463), announcement is made
of the following Committee meeting:

Name of the Committee: Army Science Board
[ASB).

Dates of Meeting: 2-3 June 18861.

Place: The Pentugon, Washington, DC (exact
location can be obtained by contacting H.
Pipon. 697-8703)

Time: 0830-1700 hours, 2-3 June 1981 (Closed)

Proposed Agenda:

The ASB 1881 Summer Study
participants will receive classified
briefings, hold discussion, and provide
study progress reports on "Equipping the
Army in 1990-2000". Specifically, items
to be presented will provide information
1o address these Terms of Reference:

1. What existing and emerging
technologies could be exploited to
significantly enhance the fighting
capability of Army forces in the 1990's
with emphasis given to exploiting those
technologies in which the United States
excels.

2. In an era of decreasing potential
military manpower, how might
technology be applied to produce a more
manpower-economical force structure
with increased combal potential? Which
technologies appear to offer the highest
payoff in hardware/people trade offs?

3. Considering each level of Army
forces (e.g., Division, Battalion) as a
mission oriented system, what weapons,
support, and netting C? contribute most
to efficient, integrated combat capability
with desired characteristics of

deployability, survivability, flexibility,
and sustainability?

This meeting will be closed to the
public in accordance with Section
552b(c) of Title 5, U.S.C., specifically
subparagraph (1) thereof. The classified
and non-classified matters o be
discussed are so inextricably
intertwined so as to preclude opening
any portion of the meeting.

Helen Pipon,

Administrative Officer.

[FR Doc. M1=13545 Filed 5-5-81 845 am|
BILLING CODE 2710-08-M

Corps of Engineers, Department of the
Army

Intent To Prepare a Draft
Environmental Impact Statement for
the Proposed Multiple-Purpose
Millican Lake and Brazos, Madison,
Leon, Robertson, and Grimes
Counties, Texas

AGENCY: Army Corps of Engineers,
DOD, Fort Worth District.

AcTioN: Notice of Intent to Prepare a
Draft Environmental Impact Statement
(DEIS).

SUMMARY: 1. The primary purposes of
this project are to promote storage for
flood control and water supply and
facilities for recreation and fish and
wildlife enhancement in the lower
Navasota River Watershed and Brazos
River Basin. The project is located near
the city of College Station, Texas.

2, Reasonable Alternatives. The
alternatives to be evaluated are other
reservoirs, flood plain evacuation; flood
proofing, well fields, channelization,
levels, no action, and combinations of
alternatives.

3. Scoping Process. a. Public
Involvement, A public involvement
program will be conducted by the Fort
Worth Army Engineer District as a
means of diseminating information and
soliciting public views. The techniques
used will be a formal public meeting, an
informal workshop. mailed literature,
and coordination with Federal, State,
and local agencies, organizations, and
the interested public.

b. Significant Issues Requiring In-
Depth Studies. Presence of minable
lignite and active oil and gas fields.

c. Assignments. U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service will prepare a Coordination Acl
report.

d. Environmental Review and
Consultation Requirements. The drafl
statement will be circulated for review,
and all comments will be incorporated
into the final environmental statement.

4. A scoping meeting will not be held.
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5. The DEIS is expected to be
available to the public in March 1982.

ADDRESS: Person lo contact for
additional information is Mr. Willlam
Fickel, Jr., Acting Chief, Environmental
Resources Section, U.S. Army Corps of
Engineers, Fort Worth District, P.O. Box
17300, Fort Worth, Texas 76102,
telephone 817-334-2095.

Dated: April 27, 1981.
Donald J. Palladino,
Colonel, CE, District Engineer.
(FR Doc. 8113623 Piled 5-5-81; 848 am|
BILLING CODE 3710-FR-M

Department of the Navy

Privacy Act of 1974; Deletion of
Systems of Records

AGENCY: Department of the Navy (DON).

ACTION: Deletion of twelve systems of
records notices.

SUMMARY: The Department of the Navy
is deleting twelve notices for systems of
records from its inventory of systems of
records subject to the Privacy Act of
1974, Title 5 U.S. Code 552a (Pub. L. 93~
579).

DATES: The proposed actions will be
effective without further notice on June
5, 1981, unless comments are received
which would result in a contrary
determination.

ADDRESSES: Any comments, to include
written data, views or arguments
concerning the actions proposed should
be addressed to the systems managers
identified in the systems notices.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Mrs. Gwendolyn R. Rhoads, Privacy Act
Coordinator, Office of the Chief of
Naval Operations (OP-08B1P),
Department of the Navy, The Pentagon,
Washington, DC 20350. Telephone 202/
694-2004.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
Department of the Navy inventory of
systems of records notices as prescribed
by the Privacy Act have been published
in the Federal Register at:

FR Doc. 81-897 (46 FR 6686) January 21, 1961
R Doc. 81-3277 (46 FR 9693) January 29, 1961
FR Doc. 81-10892 (46 FR 21228) April 8, 1881
April 30, 1981,

M. S. Healy,
OSD Federal Register Liaison Officer,
Washington Headquarters Services,
Department of Defense.
N00014ONR 400-1
System name:

Principal Investigator Record of

Active Contracts (46 FR 6720), January
21,1981,

Reason:

This system has been discontinued.
N6423 NMRI
System name:

Kidney Transplant Histocompatibility
Study (46 FR 6787), January 21, 1981.

Reason:

This system has been discontinued.
N60258-002
System name:

Welfare and Recreation Ticket
Selection Program (46 FR 6771), January
21, 1981,

Reason:

This system has been discontinued.
N00159 D-3/01
System name:

Seismlic Survey List of Companies
Involved in Outer Continental Shelf (48
FR 6759) January 21, 1881.

Reason:

This system has been discontinued.
N00175 03004
System name:

Staff Judge Advocate's Memorandum
File (46 FR 6761), January 21, 1981.

Reason:

This system has been discontinued.
N00060
System name:

List of Cuban Exile Families at U. S.
Naval Base Guantanamo Bay, Cuba (48
FR 6753) January 21, 1961.

Reason:

This system has been discontinued.
N00063 FTAR
System name:

Field Training Assistance
Representatives (FTAR) File (46 FR
6756), January 21, 1981.

Reason:

This system has been discontinued.
NDO251 080
System name:

Pudget Sound Naval Shipyard, Navy
Exchange Tobacco Sales (46 FR 6765),
January 21, 1981,

Reason:
This system has been discontinued.

N63285 03
System name:

Defense Central Index of
Investigations (DCII) (46 FR 6779),
January 21, 1981.

Reason:

This system is adequately described
by the Defense Investigative Service
system of records #V502, Defense
Central Index of Investigations (DCII)
which appeared in Federal Register (46
FR 6854) January 21, 1981.

N60530-1
System name:

Bibliography (46 FR 6771), January 21,
1981,

Reason:

This system has been discontinued.
N66001-TECHAUTHIND
System name:

Technical Paper/Author Cross Index
System (46 FR 6793), January 21, 1981.

Reason:

This system has been discontinued.
N09520-CMIS
System name:

Courts-Martial Index and Summary
(46 FR 6767), January 21, 1981.

Reason:

This system has been discontinued.

(FR Doc. 81-13603 Filed 5-5-81: 845 am)
BILLING CODE 2810-71-M

DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY

Proposed Subsequent Arrangements;
Peace Application of Atomic Energy;
United States and International Atomic
Energy Agency

Pursuant to Section 131 of the Atomic
Energy Act of 1954, as amended (42
U.S.C. 2160) notice is hereby given of
proposed “subsequent arrangements"
under the Agreement for Cooperation
Between the Government of the United
States of America and the International
Atomic Energy Agency Concerning
Peaceful Application of Atomic Energy,
as amended.

The subsequent arrangements to be
carried out under the above mentioned
agrement involve approval for the
supply of 5.2 grams of plutonium-oxide
to the Central Control Laboratory,
Nuclear Research Center, Czechoslovak
Socialist Republic under Contract
Number WC-1A-115, and for the supply
of 86.9 grams of uranium enriched to
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2.35% in U~235 and 20.0 grams of
uranium enriched to 3.1% in U-235 under
Contract Number WC-IA-109.

These materials are to be utilized in
the Safeguards Analytical Laboratory
Evaluation (SALE) Program. This
program is designed to evaluate the
capability of participating laboratories
to analyze materials to be safeguarded
in the nuclear fuel cycle, and to provide
means by which measurement
capability may be improved through the
interchange of measurement technology.

In accordance with Section 131 of the
Atomic Energy Act of 1954, as amended,
it has been determined that the
furnishing of these nuclear materials
will not be inimical to the common
defense and security.

These subsequent arrangements will
take effect no sooner than May 21, 1981.

For the Department of Energy.
Dated: May 1, 1881,
Harold D. Bengelsdorf,

Director for Nuclear Affairs, International
Nuclear and Technical Programs.

{FR Doc. 8113601 Filed 5-5-81; B:45 am]

BILLING CODE 6450-01-M

Proposed Subsequent Arrangement

Pursuant to Section 131 of the Atomic
Energy Act of 1954, as amended (42
U.S.C. 2160] notice is hereby given of a
proposed "subsequent arrangement”
under the Agreement for Cooperation
Between the Government of the United
States of America and the Government
of Sweden Concerning Civil Uses of
Atomic Energy, as amended.

The subsequent arrangement to be
carried out under the above mentioned
agreemen! involves approval for the sale
to Sweden of 296.8 grams of normal
uranium oxide and 100 grams of uranium
oxide enriched to 2.09% in U-235, to be
used as standard reference material,
under Contract Number S-SW-58.

In accordance with Section 131 of the
Atomic Energy Act of 1954, as amended,
it has been determined that the
furnishing of these nuclear materials
will not be inimital to the common
defense and security.

This subsequent arrangement will
take effect no sooner than May 21, 1981.

For the Department of Energy.
Dated: May 1, 1981.
Harold D. Bengelsdor,

Director for Nuclear Affairs, International
Nuclear and Technical Programs.

|FR Doc. 8113602 Filed 5-5-81; 845 am]

BILLING COOE 6450-01-M

Uranium Hexaflouride; Separative
Work Charges and Base Charges for
Natural Uranium

The Department of Energy (DOE)
hereby announces revisions to the
Notice entitled "Uranium Hexafluoride:
Separative Work Charges, and Base
Charges for Natural Uranium" published
in the Federal Register on September 29,
1977 (42FR51636), as amended by
43FR49831 on October 25, 1978,
44FR51297 on August 31, 1979, and 45 FR
50928 on July 31, 1980, hereinafter
referred to as the Notice.

Paragraph 1 of the Notice is deleted
and the following paragraph 1 is
inserted in lieu thereof:

1. Separative Work Charges. (a) The
charge per separative work unit
furnished pursuant to Requirements-
type contracts is $119.00 or the ceiling
charge computed in accordance with the
provisions of such contracts, whichever
is the lesser charge. Effective (Insert
date 180 calendar days after
publication) the charge per separative
work unit furnished pursuant to
Requirements-type contracts will be
$141,15 or the ceiling charge computed
in accordance with the provisions of
such contracts, whichever is the lesser
charge.

(b) The charge per separative work
unit furnished pursuant to Adjustable
Fixed-Commitment contracts is $110.00.
Effective October 1, 1981 the charge per
separative work unit furnished pursuant
to Adjustable Fixed-Commitment
contractrs will be $130.75.

{c) The charge per separative unit
furnished pursuant to other than
Requirements-type and Adjustable
Fixed-Commitment contracts is $110.00.
Effective October 1, 1981 the charge per
separative work unit furnished pursuant
to other than Requirements-type and
Adjustable Fixed-Commitment contracts
will be $130.75.

Issued in Washington, D.C. on April 30,
1681,

John W, Crawford, Jr.

Deputy Assistant Secretary for Nuclear
Energy.

[FR Doc. 81-13800 Filed 5-5-81; 843 am)]

BILLING CODE 8450-01-M

Economic Regulatory Administration

Kimbark Operating Co.; Action Taken
on Consent Order

AGENCY: Economic Regulatory
Administration, Department of Energy.
ACTION: Notice of action taken and

opportunity for comment on Consent
Order.

summARY: The Economic Regulatory
Administration (ERA) of the Department
of Energy (DOE) announces action taken
to execute a Consent Order and on
potential claims against the refunds
deposited in an escrow account
established pursuant to the Consent
Order.

DATES: Effective date: April 17, 1881,
Comments by: June 5, 1981.

ADDRESS: Send comments to: Kenneth E.
Merica, District Manager of
Enforcement, Economic Regulatory
Administration, P.O. Box 26247, Belmar
Branch, Lakewood, Colorado, 80228,

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Kenneth E. Merica, District Manager of
Enforcement, Economic Regulatory
Administration, P.O. Box 26247, Belmar
Branch, Lakewood, Colorado, 80226,
(303) 234-3195.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On April
17, 1981, the Office of Enforcement
executed a Consent Order with Kimbark
Operating Company (KOC) of Denver,
Calorado. Under 10 CFR 205.199](b), a
Consent Order which involves a sum of
less than $500,000 in the aggregate,
excluding penalties and interest,
becomes effective upon its exécution.

I. The Consent Order

KOC, with its home office located in
Denver, Colorado, is a crude oil
producer as defined in 10 CFR 212.31
and is subject to the Mandatory
Petroleum Price and Allocation
Regulations at 10 CFR, Parts 210, 211
and 212, To resolve certain civil actions
which could be brought by the Office of
Enforcement of the Economic Regulatory
Administration as a result of its audit of
KOC, the Office of Enforcement of ERA
and KOC entered into a Consent Order,
the significant terms of which are as
follows:

1. The ERA alleges that during the
audit period certain volumes of crude oil
produced and sold from the Otto No. 2
Lease were improperly characterized as
“stripper well" crude oil exempt from
the “old” oil or “lower tier" ceiling price
rule contained in 10 CFR 212.73. The
ERA further alleged that during the
August 1, 1975 through December 31,
1960 (audit period) certain sales of crude
oil were made by KOC at prices in
excess of the maximum allowable prices
in violation of 10 CFR Part 212, Subpart
D

2. KOC has agreed to pay $11,000 into
a special fund administered by ERA in
settlement of the alleged overcharges to
its customers during that period.

3. KOC has agreed to pay a civil
penalty of $1,200.00.
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4. The provisions of 10 CFR 205.199]
are applicable to the Consent Order.

1. Disposition of Refunded Overcharges

In this Consent Order, KOC agrees to
refund, in full settlement of any civil
liabllity with respect to actions which
might be brought by the Office of
Enforcement, ERA, arising out of KOC's
sales to its customers during the audit
period, the sum of $11,000, on or before
May 20, 1881. Refund of those
overcharges will be in the form of a
certified check made payable to the
United States Department of Energy and
will be delivered to the Assistant
Administrator for Enforcement, ERA.
These funds will remain in a suitable
account pending the determination of
their proper disposition,

The DOE intends to distribute the
refund amounts in a just and equitable
manner in accordance with applicable
lsws and regulations. Accordingly,
distribution of such refunded
overcharges requires that only those
“persons’ (as defined at 10 CFR 205.2)
who actually suffered a loss as a result
of the transactions described in the
Consent Order receive appropriate
refunds. Because of the petroleum
industry’s complex marketing system, it
is likely that overcharges have been
passed through as higher prices to
subsequent purchasers. In fact, the
adverse effects of the overcharges may
have become so diffused thatitis a
practical impossibility to identify
specific, adversely affected persons, in
which case disposition of the refunds
will be made in the general public
interest by an appropriate means such
as payment to the Treasury of the
United States pursuant lo 10 CFR
205.1991(a).

I11. Submissions of Written Comments

A. Potential Claimant: Interested
persons who believe that they have a
claim to all or a portion of the settlement
amount specified in 1.2, above, should
provide written notification of the claim
to the ERA a! this time, Proof of claims
is not now being required. Written
notification to the ERA at this time is
requested primarily for the purpose of
identifying valid potential claims to the
refund amount, After potential claims
are identified, procedures for the making
of proof of claims may be established.
Failure by a person to provide written
notification of a potential claim within
the comment period for this Notice may
result in the DOE irrevocably disbursing
the funds to other claimants or to the
general public interest.

B. Other Comments: The ERA invites
interested persons to comment on the

terms, conditions, or procedural aspects
of this Consent Order.

You should send your comments or
written notifications of a claim to
Kenneth E. Merica, District Manager of
Enforcement, Economic Regulatory
Administration, P.O. Box 26247, Belmar
Branch, Lakewood, Colorado, 80226. You
may obtain a free copy of this Consent
Order, with proprietary information
deleted, by writing to the same address
or by calling (303) 234-3195.

You should identify your comments or
written notification of a claim on the
outside of your envelope and on the
documents you submit with the
designation, “Confments on Kimbar
Operating Company Consent Order."
We will consider all comments we
receive by 4:30 p.m., local time, on June
5, 1981. You should identify any
information or data which, in your
opinion, is confidential and submit it in
accordance with the procedures in 10
CFR 205.9(f) and 10 CFR 1004.11.

Issued In Lakewood, Caolorada, on the 17th
day of April, 1981,

Kenneth E. Merica,

District Manager, Rocky Mountain District,
Economic Regulatory Administration.

Concurrence by:
James A. Forrester,
Acting Regional Counsel.
[FR Doc. 8113500 Piled 5-5-81 148 am)
BILLING CODE 8450-01-M

Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission

[Project No. 4429-000]

Capital Development Co.; Application
for Prefiminary Permit

April 30, 1881

Take notice that Capital Development
Company [(Applicant) filed on March 27,
1981, an application for preliminary
permit [pursuant to the Federal Power
Act, 16 U.S.C, 791(a)-825{(r)) for
proposed Project No. 4429 to be known
as Section 10 Diversion Project located
on Clear Fork, Little Lava Creek, Lava
Creek, and Dam Creek in Lewis County,
Washington. The application is on file
with the Commission and is available
for public inspection. Correspondence
with the Applicant should be directed
to: Robert Blume or John Terpstra,
Capital Development Company, No. 4
South Sound Center, P.O. Box 3487,
Lacey, Washington 98503. Any person
who wishes to file a response to this’
notice should read the entire notice and
must comply with the requirements
specified for the particular kind of
response that person wishes to file.

Project Description.—The proposed
project would consist of: (1) four 10-foot
high overflow concrete diversion dams,
one each located on Clear Fork, Little
Lava Creek, Lava Creek, and Dam
Creek; (2) four intake structures; (3) a
9.7-mile long canal; {4) a 0.75-mile long
penstock: (5) a8 powerhouse containing
one generating unit rated at 67 MW; and
(6) an 8-mile long transmission line.

The Applicant estimates that the
average annual energy output would be
300 million kWh.

Purpose of Project—The energy
generated by the project would be sold
to the Lewis County Public Utility
District.

Proposed Scope and Cost of Studies
Under Permit—Applicant seeks
issuance of a preliminary permit for a
period of 36 months, during which time
it would conduct engineering and
geotechnical studies, conduct
environmental studies, consult with
agencies, make an economic and
feasibility analysis, perform final
designs, and prepare an FERC license
application. No new roads would be
required to conduct the studies.

The cost of the work to be performed
under the preliminary permit is
estimated to be $250,000.

Purpose of Preliminary Permit—A
prelinary permit does not authorize
construction. A permit, if issued, gives
the Permittee, during the term of the
permit, the right of priority of
application for license while the
Permittee undertakes the necessary
studies and examinations to determine
the engineering, economic, and
environmental feasiblity of the proposed
project, the market for power, and all
other information necessary for
inclusion in an application for a license.

Agency Comments—Federal, State,
and local agencies that receive this
notice through direct mailing from the
Commission are invited to submit
comments on the described application
for preliminary permit. (A copy of the
application may be obtained directly
from the Applicant.) Comments should
be confined to substantive issues
relevant to the issuance of a permit and
consistent with the purpose of a permit
as described in this notice. No other
formal request for comments will be
made. If an agency does not file
comments within the time set below, it
will be presumed to have no comments.

Competing Applications—Anyone
desiring to file a competing application
must submit to the Commission, on or
before July 6, 1881, either the competing
application itself or a notice of intent to
file a competing application. Submission
of a timely notice of intent allows an
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interested person to file the competing
application no later than September 4,
1981. A notice of intent must conform
with the requirements of 18 CFR 4.33 (b)
and (c) (1980). A competing application
must conform with the requirements of
18 CFR 4.33 (a) and (d) (1880).

Comments, Protests, or Petitions To
Intervene—Anyone desiring to be heard
or to make any protests about this
application should file a petition to
intervene or a protest with the
Commission, in accordance with the
requirements of its Rules of Practice and
Procedure, 18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10 (1980).
Comments not in the nature of a protest
may also be submitted by conforming to
the procedures specified in § 1.10 for
protests. In determining the appropriate
action take, the Commission will
consider all protests or other comments
filed, but a person who merely files a
protest or comments does not become a
party to the proceeding. To become a
party, or lo participate in any hearing, a
person must file a petition to intervene
in accordance with the Commission’s
Rules. Any comments, protest, or
petition to intervene must be received
on or before July 6, 1981,

Filing and Service of Responsive
Documents—Any comments, notices of
intent, competing applications, protests,
or petitions to intervene must bear in all
capital letters the title "COMMENTS",
“NOTICE OF INTENT TO FILE
COMPETING APPLICATION",
"COMPETING APPLICATION",
"PROTEST", or “"PETITION TO
INTERVENE", as applicable. Any of
these filings must also state that it is
made in response to this notice of
application for preliminary permit for
Project No. 4429, Any comments, notices
of intent, competing applications
protests, or pelitions to interyvene must
be filed by providing the ariginal and
those copies required by the
Commission's regulations to: Kenneth F,
Plumb, Secretary, Federal Energy
Regulatory Commission, 825 North
Capitol Street, N.E., Washington, D.C.
20426. An additional copy must be sent
to: Fred E. Springer, Chief, Applications
Branch, Division of Hydropower
Licensing, Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission, Room 208, 400 First Streel,
N.W., Washington, D.C. 20426. A copy of
any notice of intent, competing
application, or petition to intervene must
also be served upon each representative
of the Applicant specified in the first
paragraph of this notice.

Kenneth F. Plumb,
Secretary.

[FR Doc. B1-12570 Filed 5-5-81; 845 am)
BILLING CODE 6450-85-M

[Project No. 4400-0001

The City of Kalispell, Montana;
Application for Preliminary Permit

April 30, 1981,

Take notice that the City of Kalispell,
Montana (Applicant) filed on March 23,
1981, an application for preliminary
permit [pursuant to the Federal Power
Act, 16 U.S.C. 791(a)-825)(r)] for
proposed Project No. 4400 to be known
as the Clark Canyon Dam Project
located on the Beaverhead River in
Beaverhead County, Montana. The
application is on file with the
Commission and is available for public
inspection. Correspondence with the
Applicant should be directed to: Mr,
Robert Grisley, 1485 South 300 West,
Salt Lake City, Utah 84115. Any person
who wishes lo file a response to this
notice should read the entire notice and
must comply with the requirements
specified for the particular kind of
response that person wishes to file,

Project Description—The proposed
project would utilize the existing U.S.
Department of the Interior's (Water and
Power Resources Service) Clark Canyon
Dam. The proposed project would
consist of: (1) a proposed powerhouse
with an installed generating capacity of
5 MW; (2) a proposed penstock; (3) a
proposed tailrace; (4) a proposed 400-
foot long transmission line; and (5)
appurtenant facilities. The Applicant
estimates that the average annual
energy output would be 22.3 GWh,

Purpose of Project—The Applicant
proposes to sell the energy outpul to
either Montana Power Company,
Vigilante REC, or other power users in
the northwest.

Proposed Scope and Cost of Studies
Under Permit—The Applicant seeks
issuance of 4 preliminary permit for a
period of 24 months. During this time the
significant legal, institutional,
engineering, environmental, marketing,
economic and financial aspects of the
project will be defined, investigated and
assessed to support an investment
decision. The report of the proposed
study will address whether or not a
commitment to implementation Is
warranted, and, if the findings are
positive, describe the steps required for
implementation. The report will be
prepared so that the information
presented will be useful in preparing an
application for license for the project.
The Applicant's estimated total cost for
performing a feasibility study is $47,000,

Purpose of Preliminary Permit—A
preliminary permit does not authorize
construction. A permit, if issued, gives
the Permittee, during the term of the
permit, the right of priority of

application for license while the
Permittee undertakes the necessary
studies and examinations to detemerine
the engineering, economic, and
environmental feasibility of the
proposed project, the market for power,
and all other information necessary for
inclugion in an application for a license.

Agency Comments—Federal, State,
and local agencies that receive this
notice through direct mailing from the
Commission are invited to submit
comments on the described application
for preliminary permit. (A copy of the
application may be obtained directly
from the Applicant.) Comments should
be confined to substantive issues
relevant to the issuance of a permit and
consistent with the purpose of a permit
as described in this notice. No other
formal request for comments will be
made. If an agency does not file
comments within the time set below, it
will be presumed to have no comments

Competing Applications—This
application was filed as a competing
application to Western Montana Electric
Generating and Transmission
Cooperative, Continental Hydro
Corporation, and ENERGENICS
SYSTEMS, INC., Projects Nos, 3530, 3549
and 3956, respectively, which were filed
on October 7, 1980, October 9, 1980, and
January 12, 1981, respectively, under 18
CFR 4,33 (1980), and, therefore, no
further competing applications or
notices of intent to file a competing
application will be accepted for filing.

Comments, Protests, or Petitions To
Intervene—Anyone desiring to be heard
or to make any protests about this
application should file a petition to
intervene or a protest with the
Commission, in accordance with the
requirements of its Rules of Practice and
Procedure, 18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10 (1880).
Comments not in the nature of a protest
may also be submitted by conforming to
the procedures specified in § 1.10 for
protests. In determining the appropriate
action to take, the Commission will
consider all protests or other comments
filed, but a person who merely files a
protest or comments does not become @
party to the proceeding. To become a
party, or to participate in any hearing. a
person must file a petition to intervene
in accordance with the Commission’s
Rules. Any comments, protest, or
petition to intervene must be received
on or before June 1, 1981.

Filing and Service of Responsive
Documents—Any comments, protests, of
petitions to intervene must bear in all
capital letters the title “COMMENTS",
“PROTEST", or "PETITION TO
INTERVENE", as applicable. Any of
these filings must also state that it is
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made a response to this notice of
application for preliminary permit for
Project No. 4400. Any comments,
protests, or petitions to intervene must
be filed by providing the original and
those copies required by the
Commission's regulations to: Kenneth F.
Piumb, Secretary, Federal Energy
Regulatory Commission, 825 North
Capitol Street, NE., Washington, D.C.
20426, An additional copy must be sent
to: Fred E. Springer, Chief, Applications
Branch, Division of Hydropower
Licensing, Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission, 825 North Capitol Street,
NE., Room 208 RB Building, Washington,
D.C. 20426. A copy of any petition to
Intervene must also be served upon each
representative of the Applicant specified
in the first paragraph of this notice.
Keaneth F. Plumb,

Secretary.

|FR Doc. 5113873 Pllod 5-5-01: 45 am)

BILLING CODE 6450-05-M

[Project No. 4327-000]

Consolidated Hydroelectric, Inc.,
Application for Preliminary Permit

April 30,1981,

Take notice that Consolldated
Hydroelectric, Inc. {Applicant) filed on
March 12, 1981, an application for
preliminary permit [pursuant to the
Federal Power Act, 16 US.C. 791{a)-
825(r)) for proposed Project No. 4327 to
be known as The Little Grider Creek,
Sisklyou Power Project located on Little
Grider Creek in Siskiyou County,
California, The application is on file
with the Commission and is available
for public inspection. Correspondence
with the Applicant should be directed
to: Mr. L. Porter Divis, Vice President,
Consolidated Hydroelectric, Inc., 608
Azalea Avenue, Redding; California
96002, Any person who wishes to file a
response to this notice should read the
entire notice and must comply with the
requirements specified for the particular
l;ilnd of response that person wishes to
e,

Project Description—The proposed
project would consist of: (1) and 80-fool
long. 5-foot high concrete and rock
diversion structure; (2) a 3.700-foot long
diversion conduit or channel; {3) a 1,000
foot long, 39-inch diamenter penstock;
(4) a powerhouse containing generating
units with a total rated capacity of 1,370
kW; and (5) a 0.5-mile long 12.5:kV
transmission line. The Applicant
estimates that the average annual
energy output would be 5.4 million kWh.

Purpose of Project—The project
energy will be sold to Pacific Power and
Light Company.

Proposed Scope and Cost of Studies
Under Permit—The Applicant seeks a
preliminary permit for a period of 36
months, during which time it would
conduct engineering, environmental, and
economic feasibility studies and prepare
an FERC license application. No new
roads will be required to conduct these
studies. The estimated cost of
conducting these studies and preparing
an FERC license application is $80,000 to
$140,000.

Purpose of Preliminary Permit—A
preliminary permit does not authorize
construction. A permil, if issued, gives
the Permitted. during the term of the
permit, the right of priority of
application for license while the
Permittee undertakes the necessary
studies and examinations to determine
the engineering. economic, and
environmental feasibility of the
proposed project, the market for power,
and all other information necessary for
inclusion in an application for a license.

Agency Comments—Federal, State,
and local agencies that receive this
notice through direct mailing from the
Commission are invited to submit
comments on the described application
for preliminary permit. {A copy of the
application may be obtained directly
from the Applicant.) Comments should
be confined to substantive issues
relevant to the issuance of a permit and
consistent with the purpose of a permit
as described in this notice. No other
formal request for comments will be
made. If an agency does not file
comments within the time set below, it
will be presumed to have no comments.

Competing Applications—Anyone
desiring to file a compeling application
must submit to the Commission, on or
before July 8, 1981, either the competing
application itself or a notice of intent to
file a competing application. Submission
of a timely notice of intent allows an
interested person to file the compeling
application no later than September 4,
1881, A notice of intent must conform
with the requirements of 18 CFR 4.33(b)
and (c) (1980). A competing application
must conform with the requirements of
18 CFR § 4.33(a) and (d) (1980).

Comments, Protests, or Petitions To
Intervene—Anyone desiring to be heard
or to make any protests about this
application should file a petition to
intervene or a protest with the
Commission, in accordance with the
requirements of its Rules of Practice and
Procedure, 18 CFR 1.8 of 1.10 (1960).
Comments not in the nature of a protest
may also be submitted by conforming to
the procedures specified in § 1.10 for
protests. In determining the appropriate
action to take, the Commission will
consider all protests or other comments

filed, but a person who merely files a
protest or comments does not become a
party to the proceeding. To become &
party, or to participate in any hearing, a
person must file a petition to intervene
in accordance with the Commission’s
Rules. Any comments, protest, or
petition to intervene must be received
on or before July 8, 1961.

Filing and Service of Responsive
Documents—Any comments, notices of
intent, competing application, protests,
or petitions to intervene must bear in all
capital letters the title "COMMENTS",
“"NOTICE OF INTENT TO FILE
COMPETING APPLICATION",
“COMPETING APPLICATION",
“PROTEST", or "PETITION TO
INTERVENE", as applicable. Any of
these filings must also state that it is
made in response to this notice of
application for preliminary permit for
Project No. 4327. Any comments, notices
of intent, competing applications,
protests, or petitions, to intervene must
be filed by providing the original and
those copies required by the
Commission’s regulations to: Kenneth F.
Plumb, Secretary, Federal Energy
Regulatory Commission, 825 North
Capitol Street, N.E., Washington, D.C.
20426, An additional copy must be sent
to: Fred E. Springer, Chief, Applications
Branch, Division of Hydropower
Licensing, Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission, Room 208, 400 First Street,
N.W., Washington, D.C. 20426. A copy of
any notice of intent, competing
application, or petition to intervene must
also be served upon each representative
of the Applicant specified in the first
paragraph of this notice.

Kenneth F. Plumb,

Secretary.

[FR Doc. 6113572 Piled 5-5-1; 845 am]
BILLING CODE 6450-85-M

[Project No. 4435-000]

Damnation Peak Power Co,;
Application for Preliminary Permit

April 30, 1981,

Take notice that Damnation Peak
Power Company (Applicant) filed on
March 30, 1981, an application for
preliminary permit [pursuant to the
Federal Power Act, 16 U.S.C. 791{a)—
825(r)) for proposed Project No. 4435 to
be known as Damnation Creek Project
located on Damnation Creek in
Whatcom County, Washington. The
application is on file with the
Commission and is available for public
inspection. Correspondence with the
Applicant should be directed to; Sherri
Lee, 2100 Electric Avenue, #3286,
Bellingham, Washington 88225. Any
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person who wishes to file a response to
this notice should read the entire notice
and must comply with the requirments
specified for the particular kind of
response that person wishes to file,

Project Description—The proposed
project would consis! of: (1) a 4-foot high
and 150-foot long prefabricated steel
and concrete diversion weir; (2) a 7,000-
foot long penstock; (3) a settling basin;
{4) a powerhouse containing one
generating unit rated at 2,000 kW; and
(5) a transmission line. Damnation
Creek is a tributary to the Skagit River,
a part of the wild and scenic rivers
system. The Applicant estimates that
the average annual energy output would
be 12 million kWh,

Purpose of Project—The energy
generated by the proposed project
would be sold to the Puget Sound Power
and Light Company or to another local
utility.

Proposed Scope and Cost of Studies
Under Permit—The Applicant seeks
issuance of a preliminary permit for a
period of 36 months, during which it
would conduct engineering, ecomomic,
feasibility and environmental studies,
and prepare an FERC license
application. Test boring may be
performed at the diversion, penstock,
and powerhouse sites. No new roads
would be required to conduct the
studies. The cost of these studies to be
perfomred under the preliminary permit
is estimated to be $125,000.

Purpose of Preliminary Permit—A
preliminary permit does not authorize
construction. A permit, if issued, gives
the Permittee, during the term of the
permit, the right of priority of
application for licensewhile the
Permittee undertakes the necessary
studies and examinations to determine
the engineering, economic, and
environmental feasibility of the
proposed project, the market for power,
and all other information necessary for
inclusion in an application for a license.

Agency Comments—Federal, State,
and local agencies that receive this
notice through direct mailing from the
Commission are invited to submit
comments on the described application
for preliminary permit. (A copy of the
application may be obtained directly
from the Applicant.) Comments should
be confined to substantive issues
relevant to the issuance of a permit and
consistent with the purpose of a permit
as described in this notice. No other
formal request for comments will be
made. If an agency does not file
comments within the time set below, it
will be presumed to have no comments.

Competing Applications—Anyone
desiring to file a competing application
must submit to the Commission, on or

before July 6, 1981, either the competing
application itseif or a notice of intent to
file a competing application. Submission
of a timely notice of intent allows an
interested person to file the competing
application no later than September 4,
1981. A notice of intent must conform
with the requirements of 18 CFR 4.33 (b)
and (c) (1980). A competing application
must conform with the requirements of
18 CFR 4.33 (a) and (d) (1980).

