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Rules and Regulations
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This section of the FEDERAL REGISTER
contains regulatory documents having
general applicablity and legal effect, most
of which are keyed (o and codified in
he Code of Federal Reguiations, which is
published under 50 fifles pursuant o 44
USC 15%0.

The Code of Federal Regulations is soid
bty the Superintendent of Documents.
Prces of new books are listed in the
lirst FEDERAL REGISTER issue of each

month

FEDERAL LABOR RELATIONS
AUTHORITY AND GENERAL COUNSEL
OF THE FEDERAL LABOR RELATIONS
AUTHORITY

5CFR Part 2423

Informal Resclution of Unfair Labor
Practice Allegations

AGENCY: Federal Labor Relations
Authority and General Counsel of the
Federal Labor Relations Authority.
ACTION: Amendment of rules and

regulations.

SUMMARY: The General Counsel of the
Federal Labor Relations A A
pursuant to section 7118(a)(5] of the
Federal Service Labor-Management
Relations Statute (5 U.S.C. 711{2}(5}),
has determined to adopt the propased
revision of §§ 2423.2(c} and 2423.7(a} of
the rules and regulations relating to
informal resolution of unfair labar
practice allegations published in the
Federal Register on January 10, 1983 (48
FR 1074). The amendments provide that
normally, nn unfair labor practice
investigation will not commence untif
the parties have had a reasonable
period of time after the filing of a

charge, not to exceed fifteen (15} days,
1o informally resolve their dispute.

EFFECTIVE DATE: June 20, 1983.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Q.a';:d L. Feder, Assistant Ceneral
Counsel, Office of the General Counsel
(202) 382-0834.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On
];.muz;ry' 10, 1883, the General Counsel of
“ie Authority published praposed
regulations at 48 Federal Register 1074
0: (1) Reaffirm the existing policy of the
Authority and the General Counsel to
Encourage the informal resolution of
unfair labor practice allegations both

prior and subsequent lo the filing of an
unfair labor practice charge; and [2)
reinforce this policy by affording the
parties an opportunity to resolve amang
themselves unfair labor practice
allegations after the filing of an unfair
labor practice charge but prior to the
commencement of an investigation of
the charge.

Parties were afforded an opportunity
to submit written comments by February
25, 1983. Three labor organizations (lwo.
national and one local] and eight
agencies (five Departments and three
independent agencies] submitfed written
comments on the proposed revision. All
of the agencies commenting opposed the
revision, taking the posilion inter alia
that the parties should be required to
attempt to settle alleged unfair labor
practice charges prior to the
commencement of an investigation. All
of the labor ions commenting
took the position that the revision was
unwarranted and only would further
delay the processing of unfair labor
practice charges.

The General Counsel of the Authority
has carefully considered all of the
comments received on the proposed
revision and has concluded that the
proposed amendments further the pelicy
of the Authority and the General
Counsel by affording the parties an
:zfpon;mﬂy to informally resolve an

air labor practice allegation among
themselves after the fling of the charge
without the intervention of an Authority
agent occasioned by the commencement
of an investigation.

With regard to the agencies’
comments, it was determined that a
regulation reguiring parties to alttempt to
settle alleged unfair labor practice
charges prior to the commencement of
an investigation could lead to
allegations of noncompliance with this
requirement thus rai issues
collateral to the unfair labor practice
dispute necessitating further
investigations, determinations and
litigation, only complicating resolution
of the alleged unfair labor practice.

regulations provide the parties with
every opportunity (o resalve their
dispute prioe to the
commencement of an investigation and
throughout sll subsequent stages of the
processing of an unfair labor practice
charge, it was concluded that requiring

the parties to atlempt to resolve their
dispute would not promote the purposes
and policies of the Statute. Moreover,
parties are still strongly encouraged by
the Authority and the General Counsel
to attempt to resalve their dispute prior
to the filing of a charge and to continue
settlement efforts at all stages of the
processing of a charge.

As to the commenting labor
organizations’ concern about delay in
the processing of unfair labor practice
charges resulting from sdoption of the
proposed amendments, it was
determined that a fifteen (15) day time
period would provide a reasonable
opportunity far the parties to explore
settlement after the filing of an unfair
labor practice charge. while not unduly
delaying the investigation and
disposition of the charge. In this latter
regard, and as noted in the publication

commence their investigations of unfair
labor peactice charges untit at least
fifteen {15) days after the filing of the
charge. Further, the amendments, as
adopted, provide that the investigation
normally will not commence for a time
period not to exceed fifteen (15) days
from the filing of the charge. This allows
investigations to commence prior (o the
expiration of such fifteen (15) day period
in the discretion of the Regional
Directors: e.g.. where appropriate
temporary relief under section 7123(d) of
the Statute appears to be warranted or
where a pending representation election
is blocked by an unfair labor practice
charge.

Accordingly, the General Counsel of
the Authority adopts the amendments as
proposed. The promulgation of the
proposed rules is not intended to limit
the discretion of Regional Directors in
commencing investigations of unfair
labor practice charges where
circumstances warrant that an
investigation be commenced prior to the
expiration of the fiftecn (15) day period
or that an investigation be
beyond the expiration of the fifteen (15)
day period where the parties agree that
the investigation should be further
delayed to afford them an additional
opportunity to resolve their dispute. In
this regard, Regional Directors retain the
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discretion they now possess under the
rules and regulations to conduct such -
investigations as they deem necessary.

List of Subjects in 5 CFR Part 2423

Administrative practice and
procedure, Government employees,
Labor management relations.

PART 2423—UNFAIR LABOR
PRACTICE PROCEEDINGS

Accordingly, the final rules and
regulations of the Authority and the
General Counsel of the Authority are
amended as follows:

1. Section 2423.2 is amended by
adding a new paragraph (c) to read as
follows:

§2423.2 Informal proceedings.

(c) In order to afford the parties an
opportunity to implement the policy
referred lo in paragraphs {a) and (b) of
this section, the investigation of an
unfair labor practice charge by the
Regional Director will normally not
commence until the parties have been
afforded a reasonable amount of time,
not to exceed fifteen (15) days from the
filing of the charge, during which period
the parties are urged to attempt to
informally resolve the unfair labor
practice allegation.

2. Section 2423.7{a) is revised to_read
as follows:

§2423.7 Investigation of charges.

{a) The Regional Director, on behalf of
the General Counsel, shall conduct such
investigation of the charge as the
Regional Director deems necessary,
Consistent with the policy set forth in
section 2423.2, the investigation will
normally not commence until the parties
have been afforded a reasonable
amount of time, not to exceed fifteen
(15) days from the filing of the charge, to
informally resolve the unfair labor
practice allegation.

(5 US.C. 7118{a)(5) and 7134)

Nole.—In accordance with section 805(b) of
the Regulatory Flexibility Act of 1860, the
General Counsel of the Federal Labor
Relations Authority has determined that this
document does not require preparation of &
Regulatory Flexibility Analysis.

Dated: June 2, 1983.

General Counsel of the Federal Labor
Relations Authority.

John C. Miller,

General Counsel

{FR Doc 1510202 Filed 6-15-80 8:45 wm|
BILLING CODE 6727-01-M

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE
Agricuitural Marketing Service
7 CFR Part 906

Oranges and Grapefruit Grown in
Texas; Relaxation of Handling
Requirements

AGENCY: Agricultural Marketing Service,
USDA.

ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: This final rule relaxes current
handling requirements to permit
shipment of Texas grapefruit in bulk
(not in any of the currently authorized
containers), if it grades at least U.S. No.
2 Russet, and it is at least 3% inches in
diameter. Such action is designed o
provide an outlet for grapefruit
remaining on the trees at the end of the
season after the commercial packing
and processing facilities have closed.
DATES: Effective June 10, 1983, through
July 31, 1983.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
William J. Doyle, Chief, Fruit Branch,
F&V, AMS, USDA, Washington, D.C.
20250, telephone 202-447-5975.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: This
final rule has been reviewed under
Secretary's Memorandum 1512-1 and
Executive Order 12281 and has been
certified a “non-major" rule. William T,
Manley, Deputy Administrator,
Agricultural Marketing Service, has
certified that this action will not have a
significant economic impact on a
substantial number of small entities.
This action is designed to promote
orderly marketing of the Texas
grapefruit crop for the benefit of
producers, and will not substantially
affect costs for the directly regulated
handlers.

This final rule is issued under the
marketing agreement, as amended, and
Order No. 906, as amended {7 CFR Part
906), regulating the handling of oranges
and grapefruit grown in the Lower Rio
Grande Valley in Texas. The agreement
and order are effective under the
Agricultural Marketing Agreement Act
of 1937, as amended (7 U.S.C, 801-674).
The action is based upon the
recommendations and information
submitted by the Texas Valley Citrus _
Committee and upon other available
information. It is hereby found that this
action will tend to effectuate the
declared policy of the Act.

This final rule relaxes until July 31,
1083, current grade and size
requirements for grapefruit, provided
such fruit is shipped in bulk and it
grades at least U.S. No. 2 Russet and it
is at least 3% s inches in diameter. Such

shipments shall be exempt from
assessments, and inspection and
certification requirements.

This action reflects the curreént crop
and marketing conditions and the
composition of the remaining supplies
for Texas grapefruit. The Texas Valley
Citrus Committee reports that all
processing and packing facilities
available to Texas grapefruit growers
will likely be closed for the season by
June 11. The committee estimates that
about 2,000 tons of grapefruit remain
unharvested and may be abandoned
unless current handling requirements
are relaxed. Reportedly, demand exists
for such fruit in nearby markets, Promp!
action is required because prolonged hot
weather will likely render the grapefruit
unmarketable, These shipments are
viewed as special purpose shipments
because the grapefruit would be shipped
in bulk form by growers and the
quantities handled would be relatively
insignificant. Such shipments may be
exempted from inspection and
certification requirements and
assessments under § 906.42 of the order.
The regualtion provides for such
exemption because it would be
administratively impracticable to assure
compliance with these provisions due 10
the small quantities involved.

It is found that it is impracticable and
contrary to the public interest to
postpone the effective date of this final
rule until 30 days after publication in the
Federal Register (5 U.S.C. 553) in that
the time intervening between the date
when information upon which this final
rule is based became available and the
time when this final rule must become
effective in order to effectuate the
declared policy of the Act is insufficient.
Interested persons were given an
opportunity to submit information and
views on the revision of %rade and size
requirements for certain bulk shipments
at an open meeting, at which the
committee, without opposition.
recommended the requirements
specified in this final rule. It is
necessary o effectuate the declared
purposes of the Act to make this final
rule effective as specified. This final rule
relieves restrictions on the handling of
grapefruit and handlers have been
apprised of such provisions and the
effective time,

List of Subjects in 7 CFR Part 806

Marketing-agreement and orders,
Oranges, Grapefruit, Texas.

PART 908—| AMENDED]

Therefore, § 906.365 (47 FR 1205) is
amended by adding a new paragraph (c}
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1o the section to read as follows (this
final rule expires July 31, 1883, and will
not be published in the annual Code of
Federal Regulations):

§906.365 Texas orange and grapefruit
reguiation 34,

(c) Notwithstanding the requirements
specified for grapefruit in paragraphs (a)
(3) through (8} of this section, during the
period (insert date of signature of this
final rule), through July 31, 1983, any
handler may ship grapefruit in bulk
(defined to mean in containers other
than those specified in § 906,340}
Provided, That such grapefruit grades at
least U.S, No. 2 Russet and is not
smaller than 3%« inches in diameter.
Sections 906.34 (assessments) and 908.45
(inspection and certification) shall not
apply to the handling of bulk grapefruit.
{Secs. 1-19, 48 Stat. 31, as amended: 7 US.C.
§01-674)

Dated: june 10, 1983.

D. S. Kuryloski,

Deputy Director, Fruit and Vegetable
Division, Agricultural Marketing Service.
TN Doc. 316134 Filed 6-15-85: 545 am|

BILLING COOE 340-02-M

I —

NUCLEAR REGULATORY
COMMISSION

10CFR Part 25

Amendment to the Timetabie for the
Publication of a Revised Access
Authorization Fee Schedule

AGENCY: Nuclear Regulatory
Commission.

ACTION: Final rule.

SummaRyY: The Nuclear Regulatory
Commission (NRC) is amending its
regulations to change the date of
publication for the annual access
authorization fee schedule from
December to July. The Office of
Personnel Management (OPM) sets the
basic cost for the access suthorization
background investigations and notifies
'he NRC of adjustments for the cost on
or about July 1. The change in
publication date for the fee schedule
will enable NRC to comply more
promptly with OPM's revised cost
adjustments.

EFFECTIVE DAYE: June 16, 1983,

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Richard A. Dopp, Chief, Security Policy
anch: Division of Security, Office of
Administration, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory
Commission, Washington, D.C. 20555
Telephone: 301} 4274549,
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
Current § 2517 indicates that access

authorization fees will be pablished in
December of each year and will be
applicable to each access authorization
request received during the following
calendar year. The Office of Persannel
Management (OPM) conducts the access
authorization background investigation
for the NRC under an interagency
agreement and set the basic cost for
such investigations. However, OPM
notifies the NRC of adjustments to the
cost of these investigations on or about
July 1 of each year. In order to comply
more promptly with the OPM caost
adjustment timetable, the NRC is
amending this section 1o estzblish July
rather than December as the month
when the annual revised access
authorization fee schedule will be
published. In order to implement this
change, no revised fee schedule was
published during December 1962, and
the next revised fee schedule will be
published in July 1983. Since this is a
minor procedural amendment, the notice
and comment procedures of the -
Administrative Procedure Act {5 U.S.C.
553) do not apply, and good cause exists
for making the amendment effective
upon publication in the Federal Register.

Paperwork Reduction Act Statement

This final rule does not contain a new
or amended information collection
requirement subject to the Paperwork
Reduction Act of 1980 (44 U.S.C. 3501 et
seq.). Existing requirements were
approved by the Office of Management
and Budge! approval number 3150-0046.

List Of Subjects in 10 CFR Part 25

Classified information, Penalty,
Reporting and recordkeeping
requirements, Security measures.

Pursuant to the Atomic Energy Act of
1954, as amended, the Energy
Reorganization Act of 1974, as amended,
the Independent Offices Appropriation
Act of 1952 and Section 553 of Title 5 of
the United States Code, the following
amendment to Part 25 of Title 10,
Chapter 1, Code of Federal Regulations
is published as a document subject to
codification.

PART 25—ACCESS AUTHORIZATION
FOR LICENSEE PERSONNEL

1. The authority citation for Part 25
continues to read as follows:

Authority: Secs. 145, 181, 86 Stat. 942, 948,
as amended (42 U.S.C. 2165, 2201): sec. 201, 88
Stal. 1242, as amended (42 U.S.C. 5841} EO.
10865, as amended, 3 CFR 18581903 COMP.,
p. 398, (50 U.S.C. 401, note): E.O, 12356, 47 FR
14874, April 6, 1982,

Appendix A also issued under Title V, Pub.
L. 82-137, 65 Stat. 290 (31 U.S.C. 483a).

For the purposes of sec. 223, 68 Stal. 958, as
amended (42 U.S.C. 2273), §§ 25.13, 25.17(a),

25.33(b) and (c] are isswed under sec. 1611, 68
Stat. 949, as amended (42 U.S.C. 2201{{}}; and
§5 25.13 and 25.33(b) are also issued under
sec. 1610, 68 Stal. 950, as amended (42 US.C.
201(0)).

2.In § 25.17, paragraph (e) is revised
to read as follows:

§25.17 Approval for processing
applicants for access suthorization.

(e) Applications for access
authorization processing must be
accompanied by a check or money
order, payable to the United States
Nuclear Regulatory Commission,
representing the current cost for the
processing of each “Q” and “L™ access
authorization request. Access
authorization fees will be published in
July of each year and will be applicable
to each access authorization request
received upon or after the date of
publication. Applications from
individuals having current Federal
access authorizations may be processed
expeditiously at less cost, since the
Commission may accept the certification
of access authorization and
investigative data from other Federal
Government agencies which grant
personnel access authorizations.

Dated at Bethesda. Maryland. this 6th day
of June 1983,

For the Nuclear Regulatory Commission.
William J. Dircks,

Executive Director for Operations.
{FR Doc. 8316226 Filed 6-15-83: 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 7560-01-M

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
Federal Aviation Administration

14 CFR Part 39

[Docket No. 83-ASW-23; Amdt. 394657

Airworthiness Directives; Societe
Nationale Industrielle Aerospatiale
(SNIAS), Models AS3508, AS350C,
AS350D, and AS350D-1

AGENCY: Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA). DOT.

AcTion: Final rule.

SUMMARY: This amendment adopts a
new airworthiness directive (AD) which
requires medification of a wiring
harness previously installed as part of
Aerospatiale Helicopter Corporation's
(AHC) Supplemental Type Certificate
(STC) number SH4032SW on Societe
Nationale Industrielle Aerospatiale
(SNIAS) Model AS3508 or STC
SH28255W on Societe Nationale
Industrielle Aerospatiale (SNIAS)
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Models AS350C, AS350D, and AS350D-
1. The AD is needed to prevent failure of
the emergency flotation system (i.e.,
failure of float bags to inflate). Failure of
a bag to inflate could result in loss of the
helicopter in the event of ditching.

EFFECTIVE DATE: June 16, 1983.
Compliance is required prior to any
further overwater flight operation of the
helicopter after the effective date of this

AD (unless already accomplished in
accordance with Aerospatiale
Helicopter Corporation {AHC) Service
Bulletin No. SB 350-18, dated April 4,
1963).

ADDRESSES: The applicable service
bulletin may be obtained from
Aerospatiale Helicopter Corporation,
2701 Forum Drive, Grand Prairie, Texas
76051, Attention: Customer Support.

A copy of the service bulletin is
contained in the Rules Docket at the
Office of the Regional Counsel,
Southwest Region, Federal Aviation
Administration, 4400 Blue Mound Road,
Fort Worth, Texas 76106.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:

J. R. Bannister, Helicopter Certification
Branch, ASW-170, Aircraft Certification
Division, Southwest Region, Federal
Aviation Administration, P.O, Box 1689,
Fort Worth, Texas 76101, telephone
number (817) 877-2590,

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The FAA
has determined that the electricgl wires
to the float actuation squibs have been
installed without adequate chafing
protection and thus could fail and
prevent proper inflation of the
emergency flotation system and
subsequent loss of the helicopter should
a water landing be required. Since this
condition is likely to exist or develop on
other helicopters of the same type
design, an airworthiness directive is
being issued which requires
modification of the electrical harness for
the float actuation. The modification
must be accomplished on all SNIAS
Models AS350B, AS350C, AS350D, and
AS350D-1 helicopters equipped with
emergency flotation kits (Air Cruiser P/
N E16638-505), except for AHC kits
delivered after April 4, 1983, installed in
accordance with AHC's STC SH40325W
or SH2825SW. Approximately 110
helicopters have the kits installed with
adequate protection of the wiring
harness.

Since a situation exists that requires
the immediate adoption of this
regulation, it is found that notice and
public procedure hereon are
impracticable and good cause exists for

making this amendment effective in less
than 30 days.

List of Subjects in 14 CFR Part 39

Air transportation, Aircraft, Aviation
safety, Safety,

Adoption of the Amendment

PART 39—[AMENDED]

Accordingly, pursuant to the authority
delegated to me by the Administrator,
§ 39.13 of Part 39 of the Federal Aviation
Regulations (14 CFR 39.13) is amended
by adding the following new
airworthiness directive:

Societe Nationale Industrielle Aerospatiale
{SNIAS): Applies to all SNIAS Models
AS350B, AS350C, AS350D, and AS350D-1
helicopters, certificated in all categories,
that have Air Cruiser flotation kits, P/N
E16636-505, installed in accordance with
STC SH40328W or Si128255W, and
delivered by AHC prior to April 4, 1983,

Compliance Is required as indicated unless
already accomplished In accordance with

Aerospatiale Helicopter Corporation Service

Bulletin No, SB 350~18, dated April 4, 1983,

To prevent possible failure of the Air

Cruiser emergency flotation system,

accomplish the following prior to further
overwater flight.

(a) Reroute harness and add % inch
dinmeter heal shrink tubing to elegtrical
hamess in accordance with Figure 1.

{b) Add % inch diameter heat shrink tubing
to encase both mechanical cable and
electrical harness. Assure that % inch tube
overlaps % inch shrink tubing as shown in
Figure 1.

(¢) Install four supporting clamps, P/N
MS21819WDC2, on each float bottle valve
assembly side plate (drill and fit per Figure
1).
(d) Install three clamps, P/N MS
21919WDG386, on each cross tube to support

. squib harness {reference Figure 2). Ground

strap is to be clamped at the lowest point on
cross tuba that will allow float to be pivoted
between operating and ground handling
position.

(e) Inspect the harness installation and
perform the electrical test described In Alr
Cruiser's Overhaul Manual, reference
25.00.93, page 706, or FAA approved
equivalent.

{f) Materials necessary to complete the
modification are lsted below.

* Pigures 1 and 2 are filed as & part of the origical
document only. They will not be published in the
Federal Register.

This amendment becomes effective
June 13, 1983,

(Secs. 313(a). 801, and 603, Federal Aviation
Act of 1958, as amended (49 U.S.C. 1354(a),
1421, and 1423); sec. 6{c), Department of
Transportation Act (49 U.S.C, 1655(c)): 14
CFR 11.89)

Note~The FAA has determined that this
regulation involves approximately 119
helicopters and the cost to each helicopter is
approximately $165. Therefore, I certify that
this action: (1) Is not a “major rule” under
Executive Order 12291, and (2) Is not a
“significant rule" under DOT Regulatory
Policles and Procedures (44 FR 11034,
February 26, 1979). A copy of the final
evaluation prepared for this action is
contained in the regulatory docket. A copy of
it may be obtained by contacting the person
identified under the caption “FOR FURTHER
INFORMATION CONTACT."

Issued in Fort Worth, Texas, on May 24,
1683,

C. R. Melugin, Jr.,

Director, Southwest Region.

[FR Doc. 8315100 Plled 8-15-83; 845 am|
BILLING CODE 4910-13-M

14 CFR Part 97
{Docket No. 23660; Amdt. No. 1244)

Standard Instrument Approach
Procedures; Miscellaneous
Amendments

AGENCY: Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA), DOT.

ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: This amendment establishes.
amends, suspends, or revokes Standard
Instrument Approach Procedures
(SIAPs) for operations at certain
airports. These regulatory actions are
needed because of the adoption of new
or revised criteria, or because of
changes occurring in the National
Airspace System, such as the
commissioning of new navigational
facilities, addition of new obstacles, or
changes in air traffic requirements.
These changes are designed to provide
safe and efficient use of the navigable
airspace and to promote safe flight
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operations under instrument flight rules
st the affected airports.

paTeS: An effective date for each SIAP
is specified in the amendatory
provisions.

ADDRESSES: Availability of matters
incorporated by reference in the
amendment is as follows:

For Examination—

1. FAA Rules Docket, FAA
Headquarters Building, 800
Independence Avenug, SW.,
Washington, D.C. 20591;

2. The FAA Regional Office of the
region in which the affected airport is
located: or

3. The Flight Inspection Field Office
which originated the SIAP.

For Purchase—

Individual SIAP copies may be
oblained from: <

1. FAA Public Information Center
(APA-430), FAA Headquarters Building,
800 Independence Avenue, SW.,
Washington, D.C. 20591; or

2. The FAA Regional Office of the
Ircmnn in which the affected airport is
ocated.

By Subscription—

Copies of all SIAPs, mailed once
every 2 weeks, are for sale by the
Superintendent of Documents, U.S.
Government Printing Office.
Washington, D.C. 20402.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Donald K. Funai, Flight Pracedures and
Airspace Branch (AFO-730), Aircraft
Programs Division, Office of Flight
Operations, Federal Aviation
Administration, 800 Independence
Avenue, SW., Washington, D.C. 20591;
telephone (202) 426-8277.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: This
amendment to Part 87 of the Federal
Aviation Regulations (14 CFR Part 97)
prescribes new, amended. suspended, or
revoked Standard Instrument Approach
Procedures (SIAPs). The complete
regulatory description of each SIAP is
tontained in official FAA form
documents which are incorporated by
.‘:z.“"xc:}(‘f? in this amendment under 5
Uvs C. 552(a), 1 CFR Part 51, and § 97.20
of the Federal Aviation Regulations
(FARs). The applicable FAA Forms are
identified as FAA Forms 8260-3, 82604
ind B260-5. Materials incorporated by
felerence are avaflable for examination
0r purchase as stated above.

The large number of SIAPs, their
tomplex nature, and the need for a
special format make their verbatim
Publication in the Federal Register
Expensive and impractical. Further,
#irmen do not use the regulatory text of

the SIAPs, but refer to their graphic
depiction on charts printed by
publishers of aeronautical materials,
Thus, the advantages of incorporation
by reference are realized and
publication of the complete description
of each SIAP contained in FAA form
document is unnecessary. The
provisions of this amendment state the
affected CFR (and FAR) sections, with
the types and effective dates of the
SIAPs. This amendment also identifies
the airport, its location, the procedure
identification and the amendment
number. ;

This amendment to Part 97 is effective
on the date of publication and contains
sepuarate SIAPs which have compliance
dates stated as effective dates based on
related changes in the National
Airspace System or the application of
new or revised criteria. Some SIAP
amendments may have been previously
issued by the FAA in a National Flight
Data Center (FDC) Notice to Airmen
(NOTAM) as an emergency action of
immediate flight safety relating directly
to published aeronautical charts. The
circumstances which created the need
for some SIAP amendments may require
making them effective in less than 30
days. For the remaining SIAPs, an
effective date at least 30 days after
publication is provided.

Further, the SIAPs contained in this
amendment are based on the criteria
contained in the U.S. Standard for
Terminal Instrument Approach
Procedures (TERPs). In developing these
SIAPs, the TERPS criteria were applied
to the conditions existing or anticipated
at the affected airports. Because of the
close and immediale relationship
between these SIAPs and safety in air
commerce, | find that notice and public
procedure before adopting these SIAPs
is unnecessary, impracticable, or
contrary to the public interest and.
where applicable, that good cause exists
for making some SIAPs effective in less
than 30 days,

List of Subjects in 14 CFR Part 97

Approaches, Standard instrument,
Aviation safety.

Adoption of the Amendment

Accordingly, pursuant to the authority
delegated to me, Part 87 of the Federal
Aviation Regulations (14 CFR Part 97) is
amended by establishing, amending,
suspending, or revoking Standard
Instrument Approach Procedures,
effective at 0901 G.m.t. on the dates
specified, as follows:

1. By amending § 97.23 VOR-VOR/
DME SIAPs identified as follows:

* * " Effective August 4. 1983

La Vemne, CA—Bracket! Field. VOR/DME-B.
Amdt. 1, cancelled

La Verne, CA—Bracke! Field, VOR-A.
Amdt 4

Louisville, KY—Standiford Field. VOR or
TACAN Rwy 29, Amdt. 18

Flint, MI—Bishop, VOR Rwy 18, Amdt. 18

Sherman-Denison, TX—Grayson County,
VOR/DME-A, AmdL. 5

Wharton, TX—Wharton Muni, VOR/DME-A
Amdt. 3

* * * Effective July 21, 1983

Talladega, AL—Talladega Muni, VOR-A,
Amdt 6

Mena, AR—Intermountain Regional. VOR/
DME-A, Amdt, 6

West Memphis, AR—Wes! Memphis Muni,
VOR/DME-A, Amdl. 4

Destin, FL—Destin-Ft, Walton Beach, VOR~
A, Amdt 4

Muscatine, IA—Muscatine Muni, VOR Rwy 5
Amdt, 2

Muscatine, IA—Muscatine Muni, VOR Rwy
23, Amdt. 2

Muscatine, IA—Muscatine Muni, VOR Rwy
30, Amdt, 2

Muscatine, IA—Muscatine Muni, VOR/DME
Rwy 12, Amdt. 2

Auburn-Lewiston, ME—Auburn-Lewiston
Muni, VOR/DME-A. Amdl. 1

Charlotte, MI—Fitch H, Beach, VOR Rwy 20,
AmdL 6

Carlsbad, NM—Casvern City Air Terminal,
VOR Rwy 321, Amdt. 4

Granbury, TX~—Granbury Muni. VOR-A,
Original, cancelled

Granbury, TX—Granbury Muni. VOR-B.
Original,

Hawkins, TX—Holly Lakeé Ranch, VOR/
DME-A, Amdt, L

Logan, UT—Logan-Cache, VOR/DME Rwy
17, Orig. cancelled

Logan, UT—Logan-Cache. VOR-C, Amdt, 2,
cancelled

Roosevelt, UT—Roosevelt Muni, VOR-A,
Amdt. 2

Manassas, VA—Manassas Muni/Harry P,
Davis Field, VOR-B, Amdt. 2

* * * Effective July 7. 1983

Long Beach. CA—Long Beach/Daugherty
Field, VOR or TACAN Rwy 30, Amdt. 5
New Haven, CT—Tweed-New Haven, VOR

Rwy 2, Amdt. 19
New Haven, CT—Tweed-New Haven, VOR
Rwy 20, Amdt. 4

* * * Effective May 31, 18983

Pago Pago, American Samoa—Pago Pago Intl,
VOR-D, Amdt. 4

Pago Pagu, American Samoa—Pago Pago Intl,
VOR/DME or TACAN-A, Amdt. 2

Pago Pago, American Samoa—Pago Pago Intl,
VOR/DME or TACAN-B, Amdt. 2

2. By amending § 97.25 SDF-LOC-
LDA SIAPs identified as follows:

* * * Effective August 4, 1883

Salem, OR—MeNary Fld, LOC BC Rwy 13,
Amdt 3

Salem, OR—McNary Fld, LOC/DME Rwy 31.
Original
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* * *Effective July 21, 1983

Macon CA—Herbert Smart Downtown, LOC
Rwy 8, Amdt. 2

* * *Effective July 7. 1983

Cape Girardeau, MO—Cape Girardean Muni,
LOC/DME BC Rwy 28, AmdL 3

* * *Bffective May 26, 1963

Brownsville, TX—Brownsville Intl, LOC BC
Rwy 31L. Amdt. 8

* * * Effective May 24, 1963

Greeneville, TN—GCreeneville Muni, LOC
Rwy 5, Amdt 1

3. By amending § 97.27 NDB/ADF
SIAPs identified as follows:
* * *Effective Augus! 4. 1583

Louisville, KY—Standiford Field, NDB Rwy
28, Amdt. 13

Salem, OR—McNary Fld, NDB Rwy 31, Amdt.