Comments, Protests, or Petitions To
Intervene—Any one desiring to be heard
or to make any protests about this
application should file a petition to
intervene or a protest with the
Commission, in accordance with the
requirements of its Rules of Practice and
Procedure, 18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10 (1980).
Comments not in the nature of a protest
may also be submitted by conforming to
the procedures specified in § 1.10 for
protests. In determining the appropriate
action to take, the Commission will
consider all protests or other comments
filed, but a person who merely files a
protest or comments does not become s
party to the proceeding. To become a
party, or to participate in any hearing, a
person must file a petition to intervene
in accordance with the Commission’s
Rules. Any comments, protest, or
petition to intervene mus! be received
on or before July 6, 1981.

Filing and Service of Responsive
Documents—Any comments, notices of
intent, competing applications, protests,
or petitions to intervene must bear in all
capital letters the title "COMMENTS",
“NOTICE OF INTENT TO FILE
COMPETING APPLICATION",
“COMPETING APPLICATION",
“PROTEST", or "PETITION TO
INTERVENE", as applicable. Any of
these filings must also state that it is
made in response to this notice of
application for preliminary permit for
Project No. 4435, Any comments, notices
of intent, competing applications,
protests or petilions.to intervene must
be filed by providing the original and
those copies required by the
Commission’s regulations to: Kenneth F.
Plumb, Secretary, Federal Energy
Regulatory Commission, 825 North
Capitol Street, N.E., Washington, D.C.
20426. An additional copy must be sent
to: Fred E. Springer, Chief, Applications
Branch, Division of Hydropowes
Licensing, Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission, Room 208, 400 First Street,
N.W., Washington, D.C. 20426. A copy of
any notice of intent, compeling
application, or petition to intervene must
also be served upon each representative

of the Applicant specified in the first
paragraph of this notice.

Kenneth F. Plumb,

Secretary.

[PR Doc. 8113671 Filed 5-5-81: 345 am]

BILLING CODE 8450-85-M

[Docket No. ST79-106]

Intrastate Gathering Corp.; Filing of
Extension Report

May 1, 1981,

Take notice that on April 6, 1981,
Intrastate Gathering Corporation
(Applicant), P.O. Box 32999, San
Antonio, Texas 78218, filed in Docket
No. ST79-106 an extension report
pursuant to Section 311 of the Natural
Gas Policy Act of 1978 and Part 284 of
the Regulations thereunder giving notice
of Applicant’s intention to extend its
gathering and transportation agreement
with Tennessee Gas Pipeline Company
a Division of Tenneco Inc. (Tennessee)
for an additional two year period, all as
more fully set forth in the extension
report which is on file with the
Commission and open to public
inspection.

Applicant states that it entered into &
gas transportation agreement with
Tennessee dated July 5, 1979, and now
proposes to extend such agreement for 3
term of two years ending July 5, 1983.

Applicant asserts that under the terms
of its agreement with Tennessee, natural
gas belonging to Tennessee would be
gathered from Gulf Oil Corporation's
wells and transported by Applicant's
gathering system. It is submitted that
additional wells may be added pursuant
to the agreement. Applicant further
asserts that the gas would then be
redelivered by Applicant to Tennessee
at the following points (a) Webb
redelivery point, Webb County, Texas:
{b) Crockett redelivery point, Zapata
County, Texas; and (c) Sullivan
redelivery point, Hidalgo County, Texas

Applicant states that the rates to be
charged for gas gathered, transported
and redelivered at the Webb, Crockell.
and Sullivan redelivery points would be
5.0 cents per Mcf, 15.0 cents per Mcf,
and 5.0 cents per Mcf, respectively.

Applicant estimates that the total and
daily volumes to be gathered and
transported during the term of the gas
transportation agreement would be
25,000,000 Mcf and 35,000 Mcf,
respectively.

Any person desiring to be heard or 10
make any protest with reference to said
extension report should on or before
May 22, 1981, file with the Federal
Energy Regulatory Commission,
Washington, D.C. 20426, a petition to
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inlervene or & protes! in accordance
with the requirements of the
Commission's Rules of Practice and
Procedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10). All
protests filed with the Commission will
be considered by it in determining the
appropriate action to be taken but will
not serve to make the protestants
parties to a 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.

Lois D. Cashell,

Acting Secretary.

|FR Doe. 83-13574 Filad 5-5-81; 843 am|

BILLING CODE 6450-85-M

[Project No. 4311-000]

iron Mountain Mines, Inc.; Application
for Preliminary Permit

April 30, 1981,

Take notice that Iron Mountain Mines,
inc. (Applicant) filed on March 10, 1981,
an applicaton for preliminary permit
[pursuant to the Federal Power Act, 18
U.S.C. 791(a)—825(r)] for proposed
Project No. 4311 to be known as Iron
Mountain Mines, Inc. Project located on
Spring Creek in Shasta County,
California. The application is on file
with the Commission and is available
for public inspection. Correspondence
with the Applicant should be directed
to: T, W, Arman, President, Iron
Mountain Mines, Inc., 1800 Point West
Way, Suite 102, Sacramento, California
85815, Any person who wishes to file a
response to this notice should read the
entire notice and must comply with the
requirements specified for the particular
kind of response that person wishes to
file,

Project Description—The proposed
project would consist of: (1) a concrete
diversion structure; (2} a 4.200-foot long
conduit; (3) a 2,100-foof long and 30-inch
diameter steel penstock; (4) a
powerhouse containing one generating
unit rated at 750 kW, (5) an afterbay; (6)
a 3,200-foot long conduit; (7) a 30-inch
diameter penstock; (8) a powerhouse
containing one generating unit rated at
550 kW [9) a tailrace; and (10)
transmission lines,

The Applicant estimates that the
average annual energy output would be
13.2 million kWh.

Purpose of Project—The energy
generated by the project would be sold
to the Pacific Gas and Electric
Company.

Proposed Scope and Cost of Studies
Under Permit—Applicant seeks
issuance of a preliminary permit for a

period of 24 months during which time it
would conduct engineering, economic,
environmental, and feasibility studies,
and prepare an FERC license
application. No new roads would be
required to conduct the studies.

The cost of the work to be performed
under the preliminary permit is
estimated to be $25,000.

Purpose of Preliminary Permit—A
preliminary permit does not authorize
construction. A permit, if issued, gives
the Permittee, during the term of the
permit, the right of priority of
application for license while the
Permitte undertakes the necessary
studies and examinations to determine
the engineering, economic, and
environmental feasibility of the
proposed project, the market for power,
and all other information necessary for
inclusion in an application for a license.

Agency Comments—Federal, State,
and local agencies that receive this
notice through direct mailing from the
Commission are invited to submit
comments on the described application
for preliminary permit. (A copy of the
applicaton may be obtained directly
from the Applicant.) Comments should
be confined to substantive issues
relevant to the issuance of a permit and
consistent with the purpose of a permit
as described in this notice. No other
formal request for comments will be
made. If an agency does not file
comments within the time set below, it
will be presumed to have no comments,

Competing Applications—Anyone
desiring to file a competing application
must submit to the Commission, on or
before July 8, 1981, either the competing
application itself or a notice of intent to
file 8 competing application. Submission
of a timely notice of intent allows an
interested person to file the competing
application no later than September 4,
1981. A notice of intent must conform
with the requirements of 18 CFR 4.33(b)
and [c) 1980). A competing application
must conform with the requirements of
18 CFR 4.33(a) and (d) (1980).

Coemments, Protests, or Petitions To
Intervene—Anyone desiring to be heard
or to make any protests about this
application should file a petition to
intervene or a protest with the
Commission, in accordance with the
requirements of its Rules of Practice and
Procedure, 18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10 (1980).
Comments not in the nature of a protest
may also be submitted by conforming to
the procedures specified in § 1.10 for
protests. In determining the appropriate
action to take, the Commission will
consider all protests or other comments
filed, but a person who merely files a
protest or comments does not become a
party to the proceeding. To become a

party, or lo participate in any hearing, a
person must file a petition to intervene
in accordance with the Commission's
Rules. Any comments, protest, or
petition to intervene must be received
on or before July 6, 1981.

Filing and Service of Responsive
Documents—Any comments, notices of
intent, compeling applications, protests,
or petitons to intervene must bear in all
capital letters the title "COMMENTS”,
“NOTICE OF INTENT TO FILE
COMPETING APPLICATION",
“"COMPETING APPLICATION",
“PROTEST", or "PETITION TO
INTERVENE", as applicable. Any of
these filings must also state that it is
made in response to this notice of
application for preliminary permit for
Project No. 4311, Any comments, nolices
of intent, competing applications,
protests, or petitions to intervene must
be filed by providing the original and _
those copies required by the
Commission’s regulations to: Kenneth F.
Plumb, Secretary, Federal Energy
Regulatory Commission, 825 North
Capitol Street, N.E., Washington, D.C.
20426. An additional copy must be sent
to: Fred E. Springer, Chiel, Applications
Branch, Division of Hydropower
Lieensing, Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission, Room 208, 400 First Street,
N.W., Washington, D.C, 20426. A copy of
any notice of intent, competing
application, or petition to intervene must
also be served upon each representative
of the Applicant specified in the first
paragraph of this notice.

Kenneth F. Plumb,

Secrelary.

[FR Doc. 8113575 Filod 5-3-01; 848 am|
BILLING CODE $450-85-M

[Project No. 4297-000]

Metropolitan District of Hartford
County, Connecticut; Application for
Preliminary Permit

April 30, 1981,

Take notice that The Metropolitan
District of Hartford County, Connecticut
(Applicant) filed on March 6, 1881, an
application for preliminary permit
[pursuant to the Federal Power Act, 16
U.8.C. 791{a}-825(r)| for proposed
Project No. 4297 to be known as the
Colebrook Project located on the West
Branch and East Branch of the
Farmington River in Hartford and
Litchfield Counties, Connecticut. The
proposed project would utilize Federal
lands and a Federal dam under the
jurisdiction of the U.S. Army Corps of
Engineers. The application Is on file
with the Commission and is available
for public inspection. Correspondence
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with the Applicant should be directed
to: Bernard A. Batycki, District Manager;
The Metropolitan District, 555 Main
Streel, Hartford, Connecticut 01601. Any
person who wishes to file a response to
this notice should read the entire notice
and must comply with the requirements
specified for the particular kind of
response that person wishes to file.

Project Description—The proposed
project would consist of the Goodwin
Dam development and the Colebrook
River Lake Dam development. The
Goodwin Dam is located 57 river miles
upstream of the confluence of the
Connecticut River and the West Branch
of the Farmington River. The Colebrook
River Lake Dam is located
approximately two miles upstream of
the Goodwin Dam.

The proposed Goodwin Dam
development would include: (1) an
existing earth dam having a height of
135 feet and a length of 900 feet; (2) a
reservoir with a storage capacity of 6.5
billion gallons; (3) water conveyance
and power facilities; and [4) appurtenant
works. The existing facilities at the -
Goodwin Dam are currently owned by
The Metropolitan District of the County
of Hartford.

The proposed Colebrook Dam
development would utilize the U.S.
Army Corps of Engineers' existing
Colebrook River Lake Dam and
Reservoir, The development would
consist of water conveyance and power
facilities, along with appurtenant works.

The Applicant proposes to develop
and operate the Colebrook Project in
conjunction with the Collinsville Project
No. 4117, for which it has previously
filed an application for preliminary
permil. Among the alternatives being
considered by the Applicant is the
diversion of flows from the Colebrook
Project to the Barkhamsted Reservoir of
the Collinsville Project by means of two
proposed water conduits.

The Applicant describes several
possible design alternatives in its
application for the Colebrook Project
No. 4297, These alternatives would
result in a total installed capacity at the
project of between 4,700 and 5,400 kW,
and an estimated average annual net
generation of between 16,000,000 and
17,800,000 kWh.

Purpose of Project—Project power
would be sold to a local public utility or
to users of powerin the project area,

Proposed Scope and Cost of Studies
Under Permit—Applicant seeks
issuance of a preliminary permit for a
period of three years, during which time
Applicant would investigate the
hydraulic, power generation,
construction, economic, environmental,
historic, and recreational aspects of the

project. Depending upon the outcome of
the studies, the Applicant would decide
how to proceed with further
environmental studies, project designs,
and an application for an FERC license.
Applicant estimates the cost of studies
under the permit would be $150,000,
Purpose of Preliminary Permit—A
preliminary permit does not authorize
construction. A permit, if issued, gives
the Permittee, during the term of the
permit, the right of priority of
application for license while the
Permittee undertakes the necessary
studies and examinations to determine
the engineering, economic, and
environmental feasibility of the
proposed project, the market for power,
and all other information necessary for
inclusion in an application for a license.
Agency Comments—Federal, State,
and local agencies that receive this
notice through direct mailing from the
Commission are invited to submit
comments on the described application
for preliminary permit. (A copy of the
application may be obtained directly
from the Applicant.) Comments should
be confined to substantive issues
relevant to the issuance of 8 permit and
consistent with the purpose of a permit
as described in this notice. No other
formal request for comments will be
made. If an agency does not file
comments within the time set below, it
will be presumed to have no comments.
Competing Applications—This
application was filed as a competing
application to the Goodwin-Colebrock
Project No. 3270, filed on July 29, 1980,
under 18 CFR 4.33 (1980), and, therefore,
no further competing applications or
notices of intent to file a competing
application will be accepted for filing.
Comments, Prolests, or Petitions To
Intervene—Anyone desiring to be heard
or to make any protests about this
application should file a petition to
intervene or a protest with the
Commission, in accordance with the
requirements of its Rules of Practice and
Procedure, 18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10 (1980).
Comments not in the nature of a protest
may also be submitted by conforming to
the procedures specified in § 1.10 for
protests. In determining the appropriate
action to take, the Commission will
consider all protests or other commentis
filed, but a person who merely files a
protest or comments does not become a
party to the proceeding. To become a
party, or to participate in any hearing, a
person must file a petition to intervene
in accordance with the Commission’s
Rules. Any comments, protest, or
petition to intervene must be received
on or before June 1, 1981.
Filing and Service of Respansive
Documents—Any comments, protests, or

petitions to intervene must bear in all
capital letters the title "COMMENTS",
“PROTEST", or “PETITION TO
INTERVENE", as applicable. Any of
these filings must also state that it is
made in response to this notice of
application for preliminary permit for
Project No. 4297. Any comments,
protests, or petitions to intervene mus!
be filed by providing the original and
those copies required by the
Commission's regulations to: Kenneth F.
Plumb, Secretary, Federal Energy
Regulatory Commission, 825 North
Capitol Street, N.W., Washington, D.C.
20426, An additional copy must be sent
to: Fred E. Springer, Chief, Applications
Branch, Division of Hydropower
Licensing, Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission, Room 208, 400 First Street,
N.W., Washington, D.C. 20426. A copy of
any petition to intervene must also be
served upon each representative of the
Applicant specified in the first
paragraph of this notice.

Kenneth F, Plumb,

Secretary.

{FR Doc. 51-1357% Filed 5-5-31: 145 am)

BILLING COOE 6450-85-M

[Docket No. SA81-25-000]

Texas Oil & Gas Corp.; Application for
Staff Adjustment
May 1, 1881,

Take Notice that on April 13, 1881,
Texas Oil Gas Corporation (Applicant),
Fidelity Union Tower, Dallas, Texas
75201, filed with the Federal Energy
Regulatory Commission (Commission)
pursuant to section 502(c) of the Natural
Gas Policy Act of 1978 (NGPA) and
section 1.41 of the Commission's Rules
of Practice and Procedure an application
for adjustment. Applicant seeks relief
from § 273.202(b) of the Commission’s
regulations issued under the NGPA.

Specifically Applicant states that it
drilled the Erck #5 Well in the 8,500
zone of the McGill resevoir on January
21, 1978 and on December 8, 1978
appliant filed an application with the
Railroad Commission of Texas (RRC) for
a well category determination pursuan!
to section 102(c)(1)(C) of the NGPA.
Applicant additionally states that it
plugged back and recompleted the Erck
#5 Well in the 8,130 zone of the McGill
resevoir and that it did not appreciate
the import making another application
for a well category determination under
section 102{c)(1)(C). Allegedly, due to
clerical inadvertence the application
was not filed until September 1 of 1979.
On September 286, 1879, in addition to
filing the application for the well
category determination, applicant states
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that it filed for interim collection under
18 CFR 273.202. The RRC notified the
applicant by letter dated June 10, 1980,
that the Applicant’s application was
incomplete. The Applicant states that it
completed its application on October 27,
1980, and by letter dated December 30,
1980, the RRC notified the Applicant

that its application met the requirements
of section 102(c)(1){C). The
determination became final by operation
of law on March 286, 1981.

The Applicant requests that the
Commission grant the adjustment to
permit it to collect the section 102 price
for gas delivered to Florida Gas
Transmission produced from the Erck
=5 Well in the 8,130’ zone of the resevoir
from the date of initial deliveries from
the new praration unit, February 27,
1979, rather than the date of the filing of
the Applicant's application with the
State jurisdictional agency.

Applicant asserts thal the denial of
the relief requested will cause it to
suffer special hardship, inequity, and
unfair distribution of burdens by
restricting it to collection of a price
lower than that authorized by the NGPA
for gas produced under the foregoing
circumstances.

The procedures applicable to the
conduct of this adjustment proceeding
are found in section 1.41 of the
Commission’s Rules of Practice and
Procedure, Order No. 24, issued March
22,1979, (44 FR 19861, March 30, 1979).

Any person desiring to participate in
this adjustment proceeding shall file a
petition to intervene in-accordance with
the provisions of section 1.41{e). All
petitions to intervene must be filed on or
before May 21, 1881.

Lois D. Cashell,

Acting Secretary.

[FR Doc. #1-13577 Fjled 5-5-81: 845 am]
BILLING CODE 6450-85-M

[Docket No. CP81-274-000)

Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line Corp.;
Application

May 1, 1881

Take notice that on April 6, 1981,
Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line
Corporation (Applicant), P.O. Box 1396,
Houston, Texas 77001, filed in Docket
No. CPB1-274-000 an application .
pursuant to Section 7(c) of the Natural
Gas Act for a certificate of public
convenience and necessity authorizing
the construction and operation of
certain natural gas facilities in
Ascension Parish, Louisiana, and the
recovery of the prices paid for the
refinery gas to be purchased from Good
Hope Refineries, Inc. (Good Hope)

through inclusion of such costs in the
operation of Applicant's purchased gas
adjustment (PGA) clause, all as more
fully set forth in the application which is
on file with the Commission and open to
public inspection.

Applicant states that it has entered
into a February 11, 1981, gas purchase
agreement with Good Hope to purchase
up to 50,000 Mcf per day of the refinery
output of Mare gas, residue gas and other
gases treated for pipeline usage (refinery
gas). Applicant asserts that Good Hope
has agreed to sell an average of 10,000
Mcf of refinery gas per day during the
first year and not legs than an average
of 25,000 Mcf per day thereafter and that
if Good Hope has available for sale
volumes of gas in excess of 50,000 Mcf
per day then Applicant would have the
right but not the obligation to purchase
excess volumes. Applicant further states
that the agreement would remain in
effect for a primary term of 15 years
from the date of first delivery and from
year to year thereafter. Applicant
maintains that the purchase of refinery
gas would provide an important and
stable long-term supply source to
augment the total gas supply available
to Applicant's customers and would
significantly reduce emissions from the
Good Hope refinery.

In order to receive into its system
quantities of the refinery gas, Applicant
herein proposes to construct and
operate certain tap, metering, regulating
and other appurtenant facilities to be
located at Mile Post 57.48 on Applicant’s
Southeast Louisiana Lateral in
Ascension Parish, Louisiana.

Applicant states that the cost of the
proposed facilities would be $313,300
which would be financed initially
through short-term loans and available
cash with permanent financing
undertaken as part of an overall long-
term financing program at a later date.

Applicant further proposes that
§ 22.3(b) of the General Terms and
Conditions contained in Applicant’s
FERC Gas Tariff, Original Volume No. 1
be amended so as to include the costs of
refinery gas purchased from Good Hope
in the operation of Applicant’'s PCA
clause, as refinery gas is a by-product of
the crude oil refining process and thus a
type of synthetic natural gas. It is stated
that Good Hope has agreed to charge
Applicant the equivalent on an energy
content basis of one hundred percent of
the prevailing price per million Btu of
No. 2 fuel oil in the Mid-Atlantic region.

Any person desiring to be heard or to
make any protest with reference to said
application should on or before May 22,
1981, file with the Federal Energy
Regulatory Commission, Washington,
D.C. 20428, a petition o infervene 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
nol 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
jurisdiction conferred upon the Federal
Energy Regulatory 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 or its designee on this
application if no petition to intervene 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. If a petition
for leave to intervene is timely filed, or if
the Commission on its own motion
believes that a formal hearing is
required, further notice of such hearing
will be duly given.

Under the procedure herein provided
for, unless otherwise advised, it will be
unnecessary for Applicant to appear or
be represented at the hearing.

Lois D. Cashell,

Acting Secretary.

[FR Doc. 81-13570 Filed 5-5-81; &4 aen)
BILLING CODE 8450-85-M

[Project No. 4093-000]

Tuscarora Yarns, Inc.; Application for
Preliminary Permit

April 30, 1081,

Take notice that Tuscarora Yarns, Inc.
(Applicant) filed on January 30, 1981, an
applieation for preliminary permit
[pursuant to the Federal Power Act, 16
U.S.C. 791(a)-825(r)] for proposed
Project No. 4093 to be known as the
Bynum Dam Project located on the Haw
River in Chatham County, North
Carolina. The application is on file with
the Commission and is available for
public inspection. Correspondence with
the Applicant should be directed to:
Martin Foil Jr., President, Tuscarora
Yarns, Inc., P.O. Box 218, Mt. Pleasant,
North Carolina 28124. Any person who
wishes to file a response to this notice
should read the entire notice and must
comply with the requirements specified




25346

Federal Register / Vol. 46, No. 87 /| Wednesday, May 6, 1981 / Notices

for the particular kind of response that
person wishes to file.

Project Description—The proposed
project would consist of: (1) an existing
12-foot high and 900-foot long stone
masonry dam consisting of an
uncontrolled spillway, headworks, and a
bulkhead; (2) an existing 20-acre
reservoir with 100 acre-feet of gross
storage capacity at the normal
maximum surface elevation of 315 feet
m.s.1.; (3) an existing 2,000-foot long
headrace canal with a width varying
from 25 to 40 feet; (4) an existing
powerhouse with a proposed Installed
capacity of 2,530 kw and an annual
average energy generation estimated to
be 11,000 MWh; and (5) appurtenant
facilities.

Purpose of Project—Tuscarora Yarns,
Inc. Proposes to deyelop the
hydroelectric potential of the project
and sell the power output to either
nearby towns such as Bynum or to
Carolina Power and Light Company.

Proposed Scope and Cost of Studies
Under Permit—Applicant seeks
issuance of a preliminary permit for a
period of 12 months. During this time the
significant legal, institutional,
engineering, environmental, marketing,
economic, and financial aspects of the
project will be defined, investigated, and
assessed to support an investment
decision, The report of the proposed
study will address whether or nota
commitment to implementation is
warranted, and, if the findings are
positive, describe the steps required for
implementation. The report will be
prepared so that the information
presented will be useful in preparing an
applicantion for license for the project.
The Applicant's estimated total cost for
performing a feasibility study is $45,000.

Purpose of Preliminary Permit—A
preliminary permit does not authorize
construction. A permit, if issued, gives
the Permittee, during the term of the
permit, the right of priority of
application for license while the
Permitee undertakes the necessary
studies and examinations to determine
the engineering, economic, and
environmental feasibility of the
proposed project, the mérket for power,
and all other information necessary for
inclusion in an application for a license,

Agency Comments—Federal, State,
and local agencies that receive this
notice through direct mailing from the
Commission are invited to submit
comments on the described application
for preliminary permit. (A copy of the
application may be obtained (ﬁrectly
from the Applicant.) Comments should
be confined to substantive issues
relevant to the issuance of a permit and
consistent with the purpose of a permit

as described in this notice. No other
formal request for comments will be
made. If an agency does not file
comments within the time set below, it
will be presumed to have no comments,

Competing Applications—Anyone
desiring to file a competing application
must submit to the Commission, on or
before July 6, 1981, either the competing
application itself or a notice of intent to
file a competing application. Submission
of a timely notice of intent allows an
interested person to file the competing
application no later than September 4,
1981. A notice of intent must conform
with the requirements of 18 CFR 4.33 (b)
and (c) (1980). A competing application
must conform with the requirements of
18 CFR 4.33 (a) and (d) (1980).

Comments, Protests, or Petitions To
Intervene—Anyone desiring to be heard
or to make any protests about this
application should file a petition to
intervene or a protest with the
Commission, in accordance with the
requirements of its Rules of Practice and
Procedure, 18 CFR 1.8 of § 1.10 (1980).
Comments not in the nature of a protest
may also be submittedby conforming to
the procedures specified in § 1.10 for
protests. In determining the appropriate
action to take, the Commission will
consider all protests or other comments
filed, but a person who merely files a
protest or comments does not become a
party to the proceeding. To become a
party, or to participate in any hearing, a
person must file a petition to intervene
in accordance with the Commission's
Rules. Any comments, protest, or
petition to intervene must be received
on or before July 6, 1981.

Filing and Service of Responsive
Documents—Any comments, notices of
intent, competing applications, protests,
or petitions to intervene must bear in all
capital letters the title "COMMENTS",
“NOTICE OF INTENT TO FILE
COMPETING APPLICATION",
“"COMPETING APPLICATION",
"PROTEST", or “PETITION TO
INTERVENE", as applicable. Any of
these filings must also state that it is
made in response to this notice of
application for preliminary permit for
Project No. 4093. Any comments notices
of intent, competing applications,
protests or petitions to intervene must
be filed by providing the original and
those copies required by the
Commission's regulations to: Kenneth F.
Plumb, Secretary, Federal Energy
Regulatory Commission, 825 North
Capitol Street, N.E., Washington, D.C.
20426, An additional copy must be sent
to: Fred E. Springer, Chief, Applications
Branch, Division of Hydropower
Licensing, Federal Energy Regulatory

Commission, Room 208, 400 First Street,
N.W., Washington, D,C. 20426, A copy of
any notice of intent, competing
application, or petition to inlervene must
also be served upon each representative
of the Applicant specified in the first
paragraph of this notice.

Kenneth F. Plumb,

Secretary,

[FR Doc. §1-11579 Piled 5-3-81; 8:45 am|

BILLING CODE 6450-85-M

[Docket No. RP80-117)

Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line Corp.;
Informal Settiement Conference

April 29, 1981,

Take notice that an informal
settlement conference of all interested
parties to this proceeding will be held at
10:00 a.m. on May 12, 1981 in the
Commission Meeting Room of the
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission
at 825 North Capitol Street, NE.,
Washington, D.C.

Lois D. Cashell,

Acting Secrelary.

[FR Doc. 81-13580 Filed 5-5-81: 8:45 am)
BILLING CODE 8450-85-M

[Docket No. CP81-278-000]

United Gas Pipe Line Co.; Application

May 1, 1981,

Take notice that on April 8, 1981,
United Cas Pipe Line Company
(Applicant), P.O. Box 1478, Houston,
Texas 77001, filed in Docket No. CP81-
278-000 an application pursuant to
Section 7(c) of the Natural Gas Act for a
certificate of public convenience and
necessity authorizing the transportation
of natural gas for Mid Louisiana Gas
Company (Mid Louisiana), all as more
fully set forth in the application which is
on file with the Commission and open to
public inspection.

Applicant states that it and Mid
Louisiana have entered into a November
14, 1880, gas transportation agreemenl
providing for Applicant to transport
natural gag which Mid Louisiana has
obtained in the vicinity of Applicant's
pipeline system in Morehouse Parish,
Louisiana. It is stated that under the
proposed transportation agreement Mid
Louisiana would deliver or cause to be
delivered volumes up to but not in
excess of 1,000 Mcf per day to Applicant
near Morehouse Parish, Louisiana, It is
asserted that Applicant would transport
and redeliver equivalent quantities, less
2.3 percent for fuel and company-use
gas, to Mid Louisiana at existing points
of interconnection between Applicant’s
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and Mid Louisiana’s pipelines at the
Scotland compressor site located in East
Baton Rouge Parish, Louisiana, and/or
the Fowler station in Ouachita Parish,
Louisiana, and/or any other mutually
agreeable existing authorized points of
interconnection between the two
companies' facilities.

Applicant further states that
measuring facilities required in
Morehouse Parish have been
constructed pursuant to Applicant’s
budget-type authorization, It is asserted
that the facilities are owned, operated
and maintained by Applicant and that
Mid Louisiana would reimburse
Applicant for the total amount
associated with the construction of
facilities. It is stated that the measuring
facilities necessary for Applicant to
redeliver the subject gas to Mid
Louisiana are existing facilities.

It is asserted that in the event Mid
Louvisiana has from time to time
quantities of gas available for delivery
to Applicant in excess of the 1,000 Mcf
maximum daily quantity, Mid Louisiana
may tender such gas for delivery to
Applicant and Applicant may accept or
refuse delivery of all or any part of such
gas,

Applicant stated that the
transportation agreement is for a term of
five years beginning on February 3,
1981," which is the day deliveries
commenced and continuing year to year
thereafter, It is stated that Mid
Louvisiana would pay Applicant for gas
transported an amount equal to
Applicant's jurisdictional transportation
rate in effect from time to time in
Applicant’s northern rate zone as such
may be determined less any amount
included in the transportation rate
which is attributable to fuel and
unaccounted for gas. It is stated that the
current jurisdictional transportation rate
is 2812 cents per Mcf.

Any person desiring to be heard or to
make any protest with reference to said
application should on or before May 22,
1981, file with the Federal Energy
Regulatory Commission, Washington,
D.C. 20428, 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

' Pursuant to Subparts B and G of Part 284 of the
Commission's Regulations and Applicant’s blanket
authorization granted in Docket No. CP80-137.

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 atthority contained in and subject to
jurisdiction conferred upon the Federal
Energy Regulatory 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 or its designee on this
application if no petition to intervene 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. If a petition
for leave to intervene is timely filed, or if
the Commission on its own motion
believes that a formal hearing is
required, further notice of such hearing
will be duly given.

Under the procedure herein provided
for, unless otherwise advised, it will be
unnecessary for Applicant to appear or
be represented at the hearing.

Lois D, Cashell,

Acting Secretary.

[FR Doc. 81-13581 Filed 5-5-81: 8:45 am)
BILLING CODE 8450-85-M

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY

[PF-217; PH-FRL 1766-4]

Ciba-Geigy Corp.; Filing of Pesticide
and Food Additive Petitions

Correction

In FR Doc. 81-8705 appearing on page
14956 in the issue of Tuesday, March 3,
1981, second column, sixth line from the
top, “* * * election” should read ** * *
electron”,

BILLING CODE 1505-01-M

[OPTS-59044; TSH-FRL 17668)

Disazo Dye; Premanufacture
Exemption Application

Corrections

In FR Doc. 81-6702 appearing on page
14956 in the issue of Tuesday, March 3,
1961; on page 14957, third column,
fourteenth line from the top, “gracity"
should read “gravity"”; and in the fourth
line of the paragraph beginning
Environmental Release/Disposal., insert
“and"after “manufacture”.

BILLING CODE 1505-01-M

25347
[AMS-FRL 1819-6)
Announcement of Fuel Economy
Retrofit Device Evaluation for
“Gastell"
AGENCY: Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA).

ACTION: Notice of Fuel Economy Retrofit
Device Evaluation.

SUMMARY: This document announces the
canclusions of the EPA evaluation of the
“Gastell" device under provisions of
Section 511 of the Motor Vehicle
Information and Cost Savings Act.

BACKGROUND INFORMATION: Section
511(b)(1) and Section 511(c) of the Motor
Vehicle Information and Cost Savings
Act (15 U.S.C, 2011(b}) requires that:

(b}(1) “Upon application of any
manufacturer of a retrofit device (or
prototype thereof), upon the request of
the Federal Trade Commission pursuant
to subsection (a), or upon his own
motion, the EPA Administrator shall
evaluate, in accordance with rules
prescribed under subsection (d), any
retrofit device to determine whether the
retrofit device increases fuel economy
and to determine whether the
representations (if any) made with
respect to such retrofit devices are
accurate.”

(c) “The EPA Administrator shall
publish in the Federal Register a
summary of the results of all tests
conducted under this section, together
with the EPA Administrator’s
conclusions as to—

(1) The effect of any retrofit device on
fuel economy;

(2) The effect of any such device on
emissions of air pollutants; and

(3) Any other information which the
Administrator determines to be relevant
in evaluating such device."

EPA published final regulations
establishing procedures for conducting
fuel economy retrofit device evaluations
on March 23, 1979 (44 FR 17946).

Origin of request for evaluation.—~On
November 11, 1979, the EPA received a
request from Automotive Devices, Inc.
for evaluation of a fuel saving device
termed "Gastell." This Device is
designed to provide the vehicle operator
visual and audible indications of
inefficient engine operating conditions
so that the fuel-conscious drivers can
modify their driving habits to obtain
improved efficiency. An evaluation has
been made and the results are described
completely in a report entitled: “EPA
Evaluation of the Gastell Device Under
Section 511 of the Motor Vehicle
Information and Cost Savings Act."
Copies of this report are available upon
request.
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Availability of Evaluation Report,—
An evaluation has been made and the
results are described completely in a
report entitled: “EPA Evaluation of the
Gastell Device Under Section 511 of the
Motor Vehicle Information and Cost
Savings Acl," report number EPA-AA-
TEB-511-81-8 consisting of 108 pages
including all attachments.

EPA also tested the Gastell device.
The EPA testing is described completely
in the report "Evaluation of Gastell, a
Device to Modify Driving Habits," EPA-
AA-TEB-81-13, consisting of 47 pages.
This report is contained in the preceding
Gastell 511 Evaluation as an attachment.

Copies of these reports may be
obtained from the National Technical
Information Center by using the above
report numbers, Address requests to:
National Technical Information Center,
U.S. Department of Commerce,
Springfield, VA 22161, Phone: Federal
Telephone System (FTS) 737-4650,
Commercial 703—487-4650,

Summary of Evaluation

EPA fully considered all of the
information submitted by the Device
manufacturer in the Application. The
evaluation of the Gastell device was
based on that information and the
results of the EPA test program.

The EPA test program was conducted
over an extended time period and
consisted of two dynamometer test
phases followed by a road test phase.
The testing performed by EPA showed:

A. The Phase I testing consisted of a
Federal Test Procedure (FTP) and a
Highway Fuel Economy Test (HFET)
dynamometer tests of the Gastell
device. Overall, the use of the Gastell
device as a driving aid did not show a
significant effect on the vehicle’s fuel
economy or emissions for either the FTP
or HFET.

B. The Phase Il testing consisted of
modified LA-4's (FTP) and acceleration
rale studies conducted on the vehicle
chassis dynamometer without using the
Gastell device.

The more agressive (greater
acceleration rates) modifications of the
LA-4 cycle developed showed little or
no change in fuel economy when
compared to the standard FTP (LA-4).
Therefore, since the preceding tests with
the Castell device did not show an
improvement in the vehicle's fuels
economy for either the FTP or HFET, the
Gastell device was not tested with these
more aggressive driving cycles.

Evaluation of five vehicles on a test
cycle consisting predominately of
accelerations did show that during
acceleration there was an average 14.6%
improvement in fuel economy between a
very low acceleration rate {1 mph/sec.)

and the highest acceleration rates used
(up to 5 mph/sec.). There was an
average 8.5% improvement in fuel
economy between the moderate (2 mph/
sec.) and highest acceleration rates. This
indicates that reduced vehicle
acceleration rates can improve fuel
economy for some vehicle operation
conditions. However, when these
acceleration fuel economy
improvements are adjusted for the
average portion of driving time actually
devoted to acceleration, the maximum
fuel economy savings would be 1.9%;
but, in consideration of the constraints
of actual driving, a more realistic
potential saving would be less than
0.5%. A similar analysis based on fuel
consumed during acceleration modes
yielded an average estimated
improvement potential of 1.3,

C. Having found no appreciable fuel
economy effects in Phases [ and II using
the vehicle dynamometer, a road test
program, Phase III, was undertaken with
the Gastell device. For the six
combinations of vehicle and operator, in
only one case did the use of the Gastell
device cause an improvement in vehicle
fuel economy greater than 1%. The
amount of fuel economy improvement
for this one case was 5% with the
Gastell device. It is interesting to note
that even for this one case, the other
less aggressive driver's fuel economy in
this vehicle was the same with or
without the Device and 4% better than
the driver who showed an improvement.

In general, the EPA testing of the
Gastell device did not show a positive
benefit from its use. None of the Phase 1
chassis dynamometer tests with the
Device installed showed a positive fuel
economy effect. Four vehicles of varying
size and power-to-weight ratio were
road tested in San Antonio (with from
one to two drivers each) and only one
vehicle/driver combination showed a
fuel economy improvement (5%) with the
Gastell device. It is concluded from the
test data available that only drivers
with aggressive driving behaviour (or
other driving habits that involve
excessive throttle manipulation) could
benefit from use of this Device and then
only if: (1) Their vehicle happened to
have the fuel economy response
characteristics that favorably matched
the activation setting of the Device and
(2) the driver consistently responded to
the Device's signal and refrained from
such aggressive driving.

Intuitively, many people might expeect
the principles behind the Gastell device
to produce an improvement in fuel
economy. In fact, at the beginning of the
program, EPA evaluation engineers
involved in the evaluation expected the

device to produce significant benefits
and were surprised when the early data
showed no effect on fuel economy. This
evaluation has been more extensive
than most such projects at EPA, but as a
result, we are comfortable in supporting
this evaluation.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Merrill W. Korth, Emission Control
Technology Division, Office of Mobile
Sdurce Air Pollution Control,
Environmental Protection Agency, 2565
Plymouth Road, Ann Arbor, Michigan
48105, 313-668-4200,

Edward F. Tuerk,

Acting Assistant Administrator for Air, Noise,
and Radiation.

[FR Doc. 8112055 Filed 5-5-81: B:45 am]

BILLING CODE 8560-26-M

FEDERAL MARITIME COMMISSION

Security for the Protection of the
Public; Indemnification of Passengers
for Nonperformance of
Transportation; Issuance of Certificate
(Performance)

Notice is hereby given that the
following have been issued a Certificate
of Financial Responsibility for
Indemnification of Passengers for
Nonperformance of Transportation
pursuant to the provisions of Section 3,
Public Law 88-777 (80 Stat. 1357, 1358)
and Federal Maritime Commission
General Order 20, as amended (46 CFR
Part 540):

American Line, Inc, and American Cruise
Lines, Inc,, Haddam, Connecticut 06438,

Dated: April 30, 1981,

Joseph C. Polking,

Acting Secretary.

[FR Doc. 811300 Filod 5-5-31: 8:45 am)
BILLING CODE 6730-01-M

FEDERAL RESERVE SYSTEM

First Flora Corp.; Proposed Credit
Insurance Activities

First Flora Corporation, Flors,
Mississippi, has applied, pursuant to
section 4(c)(8) of the Bank Holding
Company Act (12 U.S.C. 1843(c)(8)) and
§ 225.4(b)(2) of the Board's Regulation Y
(12 CFR 225.4(b)(2)), for permission to
act as agent or broker in the sale of
credit life and credit accident and health
insurance directly related to extensions
of credit by Applicant's subsidiary, Bank
of Flora, Flora, Mississippi. These
activities would be performed from
offices of Applicant's subsidiary in Flora
and Bentonia, Mississippi, and the
geographic areas to be served are
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Madison County and Yazoo County,
Mississippi. Such activities have been
specified by the Board in § 225.4(a} of
Regulation Y as permissible for bank
holding companies, subject to Board
approval of individual proposals in
accordance with the procedures of

§ 225.4(b).

Interested persons may express their
views on the question whether
consummation of the proposal can
“reasonably be expected to produce
benefits to the public, such as greater
convenience, increased competition, or
gains in efficiency, that outweigh
possible adverse effects, such as undue
concentration of resources, decreased or
unfair competition, conflicts of interests,
or unsound banking practices.” Any
request for a hearing on this question
must be acompanied by a statement of
the reasons a written presentation
would not suffice in lieu of a hearing,
identifying specifically any questions of
fact that are in dispute, summarizing the
evidence that would be presented ata
hearing, and indicating how the party
commenting would be aggrieved by
approval of the proposal.

The application may be inspected at
the offices of the Board of Governors or
at the Federal Reserve Bank of Atlanta.

Any person wishing to comment on
the application should submit views*in
writing to the Reserve Bank to be
received not later than May 28, 1981.

Board of Governors of the Federal Reserve
System, April 20, 1881.

D. Michael Manies,

Assistant Secretory of the Board.
[FR Doc. #1-13635 Filed 5-5-81; 45 am)
BILLING CODE 6210-01-M

g:stFloddaBanh,lnc.;Amﬂﬂonol
nk

First Florida Banks, Inc., Tampa,
Florida, has applied for the Board’s
approval under Section 3(a)(3) of the
Bank Holding Company Act {12 U.S.C.
1842(a)(3)) to acquire 100 per cent (less
directors’ qualifying shares) of the
voting shares of Bank of Clearwater,
Clearwater, Florida. The factors that are
considered in acting on the application
are set forth in Section 3(c) of the Act
(12 U.S.C. 1842(c)).

The application may be inspected at
the offices of the Board of Governors or
at the Federal Reserve Bank of Atlanta.
Any person wishing to comment on the
application should submit views in
writing to the Reserve Bank to be
received not later than May 28, 1961.
Any comment on an application that
requests a hearing must include a
statement of why a written presentation
would not suffice in lieu of a hearing,

identifying specifically any questions of
fact that are in dispute and summarizing
the evidence that would be presented at
a hearing.

Board of Governors of the Federal Reserve
System, April 29, 1881.
D. Michael Manies,
Assistant Secretary of the Board.
(FR Doc. 81-13696 Filed 5-5-81: 45 am|
BILLING CODE 6210-01-M

Gravois Bancorp., Inc.; Formation of
Bank Holding Company

Gravois Bancorp., St. Louis County,
Missouri, has applied for the Board's
approval under section 3(a){1) of the
Bank Holding Company Act (12 U.S.C,
1842(a)(1)) to become a bank holding
company by acquiring 100 percent of the
voting shares of Gravois Bank, St. Louis
County, Missouri. The factors that are
considered in acting on the application
are set forth in section 3(c) of the Act (12
U.S.C. 1842(c}).

The application may be inspected at
the offices of the Board of Governors or
at the Pederal Reserve Bank of St. Louls.
Any person wishing to comment on the
application should submit views in
writing to the Reserve Bank, to be
received not later than May 28, 1981.
Any comment on an application that
requests a hearing must include a
statement of why a written presentation
would not suffice in lieu of a hearing,
identifying specifically any questions of
fact that are in dispute and summarizing
the evidence that would be presented at
a hearing.

Board of Gavernors of the Federal Reserve
System, April 29, 1981.

D. Michael Manies,

Assistant Secretary of the Board.
[FR Doc. 01-13637 Filed 5-5-81. £45 am]
BILLING CODE 6210-07-M

Memphis Bancshares, Inc.; Formation
of Bank Holding Company

Memphis Bancshares, Inc., Memphis,
Texas, as applied for the Board’s
approval under section 3(a)(1) of the
Bank Holding Company Act (12 U.S.C.
1842{a)(1)) to become a bank holding
company by acquiring 100 per cent of
the voting shares of First State Bank,
Memphis, Texas. The factors that are
considered in acting on the application
are set forth in § 3{c) of the Act (12
U.S.C, 1842(c)).

The application may be inspected at
the offices of the Board of Governors or
at the Federal Reserve Bank of Dallas.
Any person wishing to comment on the
application should submit views in
writing to the Reserve Bank, to be-

received not later than May 29, 1981.
Any comment on an application that
requests a hearing must include a
statement of why a wrilten presentation
would not suffice in lieu of & hearing,
identifying specifically any questions of
fact that are in dispute and summarizing
the evidence that would be presented at
a hearing,

Board of Governors of the Federal Reserve
System, April 30, 1881.
D. Michael Manies,
Assistant Secretary of the Board.
{FR Doc. 81-13640 Filed 5-5-81: 845 am|
BILLING CODE 6210-01-M

Multi-Line, Inc,; Acquisition of Bank

Multi-Line, Inc., Tampa, Florida, has
applied for the Board's approval under
section 3{a)(3) of the Bank Holding
Company Act {12 U.S5.C. 1842(a)(3)) to
acquire 8.3 percent or more of the voting
shares of First Florida Banks, Inc.,
Tampa, Florida. The factors that are
considered in acting on the application
are set forth in section 3(c) of the Act (12
U.S.C. 1842(c)).

The application may be inspected at
the offices of the Board of Governors or
at the Federal Reserve Bank of Atlanta.
Any person wishing to comment on the
application should submit views in
writing to the Reserve Bank to be
received not later than May 28, 1981.
Any comment on an application that
requests a hearing must include a
statement of why a written presentation
would not suffice in lieu of & hearing,
identifying specifically any questions of
fact that are in dispute and summarizing
the evidence that would be presented at
a hearing.

Board of Governars of the Federal Reserve
System, April 29, 1981,

D. Michael Manies,

Assistant Secretary of the Board.
[FR Doc. 81-13638 Filed 5-5-81. 145 am]
BILLING CODE 6210-01-M

Northeastern Bancorp, Inc.; Formation
of Bank Holding Company

Northeastern Bancorp, Inc., Scranton,
Pennsylvania, has applied for the
Board's approval under section 3(a)(1) of
the Bank Holding Company Act (12
U.S.C. 1842(a)(1)) to become a bank
holding company by acquiring 100 per
cent of the voting shares of Northeastern
Bank of Pennsylvania, Mount Pocono,
Pennsylvania, The factors that are
considered In acting on the application
are set forth in section 3(c) of the Act (12
U.S.C. 1842(c)).
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The application may be inspected at
the offices of the Board of Governors or
at the Federal Reserve Bank of
Philadelphia. Any person wishing to
comment on the application should
submit views in writing to the Reserve
Bank, to be received not later than May
28, 1981, Any comment on an
application that requests a hearing must
include a statement of why a written
presentation would not suffice in lieu of
a hearing, identifying specifically any
questions of fact that are in dispute and
summarizing the evidence that would be
presented at a hearing:

Board of Governors of the Federal Reserve
System, April 20, 1961.

D. Michael Manies,

Assistant Secretary of the Board.
(PR Doc, 5112609 Filod 5-5-81; 845 am)
BILLING CODE 6210-01-M

Ruston Bancshares, Inc.; Formation of
Bank Holding Company

Ruston Bancshares, Inc., Ruston,
Louisiana, has applied for the Board's
approval under section 3(a)(1) of the
Bank Holding Company Act (12 U.S.C.
1842(a)(1)) to become a bank holding
company by acquiring 80 percent or
more of the yoting shares of Ruston
State Bank and Trust Company, Ruston,
Louisiana. The factors that are
considered in acting on the application
are set forth in section 3(c) of the Act (12
U.S.C. 1842(c)).

The application may be inspected at
the offices of the Board of Governors or
at the Federal Reserve Bank of Dallas.
Any person wishing to comment on the
application should submit views in
writing to the Reserve Bank, to be
received not later than May 28, 1961,
Any comment! on an application that
requests a hearing must include a
statement of why a written presentation
would not suffice in lieu of a hearing,
identifying specifically any questions of
fact that are in dispute and summarizing
the evidence that would be presented at
a hearing.

Board of Governors of the Federal Reserve
System, April 29, 1961,

D. Michael Manies,

Assistant Secretary of the Board.
[FR Doc. 51-15641 Filed 5-5-01: 48 am|
BILLING CODE 6210-01-M

Bank Holding Companies; Proposed
de Novo Nonbank Activities

The bank holding companies listed in
this notice have applied, pursuant to
section 4{c)(8) of the Bank Holding
Company Act (12 U.S.C. 1843(c)(8)) and
§ 225.4(b)(1) of the Board's Regulation Y

(12 CFR 225.4(b)(1)), for permission to
engage de novo (or continue to engage in
an activity earlier commenced de novo),
directly or indirectly, solely in the
activities indicated, which have been
determined by the Board of Governors
to be closely related to banking.

With respect to each application,
interested persons may express their
views on the question whether
consummation of the proposal can
“reasonably be expected to produce
benefits to the public, such as greater
convenience, increased competition, or
gains in efficiency, that outweigh
possible adverse effects, such as undue
concentration of resources, decreased or
unfair competition, conflicts of interest,
or unsound banking practices." Any
comment on an application that requests
a hearing must include a statement of
the reasons a written presentation
would not suffice in lieu of.a hearing,
identifying specifically any questions of
fact that are in dispute, summarizing the
evidence that would be presented at a
hearing, and indicating how the party
commenting would be aggrieved by
approval of that proposal.

Each application may be inspected at
the offices of the Board of Governors or
at the Federal Reserve Bank indicated
for that application. Comments and
requests for hearings should identify
clearly the specific application to which
they relate, and should be submitted in
writing and, except as noted, received
by the appropriate Federal Reserve
Bank not later than May 28, 1981,

A. Federal Reserve Bank of Chicago
(Franklin D. Dreyer, Vice President) 230
South LaSalle Street, Chicago, lllinois

60690:

FIRST MACOMB CORPORATION, 1
North Gratiot Avenue, Mt. Clemens,
Michigan, (financing and lending
activities; Michigan): to engage in
making or acquiring loans and other
extensions of credit such as would be
made by a commercial finance
institution, including commercial loans
secured by a borrower's inventory,
accounts receivable, fixed assets (both
real and personal), leases or other
assets, and servicing such loans. These
activities would be conducted from an
office located at 1 North Gratiot Avenue,
Mt. Clemens, Michigan, serving
Southeastern Michigan. Comments on
this application must be received not
later than May 23, 1981.

B. Federal Reserve Bank of Kansas
City (Thomas M. Hoenig, Assistant Vice
President) 925 Grand Avenue, Kansas
City, Missouri 64198:

FARMERS ENTERPRISES, INC.,
Albert, Kansas (finance activities;
Kansas): to engage in the activity of
making loans and other extensions of

credit for its own account or the account
of its subsidiary, Farmers State Bank,
Albert, Kansas. This activity would be
conducted from an office in Great Bend,
Kansas, serving Great Bend and
surrounding areas in Barton County,
Kansas. Comments on this application
must be received not later than May 25,
1981.

C. Federal Reserve Bank of San
Francisco (Harry W. Green, Vice
President) 400 Sansome Street, San
Francisco, California 94120:

1. IMPERIAL BANCORP, Inglewood,
California (financing activities; Arizons
and California): to engage through a
wholly-owned subsidiary, Imperial
Creditcorp (the “"Company") in the
activities of making, acquiring, or
placing loans and other extensions of
credit for its own account, and for the
account of others, and servicing such
loans and other extensions of credit for
its own account, and for the account of
others in the State of California. These
activities would be conducted from
offices in California, serving the State of
California.

The Company will also engage in
insurance premium financing relating to
commercial and consumer property and
casualty insurance. This activity will be
conducted from an office in Phoenix,
Arizona, serving the State of Arizona.

2. SECURITY PACIFIC
CORPORATION, Los Angeles,
California (securities and commercial
paper clearing and custodian activities;
United States): to engage through its
subsidiary, Security Pacific Clearing
Services Corp., in certain clearing and
custodian activities with respect to
securities, commercial paper and similar
instruments, such as acting as
forwarding agent, coupon paying agent,
and provider of trade confirmation
services for securities, and acting as
issuing and paying agent for commercial
paper and similar instruments, as well
as activities incident thereto, such as the
making of call loans to securities
dealers. These activities would be
conducted from an office in San
Francisco, California, serving the United
States.

D. Other Federal Reserve Banks:
None.

Board of Governors of the Federal Reserve
System, April 29, 1881,

D. Michael Manies,

Assistant Secretary of the Board,
[FR Doc. 8119082 Piled 5-5-81: K45 am|
BILLING CODE 6210-01-M




Federal Register / Vol. 46, No. 87 /| Wednesday, May 8, 1981 / Notices

25351

FEDERAL TRADE COMMISSION

George Argyros; Early Termination of
the Waiting Period of the Premerger
Notification Rules

AGENCY: Federal Trade Commission.

ACTION: Granting of request for early
termination of the waiting period of the
premerger notification rules.

SUMMARY: Mr, George Argyros is
granted early termination of the waiting
period provided by law and the
premerger notification rules with respect
to the proposed acquisition of certain
voting securities of Westgate California
Corp. The grant was made by the
Federal Trade Commission and the
Assistant Attorney General in charge of
the Antitrust Division of the Department
of Justice in response to a request for
early termination submitted by both
parties. Neither agency intends to take
any action with respect to this
acquisition during the waiting period.
EFFECTIVE DATE: April 14, 1981,

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Roberta Baruch, Senior Attorney,
Premerger Notification Office, Bureau of
Competition, Room 303, Federal Trade
Commission, Washington, D.C, 20480
(202-523-3894).

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Section
7A of the Clayton Act, 15 U.S.C. 18a, as
added by Title I of the Hart-Scott-
Rodino Antitrust Improvements Act of
1976, requires persons contemplating
certain mergers or acquisitions to give
the Commission and Assistant Attorney
Ceneral advance notice and to wait
designated periods before
consummation of such plans. Section
7A(b)(2) of the Act permits the agencies,
in individual cases, to terminate this
waiting period prior to its expiration and
requires that notice of this action be
published in the Federal Register,

By direction of the Commission.
Carol M. Thomas,
Secretary.
|FR Doc. 8113640 Filod 5-5-81; 845 am)
BILLING CODE 6750-01-M

Buttes Gas & Oil Co.; Early
Termination of the Waiting Period of
the Premerger Notification Rules

AGENCY: Federal Trade Commission.

ACTION: Granting of request for early
termination of the waiting period of the
premerger notification rules.

SUMMARY: Buttes Gas & Oil Co. is
granted early termination of the waiting
period provided by law and the
premerger notification rules with respect
to the proposed acquisition of all voting

securities of Dolphin International Inc,
and certain assets of A/S Quatro, The
grant was made by the Federal Trade
Commission and the Assistant Attorney
General in charge of the Antitrust
Division of the Department of Justice in
response to a request for early
termination submitted by both parties,
Neither agency intends to take any
action with respect to this acquisition
during the waiting period.
EFFECTIVE DATE: April 14, 1981,
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Roberta Baruch, Senior Attorney,
Premerger Notification Office, Bureau of
Competition, Room 303, Federal Trade
Commission, Washington, D.C. 20580
(202-523-3894).
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Section
7A of the Clayton Act, 15 U.S.C. 18a, as
added by Title II of the Hart-Scott-
Rodino Antitrust Improvements Act of
1976, requires persons contemplating
certain mergers or acquisitions to give
the Commission and Assistant Attorney
General advance notice and to wait
designated periods before
consummation of such plans. Section
7A(b)(2) of the Act permits the agencies,
in individual cases, to terminate this
waiting period prior to its expiration and
requires that notice of this action be
published in the Federal Register.

By direction of the Commission.
Carol M. Thomas,
Secretary.
[FR Doc. 81-13850 Piled 5-5-81; 845 am|
BILLING CODE 5750-01-M

CBI Industries Inc.; Early Termination
of the Waiting Period of the Premerger
Notification Rules

AGENCY: Federal Trade Commission.

ACTION: Granting of request for early
termination of the waiting period of the
premerger notification rules.

sumMmARY: CBI Industries Inc. is granted
early termination of the waiting period
provided by law and the premerger
notification rules with respect to the
proposed acquisition of certain voting
securities of Integrated Drilling and
Exploration Inc. The grant was made by
the Federal Trade Commission and the
Assistant Attorney General in charge of
the Antitrust Division of the Department
of Justice in response to a request for
early termination submitted by both
parties. Neither agency intends to take
any action with respect to this
acquisition during the waiting period.
EFFECTIVE DATE: April 10, 1981.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Roberta Baruch, Senior Attorney,
Premerger Notification Office, Bureau of

Competition, Room 303, Federal Trade
Commission, Washington, D.C. 20580
(202-523-3894).

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Section
7A of the Clayton Act, 15 U.S.C. 18a, as
added by Title II of the Hart-Scott-
Rodino Antitrust Improvements Act of
1976, requires persons contemplating
certain mergers or acquisitions to give
the Commission and Assistant Attorney
General advance notice and to wait
designated periods before
consummation of such plans. Section
7A(b)(2) of the Act permits the agencies,
in individual cases, to terminate this
waiting period prior to its expiration and
requires that notice of this action be
published in the Federal Register.

By direction of the Commission.
Carol M. Thomas,
Secretary.
[FR Doc. 81-12652 Filed 5-5-81; 845 am)
BILLING CODE 6750-01-M

William Lyon; Early Termination of the

Waiting Period of the Premerger
Notification Rules

AGENCY: Federal Trade Commission.

ACTION: Cranting of request for early
termination of the waiting period of the
premerger notification rules.

SUMMARY: Mr. William Lyon is granted
early termination of the waiting period
provided by law and the premerger
notification rules with respect to the
proposed acquisition of certain voting
securities of Westgate California Corp.
The grant was made by the Federal
Trade Commission and the Assistant
Attorney General in charge of the
Antitrust Division of the Department of
Justice in response to a request for early
termination submitted by both parties.
Neither agency intends to take any
action with respect to this acquisition
during the waiting period.

EFFECTIVE DATE: April 14, 1981,

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Roberta Baruch, Senior Attorney,
Premerger Notification Office, Bureau of
Competition, Room 303, Federal Trade
Commission, Washington, D.C. 20580
(202-523-3894).

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Section
7A of the Clayton Act, 15 U.S.C. 18a, as
added by Title II of the Hart-Scott-
Rodino Antitrust Improvements Act of
1976, requires persons contemplating
certain mergers or acquisition to give the
Commission and Assistant Aftorney
General advance notice and to wait
designated periods before
consummation of such plans. Section
7A(b)(2) of the Act permits the agencies,
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in individual cases, to terminate this
waiting period prior to its expiration and
requires that notice of this action be
published in the Federal Register.

By direction of the Commission.
Carol M. Thomas,
Secretary.
|FR Doc. 81-13651 Filed 5-5-81; 45 am}
BILLING CODE 8750-01-M

Lord Thomson; Early Termination of
the Waiting Period of the Premerger
Notification Rules

AGENCY: Federal Trade Commisssion.

ACTION: Granting of request for early
termination of the waiting period of the
premerger notification rules.

SUMMARY: Lord Thomson of Fleet 1963
Trust is granted early termination of the
waiting period provided by law and the
premerger notification rules with respect
to the proposed acquisition of all voting
securities of Tri-American Corp. The
grant was made by the Federal Trade
Commission and the Assistant Attorney
General in charge of the Antitrust
Division of the Department of Justice in
response to a request for early
termination submitted by both parties.
Neither agency intends to take any
action with respect to this acquisition
during the waiting period..

EFFECTIVE DATE: April 24, 1081.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Roberta Baruch, Senior Attorney,
Premerger Notification Office, Bureau of
Competition, Room 303, Federal Trade
Commission, Washington, D.C. 20580
(202-523-3894).

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Section
7A of the Clayton Act, 15 U.S.C. 18a, as
added by Title Il of the Hart-Scott-
Rodino Antitrust Improvements Act of
1976, requires persons contemplating
certain mergers or acquisitions to give
the Commission and Assistant Attorney
General advance notice and to wait
designated periods before
consummation of such plans. Section
7A(b)(2) of the Act permits the agencies,
in individual cases, to terminate this
waiting period prior to its expiration and
requires that notice of this action be
published in the Federal Register.

By direction of the Commission.
Carol M, Thomas,
Secrelary. 2
1R Doc. #1-13653 Filed 5-5-#1; 8:43 am|
BILLING COOE 6750-01-M

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND
HUMAN SERVICES

Centers for Disease Control

Sixteenth National Immunization
Conference; Open Meeting

On May 18-21, 1981, a National
Immunization Conference will be held at
the Centers for Disease Control. This
Conference is sponsored by the Centers
for Disease Control (CDC).

Federal, State, and local public health
officials who are involved in the
organization and implementation of
immunization program activity will
participate, The meeting is open to the
public, limited only by the space
available .

Meetings are scheduled to begin at
8:30 a.m. in Auditorium B, CDC, 1800
Clifton Road, NE., Atlanta, Georgia.

All inquiries should be sent to: Mr.
Jack Kirby, Chief, Program Operations,
Immunization Division, Center for
Prevention Services, Centers for Disease
Control, Atlanta, Georgia 30333;
Telephones: FTS: 236-3801; Commercial:
404/329-3801.

Dated: April 30, 1981.

William H. Foege,

Director, Centers for Disease Control.
[FR Doc. 81~-13008 Filed 5-5-81; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 4110-86-M

Heaith Services Administration

Health Education Assistance Loan
s “Maximum Interest Rates for
Quarter Ending June 30, 1981"

Section 727 of the Public Health
Service Act (42 CFR Part 60, previously
45 CFR Part 126) authorizes the
Secretary to establish a Federal program
of student loan insurance for graduate
students in health professions schools.
Section 60.13(a)(4) of the program's
implementing lations provides that
the Secretary m announce the interest
rate in effect on a quarterly basis.

The Secretary announces that for the
period ending June 30, 1981, two interest
rates are in effect for loans executed
through the HEAL Program.

1. For loans made before January 27,
1981, the variable interest rate is 13%
percent. Using the regulatory formula (45
CFR 126.13{a) (2) and (3)), in effect prior
to January 27, 1981, the Secretary would
normally compute the variable rate for
this quarter by finding the sum of the
fixed annual rate (7 percent) and a
variable component calculated by
subtracting 3.50 percent from the
average bond equivalent rate of 91-day
U.S. Treasury Bills for the preceding
calendar quarter (15.03 percent), and

rounding the result {11,53 percent)
upward to the nearest % percent (11.625
percent). Thus, the variable rate for this
3-month period would normally be at
the annual rate of 18% percent (11%
plus 7 percent). However, the regulatory
formula also provides that the annual
rate of the variable interest rate for a 3-
month period shall be reduced to the
highest one-eight of 1 percent. This
would result in an average annual rate
not in excess of 12 percent for the 12-
month period concluded by those 3
months. For the previous 3 quarters the
variable interest rate at the annual rate
was as follows: 11 percent for the
quarter ending September 30, 1981; 11%
percent for the quarter ending December
31, 1981; and 12% percent for the quarter
ending March 31, 1981. Therefore, in
order to maintain an average annual
rate of 12 percent for the 12-month
period ending June 30, 1981, the variable
interest rate for the quarter ending June
30, 1981, would be at an annual rate of
13% percent.

2. For fixed rate loans executed during
the period of April 1 through June 30,
1981, and for variable rate loans
executed after January 27, 1981, the
interest rate is 18% percent. Using the
regulatory formula (42 CFR 60.13(a)(3)),
in effect on January 27, 1981, the
Secretary computes the maximum
interest at the beginning of each
calendar quarter by determining the
average bond equivalent rate for the 91-
day U.S. Treasury Bills during the
preceding quarter (15.03 percent); adding
3.50 percent (18.53 percent); and
rounding that figure to the next higher
one-eighth of 1 percent (18% percent).
{Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance No.

13574, Health Professions Educational
Assistance Ac! Insured Loans)

Dated: April 24, 1981.
John H. Kelso,
Acting Administrator.
[FR Doc. 5113550 $iled 5-5-#1; 845 am]
BILLING CODE 4110-84-M

National Institute for Occupational
Safety and Health

Testing and Approval of Spirometers;
Open Meeting

The following meeting will be
convened by the National Institute for
Occupational Safety and Health
(NIOSH) of the Centers for Disease
Control and will be open to the public
for observation and participation,
limited only by space available:
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Testing and Approval of Spirometers

Date: June 15, 1981 (also June 16, if
necessary)

Time: 9 a.m. to 5 p.m.

Place: Conference Rooms D and E,
Parklawn Building, 5600 Fishers Lane,
Rockville, Maryland 20857.

Purpose: To discuss and obtain
recommendations and comments as to
the role of the NIOSH in the testing
and approval of spirometers,

Federal standards for determining
coal miners' total disability or death due
to pneumoconiosis are set forth in 20
CFR Part 718. Part 718 also specifies the
procedures and requirements to be
followed in conducting medical
examinations and in administering
various tests relevant to such
determinations. Appendix B of Part 718,
entitled “Standards for Administration
and Interpretation of Ventilatory
Function Tests,” specifies that
instruments to be used for the
administration of pulmonary function
tests shall be approved by NIOSH and
conform to specified criteria.

Single copies of a document
containing the major elements of the
NIOSH current position can be obtained
from Dr. May at the address below.
Viewpoints and suggestions from
manufacturers and users of spirometers,
industry, organized labor, academia,
and other government agencies are
invited,

NIOSH personnel will present the
Institute's current thinking regarding the
testing and approval of spirometers. The
attendees will then be given time to
present their comments and to respond
to statements made by NIOSH
personnel.

Written requests to address the
meeting must be received by Dr. May (at
the address below) no later than 5 p.m.
on June 1. These requests should include
the name, address, and telephone
number of the participant, and the
approximate time needed for the
presentation. For those persons who
cannot participate at the meeting,
wrilten comments may also be
submitted to Dr. May.

Additional information may be
obtained from: Jon R. May, Ph. D.,
Special Assistant to the Acting Director
(for Testing and Certification), National
Institute for Occupational Safety and
Health, Centers for Disease Control,
5600 Fishers Lane, Room 8A-53,
Rockville, MD 20857, Telephone: (301)
443-3680.

Dated: April 27, 1880,
William H. Foege,
Director, Centers for Disease Control,
[FR Doe. 81-13607 Filed $-5-81; 845 am]
BILLING CODE 4110-87-M

Office of Human Development
Services

White House Conference on Aging;
National Advisory Committee Meeting

The 1981 White House Conference on
Aging National Advisory Committee
was established by the Department of
Health and Human Services to provide
advice and recommendations to the
Secretary of Health and Human Services
and to the Executive Director of the 1981
White House Conference on Aging in
the planning, conducting and reviewing
of the Conference.

Notice is hereby given pursuant to the
Federal Advisory Committee Act, (Pub.
L. 92463, 5 U.S.C. App. 1, sec. 10, 1976)
that the National Advisory Committee
will hold its next meeting on
Wednesday, May 20, 1981 through
Friday, May 22, 1981, 9:00 a.m.~5:00 p.m.
each day. The meeting will be held in
Room 800 of the Hubert H. Humphrey
Building, 200 Independence Avenue,
S.W., Washington, D.C. 20201,

The purpose of the meeting will be to
review plans and issue areas of the 1981
National Meeting to be held in
Washington, D.C. on November 30th-
December 3, 1981.

Further information on the Committee
meeting may be obtained from Mr.
David A. Rust, Executive Director,
White House Conference on Aging.
Room 4059, 330 Independence Avenue,
S.W., Washington, D.C. 20201, telephone
(202) 245-1914. National Advisory
Committee meetings are open to the
public for observation.

Dated: April 30, 1981.
Mamie Welborne,
HDS Committee Management Officer.
[FR Doc. 81-13500 Filed 5-5-81; 845 am)
BILLING CODE 4110-92-M

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
Bureau of Indian Affairs

Irrigation Operation and Maintenance

Charges; Water Charges and Related
Information Wind River Irrigation

Project, Wyoming
Correction

In FR Doc. 81-9954 appearing on page
19993 in the issue of Thursday, April 2,
1981, make the following change:

On page 19993, middle column, second
complete paragraph, seventh line,
"$1.10" should read "6.10",

BILLING CODE 1505-01-M

San Juan Basin Uranium Study

April 20, 1981,
AGENCY: Bureau of Indian Affairs,
Interior.

ACTION: Notice.

SUMMARY: The Department of the
Interior has prepared a study of the
impacts of uranium development in
northwest New Mexico through the year
2000,

ADDRESS: Copies of the report are
available from Milton Bluehouse, Office
of Reservation Programs, Planner
Support, Bureau of Indian Affairs, P.O.
Box 1060, Gallup, NM 87301.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Ray Churan, Review Coordinator, Office
of Environmental Policy Review,
Department of the Interior, P.O. Box
2088, Albuguerque, NM 87108,
Telephone Number (505) 766-3565, or
Dennis Umshler, U.S. Geological Survey,
Conservation Division, P.O. Box 26124,
Albuquerque, New Mexico 87125,
Telephone Number (505) 766-1173.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
Department of the Interior has prepared
the final report of the San Juan Basin
Regional Uranium Study. The report
entitled: “Uranium Development in the
San Juan Basin Region: A Report on
Environmental Issues,” measures the
impacts of projected uranium
exploration, mining, and milling from
now through the year 2000 on the
natural and human environment of the
region.

The study describes the probable
impacts on air quality, health, water
resources, population, the economy, and
the social and cultural groupings in
northwest New Mexico. It also provides
options for the leadership in the area to
control those impacts,

James F. Caoan,

Acting Deputy Assistant Secretary—Indian
Affairs.

[FR Doc. 81-13612 Filod 5-5-81; 845 am)

BILLING CODE 4310-02-M

Bureau of Land Management

Arizona, Lower Gila North Grazing
Management; Intent To Prepare an
Environmental Impact Statement

The Department of the Interior,
Bureau of Land Management!, Phoenix
District Office, will prepare an
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Environmental Impact Statement (EIS)
that will evaluate a proposed grazing
management program for public
rangelands in portions of Yuma,
Yavapai, Mohave, and Maricopa
Counties in west-central Arizona, The
proposal was developed as part of the
Bureau's Lower Gila North Land-Use
Plan.