17

Sherman-Denison, TX—Crayson Counly,
NDB Rwy 17L, Amdl. 4

Wharton, TX—Wharton Muni, NDB Rwy 32,
AmdL 1

Wharton, TX—Wharton Muni, NDB Rwy 14,
Amdy 1

* * * Effective July 21, 1883

Mena, AR—Intermountain Regional, NDB-B,
Amdt. 4

West Memphis, AR—West Memphis Muni,
NDB Rwy 17, Amdt. 8

West Memphis, AR—West Memphis Meni,
NDB-B, Amdt. 1

Muscatine, IA—Muscatine Muni, NDB Rwy 5,
Amdt 8

Auburn-Lewiston, ME—Aubum-Lewiston
Muni, NDB Rwy 4, AmdL. 4 -

Juckson, MS—Hawkins Field, NDB Rwy 16,
Amdt. 2 %

Beaufort, NC—Beaufort-Moarehead City, NDB
Rwy 14, Amdt. 3

Palestine, TX—Palestine Muni, NDB-A,
Amdt. 2, cancelled

Palestine, TX—Palestine Muni, NDB Rwy 17,
Original

Palestine, TX—Palestine Muni, NDB Rwy 35,
Amdt. 4

San Marcos, TX—San Marcos Muni, NDB
Rwy 12, Original

Victoria, TX—Victoria Regional, NDB Rwy
121, Original

Manassas, VA—Manassas Muni/Harry P.
Davis Field, NDB-A, Amdt. 6

* * *Effective July 7. 1583

Long Beach, CA—Long Beach/Daugherty
Field, NDB Rwy 30, Amdt. 7

Tupelo, MS—C. D. Lemons Muni, NDB Rwy
36, Original /

Cape Girardeay, MO<Cape Girardeau Muni,
NDB Rwy 10, Amdt. 6

Bremertan, WA—Bremerton National, NDB
Rwy 1, Amdt. 12

* * * Effective May 31, 1983

Pago Pago, American Samoa—Pago Pago Intl,
NDB-C, Amdt. 4

* * *Effective May 24, 1983

Miami, FL—Tamiami, NDB Rwy R, Amdt. 5

4. By amending § 97.29 ILS-MLS
SIAPs identified as follows:

* * * Effective August 4, 1983

Louisville, KY—Standiford Field. IS Rwy 19,
Amdt. 4

Louisville, KY—Standiford Field. ILS Rwy 29
Amdt. 14

Salem, OR—McNary Fld, ILS Rwy 31, AmdL
25

* * " Effective July 21, 1983

Auburn-Lewiston, ME—Auburn-Lewiston
Muni, ILS Rwy 4, AmdL 2

Jackson, MS—Hawkins Field. ILS Rwy 18,
Amdt. 1

Manassas. VA—Manassas Muni/Harry P.
Davis Field, ILS Rwy 181, Original

¢ * *Effective July 7, 1983

Long Beach, CA—Long Beach/Daugherty
Field, ILS Rwy 30, AmdL 30

New Haven, CT—Tweed-New Haven, ILS
Rwy 2, Amdt 12

Tupelo, MS—C. D. Lemons Muni, ILS Rwy 36,
Original

Cape Girardeau. MO—Cape Girardean Muni;
ILS Rwy 10, Amdt. 7

Bremerton, WA—Bremerton National, ILS
Rwy 19, Amdt 8

* * *Effective June 1, 1953

Williamsport, PA—Williamsport-Lycoming
County, ILS Rwy 27, Amdt. 14

* * * Effective May 31, 1983

Pago Pago, American Samoa—Puago Pago Intl,
ILS/DME Rwy 5, Amdt. 10

* * * Effective May 26, 1983
Miami, FL—Tamiani, ILS Rwy 9R, AmdL 3

5. By amending § 87.31 RADAR SIAPs
identified as follows:

* * * Effective Aagust 4. 1963
Louisville, KY—Standiford Field, RADAR-1,
Amdt. 20

* * *Effective July 21, 1983

Avgusta, GA—Bush Field. RADAR-). Amdt.
]

North Kingston, RI—Quanset State. RADAR-
1. Amdt 2

6. By amending § 97.33 RNAV SIAPs
identified as follows:

* * * Effective August 4, 1963

Sherman-Denison, TX—Croyson County,
RNAYV Rwy 35R, Amdt. 1

* * *Effactive July 21, 1983

Carlsbad. NM—Cavern City Air Terminal,
RNAV Rwy 14R, Amdt. 1

Manassas, VA—Manassas Muni/Harry P.
Davis Field, RNAV Rwy 18R, Amdt. 6

(Secs, 307, 313{a), 801, and 1110, Federal
Aviution Act of 1958 (49 U.S.C, 1348, 1554{a)
1421, and 1510): Sec 8{c). Department of
Transportation Act (48 US.C. 1655{c)); and 14
CFR 11.49(b){3))

Note.—The FAA has determined that this
regulation only inveolves an established body
of technical regulations for which frequent
and routine amendments are necessary o
keep them operationally current. It,
therefore—{1) Is not a “major rule” under
Executive Order 12291: {2) is not &
“significant rule” under DOT Regulatory

Policies and Procedures (44 FR 11004:
February 28, 1979); and (3) does not warrant
preparation of a regulatory evaluation as the
anticipated impact is so minimal. The FAA
certifies that this amendment will not have a
significant economic Impact on a substantial
number of small entities under the crileria of
the Regulatory Flexibility Act.

Note.—The incorporation by reference in
the preceding document was approved by the
Director of the Federal Register on December
31, 1980, and reapproved as of January 1.
1982,

Issued in Washington, D.C. on june 10,
1983,

John M. Howard,

Manager, Aircraft Progroms Divisson.
[FR Doc. 13-16007 Filed 8-15-83: 8:45 am)
BILLING CODE 4910-13-M

DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY
Customs Service

19 CFR Part 146
[T.D. 83-139]

Customs Regulations Amendments
Relating to the Transfer of
Merchandise From a Foreign-Trade
Zone to a Customs Bonded
Warehouse

AGENCY: Customs Service, Treasury.
ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: This document amends the
Customs Regulations to permit the
transfer of zone-restricted merchandise
from a foreign-trade zone to @ Customs
bonded warehouse pending exportation
without oblaining approval of the
Foreign-Trade Zones Board, Departmen!
of Commerce. This change is being
made because elimination of this
unnecessary requirement will expedite
the transfer process.

EFFECTIVE DATE: July 18, 1983

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Legal Aspects: William D. Lawlor,
Carriers, Drawback and Bends Division
(202-566-5856); Operational Aspects:
John R. Holl, Office of Cargo
Enforcement and Facilitation (202-566-
8151); U.S. Customs Service, 1301
Constitution Avenue, NW., Washington.
D.C. 20229.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Background

Foreign-trade zones (zones) are areds
within the United States (but outside of
the “Customs territory” of the United
States, as defined in § 146.1, Customs
Regulations (19 CFR 146.1)), where
foreign or domestic merchandise may be
brought for manipulation, manufacture.
assembly, or other processing, or for
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storage or exhibition, provided that

these operations are not otherwise
prohibited by law. Foreign merchandise
may be brought into a zone without

being subject to the usual Customs entry
procedures and payment of duty.

Foreign or domestic merchandise may

be exported or entered into the Customs
territory from a zone.

Zones are established under the
Foreign-Trade Zone Act of 1934, as
amended (19 U.S.C. 81a-81u), and the
general regulations and rules of
procedure of the Foreign-Trade Zones
Board (the Board), Department of
Commerce (15 CFR Part 400). Part 146,
Customs Regulations (19 CFR Part 146),
governs the admission of merchandise
into a zone; the manipulation,
manufacture, or exhibition in a zone; the
exportation of merchandise from a zone;
and the transfer of merchandise from a
zone into the Customs territory.

Articles taken into a zone from the
Customs territory for the sole purpose of
exportation, destruction (except
destruction of distilled spirits, wines,
and fermented malt liquors), or storage
ire glven “zone-restricted” status upon
proper application, (Certain shipments
of zone-restricted merchandise which
have been placed in a zone to obtain the
benefit of drawback or cancellation of a
lemporary importation bond are subject
1o footnote 3 of § 22.2, Customs
Regulations (19 CFR 22,2) and T.D.
55818(11).)

Upon receiving zone-restricted status,
merchandise is considered exported and
may be returned to the Customs
territory for domestic consumption only
after the Board has determined that the
transfer is in the public interest.

Because oblaining Board approval
may be a time-consuming process and
may result in lost sales to merchants
who wish o transfer zone-restricted
merchandise to a Customs bonded
warehouse pending exportation, the
fquestion has arisen whether zone-
restricted merchandise may be
transferred to @ Customs bonded
warehouse pending exportation, without
Board approval. While 18 U.S.C. 81¢
prohibits the return of merchandise to
Customs territory from a zone for
domestic consumption without Board
dpproval, it does not prohibit the return
of merchandise to Customs territory for
Warehousing prior to exportation. It is
roled that section 557, Tariff Act of
1930, as amended (19 U.S.C. 1557),
Provides, in part, that the total period of
lime that merchandise may remain in a
bonded warehouse shall not exceed five
sears from the date of importation.

Customs published a notice in the
Federal Register on August 27, 1982 (47

FR 37927), proposing to amend § 146.47,
Customs Regulations (19 CFR 146.47), to
permit the transfer of zone-restricted
merchandise from a zone to a8 Customs
bonded warehouse pending exportation,
without obtaining approval of the Board.

Discussion of Comments

Two of the three comments received
in response to the notice support the
change.

The third commenter opposes the
change. He contends: (1) that there is no
need to remove merchandise from a
zone prior to actual exportation since an
immediate export or a transportation
and exportation movement can be
arranged to take the merchandise
directly from the zone to the exporting
carrier without the involvement of the
Board; (2) that the change creates a
means of circumventing the prohibition
against retail trade in a zone by
allowing the merchandise to move from
a zone-10 a warehouse, and eventually
10 a duty-free shop; and (3) that the
change can only enhance the possibility
that Customs may lose complete control
of zone-restricted merchandise, in view
of an historic control problem with
warehouse entries and immediate
export and transportation for
exportation bonded movements, and in
view of the new warehouse procedures.

As the commenter notes, an
immediate export or a transportation
and exportation movement can be
arranged without approval of the Board.
However, commercial realities
sometimes require the movement of
zone-restricted merchandise to the port
of exportation before there is a firm
commitment with an exporting carrier.
The amendment will simply permit such
merchandise to be held in a bonded
warehouse pending exportation.
Approval of the Board will still be
necessary where the goods are to be
entered into the Customs territory for
consumption or into a warehouse for
any purpose other than exportation.

With respect to the commenter's
second contention, Customs notes that
there is no prohibition against retail
trade in a Customs bonded warehouse
operated as a duty-free shop.
Merchandise sold from a duty-free shop
is for export, and not for domestic
consumption. Retail trade in a duty-free
shop is not in derogation of the Foreign-
Trade Zones Act of 1934 or the Customs
Regulations.

Customs believes that the new
warehouse audit/inspection approach
provided for by T.D. 8§2-204 (see Federal
Register of November 1, 1982 (47 FR
49355)), provides for adequate control
over merchandise in warehouses,

including zone-restricted merchandise
transferred to warehouses. Pursuant to
§ 146.47(e)(4), Customs will maintain
“paper control" over zone-restricted
merchandise.

After analysis of the comments and
further review of this matter, the
proposal to amend section 146.47 is
adopted. Language has been added to
proposed section 146.47(¢)(4) to provide
that zone-restricted merchandise
transferred from a zone to a Customs
bonded warehouse may not be
manipulated, except packing or
unpacking incidental to exportation.
Further, pursuant to 18 U.S.C, 1557, the
total period of time that merchandise
may remain in a Customs bonded
warehouse may not exceed five years
from the date of importation.

List of Subjects in 19 CFR Part 146

Customs duties and inspection,
Exports, Imports, Foreign-trade zones,

Amendments to the Regulations

Part 146, Customs Regulations (19 CFR
Part 1486), is amended as set forth below.

PART 146—FOREIGN-TRADE ZONES

1. Section 146.47(a) is revised to read
as follows;

§ 146.47 Transfer of zone-restricted
merchandise into Customs territory.

[a) Types of entry. If the return of
zone-restricted merchandise to Customs
territory for domestic consumption has
been ruled by the Board to be in the
public interest, it may be entered for
consumption, for warehousing, or for
immediate transportation without
appraisement, unless the Board has
specified which of these forms of entry
shall be made. Otherwise, zone-
restricted merchandise may be returned
to Customs territory only for entry for
exportation, for Customs bonded
warehousing at the same or a different
port prior to exportation, for entry for
transportation and exportation, for
destruction (except destruction of
distilled spirits, wines, and fermented
malt liquors), for transfer from one zone
to another, or for delivery to a qualified
vessel or aircraft or as ground
equipment of a qualified aircraft under
sections 309 or 317 of the Tariff Act of
1930, as amended.

2. Section 146.47 is further amended
by adding a new paragraph (e}{4) to
read as follows:

(e) .-

(4) Zone-restricted merchandise may
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be transferred from a foreign-trade zone
to a Customs bonded. warehouse for
storage pending exportation. The
warehouse entry, Customs Form 7502,
shall be endorsed by the district director
to show that the merchandise may not
be withdrawn for consumption. In the
case of zone-restricted merchandise
transported in bond to another port for
warehousing and exportation, Customs
Form 7512 shall be endorsed by the
district director o show that the
merchandise is foreign-trade zone
merchandise in zone-restricted status,
which shall be entered for warehouse,
with proper endorsement on Customs
Form 7502, and which may not be
withdrawn for consumption. Zone-
restricted merchandise transferred from
a foreign-trade zone to a Customs
bonded warehouse may not be
manipulated, except packing or
unpacking incidental to exportation.
Pursuant! to section 557, Tariff Act of
1930, as amended (19 U.S.C. 1557), any
merchandise placed in a Customs
bonded warehouse may not remain in
the warehouse after five years from the
date of importation and no merchandise
may be placed in a Customs bonded
warehouse after five years from the date
of importation,

(R.S. 251, as amended: section 1, 48 Stat. 998,
@t seq., as amended:; section 624, 46 Stat. 759
{18 U.S.C 66, 81a-81u, 1624)).
Regulatory Flexibility Act

Pursuant to section 3 of the Regulatory
Flexibility Act (5 U.S.C. 805(b)), it is
certified that the regulations set forth in
the document will not have a significant
economic impact on a substantial
number of small entities.

Executive Order 12291

Because this document does not meet
the criteria for a "major rule'as defined
in section 1{b) of E.O. 12291, a regulatory
impact analysis as prescribed by section
3 of the E.O. is not required.

Drafting Information

The principal author of this document
was Gerard ). O'Brien, Jr., Regulations
Control Branch, Office of Regulations
and Rulings, U.S. Customs Service.
However, personnel from other Customs
offices participated in its development.
Alfred R. De Angelus,

Acting Commissioner of Customs.

Approved: May 26, 1983
John M. Walker, Jr.,

Assistant Secretary of the Treasury.
[FR Doc. &3-10171 Filed 6-15-83; 845 am]
BILLING CODE 4820-02-M

19 CFR Part 177
(T.D.83-116]

Tariff Classification of Footwear;
Correction

AGENCY: Customs Service, Treasury.
AcTion: Correction.

sumMARY: This document corrects an
error in a document published in the
Federal Register on Monday, May 23,
1983 (48 FR 22004), relating to the tariff
classification of imported footwear.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Jesse V. Vitello, Regulations Control
Branch, US. Customs Service (202-566-
8237).

Background

In FR Doc. 83-13803, appearing at
page 22911, in the issue of May 23, 1983,
the word “upper” was inadvertently
included in the first line of item 4 under
the sub-heading “Characteristics of a
Foxing-like Band™. This line should read
as follows:

4. A foxing-like band must be applied
or molded at the sole and must overlap
the upper.

Dated: June 10, 1963.
B. James Fritz,

Director, Regulotions Control & Disclosure
Law Djvision.

[FR Doc. 83-18172 Filed 6-15-8% 845 am|
BILLING CODE 4820-02-M

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND
HUMAN SERVICES

Social Security Administration
20 CFR Part 416
[Reg. No. 16]

Supplemental Security Income for the
Aged, Blind, and Disabled; Phaseout of
Hold-Harmiess Protection

AGENCY: Social Security Administration,
HHS,

ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: These rules revise currenlt
regulations lo implement section 184 of
Pub. L. 97-248 {Tax Equity and Fiscal
Responsibility Act of 1982) and
continuing budget resolutions for fiscal
year 1882 (Pub. L. 97-51, 97-85, 97-92,
and 97-161) which provide for the
phase-out of Federal hold-harmless
payments which are payable to States
under certain conditions toward the cost
of federally administered State
supplementary payments under the
Supplemental Security Income Program
(SSI) for the Aged, Blind, and Disabled.

The law and thus the rules provide that
for fiscal year 1982, these Federal
payments were reduced to 60 percent of
what they otherwise would have been.
For fiscal year 1983, these Federal
payments will be reduced to 40 percent
of what they otherwise would be. For
fiscal year 1984, they will be reduced to
20 percent. The Federal payments will
be completely discontinued for fiscal
years after fiscal year 1984, Since
Hawaii and Wisconsin are the only
States which continue to receive Federal
contributions toward the cost of their
supplementation programs, the phase-
out of these payments will affect only
these two States.