The program is intended to meet
requirements to manage efficiently the
basic resources of the public rangelands
and to improve their productivity to
serve the full range of natural, social,
economic and environmental needs,
Major components of the program
include proposals for: 1) intensive
management of livestock grazing on
specific allotments through grazing
systems and other practices; 2)
ephemeral grazing management where
conditions so warrant; 3) allocation of
forage 1o livestock, wild burros, wildlife
and non-consumptive uses; and 4)
construction of rangeland developments
needed to implement Intensive grazing
systems or to obtain better use of the
rangelands. The objectives of the
proposed program are to enhance
vegetation production, improve range
condition, provide a continuous supply
of forage for competing uses, reduce soil
erosion and sedimentation, improve
water quality, improve recreation and
visual resources, and protect
archeological and historical sites.

The EIS will analyze alternatives to
the proposed grazing management
program. Some of the possible
alternatives include continuation of
present management (no action),
elimination of livestock grazing,
livestock optimization, less intensive
grazing management, and wildlife
enhancement.

The statement will identify the
impacts that can be expected from
implementation of the proposed grazing
management program and each of the
alternatives, and will serve as an
analytical tool to assist responsible BLM
managers in making decisions
concerning livestock grazing and forage
allocation in the Lower Gila North
Planning Area. The Final Environmental
Impact Statement will contain a Draft
Rangeland Program Summary.

Prior to the commencement of the
land-use plan and during its preparation,
public workshops were held to inform
various interest groups of management
options and to obtain public input.
These sessions provided valuable
information regarding significant issues
and alternatives to be addressed in the
plan and constitute a substantial portion
of the scoping process for the
development of the EIS. Open houses
will be held early this summer, in which

government agencies, organizations, and

interested members of the public are

invited to comment on the Buresu's
proposals for management of various
resources within the planning area.

Notice of specific times and locations of

these open houses will be published in

local news media when the information
becomes available.

For information concerning the
Environmental Impact Statement or the
open houses, contact: .

Jim Crisp, Team Leader, Phoenix
District, BLM, 2929 W. Clarendon
Avenue, Phoenix, Arizona 85017,
Telephone: FTS 261-2852, Commercial
602/241-2852.

Bill Carter, Environmental Coordinator,
Arizona State Office, BLM, 2400
Valley Bank Center, Phoenix, Arizona
85073, Telephone: FTS 261-4127,
Commercial 602/261-4127.

Dated: April 28, 1981,
Tom Allen,
Associate State Director.
[FR Doc. 81-13561 Filed 5-5-81: 845 am|
BILLING CODE 4310-84-M

Baker District Advisory Council;
Meeting

The Baker District Advisory Council
Meeting scheduled to be held on April
29, 1961 will be postponed until 8:00 a.m.
May 20, 1981. The location and agenda
will remain the same as previously
noted in the Federal Register. (46 FR
17891, March 20, 1981).

April 23, 1981
Gordon R. Staker,
District Manager.
[FR Doc. 81-13552 Filed 5-5-¥1; 8:45 am)
BILLING CODE 4310-84-M

[31529]

Colorado; Invitation to Participate in
Coal Exploration Program; Application
for License by W. R. Grace & Co.

Members of the Public are hereby
invited to participate with W, R. Grace
& Co., a Conneclicut corporation, in a
pro?ram for the exploration of certain
coal deposits owned by the United
States of America in the following
described lands located in Moffat and
Rio Blanco Counties in the State of
Colorado:

T.AN,.R.94 W, 6th PM.
Sec. 2: Lots 5-8, S% N %, S [All)
Sec. 3: Lots 5-8, S%N%%, S% (All)
Sec. 4: Lots 5-8, S¥%aN%, S% (All)
Sec. 5: Lots 5-8, SaN%, S% (All)
Sec. 6: Lots 8-14, S%NEY, SEXWNW %,
E%SW Y%, SEY (All)
Sec. 7; Lots 5-8, E¥sW %, E¥: (All)
Sec. 8: All

Sec. 9: All
Sec. 10: Al
Sec. 11: All
Sec. 14: NW¥%
Sec. 15: N%
Sec. 18: Lots 5-8, EY%W4%, E¥: [All)
Sec. 19: Lots 5-8, E% W%, E¥ (All)
T.4 N, R. 84 W, 6th PM.
Sec. 7: Lots 4-8, EYASW %, SE%
Sec. 8: Lols 3, 4, 6, 7, 10, WSEY, SWh
Sec. 8: Lots 3, 6-10, 18, 18, 21, 22
Sec. 10: Lots 3-6, S'a (All)
Sec. 11: Lots 3-8, S'% (All)
Sec. 12: Lots 3, 6, 7, 11, NEWSWY%,
SKSW%, SWYSEY,
Sec. 13: Lots 5, 7, NW¥, N¥%aSWY
Sec. 14: Lots 1, 8, 5, 7. 10, 11, 14, 186, 18, 20,
24, 26, NVaNW ¥, SWXUNWY;, SEUSEY
Sec. 15: NV, N¥:S%, S¥%HSWYe, SWWSEY
Sec. 16: Lots 1, 10, 11, 14, 16, 18, 5$%5%
Sec.17: Lots 2. 3, 6. WWEY, W,
SEYSEY
Sec. 18: Lots 5-8, EYaW %, E%a (All)
Sec. 19: Lots 5-8, E¥aW Y4, E% (All)
Sec. 20: All
Sec. 21: Lots 1, 3, 5, 8. NVa, NY%SW Y,
SWYSWY, NWYiSEY.
Sec. 22: Lots 3, 5, 16, 18, 20, 24, 28,
NWYNE%. N¥aNW¥%, SW“USE%
Sec. 23: SW¥
Sec. 26: NWYa
Sec. 27: Lot 1, NEY%, EYaNW Y,
SWYNWY, S%
Sec. 28: Lots 2, 6,7, 9, 13, 15, 16, 19, 23, 25,
27, NW%UNWY, NEVASEY%, S%SEY
Sec. 29: Lots 1, 8, 5, N¥, SWY¥%, NWWUSEY
Sec. 30: Lots 5-8, EVeW Y4, E% (All)
Sec. 31: Lots 5-8, EXaW'%, E¥% (All)
Sec. 32: Lots 2, 4, NYaNW ¥, S%N%, S%
Sec. 33: Lot 1, NEY, NEUNWY, SYaNW Y,
S%
Sec. 34: All
T.3N., R. 85 W, 6th PM.
Sec, 1: Lots 5-8, S¥%N%, 8% (All)
Sec. 2: Lots 5-8. S¥% N, S¥% (All)
Sec. 12: All
Sec. 13: All
T.-4N.R.95W, 6thPM.
Sec. 12: Lots 3, 12, SEWSEY
Sec. 13: EREY
Sec. 24: EY
Sec. 25: EYa
Containlng 23,674.25 Acres. more or less.

Any party electing to participate in
this proposed program must provide
written notice of that election to the
Bureau of Land Management and the
applicant directed to the following
persons at the addresses indicated:

Leader, Craig Team, Branch of
Adjudication, Colorado State Office, Bureau
of Land Management, Room 700, Colorado
State Bank Building, 1600 Broadway, Denver,
CO 80202, and Manager of Exploration, W. R.
Grace & Co., Stapleton Plaza, Suite 8800, 3333
Quebec Street, Denver, CO 80207,

Such written notice must be received
by the above indicated persons at the
addresses shown not later than June 5,
1981.

A copy of the exploration plan, as
submitted by W. R Grace & Co., is
available for public review during
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normal business hours in the following
office under Serial Number C-31529:
Colorado State Office. Bureau of Land
Management, Room 701, Celorado State
Bank Building, 1600 Broadway, Denver,
Colorado.

The above office will be closed at 4:15
p.m., May 28, 1981, while all records,
including the mentioned exploration
plan, are being moved. The exploration
plan may again be examined by the
public after 7:45 a.m., June 3, 1881 at the
following office: Colorado State Office,
Bureau of Land Management, 2000
Arapahoe Steet, Denver, Colorado
80205.

The exploration plan and the exact
lands to be included in the license are
subject to the approval of the U.S.
Geological Survey and Bureau of Land
Management, both agencies of the
Departemnt of the Interior, which will
review the environmental aspects of the
proposed exploration before
determining whether the license shall be
issued and under what terms.

Questions concerning this application
may be directed to Mr. William Norton
in the Colorado State Office of the
Bureau of Land Management at
Telephone Number (303) 837-3891. This
Notice is published pursuant to 43 CFR
3410.2-1(d)(1).

Rodney A. Roberts,

Leader, Craig Team Branch of Adjudication.
[FR Doc. 8113857 Piled 5-5-81; 845 am]

BILLING CODE 4310-84-M

[M 50602)

Montana, Filing of Plat of Survey and
Order Providing for Opening of Public
Lands

April 29, 1981,

1. A plat of survey of an island
described below be officially filed in the
Montana State Office, Billings, Montana,
efective 8 a.m., on June 15, 1981.

Principal Meridian, Montana
T.18 N., R. 57E.,

Sec. 20: Lots 7 to 10, inclusive;

Sec, 21: Lot 6,

The area described contains 202.81 acres of
public lands in Dawson County.

2. The surveyed island is situated in
the Yellowstone River about 18 miles
northeast of the town of Glendive,
Montana, and 30 miles southwest of the
town of Sidney, Montana. It is river
bottom land located in the flood plain.
The land has been and is heing used for
livestock grazing by preference rights
permittees as provided for under Section
3 of the Taylor Grazing Act.

3. At 8 a.m. on June 15, 1981, the above
described public lands shall be open to
the public land laws, generally. subject

to valid existing rights, the provision of
existing withdrawals and
classifications, and the requirements of
applicable laws. These public lands
have been and will continue to be open
to location and entry under the United
States mining laws, and to leasing under
the mineral leasing laws.

4. Inquiries concerning these lands
should be adressed to the Bureau of
Land Management, P.O. Box 30157,
Billings, Montana 59107.

Delores M. James,

Chief, Branch of Records and Datd
Management.

IFR Doc. 5113853 Filed 5-5-81; 845 um)
BILLING CODE 4310-84-M

[OR 20231-A)

Oregon; Proposed Continuation of
Withdrawal

The Bureau of Land Management, U.S.
Department of the Interior, proposes
that the existing land withdrawa! made
by the Executive Order of June 7, 1922,
be continued in part as to the following
described lands for a 20-year period,
pursuant {o Section 204 of the Federal
Land Policy and Management Act of
October 21, 1976, 90 Stat. 2751, 43 U.S.C.
1714:

The area described conlains 40.00 acres in
Crook County, Oregon.

Willamette Meridian

Public Water Reserve No. 84
T.12S,R.22E.,

Sec. 14, W%NE'ANWY and
EBRNWYUNWY.

The purpose of the withdrawal is to
protect an existing permanent water
source. The land is currently segregated
from operation of the public land laws
generally, including non-metsiliferous
mineral location, under the mining laws,
but not the mineral leasing laws. No
change is proposed in the purpose or
segregative effect of the withdrawal.

Notice is hereby given that an
opportunity for a public hearing is
afforded on connection with the
proposed withdrawal continuation. All
interested persons who desire to be
heard on the proposal must submit a
written request for a hearing to the.
undersigned on or before June 8, 1981.

Upon determination by the State
Director, Bureau of Land Management,
that a public hearing will be held, a
notice will be published in the Federal
Register giving the time and place of
such hearing. In lieu of or in addition to
attendance at a scheduled public
hearing, written comments or objections

to the proposed wi
continuation may be filed with the

undersigned officer an or before June 8,
1081,

The authorized officer of the Bureau
of Land Management will undertake
such investigations as are necessary to
determine the existing and potential
demand for the land and ifs resources.
He will review the withdrawal
rejustification to insure that
continuation would be consistent with
the statutory objectives of the programs
for which the land is dedicated; the area
involved is the minimum essential to
meet the desired needs; the maximum
concurrent utilization of the land is
provided for; and an agreement is
reached on the concurrent management
of the land and its resources. He will
also prepare a report for consideration
by the Secretary of the Interior, the
President, and Congress, who will
determine whether or not the
withdrawal will be continued and if so,
for how long, The final determination on
the continuation of the withdrawal will
be published in the Federal Register.
The existing withdrawal will continue
until such final determination is made.

All communications in connection
with this proposed withdrawal
continuation should be addressed 1o the
undersigned officer, Bureau of Land
Management, U.S. Department of the
Interior, P.O, Box 2965, Portland, Oregon
97208.

Dated: April 24, 1981.

Harold A. Berends,

Chief, Branch of Lands and Minerals
Operations.

|FR Doc. 83-1355¢ Filed 5-5-81: 545 s}
BILLING CODE 4310-84-M

[ORE 016183-C]

Oregon; Proposed Continuation of
Withdrawal

The Bureau of Land Management, U.S,
Department of the Interior, proposes
that the existing land withdrawal made
by Public Land Order No. 3869 of
November 12, 1965, be continued in part
as to the following described lands for'a
20-year period, pursuant to Section 204
of the Federal Land Policy and
Management Act of October 21, 1976, 90
Stal. 2751, 43 US.C. 1714:

Willamette Meridian
Sixes River Recreation Site
T.32S5.. R. 14 W,
Sec, 12, N%SW 4 and NW'USE %,

Revested Oregon and California Railroad
Gront Land, Smith River Folls Recreation
Site
T.20S,R.9W,

Sec. 31, Lots 8 and 10
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Vincent Creek Recreation Site
T.20S5.R.9W.,,

Sec. 33, Portion of the N% containing 3.50
acres,

Bear Creek Recreation Site

T.30S.R.9W,
Sec, 9, S1SEY.

Loon Lake Recreation Site

T.23S.R.10W,,
Sec, 2, Lots 14 and 15,

Park Creek Recreation Site

T.27 S, R.10W,,
Sec. 4, NWYSWY and N%SWYSW¥.

Cherry Creek Recreation Site
T.27S,R.10W,,

Sec. 18, S% of Lot 8.

The areas described aggregate 441.65 acres
in Douglas, Coos, and Curry Counties,
Oregon.

The purpose of the withdrawal is to
portect existing recreation sites. The
lands are currently segregated from
location and entry under the public land
laws generally, including the mining
laws, but not the mineral leasing laws,
No change is proposed in the purpose or
segregative effect of the withdrawal.

Notice is hereby given that an
opportunity for a public hearing is
afforded in connection with the
proposed withdrawal continuation. Al
interested persons who desire to be
heard on the proposal must submit a
written request for a hearing to the
undersigned on or before June 8, 1981.

Upon determination by the State
Director, Bureau of Land Management,
that a public hearing will be held, a
notice will be published in the Federal
Register giving the time and place of
such hearing. In lieu of or in addition to
attendance at a scheduled public
hearing, written comments or objections
to the proposed withdrawal
continuation may be filed with the
undersigned officer on or before June 8,
1981, )

The authorized officer of the Bureau
of Land Management will undertake
such investigations as are necessary to
determine the existing and potential
demand for the land and its resources.
He will review the withdrawal
rejustification to insure that
continuation would be consistent with
the statutory objectives of the programs
for which the land is dedicated; the area
involved is the minimum essential to
meet the desired needs; the maximum
concurrent utilization of the land is
provided for; and an agreement is
reached on the concurrent management
of the land and its resources. He will
also prepare a report for consideration
by the Secretary of the Interior, the
President, and Congress, who will
determine whether or not the

withdrawal will be continued and if so,
for how long. The final determination on
the continuation of the withdrawal will
be published in the Federal Register.
The existing withdrawal will continue
until such final determination is made,

All communications in connection
with this proposed withdrawal
continuation should be addressed to the
undersigned officer, Bureau of Land
Management, U.S, Department of the
Interior, P.O. Box 2965, Portland, Oregon
97208.

Harold A. Berends,
Chief, Branch of Lands and Minerals
Operations.

Dated: April 24, 1961,
[FR Doc. #1-13555 Filed 5-5-81: 8:45 am)]
BILLING CODE 4310-84-M

Prineville District Grazing Advisory
Board; Meeting

Notice is hereby given in accordance
with Pub.L. 92-463 that a meeting of the
newly formed Prineville District Grazing
Advisory Board will be held May 20,
1981,

The meeting will begin at 1:00 P.M. in
the conference room of the Bureau of
Land Management office at 185 East 4th
Street, P.O. Box 550, Prineville, Oregon
97754.

The agenda will include: (1)
Expenditure of range betterment funds
for range improvements in fiscal year
1981. (2) A discussion of the ongoing
land use planning as it relates to future
allotment management plans,

The meeting is open to the public.
Anyone wishing to make oral or written
statements to the board is requested to
do so through the office of the District
Manager, at the above named address,
at least 5 days prior to the meeting date.

Summary minutes of the b
meeting will be maintained in the
District Office and be made available
for public inspection and reproduction
(during regular business hours) within 30
days following the meeting.

Paul W, Arrasmith,

District Manager.

April 10, 1881

{FR Doc. 51-13358 Filed 5-5-81; 845 am)
BILLING CODE 4310-84-M

[Colorado 0123759; Colorado 0123870;
Colorado 23395]

Colorado; Order Providing for Openng
of Public Lands and National Forest
Lands in Power Development Projects
1063 and 1268 ‘

Correction

In FR Doc. 81-12002 appearing on
page 22892, in the issue of Wednesday,

April 22, 1981, make the following
change:

On page 22992, middle column, in the
land description, under T, 6 S., R. 80
W.." fourth line, “Sec. 32, SEV4SW %"
should read "“Sec, 32, SWY.SW ",
BILLING CODE: 1505-01-M

Arizona; Phoenix District, Phoenix/
Lower Gila Resource Areas; Grazing
Advistory Board Meeting

Notice is hereby given in accordance
with Pub. L. 92-463 that a meeting of the
Phoenix/Lower Gila Resource Areas
(Phoenix District) Grazing Advisory
Board will be held on Wednesday, June
10, 1981.

The meeting will begin at 8:00 a.m. in
the conference room of the Bureau of
Land Management Office, 2929 West
Clarendon Avenue, Phoenix, Arizona
85017,

The agenda for the meeting will
include:

1. Lower Gila South—Inventory and
Planning

2. Status of Lower Gila North Planning

3. Status of Range Improvements for
fiscal year 1981

4. Arrangements for future meetings.

The meeting is open to the public.
Anyone wishing to make oral or written
statements to the Board is requested to
do so through the office of the District
Manager, 2929 West Clarendon Avenue,
Phoenix, Arizona 85017 at least seven
days prior to the meeting date.

Summary minutes of the Board
meeting will be maintained in the
District Office and be made available
for public inspection and reproduction
{during regular business hours) within 30
days following the meeting,

Dated: April 27, 1981,

William K. Barker,

District Manager.

[FR Doc. 81-13013 Filed 5-5-8; 8:45 um|
BILLING CODE 4310-84-M

Realty Action—Sale CA 6828; Public
Lands in Kern County, California

The following described land has
been identified as suitable for disposal
by sale under the Federal Land Policy
and Management Act of 1976, 80 Stat.
2743, 43 U.S.C. 1713, at no less than the
fair market value shown: -

Legal Description: S%SEYSWYSEYs
NW¥%; Sec. 34, T. 11 N, R. 9 W,, San
Bernardino Meridian, California.

Acreage: 1.25.

Value: $§750,

The land is being sold
noncompetitively to Allen C.
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Williamson, owner of Williamson's
Trailer Park. A portion of the Trailer
Park is on land owned by Mr.
Williamson. On the public land
proposed to be sold to Mr. Williamson
there exists 3 mobile homes, % of a
medium sized frame house, 1 double car
garage, 1 workshop, 1 small apartment, 2
covered carports, 1 water tank tower, 1
well and pump, 13 shade trees, and 2
fences. The above listed dwellings are
occupied by tenants and the other
improvements are in active use. This
occupancy trespass was discovered in
1967, Therefore, to resolve this trespass,
disposal by direct sale rather than
public auction will protect the equity
investment in the improvements on the
sale land and eliminate an undue
hardship if Mr, Williamson were
compelled to remove or otherwise
dispose of the improvements. The sale
land is part of an 80-acre parcel of
public land that is surrounded by
private land on all sides, is difficult and
uneconomic to manage as part of the
public lands, and is not suitable for
management by another Federal
department or agency. The sale is
consistent with the Bureau of Land
Management’s planning for the land.
The public interest would be served by
offering these lands for sale.

The terms and conditions applicable
to the sale are:

1. A right-of-way for ditches and
canals will be reserved to the United
States (43 U.S.C. 845).

2. All minerals in the land will be
reserved to the United States (43 U.S.C.
1719).

Detailed information concerning the
sale is available for review at the
California State Office, Bureau of Land
Management, Room E-2841 Federal
Office Building, 2800 Cottage Way,
Sacramento, California 85825.

For a period of 45 days from the date
of this notice, interested parties may
submit comments to the State Director,
Bureau of Land Management, at the
above address. Any adverse comments
will be evaluated by the State Director
who may vacate or modify this realty
action and issue a final determination.
In the absence of any action by the State
Director, this realty action will become a
final determination.

Dated: April 24, 1981,

Joan B. Russell,

Chief, Lands Section, Branch of Lands and
Minerals Operations.

[FR Dot 61-13018 Filed S-5-81: 8:45 am]

BILLING CODE 4310-84-M

[Wyoming 72525)

Wyoming; Application
April 21, 1981,

Notice is hereby given that pursuant
to the Act of May 24, 1928, 49 U.S.C.
211-214, the Town of Cokeville,
Wyoming, has applied for an airport
lease for the following public land:

Sixth Principal Meridian, Wyoming
T.24N.R.119W,,

sec. 20, lot 28,

The land described contsins 26.69 acres.

The purpose of this notice is to inform
the public that the filing of this
application segregates the described
land from &ll other forms of use or
disposal under the public land laws.

Interested persons desiring to express
their views should promptly send their
comments together with their name and
address to the District Manager, Bureau
of Land Management, P.O. Box 1869,
Highway 187 North, Rock Springs,
Wyoming 82901.

William 8. Gilmer,

Acting Chief, Branch of Lands and Minerals
Operations,

[FR Doc. 81-15624 Filed 5-5-51: 845 am)

BILLING CODE 4310-84-M

Geological Survey

Oil and Gas and Sulphur Operations in
the Outer Continental Shelf

AGENCY: U.S, Geological Survey,
Department of the Interior.

ACTION: Notice of the Receipt of a
Proposed Development and Production
Plan.

SUMMARY: Notice is hereby given that
Tenneco Oil Exploration and Production
has submitted a Development and
Production Plan describing the activities
it proposes to conduct on Lease OCS-G
4082, Block 18, Sabine Pass Area,
offshore Texas.

The purpose of this Notice is to inform
the public, pursuant to Section 25 of the
OCS Lands Act Amendments of 1978,
that the Geological Survey is
considering approval of the Plan and
that it is available for public review at
the offices of the Conservation Manager,
Gulf of Mexico OCS Region, U.S.
Geological Survey, 3301 North
Causeway Blvd., Room 147, Metairie,
Louisiana 70002.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
U.S. Geological Survey, Public Records,

Room 147, open weekdays 8 a.m. to 3:30
p.m., 3301 North Causeway Blvd.,

Metairie, Louisana 70002, Phone (504)
837-4720, Ex1. 228.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Revised
rules governing practices and
procedures under which the U.S.
Geological Survey makes information
contained in Development and
Production Plans available to affected
States, executives of affected local
governments, and other interested
parties became effective December 13,
1979 (44 FR 53685). Those practices and
procedures are set out in a revised
§ 250.34 of Title 30 of the Code of
Federal Regulations.

Dated: April 28, 1961
Lowell G. Hammons,
Conservation Manager, Gulf of Mexico OCS
Region,
[FR Doc. #1-13559 Filed 5-5-81; 845 am}
BILLING CODE 4310-31-M

Oil and Gas and Sulphur Operations in
the Outer Continental Shelf

AGENCY: U.S. Geological Survey.
Department of the Interior.

ACTION: Notice of the Receipt of a
Proposed Development and Production
Plan.

SUMMARY: Notice is hereby given that
Forest Oil Corporation has submitted a
Development and Production Plan
describing the activities it proposes to
conduct on Lease OCS 0795, Block 99,
Eugene Island Area, offshore Louisiana.

The purpose of this Notice is o inform
the public, pursuant to Section 25 of the
OCS Lands Act Amendments of 1978,
that the Geological Survey is
considering approval of the Plan and
that it is available for public review at
the offices of the Conservation Manager,
Gulf of Mexico OCS Region, U.S.
Geological Survey, 3301 North
Causeway Blvd., Room 147, Metairie,
Louisiana 70002.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:

U.S, Geological Survey, Public Records,
Room 147, open weekdays 9 a.m. fo 3:30
p.m., 3301 North Causeway Blvd.,
Metairie, Louisiana 70002, Phone (504)
837-4720, Ex\. 226.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Revised
rules governing practices and
procedures under which the U.S.
Geological Survey makes information
contained in Development and
Production Plans available to affected
States, executives of affected local
governments, and other interested
parties became effective December 13,
1979, (44 FR 53685). Those practices and
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procedures are sel out in a revised
§ 250,34 of Title 30 of the Code of
Federal Regulations.
Dated Apnil 28, 1981
Lowell G. Hammons
Conservation Manager. Gulf of Mexico OCS
Region.
[FR Dot 83-13500 Filod 5-5-81: 845 am|
BILLING CODE 4310-31-M

Oil and Gas and Sulphur Operations in
the Outer Continental Shelf

AGENCY: Geological Survey, Interior.

AcTION: Notice of the Receipt of &
Proposed Development and Production
Plan.

sUMMARY: This Notice announces that
Texaco Inc., Unit Operator of the
Eugene Island Block 205 Federal Unit
Agreement No. 14-08-0001-8654,
submitted on April 23, 1961, a proposed
annual plan of development/production
describing the activities it proposes to
conduct on the Eugene Island Block 205
Federal Unil.

The purpose of this Notice is to inform
the publie, pursuant to Section 25 of the
OCS Lands Act Amendments of 1978,
that the Geological Survey is
considering approval of the plan and
that it is available for public review at
the offices of the Conservation Manager,
Gulf of Mexico OCS Region, U.S.
Geological Survey, 3301 N. Causeway
Blvd., Room 147, Metairie, Louisiana
70002,

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
U.S. Geological Survey, Public Records,
Room 147, open weekdays 9:00 a.m. to
3:30 p.m., 3301 N. Causeway Blvd.,
Metairie, Louisiana 70002, phone {504)
8374720, ext. 226.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATON: Revised
rules governing practices and
procedures under which the U.S.
Geological Survey makes information
contained in development and
production plans available to affected
States, executives of affected local
governments, and other interested
parties became effective on December
13. 1979 (44 FR 53685). Those practices
and procedures are sel out in a revised
§ 250.34 of Title 30 of the Code of
Federal Regulations.
Dated: April 29, 1881.
Lowell G. Hammons,
Conservation Manager. Gulf of Mexico OCS
Region.
PR Doc. #1-13656 Filed 5-5-81. 8:45 am]

BILLING CODE 4310-31-M

Environmental Documents Prepared
for Proposed Oil and Gas Operations
on the Gulf of Mexico Outer
Continental Shelf (OCS)

AcTiON: Notice of availability of
environmental documents prepared for
OCS mineral exploration proposals on
the Gulf of Mexico OCS.

sUMMARY: The USGS, in accordance
with Federal Regulations (40 CFR 1501.4
and 1506.6) that implement the National
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA),
announces the availability of NEPA-
related environmental assessments
(EAs) and findings of no significant
impact [FONSIs), prepared by the USGS
for the following oil and gas exploration
activities proposed on the Gulf of
Mexico OCS. This listing includes all
proposals for which environmental
docments were prepared by the Gulf of
Mexico OCS Region in the 3-month
period preceding this Notice.

Actvity/Op | FONSI Dato
Mobil Ol Exploration  OCS Blocks 565 and  March 27,
and Producing 566, The Ebow 1981
Southeas! Inc., EA Aroa (32 mi. west

No. 485, Plan of Sarasota,

Control No. N- Florida)

0585,
Mobie O Exploration  OCS Block 652, The

and Elbow Area, (30 M
Southeast inc., EA from the Florda -
No. 494 Plan coast)

Persons interésted in reviewing
environmental documents for the
proposals listed above or obtaining
information about EAs and FONSIs
prepared for activities on the Gulf of
Mexico OCS are encouraged to contact
the USGS office in the Gulf of Mexico
OCS Region.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Deputy Conservation Manager, Offshore
Operations Support, Gulf of Mexico
OCS Region, U.S. Geological Survey,
Post Office Box 7944, Metairie,
Louisiana 70010, 504 /6374720,

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
Conservation Division of the USGS
prepares EAs and FONSIs for proposals
which relate to exploration for oil and
gas resources on the Gulf of Mexico
OCS. The EAs examine the potential
environmental effects of activities
described in the proposals and present
USGS conclusions regarding the
significance of those effects. EAs are
used as a basis for determining whether
or not approval of the proposals
constitutes major Federal actions that
significantly affect the quality of the
human environment in the sense of
NEPA § 102(2)(C). A FONSI is prepared
in those instances where the USGS finds

that approval will not result in

significant effects on the quality of the

human environment. The FONSI briefly

presents the basis for that finding and

includes a summary or copy of the EA.
This notice constitutes the public

notice of availability of environmental

documents required under the NEPA

Regulations.

Lowell G. Hammons,

Conservation Manager, Gulf of Mexico OCS

Region.

[FR Doc. 8313677 Filed 5-5-81; 545 am)

BILLING CODE 4310-31-M

Office of the Secretary

Proposed Changes In Offshore
Leasing Program—Extension of
Comment Period

AGeNcY: Office of the Secretary, Interior.

ACTION: Extension of comment period on
proposed changes in offshore leasing
progranm.

SUMMARY: On April 17, 1981, a nolice
was published on pages 22468-22474 of
the Federal Register requesting public
comments on proposed changes in the
offshore leasing program. Comments
were requested by May 11, 1981. The
comment period has been extended too
May 26, 1981, and this notice serves to
advise the public of this extension.
DATES: Comments must be received by
May 26, 1981.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Carolita Kallaur, Office of OCS Program
Coordination, Department of the
Interior, Room 5150, 18th & C Streets,
N.W., Washington, D.C. 20240, telephone
202/343-9314.
AUTHOR: Carolita Kallaur, Office of OCS
Program Coordination, Department of
the Interior, Room 5150, 18th & C Streets,
N.W., Washington, D.C. 20240, telephone
202/343-9314.

April 30, 1981.
Donald Paul Hodel
Under Secretary of the Interior
[FR Do, #1-13660 Filed 5-8-81; &45 am|
BILLING CODE 4310-10-M

INTERSTATE COMMERCE
COMMISSION

Motor Carrier Temporary Authority
Application

The following are notices of filing of
applications for temporary authority
under Section 10928 of the Interstate
Commerce Act and in accordance with
the provisions of 49 CFR 1131,3. These
rules provides that an original and two
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(2) copies of protests to an application
may be filed with the Regional Office
named in the Federal Register
publication no later than the 15th
calendar day after the dafe the notice of
the filing of the application is published
in the Federal Register. One copy of the
protest must be served on the applicant,
or its authorized representative, if any,
and the protestant must certify that such
service has been made. The protest must
identify the operating authority upon
which it is predicated, specifying the
“MC" docket and “Sub” number and
quoting the particular portion of
authority upon which it relies. Also, the
protestant shall specify the service it
can and will provide and the amount
and type of equipment it will make
available for use in connection with the
service contemplated by the TA
application. The weight accorded a
protest shall be governed by the
completeness and pertinence of the
protestant’s information.

Except as otherwise specifically
noted, each applicant states that there
will be no significant effect on the
quality of the human enviranment
resulting from approval of its
application.

A copy of the application is on file,
and can be examined at the ICC
Regional Office to which profests are to
be transmitted.

Note.—All applications seek authority to
operale as @ common carrier over frregular
routes except as otherwise noted. -

Motor Carriers of Property
Notice No. F-117

The following applications were filed
in Region 4. Send protests to: Interstate
Commerce Commission, Complaint and
Authority Branch, P.O. Box 2980,
Chicago, IL 60604.

MC 65800 (Sub-4-1TA), filed April 20,
1981, Applicant: REMICK TRANSFER
CO., INC., 268 Sanford Street, Menasha,
WI 54956, Representative: Edward |.
Gerrity, P.O. Box 914, Appleton, WI
54912. Paper and Paper Products. and
the return of materials, equipment and
supplies used in the man and
distribution of Paper and Paper
Products. Between Oshkosh, WL, on the
one hand, and, on the other, Green Bay,
DePere, Kaukauna, Combined Locks,
Little Chute, Kimberly, Neenah,
Menasha, Appleton and Stevens Point,
WL Supporting shippers: Menasha
Corporation, P.O. Box 367, Neenah, WI
54956, Hoffmaster Company, Inc., P.O.
Box 2088, Oshkosh, W1 54903, American
Can Company, Neenah, W1 54956.

MC 76268 (Sub-4-20TA), filed April 17,
1981, Applicant: ADMIRAL-
MERCHANTS MOTOR FREIGHT, INC.,

215 South 11th St., Minneapolis, MN
55403. Representative: Robert P, Sack,
P.O. Box 6010, Wes! St. Paul, MN 55118.
Aluminum, copper or steel wire, cable,
strands or rmg: reels used in the
distribution the, and equipment,
material and supplies used in the
manufacture of the above commodities,
between Los Angeles and Orange, CA;
Atlanta, Forest Park and Watkinsville,
GA: Sycamore, IL; Indianapolis and
Marion, IN; Portland, OR; Middletown,
PA (Dauphin County) and Arlington, TX
on the one hand, and, on the other
points in the U.S. An underlying ETA
seeks 120 days authority. Supporting
shipper: Anaconda Ericson, Inc., 303 W.
Palm Ave., Orange, CA 926686.

MC 105045 (Sub-4-30), filed April 17,
1981. Applicant: R. L. JEFFRIES
TRUCKING, CO., INC., P.O. Box 3277,
Evansville, IN 47731. Representative:
Robert P. Cline, Traffic Manager (same
as above), Machinery and Machinery
Parts, Metal and Metal Articles,
between Vanderburgh County, IN and IL
and KY. An underlying ETA is in effect.
Supporting shipper: Mead Johnson
Terminal, Evansville, IN.

MC 107285 (Sub-4-36TA), filed April
21, 1881. Applicant: PRE-FAB TRANSIT
CO., P.O. Box 146, Farmer City, IL 61842,
Representative: Duane Zehr (same
address as applicant]. fron and stzel

* articles, between the facilities of

Dietrich Industries at or near Ashville,
AL, on the one hand, and on the other,
all points in the U.S. in and east of TX,
OK, KS, NB, SD, and ND. Supporting
shipper: Dietrich Industries, Inc.,
Highway #11, P.O. Box 400, Ashville, AL
35953,

MC 111310 (Sub-4-9TA), filed April 20,
1981, Applicant: BEER TRANSIT, INC.,
Box 352, Black River Falls, WI 54615.
Representative: Wayne W. Wilson, 150
E. Gilman 8t., Madison, W1 53703. Food
stuffs and pet foods and materials,
equipment, and supplies used in the
manufacture and distribution of food
stuffs and pet food between points in the
U.S. in and east of ND, SD, NE, KS, OK,
and TX. Restriction: Restricted to traffic
originating at or destined to the facilities
of Swift & Company. Supporting shipper:
Swift & Company, 115 W. Jackson Blvd.,
Chicago, IL 60604.

MC 114362 (Sub-4-3TA), filed April 21,
1981. Applicant: ROBERT |, ECKLUND,
d.b.a. ECKLUND TRUCKING, P.O. Box
568, Kiester, MN 58051. Representative:
John B. Van de North, Jr., Briggs and
Morgan, 2200 First National Bank
Building, St. Paul, MN 55101. Store
displays, racks or stands and materials,
equipment and supplies used in the
manufacture thereof, between Freeborn
County, MN on the one hand, and, on

the other, points in the U.S. Supporting
shipper: Streater Industries, Division of
Litton Business Systems, 411 1st Ave.
South, Albert Lea, MN 56007,

MC 121258 (Sub-4-1TA), filed April 20,
1981. Applicant: JAY-BEE CARTAGE
CO., INC., 1514 South Canal Street,
Chicago, IL 80607. Representative:
Themis N. Anastos, 120 West Madison
Street, Chicago, Il 60602. Household
appliances; leather and leather
products; drugs: pulp, paper and related
products; metal products; printed
matter; rubber and plastic products, o
and from all points in the U.S. in the
east of the States of MN, IA, MO, KS,
OK and TX. Supporting shipper: There
are (9) shippers.

MC 123765 (Sub-4-4TA), filed April 23,
1981. Applicant: BARRY TRANSFER &
STORAGE CO., INC., 120 E National

_Ave., Milwaukee, WI 53204.

Representative: William P. Dineen, 710
N Plankinton Ave., Milwaukee, W1
53203. Contract, irreguiar; (1) Metal and
metal products and (2) materials,
equipment and supplies used in the
manufacture or distribution of metal
and metal products, between
Northbrook, IL, on the one hand, and on
the other, points in WI, and the Upper
Peninsula of MI, under con

contract(s) with Fullerton Metals Co. of
Northbrook, IL. Supporting shipper:
Fullerton Metals Co., 3000 Sherman
Northbrook, IL 60045.

MC 124078 (Sub-4-67TA), filed April
17, 1961. A t: SCHWERMAN
TRUCKING CO., 611 South 28th Street,
Milwaukee, WI 53215, Representative:
Richard H. Prevette, P.O. Box 1601,
Milwaukee, W1 53201. Calcium
carbonate, in bulk in tank or hopper
type vehicle from Marion County FL to
points in AL, GA, LA, NC and SC.
Supporting shipper: Southern Materials
Corp., P.O. Box 218, Ocala, FL 32678.

MC 124078 (Sub-4-68TA), filed April
17, 1981. Applicant: SCHWERMAN
TRUCKING CO., 611 South 28th Street,
Milwaukee, WI 53215. Representative:
Richard H. Prevette, P.O. Box 1601,
Milwaukee, WI 53201. (7} Resins in bulk
in tank vehicles (2] plasticizers in bulk
in tank vehicles (1) from points in DE,
MD, MO, NY, OH, PA, and TX to Troup
County, GA (2) from LA, MD, MO, OH,
and TX Troup County, GA. Supporting
shipper: Carpets International-Georgia,
Inc., P.O. Box 1503, Orchard Hill Road,
LaGrange, GA 30241.

MC 126555 (Sub-4-26TA), filed April
20, 1981, Applicant: UNIVERSAL
TRANSPORT, INC., P.O. Box 3000,
Rapid City, SD 57709. Representative:
Barry C. Burnette (same as applicant)
Machinery and Supplies between points
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in the U.S. Supporting shippers; Gifford
Electric Supply, 11th and Kno Place,
Rapid City, SD 57701. Ingersoll-Rand,
P.O. Box 19188, Huston, TX 77024.

MC 133189 {Sub-4-12TA), filed April
20, 1981. Applicant: VANT TRANSFER,
INC., 1257 Osborne Road, Minneapolis,
MN 55432, Representative: John B. Van
de North, Jr., 2200 First National Bank
Building, St. Paul, MN 55101, Roofing,
between Will County, IL on the one
hand, and, on the other, Posey County,
IN. Supporting shipper: G.A.F.
Corporation; P.O. Box 798; Joliet, IL
60434,

MC 133698 (Sub-4-79TA), filed April
17, 1981. Applicant: OVERLAND
EXPRESS, INC., 8651 Naples St. NE,
Blaine, MN 55434. Representative:
Robert P. Sack, P.O. Box 6010, West St.
Paul, MN 55118, Foodstuffs and kindred
products, between points in the U.S. in
and east of ND, SD, NE, KS, OK, and
TX. Restricted to traffic originating at or
destined to the facilities of The Pillsbury
Company. Supporting shipping: The
Pillsbury Company, 608 Second Ave.
So., Minneapolis MN 55402.

MC 134940 (Sub-4-2TA), filed April 21,
1981, Applicant: VERNON KUFAHL
d.b.a. KUFAHL TRUCKING, 4704 North
32nd Ave., Wausau, Wi 54401.
Representative: Michael J. Wyngaard,
150 East Gilman St,, Madison, WI 53703.
Contract; irregular: Such commodities
as are declt in or used by
manufacturers, converters, printers and
distributors of paper and paper products
{except commodities in bulk) between
the facilities of Georgia Pacific
Corporation at or near Tomahawk, W1,
on the one hand, and on the other,
points in KS, NE, ND, and SD.

- Restriction: Restricted to service
performed under continuing contract(s)
with Georgia Pacific Corporation.
Authority sought for 270 days.
Underlying ETA seeks 120 days
authority. Supporting shipper: Georgia
Pacific Corporation, 320 Post Road,
Darien, CT 06820,

MC 135185 (Sub-4-6TA), filed April 20,
1981. Applicant: COLUMBINE
CARRIERS, INC,, P.O, Box 66, South
Bend, IN 46624. Representative: Charles
J. Kimball, 665 Capitol Life Center, 1600
Sherman St., Denver, CO 80203,
Conlract, irregular: meal, meat products,
meat by-products and articles
distributed by meat packing-houses,
from the facilities of Land-O-Lakes/
Spencer Beef Divisjon at or near
Oakland, IA and Schuyler, NE to points
in MA, NY, NJ, FL, GA, NC, SC, and TN,
under continuing contract(s) with Land-
O-Lakes/Spencer Beef Division for 270
days. An underlying ETA seeks 120 days
authority. Supporting shipper: Land-O-

Lakes/Spencer Beef Division, P.O. Box
544, Schuyler, NE 68681.

MC 136774 (Sub-4-7TA), filed April 22,
1981. Applicant: MC-MOR-HAN
TRUCKING CO., INC,, P.O. Box 368,
Shullsburg, WI 53588, Representative:
Marc J. Blumenthal, 39 S. LaSalle St.,
Chicago, IL 60603. Orange juice
concentrate from Indiantown, FL, to
Marshall, MN. Supporting shipper:
Schwan's Sales Enterprises, Inc., Sun Vi
Products Division, 113 S. Sixth,
Marshall, MN 56258.

MC 138432 (Sub-4-10TA), filed April
19, 1981. Applicant: GARLAND
GEHRKE, 1800 N. Jefferson St., Lincoln,
1L 62658, Representative: James R.
Madler, 120 W. Madison St., Chicago, IL
60602, Paper and paper articles;
materials, equipment and supplies used
in the manufacture and distribution of
paper articles, between the facilities of
Continental Forest Industries, on the one
hand, and, on the other, points in the
United States. Supporting shipper:
Continental Forest Industries,
Greenwich, CT.

MC 140615 (Sub-4-5TA), filed April 21,
1981. Applicant: DAIRYLAND
TRANSPORT, INC., P.O. Box 1118,
Wisconsin Rapids, W1 54494,
Representative: Dennis C. Brown, P.O,
Box 1118, Wisconsin Rapids, WI 54494.
Cheese between Independence, MO and
points in the states of IA, IL, MN, OH,
and WI. Supporting shipper: Milkhouse
9119 S. Gessner, Houston TX 77074,

MC 141367 (Sub-4-1TA), filed April 21,
1881, Applicant: PUBLIX TRANSPORT,
INC,, 11740 S. LaPorte, Worth, IL 60482,
Representative: Marshall D. Becker,
Suite 610, 7171 Mercy Road, Omaha, NE
68106. Common, irregular: Commodities
generally dealt in by manufacturers of
electrical equipment between Blue
Island, IL; Macon, GA:; and Temple, TX.
Supporting shipper: G & W Electric
Specialty Co., 3500 W. 127th St., Blue
Island, IL 80406,

MC 143027 (Sub-4-1TA), filed April 21,
1981. Applicant: CAPITAL AIR
FREIGHT, INC,, P.O. Box 8566, Madison,
WI 53708. Representative: Michael J.
Wyngaard, 150 East Gilman St.,
Madison, WI 53703. Common, irregular:
(1) Such merchandise as is dealt in by
office supply stores from Chicago and
Itasca, IL to Milwaukee; WL (2) Such
merchandise as is dealt in by office
supply stores and materials, equipment
and supplies used or useful in the
manufacture, sale or distribution of the
involved commodities from points in Wi
to Chicago and Itasca, IL, for 270 days.
An underlying ETA seeks 120 days
authority. Supporting shipper: Boise
Cascade Corporation, Office Products

Division, 800 West Bryn Mawr Ave.,
Itasca, IL 60143.

MC 143280 (Sub-4-20TA), filed April
21, 1981. Applicant: SAFE
TRANSPORTATION COMPANY, 6834
Washington Avenue South, Eden Prairie,
MN 55344. Representative: Robert P,
Sack, P.O. Box 6010, West St. Paul, MN
55118, Common, irregular: Foodstuffs
and kindred products, between points in
WI and CA, on the one hand, and, on
the other, points in the U.S. Supporting
shipper: American Farms Coop, Inc., 11
East Main Street, Waupun, W1 53963,

MC 143280 (Sub-4-21TA), filed April
22,1981, Applicant: SAFE
TRANSPORTATION COMPANY, 6834
Washington Ave. So., Eden Prairie, MN
55344. Representative: Robert P. Sack,
P.O. Box 6010, West St. Paul, MN 55118,
Textile mill products; lumber or wood
products; pulp, paper or allied products;
chemicals and allied products: rubber or
miscellaneous plastic products;
fabricated metal products and
machinery and supplies, between points
in IN, OH, GA and Detroit, MI and
points in its Commerical Zone as
defined by the Commission and St
Louis City, St. Louis, Clay and Jackson
Counties, MO; Johnson, Leavenworth
and Wyandott Counties, KS on the one
hand, and, on the other, points in the
U.S. Supporting shipper: Action Supply
Co., Inc., 1625 Ohio Ave., Anderson,
Indiana 46018,

MC 143280 (Sub-4-22TA), filed April
20, 1981. Applicant: SAFE
TRANSPORTATION COMPANY, 6834
Washington Ave. So., Eden Prairie, MN
55344. Representative: Robert P, Sack,
P.0O. Box 6010, West St. Paul, MN 55118.
Transportation equipment, between
Minneapolis-St. Paul, MN and points in
its commercial Zone as defined by the
Commission; Chicago, IL and points in
its Commercial Zone as defined by the
Commission; Detroit, MI and points in
its Commerical Zone as defined by the
Commission, and points in Brown and
Milwaukee Counties, WI; Saginaw and
Genesee Counties, MI; Madison, Marion,
Delaware and Allen Counties, IN; St.
Louis City, St. Louls, Clay and Jackson
Counties, MO; and Johnson,
Leavenworth and Wyandott Counties,
KS on the one hand, and, on the other,
points in the U.S. Supporting shipper:
Deluxe Supply, Inc., 7530 Washington
Ave. So., Eden Prairie, MN 55344.

MC 143280 (Sub-4-23TA), filed April
22, 1981. Applicant: SAFE
TRANSPORTATION COMPANY, 6834
Washington Ave. So., Eden Prairie, MN
55344. Representative: Robert P. Sack,
P.O. Box 6010, West St. Paul MN 55118.
Pulp, paper or allied products, between
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Minneapolis-St. Paul, MN on the one
hand, and, on the other, points in the
U.S. Supporting shipper: Anchor Papers,
480 Broadway, St. Paul, MN 55185.

MC 145544 (Sub-4-6TA), filed April 21,
1981. Applicant: W. & M., INC., P.O. Box
2237, East Chicago, IN 46312.
Representative: Joseph Winter, 29 South
LaSalle Street, Chicago, IL 60603.
Contract, irregular: Such commodities
as are dealt in or used by dealers of
used industrial machinery, between
points in the U.S,, under continuing
contract(s) with dealers, brokers and
riggers of used industrial machinery.
Supporting shippers: There are six
supporting shippers:

MC 145842 (Sub-4-9TA), filed April 22,
1981. Applicant: SUNDERMAN
TRANSFER, INC,, P.O. Box 63, Windom,
MN 56101, Representative: Carl E.
Munson, 469 Fischer Building, P.O. Box
796, Dubuque, IA 52001. Foodstuffs and
related products, from at or near
Waterloo, WI, to points in USA.
Supporting shipper: Madison Packing
Inc., 333 Portland Road, Waterloo, WI
53594,

MC 148394 (Sub-4-1TA), filed April 20,
1981. Applicant: McKINLEY TRUCKING
CO., INC,, 652 N. Williams St., Carson
City, MI 48811. Representative: Karl L.
Gotting, 1200 Bank of Lansing Building,
Lansing, Ml 48933, Contract, irregular:
Petroleum and petroleum products
between Calhoun County, MI and
Steuben County, IN under continuing
contract(s) with Crystal Refining
Company, Peerless Distributing
Company and Lakeside Refining
Company. An underlying ETA secks
120-day authority. Supporting shippers:
Peerless Distributing Company, 21700
Northwestern Highway, Suite 1160,
Southfield, MI 48075, Crystal Refining
Company, 801 N. Williams St., Carson
City, MI 48811, and Lakeside Refining
Company, P.O. Box 909, Kalamazoo, Ml
48005,

MC 150187 (Sub-4-8TA), filed April 20,
1981, Applicant: D & L TRUCKING
SERVICES, INC., 1419 South Clark Blvd.,
Jeffersonville, IN 47130. Representative:
James B. Murphy, Suite 102, Interchange
Bldg., 835 West Jefferson Street,
Louisville, KY 40203. Contract, irregular:
cleaning chemicals and cleaning
equipment; and materials and supplies
used in the manufacture thereof,
between Grand Rapids, MI, on the one
hand, and on the other hand, all points
in the U.S. under a continuing contract
with M.C. Sales & Services, Inc.
Supporting shipper: M.C, Sales &
Services, Inc., 6616 Strawberry Lane,
Louisville, KY 40214.

MC 150867 (Sub-4-4TA), filed April 20,
1881, Applicant: PRESS EXPRESS, 15234

Ezers, Dolton, IL 60419. Representative:
William H. Shawn, Suite 501, 1730 M
Street, Northwest, Washington, D.C.
20036. Contract, irregular: transporting
those commodities which, because of
their size or weight, require the use of
special handling or equipment, between
all points in the U.S. (except Hl), for or
on behalf of Wickman Machine Tool,
Inc., under a continuing contract(s) with
Wickman Machine Tool, Inc, Supporting
shipper: Wickman Machine Tool, Inc.,
950 Morse Ave,, Elk Grove Village, IL
60007.

MC 151385 (Sub-4-4TA), filed April 21,
1981. Applicant: MAC OF WISCONSIN,
INC., 26 Lake View Dr., Sullivan, W1
53178, Representative: Steven L.
Weiman, 4 Professional Dr., Suite 145
Gaithersburg, MD 20760. Laminated
plastic sheets, lumber derivative
products with plastic lamination,
furniture pieces and components, and
related items used in the assembly and
installation of such products, from
Oconomowoc, WI to points in MA, NJ,
NY, OH and PA. Supporting shipper;
Fiberesin Industries, Inc, P,O. Box 88,
37031 E, Wisconsin Ave, Oconomowoc,
W1 53066

MC 152244 (Sub-4-2TA), filed April 17,
1981. Applicant: TOTE, INC., Box 753,
Sioux Falls, SD 57101. Representative;
Thomas J. Simmons, 5301 N Cliff Ave.,
Box 480, Sioux Falls, SD 57101, Contract,
irregular: lumber, lumber products, and
building materials, between points in
the U.S,, under contract with House of
Plywood, Inc. Supporting shipper: House
of Plywood, Inc., 620 S Fifth Ave, Sioux
Falls, SD 57101.

MC 155070 (Sub-4-1TA), filed April 20,
1981, Applicant: AMERICAN PACIFIC
EXPRESS, INC., 817 McDonald Street,
Green Bay, Wi 54303, Representative:
Patrick J, Fleming, 817 McDonald Street,
Green Bay, W1 54303. (1) Such
commodities as are dealt in, or used by,
manufacturers and distributors of paper
and paper products, printed matter, and
Rlastic products; and (2) Such
commodities as are dealt in, or used by,
manufacturers and distributors of
cheese and gift packages, between
Ashland, Brown, Columbia, Jefferson,
Marathon, Milwaukee, Oneida,
Outagamie, Washington, Waupaca,
Winnebago, and Wood Counties, W1 on
the one hand, and, on the other, El Paso,
TX and points in the west of CO, MT,
NM, and WY. Supporting shippers:
There are 19 supporting shippers.

MC 155354 (Sub-4-1TA), filed April 17
1981. Applicant: RYPKEMA OIL
COMPANY, Rural Route 1, Mora,
Minnesota 55051. Represnetative: Bruce
Rypkema, same as above. Plastics
Articles and Materials, equipment and

supplies used in the manufacturer of
plastic articles, between Kanabec
County, MN and points in IL, IN, MI,
OH, and WL An underlying ETA seeks
120 days. Supporting Shipper: Amoco
Engineerer Plastics, 1020 East Maple,
Mora, MN 55051.

MC 155358 (Sub-4-) filed April 17,
1981. Applicant: WING TRANSPORT,
INC., 450 Ford Road, St. Louis Park, MN
55426. Representative: Stanley C. Olsen,
Jr., 5200 Willson Road, Suite 307, Edina,
MN 55424. Food and related products,
between points in Rice County, MN, and
San Joaquin County, CA, on the one
hand, and, on the other, points in the
U.S. Supporting shipper; Malt-O-Meal
Company, P.O. Box 180, Northfield, MN
55057.

MC 155395 (Sub-4-1TA), filed April 20,
1981. Applicant: A. BETLEY CARTAGE,
INC., 8906 S. 83rd Court, Hickory Hills,
IL 60457. Representative: Anthony E.
Young, 29 S. La Salle St., Suite 350,
Chicago, IL 80803. General commodities
(except those of unusual value, Classes
A & B explosives, household goods as
defined by the Commission,
commodities in bulk, and those
requiring special equipment) between
Chicago, IL and its commercial zone on
the one hand, and, on the other, points
in IL, WI, ML, IA, KY, OH, IN, MO, and
WV, restricted to the transportation of
traffic having a prior or subsequent
movement by rail or water. There are
nine (9) supporting shippers.

MC 155396 (Sub-4-1TA), filed April 20,
1981. Applicant: JOHN SLEGERS, d.b.a.
SLEGERS TRANSPORT, 11651 N. 900
West, Demotte, IN 46310.
Representative: Philip A. Lee, 120 W,
Madison St., Chicago, IL 60602, (1)
Cement, and (2) Flyash, in Bulk, in
Pneumatic Tank Vehicles, between the
Chicago Commercial Zone, on the hand,
and, on the other, points and places in
IN. Supporting shippers: American
Flyash Co., 606 Potter Rd., Des Plaines,
IL 60016 and Dundee Cement Co., P.O.
Box 122, Dundee, M1. 48131.

MC 155397 (Sub-4-1TA), filed April 21,
1981. Applicant: PENNINGTON
BROTHERS, INC., 5320 Grand Haven
Road, Muskegon, MI 49441,
Representative: Earl L. Pennington, 5320
Grand Haven Road, Muskegon, MI
49441. Waste acids, chemicals and
petroleum products and recycled or
reprocessed products thereof and raw
materials and supplies used in the
treatment of these wastes, between the
state of ML, and points and places in the
states of AL, MS, AR, MO, IL, KY, IN,
OH, PA, NY, TN and WI. Supporting
shippers: Systech Liquid Treatment
Corp., 3030 Wood Street, Muskegon
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Heights, MI 49444; Thermo Chem, Inc.,
P.O. Box 51, Muskegon, MI 49443;
Windatt Pontiac, 2001 Peck St., Muskgon
Heights, MI 49493

MC 155406 (Sub-4-1TA), filed April 21,
1981. Applicant: FRED C. WALKER, an
individual, d.b.a. WALKER TRUCKING,
Route 2, Box 153, Butternut, W] 54514,
Representative: Rolfe E. Hanson, 121
West Doty St., Madisan, WI 53703.
Contract, irregular: Paper and paper
products, sulfite liquor, materials,
equipment and supplies used in the
manufacture of the above commodities
between Park Falls, WI (Price County)
on the hand, and, on the other, points in
Chicago and Taylorsville, IL; Detroit and
Kalamazoo, MI; Cedar Rapids, Des
Moines, Waterloo, Dubuque and
Muscatine, IA; Indianapolis, Hammond
and Ft. Wayne, IN; Portland, Fulton and
Vandalia, MO; St. Paul and Duluth, MN
and Kansas City, KS. Restricted to
service to be performed under
continuing contract with Flambeau
Paper Crop., Park Falls, W1 Underlying
ETA seeks 120 days authority.
Supporting shipper: Flambeau Paper
Corporation, 200 1st Ave. N., Park Falls,
WI 54552,

MC 155409 (Sub-4-1TA), filed April 21,
1981. Applicant: MICHALETZ
TRUCKING, INC., 3302 Park Drive,
Owatonna, MN 55060. Representative:
Stanley C. Olsen, Jr., Olsen, Snelling &
Christensen, P.A., 5200 Willson Road,
Suite 307, Edina, MN 55424. Contract,
Irregular: (1) printed matter and (2)
materials, equipment, and supplies used
in the manufacture and distribution of
printed matter, between Waseca, MN;
East Greenville, PA; and Franklin, KY;
under continuing contract(s) with Brown
Printing Company, Inc. Supporting
shipper: Brown Printing Company, Inc.,
Hwy 14 Wesl, Waseca, MN 56093,

MC 155411 (Sub-4-1TA), filed April 21,
1981. Applicant: S & C TRANSPORT
INC., 16657 Kennebec Southgate, Ml
48195. Representative: Robert G. Paluch,
7800 West 80th Place, Summit, IL 60501,
Petroleum products including waste,
recycled, or reprocessed products
thereof, between points in the U.S.
(Wynne, AR, Hartford, CN, Winchester,
KY, Detroit, Flint, Grand Rapids,
Lansing and Traverse City, MI, Fulton,
MS, Rochester and Tonawanda, NY,
Cleveland, Cincinnati, Dayton and
Toledo, OH, McKeesport, Philadelphia
and Scranton, PA, Charleston and
Wheeling, WV, Kenosha, W1 and
Windsor, Canada are representative
origins); (Chicago, IL, Indianapolis, IN
and Detroit, MI are representative
destinations), Under continuing contract
with General Oil Co., Inc. Supporting

shipper: General Oil Co. Inc., 12680
Beech Daly Road, Detroit, MI 48239.

MC 155412 (Sub-4-1TA), filed April 21,
1981. Applicant: INLAND WATERS
POLLUTION CONTROL, INC., 4544
Webster, Ecorse, MI 48229,
Representative: Everett Shively, 4544
Webster, Ecorse, MI 48229, Industrial
waste including hazardous waste and
reclaimed or recycled products thereof
between all points in the U.S.
Supporting shippers: General Oil
Company, 12680 Beech Daly Road,
Detroit, MI 48239; Truck and Coach
Division of General Motors, 660 South
Boulevard East, Pontiac, MI 48053;
Cecos International, Inc., 5082 Aber
Road, Willlamsburg, OH 45176,

MC 155440 (Sub-4-1TA), filed April 20,
1981. Applicant: WILLIAM A, THOMAS
& DONALD L. GILBERT d.b.a.
MICHIGAN CARPET DELIVERY, 533 E.
Beltline S.E., Grand Rapids, MI 49506.
Representative: William A. Thomas
(same address as applicant). Floor
covering and materials and supplies
used in the manufacture, distribution
and installation thereof between points
in AL, GA, IL, IN, MI, OH, PA, SC, NC,
VA and WV, An underlying ETA seeks
120 days authority. Supporting shippers:
B&D Commercial Floors, Inc., 4180 44th
S.E., Kentwood, MI 498508, Kitchen &
Home Center, 803 Woodmere, Traverse
City, MI 49682, American Floor & Wall,
1815 N. Michigan Ave., Saginaw, Ml
48602, Commercial Supply Company,
2511 E. Michigan Ave., Lansing, MI,
Coutures Custom Floor Covering, North,
P.O. Box 3206, Lewiston, MI 49756.

MC 155446 (Sub-4-1TA), filed April 22,
1981, Applicant: RONALD CORRELL,
SR., an individual, d.b.a. CORRELL
TRANSPORTATION, 16020 Barry Knoll
Way, Granger, IN 46530. Representative:
Paul D. Borghesani, Katz & Borghesani,
Suite 300 Communicana Bldg., 421 So.
Second Street, Elkhart, IN 46516.
Contract irregular: General commodities
(except classes A and B explosives)
between Eaton county, MI, on the one
hand, and, on the other, points in the
U.S. Restricted to traffic moving under
conlinuing contract with Johnson Iron
Industries, Inc. Supporting shipper:
Johnson Iron Industries, Inc., 615 W.
Shepherd, Charlotte, Ml 48813.

The following applications were filed
in Region 5. Send protests to: Consumer
Assistance Center, Interstate Commerce
Commission, Post Office Box 17150, Fort
Worth, TX 78102.

MC 2960 (Sub-5-8TA), filed April 23,
1981. Applicant: ENGLAND
TRANSPORTATION CO. OF TX, INC.,
2301 McKinney St., Houston, TX 77023.
Representative: Edwin M. Snyder, P.O.
Box 45538, Dallas, TX 75245. General

commodities (excepl classes A and B
explosives and hazardous waste),
between points in TX, LA, AR and OK.
Supporting shipper(s): There are eight
supporting shippers.

MC 96881 (Sub-5-2TA), filed April 23,
1981. Applicant: FINE TRUCK LINE,
INC., 801 West Dodson Avenue, Fort
Smith, AR 72913, Representative: Don A,
Smith, P.O. Box 43, Fort Smith, AR
72902. (1) Paper and paper products, and
(2) materials, equipment and supplies
used in the manufacturing and
distribution of products in (1) above
(except commodities in bulk) between
the facilities of Manville Forest Products
Corporation at Monroe and West
Monroe, LA, on the one hand, and, on
the other, points in AR, NM, OK and TX.
Supporting shipper: Manville Forest
Products Corporation, Monroe and West
Monroe, LA.

MC 106398 (Sub-5-69TA), filed April
24, 1981. Applicant: NATIONAL
TRAILER CONVOY, INC., 705 South
Elgin, Tulsa, OK 74120, Representative:
Gayle Gibson (same address as
applicant). Machinery and accessories
between Duval County, FL, on the one
hand, and, on the other, all points in the
U.S. (except AK and HI). Supporting
shipper: M. D. Moody & Sons, Inc., 4652
Phillips Highway, Jacksonville, FL 32207

MC 117765 (Sub-5-21TA), filed April
23, 1981. Applicant: HAHN TRUCK
LINE, INC,, P.O. Box 75218, Oklahoma
City, OK 73147. Representative: R. E,
Hagan (same address as applicant). (1)
Charcoal, charcoal briguets, and
charcoal products; and (2) materials,
equipment and supplies used in the
manufacture and distribution of
commodities in (1) above, between Dent
County, MO, on the one hand, and, on
the other, points in AL, AR, CO, GA, IL,
IN, IA, KS, KY, LA, MN, MS, NE, ND,
OH, OK, SD, TN, TX, Wl and WY.
Supporting shipper: Imperial Products
Company, Suite 1660—1034 South
Brentwood, St. Louis, MO 63117,

MC 119988 (Sub-5-37TA), filed April
24, 1981, Applicant: GREAT WESTERN"
TRUCKING CO., INC., P.O. Box 1384,
Lufkin, TX 75901. Representative: Larry
Norwood, P.O. Box 1384, Lufkin, TX
75901. General commodities, between
points in the U.S., and restricted to
shipments originating at, or destined to,
the facilities of American Excelsior
Company. Supporting shippers:
American Excelsior Company,
Arlington, TX.

Mc 124673 (Sub-5-13TA), filed April
24, 1981. Applicant: FEED
TRANSPORTS, INC,, P.O. Box 2167,
Amarillo, TX 79105. Representative: Gall
P. Johnson (same as applicant).
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Fertilizer, fertilizeringredients, and
fertilizer compounds, between Ford
County, KS, and points in the U.S,
(except Alaska and Hawaii). Supporting
shipper: Ruffin, Inc., P.O. Box 940, Dodge
City, KS 67801.

MC 126118 (Sub-5-84TA), filed April
24, 1981. Applicant: CRETE CARRIER
CORPORATION, P.O. Box 81228,
Lincoln, NE 68501. Representative:
David R. Parker (same as applicant).
Such commodities as are used by and
deagJt in by manufocturers and
distributors of doors, between Tarrant
County, TX, on the one hand, and, on
the other, points in CO, IA, KS, MN. MO,
MT, NE ND, SD, and WY. Supporting
shipper: Overhead Door Corporation,
P.O. Box 2007, Grand Island, NE 68801,

MC 133805 (Sub-5-40TA), filed April
24, 1981. Applicant: LONE STAR
CARRIERS, INC., Rt. 1, Box 48, Tolar,

76476. Representative: Gerald Ragle
(same as above). Vinyl siding and
plastic articles between the facilities of
Robintech, Incorporated, at or near,
Weatherford, TX, and points in the U.S.
Supporting shipper: Robintech,
Incorporated, Weatherford, TX 76086,

MC 135691 (Sub-5-16TA), filed April
24, 1981, Applicant: DALLAS CARRIERS
CORP., 12661 Perimeter Drive, Dallas,
TX 75228. Representative: |. Max
Harding, P.O. Box 6645, Lincoln, NE
068508. Tale in packages, from Johnson,
VT and So. Plainfield, N] to Houston
and Dallas, TX: New Orleans, LA and
Tempe, AZ. Supporting shipper: Ribelin
Distributors, Inc,, 7770 Blankenship,
Houston, TX 77055,

MC 141436 (Sub-5-1TA), filed April 23,
1981, Applicant: HARKER'S
TRANSPORTATION, INC., P.O, Box
1308, LeMars, IA 51031. Representative:
Bradford E. Kistler, P.O. Box 82028,
Lincoln, NE 68501. Contract, irregular.
Such ecommodiltes as are dealt in or used
by dairies, from the commercial zones of
Madison, WI; Hutchinson, Topeka and
Smith Center, KS; Kalamazoo, MI;
Amboy, Ashton and Chicago, IL, and St.
Louis and Joplin, MO to the facilities of
Wells Dairy, Inc. al or near LeMars, 1A,
under a continuing contract(s) with
Wells Dairy, Inc. Supporting shipper:
Wells Dairy, Inc., One Blue Bunny Drive,
L.eMars, 1A 51031,

MC 141950 (Sub-5-1TA), filed April 23,
1881. Applicant: IOWA-MINNESOTA
EXPRESS. LTD., 2216 5th Avenue South,
Fort Dodge, IA 50501. Representative:
'homas E. Leahy, Jr., 1980 Financial
Center, Des Moines, 1A 50300, Food
products between Hamilton, Webster
and Story Counties, IA on the one hand
und on the other Pts in CO, 1L, IN, KS,

KY, M1, MN, MO, NE, ND, OH, OK, SD,
TN and WL Supporting shippers: The
Nissen Company, Box 368, Webster
City, IA 50595; Carriage House Meats,
Ames, IA 50010; and Jacobson Cold
Storage Co., Inc., 3543 Maple, Fort
Dodge, 1A 50501.

MC 144603 (Sub-5-41TA), filed April
24, 1981. Applicant: FM.S.
TRANSPORTATION, INC., 2564 Harley
Drive, Maryland Heights, MO 63043,
Representative: Laura C. Berry (same
address as applicant). General
commodilies, (except Classes A and B
explosives, commodities in bulk, size or
weight commodities requiring use of
special handling or equipment,
household goods and Mercer
commodities), between Jacksonville, IL
and its commercial zone, on the one
hand, and, on the other, points in CA
and points in and East of the States of
MN, IA, NE, KS, OK and TX. Supporting
shippers: Lundia Myers Industries, Inc.,
Lafayette and Capitol Way,
Jacksonville, IL 62650; Rutland Products
(Rutland, Inc.), P.O. Box 1125, 801 N.
Church St., Jacksonville, IL 62651,

MC 144858 (Sub-5-12TA), filed April
24, 1981, Applicant: DENVER
SOUTHWEST EXPRESS, INC., P.O. Box
9799, Little Rock, AR 72209,
Representative: Scott E. Daniel, 800
Nebraska Savings Building, 1623
Farnam, Omaha, NE 68102. Glass
contalners, from the faeilties of
Chattanooga Glass Company in Knox
County, OH, to Hammondsport, NY.
Supporting shipper{s}): Chattanooga
Glass Company, P.O. Box 7037,
Chattanooga, TN 37410.