DATES: These regulations are effective
June 16, 1983. The statutory amendments
upon which the regulations are based
became effective beginning on October
1, 1981. We will consider any comments
received by August 15, 1983, and will
revise these regulations if public
comment warrants it.

ADDRESSES: Comments should be
submitted in writing to the
Commissioner of Social Security,
Department of Health and Human
Services, P.O. Box 1585, Baltimore,
Maryland 21203, or delivered to the
Office of Regulations, Social Security
Adminstration, 3-B—4 Operations
Building, 6401 Security Boulevard,
Baltimore, Maryland 21235, between 8:00
a.m. and 4:30 p.m. on regular business
days. Comments received may be
inspected during these same hours by
making arrangements with the contact
person shown below.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Irving Darrow Esq., Legal Assistant. 3-
B-3 Operations Building. 6401 Security
Boulevard, Baltimore, Maryland, 21235;
(301) 597-3409.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
hold-harmless provision was included in
the legislation establishing the SSI
program {Pub. L. 92-803) as an
inducement to States which had
payment levels in the pre-SSI assistance
programs for the aged, blind, and
disabled that were higher than the new
Federal SSI benefit levels, to supplement
Federal SSI benefits. Under the hold-
harmless provisions as originally
enacted, State liability for the cost of
supplementing SSI benefits was limited
to the amount spent by the State for
assistance on behalf of aged, blind. and
disabled in calendar year 1972.
Under certain conditions, costs for such
supplementation which were above this
amount.were borne by the Federal
government. The added cost against
which States were protected related to
increased numbers of people made




Federal Register / Vol. 48, No. 117 / Thursday, June 16, 1983 / Rules and Regulations

27539

.

eligible for SSI and, thus, for State
supplementary payments, by -
demographic changes or SSI eligibility
provisions.

The hold-harmless provision was
intended to be transitional with Federal
contributions toward federally
administered State supplementary
payments phasing out as Federal SSI
benefits increased. However, two of six
States originally eligible to receive hold-
harmless funds continue to receive
Federal contributions toward the costs
of their supplementary payments,
Hawaii and Wisconsin continue to
bencfit from the hold-harmless provision
of primary because of a 1976 change in
the law (section 2(b) of Pub. L. 84-585)
which provided that hold-harmless
payments would no longer be reduced
by the effect of cost of-living increases
in Federal SSI benefits. The provisions
of the continuing resolutions for fiscal
year 1982 and section 184 of Pub. L. 97-
248 ensure that hold-harmless funding
will also phase out for Hawaii and
Wisconsin.

Final Rule

Generally, it is the Depariment's
policy to use notice and comment
procedures in the development of rules.
However, under the Administrative
Procedure Act {5 U.S.C. 553(b)(B)), an
agency for good cause may issue rules
without using notice and public
comment procedures. One such situation
arises, as in this case, when the statute
s s0 explicit that there is no room for
pelicy formulation. Accordingly, we find
that publication of a notice of proposed
rulemaking is “unnecessary” because
the statutory provision upon which the
regulations are based allows for no
discretion. Therefore, these rules are
being issued as final rules.

Regulatory Procedures

Executive Order No. 12291—The
phuse out of hold-harmless payments is
expected to result in Federal Savings of
$13.2 million for fiscal year 1982, $17.4
million for fiscal year 1983, $20 million
i@)r fiscal year 1984, and $23 million for
fiscal year 1985, Since these regulations
do not “result in" & cost impact of $100
million or more or otherwise meet the
triteria for a major regulation, a
regulatory impact analysis is not
required.,

Regulatory Fiexibility Act—We
certify that these regulations, if
promulgated, will not have a significant
tconomic impact on a substantial
numiber of small entities because they
offect only two States. Therefore, a
regulatory flexibility analysis as
provided for in Pub. L. 96-354, the

Regulatory Flexibility Act. is not
required.

Paperwork Reduction Act of 1930—
These regulations impose no additional
reporting and recordkeeping
requirement requiring Office of
Management and Budget clearance.
(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance
program No. 13.807, Supplemental Security
Income Program)

List of Subjects in 20 CFR Part 416

Administrative practice and
procedure, Aged, Blind, Disabled, Public
assistance programs, Supplemental
security income [SSI).

Dated: March 23, 1983.

John A. Svahn,

Comumissioner of Social Security.
Approved: May 19, 1983,

Margaret M. Hecklor,

Secretary of Health and Humun Services,

PART 416—[AMENDED]

Part 418 of Title 20 of the Code of
Federal Regulations is amended as
follows:

1. The authority citation for Subpart T
of Part 416 reads as follows:

Authod!y: Secs. 1102, 1601, 1818, 16831, and
1634, Social Security Act, as amended, sec.
401 of Pub. L. 92-803 as amended, sec. 212 of
Pub, L. 93-86, sec. 8 of Pub, L. 83-233, secs. 1
and 2 of Pub. L. 93-335, 49 Stal. 647, as
amended, 86 Stat. 1465, 1474, 1475, 1478, and
1485, 87 Stat, 155 and 956, 88 Stat. 291; 42
U.S.C. 1302, 1381, 1382e, 1383, 1383¢, 1382¢
nts, 1382 nt (7 U.S.C. 2012 nts) Pub. L. 97-51,
97-85, 97-92, and 97-161.

2. In § 418.2080, paragraph (a) is
revised to read as follows:

§416.2080 Limitation of fiscal liability of
States.

(a) Fiscal limits. (1) Fiscal years
before fiscal year 1882, For each fiscal
year before fiscal 1982, the amount
payable to the Secretary by a State for
the amount of the supplemenlary
payments described in paragraph (c) of
this section which are made on its
behalf pursuant to the administration
agreement with the Secretary as
described in § 418.2005 shall not exceed
the total amount of the State's calendar
year 1972 non-Federal share of
expenditures as eid or assistance under
the State plan(s) approved under title I,
X. XIV, or XVI of the Act, as set forth in
§ 416.2082.

(2) Fiscal years after fiscal year 1981.
For each fiscal year after fiscal year
1981, the amount payable to the
Secretary by a State for the amount of
the supplementary payments described
in paragraph (c) of this section which
are made on its behalf pursuant to the
administration agreement with the

Secretary as described in § 416.2005
shall not exceed the total amount of the
State's calendar year 1872 non-Federal
share of expenditures as aid or
assistance under the State plan(s)
approved under title 1, X, XIV, or XV1I of
the Act, as set forth in § 416.2082.
Except that: 1f the total amount of the
supplementary payments described in
paragraph (c) {protected payments)
exceeds the total amount of the State's
calendar year 1972 non-Federal share of
expenditures as set forth in § 418.2082,
for any fiscal year after fiscal year 1981,
additional amounts shall be payable to
the Secretary by the State as follows:

(i) For fiscal year 1982, 40 percent of
the amount of the total protected
payments that exceeds the State's
calendar year 1972 non-federal share of
expenditures;

(ii) For fiscal year 1983, 60 percent of
the amount of the total protected
payments that exceeds the State's
calendar year 1972 non-federal share of
expenditures;

(iii) For fiscal year 1984, 80 percent of
the amount of the total protected
payments that exceeds the State's
calendar year 1972 non-federal share of
expenditures; and

(iv) For fiscal years after fiscal year
1984, 100 percent of the amount of total
protected payments that exceeds the
State's calendar year 1972 non-federal
share of expenditures.

[FR Doc K3-18143 Piled 51543 845 am)
BILLING CODE €4190-11-M

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
Federal Highway Adminlistration

23 CFR Part 625

Design Standards for Highways;

- Resurfacing, Restoration, and

Rehabilitation of Streets and Highways
Other Than Freeways

AGENCY: Federal Highway
Administration [FHWA), DOT.

ACTION: Rule-related notice.

suMMARY: This notice provides
information and advises interested
persons of the steps FHWA has taken to
effectuate section 110(a) of the Surface
Transportation Assistance Act of 1982
and the implementing regulation issued

" March 31, 1983 regarding the FHWA

policy and procedure applicable to
resurfacing, restoration, and
rehabilitation (RRR) projects on
federally financed highways other than

freeways.
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FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
David K. Phillips, Director, Office of
Engineering (202) 426-4853, or Lee .
Burstyn, Office of the Chief counsel
(202) 426-0800, Federal Highway
Administration, 400 Seventh Street, SW.,
Washington, D.C., 20590. Office hours
are from 7:45 a.m. lo 4:15 p.m., e.1,,
Monday through Friday.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Section
110(a) of the Surface Transportation
Assistance Act of 1982, Pub. L. 97-424,
86 Stat. 2105 (January 8, 1983), 23 U.S.C.
109(0), added to the Federal-Aid
Highway Act a statement of
Congressional intent that “any project
for resurfacing, restorating, or
rehabilitating any highway, other than a
highway access to which is fully
controlled, in which Federal Funds
participate shall be constructed in
accordance with standards lo preserve
and extend the service life of highways
and enhance highway safety."

To implement 23 U.S.C. 109(o0), FHWA
amended its nonfreeway RRR
regulation. 48 FR 13410 (March 31, 1983),
The amendment adds to the definition of
RRR work at 23 CFR 625.2(b), the
requirement that it be undertaken to
enhance safety:

The RRR work is defined us work
undertaken to extend the service life of an
existing highway and enhance highway
safoly.

The regulation implementing section
109(0) has the effect of superseding”
certain features of the prior regulation
(47 FR 25268, June 10, 1982) and its
accompanying preamble which may be
construed as indicating that FHWA does
not consider highway safety a primary
objective of RRR projects. The FHWA
does consider the enhancement of
highway safety as a primary objective of
RRR projects.

The FHWA has revised the Technical
Advisory 5040.19 ! issued July 16, 1982
#s management guide to assure that
certain design-related factors which
enhance safety and preserve and extend
service life are considered in the States’
development of geometric design criteria
for nonfreeway RRR projects. These
revisions, as incorporated in a new
Technical Advisory, T 5040.21, issued
April 4, 1983, ensure its consistency with
23 U.S.C. 109(0) and the amended
regulation.

On April 8, 1983, the FHWA took the
added measure of instructing its field
offices that all state procedures and
separate geometric design criteria for
nonfreeway RRR projects approved in
the future shall be consistent with new

' Available for Inspection and copying as
prescribed in 49 CFR Part 7, Appendix D.

section 109{o), the RRR regulation as
amended on March 31, 1983, and the
revised Technical Advisory.

Finally, the FHWA has instructed that
all separate geometric design criteria
and procedures submitted by the States
for nonfreeway RRR projects approved
prior to the issuance of the March 31
amendment and the revised Technical
Advisory, including those approved
under Certification Acceptance or
Secondary Road Plan Procedures, be re-
evaluated to assure that they are
consistent with the intent of Congress
that such RRR projects be constructed in
accordance with standards to preserve
and extend the service life of highways
and enhance highway safety.

lssued on: June 9, 1983,
L. P, Lamm,

Deputy Administrator, Federal Highway
Administration.

[FR Doc. 83-15020 Filed 6-15-83 #:45 am]

BILLING CODE 4910-22-M

DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE
Department of the Air Force
32 CFR Part 823

Individuals and Organizations

AGENCY: Department of the Air Force,
Defense.

ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: The Department of the Air
Force is amending its regulations by
removing Part 823 Individuals and
Organizations, of Chapter VII, Title 32,
The source document, Air Force
Regulation (AFR) 145-15, Air Force
Commissary Store Regulation, has been
revised. It is intended for internal
guidance and has no applicability to the
general public. This action is a result of
departmental review in an effort to
insure that only regulations which
substantially affect the public are
maintained in the Air Force portion of
the Code of Federal Regulations,

EFFECTIVE DATE: June 16, 1963.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Mr. Odom, Headquarters Air Force
Commissary Service (HQ AFCOMS/
DOS), Kelly AFB, TX 78241, telephone
(512) 925-6414,

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
List of Subjects in 32 CFR Part

Armed Forces Reserves, Federal
buildings and facilities, Military
personnel, Veterans.

PART 823—{REMOVED]

Accordingly, 32 CFR is amended by
removing Part 823,
{10 US.C. 8012)
Winnibel F. Holmes,
Air Force Federal Register Liaison Officer,
{FR Doc. 83-16135 Filed 8-15-8. 845 am|
BILLING CODE 3910-01-M

DEPARTMENT CF TRANSPORTATION
Coast Guard

33 CFR Part 100

[CDG 09-83-09]

Special Local Regulations;
International Freedom Festival
Fireworks; Detroit, Michigan
AGENCY: Coast Guard, DOT.
ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: Special local regulations are
being adopted for the International
Freedom Festival Fireworks. This event
will be held on the Detroit River on 30
June 1883. The regulations are needed 1o
provide for the safety of life on
navigable waters during the event.

EFFECTIVE DATES: These regulations
become effective and terminate on 30
June 1983.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
MSTC Bruce Graham, Office of Search
and Rescue, Ninth Coast Guard District,
1240 E 9th St., Cleveland, OH 44199,
(218) 522-4420.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: A notice
of proposed rule making has not been
published for these regulations.
Following normal rule making
procedures is unnecessary as per 5
U.S.C. 553(b)(3)(B). This has been an
annual event for many years and no
negative comments have been received
concerning the holding of the event in
the past.

Drafting Information

The drafters of this regulation are
MSTC Bruce Graham, project officer,
Office of Search and Rescue and LCDR
A. R. Butler, project attorney, Ninth
Coast Guard District Legal Office.

Discussion of Regulations

The International Freedom Festival
Fireworks Display will be conducted on
the Detroit River on 30 Juue 1983. An
unusually large concenwation of
spectator boats could pose hazards to
navigation in the area. Vessels desiring
to traneit the regulated area may do so
only with prior apyroval of the Patrol
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tommander (U.8. Coast Guard Group
Detroit, MI)

tist of Subjects in 33 CFR Part 100
Marine safely, Navagation (water).
Regulations

PART 100—{AMENDED]

In consideration of the foregoing, Part
100 of Title 33, Code of Federal
Regulations, is amended by adding a
temporary § 100.35-0909 to read as

follows:

§100.35-0909 Special Local Regulations

(a) Regulated Area.—{1) The
following area will be closed to vessel
navigation or anchorage for vessels of
65 fee! in length or greater from 9:00 p.m.
[local time) until 11:15 p.m. on 30 June
1983: The U.S. waters of the Detroit
River between the Ambassador Bridge
and the downstream end of Belle Isle.

[2) The following portion of the Detroit
River will be closed to all vessel traffic,
from 9:00 p.m. (local time) until 11:15

p.m. on 30 june 1983: The area bound on
the south by the International Boundary,
on the west by 083 degrees 03 minutes
West, on east by 083 degrees 02 minutes
West, and the north by the U.S.

shoreline.

[b) Special Local Regulations —{1)
Vessels under 65 feet shall begin
clearing the shipping channels at 10:45
p.m. local or when the fireworks display
ends, whichever comes first.

(2) Fireworks barges will be moved 1o
positions in the Detroit River after 5:00
p.m. on 30 June 1983, and will be
removed immediately after the
fireworks display. The barges will be
located within 950 feet of the U.S.
riverbank opposile each of the following
landmarks: Cobo Hall, Veterans
Memorial Bldg., and the Ford
Auditorium. Vessel masters shall pass
with caution. Each barge will be marked
in accordance with rule 30 of the Inland
Rules of the road for a vessel at anchor,
@nd a fixed white light on each corner of
the barges will be shown at night and an
orange buoy with horizontal white
vands will mark each special mooring.

(3) If the weather on 30 June 1983 is
inclement, the fireworks display and the
fiver closure will be postponed until 9:00
pm. to 11:15 p.m. on 01 July 1983. If
Postponed, notice will be given on 30
June 1983 over the U.S. Coast Guard
Radio Net.

[4) Vessels desiring 1o transit the
reslricted area may do so only with
prior approval of the Patrol Commander
-'1'nd when so directed by that officer.
Vessels will be operated at a no wake
speed to reduce the wake to a minimum
ind in @ manner which will not

endanger participants in the event or
any otﬁer craft. These rules shall not
apply to participants in the event or
vessels of the patrol, in the performance
of the their assigned duties.

(5) A succession of sharp, short
signals by whistle or horn from vessels
patrolling the areas under the direction
of the U.S. Coast Guard Patrol
Commander shall serve as a signal to
stop. Vessels signaled shall stop and
shall comply with the orders of the
Patrol Vessel; failure to do so may result
in expulsion from the area, citation for
failure to comply, or both.

(46 US.C. 454; 40 U.S.C. 1655(b): 48 CFR
1.46(b); and 33 CFR 100.35)
Dated: May 27, 1983.
Henry H. Bell,
U.S. Coast Guard.
|FR Doc. 6310169 Filed 6-15-83; 845 am)
BILLING COOE 4910-14-M

GENERAL SERVICES
ADMINISTRATION

Federal Supply and Services

41 CFR Ch. 101

[FPMA Temp. Reg. E-79, Supp. 1]

Supply and Procurement; Adjustments
AGENCY: Office of Federal Supply and

Services, General Services
Administration.

ACTION: Temporary regulation.

SUMMARY: This supplement extends to
April 30, 1984, the expiration date of
FPMR Temporary Regulation E-79 (47
FR 20589, May 5, 1982) which raised the
minimum line item dollar values
required for shipping-type discrepancies
in GSA or DOD shipments to 850 for
reporting and $100 for billing
adjustments. This change was necessary
because the costs associated with
processing discrepancies had increased
significantly.

DATES: Effective date: April 23, 1983,
Expiration date: April 30, 1984,

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Mr. James W, Jeremiah, Director,
Requisition Management Division (703~
557-7580).

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
General Services Administration has
determined that this rule is not 8 major
rule for the purposes of Executive Order
12291 of February 17, 1981, because it is
not likely to result in an annual affect on
the economy of $100 million or more; or
major increases in costs to consumers or
others; or significant adverse effects.
The General Services Administration
has based all administrative decisions

underlying this rule on adeguate
information concerning the need for, and
consequences of, this rule; has
determined that the potential benefits
from this rule outweigh the potential
costs and has maximized the net
bengefits; and has chosen the allernative
approach Involving the leas! net cost to
society.

(Sec. 205{c). 63 Stat. 390; 40 U.S.C. 486{c))
CHAPTER 101—{AMENDED]

In 41 CFR Chapter 101, the following
temporary regulation is added to the
appendix at the end of Subchapter E:

Note.—The text to Supplement 1 to FPMR
Temporary Regulation E-79 is filed with the
originel docwment..and its text does not
appear in this volume.
|Federal Property Management Regulation
Temporary Regulation E<79; Supplement 1)
May 20, 1983,

To: Heads of Federal agencies,
Subject: Adjustments.

1. Purpose, This supplement extends the
expiration date of FPMR Temporary
Regulation E-79,

2. Effective date. This regulation is
effective on April 23, 1983.

3. Expiration date. This supplement expires
on April 30, 1984. _

4. Explanation of change. The expiration
date in paragraph 8 of FPMR Temporary
Regulation E-79 is revised to April 30, 1984,
Ray Kline,

Acting Administrator of General Services.
|FR Doc. E3-15952 Filed 0-15-83; &45 am)
BILLING CODE 5820-AM-M

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS
COMMISSION

47 CFR Part 2
[Gen. Docket No. 80-739; FCC 83-272]

Frequency Allocation and Radio
Treaty Matters; General Rules and
Regulations; Implementation of the
Final Acts of the World Adminisirative
Radio Conference, Geneva, 1879

AGENCY: Federal Communications
Commission.

ACTION: Final rule (Report and Order).

sUMMARY: The Federal Communications
Commission amends Part 2 of its Rules
to implement domestically the Final
Acts of the 1979 World Administrative
Radio Conference with regard to the
11.7-12.2 GHz band. This action brings
the Commission’s Rules into conformity
with international regulations. This
provides domestic radio spectrum users
with international recognition and rights
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to protection from harmful interference
as provided by international regulations,
EFFECTIVE DATE: July 18, 1983,
ADDRESS: Federal Communications
Commission, 2025 M Street, NW,,
Washington, D.C. 20554.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATYION CONTACT:
Mr. Fred Thomas/Mr. William Torak,
Office of Science and Technology, 2025
M Street, NW., Washington, D.C. 20554,
(202) 653-8171/(202) 632-7025.

List of Subjects in 47 CFR Part 2
Frequency allocations, Treaties.
First Report and Order

In the matter of amendment of Part 2 of the
Commission’s Rules Regarding
Implementation of the Final Acts of the
World Administrative Radio Conference,
Ceneva, 1979, Ceneral Docket 80-739.

Adopted: June Z, 1983,

Released: June 10, 1983.

By the Commission: Commissioner Fogarty
not participaling; Commissioner Rivera
concurring in the result,

Purpose

1, The purpose of this proceeding is to
implement into Part 2 of the \
Commission's Rules and Regulations the
Final Acts of the 1979 World
Administrative Radio Conference. This
First Report and Order will be limited to
addressing the issues affecting only the
11.7-12.2 GHz band. Of particular
interest in this band is the issue of
domestic adoption of internationat
footnote 838, which would allow
transponders on space stations in the
fixed-satellite service (FSS) to be used
for broadcasting-satellite service (BSS)
operations, This issue of BSS use of FSS
salellites was originally raised by the
Commission in its Order, GTE Satellite
Corporation, 80 FCC 2d 1009 (1882),
where the Commission authorized
GSAT, pursuant to Section 214 of the
Acl, to acquire transponders for the
provision of video service to single unit
dwellings in addition to more
conventional FSS terminals serving
cable television systems, broadcast
stations, hotels, etc. The Commission
further decided that the domestic
adoption of footnote 836 should be fully
addressed in the instant proceeding.
Accordingly the issue was raised in the
Notice of Proposed Rule Making
(NPRM), FCC 82-508, released
December 30, 1982, of this proceeding.
We believe that, due to the great interest
and response to the NPRM regarding
this issue by the public and due to the
ongoing public concern regarding the
GTE Order, it would be in the public
interest to resclve this issue without
delay. Additionally, we will address the
issue of adopting footnote NG143, which

would permit international FSS
operations in this band, and the issue of
a secondary mobile-satellite allocation
in this band. The remainder of the issues
addressed in the NPRM will be dealt
with in future Report and Orders in this
proceeding.

Discussion

2. Those who filed comments and
reply comments to the issues raised in
the NPRM regarding the 11.7-12.2 GHz
band are listed in Appendix A.

International Footnote 838

3. Comments regarding footnote 836
were filed by SPSC, STC, USCI and
USSB and reply comments were filed by
DBSC, GSAT, MOBILSAT, RCA, STC,
SPSC, USCI and USSB.

4. In their comments both SPSC and
USCI supported the footnote and urged
the Commission to adopt it
domestically, as they claim that it
provides flexibility. However, both STC
and USSB in their comments were
opposed to the footnoté and requested
that it be suppressed. STC and USSB
argued that permitting BSS/FSS sharing
in this band would go against the long
standing policy of the Commission of
providing separate allocations for BSS
and FSS operations. They noted that this
point was vigorously debated and
thoroughly aired in the 1978 WARC
preparatory proceeding. They also
argued that allowing BSS/FSS sharing
would be poor spectrum management
and that the consumer of DBS services
would lose because he would not be
able to view all available DBS
programming with one set of receiving
equipment. Further, STC and USSB
claimed that it may be impossible for
the Commission to carry out its
intentions of not compromising on its
proposed 2° spacing policy. They argued
that spacing greater than 2° would
require more cumbersome and complex
spectrum management and would
reduce the number of FSS satellites that
could be accommodated. STC,
supported by its Technical Appendix,
went on Lo argue that BSS operations
would be subject to interference levels
substantially higher than acceptable
under established standards if co-
channel adjacent fixed-satellite
operations (2 away) were transmitting
typical FM/TV programming. STC also
argued that BSS operations would
produce interference to co-channel
adjacent (i.e. 2* away) FSS operations if
the FSS operator was providing single-
channel-per-carrier (SCPC) service. The
interference levels in this case would be
much higher than the international
standards for such service. STC went on
to note that these interference

assessments assumed a homogeneous
satellite environment and clear-sky
conditions. However, STC claimed thegs
conditions will probably not exist in »
real environment and the interference
levels will probably be worse. Further,
STC claimed that permitting FSS/BSS
sharing in this band would jeopardize
the validity and integrity of the U.S.
position to the RARC-83 because it
would put in question both the need to
divide the FSS and BSS allocations at
12.2 GHz and the need for a full 500
MHz allocation for BSS.

5. In reply comments, DBSC, STC and
USSB supported and reinforced the
comments of STC and USSB and
requested that the footnote not be
adopted. MOBILSAT in its reply
comments also requested the footnote
not be adopted. It shared the concern
raised by STC regarding interference to
SCPC operations and claimed the
problem would be exacerbated by
allowing effective isotropic radiated
powers (e.i.r.p.'s) up to 53dBW,

8. In their reply comments GSAT,
RCA, SPSC and USCI rejected the
claims made by STC and USSB. Both
GSAT and USCI argued that technology
has changed since the formulation of the
U.S. positions for the 1979 WARC and
that it is now possible to provide a
relatively inexpensive high quality
direct-to-home service with medium-
powered FSS facilities. They argued that
no change is necessary to the adopted 2'
satellite spacing in our Report and
Order adopted April 27, 1983 in Docket
No. 81-704, FCC 83-184, or to the 53dBW
per channel power limit of the footnote
in order to accommodate direct-to-home
service in the FSS band. Further, they
argued, STC's Technical Appendix, filed
with STC’s comments, was incomplete,
full of mathematical errors, and based
on invalid assumptions of & highly
unlikely worst-case scenario. In
response, USCI submitted its own
Technical Appendix performed by Stern
Telecommunications Corporation, USCI
claimed that the study demonstrates
that interference to and from adjacent
FSS satellites, at 2* satellite spacing and
under the parameters and limitations of
footnote 836, would be well within
acceptable limits and that the
conclusions of the STC study are wrong.
GSAT also argued, with regard to STC
claims of video interference to SCPC
signals, that FSS operators currently
provide video service for a number of
other users and that the potential for
interference to SCPC signals from
adjacent video operations will exist
regardless of whether the video signals
are for direct-to-home distribution or
some other purpose. Both GSAT and
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USCI rejected the STC and USSB
assumption that adjacent satellite
operators will make no prior effort to
coordinate their frequency use. They
argued that careful coordination
between adjacent users is essential for
realistic business planning regardless of
whether or not footnote 836 is adopted.
GSAT further argued that adoption of
footnote 836 would provide a clear
opportunity for direct-to-home video
program providers to make and
implement rational economic trade-offs
ina "free market" environment.

7. We have reviewed the technical
sppendices filed by STC in its comments
and by USClL in its reply comments and
have come to the following conclusions:
First, we agree with GSAT and USCI
that technology has changed
substantially since the U.S. positions for
the 1979 WARC were formulated and
that the assumptions made by STC are
outdated and no longer valid. In
particular, the assumption that led to the
allocation of sepurate bands to the FSS
and BSS at the 1878 WARC was based
upon the large power difference
between the high-powered BSS and low-
powered FSS satellites, Prior to the 1979
WARC power differences as large as
20dB existed between then planned FSS
systems and the BSS parameters
adopted at the 1977 WARC-BS in these
two 12 GHz services. Such large power
differences would have resulted in a
requirement for excessive orbit spacings
and other sharing problems if both
services were provided in the same
band. For these reasons, as well as
regulatory provisions governing the use
of the 11,7-12.2 GHz band by both FS$
and BSS in Region 2, we successfully
advocated separate allocations for the
two services, However, because of
technical advances, domestic FSS
systems in this band are now able 1o use
medium-powered FSS satellites with
powers about 10dB higher than the early
domestic FSS satellites. These new
satellites are capable of providing
elrp.s greater than 50dBW over
significant portions of the U.S,! Further,
the powers proposed for BSS operations
in this band are substantially lower than
those proposed for the 12.2-12.7 GHz
BSS band, Therefore, these new
medium-powered FSS satellites should

'Generally this involves both higher power
seipliiers and incrensed gain antennas to incrense
“Lr.p. Thus, it appears that the FSS satellites will
“ontinue 1o increase the e.Lr.p, for all services,
Haluding data and mussage service as well as
peogram distribution. In one recent example, the
toptication from Nationa! Exchange [NEX] for the
Spotsat” domestic FSS system proposed 59 dBW
#1p. apot beams. This power level is neur that

E ¥ /ded by the DBS satellites in the 12.2-12.7 GHz
6;:;1“1 and is 648 higher than the limit in footnofe

be able to provide BSS operations as
proposed without any adverse impact on
orbit spacing in this band.

8. Second, a number of assumptions
made in STC's technical analysis do not
reflect the current state of technology
nor do they reflect the ability to
coordinate traffic on adjacent satellites.
Some degree of coordination will be
required by FSS systems to operate
successfully with 2 degree orbit
spacings. In addition, the copolar and
cross-polar antenna patterns used by
STC are several dB less stringent than
the antenna standard in Part 25 of the
FCC Rules, which is applicable to
calgulating interference into receiving
antennas operating in this band.?
Furthermore, small antennas of offset
design, as proposed by USCI, are
capable of exceeding the Part 25
antenna standard, thereby providing
additional protection to the BSS
receiver, Further, STC performs a
voltage summation of the cross-polar
antenna isolations to arrive at the total
isolation available through cross-
polarization, This model is inaccurate
when applied to intérference arriving
through the sidelobes of an antenna. In
addition, both STC and USCI assumed
that all satellies are simultaneously
located at the worst extreme of the 0.1
degree station keeping limit, This
assumption is conservalive since this is
a parameler that is controllable by the
satellite operators and the technology
and economic incentives are there to
maintain the station keeping to less than
half this value. In fact, several recent
domestic satellite applications have
stated a station keeping accuracy of 0.05
degrees, With respect o inlerference
from the BSS signal into FSS SCPC
channels, STC has evaluated the co-
channel case that has long been
recognized as a potentially severe case
that would require orbit spacings in
excess of 10" to satisfy. However, this
case is routinely avoided by ell U.S.
domestic satellite operators by simply
avoiding SCPC assignments within the 2
MHz around the TV carrier frequency.
This 2 MHz loss of bandwidth has little
or no impact on the SCPC operator since
he is generally power limited and cannot
use the full bandwidth of the
transponder.?

9, Finally, we believe that allowing
BSS operations in this band will be in
the best interest of the general public by

*in particular, we refer to § 25209 as modified in
the Report and Order in CC Docket 81-704, FCC 83—
184, adopted April 27, 1963, This antenne stundard
in 20-25 log 0 {1-7 degrees off-axis) for the copolar
pattern, and 19-25 log 0 {1.8-7 degrees off-axis) for
the cross-polar pattern.

* American Satellite Corporation, 72 FCC 2d 750
759 [1979),

enhancing the opportunities for the
market place to develop BSS to the
extent technically possible. In order to
accommodate the intent of footnote 836
and remain consistent with the format of
our domestie table we have adopted
footnote NG145 which reads as follows:

“NG145 In the band 11.7-12.2 GHz,
transponders on space stations in the fixed-
satellite service may be used additionally for
transmissions in the broadcasting-satellite
service, provided that such transmissions do
not have a maximum e.i.rp. greater than 53
dBW per television channel and do not cause
greater interference or require more
protection from interference than the
coordinated fixed-satellite service fraquency
assignment, With respect lo the space
services, this band shall be used principally
for the fixed-satellite service.”

Implementation of such service will be
conducted in accordance with our
domestic satellite licensing policies and
procedures, *

Footnote NG143

10. Comments regarding footnote
NG143 (see Appendix B), which would
allow space stations to operate
internationally so long as they impose
no unacceplable constraints on
operations or orbit locations of space
stations in conformance with
international footnote 839, were filed by
AT&T, M/A-COM and WU and reply
comments were filed by COMSAT.