MC 151505 (Sub-5-2TA), filed April 23,
1981. Applicant: RAM TRUCK LINE,
INC., P.O. Box 7232, Houston, TX 77008.
Representative: B, R. Bunch (same as
applicant). 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 CO, CT,
DC, DE. 1A, ID, IL, IN, KS, MA, MD, M,
MN, MO, MT., ND, NE, NJ, NV, NY, OH,
OR, PA, SD, UT, VA, WA, W1, WV, and
WY. Supporting shipper: ABC-TNT
Acme Fast Freight, Inc., 2110 Alhambra
Avenue, Los Angeles, CA 90031,

MC 151819 (Sub-5-8TA), filed April 24,
1981, Applicant: CARGO MASTER,
INC., 917 S. Harwood St., Dallas, TX
75201. Representative: Jackson Salasky,
P.O. Box 45538, Dallas, TX 75245. Malt
beverages, malt supplies and equipment
used in the sale and distribution of malt
beverages and empty used beverage
containers for recycling, between the
facilities of the Miller Brewing Company
at Ft. Worth, TX on the one hand, and

on the other points in LA. Supporting
shipper(s): Baton Rouge Beer Agency,
7808 Airline Hwy, Baton Rouge, LA
708986,

MC 152649 (Sub-54TA), filed April 23,
1981. Applicant: RIVERLAND
TRUCKING CO., INC., Wes! 10th
Avenue, Drawer BC, Reserve, LA 70084,
Representative: Harry M. England,
(same as applicant). Contract; irregular:
Such commodities as are manufactured
by, dealt in, or used by manufacturers
and distributors of containers, paper,
and plastic products, between points in
AL, AR, FL, LA, MS, TN, TX and GA,
Supporting shipper: American Can
Company, American Lane, Greenwick,

06830,

MC 153133 (Sub-5-9TA). filed April 23,
1981, Applicant: TRANS AMERICAN
TRANSPORTATION SYSTEM, INC., 811
Jackson Street Suite 108, Richmond, TX
77469. Representative: C. Thomas
Stradley II, P.O. Box 186, Richmond, TX
77469. Plastic products, non-toxic
chemicals in drums or package, and
equipment used in the building of above
ground and below ground swimming
pools (1) betwwen points in NM, OK,
CO, AZ, WY, NE, IA, MO, KS, IL, IN,
OH, TN, KY. AR, LA, MS, AL, GA and
FL, and (2) between point in TX, on the
one hand, and points in NM, CO, AZ,
WY, NE, MO, KS, IL, IN, OH, TN, KY,
AR, LA, MS, AL, GA, and FL, on the
other hand. Restricted to the Traffic
moving for the account of Willis Pool
and Chemical, Kytex Industries, and
Texas Pool Products Company.
Supporting shippers: Willis Pool and
Chemical, 1802 Butternut, Abilene, TX;
Kytex Industries, P.O. Box 175250,
Dallas, TX; Texas Pool Products
Company, d.b.a. Lone Star Pool
Company, P.O. Box 122871, Dallas, TX.

MC 153137 (Sub-5-2TA), filed April 24,
1981. Applicant: G&H
TRANSPORTATION, INC., 711 Pearl
Street, Houston, TX 77029.
Representative: Charles H. Grindstaff
{same as applicant) Common, regular;
General commodities (except Classes A
and B explosives and household goods
as defined by the Commission), between
Harris County, TX., on the one hand,
and New Orleans, LA., on the other;
over Interstate Highway 10 serving the
intermediate points of Beaumont, Port
Arthur, and Orange, TX., and Lake
Charles, Baton Rouge, and Lafayette,
LA. Supporting shippers: 9,

MC 153210 (Sub-5-2TA). Applicant:
ALAN E. WOLFE EQUIPMENT AND
CONSTRUCTION COMPANY, 3001
East 83rd Street, Kansas City, MO 64196,
Representative: E. Wayne Farmer, P.O.
Box 26010, Kansas, City, MO 64196.
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Conlract, irregular, foxic substances;
hazardous wastes, heavy equipment,
concrele pipe, sand, cement, rock and
those commodities generally used in
hazardous waste clean-up operations
and the heayy construction business
between all points and places in the
States of AL, AR, CO, IL, IN, IA, KS,
MO, NE, OH, OK, MS, LA and TX.
Supporting contract shipper: Tri-City
Construction Company, 3001 East 83rd
Street, Kansas City, MO 64132.

MC 153457 (Sub-5-5TA), filed April 23,
1981. Applicant: GOLD STAR
CARRIERS, INC.,, Rte. 2, Box 528,
Springtown, TX 76082. Representative:
Billy R. Reid, 1721 Carl Street, Forth
Worth, TX 76103. Malt beverages, from
San Antonio, TX, to ports of entry
located on the United States-Canada
Innternational Boundry, Supporting
shipper: Blackfoot Freight Systems, Ltd.,
#3-3540 26th Street, NE, Calgary, Atla,
TIY 477.

MC 153788 (Sub-5-2TA), filed April 23,
1981. Applicant: G & G COMPANY,
INC., P.O. Box 5753, Longview, TX
75608. Representative: Jackson Salasky,
P.O. Box 45538, Dallas, TX 75245, Rock
and gravel, in bulk from points in OK to
points in Hunt, Lamar, Hopkins, Red
River, Titus, Bowie, Morris, Cass, Camp,
Rains, Woods, and Upshur Counties,
TX. Supporting shippers(s): Lee Ray
Construction, 629 W. Broadway,
Winnsboro, TX 75494.

MC 154965 (Sub-5-1TA), filed April 24,
1981, Applicant: P&H
TRANSPORTATION, INC., 4802 Clinton
Drive, Houston, TX 77020.
Representative: Paul S, Broussard, 501
Crawford Street, Suite 401, Houston, TX
77002, General commodities (except
household goods as defined by the
Commission, and Class A and B
explosives), restricted to shipments
having prior or subsequent movement
by water or rail; between Harris and
Galveston Counties, TX., on the one
hand: and Brazoria, Hardin, Jefferson,
Orange Counties, TX., and Calasieu
Parish, LA., on the other. Supporting
shippers: 8.

MC 155487 (Sub-5-1TA), filed April 24,
1881, Applicant: BUR-COLD EXPRESS,
INC., P.O. Box 3192, Brownsville, TX
78520. Representative: Kenneth R.
Hoffman, P.O. Box 2165, Austin, TX
78768, Automobile radios, circuit
boards, electrical parts, components
and articles used in the manufacture of
automobile radios (1) from Kokomo and
Indianapolis, IN and Oak Creek, W1 to
the port of entry at Brownsville, TX and
(2} from the port of entry at Brownsville,
TX to Kokomo, IN, Restricted to
shipments for import or export in
through service, in carrier owned

equipment. Supporting shipper: Delco
Electronics Div., General Motars Corp.,

_ Kokomo, IN.

MC 28825 {Sub-5-16TA), filed April 27,
1981. Applicant: ANDREWS VAN
LINES, INC., P.O. Box 1808, Norfolk, NE
68701. Representative: Jack L. Shultz,
P.O. Box 82028, Lincoln, NE 68501, Metal
products, between King County, WA, on
the one hand, and; on the other, Pts in
the US, in and east of ID, UT and AZ.
Supporting shipper: Earle M. Jorgensen
Co., P.O. Box 24026, Seattle, WA 98124.

MC 66881 (Sub-5-3TA), filed April 27,
1981. Applicant: FINE TRUCK LINE,
INC., 801 West Dodson Avenue, Fort
Smith, AR 72913. Representative: Don A.
Smith, P.O. Box 43, Fort Smith, AR
72902. (1) Foodstuffs and (2) Materials,
equipment and supplies used in the
manufacturing and distribution of
products in (1) above (except
commodities in bulk) between the
facilities of Campbell Soup Company,
Paris, TX, on the one hand, and, on the
other, points in AR, KS, LA and OK.
Supporting shipper: Campbell Soup
Company, Pawis, TX.

MC 119345 {Sub-5-2TA), filed April 27,
1981. Applicant: CARY TRUCKING,
INC., Box 265, Downs, KS 67437,
Representative: Richard E. Dietz, 118
West Main, Osborne, KS 67473. Hides,
meat scraps, packing house by-products
and feeds; from Gibbon, NE, Mankato,
Great Bend, and Hutchinson, KS, to
points and places in CA, WL, TX, NE,
KS, MO, CO, MN, IL, SD, ID, WA, WY,
IA, OR, AR, TN, and MS. Supporting
shipper: Cox Hide Company, Box.212,
710 W. Harrison, Butler, MO 84730.

MC 119399 (Sub-5-66TA), filed April
27,1981, Applicant: CONTRACT
FREIGHTERS, INC., P.O. Box 1375,
Joplin, MO 64802. Representative:
Thomas P. O'Hara (address same as
applicant). Such commodities as are
dealt in or used by food business
houses, between Joplin, MO on the one
hand, and, on the other, points in the
U.S., Supporting shipper: Fleming Foods
Company, Joplin, MO 84801.

MC 125535 (Sub-5-10TA), filed April
27, 1081, Applicant: NATIONAL
SERVICE LINES, INC. OF NEW JERSEY,
P.O. Box 1748, Maryland Heights, MO
63043. Representative: Same as above.
Contract; irregular. (1) Aluminum and
aluminum products, and (2) materials,
equipment and supplies used in the
manufacture of commodities in (1)
above (except commodities in bulk in
tank vehicles), between Minneapolis,
New Hope, MN, Glen Cove, LI, NY on
the one hand, and, on the other, points
in the U.S. (except AK and HI).
Supporting shipper: Flour City

Architectural Metals, Inc., 175 Sea Cliff
Ave., Glen Cove, LI, NY 11542

MC 135418 (Sub-5-5TA), filed April 27,
1881, Applicant: CONTAINER CARRIER
CORPORATION, 301 South Eleventh
Street, Fort Smith, AR 72901.
Representative: William D. Hendrix
(address same as applicant). Geaera/
commadities fexcept classes A and B
explosives), in containers or trailers
having a prior or subsequent movement
by water or rail, Between Savannah, CA
and Charleston, SC, on the one hand,
and, on the other, points in the U.S.
Supporting shippers: There are twelve
supporting shippers,

MC 135691 (Sub-5-17TA), filed April
27, 1981. Applicant: DALLAS CARRIERS
CORP., 12661 Perimeter Drive, Dallas,
TX 75228. Representative: |, Max
Harding, P.O. Box 6645, Lincoln, NE
68508. (1) Disposable cellulose bedding
pads and {2} raw materials, supplies and
equipment from (1) Grand Prairie, TX to
points in LA, AR, OK, CO, TN, KS and
MO and (2) from points in AR, CT, NJ,
and GA 1o Grand Prairie, TX. Supporting
shipper: Burnina, Inc., 1127 N. Carriers
Parkway, West, Grand Prairie, TX 75050.

MC 138469 (Sub-5-42TA), filed April
27,1981, Applicant: DONCO CARRIERS,
INC., P.O. Box 75354, Oklahoma City,
OK 73107, Representative: Daniel O.
Hands, Attorney at Law, 205 W. Touhy
Avenue, Suite 200-A, Park Ridge, IL
60068. Chemicals and related products
between points in the U.S. restricted to
traffic originating at or destined to the
facilities of American Hoechst
Corporation. Supporting shipper:
American Hoechst Corporation, Route
202/206 North, Somerville, NJ 08876.

MC 138627 (Sub-5-13TA), filed April
27,1981, Applicant: SMITHWAY
MOTOR XPRESS, INC,, P.O. Box 404,
Fort Dodge, IA 50501, Representative:
Arlyn L. Westergren, Westergren &
Hauptman, P.C,, Suite 201, 9202 W.
Dodge Rd., Omaha, NE 68114. Buildings
and component parts, from Washington,
IA to points in IL, IN, MN, MO and WL
Supporting shipper: Growmark, Inc.,
1701 Towanda Ave., Bloomington, IL
61701.

MC 139284 (Sub-5-6TA), filed April 27,
1981. Applicant: TRUCKER'S INC., P.O.
Box 337, 4316 South Main Street,
Stafford, TX 77477. Representative:
Damon R. Capps, 1300 Main Street, Suite
1230, Houston, TX 77002. Mercer
Commaodities, metal and metal products,
machinery, rubber and rubber products,
and plastic and plastic products,
between points in LA, TX, OK, AR, and
NM. Supporting shippers: There are 12
supporting shippers.
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MC 143568 (Sub-5-1TA), filed April 27,
1961. Applicant: SIMMONS TRUCKING
INC,, P.O. Box 71, Glenwood, MO 63541.
Representative: Frank W. Taylor, r.,
1221 Baltimore Ave., Suite 600, Kansas
City, MO 84105, Dry fertilizer and
fertilizer ingredients (in bags and in
bulk) between points in IA, IL, MO and
WL Supporting shippers: Growmark,
Inc, 1701 Towanda, Bloomington, IL
61701, and United Suppliers, Inc., Box
538, Eldora, IA 50627,

MC 144595 (Sub-5-3TA), filed April 27,
1981. Applicant: ROBERT D. ANTHOLZ,
d.b.a. PAWNEE GRAIN COMPANY,
Route 3, Box 42, Pawnee City, NE 68420,
Representative: Jack L. Shultz, PO, Box
82028, Lincoln, NE 88501. Contract,
irregular: Such commodities as are dealt
in by building material and home
improvement stores, between points in
the UL.S,, under a continuing contract(s)
with Payless Cashways, Inc. Supporting
shipper: Payless Cashways. Inc., 3100
Broadway, Kansas City, MO 64111.

MC 145632 (Sub-5-1TA), filed April 27,
1981. Applicant: OTTUMWA TRANSIT
LINES, INC., 1414 W. Second Street,
Ottumwa, 1A 52501, Representative:
Lawrence E. Lindeman, 425 13th St.,
N.W., Suite 1032, Washington, DC 20004.
Common , Regular, passengers and their
baggage, and express and newspapers
in the same vehicle with passengers,
between Knoxville and Des Moines, IA,
as follows: From Knoxville over IA Hwy
92 to junction IA Hwy 5, then over IA
Hwy 5 to junction IA Hwy 46 then over
Hwy IA 46 to Des Moines, and return,
serving all intermediate pts. Supporting
shipper: American Buslines, Inc., 1200
Eye Street, N.W., Washington, DC 20005.
Applicant intends to tack and interline.

MC 146616 (Sub-5-10TA), filed April
27,1961, Applicant: B & H MOTOR
FREIGHT, INC.,, 4724 West 21st Street.
Tulsa, OK 74107. Representative: Fred
Rahal, Jr., Suite 305 Reunion Center, 9
East Fourth Street, Tulsa, OK 74103,
Contract; Irregular. (1) Conventional
pumping units, pipe, casing. tubing, tank
batteries, and (2) equipment and
supplies used in the manufacture and
distribution of the commodities named
in (1) above, between points in the U.S,
under continuing contract(s) with
Mustang Mfg. Company, Inc. of Tulsa,
OK. Supporting shipper: Mustang Mig.
Company, Inc., 11130 E, 56th St., Tulsa,
OK 74145,

MC 147321 {Sub-5-8TA), filed April 27,
1981. Applicant: BILL STARR
TRUCKING, INC., 1041 S, Vista Dr.,
Independence, MO 64056.
Representative: Alex M. Lewandowski,
1221 Baltimore Ave,, Ste. 600, Kansas
City, MO 84105. Beer, malt beveroges
and related advertising materials

between Galveston County, TX, on the
ope hand., and, on the other, Jackson,
Clay and Buchanan Counties, MO and
Johnson and Wyandotte Counties, KS.
Supporting shipper: Pearl Brewing Co.,
312 Pearl Parkway, San Antonio, TX
78296,

MC 148107 (Sub-5-8TA), filed April 27,
1981. Applicant: JESSE J. MESA, d.b.a. J.
J. MESA TRUCKING COMPANY, 1500
S. Zarzamora Street, San Antonio, TX
78207. Representative: Ronald Mercier
(same address as applicant), Baiteries
from TX to NM, AZ, CA, AR, TN, MS, IL,
KY, IN, AL, LA, and GA, Supporting
shipper: Standard Industries, P.O. Box
27500, San Antonio, TX 78227,

MC 150330 (Sub-5-9TA), filed April 27,
1881. Applicant: BELCO, INC., 2101
West Main Street, Jacksonville, AR
72076. Representative: Ron Harvey, 2101
West Main street, Jacksonville, AR
72076, (501) 982-8511. Contract,
irregular; electric motors and parts
thereof NOI, equipment, materials and
supplies used in the manufacturer and
distribution thereof, between Franklin
Electric Company, Inc., on the one hand,
and points in the U.S.A. on the other
hand. Supporting shipper: Franklin
Electric Company, Inc., Box 887,
Redmond Road, Jacksonville, AR 72078.

MC 150496 (Sub-5-16TA), filed April
27, 1981. Applicant: P.AM.
TRANSPORT, INC,, P.O. Box 188,
Tontitown, AR 72770. Representative:
Robert W. Weaver, P.O. Box 188,
Tontitown, AR 72770. Textile mill
products between points in Franklin
County, Taylor County, and Warren
County, KY; Iberia County and St.
Martin County, LA; Panola County and
Union County, MS; Cleveland County,
NC: and Woodward County, OK on the
one hand, and, on the other, points in
AR, CO, FL, GA, IL, KS, MA, MI, MS,
MO, NJ, NY, NC, OH, OK, PA, SC, TN,
and TX. Supporting shipper: Union
Underwear Company, Inc., No. 1 Fruit of
the Loom Drive, Bowling Green, KY
42101, X

MC 150740 (Sub-5-4TA), filed April 27,
1981. Applicant: MOTRAN SERVICES,
INC., 6311 Raytown Rd., Raytown, MO
84133. Representative: Charles Dixon
(same as applicant). Contract, Irregular.
Plastic Resin, Resin, Paint Pigment,
Coloring used in plastic products,
reground plastic and raw materials used
in the manufacture of plastic products,
from Kansas City, MO, and Los Angeles,
CA to points in the U.S. Supporting
shipper: Avecor Midwesl, Inc., 1250
Taney, N. Kansas City, MO 641186.

MC 151234 (Sub-5-2TA), filed April 27,
1981. Applicant: FLORES AND
STURGEON ENTERPRISES, INC,, P.O.
Box 203, Taft, TX 78390. Representative:

»

Mr. Carlos Besinaiz, P.O, Box 203, Taft,
TX 78390, Contract: Irregular: llemenite
Ore; Zircon Sand; Tatanium Dioxied,
from Corpus Christi, TX to points in TX,
OK and LA. Supporting shipper: Hitox
Corporation of America, 722 Burleson
Street, Corpus Christi, TX 78403,

MC 151238 (Sub-5-4TA), filed April 27,
1981. Applicant: ZERO TANK & TRUCK
LINES, INC., P.O. Box 551, Channelview,
TX 77530. Representative: Billy R. Reid,
1721 Carl Street, Fort Worth, TX 76103,
Chemicals and related products,
between Port Arthur, Houston, Texas
City, Galveston, Freeport, Corpus
Christi, Brownsville, and Laredo, TX, on
the hand, and, on the other, points in AL,
AR, TN, MS, LA, KS, OK and TX.
Restricted to shipments moving in
foreign commerce. Supporting shipper:
Euroquim U.S.A., Inc., 3115 W. Loop
South, Suite 40, Houston, TX 77027,

MC 154407 [Sub-5-1TA), filed April 27,
1981. Applicant: EVERETT MALLORY,
d.b.a. MALLORY FEED AND SUPPLY,
P.O, Box 512, Lexington, OK 73051.
Representative; Greg E. Summy, P.O.
Box 1540, Edmond, OK 73034. (1) Lumber
and wood products, (a) from While City,
OR to points in AR, KS, TX, OK, AZ,
NV, UT, and CO; (b) from points in CA,
OR, WA, ID, MT, AZ, and NM to points
in OK, Benton County, AR, and Newton,
Henry, and Polk Counties, MO; and (2)
Such commodities as are deall in by
manufacturers of garage doors, (a) from
points in OR and WA to Ada, OK and
{b) from Ada, OK to Cerritos, CA. There
are five (5) shippers supporting this
application.

MC 154419 (Sub-5-2TA), filed April 27,
1981. Applicant: PAUL GAILEY, P.O.
Box 3703 (520 Mobile Home Park), Enid,
OK 73701. Representative: C. L. Phillips,
Roorm 248, Classen Terrace Bldg., 1411
N. Classen, Oklahoma City, OK 73106.
Beer, from Fi. Worth, TX to Shawnee,
OK. Supporting shipper: Miller Central
Sales Co., 617 E. Main, Shawnee, OK
74801,

MC 154646 (Sub-5-5TA), filed April 27,
1981. Applicant: A & O ENTERPRISES,
INC., d.b.a. GREATWEST
TRANSPORTATION SYSTEMS, 2022
Kent Avenue, Grand Island, NE 68801.
Representative: Jack L. Shultz, P.O. Box
82028, Lincoln, NE 68501, Contract,
irregular: Such commodities as are deall
in by building material and home
improvement stores, between pts in the
US, under a continuing contract(s) with
Payless Cashways, Inc. Supporting
shipper: Payless Cashways, Inc., 3100
Broadway, Kansas City, MO 64111.

MC 154606 (Sub-5-4TA), filed April 27,
1981. Applicant: SILLIMAN BROS.
FREIGHT CO.. INC., Route 1, Box 150,
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Bernie, MO 63822. Representative: B, W,
LaTourette, Jr., 11 S, Meramec, Suite
1400, St. Louis, MO 63105. Dry Fertilizer
between Helena and Blytheville, AR;
Murray, KY; Woodstock, TN; and
Carlsbad, NM on the one hand, and, on
the other, Dexter, MO. Supporting
shipper: Fleeman Farm Supply, Inc.,
Dexter, MO 63841.

MC 154883 (Sub-5-1TA), filed April 27,
1981. Applicant: LOGGINS TRUCKING
COMPANY, 1925 Oakhurst Circle, P.O.
Box 6678, Tyler, TX 75711,
Representative: Larry Loggins (same as
Applicant). Contract; Irregular. Fresh
and Frozen meat products, (1) between
Tyler, TX, on the one hand, and, on the
other, points on the East coast served by
Loggins Meat Company including
Williamsburg and Norfolk, VA,
Columbia and Charleston, SC, Landover,
MD, Camden and Bayonne, N}, New
York, NY, Boston, MA, (2) from New
York, NY to Tyler, TX. Supporting
shipper: Loggins Meat Company, 1908
East Erwin, Tyler, TX 75710.

MC 155345 (Sub-5-1TA), filed April 27,
1981. Applicant: METRO WRECKER
SERVICE, INC., 6714 N. W, 38th,
Bethany, OK 73008. Representative: Bert
Woodring, 4701 N. Donald, Bethany, OK
73008. Contract; Irregular. Disabled
vehicles including tractors, trailers, and
converter gears between Bethany, OK
on the one hand, and, on the other,
points in the states of NM, TX, MO, OK,
KS, AZ, AR and CO. Supporting shipper:
Lee Way Motor Freight, Inc., 3401 NW

_63rd St., Oklahoma City, OK 731186,

MC 155388 (Sub-5-1TA), filed April 27,
1981. Applicant: TISCHHAUSER
TRUCKING, INC., R.R. 1, White City, KS
(36873. Representative: Clyde N.
Christey, 1010 Tyler, Suite 110L, Topeka,
KS 86612, Feed, feed ingredients and
fertilizer Between points and places in
Marion, Dickinson, McPherson, Harvey,
Butler, Sedgwick & Morris Counties, KS
on the one hand, and points and places
in the U.S. (except AK & HI), on the
other hand. Supporting shippers: AG
Service, Inc., R.R. 2, Box 192-A,
Hillsboro, KS 670; Kansas Crop Service,
Inc., Box 88A, R.R. 1, Newton, KS 67114;
Cargill, Inc., Nutrena Feed Div., P.O. Box
678, McPherson, KS 67460; Agriculture
Service Center, Inc., 500 N. 7th St., .
Herington, KS 67449,

MC 155512 (Sub-5-1TA), filed April 27,
1981. Applicant: C. DEINUM INC., 259
Oryan Ct,, Houston, TX 77015.
Representative: Norman A. Cooper, 145
W. Wisconsin Ave., Neenah WI 54956.
Contract; irregular; (1) Plastic scrap
from Baton Rouge, Plaquemine, and
Lake Charles, LA, to Houston, TX. under
contract to H. Muehlstein & Co., Inc, of
Greenwich, Ct. (2) Paint, raw materials,

and pails from Houston, TX to Lake
Charles, LA, under contract to Ribelin
Sales, Inc. of Houston, TX, (3) Plastic
articles, pails, lids and covers from
Dallas, TX, to New Orleans, LA, under
contract to Plastican, Inc. of Dallas, TX,
to New Orleans, LA, inder contract to
Plastican, Inc. of Dallas, TX. (4) Plastic
pellets from Houston, TX to Lake
Charles, Baton Rouge, and New Orleans,
LA under contract to Synthetic
Materials Corp. of Houston, TX.
Supporting shipper: H. Muehlstein & Co.,
Inc., 591 W. Putnam Ave., Greenwich,
CT; Ribelin Sales, Inc., 7786 Blankenship
Dr.,, Houston, TX 77055; Plastican, Inc.,
2351 Santa Anna Ave., Dallas, TX 75228
and Synthetic Materials Corp., 700
Turkey St., Houston, TX 77020,

MC 155513 (Sub-5-1TA), filed April 27,
1981. Applicant: TEX-GOOBER
TRUCKING, INC,, Rt. 1, Box 140, Naples,
TX 75568. Representative: Wm. R.
Garrett, P.O. Box 1050, Omaha, TX
75571, Contract; irregular; Foodstuffs,
including pet foods and equipment,
materials and supplies used in the
manufacturing and distribution of such
foodstuffs, including pet foods, except
those commodities requiring tank
vehicles for transportation. Between
points in IL, KS, MO, and TX, on the one
hand, and on the other, all points in AL,
AR, GA, KS, LA, MS, MO, OK, and TX.
Supporting shipper: Swift & Company,
115 W. Jackson Blvd., Chicago, IL.

Agatha L. Mergenovich,
Secretary.

[FR Doc. 81-13902 Piled 5-5-81; 45 am]
BILLING CODE 7035-01-M

Motor Carriers; Permanent Authority
Decisions; Decision-Notice

The following applications, filed on or
after July 3, 1980, are governed by
Special Rule 247 of the Commission's
Rules of Practice, see 49 CFR 1100.247.
Special Rule 247 was published in the
Federal Register of July 3, 1980, at 45 FR
45539, For compliance procedures, refer
to the Federal Register issue of
December 3, 1980, at 45 FR 80109,

Persons wishing to oppose an
application must follow the rules under
49 CFR 1100.247(B). A copy of any
application, together with applicant’s
supporting evidence, can be obtained
from any applicant upon request and
payment to applicant of $10.00.

Amendments to the request for
authority are not allowed. Some of the
applications may have been modified
prior to publication to conform to the
Commission's policy of simplifying
grants of operating authority.

Findings

With the exception of those
applications involving duly noted
problems (e.g., unresolved common
control, fitness, water carrier dual
operations, or jurisdictional questions)
we find, preliminarily, that each
applicant has demonstrated its proposed
service warrants a grant of the
application under the governing section
of the Interstate Commerce Act. Each
applicant is fit, willing and able to
perform the gervice proposed, and to
conform to the requirements of Title 49,
Subtitle IV, United States Code, and the
Commission's regulations. Except where
noted, this decision is neither a major
Federal action significantly affecting the
quality of the human environment nor a
major regulatory action under the
Energy Policy and Conservation Act of
1975.

In the absence of legally sufficient
interest in the form of verified
statements filed on or before [45 days
from date of publication], (or, if the
application later becomes unopposed)
appropriate authorizing documents will
be issued to applicants with regulated
operations (except those with duly
noted problems) and will remain in full
effect only as long as the applicant
maintains appropriate compliance. The
unopposed applications involving new
entrants will be subject to the issuance
of an effective notice setting forth (he
compliance requirements which must be
satisfied before the authoriity will be
issued. Once this compliance is met. the
authority will be issued.

Within 60 days after publication an
applicant may file a verified statemen!
in rebuttal to any statement in
opposition.

To the extent that any of the authority
granted may duplicate an applicant's
other authority, the duplication shall be
construed as conferring only a single
operating right.

Note.—All applications are for authority to
operate as a motor common carrier in
interstate or foreign commerce over irregular
routes, unless noted otherwise. Applications
for motor contract carrier authority are those
where service is for a name shipper “under
contract”,

Volume No. OPI-134

Decided: April 28, 1981,

By the Commission, Review Board No. 1,
Members Parker, Chandler, and Taylor.

MC 135410 (Sub-118F), filed December
31, 1980, and previously noticed in
Federal Register issue of January 28,
1981. Applicant: COURTNEY |.
MUNSON d.b.a. MUNSON TRUCKING,
North 6th St. Rd., P.O. Box 268,
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Monmouth, IL 61462. Representative:
Daniel O. Hands, Suite 200, 205 W.
Touhy Ave., Park Ridge, IL 60068, (312)
692-3020. Transporting (1) food and
related products, and (2) materials,
equipment, and supplies used in the
manufacture of the commodities in (1),
between the facilities of General Mills,
Inc., at Cedar Rapids, IA, Galesburg, IL,
Buffalo, NY, and Toledo, OH. and (2)
between Galesburg, IL, on the one hand,
and, on the other, points in AR, AZ, CA,
IA, IN, KS, KY, Ml, MN, MO, NE, OH,
TN, and WL

Note~This republication includes

Galesburg, IL, in the territorial description in
part (1).

Volume No. OP4-85

Decided: April 30, 1961.

By the Commission, Review Board No. 2,
Members Carleton, Fartier, and Williams.

MC 151356 (Sub-1F), filed December 4,
1980, previously noticed in the Federal
Register of January 8, 1981. Applicant:
THE BIRGE COMPANY, INC., 421 E.
16th St., Paterson, NJ 07514.
Representative: Robert B. Pepper, 168
Woodbridge Ave., Highland Park, NJ
08904, (201) 572-5551. Transporting (1)
automotive products and parts, (2)
chemicals and eleaning compounds, (3)
oils, (4) anti-freeze (except commodities
in bulk), and (5) materials and supplies
used in their manufacture and
distribution, between New York, NY, on
the one hand, and, on the other, points
in the United States (except AK and HI).

Note.—The purpose of this republication is
to include the commodities of automotive
parts, oils, and anti-freeze,

Volume No. OP5-89.

Decided: April 30, 1881,

By the Commission, Review Board No. 3,
Members Krock, Joyce, and Dowell,

MC 99938 (Sub-11), filed February 2,
1981. Applicant: VAN'S AUTO & AIR
EXPRESS, INC,, C.P.O. Box 609,
Kingston, NY 12401. Representative:
Bruce J. Robbins, 118-21 Queens Blvd.,
Forest Hills, NY 11375. Transporting
general commodities (excep! classes A
and B explosives), between Hudson
County, NJ, on the one hand, and, on the
other, New York, NY, and points in
Albany, Columbia, Delaware, Dutchess,
Greene, Orange, Otsego, Putnam,
Rennselaer, Rockland, Sullivan, Ulster
and Westchester Counties, NY.

MC 106958 (Sub-5), filed January 29,
1981. Applicant: KUPPER BROS., INC,,
Victory Circle, South Amboy, NJ 08879,
Representative: Morton E, Kiel, Suite
1832, 2 World Trade Center, New York,
NY 10048. Transporting commodities in
bulk, between points in the U.S., under
continuing contract(s) with NL

Industries, Inc., of E. Windsor, NJ and
United Catalyst, Inc., of Louisville, KY.
MC 153789 (Sub-1), filed January 28,
1981. Published initially in the Federal
Register on March 17, 1981. Applicant:
MARYLAND TRANSPORT SYSTEMS,
INC., P.O. Box 606, Elkton, MD 21821,
Representative: Hubert D. Moye, P.O.
Box 606, Elkton, MD 21921, 301-398-
0100. Transporting general commodities
(except classes A and B explosives),
between the facilities of Scott Paper
Company at points in the U.S. on the
one hand, and, on the other, points in
the U.S. This application is republished
to include the restriction to the shipper's
facilities.
Agatha L. Mergenovich,
Secretary.
[FR Doc #1-13598 Filed 5-5-21: 6:45 am)]
BILLING CODE 7035-01-M

Motor Carriers; Permanent Authority
Decislons; Decision-Notice

The following applications, filed on or
after February 9, 1981, are governed by
Special Rule 251 of the Commission’s
Rules of Practice, see 49 CFR 1100.251.
Special Rule 251 was published in the
Federal Register on December 31, 1980,
at 45 FR 86771. For compliance
procedures, refer to the Federal Register
issue of December 3, 1980, at 45 FR
80109,

Persons wishing to oppose an
application must follow the rules under
49 CFR 1100.252. Applications may be
protested only on the ground that
applicant is not fit, willing, and able to
provide the transportation service or to
comply with the appropriate statutes
and Commission regulations. A copy of
any application, including all supporting
evidence, can be obtained from
applicant’s representative upon request
and payment to applicant's
representative of $10.00.

Amendments to the request for
authority are not allowed. Some of the
applications may have been modified
prior to publication to conform to the
Commission's palicy of simplifying
grants of operating authority.

Findings

With the exception of those
applications involving duly noted
problems (e.g., unresolved common
control, fitness, water carrier dual
operations, or jurisdictional question)
we find, preliminarily, that each
applicant has demonstrated its proposed
service warrants a grant of the
application under the governing section
of the Interstate Commerce Act. Each
applicant is fit, willing, and able to
perform the service proposed, and to

conform to the requirements of Title 49,
Subtitle 1V, United States Code, and the
service proposed, and to conform to the
requirments of Title 49, Subtitle IV,
United States Code, and the
Commission’s regulation. Except where
noted, this decision is neither a major
Federal action significantly affecting the
qualify of the human environment nor a
major regulatory action under the
Energy Policy and Conservation Act of
1975.

In the absence of legally sufficient
opposition in the form of verified
statements filed on or before 45 days
from date of publication (or, if the
application later becomes unopposed),
appropriate authorizing documents will
be issued to applicants with regulated
operations (except those with duly
noted problems) and will remain in full
effect only as long as the applicant
maintains appropriate compliance. The
unopposed applications involving new
entrants will be subject to the issuance
of an effective notice setting forth the
compliance requirements which must be
satisfied before the authority will be
issued. Once this compliance is met, the
authority will be issued.

Within 60 days after publication an
applicant may file a verified statement
in rebuttal to any statement in
opposition.

To the extent that any of the authority
granted may duplicate an applicant's
other authority, the duplication shall be
construed as conferring only a single
operating right.

Note—All applications are for authority to
operate as a motor common carrier in
interstate or foreign commerce over irregular
routes, unless noted otherwise. Applications
for motor contract carrier authority are those
where service is for a named shipper “under
contract”,

Volume No. OP1-133

Decided: April 28, 1981.
By the Commission, Review Board No. 1,
members Parker, Chandler and Taylor.

MC 128220 (Sub-33), filed April 17,
1981. Applicant: RALPH LATHAM,
d.b.a. LATHAM TRUCKING
COMPANY, P.O. Box 596, Burnside, KY
42519. Representative: Robert H. Kinker,
314 West Main St., P.O. Box 464, '
Frankfort, KY 40802 (502) 223-8244. As a
broker of general commodities, (except
household goods), between points in the
uUs.

MC 148620 (Sub-11), filed April 20, :
1981, Applicant: K.G.L. CONTRACTING
SERVICES, INC., 2270 Southwest 36th
St., Fort Lauderdale, FL 33312,
Representative: Robert W. Gerson, 1400
Candler Bldg., Atlanta, GA 30303 (404)
658-8045. Transporting, for or on half of
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the United States Government, general
commodities (except used household
goods, hazardous or secret materials,
and sensitive weapons and munitions),
between points in the U.S.

MC 154050 (Sub-3), filed April 17,
1981, Applicant: CARRIER SYSTEMS
INTERNATIONAL MOTOR FREIGHT,
INC., Sellers & O'Brien Streets, Kearny,
NJ 07032. Representative: Harry H.
Jordan, Suite 502, Solar Bldg., 1000 16th
Street, N.W., Washington, DC 20036
(202) 783-8131. Transporting, for or on
behalf of the United States Government,
general commodities (except used
household goods, hazardous or secret
materials, and sensitive weapons and
munitions), between points in the U.S.

MC 155241, filed April 10, 1981.
Applicant: COY TERRY d.b.a. COY
TERRY & SONS, P.O. Box 272,
Whitehouse, TX 75791. Representative:
Coy E. Terry, 2615 Golden Rd., Tyler, TX
75701 (214) 592-3108. Transporting food
and other edible products and
byproducts intended for human
consumption (except alcoholic
beverages and drugs), agricultural
limestone and fertilizer, and other soil
conditioners by the owner of the motor
vehicle in such vehicle, between points
in the U.S.

MC 155301, filed April 13, 1981.
Applicant; JERRY W. HOWELL, Route’2,
Piggott, AR 72454. Representative:
Thomas B. Staley, 1550 Tower Bldg.,
Little Rock, AR 72201 (501) 375-9151.
Transporting food and other edible
products and byproducts intended for
human consumption (excep! alcoholic
beverages and drugs), agricultural
limestone and fertilizer, and other soil
conditioners by the owner of the motor
vehicle in such vehicle, between points
in the U.S.

MC 155400, filed April 20, 1981.
Applicant: GOVERNMENT SERVICES
TRANSPORTATION, INC., 7081
Oakland Mills Rd., Columbia, MD 21046.
Representative: Barry Weintraub, Suite
800, 8133 Leesburg Pike, Vienna, VA
22180 (703) 442-8330. (1) Transporting,
for or on behalf of the United States
Government, general commodities
(except used household goods,
hazardous or secret materials, and
sensitive weapons and munitions),
between points in the U.S,, and (2)
transporting used household goods for
the account of the United States
Government incident to the performance
of a pack-and-crate service on behalf of
the Department of Defense, between
points in the U.S,

MC 155431, filed April 20, 1981.
Applicant: ] & M BROKERS, R.R. No. 1,
Box 111A, Oakley, IL 62552,
Representative: James E. Ashby (same

address as applicant) (217) 763-6514. As
a broker of general commodities {except
household goods), between points in the
U.S.

Volume No. OPY-3-056

Decided April 20, 1961.

By the Commission, Review Board No. 2,
Members Carleton, Fortier, and Willlams
(Williams not participating).

MC 153114 (Sub-2), filed April 22,
1981. Applicant: OLYMPIC EXPRESS,
INC., 2690 East 81st St., Bloomington,
MN 55420. Representative: Stanley C.
Olsen, Jr., 5200 Willson Road, Suite 307,
Minneapolis, MN 55424, (612) 927-8855.
As a broker of general commodities
(except household goods), between
points in the U.S.

Volume No. OPY-4-111

Decided April 30, 1981,

By the Commission, Review Board No. 2,
Members Carleton, Fortier, and Williams
(Williams not participating).

MC 143636 (Sub-15), filed April 22,
1981. Applicant: RON SMITH
TRUCKING, INC,, R.R. No. 1, Box 59,
Arcola, IL 81910. Representative:
Douglas G. Brown, 813 So. Sixth St.,
Springfield, IL 62703, (217) 735-3925.
Transporting, for or on behalf of the
United States Covernment, general
commodities (except used household
goods, hazardous or secret materials,
and sensitive weapons and munitions),
between points in the U.S,

Volume No. OPY-4-113

Decided April 29, 1981.

By the Commission, Review Board No. 2,
Members Carleton, Fortier, and Williams
{Willlams not participating).,

MC 150447 (Sub-8), filed April 23,
1981, Applicant: GSC TRANSPORT, -
INC., 166 National Rd., Edison, N] 08817,
Representative: John L. Alfano, 550
Mamaroneck Ave., Harrison, NY 10528,
(914) 835-441. Transporting for or on
behalf of the United States Government,
general commodities (except used
household goods, hazardous or secret
materials, and sensitive weapons and
munitions), between points in the U.S,
Agatha L. Mergenovich,

Secretary.
{FR Doc. 01-13508 Piled 5-5-81; 8:45 nm)
BILLING CODE 7035-01-M

[Permanent Authority Volume No. OP4-84)

Republications of Grants of Operating
Rights; Authority Prior to Certification

The following grants of operating
rights authorities are republished by
order of the Commission to indicate a

broadened grant of authority over that
previoulsy noticed in the Federal
Register.

An original and one copy of opposing
verified statements must be filed with
the Commission within 45 days after the
date of this Federal Register notice.
Applicant may file a verified statement
in rebuttal within 60 days. Such
pleadings shall comply with 48 CFR
1100.247 (renumbered 1100.251),
addressing specifically the issue(s)
indicated as the purpose for
republication. Special Rule 247
(renumbered 251) was published in the
Federal Register issue of July 3, 1980, at
45 FR 45539,

MC 150857 (Sub-1F), (republication),
filed November 4, 1980; published in the
Federal Register issue of December 2,
1980; and republished this issue.
Applicant: B, L. S, LIMOUSINE
SERVICE, INC., 11242 Playa Court,
Culver City, CA 90230, Representative:
Fred Altman (same address as
applicant). A decision of the
Commission, Review Board 3, acting as
an Appellate Division, decided February
27, 1981 and finds that the present and
future public convenience and necessity
require operations by the applicant as a
common carrier, by motor vehicle, in
interstate or foreign commerce, over
irregular routes, transporting passengers
and their baggage, in charter operations,
beginning and ending in Culver City,
CA, and extending to points in the
United States in and west of New
Mexico, Colorado, Wyoming, and
Montana; that the applicant is fit, willing
and able to perform such service and to
conform to the requirements of the
Interstate Commerce Act and the
Commission’s rules and regulations,

Note.—The purpose of this republication is
to correctly reflect the territorial description.
Agatha L. Mergenovich,

Secretary
[FR Doc. 81-13404 Piled 5-5-81: 145 am)
BILLING CODE 7036-01-M

[Decision Volume No. 423]

Republications of Grants of Operating
Rights; Authority Prior to Certification

The following grants of operating
rights authorities are republished by
order of the Commission to indicale a
broadened grant of authority over that
previously noticed in the Federal
Register.

An original and one copy of a petition
for leave to intervene in the proceeding
must be filed with the Commission
within 30 days of this Federal Register
notice. Such pleading shall comply with
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Special Rule 247(e) of the Commission's
Geneal Rules of Practice (49 CFR
1100.247) addressing specifically the
issue(s) indicated as the purpose for
republication, and including copies of
intervenor's conflicting authorities and a
concise statement of intervenor's
interest in the proceeding setting forth in
detail the precise manner in which it has
been prejudiced by lack of notice of the
authority granted. A copy of the
pleading shall be served concurrently
upon the carrier's representative, or
carrier if no representative is named.

MC 297(Sub-12F) (republication), filed
August 27, 1979; published in the Federal
Register issue of March 6, 1980; and
republished this issue. Applicant:
WOODLAND TRUCK LINE, INC., P.O.
Box 70, Woodland, WA 98674.
Representative: Lawrence V. Smart, Jr.,
419 N.W. 23rd Ave., Portland, OR 97210,
A decision of the Commission, Review
Board 2, acting as an Appellate Division,
decided February 12, 1981 and finds that
the present and?:xture public
convenience and necessity require
operations by the applicant as a
common carrier, by motor vehicle, in
interstate or foreign commerce, over
irregular routes, transporting general
commodities (except those of unusual
value, classes A and B explosives and
household goods as defined by the
Commission), between Ridgefield, WA,
and points in Cowlitz County, WA, on
the one hand, and, on the other,
Portland, OR: points in Lewis, Thurston,
Pierce, King, Snowhomiah, Skagit,
Whatcom, and Mason Counties, WA;
and the ports of entry on the
international boundary line between the
United States and Canada, located in
Washington; that the applicant is fit, .
willing and able to properly perform
such service and to conform to the
requirements of the Interstate
Commerce Act and the Commission’s
rules and regulations.

Note.—~Applicant intends to tack the
granted authority with its regular-route
authority held under Certificates No. MC-287
and No, MC-297 Sub 7. The purpose of this
republication is to reflect that tacking is
intended,

MC 3717(M1)F (republication), notice
of filing of petition to modify certificate;
filed November 8, 1979; published in the
Federal Register issue of March 26, 1980;
and republished this issue. Petitioner:
SERVICE WAREHOUSE COMPANY,
INC,, 112 Poinier Street, Newark, NJ
07114, Representative: George A. Olsen,
P.O. Box 357, Gladstone, NJ 07934. A
decision of the Commission, Review
Board 2, acting as an Appellate Division,
decided November 24, 1980 and finds
that the present and future public
convenience and necessity require

modification of petitioner’s Certificate in
MC 3717, issued May 18, 1978, to operate
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle,
in interstate or foreign commerce,
transporting (A) over regular routes, (1)
[fish containers, sea food, sea food
products, adhesives, ink, and paper,
between Gloucester, MA and New York,
NY, and all intermediate and off-route
points within 5 miles of Gloucester, and
those within 10 miles of New York. NY:
from Gloucester over Massachusetts
Hwy 121 to Essex, MA, then over
Massachusetts Hwy 22 to Beverly, MA,
then over Massachusetts Hwy 107 via
Revere, MA, o junction Massachusetts
Hwy 1A, then over Massachusetts Hwy
1A to Boston, MA, then over U.8. Hwy 1
to Providence, RL then over Rhode
Island Hwy 3 to Westerly, RI, and then
over U.S. Hwy 1 to New York and return
over the same route; (2) fish containers,
sea food, and sea food products,
between Boston, MA, and New York,
NY, and the intermediate points of
Providence, RI and New Haven, CT, and
the off-route points within 10 miles of
New York, NY: from Boston over U.S.
Hwy 1 to Providence, RI, then over
Rhode Island Hwy 3 to Westerly, RI,
then over U.S. Hwy 1 to New York, and
return over the same route; and (B) over
irregular routes, (1) foods; between
points in CT, MD, MA, NJ, NY, and PA;
(2) sea food, from Boston and
Cloucester, MA, to Albany and Troy,
NY; and (38) petroleum products, from
Chelsea, MA, to North Hampton, NH;
that the applicant is fit, willing and able
to properly perform such services and to
conform to the requirements of the
Interstate Commerce Act and the
Commission's rules and regulations.

Note.~The purpose of this republication is
to reflect petitioner's actual grant of
authority,

MC 61018 (Sub-52F) {republication),
filed July 3, 1979; published in the
Federal Register issue of March 18, 1980;
and republished this issue. Applicant:
PETER PAN BUS LINES, INC., 1776
Main Street, Springfield, MA 01103.
Representative: Edward G. Villalon and
Lawrence E. Lindeman, 425 13th St.,
N.W., Suite 1032, Washington, DC 20004.
A decision of the Commission, Division
2, decided Apri 23, 1981 and finds that
the present and future public
convenience and necessity require
operations by the applicant as a
common carrier, by motor vehicle, in
interstate or foreign commerce, over
irregular routes, transporting passengers
and their baggage, in charter and special
operations, (1) between points in Maine,
New Hampshire, Vermont,
Massidchusetts, Connecticut, Rhode
Island, and New York; and (2) beginning

and ending at points in the States named
in (1) above, and extending to points in
the United States (including Alaska but
excluding Hawaii); that the applicant is
fit, willing and able to properly perform
such service and to conform to the
requirements of the Interstate
Commerce Act and the Commission's
rules and regulations.

Note.~The purpose of this republication is
to eliminate the restriction imposed in the
publication of March 18, 1950,

MC 141406 (Sub-4F) (republication),
filed September 23, 1980; published in
the Federal Register issue of October 14,
1980; and republished this issue.
Applicant: COAST COUNTIES
EXPRESS, INC., 3306 Glendale Blvd.,
Los Angeles, CA 80039, Representative:
Miles L. Kavaller, 315 S, Beverly Dr.,,
Suite 315, Beverly Hills, CA 90212. A
decision of the Commission, Review
Board 1, acting as an Appellate Division,
decided February 2, 1981 and finds that
the present and future public
convenience and necessity require
operations by the applicant as a
common carrier, by motor vehicle, in
interstate or foreign commerce, over
irregular routes, transporting classes A,
B and C explosives, between points in
Arizona, Nevada, and Utah, on the one
hand, and, on the other, points in
California; that the applicant is fit,
willing and able to properly perform
such service and to conform to the
requirements of the Interstate
Commerce Act and the Commission's
rules and regulations.

Note~The purpose of this republication is
to correctly reflect the territorial description.
To the extent the certificate to be issued in
this proceeding authorizes the transportation
of classes A and B explosives, it shall be
limited to a period expiring five (5) years
from its date of issue.

MC 148127 (Sub-7F) (republication),
filed December 17, 1979; published in the
Federal Register issue of March 27, 1980;
and republished this issue. Applicant:
LINEHAUL EXPRESS, INC., P.O. Box
5078, Manchester, NH 03108.
Representative: Neal R. Michaud (same
address as applicant). A decision of the
Commission, Review Board 3, acting as
an Appellate Division, decided February
27,1981 and finds that the present and
future public convenience and necessity
require operations by the applicant as a
common carrier, by motor vehicle, in
interstate or foreign commerce, over

ar routes, transporting
confectionery, from Waco, TX; Chicago,
IL; Elizabethtown, PA; and
Hackettstown, NJ, to points in CT, MA,
ME, NH. NJ, NY, IL, and R that the
applicant is fit, willing and able to
properly perform such service and to
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conform to the requirements of the indicate that the request for authority is  broadening of unduly narrow authority
Interstate Commerce Act and the for permanent authority in lieu of is consistent with 49 U.S.C. 10922(h).

Commission’s rules and regulations.

Note~The purpose of this republication is
to eliminate the vehicular and “originating at
and destined 10" restrictions imposed in the
publication of March 27, 1980.

By the Commission.
Agatha L. Mergenovich,
Secretary.
[FR Doe. 81-13595 Filed 5-5-&1; 245 am)
BILLING CODE 7035-01-M

[Permanent Authority Volume No. OP3-230]

Republications of Grants of Operating
Rights; Authority Prior to Certification

The following grants of operating
rights authorities are republished by
order of the Commission to indicate a
broadened grant of authority over that
previously noticed in the Federal
Register.

An original and one copy of opposing
verified statements must be filed with
the Commission within 45 days after the
date of this Federal Register notice.
Applicant may file a verified statement
in rebuttal within 60 days. Such
pleadings shall comply with 49 CFR
1100.247 (renumbered 1100.251)
eddressing specifically the issue(s)
indicated as the purpose for
republication. Special Rule 247
(renumbered 251) was published in the
Federal Register of July 3, 1980, at 45 FR
45539.

MC 45194 (Sub-27] (Republication],
filed October 15, 1980, published in the
Federal Register issue of November 14,
1980, and republished this issue.
Applicant: LATTAVO BROTHERS,
INC., 2230 Shepler Church Ave., SW,,
Canton, OH 44708. Representative: M.
Diane Neal (same address as applicant).
A Decision of the Commission, Review
Board Number 1, decided February 23,
1881 and served March 12, 1981, finds
that the performance by applicant of the
service will serve a useful public
purpose, responsive to a public demand
or need to operate as a common carrier,
by motor vehicle, in interstate or foreign
commerce, over irregular routes,
transporting general commodities
(excep! those of unusual value, classes
A and B explosives, and household
goods as defined by the Commission)
between points in OH, PA, and WV, on
the one hand, and, on the other, points
in the United States {except AK and HI);
that applicant is fit, willing, and able
properly to perform the granted service
and to conform to the requirements of
Title 49, Subtitle IV, United States Code,
and the Commission’s regulations. The
purpose of this republication is to

temporary as previously noticed in the

Federal Register.
MC 106644 (Sub-357) (republication),

filed December 31, 1980, published in the

Federal Register issue of February 5,
1881 and republished this issue.
Applicant: SUPERIOR TRUCKING
COMPANY, INC,, P.O. Box 816, Atlanta,
GA 30301, Representative: Louis C.
Parker, Il (same address as applicant).
A Decision of the Commission, Review
Board Number 2, decided April 24, 1881
and served April 29, 1981, finds that the
performance by applicant of the service
will serve a useful public purpose,
responsive to a public demand or need
to operate as a common carrier, by
motor vehicle, in interstate or foreign
commerce, over irregular routes,
transporting (1) commodilies, the
transportation of which because of size
or weight, require the use of special
equipment, (2) self-propelled articles
(except automobiles), and (3) building
materials, between points in the United
States; that applicant is fit, willing and
able properly to perform the granted
service and to conform to statutory
requirements. The purpose of this
republication is ta reflect applicant’s
actual grant of authority.

By the Commission.
Agatha L. Mergenovich,
Secrelary.
{FR Doc. 03-13507 Filed 5-5-81: ©45 am]
BILLING CODE 1035-01-M

[Permanent Authority Decisions Volume
No. 73]

Restriction Removalis; Decision-Notice
Decided: April 29, 1981.

The following restriction removal
applications, filed after December 28,
1980, are governed by 49 CFR Part 1137,
Part 1137 was published in the Federal
Register of December 31, 1980, at 45 FR
86747.

Persons wishing to file a comment to
an application must follow the rules
under 49 CFR 1137.12. A copy of any
application can be obtained from any
applicant upon request and payment to
applicant of $10.00.

Amendents to the restriction removal
applications are not allowed.

Some of the applications may have
been modified prior to publication to
conform to the special provisions
applicable to restriction removal.

Findings
We find, preliminarily, that each

applicant has demonstrated that its
requested removal of restrictions or

In the absence of comments filed
within 25 days of publication of this
decision-notice, appropriate reformed
authority will be issued to each
applicant, Prior to beginning operalions
under the newly issued autharity,
compliance must be made with the
normal statutory and regulatory
requirements for common and contract
carriers.,

By the Commission, Restriction Removal
Board, Members Sporn, Alspaugh, and
Shaffer.

Agatha L. Mergenovich
Secrotary.

MC 2202 (Sub-669]X, filed April 21,
1981. Applicant: ROADWAY EXPRESS,
INC,, P.O. Box 471, 1077 Gorge
Boulevard Akron, OH 44309,
Representative: William O. Turney. 7101
Wisconsin Ave., Suite 1010,
Washington, DC 20014. Applicant seeks
to remove restrictions in its Sub-655
certificate and its authority acquired in
MC-F-14080 (embraced in MC 96961
(Sub-3)) to broaden its territorial
authority to (a) in Sub-No. 655, eliminate
the restriction against traffic orginating
at, destined to, or interchanged at
Humboldt, Brownsville, and Bells, TN:
authorize service at all intermediate
points between Memphis, TN and Paris
Landing, TN; and eliminate the
restriction against joinder with other
authorized routes, with the exception
that joinder shall be authorized with all
authorities to perform service to and
from specified cities in TN; and (b] in
MC-F-14090, eliminate the restriction
against traffic having a prior or
subsequent movement by rail.

MC 48856 (Sub-21)X, filed April 24,
1981, Applicant: JAMES FLEMING
TRUCKING, INC., 761 East St., Suffield,
CT 08078. Representative: S. Michael
Richards, P.O. Box 225, Webster, NY
14580. Applicant seeks to remove
restrictions in its lead and Sub-Nos. 2, 5,
8, 9, 11, 13F, 14F, 17F, 18F permits to (1)
broaden the commadity descriptions to
“such commodities as are deglt in or
used by wholesale, retail and chain
grocery and food business houses™ from
(a) frozen foods in Sub-2 (Part 2), (b)
canned goods in Sub-8, (c) groceries in
Sub-8, (d) canned foodstuffs and pet
food in Sub-No. 11, (e) foodstuffs in Sub-
13F, (f) canned baby food and dry cereal
in Sub-14F and (g) canned foodstuffs,
bakery goods, chips, twists or puffs and
pet food in Sub-18F; (2) eliminate the “in
bulk" restriction in Sub-2 (Part 1), 5, 13F,
17F and “except frozen" restriction in
Sub-13; and (3) broaden the territorial
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authorities to between points in the
United States, under a continuing
contract(s) with named shippers in the
above permits.

MC 107515 {Sub-1418)X, filed April 17,
1981. Applicant: REFRIGERATED
TRANSPORT CO., INC., P.O, Box 305,
Forest Park, GA 30050. Representative:
Alan E. Serby, Fifth Floor, Lenox
Towers S, 3390 Peachtree Rd,, NE,
Atlanta, GA 30326. Applicant seeks to
remove restrictions in its Sub-1326,
1330F, 1344, 1353F, and 1369F certificates
to (1) remove facilities limitations at
Memphis, TN, in Sub-1344; (2) replace
facilities at Morrow, GA, with Clayton
County, GA, in Sub-1353F and 1369F;
and facilities at Greensboro, NC with
Guilford County, NC; (3) remove
originating at or destined to restrictions
in Sub-1328, 1330F, 1353F; and (4)
replace one-way with radial authority
(a) (i) between 22 eastern and southern
States and DC, and, IL, IA, MN, and W1
and (ii) between IL and 1A, and MN, ND,
SD, and WI in Sub-1326; (b) between
Chicago, IL, and MN, ND, SD, and 22 W1
counties in Sub-1330F; (c) between
Clayton County, CA, and AL, FL, KY,
NC, 8C, and TN in Sub-1353F; and (d)
between Clayton County, CA, and
Guilford County, GA and points in the
U.S. in and east of ND, SD, NE, KS, OK,
and TX; (5) remove the AK and HI
exception in Sub-1344F; and {6) remove
the following restrictions: (8) except in
bulk; in Sub-1326, 1330F, and 1353F; (b)
except foodstuffs in Sub-1326, and (c) in
vehicles equipped with mechanical
refrigeration in Sub-1330,

MC 124774 (Sub-141)X, filed April 20,
1981, Applicant: MIDWEST
REFRIGERATED EXPRESS, INC., 4440
Buckingham Avenue, Omaha, NE 68107,
Representative: Arlyn L. Westergren,
Suite 201, 8202 West Dodge Rd., Omaha,
NE 66114. Applicant seeks to remove
restrictions in its lead certificate to (1)
broaden the commodity descriptions to
“food and related products" from
specified commodities such as, (a)
meats, meat products, and meat by-
products, and articles distributed by
meat packinghouses, as described in
Sections A and C of Appendix I to the
report in Descriptions in Motor Carrier
Certificates, 81 M.C.C. 209 and 766, (b)
meat, in carcass form, (c) hides, skins
and pleces thereof and animal feeds, as
described in Section C of Appendix I to
the report in Descriptions in Motor
Carrier Certificates, 61 M.C.C. 209 and
768, (d) dairy products, as described in
Section B of Appendix I to the report in
Descriptions in Motor Carrier
Certificates, 81 M.C.C. 209 and 766, and
(e) fish four; (2) eliminate all
exceptions, such as, commodities in

bulk, hides, frozen food, and fats; (3)
remove all plantsite and originating at or
destined to restrictions and the
restriction against transportation of
shipments destined to Chicago, IL; (4)
change its one-way authorities to radial
authorities between points throughout
the U.S,; and (5) replace some cities with
authority to serve the counties: Gordon,
Norfolk, Minden, Lexington, Millard,
Darr, York, Schuyler, Lincoln and
Humbaoldt with Sheridan, Madison,
Kearney, Dawson, Douglas, York,
Colfax, Lancaster, and Richardson
Counties, NE; Onawa, Waterloo, and
Columbus Junction with Monona, Black
Hawk, and Louisa Counties, IA;
Logansport, East Chicago, Gary,
Hammond, and Lafayette with Cass,
Lake, Porter and Tippecanoe Counties,
IN; Mankato, Garden City, and Wichita
with Jewell, Finney, and Sedgwick
Counties, KS; Guymon with Texas
County, OK; Phelps City with Atchison
County MO; Sterling, Fort Morgan, La
Junta, and Evans with Logan, Morgan,
Otero, and Weld Counties, CO; Buhl
with Twin Falls County, ID;
Campbellsville with Taylor County, KY;
New Bedford with Bristol County, MA;
Creenport with Suffolk County, NY.

MG 129281 (Sub-18)X, filed April 22,
1981. Applicant: McDANIEL MOTOR
EXPRESS, INC., 115 Winchester Road,
Lexington, KY 40505. Representative:
William L. Willis, Suite 708 McClure
Bldg., Frankfort, KY 40801. Applicant
seeks to remove restrictions in its Sub-
Nos. 2, 5,7, 8, 9, 13F, 14F and 15F
certificates to (1) authorize service at all
intermediate points between Paris and
Maysville, KY, in Sub-No. 5; Louisville
and Lexington, KY, in Sub-No. 7; North
Middleton and Lexington, and
Maysville, KY, and Washington, Court
House, OH, in Sub-No. 8; Maysville, KY,
and Columbus, OH, in Sub-13F;
Lexington and Olive Hill, KY, in Sub-
14F; and Lexington, KY, and Atlanta,
GA, in Sub-15F; and {2) remove the
following restrictions (&) “ex-air” in
Sub-2: (b) against service at Carlisle, KY
and Ohio points in Maysville, KY
comumercial zone in Sub-5; (c) against
service at points in Indiana, in the
Louisville, KY commercial zone, and
against service at Paris and Lexington,
KY and points on U.S. Hwy 68 between
Paris and Lexington, KY, in Sub-7; (d)
against traffic originating at or destined
to Louisville or Lexington, KY, in Sub-8;
(e) against service originating at or
destined to named facilities at or near
Carlisle, KY, and Millersburg, KY, in
Sub-9, and (f) joinder only or
interchange only in Sub-7 and 8.

MC 134477 (Sub-445)X, filed April 20,
1981, Applicant: SCHANNO

TRANSPORTATION, INC,, 5 West
Mendota Road, West St. Paul, MN 55118.
Representative: Thomas D. Fischbach,
P.O. Box 43496, St. Paul, MN 55164,
Applicants seeks lo remove restrictions
in its Sub-228F, 229F, 361F, 396F and
406F certificates to (1) broaden the
commodity description from chemicals
(except in bulk) to “chemicals and
related products” in all subs, (2) remove
the “originating at and destined to”
restrictions in all subs and (3) change
one-way to radial authority between
various combinations of States in all
Sub-Nos. and between points in 13
states, and facilities at points in OH in
Sub-396F.

MC 143594 (Sub-31)X, filed April 20,
1981. Applicant: NATIONAL BULK
TRANSPORT, INC., P.O. Box 2298,
Greenbay, WI 54308, Representative:
Warren L. Troupe (same as applicant).
Applicant seeks to remove restrictions
in its Sub-6F certificate to (1) broaden
the commodity description from
chemicals in bulk to "commodities in
bulk"; (2) broaden the territorial scope
by (a) replacing facilities with Parish-
wide authority as follows: Plaguemine
and Carville with Iberville Parish,
Donaldsonville with Ascension Parish,
Napoelonville with Assumption Parish,
Grand Bayou with Red River Parish,
Bayou Teche with St. Landry Parish,
Oakdale with Allen Parish, Garyville
with St. John the Baptist Parish,
Allemania with Ibervile Parish, Baton
Rouge with East Baton Rouge Parish,
Denham Springs with Livingston Parish,
and (b) replacing one-way with radial
authority to serve between points in the
above named parishes on the one hand,
and, on the other, points in the U.S,; and
(3) remove the exception of AK and HIL

MC 144398 (Sub-10)X, filed April 16,
1981. Applicant: WAYNE TRANSPORT,
INC., Box 366, Milaca, MN 56353.
Representative: Val M. Higgins, 1600
TCF Tower, 121 So. 8th Street,
Minneapolis, MN 55402. Applicants
seeks to remove restrictions in its Sub-
2F certificate to (a) broaden the
commodity description from asphalt,
asphalt compounds, and road oils to
“petroleum, natural gas and their
products'; (b) replace Waseca, MN, with
Waseca County, MN; and (c) replace
one-way with radial authority between
Minneapolis, MN, Superior, WI and
Waseca County, MN, and, ND, SD, WI,
IA, and MN.

MC 144667 (Sub-22)X, filed April 20,
1981. Applicant: ARTHUR E. SMITH &
SON TRUCKING, INC., P.O. Box 1054,
Scottsbluff, NE 69361. Representative:
Bradford E. Kistler, P.O. Box 82028,
Lincoln, NE 68501. Applicant seeks to
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remove restrictions in its Sub-Nos. 2F,
5F, 7F, 8F, 11, 14F, and 17F certificates to
(1) broaden the commodity description
(a) from cellulose insulation and
materials, equipment and supplies used
in the sale and installation of cellulose
insulation. and materials, equipment
and supplies, in Sub-2F, to “pulp, paper,
and related products"; (b) from fire
retardant products, and materials,
equipment and supplies, in Sub-2F, to
“chemicals and related products™; (c)
from beverages and materials,
equipment and supplies used in the
manufacture, sale and distribution of
beverages, to “food and related products
and malerials, equipment, and supplies
used in the manufacture, sale, and
distribution thereof", in Sub-5F, (d) from
meats, meat products, meat byproducts,
and articles distributed by meat-
packinghouses, as described in Sections
A and C of Appendix I to the report in
Descriptions in Motor Carrier
Certificates, 81 M.C.C. 209 and 766
(except hides and commodities in bulk),
in Sub-7F, 11, and 14F (with no
excepfions in Sub-11 and 14F), and
prepared animal diets, meats, meat
products, meat and byproducts and
articles distributed by meat-
packinghouses, and materials,
equipment, and supplies, in Sub-17F, to
“food and related products”; (e) from
tub grinders, brackets, buckets, cabs,
and roll bars, parts and accessories and
materials, equipment, and supplies, in
Sub-5F; farm equipment parts, in Sub-11,
to “machinery"; (f} from metal articles in
Sub-5F, to “metal products”; (g) from
cabinets in Sub-8F, to “furniture and
fixtures"; and (h) from hydraulic hoses
and couplings, to “rubber and plastic
articles” in Sub-11; (2) remove the
exception of AK and HI and a State of
origin in Sub-2F, 5F, 8F, 11, and 17F; (3)
remove facilities limitations at
Scottsbluff, NE, Fremont, NE, and
Ottumwa, IA, in Sub-7F, Austin, MN, in
Sub-14F, and North Platte, NE, in Su-17F;
(4) remove originating at or destined to
restrictions in Sub-2F and 5F; (5) replace
Scottsbluff, NE with Scotts Bluff County,
NE, in Sub-2F, 5F, and 7F; Torrington,
WY, with Goshen County, WY, in Sub-
2F; Greeley, CO, with Weld County, CO,
in Sub-5F; Fremont, NE, with Dodge
County, NE, Ottumwa, IA, with Wapello
County, IA, and Schuyler, NE, with
Colfax County, NE, in Sub-7F; Gering,
Gordon, and Minden, NE, with Scolts
Bluff, Sheridan and Kearney Counties,
NE, and Glasgow, MT, with Valley
County, MT, in Sub-11; Austin, MN, with
Mower County, MN, and Binghamton,
NY, with Broome County, NY, in Sub-
14F; and North Platte, NE, with Lincoln
County, NE, in Sub-17F; (6} replace one-

way with radial authority between
combinations of the above counties and
points throughout the U.S.

MC 145926 (Sub-4)X, filed April 15,
1981. Applicant: HALL BROS.
TRANSPORTATION CO., INC., State
Road 37 North, Orleans, IN 47452.
Representative: Norman R. Garvin, 1301
Merchants Plaza, Indianapolis, IN 46204.
Applicant seeks to remove restrictions
in its Sub-3 permit to (1) broaden the
commodity description from automobile
parts and materials, equipment and
supplies (except commodities in bulk)
used in the manufacture and distribution
of automobile parts, to "transportation
equipment"; and (2) broaden the
territory description to between points
in the U.S., under continuing contract(s)
with a named shipper.

[FR Doc. 81-35509 Piled 5-5-81. 845 am]
BILLING CODE 7035-01-M

Motor Carriers; Permanent Authority
Decisions; Decision-Notice

The following applications, filed on or
after February 9, 1981, are governed by
Special Rule of the Commission’s Rules
of Practice, see 49 CFR 1100.251, Special
Rule 251 was published in the Federal
Register of December 31, 1980 at 45 FR
86771. For compliance procedures, refer
to the Federal Register issue of
December 3, 1980, at 45 FR 80109.

Persons wis to oppose an
application must follow the rules under
49 CFR 1100.252. A copy of any
application, including all supporting
evidence, can be obtained from
applicant’s representative upon request
and payment to applicant’s
representative of $10.00.

Amendments to the request for
authority are not allowed. Some of the
applications may have been modified
prior to publication to conform to the
Commission's policy of simplifying
grants of operating authority.

Findings

With the exception of those
applications involving duly noted
problems (e.g., unresolved common
control, fitness, water carrier dual
operations, or jurisdictional questions)
we find, preliminarily, that each
applicant has demonstrated its proposed
service warrants a grant of the
application under the governing section
of the Interstate Commerce Act. Each
applicant is fit, willing, and able to
perform the service proposed, and to
conform to the requirements of Title 49,
Subtitle IV, United States Code, and the
Commission’s regulations. Except where
noted, this decision is neither a major
Federal action significantly affecting the

quality of the human environment nor a
major regulatory action under the
Energy Policy and Conservation Act of
1875.

In the absence of legally sufficient
opposition in the form of verified
statements filed on or before 45 days
from date of publication, (or, if the
application later becomes unopposed)
appropriate authorizing documents will
be issued to applicants with regulated
operations (except those with duly
noted problems) and will remain in full
effect only as long as the applicant
maintains appropriate compliance. The
unopposed applications involving new
entrants will be subject to the issuance
of an effective notice setting forth the
compliance requirements which must be
satisfied before the authority will be
issued. Once this compliance is met, the
authority will be issued.

Within 80 days after publication an
applicant may file a verified statement
in rebuttal to any statement in
opposition.

To the extent that any of the authority
granted may duplicate an applicant’s
other authority, the duplication shall be
construed as conferring only a single
operating right.

Note.—All applications are for authority to
operate as & motor common carrier in
interstate or foreign commerce over irregular
routes, unless noted otherwise. Applications
for motor contract carrier authority are those
where service is for a named shipper “under
contract”,

Volume No. OPY 4-110

Decided: April 30, 1961.

By the Commission, Review Board No. 2,
Members Carleton, Fortier, and Willisms.
(Williams not participating).