11. M/A-COM supported the footnote,
noting that the 10.7-11.7 GHz band,
which is allocated for such international
systems, is heavily used by terrestrial
microwave; therefore, coordination of
earth stations is difficult. Since
terrestrial microwave is not allocated on
a primary basis in the 11.7-12.2 CHz
band, this problem does not exist. WV Is
opposed to the footnote and requested
that it not be added to the Table until it
has been conclusively demonstrated
that there is a need for international
fixed-satellite operations in this band
(including showing that such operations
cannot be provided in the 10.7-11.7 CHz
band) and until the Commission
provides a full explanation of the
criteria used to determine what
constraints on domestic or sub-regional
systems would be acceptable. ATAT
requested that NG143 be expanded to
embrance all services, including
terrestrial, that may be operating in
accordance with the international Radio
Regulations as well as U.S. domestic
rules, It proposed the following language
be added at the end of the footnote:

. and impose no unacceptable
constraints on operations or locations and

‘ Sov 0.8 CTE Satellite Carporation. supra. nmcns.
den. June 1. 1983
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pointing of terrestrial systems ting in
accordance with the international Roles and
Regulations and the domestic Tahle of
Allocations,

12. COMSAT in its reply comments
claimed that the concerns raised by both
AT&T and WU are unfounded and
requested that the footnote be included
in the Table in its present form. It noted,
as did M/A-COM, that the 11 GHz band
currently allocated for international
fixed-satellite service is shared with
terrestrial microwave systems and that
FSS users in that band are likely to
suffer from interference in metropolitan
areas where the demand for FSS service
is strongest. Therefore, it claimed that
the 11.7-12.2 GHz band would be
desirable for international FSS use,
recognizing thal such use would only be
permitted as Jong as it does not impose
unacceptable constraints on the U.S.
domestic fixed-satellite services. In
reponse to AT&T's claim, COMSAT
argued that it fails to see how
interregional FSS could place any
additional constraints on the secondary
services than those already imposed by
the national and sub-regional FSS,

13. We agree with M/A-COM and
COMSAT that this band could provide
additional opportunities for
international FSS operations,
particularly in light of the anticipated
availability of earth station equipment
capable of both domestic and
international FSS service. We further
agree with COMSAT that there is-no
reason o provide secondary terrestrial
operations any more protection from
this type of FSS operation than they
currently receive from domestic FSS
operations. Further, we believe that
adoption of this footnote as proposed
will result in a higher degree of
Mexibility in the use of this band, better
spectrum utilization, and wider
availability of services and equipment to
users without adversly affecting the
primary domestic use of this band.
Caonsequently, sufficient reasons exist
for use to adopt NG143 as proposed.

Secondary Mobile-Satellite

14. M/A-COM requested that the
11.7-12-2 GHz band be allocated on a
secondary basis for the land mobile-
satellite service (space-to-earth) to be
paired with the mobile-satellite service
(MSS) uplink allocation at 14.0-14.5
GHz, which was proposed by footnote
US287. Also, MOBILSAT included its
comments originally submitted in
response to RM-4247 (NASA petition for
establishment of a mobile-satellite
service). In those comments it requested
that 50 MHz of this band be allocated

for feeder links for MSS. However, SPSC
in its reply comments claimed that an
allocation for feeder links for MSS could
prove both spectrally ineffecient and
disruptive to the FSS authorized to
operate in these bands. It further argued
that such an allocation is inappropriate
for consideration in this proceeding.

15. With regard to MACOM's request
for a secondary mobile-satellite
allocation to be paired with the 14.0-14.5
GHz MSS allocation (US287), we feel the
proposed allocations will satisfy current
and proposed spectrum requirements
including those for which US287 was
written. The purpose of US287 was to
provide for a one way MSS link from
mabile or transportable earth stations to
central or fixed earth station
installations. We foresee no requirement
or practical effect for a secondary
downlink MSS allocation for a return
link to the mobile earth station.
Additionally, it should be noted that
WARC-79 did not provide a MSS
allocation in the band 11.7-12.2 GHz.
With regard to MOBILSAT's request, we
see no reason to provide specific
recognition of feeder links in this band
since the definition of the FSS currently
provides for feeder links operations.
Therefore, no additional footnotes are
required.

Conclusion

16. We are adopting the allocations
for the 11.7-12.2 GHz band as proposed
in the NPRM with the exception of
international footnote 836, which has
been changed to NG145 and modified to
include the band limits as discussed
above. The revisions to § 2.106 of the
Rules are shown in Appendix B. We will
address adoption of the new format for
the Table of Frequency Allocations
(Table), proposed in the NPRM, in a
subsequent Report and Order in this
proceeding that will consider the vast
majority of the allocations Table.
Therefore, we are using the current
Table format for the purposes of this
proceeding.

Administrative

17. Regulatory Flexibility Act Final
Analysis.

1. Need for and objective of final rules:

The objective is to allocate the 11.7-
12.2 GHz band domestically taking into
consideration the Final Acts of the 1979
World Administrative Radio
Conference. This is necessary as
domestic systems operating within the
provisions of the treaty will have rights
to international protection from harmful
interference as provided for by the Final
Acts,

1L Sumimary of issues raised by publi;
comments:

There were no comments filed
addressing the matters discussed in the
initial regulatory flexibility analysis.

IIL Alternatives to the rule:

It does not appear that there are any
significant alternatives to the adopted
rules that would accomplish the stated
objectives. No public comment was
received regarding such alternatives.

18. Accordingly, it is ordered, Tha!
pursuant to the authority found in
Section 4(i), 301 and 303(r) of the
Communications Act of 1934, as
amended, (47 U.S.C, 154(i), 301, 303(r)),
Part 2 of the Commission's Rules and
Regulations is amended as specified in
Appendix B. These amendments become
effective July 18, 1983.

19. Points of contact on this matter are
William Torak (202) 632-7025 and Fred
Thomas (202) 653-8171.

(Secs. 4, 303, 48 Stat., as amended, 1068, 1082
47 US.C. 154, 309)

William J. Tricarico,
Secretary.
Appendix A

The following submitted timely Comments
concerning 11.7-12.2 GHz band in response 1o
the NPRM in General Docket 80-739,
Implementation of the Final Acts of the
World Administrative Radio Conference,
Geneva, 1979:

1. American Telephone and Telegraph Co.,
ATET.

2. M/A-COM, Inc., M/A-COM.

3. Mobile Satellite Corporation,
MOBILSAT.

4. Satellite Television Corporation, STC.

5. Southern Pacific Satellile Company.
SPSC.

6. United Sutellite Communications, Inc.
USCL

7. Western Union Telegraph Company.
Wwu.

The following submitted late comments:

1. United States Satellite Broadcasting
Company. Inc., USSB,

The following submitted timely reply
ocomments:

1. Communications Satellite Corporation,
COMSAT.

2. Direct Broadcasting Satellite
Corporation, DBSC.

3. GTE Satellite Corporation. GSAT.

4. Mabile Sstellite Corporation,
MOBILSAT.

5. RCA American Communications, Inc.
RCA.

6. Satellite Television Corporation, STC.

7. Southem Pacific Satellite Company.
SPSC,

8. United Sn‘lallilo Communications, Inc.
USCL

9. Unites States Satellite Broadcasting
Company, Inc., USSB,
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Appendix B
PART 2—{AMENDED]
Part 2 of Chapter I of Title 47 of the Code of Federal Regulations is amended as follows: g
12106 [Amended]
1. In § 2.106, the Table of Frequency Allocations is revised for the band 11.7-12.2 CHz as follows:
1 Unied States T Fodersi C Co Naure of
= — —— - —— servces of
Band (GHZ) Allocason Band (GHz) Sarvice Class of stabon Frequency (GHz) stabons
5 7 B 9 10 "
HI-122 mmma; — N1122 > leED-SAYéLuTE uooc.uoem comm;\ carter  land, c;::m carrer i

(NG143) (NG145) Mobile wxcept seco-  modie o o
nautical moble. Space

2. In the list of footnotes immediately following the table in § 2.108, footnotes 839, 840, NG143 and NG145 should be added
in proper numerical sequence. The text of these footnotes is as follows:

. . - . - »

&9 The use of the band 11.7-12.7 GHz in Region 2 by the fixed-satellite and broadcasting-satellite services is limited to national and sub-
regional systems and s subject to previous agreement between the administrations concerned and those having services, operating or
planned to operate in accordance with the Table, which may be affected (see Articles 11, 13, 14, and Resolution 33),

80 For the use of the band 11.7-12.75 GHz in Regions 1, 2'and 3, see Resolutions 31, 34, 504, 700 and 701.

NG143 In the band 11.7-122 GHz protection from harmful interference shall be afforded to transmissions from space stations not in
conformance with internitional footnote 839 only if the operations of such space stations impose no unacceptable constraints on operations
ot orbit locations of space stations in conformance with 839,

» - » .

NG145 In the band 11.7-12.2 GHz. transponders on space stations in the fixed-satellite service may be used additionally for transmissions in
the broadcasting-satellite service, provided that such transmissions do not have a maximum e.i.r.p. greater than 53 dBW per television
channel and do not cause greater interference or require more’ protection from interference than the coordinated fixed-satellite service

frequency assignments, With respect to the space services, this band shall be used principally for the fixed-satellite service.

TR Doz 13-10132 Filed 6-15-8% 545 am|

MLUNG CODE 6712-01-M
47CFR Part 73 List of Subjects in 47 CFR Part 73 Kaneche, also in Honoluluk(I:ounty. is
located approximately 13 kilometers (8
[BC Docket No. 82-211; RM-4052; 82-236; Radio Doaiosatiog. miles) north of Honolulu. Neither city
RM-82-236) ¥epoﬂ l:l:;l Order; Proceeding has a local broadcast service.
ermina

FM Broadcast Stations in Pearl City,
Hawaii; Kaneohe, Hawall; Changes
Made In Table of Assignments

AGENCY: Federal Communications
Commission.

ACTION: Final rule.

SumMmaRy: This action assigns FM
Channel 270 to Pearl City, Hawail, and
EJ‘.A nnel 282 to Kaneohe, Hawaii, as a
lirst local broadcast service to each, in
response to expressions of interest from
Pearl City Broadcasting Company and
Sunflower Broadcasting Co., Inc.,
respectively,

EFFECTIVE DATE: July 31, 1983.

ADDRE;S: Federal Communications
Commission, Washington, D.C. 20554

:2" FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
hilip 8. Cross, Mass Media Bureau
(202) 632-5414.

In the matter of; amendment of § 73.202(b),
Table of Assignments, FM Broadcast Stations
(Pear] City, Hawail), BC Docket No. 82-211,
RM-4032; amendment of §73.202(b). Table of
Assignments, FM Broadcast Stations
(Kaneohe, Hawaii), BC Docket No. 82-236,
RM-4050.

Adopted: May 4, 1983,

Released: Juhe 1, 1983,

By the Chief, Policy and Rules Division,

1. The Commission has under
consideration its Further Notice of
Proposed Rule Making, published in the
Federal Register on December 8, 1982 (47
FR 55256). The Further Notice proposed
the assignment of FM Channel 270 to
Pearl City, Hawaii, and Channel 282 to
Kaneohe, Hawaii, as the result of
petitions by Pearl City Broadcasting
Company and Kaneohe Broadcasting
Company, respectively.

2. Pearl City is located in Honoluln
County, approximately 16 kilometers (10
miles) northwest of Honolulu, Hawati.

3. In the Further Notice, questions
were raised concerning § 73.240(a) (1)
and (2) of our rules regarding multiple
ownership since Mr. J. Boyd Ingram is a
principal of both Pear! City Broadcasting
and Kaneohe Broadcasting. In addition,
Maui Broadcasting Company, the
proponent of an FM channel assigned to
nearby Lahaina, Hawaii, also lists Mr.
Ingram &s a principal. The Pearl City
and Kaneohe proposals involve
prohibited overlap of the 1 mV/m

. contours; and the Pearl City, Kaneohe

and Lahaina proposals appeared to
involve prxi ited regional
concentration of control by the same
owner.

4. Pearl City Broadcasting filed a
response stating that J. Boyd Ingram will
have no ownership interest in an
application for operation on the
Kaneohe channel. Rather, that interest
has been assumed by U. |. Gilbert of
Sunflower Broadcasting Co.. Inc,
(“Sunilower”). U |. Gilbert and Barbara
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Gilbert are the sole principals of
Sunflower and they filed comments
stating that they would apply for
Channel 282 at Kaneohe if it is assigned.
The withdrawal of J. Boyd Ingram from
the Kaneohe proposal removes the
foregoing ownership questions.

5. We conclude that the public interest
would be served by the assignment of
Channel 270 to Pearl City, Hawaii, and
Channel 282 to Kaneohe, Hawaii., in
order fo provide & first local broadcast
service to each of the communities.

6. Authority for the adoption of the
amendments herein is contained in
Sections 4(i), 5(b)(1), 303 (g} and (r} and
307(b) of the Communications Act of
1934, as amended, and §§ 0.61, 0.283 and
0.204(b) of the Commission’s Rules.

7. Accardingly, it /s ordered, That
effective July 31, 1983, the FM Table of
Assignments, § 73.202(b) of the
Commission’s Rules, /s amended with
regard to the following communities:

Charnel
City No

Kaneohe, Oahu, Hawal o 282

8. It is further ordered, 'That this
proceeding s terminated.

9. For further information concerning
this proceeding, contact Philip S. Cross,
Mass Media Bureau, (202) 632-5414,
(Secs. 4,303, 48 Stal., as smended, 1066, 1082;
47 US.C. 154. 303)

Federal Communications Commission.
Roderick K. Porter,

Chief, Policy and Rules Division, Mass Media
Bureau.

[FR Doc. 83- 16302 Filad 6-35-43 £45 am|

BILLING CODE 6712-01-8

47 CFR Part 73
[BC Docket No. §2-698; RM-4172]

FM Broadcast Stations in Maljamar,
New Mexico; Changes Made in Table
of Assignments

AGENCY: Federal Communications
Commission.

ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: This aclion assigns and
reserves for noncommercial educational
use, Channel *254 to Maljamar, New
Mexico, in response to a petition filed
by the Board of Regents, Eastern New
Mexico University.

EFFECTIVE DATE: August 5, 1983,
ADDRESS: Federal Communications
Commission, Washingtan, D.C. 20554.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Montrose H. Tyree, Mass Media Bureau
(202) 634-6530.

List of Subjects in 47 CFR Part 73
Radio broadcasting.

Report and Order; Proceeding
Terminated

In the matter of; amendment of § 73.202(b).
‘Table of Assignments, FM Broadcast Stations
{Maljamar, New Mexico), BC Docket No, 2~
0608, RM-4172,

Adopled: May 5, 1983.

Released: June 8, 1983,

By the Chief, Policy and Rules Division.

1. The Commijssion has before it for
consideration a Notice of Proposed Rule
Making. 47 FR 45060, published October
13, 1982, proposing the assignment of FM
Channel *254 to Maljamar, New Mexico,
with the reservation of that channel for
noncommercial educational use. The
Notice was issued in response to a
petition filed by the Board of Regents,
Eastern New Mexico University
(“Board™). Supporting comments were
fited by the petitioner,* restating its
intent to apply for the channel, if
assigned. No oppositions to the proposal
were received.

2. Mexican concurrence has been
obtained in the proposed assignment of
Channel *254 to Maljamar, New Mexico,
since that community is located within
320 kilometers {199 miles) of the U.S.-
Mexican border.

3. We believe that the public interest
would be served by the assignment of
Channel *254 to Maljamar, as it would
provide a first noncommercial
educational broadcast service to the
community. We indicated in the Notice
that we do not usually assign and
reserve commercial channels for
noncommercial educational use. Here,
however, it has been shown that there
are no FM channels available in the
noncommercial band which would not
csuse interferrence to a Channel 6
television station pursuant lo the
proposals set forth in Docket No. 20735.
The Commission has in similar
situations reserved a commercial
frequency for noncommercial
educational use. See Comababi,
Arizona, 47 FR 32717, published July 29,
1982, and Burlington and Newport,
Vermont, 45 R.R. 2d 786 (197S).