MC 1367886 (Sub-248), filed April 23,
1881. Applicant: ROBCO
TRANSPORTATION, INC., 4475 N.E.
3rd Ave., P.O. Box 10375, Des Moines,
1A 50306, Representative: Larry D. Knox,
600 Hubbell Bldg., Des Moines, 1A 50308
(515) 244-2329. Transporting conveyer
belts, between the facilities of All-State
Belting Co., Inc., in Palk County, IA, on
the one hand, and, on the other,
Charlotte, NC.

MC 140986 (Sub-17), filed April 23,
1981. Applicant: GREAT NORTHERN
TRUCK LINES, INC., Love Lane—P.O.
Box 112, Netcong, NJ 07857.
Representative: Robert,B. Pepper, 168
Woodbridge Ave., Highland Park, N]
08904, (201) 572-5551. Transporting
plastic products, between points in the
U.S., under continuing contract{s) with
Mobil Chemical Company of Macedon,
NY.

MC 147636 (Sub-20), filed April 23,
1981. Applicant: LARRY E. HICKOX,
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d.b,a. LARRY E. HICKOX TRUCKING,
Box 95, Casey, IL 62420. Representative:
Michael W. O'Hara, 300 Reisch Bldg.,
Springfield, IL 62701, (217) 544-5468.
Transporting (1) chemicals and related
products and (2) plastic products,
between points in the U.S., under
continuing contract(s) with Dow
Chemical Company, Health and
Consumer Products Department, of
Indianapolis IN.

Volume No. OPY4-112

Decided: April 30, 1981,

By the Commission, Review Board No. 2,
Members Carleton, Fortier, and Williams
(Williams not participating).

MC 59666 Sub-(14), filed April 22,
1981, Applicant: TRAFIK SERVICES,
INC., 25 Esten Ave., Pawtucket, Rl
02860. Representative: Robert A. Mega,
510 Turks Head Bldg., Providence, RI
02903, {401) 272-4040. Transporting
chemicals and related products,
between points in the U.S,, under
continuing contract(s) with Bercen, Inc.,
of Cranston, R.L

MC 139906 (Sub-160), filed April 22,
1981, Applicant: INTERSTATE
CONTRACT CARRIER
CORPORATION, P.O. Box 30303, Salt
Lake City, UT 84127, Representative:
Richard A. Peterson, P.O. Box 81849,
Lincoln, NE 68501, (402) 476-1144,
Transporting mineral ores, between
points in Clay County, FL, on the one
hand, and, on the other, points in the
Us,

MC 147636 (Sub-19), filed April 22,
1981, Applicant: LARRY E. HICKOX,
d.b.a. LARRY E. HICKOX TRUCKING,
P.O. Box 95, Casey, IL 62420,
Representative: Michael W. O'Hara, 300
Reisch Bldg., Springfield, IL 62701, (217)
544-5468. Transporting food and related
products, between points in Vermilion
and Peoria Counties, IL, Dodge County,
WI, Wesl Feliciana and Avonyelles
Parishes, LA, on the one hand, on the
other, points in the U.S,

MC 150206 (Sub-2). filed April 22,
1881, Applicant: DANTE GENTILINI
TRUCKING, INC,, 30W443 Roosevelt
Rd., P.O. Box 387, West Chicago, IL
60185, Representative: Donald W.
Mullins, 1033 Graceland Ave., Des
Plaines, IL 80018, (312) 208-1094.
Transporting general commodities,
(except Classes A and B explosives),
between points in the U.S., under
continuing contracts(s) with W.R. Grace
& Co., of Cambridge, MA.

MC 155456, filed April 22, 1981.
Applicant: BERLIN TRANSPORT, INC.,
300 West St., Berlin, MA 01503,
Representative: Robert G. Parks, 20
Walnut St., Suite 101, Wellesley Hills,

MA 02181, (617) 235-5571. Transporting
food and related products, between
points in CT, ME, MA, RI, NH, and VT,
on the one hand, and, on the other, those
points in the U.S. in and east of MN, IA,
MO, AR, and LA.

MC 1554786, filed April 23, 1981,
Applicant: LOYD THOMPSON
TRUCKING CO., INC., P.O. Box 677,
Bowdon, GA 30180. Representative:
Nathan L. Finkelstein, 1729 21st St.,
NW., Washington, DC 20009, (202) 332-
7737. Transporting ores and minerals,
fertilizer, and feed and feed ingredients,
between point in AL, GA, FL, and TN.

Volume No. OPY 4-144

Decided: April 30, 1981,

By the, Commission, Review Board No. 2,
Members Carleton, Fisher, and Williams.

MC 33317 (Sub-7), filed April 1, 1981,
and previously noticed in the Federal
Register issue of April 21, 1881, and
republished this issue. Applicant:
BOLUS FREIGHT SYSTEMS, INC,, 700
N. Keyser Ave., Scranton, PA 18508,
Representative: Joseph A. Keating, Jr.,
121 S. Main St., Taylor, PA 18517, (717)
344-8030, Over regular routes,
transporting general commodities
(except Classes A and B explosives), (1)
between Philadelphia, PA, and
Syracuse, NY; from Philadelphia, over
U.S. Hwy 308 to junction U.S. Hwy 22,
then over U.S. Hwy 22 to junction PA
Hwy 33, then over PA Hwy 33 to
junction PA Hwy 611, then over PA Hwy
611 to junction Interstate Hwy 380 at or
near Tobyhanna, PA, then over
Interstate Hwy 380 to Scranton, PA, then
over U.S, Hwy 6, to junction U.S. Hwy
11, then over U.S. Hwy 11 to junction
Interstate Hwy 81 at or near Johnson
City, NY, then over Interstate Hwy 81 to
Syracuse, and return over the same
route, serving all intermediate points
and the off-route points of Lackawanna,
Luzerne, Northampton, Lehigh, Berks,
Schuylkill and Montogomery Counties,
PA, and those points on and north of the
PA-NY State line beginning at or near
Wattsburg, PA and extending east to
Hale Eddy, NY, then over an imaginary
line to Hancock, NY, and extending over
NY Hwy 17 beginning at Hancock, NY
and extending to junction NY Hwy 30, at
East Branch, then over NY Hwy 30 to
juntion NY Hwy 28, then over NY Hwy *
28 1o Kingston, NY, then over NY Hwy
199 to the NY-CT State line, and (2)
Between Scranton, PA, and Newark, NJ;
From Scranton over Interstate Hwy 380
to junction PA Hwy 611 at or near
Tobyhanna, PA, then over PA Hwy 611
to junction Interstate Hwy 80 at or near
Stroudsburg, PA, then over Interstate,

Hwy 80 to junction U.S. Hwy 46 at or
near Columbia, NJ, then over U.S. Hwy
46 to junction NJ] Hwy 31 at or near
Buttzville, NJ, then over N] Hwy 31 to
junction U.S, Hwy 22 at or near
Annandale, NJ, then over U.S. Hwy 22 to
Newark, NJ, serving all intermediate
points and serving as off-route points
those points in NJ and those in NY south
of NY Hwy 17 beginning at Hancock,
NY, and extending to junction NY Hwy
30 at East Branch, then over NY Hwy 30
to junction NY Hwy 28, then over NY
Hwy 28 to Kingston, then over NY Hwy
199 to the NY-CT State line, and Nassau
and Suffolk Counties, NY, and New
York, NY..

Note.—The purpose of this republication Is
to correctly reflect the territorial description.
Agatha L. Mergenovich,

Secretary.
[FR Doc. 8110060 Filed 5-5-81: 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 7035-01-M

INTERNATIONAL DEVELOPMENT
COOPERATION AGENCY

Agency for International Development

[Redelegation of Authority No. 99.1.98
Amdt. No. 2)

Director, Office of Contract
Management; Revocation of
Redelegation of Authority

Pursuant to the authority delegated to
me by Redelegation of Authority No.
99.1 (38 FR 12836, May 16, 1973) from the
Assistant Administrator for Program
and Management Services of the
Agency for International Development, 1
hereby revoke Redelegation of Authority
No. 99.1.98 to Mr. Arthur Bjorlykke.

This revocation is effective on the
date of signature,

Dated: March 12, 1881,
Hugh L. Dwelley,
Director. Office of Contract Management.
[FR Doe. #1-13620 Fllod 5-5-8); 845 am]
BILLING CODE 4710-02-M

[Redelegation of Authority No. 99.1.83,
Amdt., No. 3]

Mission Director, USAID/Egypt;
Redelegation of Authority Regarding
Contracting Functions

Pursuant to the authority delegated to
me under Redelegation of Authority No.
99.1 (38 FR 12836) from the Assistant
Administrator for Program and
Management Services of the Agency for
International Development, I hereby
amend Redelegation of Authority No.
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99.1,83 dated January 26, 1977 (38 FR
27628) as follows:

The first paragraph is hereby
amended to reflect the following
changes: Subhead (1) is revised to read
as follows:

“(1) U.S. Government contracts
including contracts with individuals for
services of the individual alone, grants
and amendments thereto provided that
the amount of each individual confract
or grant action does not exceed
$1,000,000 per transaction or local
currency equivalent."

Except as provided herein, the
Redelegation of Authority remains
unchanged and continues in full force
and effect. Actions within the scope of
this amendment heretofore taken by the
officials designated in such amended
delegation are hereby ratified and
confirmed.

This amendment is effective on the
date of signature.

Dated: April 24, 1981.
Hugh L. Dwelly,
Director, Office of Contract Management,
[FR Doc. B1-13626 Filod 5-5-81: 8:45 am)
BILLING CODE 47'0-0&’

[Redelegation of Authority No. 99.1.105,
Amdt. No. 2]

Mission Director, USAID/Indonesia;
Redelegation of Authority Regarding
Contracting Functions

Pursuant to the authority delegated to
me under Redelegation of Authority No.
99.1 (38 FR 12836), as amended, from the
Assistant Administrator for Program
and Management Services of the
Agency for International Development, |
hereby further amend Redelegation of
Authority No. 99.1.105, dated December
18, 1978, as amended, as follows:

The first paragraph is hereby
amended to change the stated amount of
$300,000 to read $1,000,000.

Except as provided herein the
Redelegation of Authority, as previously
amended, remains unchanged and
continues in full force and effect.
Actions within the scope of this
delegation are hereby ratified and
confirmed.

The amendment is effective on the
date of signature.

Dated: April 24, 1881,
Hugh L. Dwelley,
Director, Office of Contract Management.
[FR Doc. 83-13627 Pled 5-5-03: £45 am}
BILLING CODE 4710-02-M

[Redelegation of Authority No. 99.1.74,
Amdt. No. 2]

Mission Director, USAID/Philippines;
Redelegation of Authority Regarding
Contracting Functions

Pursuant to the authaority delegated to
me under Redelegation of Authority No.
99.1 (38 FR 12838), as amended, from the
Assistant Administrator for Program
and Management Services of the
Agency for International Development, I
hereby further amend Redelegation of
Authority No. 99.1.74 dated November 8,
1975, as amended, as follows:

The first paragraph is hereby
amended to reflect the following
change:—At.the end of the first
paragraph after “(or local currency
equivalent)” add the phrase “aggregate
amount.”

Except as provided herein, the
Redelegation of Authority, as previously
amended, remains unchanged and
continues in full force and effect. This
amendment is effective on the date of
signature,

Dated: April 24, 1981.

Hugh L. Dwelley,

Director, Office of Contract Management.
(FR Doc. 01-13028 Piled 5-5-81: 8:45 am]

BILLING CODE 4710-02-M

[Redelegation of Authority No. 99.1.87,
Amdt. No. 2]

Raymond J. Potocki; Redelegation of
Authority Regarding Contracting
Functions 3

Pursuant to the authority delegated to
me under Redelegation of Authority No.
99.1 (38 FR 12836), as amended, from the
Assistant Administrator for Program
and Management Services of the
Agency for International Development, |
hereby further amend Redelegation of
Authority No. 99.1.87, dated July 25,
1977, as amended, to insert a new
paragraph as follows:

“The authorities herein delegated may
be redelegated at your discretion, not to
exceed $500,000 per transaction only to
the Assistant Area Contracting Officer.
The authority so delegated may not be
further redelegated.”

Except as provided herein, the
Redelegation of Authority, as previously
amended, remains unchanged and
continues in full force and effect.
Actions within the scope of this
amendment heretofore taken by the
officials designated in such amended
delegation are hereby ratified and
confirmed.

The amendment is effective on the
date of signature.

Dated: April 24, 1981,
Hugh L. Dwelley,
Director, Office of Contract Management.
[FR Doc. 61-13620 Filod 5-5-51; 45 am|
BILLING CODE 4710-02-M

INTERNATIONAL TRADE
COMMISSION

[Investigation No. 337-TA-88]

Certain Apparatus for the Continuous
Production of Copper Rod; Advice to
the U.S. Customs Service Regarding
Return of Posted Bond and Non-
Collection of Future Bond

AGENCY: International Trade
Commission.

ACTION: Advice 1o U.S. Customs Service
regarding return of posted bond and
non-collection of future bond.

SUMMARY: On April 30, 1981, the
Commission advised the U.S. Customs
Service that (1) there is no reason to
continue to collect the 100% bond on
future importations of the apparatus in
question and (2) the bond which has
been collected for past importations
should be returned.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On
October 29, 1980, the U.S. International
Trade Commission issued a temporary
exclusion order (TEO) in the above-
captioned investigation. The TEO
excluded any rolling mill described by
claims 7, 8, 11, or 12 of U.S. Letters
Patent 4,129,179 and components of such
rolling mills, until a final determination
under section 337 of the Tariff Act of
1930 (19 U.S.C. 1337) in this
investigation. The articles ordered to be
excluded were entitled to entry under
bond of 100 percent ad valorem,
however.

On April 10, 1981, respondents Krupp
G.m.b.H. and Krupp International Inc.
and complainant Southwire Co. entered
in a settlement agreement that could
have the effect of terminating this
investigation. All of the parties to the
investigation filed a joint motion on
April 17, 1981, to (1) effect return of the
bond which has been posted in
compliance with the temporary
exclusion order (TEO) of October 29,
1980, and (2) remove the requirement for
collection of further bond on future
importations. The parties explicitly
stated that they are not asking to vacate
or otherwise modify the TEO, however.

The Commission’s advice to the
Customs Service, in the form of a letter
from the Commission Chairman to the
Commissioner of Customs, is available
for public inspection in the Office of the
Secretary, U.S. International Trade
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—

Commission, 701 E Street, NW.,
Washington, D.C. 20436, telephone 202-
523-0161,
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Jeffrey Neeley, Esq., Office of the
General Counsel, U.S. International
Trade Commission, 701 E Street, NW.,
Washington, D.C. 20438, telephone 202-
523-0359,

Issued: May 1, 1981

By order of the Commission.
Kenneth R. Mason,
Secretary.
[FR Doc, K1-13645 Filod 5-5-41; 845 am)
BILLING CODE 7020-02-M

[Investigation No. 337-TA-76]

Certain Food Slicers and Components
Thereof; Commission Schedule for
Filing Written Submissions on the
Presiding Officer’s Recommendation;
on Relief, Bonding, and the Public .
Interest; and for Requesting a Public
Hearing

AGENCY: International Trade
Commission.

ACTION: Request for written submissions
regarding the presiding officer's
rcommendation, relief, bonding, and the
public interest in investigation No. 337~
TA-78, Certain Food Slicers and
Components Thereof.

SUMMARY: Notice is hereby given that
based on a motion for summary
determination (Motion 76-16) by
complainant Prodyne Enterprises, Inc.,
the presiding officer has issued a
recommended determination that there
is a violation of section 337 of the Tariff
Act of 1830 (18 U.S.C. 1337), in the
importation into the United States and
sale of certain food slicers and
components thereof that are the subject
of the Commission’s investigation.
Accordingly, Motion 76-16, the papers in
support thereof, and the recommended
determination have been certified to the
Commission for review and a
Commission determination. No public
hearing is presently scheduled in this
matter.

[nterested persons may obtain copies
of the nonconfidential version of the
presiding officer's recommendation (and
all other public documents on the record
of the Investigation) by contacting the
Office of the Secretary, U.S.
International Trade Commission, 701 E
Street NW., Room 161, Washington, D.C.
20436, telephone 202-523-0161, -

Although no public hearing before the
Commission is scheduled, requests for
such a hearing will be considered by the
Commission. If a public hearing is
requested and the Commission grants

that request, the hearing will be held on
Thursday, May 28, 1981.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: .

Written Submissions on Patent Validity,
Infringement, and Injury

The Commission hereby requests that
the parties submit briefs on the
following issues: (1) The validity of U.S.
Letters Patent 3,766,817, particularly as
to the questions of anticipation and
obviousness; (2) the infringement of
claim 6 and/or claim 7 of U.S. Letters
Patent 3,766,817 by the accused Mishan
slicer, particularly as to the issue of the
“cutting element having one end looped
around the portion of said one leg" in
view of the doctrine of file wrapper
estoppel; and (3) the question of whether
the alleged unfair act or unfair method
of competition has an effect or tendency
to destroy or substantially injure an
industry efficiently and economically
operated in the United States,
particularly as to the issues of whether
the unfair act is the infringement of U.S,
Letters Patent 3,766,817 by respondent
Mishan, by other respondents who have
been terminated on the basis of
licensing and/or settlement agreements,
by other persons unknown or by all or
some of the above, and having defined
the unfair act, whether the
uncontroverted facts are sufficient as a
matter of law to establish an effect or
tendency to destroy or substantially
injure an efficiently and economically
operated U.S. industry. Such briefs must
be filed no later than Friday, May 22,
1981.

Written Submissions on Relief, Bonding,
and the Public Interest

If the Commission finds that a
violation of section 337 has occurred, it
may issue (1) an order which could
result in the exclusion of the subject
articles from entry into the United
States and/or (2) an order which could
result in one or more respondents being
required to cease and desist from
engaging in unfair methods of
competition or unfair acts in the
importation and sale of such articles.
Accordingly, the Commission is
interested in receiving written
submissions which address the form of
relief, if any, which should be ordered.

If the Commission finds that a
violation of section 337 has occurred
and orders some form of relief, the
President has 60 days to approve or
disapprove the Commission’s action.
During this period, the subject articles
would be entitled to enter the United
States under a bond in an amount
determined by the Commission and
prescribed by the Secretary of the

Treasury, The Commission is therefore
interested in receiving written
submissions concerning the amount of
the bond, if any, which should be
imposed.

If the Commission concludes that a
violation of section 337 has occurred
and contemplates some form of relief, it
mus! consider the effect of that relief
upon the public interest. The factors
which the Commission will consider
include the effect that an exclusion
order and/or a cease and desist order
would have upon (1) the public health
and welfare, (2) competitive conditions
in the U.S. economy, (3) the U.S.
production of articles which are like or
directly competitive with those which
are the subject of the investigation and
(4) U.S. consumers. The Commission is
therefore interested in receiving written
submissions concerning whether the
aforementioned public interest factors
preclude relief in this investigation.

All written submissions on relief,
bonding and the public interest must be
filed not later than the close of business
on Friday, May 22, 1981.

Request for Hearing

Written requests for a hearing before
the Commission must be received by the
Office of the Secretary no later than
Friday, May 15, 1981, Any request for a
hearing must state in detail the reason
for such request, including the reasons
why the issues in question cannot be
addressed adequately by means of
written submissions.

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION: The original
copy and 11 true copies of all written
submissions must be filed with the

" Office of the Secretary not later than
May 22, 1981. Any person desiring to
discuss confidential information, or to
submit a document (or a portion thereof)
to the Commission in confidence, must
request in camera treatment unless the
information has already been granted
such treatment by the presiding officer.
All such requests should be directed to
the Secretary to the Commission and
must include a full statement of the
reasons why the Commission should
grant such treatment. Documents or
arguments containing confidential
information approved by the
Commission for in camera treatment
will be treated accordingly. All
nonconfidential written submissions
will be available for public inspection at
the Secretary's Office.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Warren H. Maruyama, Esq., Office of
the General Counsel, U.S. International
Trade Commission, telephone 202-523-
0143; Scott M. Daniels, Esq., Office of
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the General Counsel, U.S. International
Trade Commission, telephone 202-523-
0480.

Issued: April 28, 1981.

By order of the Commission,

Kenneth R. Mason,

Secretary.

(FR Doc. #1-15040 Filad 3-5-81; 84S am|
BILLING CODE 7020-02-M

[Investigation No. 337-TA-54)
Certain Multicellular Plastic Film;
Adyvisory Opinion

AGENCY: International Trade
Commission.

ACTION: Notice is hereby given that the
Commission has granted Canadian
Tarpoly Co.'s request for an advisory
opinion interpreting the exclusion order
issued in the above-captioned
investigation.

AUTHORITY: The authority for this action
is contained in section 337 of the Tariff
Act of 1930 (19 U.S.C. 1337) and

§ 211.54(b) of the Commission's Rules of
Practice and Procedure (19 CFR
211.54(b)).

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On
December 19, 1980, the Commission
received a petition filed on behalf of
Canadian Tarpoly Co., a Canadian
manufacturer of multicellular plastic
film. The petition requested an advisory
opinion on the scope of the exclusion
order issued by the Commission on June
29, 1979, al the conclusion of the above-
captioned investigation. Canadian
Tarpoly proposes to move the
manufacture of the plastic film it uses in
the construction of its pool cover to the
United States, export the platic film to
Canada for assembly of the pool covers,
and then reship covers to the United
States. Canadian Tarpoly has asked the
Commission to issue an opinion as to
whether this procedure would violate
the Commission’s exclusion order. The
Commission has issued an advisory
opinion that the procedure in question
would not violate its order.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Christine Bliss, Esq., Office of the
General Counsel, U.S, International
Trade Commission, telephone 202-523-
0375.

Issued: April 28, 1981,

By order of the Commission.
Kenneth R. Mason,
Secretary,
¥R Doc. 81-13647 Filed 5-5-81. #£45 am|
BILLING CODE 7020-02-M

[Investigation No. 731-TA-30 (Final)]

Unrefined Montan Wax From East
Germany; Postponement of
Prehearing Conference and Hearing

AGENCY: International Trade
Commission.

ACTION: Notice of postponement of
prehearing conference and hearing.

SUMMARY: The U.S. International Trade
Commission announces the
postponement of the prehearing
conference and the hearing on unrefined
montax wax.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Judith Case, U.S. International Trade
Commission. 202-523-0339,

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
prehearing conference which had been
scheduled for May 1, 1981, and the
hearing in this investigation which had
been scheduled for June 8, 1981, have
been postponed until further notice. The
Commission's prehearing conference
and hearing have been postponed as a
result of the postponement by the
United States Department of Commerce,
for up to 60 days, of its final
determination, as to the question of
whether unrefined montan wax from
East Germany is being, or is likely to be
sold in the United States at less than fair
value. The prehearing conference and
the hearing will be rescheduled at such
time as Commerce makes its final
determination, and a notice will be
published with these dates, at that time,

The Commission will prepare and
place on the record by May 20, 1981, a
staff report containing preliminary
findings of fact, the public portion of
which will be made available to
interested persons. Commission rule
207.22, requiring the submission of
prehearing statements by parties within
15 days of release of the staff report is
waived for purposes of this investigation
to allow parties time to address all
relevant issues which may develop. The
date for submission of the prehearing
statements will be accounced in the
Commission notice rescheduling the
prehearing conference and the hearing.

Issued: April 28, 1981.
By order of the Commission.

Kenneth R. Mason,
Secretary:
[FR Doc. 5113648 Filed 5-5-81: 5:45 am|

BILUING CODE T020-02-M

DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE

Attorney General's Task Force on
Violent Crime; Meeting

The Attorney General's Task Force on
Violent Crime will meet from 9:30 a.m.
until 5:00 p.m. on May 20 and 21, 1981, in
the Geargia World Congress Center, 285
International Boulevard, NW., Atlanta,
Georgia.

The first day of the meeting will be
devoted to the taking of public
testimony on the subject of the federal
government’s role in combatting violent
crime and how that role could be
strengthened with particular emphasis
on federal-state-local relations. Persons
interested in testifying should contact
the Committee Management Liaison
Officer, Attorney General's Task Force
on Violent Crime, U.S. Department of
Justice, Washington, D.C. 20530
(telephone number 202/633-1617). On
the second day of the meeting the Task
Force members will discuss a broad
range of issues which have been
identified by the Task Force staff as
relevant to the Task Force's focus on
ways in which the federal government
could do more to combat violent crime
within present statutory authority and
resource allocations.

The meeting will be open to the
public. Approximately 200 seats will be
available for the public and media
representatives on a first-come first-
served basis.

Inquiries may be addressed to the
Committee Management Liaison Officer
at the above address.

Jeffrey Harris,
Executive Director, Attorney General's Task
Force for Violent Crime.

PR Doc. #1-13839 Filed 5-5-81. 845 um)
BILLING CODE 4410-01-M

Drug Enforcement Administration

Importer of Controlled Substances;
Registration

By Notice dated March 10, 1981, and
published in the Federal Register on
March 16, 1981 {46 FR 16994), Stepan
Chemical Company, Natural Products
Dept,, 100 W. Hunter Avenue,
Maywood, New Jersey 07607, made
application to the Drug Enforcement
Administration to be registered as an
importer of Coca Leaf, a basic class of
controlled substance listed in schedule
1L

No comments or objections have been
received. Therefore pursuant to Section
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1008 {a) of the Controlled Substances
Import and Export Act and in
accordance with Title 21 Code of
Federal Regulations 1311.42, the above
firm is granted registration as an
importer of the basic class of controlled
substance listed above.

Dated: April 30, 1981,
Peter B. Bensinger,
Administrator. Drug Enforcement
Administration.
VR Doc. 81-13586 Filod 5-5-01-&45 am)
BILLING COOE 4410-00-M

Manufacturer of Controiled
Substances; Application

Pursuant to § 1301.43(a) of Title 21 of
the Code of Federal Regulations (CFR),
this is notice that on June 19, 1980,
Abbott Laboratories, 14th & Sheridan
Rd., Attn: Customer Service D-345, N.
Chgo.,, Ill. 60064, made application to the
Drug Enforcement Administration (DEA)
for registration as a bulk manufacturer
of the schedule II controlled substance
Pentobarbital [2270).

Any other such applicant, and any
person who is presently registered with
DEA to manufacture such substance,
may file comments or objections to the
issuance of the above application and
may also file a written request for a
hearing thereon in accordance with 21
CFR 1301.54 and in the form prescribed
by 21 CFR 1316.47.

Any such comments, objections or
requests for a hearing may be addressed
to the Administrator, Drug Enforcement
Administration, United States
Department of Justice, 1405 I Street,
N.W., Washington, D.C. 20537,
Attention: DEA Federal Register
Representative (Room 1203), and must
be filed no later than June 8, 1981,

Dated: April 30, 1981.

Peter B. Bensinger,
Administrator, Drug Enforcement
Administration,

FR Doc. B1-13562 Piled 5-5-81; 5:45 aenj
BILLING CODE 4410-09-M

Manufacturer of Controlled
Substances; Registration

By Notice dated March 10, 1981, and
published in the Federal Register on
March 16, 1981 (46 FR 16995), Hoffman
La Roche Inc., Kingland Rd. and
Bloomfield Avenue, Nutley, New Jersey
07110, made application to the Drug
Enforcement Administration to be
registered as a bulk manfacturer of the
basic class of controlled substances
listed below:

Lovorphanod ... A p————p—— "

No comments or objections having
been received, and pursuant to Section
303 of the Comprehensive Drug Abuse
Prevention and Control Act of 1970 and
Title 21, Code of Federal Regulations
Section 1301.54(e), the Administrator
hereby orders that the application
submitted by the above firm for
registration as a bulk manufacturer of
the basic class of controlled subtances
listed above is granted.

Peter B. Bensinger,
Administrator, Drug Enforcement
Administration,

Dated: April 30, 1981,
[FR Doc. #1-13583 Flind 5-5-81; 845 am)
BILLING CODE 4410-09-M

[Docket No. 81-3]

Robert T. Thorpe, D.V.M.; Overiand
Park, Kansas; Hearing

Notice is hereby given that on
February 5, 1981, the Drug Enforcement
Administration, Department of Justice,
issued to Robert T. Thorpe, D.VM.,
Overland Park, Kansas, an Order To
Show Cause as to why the Drug
Enforcement Administration should not
deny his application for registration
under Section 303 of the Controlled
Substances Act (21 U.S.C. 823), executed
on August 14, 1980, to prescribe,
dispense, distribute, conduct research or
otherwise handle controlled substances.

Thirty days having elapsed since the
said Order To Show Cause was received
by Respondent, and written request for
a hearing having been filed with the
Drug Enforcement Administration,
notice is hereby given that a hearing in
this matter will be held on Tuesday,
May 12, 1981, commencing at 1:30 p.m.,
or as soon thereafter as this matter may
be reached, in the Hearing Room of the
Occupational Safety and Health Review
Commission, Room 1530, 55 East Monroe
Street, Chicago, lllinois.

Dated: May 1, 1981.
Peter B. Bensinger,
Administrator, Drug Enforcement
Administration.
[FR Doc. 81-13587 Filed 5-3-81: 835 um)|
BILLING CODE 4410-09-M

National Institute of Justice

The Role of Private Counsel in
Indigent Defense; Competitive
Research

Solicitation
The National Institute of Justice

announces a competitive research
solicitation aimed at examining The

Role of Private Counsel in Indigent
Defense.

The solicitation asks for preliminary
proposals to be submitted for peer
review in accordance with the criteria
set forth in the solicitation. In order to
be considered, all proposals must
contain a U.S, Postal Service postmark
dated no later than June 26, 1981. A
grant or cooperative agreement for a 21
month research project is planned, with
funding not to exceed $275,000. To
maximize competition for this award,
both profit-making and non-profit
organiztions are eligible to apply.

Copies of the solicitation may be
obtained by sending a mailing label to:
Solicitation Request, The Role of Private
Counsel in Indigent Defense, National
Criminal Justice Reference Service, Box
6000, Rockville, Maryland 20850.

April 27, 1881,

Harry M. Bratt,

Acting Director, National Institute of Justice.
[FR Doc. 8112501 Plled 5-6-81. 845 am)

BILLING CODE 4410-15-M

NATIONAL AERONAUTICS AND
SPACE ADMINISTRATION

[81-42)

NASA Advisory Council, Aeronautics
Advisory Committee; Meeting
AGENCY: National Aeronautics and
Space Administration.

ACTION: Notice of meeting:

SUMMARY: In accordance with the
Federal Advisory Committee Act, Pub.
L. 92-483, as amended, the National
Aeronautics and Space Administration
annougces a forthcoming meeting of the
NASA Advisory Council, Aeronautics
Advisory Committee, Informal Advisory
Subcommittee on High Performance
Aircraft Systems.

DATE AND TIME: May 26, 1981, 8:30 a.m.
to 4:30 p.m.; May 27, 1981, 8:30 a.m. to
4:30 p.m,; May 28, 1981, 8:30 a.m. to 12:30
p.m.

ADDRESS: NASA Headquarters, 600
Independence Avenue, SW, Room 625,
Washington, DC.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Mr. Jack Levine, National Aeronautics
and Space Administration, Code RJFH-
2, Washington, DC 20546 (202/755-2366).
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
Informal Advisory Subcommittee on
High Performance Aircraft Systems was
established to assist the NASA in
assessing the current adequacy of high
performance aircraft technology and
recommend actions lo reduce
deficiencies through modification of the
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planned NASA research and technology
program in flight dynamics,
aerodynamics, structures and materials,
propulsion, airframe/propulsion
integration, integrated propulsion/
airframe controls, and flight research.
The Subcommittee, chaired by Mr,
William T. Hamilton, is comprised of ten
members. The meeting will be open to
the public up to the seating capacity of
the room (approximately 45 persons
including the Subcommittee members
and participants).

TYPE OF MEETING: Open.

Agenda:

May 26, 1081

8:30 a.m.—Welcome and Introduction.

B:45 5.m.—NASA Aeronautics Budget
Overview/Long Range Planning.

9:45 a.m—Office of Aeronautics and Space
Technology Facility Productivity
Improvement Program.

11:15 a.m.—Ongoing NASA Aeronautics
High Speed Aircraft Program.

3:00 p.m.—Presentations of Subcommittee
Member Views on Research and Technology
Needs for High Speed Aircraft (Near Term: 2-
4 Years and Long Term 5-10 Years).

4:30 p.m.—Adjourn,

May 27, 19681

8:30 a.m.~Continuation of Presentations of
Subcommittee Member Views on Research
and Technology Needs for High Speed
Alircraft (Near Term 2-4 Years and Long
Term 5-10 Years).

10:30 a.m.—Review of NASA Aeronautica
High Speed Aircraft Fiscal Year 1882 and
Long Range Plan.

2:30 p.m.—Assessment of Planned High
Speed Alircraft Program Elements as to
Technology Evolution, Demonstration. or
Validation categorization.

3:00 p.m.~Discussion of Subcommittee
Report Contents,

4:30 p.m.—Adjourn.

May 28, 1881 .

8:30 a.m.—Preparation of Subcommittee
Report,

12:30 p.m.~Adjourn.

Gerald D. Griffin,

Acting Associote Administrator for External
Relations. :

April 28, 1881,

[FR Doc. 0113560 Piled 5-5-21; £45 am|)

BILLING CODE 7510-01-M

[81-43]

NASA Advisory Council, Aeronautics,
Advisory Committee; Meeting
AGENCY: National Aeronautics and
Space Administration.

ACTION: Notice of Meeting.

SUMMARY: In accordance with the
Federal Advisory Commitiee Act, Pub.
L. 92-463, as amended, the National

Aeronautics and Space Administration
announces a forthcoming meeting of the
NASA Advisory Council, Aeronautics
Advisory Committee, Informal Advisory
Subcommittee on Materials and
Structures.
DATE AND TIME: June 2, 1981, 8:15 a.m. to
5 p.m,; June 3, 1981, 8:30 a.m. to 4 p.m.
ADDRESS: NASA Headquarters, 600
Independence Avenue, SW, Room 625,
Washington, DC.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Dr. Leonard A. Harris, National
Aeronautics and Space Administration,
Code RTM-6, Washington, DC 20546
(202/755-2364).
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
Informal Advisory Subcommittee on
Materials and Structures was
established to assist the NASA in
assessing the current adequacy of
materials, structures, and structural
dynamics technology and recommend
actions to reduce deficiencies through
modification of the planned NASA
research and technology program. The
Subcommittee, chaired by Dr. Martin
Goland, is comprised of ten members.
The meeting will be open to the public
up to the seating capacity of the room
(approximately 25 persons including the
Subcommittee members and
participants).
TYPE OF MEETING: Open.
Agenda:
June 2, 1981

815 a.m.—Review of NASA Materials and
Structures Long Range Plan,

1:15 p.m.—Plans for fiscal year 1883.

5 p.m—Adjourn.
June 3, 1981

8:30 a.m.—Discussion of fiscal year 1983
Plan.

10:30 a.m.—Review of Select Aspects of
Ongoing Program.

1 p.m.—D