4. Accordingly, pursuant 1o the
authority contalned in §§ 4(i). 5{d) (1),
303(g) and (r). and 307(b) of the
Communications Act of 1934, as
amended, and §§ 0.61, 0.204{b), and
0.283 of the Commission's Rules, it is

! The Commission did nol receive comments
specifically referring to this docketed proceeding.
Rather, the petitioner submitted its application
belore the channel was assigned. We have taken
thin response as sufficient to sanisfy oor usual
request for a commitment that the petitioner would
upply for the chammel, if assigned.

ordered, That effective August 5, 1083,
the FM Table of Assignments,

§ 73.202(b) of the Commission's Rules, /s
amended with respect to the community
of Maljamar, New Mexico, as follows:

- o

Maliamar, New M 54

5. It is further ordered, Thal this
proceeding /s terminated.

6. For further information concerning
this ing, contact Montrose H.
Tyree, Mass Media Bureau (202) 634~
8530,

(Secs. 4, 303, 48 Stat., as amended, 1086, 1082
47 US.C. 154, 303)

Federal Communications Commission.
Roderick K. Porter,

Chief, Policy and Rules Division. Moss Media
Bureau.

[FR Dor. 8311613 Filed 6-15-2% 445 sm|

BILLING CODE 67712-01-M

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
Office of the Secretary

49 CFR Part 1
{OST Docket No. 1; Amdt. 1-181]
and Delegation of

Organization a
Powers and Dutles; Federal Managers
Financial integrity Act of 1982

AGENCY: Office of the Secretary. DOT.
ACTION; Final rule.

SUMMARY: This amendment reserves to
the Secretary the functions vested in het
as head of an executive agency by the
Federal Managers' Financial Integrity
Act of 1982. The purpase of this
amendment is 1o reserve 1o the
Secretary the functions vested in ber by
the Act so that the annual report will be
a comprehensive report reflecting all
DOT systems of internal accounting and
administrative control.

EFFECTIVE DATE: The effective date of
this amendment is june 16, 1983.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Robert L Ross, Office of the General
Counsel, (202) 426-4723.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Since
this amendment relates to Departmental
management, procedures, and practice,
notice and comment on it are
unnecessary and {t may be made
effective in fewer than thirty days after
publication in the Federal Register.
The Federal M * Financial
Integrity Act of 1982 [Pub. L. §7-255.
September 8, 1982; 96 Stat. 814) required
the head of each executive agency 0
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wport annually to the President and the  Administrator when the office of the 49 CFR Part 571
Congress on the extent to which the Administrator is vacant! due to death or
sgency’s systems of internal accounting  resignation. [Docket No. 82-17; Notice 3]
and administrative control comply with  gerecrive
uidelines to be issued by the QAT Jupn 20,190 Lamps, Refiective Devices and
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Associated Equipment; Correction

Comptroller General of the United

States and the Director of the Office of
Management and Budget under the AcL.
Under normal DOT practice, authority
vested in the Secretary as head of the
sgency is automatically delegated to
each DOT Administrator, under

§ 1.45(a)(2) of this title, unless reserved
to the Secretary,

List of Subjects in 49 CFR Part 1

Authority delegations (Government
agencies); Organization and functions
(Covernment agencies); Transportation
Department.

PART 1—{AMENDED]

In consideration of the foregoing, Part
1of Title 49, Code of Federal
Regulations, is amended in § 1.44 by
revising the introductory text and
adding paragraph (b){3) to read as

fullows:

§1.44 Reservations of Authority.

The delegations of authority in § 1.45
through § 1.53 and § 1.66 and § 1.67 do
not extend to the following actions,
authority for which is reserved to the
Secretary or the Secretary's delegatee
within the Office of the Secretary:

(b) Legislation and reports. * * *

(3) Submission of the annual
statement on systems of internal
&ccounting and administrative control
under the Federal Managers' Financial
Integrity Act of 1982 (Pub. L. 97-255).
(49 US.C. 522)

: 1'\.;41-"(1 in Washington, DC, on April 12,
40

Elizabeth Hanford Dole,

Secretary of Transportation.

[FR Do, 83215074 Filed 0-15-83; 845 am)

BLLING CODE 4910-62-M

National Highway Tratfic Safety
Administration

49 CFR Part 501

Organization and Delegation of
Powers and Dutles

AGENCY: National Highway Traffic
Safety Administration, DOT.
ACTION: Final rule.

suum_av: This notice amends the
Provisions on reservation of authority to
. dlluw.the Deputy Administrator to
exercise the authority of the

Kathy DeMeter, Assistant Chief Counsel
for General Law, National Highway
Traffic Safety Administration, 400
Seventh Street, SW., Washington, DC
20590 (202-426-1834).

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: This
notice amends § 501.7 of Part 501 (49
CFR Part 501) to revise the provision on
the authority which is reserved to the
Administrator. As currently written, the
section does no! provide for instances
when the office of the Administrator is
vacant, due to death or resignation, and
a new Administrator is not immediately
appointed. The amendment adopted
today provides that during the period
between the death or resignation of an
Administrator and the appointment and
confirmation of a new Administrator,
the Deputy Administrator shall exercise
all of the authority of the Administrator.

Upon appointment and confirmation of a

new Administrator, only the

Administrator can exercise the authority

reserved by § 501.7.
List of Subjects in 49 CFR Part 501

Authority delegations (Covernment
agencies), Organization and functions
(Government agencies).

This amendment relates to matters of
agency organization and procedure and
therefore can be issued without
opportunity for notice and comment.

PART 501—{AMENDED]

In consideration of the foregoing, Part
501 of Title 49 of the Code of Federal
Regulations is amended as follows:

1. The introductory paragraph of
§ 501.7 is revised to read as follows:

§501.7 Administrator's reservations of
authority.

The delegations of authority in this
part do not extend to the following
authority which is reserved to the
Administrator and, in those instances
when the office of Administrator is
vacant due to death or resignation, to
the Deputy Administrator;

(Delegation at 48 CFR Part 1.50)

Issued on June 8, 1983.

Diane K. Steed,
Acting Administrator.

[FR Doc. 8316009 Filed 6-15-8X 848 am)
BILLING CODE 4910-59-M

AGENCY: National Highway Traffic
Safety Administration (NHTSA), DOT.

ACTION: Final rule; correction.

SUMMARY: This notice corrects an error
in the amendment published on May 186,
1983 (48 FR 21855). The error appears on
page 21957 in the amendment to
Paragraph $4.1.1.13(c) in which a
reference to SAE Standard J580b
appeared as ]580a. It is, therefore,
necessary to correct the error.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Jere Medlin, Office of Rulemaking,
National Highway Traffic Safety
Administration, Washington, D.C. 20590
(202-426-2720)

PART 271—FEDERAL MOTOR
VEHICLE SAFETY STANDARDS

§571.108 [Amended]

The reference to “]580a" in paragraph

$4.1.1.13(c) of Title 49 Code of Federal
Regulations, § 571.108 is amended to
read: "'|580b".
(Secs. 103, 112, 114, 119, Pub. L. 80-563, 60
Stat. 718 (15 U.S.C. 1392, 1401, 1403, 1407);
delegations of authority at 48 CFR 1.50 and 49
CFR 501.8)

Issued on June 8 1963,

Kennerly H. Digges,

Acting Associate Administrator for
Rulemaking.

{FR Doc. 83-16019 Filed 6-15-83; K45 am]
BILLING CODE 4010-59-M

INTERSTATE COMMERCE
COMMISSION

49 CFR Part 1152
[Ex Parte No. 274 (Sub-8)]
Exemption of Out of Service Rall Lines

AGENCY: Interstate Commerce
Commission.

AcCTION: Fingl rule and exemption.

SUMMARY: The Commission is adopting
rules (in the Appendix) which exempt
abandonments under 49 U.S.C. 10903~
10905 from the requirements of prior
approval where the lines have been out
of service for at least 2 years, subject to
certain conditions and standard labor
protection provisions. Where a rail line
has been out of service for at least 2
years, actual abandonment of the line
would have no impact on interstate
commerce or the rail transportation
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policy. The rule will allow rail carriers
to file a notice of exemption which will
be published in the Federal Register
designating the line to be abandoned.

EFFECTIVE DATE: Augus! 16, 1983,

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Louis E. Gitomer (202) 275-7245,
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
Additional information is contained in
the Commission's full decision in this
proceeding. To purchase a copy of the
full decision, write to T.S. InfoSystems,
Inc., Room 2227, Interstate Commerce
Commission, Washington, DC 20423, or
call 289-4357 (D.C. Metropolitan area) or
toll free (800) 424-5403.

The Secretary (See 49 CFR 1011.7(h))
has certified that this action (which will
benefit railroads through a relaxation of
regulation) will not have a significant
economic impact on a substantial
number of small entities. Because the
lines at issue will not have been used for
at least 2 years, small business entities
that would be served by the lines either
were not dependent on that rail service
or have made other arrangements for
service,

List of Subjects in 49 CFR Part 1152

Administrative practice and
procedure, Railroads, Reporting and
recordkeeping requirements, Uniform
system of accounts.

This action is taken under the
authority of 49 U.S.C. 10321 and Y0505,
and 5 U.S.C. 553.

Dated: June 3, 1983,

By the Commission, Chairman Taylor, Vice
Chairman Sterrett, and Commissioners Andre
and Gradison,

Agatha L. Mergenovich,
Secretary.

Appendix
PART 1152—[AMENDED]
49 CFR Part 1152 is amended by

adding a new Subpart F to read as
follows:

Subpart F—Exempt Abandénmenta

§ 115250 Exempt abandonments.

(a) A proposed abandonment of a
railroad line is exemp! from the
provisions of 49 U.S.C. 10903-10005 if
the criteria designated in this section are
satisfied.

(b) An abandonment is exempt if the
carrier certifies that no local traffic has
moved over the line for at least 2 years
and any overhead traffic on the line can
be rerouted over other lines, and that no
formal complaint filed by a user of rail
service on the line regarding cessation
of service over the line either is pending
with the Commigsion or has been
decided in favor of the complainant
within the 2-year period. The complaint
must allege (if pending) or prove (if
decided) that the carrier has imposed an
illegal embargo or other unlawful
impediment to service.

(¢) The Commission has found that its
prior review and approval of these
transactions: (1) Is nol necessary to
carry out the rail transportation policy
of 49 U.S.C. 101014; and (2) is of limited
scope or unnecessary to protect shippers
from abuse of market power, 49 U.S.C.
10505. A notice must be filed to use this
class exemption. The procedures are set
out in § 1152.50(d). This exemption does
not relieve a carrier of its statutory
obligation to protect the interests of
employees. 49 U.S.C. 10505(g)(2) and
10903(b)(2). This also does not preclude
a carrier from seeking an exemption of a
specific abandonment.

(d) Notice of exemption,

(1) At least 10 days prior to filing a
notice of exemption with the
Commission, the railroad seeking the
exemption must notify in writing the
Public Service Commission (or
equivalent agency) in the State(s) where
the line will be abandoned; The notice
shall name the railroad, describe the

line to be abandoned, indicate that the
exemption procedure is being used, and
include the approximate date the notice
of exemption will be filed with the
Commission.

(2) The railroad mus! file a verified
notice using its appropriate
abandonment docket number and sub
number with the Commission at least 50
days before the abandonment is to be
consummated, including the proposed
consummation date, the certification
required in § 1152.50(b), the information
required in § 1152.22 (a) {1-4), (8) and
(e)(5), the level of labor protection, and
a certificate that the notice requirements
of § 1152.50(d)(1) have been complied
with,

(3) The Commission through the
Director of the Office of Proceedings,
shall publish a notice in the Federal
Register within 20 days after the filing of
the notice of exemption. Petitions to stay
the effective date of the exemption mus!
be filed within 10 days after publication
and petitions for reconsideration must
be filed within 20 days after publication
(unless stayed pending reconsideration).
If the notice of exemption contains false
or misleading information, the use of
this exemption is void ad initio and the
Commission shall summarily reject the
exemption notice.

(4) To address environmental issues
and whether the right of way is suitable
for other public purposes under 48
U.S.C. 10906, a party shall submit
evidence to the Commission within 20
days of publication in the Federal
Register. A notice to the parties will be
issued if use of the exemption is
conditioned upon environmental or
public use conditions.

(48 U.S.C, 10321 and 10505; 5 U.S.C, 553)
[FR Doc. 8316148 Filed 5-15-6% 845 am|
BILLING CODE 7035-01-M
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Proposed Rules
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Ths section ol the FEDERAL REGISTER
tontans nolices 1o the public of the
poposed issuance of rules and
rguiations. The purpose of thesa notices
s o give interested persons an
oppoctunity 10 participate in the rule
making prior to the adoption of the final
nfes

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
Federal Aviation Administration

14 CFR Part 39
[Docket No. 82-NM-68-AD)

Alrworthiness Directives; Gates
Learjet Model 35, 36, 35A, and 36A

Series Airplanes

AGENCY: Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA), DOT.
acmion: Withdrawal of notice of
;jr_l,\puscd rulemaking.

SUMMARY: This document withdraws a
Notice of Proposed Rulemaking [NPRM)
which proposed the adoption of an
Airworthiness Directive (AD) for Gates
Learjet Model 35, 36, 35A and 36A series
tirplanes that would have required the
installation of a trim-in-motion wamning,
redesigned pitch axis master interrupt,
improved takeoff out-of-trim waming
system, modified Mach trim system,
modified stick pusher system. and
modified overspeed warning system.
Additionally, the propogal would have
added Airplane Flight Manual (AFM)
procedures for the above changes. Upon
further consideration and in light of
cnmm:‘nls received, the FAA has

determined that the proposed AD is not
required at this time: and accordingly
the NPRM is withdrawn.

DATE: This withdrawal is effective June

21, 1083,
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Mr. Bennett Sarensen, Aerospace

Engineer, Wichita Aircraft Certification
Office, Room 238, Terminal Building
2298, Mid-Continent Airport, Wichita,
Kansus 67209, telephone (316) 269-7012.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: A
proposal to amend Part 39 of the Federal
Aviation Regulations to include an
Airworthiness Directive (AD) for Gates
Learjet Model 35, 36, 35A and 36A series
dirplanes which, if adopted, would have
tequired the installation of a trim-in-
motion warning, redesigned pilch axis
Master interrupt, improved takeoff out-

of-trim warning system, modified Mach
trim system, modified stick puller
system, modified overspeed warming
system, and Airplane Flight Manual
s for the above changes was

published in the Federal Register on
September 27, 1982 (47 FR 42371). Tbe
Learjet Model 30 series
similar in design to the Learjet Model 25
series airplanes on which an AD was
previcusly issued to correct deficiencies
in various pitch axis systems. The
Medel 30 series AD was proposed
because similar failures in its pitch axis
systems might also lead to possible
unsafe conditions. Comments were
requested from the public to help
determine if any undocumented adverse
service history of failures existed on any
of the aifected pitch axis systems.

Seventy-three writlen comments were
received addressing the NPRM. Sixty-
nine of the comments opposed the AD
because no documented high speed
accidents had occurred on the subject
airplanes. Two comments stated thal the
system improvements were safety
related and should therefore be made
madatory. Two commenters were
neutral on imposing the AD. No unsafe
system malfunctions were disclosed in
these comments. One commenter
telephoned and stated that his
overspeed warning and puller had failed
even though they preflighted properly.
No incident or injury resulted. Twenty-
seven commenters felt that the proposed
kits should be offered by Gates Learjet
as a product improvement. Eighteen
commenters stated that pilot training,
inexperience or inadequale Type Rauns
requirements were at least partially
responsible for the relatively Ligh rate of
Gates Learjet 24 and 25 series accidents.

The accident free service history of
the 30 series airplanes in the high speed
flight regime could be partially
attributed to extemnal differences
between the 30 series airplanes and the
20 series airplanes. The Learjet 30 series
airplanes are equipped with turbofan
engines while the 20 series Learjets have
turbojet engines. As a result of the larger
turbofan engine nacelles, a higher drag
rise at high Mach numbers causes the 30
series airplanes to accelerate much
more slowly in the event of a nose down
upset or system malfunction.
Consequently it is more difficult to reach
very high Each 30 series
airplane also has a full time Mach trim
system to artificially increase

Federal Register
Vol. 48, No. 117

Thursday, June 16, 1983

lungnudlnal stability at high speeds. The
20 series airplanes do not have Mach
trim systems.

In consideration of all factors, the
FAA has concluded that an
Airworthiness Directive requiring the
installation of a trim-in-motion wamning
redesigned pitch axis master interrupt,
improved takeoff out-of-trim warning
system, modified stick puller system,
and modified warning system in Gates
Learjet Model! 35, 36, 35A and 36A series
airplanes is not justified. However, it
has been recommended that the
manufacturer offer the proposed
modification Kits as non-mandatory
product improvements. Gates Learjet
has agreed to do this. However, since
many of the changes are interrelated,
individual kits for each change may not
be possible.

Withdrawal of this Notice of Proposed
Rulemaking constitutes only such action,
and does not preclude the agency from
issuing another Notice in the future, or
commit the agency lo any course of
action in the future.

List of Subjects in 14 CFR Part 39
Aviation safety, Aircraft,
The Withdrawal

PART 39—[AMENDED]

In consideration of the foregoing, and
pursuan! to the authority delegated to
me by the Administrator. the proposed
airworthiness directive published in the
Federal Register on September 27, 1982,
(47 FR 42371), is hereby withdrawn,

(Secs. 313(a), 601, and 603, Federal Aviation
Act of 1958, as amended (49 U.S.C. 1354(u),
1421. and 1423); Sec. 6{c) Department of
Transportation Act (49 U.S.C. 1655(c)); and 14
CFR 11.85.

Note.—Since this action withdraws a
propoesed restriction and imposes no
additional burden on any person. it may be
made effective in less than 30 days. It is
neither 8 proposed nor final rule, and
therefore, is not covered under Executive
Order 12291, the Regulatory Flexibility Act,
or DOT Regulatory Policies snd Procedures
(44 FR 11034; February 28, 1979),

Issued in Seattle, Washington, on june 1,
1983,

Wayne ]. Barlow,

Acting Director, Northwest Mountain Region.
[PR Doc. 83-15867 Filed 5-15-&3 8:45 am|

BILLING CODE 4810~13-M
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DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Capitol Plaza North, Springfield, lllinois  The lilinois regulation at 1786.19(h)

Office of Surface Mining Reclamation
and Enforcement

30 CFR Part 913

Public Comment Period and
Opportunity for Public Hearing on
Proposed Condition of Approval to the
lilinols Permanent Regulatory grognm

AGENCY: Office of Surface Mining
Reclamation and Enforcement (OSM),
Interior.

ACTION: Proposed rule.

SUMMARY: OSM is announcing a public
comment period and opportunity for a
public hearing on a proposed action to
impose a new condition on the Secretary
of the Interior's approval of the llinois
Permanent Regulatory Program
(hereinafter referred to as the lllinois
program) under the Surface Mining
Control and Reclamation Act of 1979
(SMCRA). The proposed condition
relates to the authority of the State to
deny an application for a permit or
permit renewal unless the applicant
submits proof that all required Federal
reclamation fees have been paid.

This notice sets forth the times and
locations that the Illinois program and
the proposed amendment are available
for public inspection, the comment
period during which interested persons
may submit written comments qn the
proposed amendment, and information
pertinent to the public hearing.

DATES: Written comments, data or other
relevant information relating to the
propose amendment to the llinois
program not received on or before 4:00
p.m. on July 18, 1983, will not necessarily
be considered.

A public hearing on the proposed
modifications has been scheduled for
10:00 a.m., June 30, 1983, at the address
listed under ADDRESSES.

Any person interested in making an
oral or written presentation at the
hearing should contact Mr. James Fulton
at the address or phone number listed
below by June 23, 1983. If no one has
contacted Mr. Fulton to express an
interest in participating in the hearing
by the above date, the hearing will not
be held. If only one person has so
contacted Mr. Fulton by the above date,
a public meeting, rather than a public
hearing, may be held and the results of
the meeting included in the
Administrative Record.

EFFECTIVE DATE: Written commaents
should be mailed or hand delivered to:
James Fulton, Director, Springfield Field
Office, Office of Surface Mining
Reclamation and Enforcement, No. 4 Old

62701,

The public hearing will be at the
Springfield Field Office, Office of
Surface Mining, No. 4 Old Capitol Plaza
North, Springfield, Illinois 62701.

Copies of the lllinois program, a listing
of any scheduled public meetings and all
written comments received in response
to this notice will be available for
review at the OSM and State regulatory
authority offices listed below, Monday
through Friday, 8:00 a.m. to 4:00 p.m.,
excluding holidays:

Office of Surface Mining Reclamation
and Enforcement, Room 5315, 1100 “L"
Street, NW., Washington, D.C. 20240.

Office of Surface Mining Reclamation
and Enforcement, No. 4 Old Capitol
Plaza, North, Springfield, lllinois 62701

Illinios Department of Mines and
Minerals, Land Reclamation Division,
227 South 7th Street, Springfield,
Hinois 62706

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:

James Fulton, Director, Springfield Field

Office, Office of Surface Mining, No. 4

Old Capitol Plaza North, Springfield,

Illinois 62701, Telephone: (217) 492-4495,

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The

Illinois program was conditionally

approved by the Secretary of the

Interior on June 1, 1982 (47 FR 23858).

Information pertinent to the general

background, revisions, modifications,

and amendments to the proposed
permanent program submission, as well
as the Secretary's findings, the
disposition of comments and a detailed
explanation of the conditions of
approval of the Illinois program can be
found in the June 1, 1982 Federal

Register,

Background

Sections 510(b) and 510(c} of SMCRA
limit the issuance of new permits and
permit renewals 1o those applicants who
are in compliance with the requirements
of SMCRA. As specified in section 402
of SMCRA and Subchapter R of 30 CFR,
the operators of coal surface mines are
to pay reclamation fees to the Secretary
of the Interior. Further, section 402(f] of
SMCRA specifically mandates full
cooperation with the Secretary by all
Federal and State agencies in the
enforcement of this provision.

Recently it was brought to the
Secretary's attention that the Illinois
program does not contain regulatory
language consistent with 30 CFR
766.16(h) which requires the State to
deny permit applications and permit
revision applications unless the
applicant has submitted proof that all
Federal reclamation fees required under
30 CFR Subchapter R have been paid.

requires that operators pay all fees
required by the State's regulations.

To resolve this issue, on February 1,
1983, the Director, OSM, sent a letter (o
lllinois to request that Illinois confirm
that section 1786.19(h) also requires the
applicant to submit proof that all
required Federal reclamation fees have
been paid, consisten! with 30 CFR
786.18(h). To date, lllinois has not
formally responded to the February 1
letter.

Therefore, the Secretary proposes to
add a new condition to the Ilinois
program requiring the State to amend its
program by a specified date to
incorporate requirements no less
effective than 30 CFR 786.19(h). The
Secretary requests public comment on
this proposed action.

Pursuant to 30 CFR 732.17(e), the
Secretary notified lllinois by letter of
June 7, 1983, that a State program
amendment is required because
conditions or events indicate that the
approved State program no longer meels
the requirements of SMCRA and the
Federal regulations. Therefore, pursuant
to 30 CFR 732.17(f)(1), lllinois shall
submit to the Secretary within 60 days
of receipt of notification either a
proposed written amendment or &
description of an amendment ta be
proposed that meets the requirements of
SMCRA and the Federal regulations.
and a timetable for enactment which is
consistent with established
administrative or legislative procedures.
Failure of the State to submit the
proposed amendment or description and
the enactment timetable within the
prescribed 60 days, or subsequent
failure to comply with the submitted
timetable, or disapproval by the
Secretary of the amendment, could
result in proceedings under 30 CFR Part
733 to either enforce that part of the
State program affected to withdraw
approval in whole or in part, of the State
program and implement a Federa!
program.

Additional Determinations

1. Compliance with the Nationa!
Environmental Palicy Act. The
Secretary has determined that, pursuan!
to Section 702(d) of SMCRA, 30 US.C.
1292(d), no environmental impact
statement need be prepared for this
rulemaking.

2. Executive Order No. 12291 and the
Regulatory Flexibility Act. On Augus!
28, 1981, the Office of Management and
Budget (OMB) granted OSM an
exemption from Sections 3, 4, 7, and 80
Executive Order 12291 for actions
directly related to approval or
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conditional approval of State regulatory
programs. Therefore, for this action
0SM is exempt from the requirement to
prepare a Regulatory Impact Analysis
and this action does not require
regulatory review by OMB.

The Department of the Interior has
determined that this rule would not have
a significant economic effect on a
substantial number of small entities
under the Regulatory Flexibility Act (5
U.S.C. 601 et seq.)).

This rule would not impose any new
requirements; rather, it would ensure
that existing requirements established
by SMCRA and the Federal rules would
be met by the State.

3. Paperwork Reduction Act, This rule
dees not contain information collection
requirements which require approval by
the Office of Management and Budget
under 44 U.S,C. 3507,

List of Subjects in 30 CFR Part 913

Coal mining, Intergovernmental
relations, Surface mining, Underground
mining

Accordingly, 30 CFR 913.11 s
proposed to be amended as set forth
herein,

[Pub. L. 95-87, Surface Mining Control and
Reclamation Act of 1977 (30 U.S.C. 20) et

seq.))

Duted: June 10, 1963.

Steven Griles,
Acting Director, Office of Surface Mining.

PART 813—ILLINOIS

30 CFR 913.11 is proposed to be
amended to impose an additional

condition by adding a new paragraph (f)
1o read as follows:

§913.11 Conditions of State regulatory
program approval.

(f) Steps will be taken to terminate the
epproval found in § 913.10 unless Hlinois
submits to the Secretary by
——————— a copy of promulgated
regulations or otherwise amends it
Program to contain provisions no less
effective than 30 CFR 786.19(h) to
require the Stale to deny permit
@ppications and permit revision
Epplications unless the applicant has
submitted proof that all Federal
reclamation fees required under 30 CFR
Subchapter R have been paid.

"R Doc. a3-1a12 Filed 6-15-83 245 am)
BLLING COOE 4310-05-M

30 CFR Part 938

Permanent State Regulatory Program
of Pennsylvania

AGencY: Office of Surface Mining
Reclamation and Enforcement (OSM),
Interior,

ACTION: Proposed rule

SuMmARY: The Office of Surface Mining
Reclamation and Enforcement (OSM), is
considering modifying the deadline for
Pennsylvania to meel condition [d) of its
approved State permanent regulatory
program under the Surface Mining
Control and Reclamation Act of 1977
(SMCRA). The condition relates to
prime farmland requirements for a
permit applicant who proposed to mine
coal in the anthracite region.

DATE: Comments must be received by
July 18, 1983, at the address below. no
later than 4:00 p.m.

ADDRESS: Written comments must be
mailed or hand-delivered to: Robert
Biggi, Director, Harrisburg Field Office,
Office of Surface Mining, 101 South 2nd
Street, Suite L4, Harrisburg,
Pennsylvania 17101.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Robert Biggi, Director, Harrisburg Field
Office, Office of Surface Mining, 101
South 2nd Street, Suite L4, Harrisburg,
Pennsylvania 17101, (717) 782-4036,

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Under 30
CFR 73213(i), the Secretary may
conditionally approve a State
permanent regulatory program which
contains minor deficiencies where the
deficiencies are of such a size and
nature as to render no part of the
program incomplete, the State is aclively
proceeding with steps to correct the
deficiencies, and the State agrees to
correct the deficiencies according to a
schedule set in the notice of conditional
approval. The curing of each deficiency
is a condition of the approval. Steps to
terminate the conditional approval must
be taken if the conditions are not met
according to the schedule. The dates are
established in consultation with the
State, based on the regulatory and
administrative needs of the State's
permanent program and SMCRA and
the time required for changes to be
adopted under State procedures or
legisiative schedules,

On February 29, 1980, the Secretary of
the Interior received & proposed

regulatory program from the State of
Pennsylvania, On October 22, 1980,

-following a review of that proposed

program as outlined in 30 CFR Part 732,
the Secretary of the Interior disapproved
the program. The State resubmitted its
program on January 25, 1982, and,

subsequently the Secretary approved
the program conditioned on the
correction of minor deficiencies,
Information pertinent ot the general
background of the permanent program
submission, as well as the Secretary's
findings, the disposition of comments
and explanations of the conditions of
approval of the Pennsylvania program
can be found in the July 30, 1962 Federal
Register (47 FR 33050).

In a letter dated April 25, 1983, from
the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, the
State requested an additional six
months to satisfy condition (d). .

The State explains that because of the
recently passed Regulatory Review Act,
which took effect on March 1, 1983,
proposed regulations must be submitted
fo both houses of the Pennsylvania
General Assembly and an Independent
Regulatory Review Commission prior to
adoption. Proposed regulations can be
disapproved by either the General
Assembly or the Commission. Since a
portion of the condition may require a
regulatory change, and such a revision
must be submitted to the General
Assembly and the Commission,
Pennsylvania claims it is highly unlikely
that the State will be able to meet the
August 1, 1983, deadline for satisfying
the condition.

Therefore, the Secretary proposes to
allow the State until February 1, 1984, to
meet condition (d) pertaining to certain
coal mine permit requirements with
respect to prime farmland in the
anthracite region

The Secretary is continuing to review
with the State all of the outstanding
program conditions. A final rule
implementing this proposed extension
may, in response to public comment, be
different than the one proposed in this
notice,

Additional Determinations

1. Compliance with the National
Environmental Policy Act, The
Secretary has determined that, pursuant
to Section 702{d) of SMCRA, 30 U.S.C.
1292(d), no environmental impact
statement need be prepared on this
rulemamking,

2. Executive Order No. 12291 and the
Regulatory Flexibility Act. On August
28, 1981, the Office of Management and
Budget (OMB) granted OSM an
exemption from Sections 3, 4, 7, and 8 of
Executive Order 12291 for actions
directly related to approval or
conditional approval of State regulatory
programs. Therefore, this action is
exempt from preparation of a Regulatory
Impact Analysis and regulatory review
by OMB.
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The Department of the Interior has
determined that this rule would not have
a significant economic effect on a
substantial number of small entities
under the Regulatory Flexibility Act [5
US.C. 601 et seq.). This rule would not
impose any new requirements; rather, it
would ensure that existing requirements
established by SMCRA and the Federal
rules will be met by the State.

3. Paperwork Reduction Act. This rule
does not contain information collection
requirements which require approval by
the Office of Management and Budget
under 44 U.S.C. 3507.

List of Subject in 30 CFR Part 938
Coal mining, Intergovernmental
relations, Surface mining, Underground
mining.
(Pub. L. 95-87, Surface Mining Control and
Reclamation Act of 1977 (30 U.S.C. 1201 et
seq.))
Dated: june 10, 1983,
]. Steven Griles,
Acting Director, Office of Sarfoce Mining.
The following are proposed
amendments to 30 CFR, Chapter VII,
Subchapter T, Part 938:

PART 9386—PENNSYLVANIA

§9838.11 [Amended]

30 CFR 838.11(d) is proposed to be
amended by substituting “February 1,
1984™ for August 1, 1983 each time it
appears.

[FR Doc. £3-16214 Flled 6-15-83, 845 am)
BILLING CODE 4310-05-M

30 CFR Part 946

Public Comment Period and
Opportunity for Public Hearing on
Proposed Amendment 10 the Virginia
Permanent Regulatory Program

AGeNcY: Office of Surface Mining
Reclamation and Enforcement (OSM),
Interior.

ACTION: Proposed ruje.

SUMMARY: OSM is announcing a public
comment period and oportunity for
public hearing on a proposed
amendment to the Virginia Permanent
Regulatory Program (hereinafter referred
to as the Virginia program) submitted by
the State pursuant to the Surface Mining
Control and Reclamation Act of 1977
(SMCRA). The Proposed amendment
relates to the State’s Coal Surface
Mining Reclamation Fund which is an
alternative reclamation bonding system.
This notice sets forth the times and
locations that the Virginia program and
the proposed amendment are available
for public inspection, the comment
period during which interested persons

may submit written comments on the
proposed asmendment, and information
pertinent to the public hearing.

DATES: Written comments, data or other
relevant information relating to the
proposed amendment to the Virginia
program not received on or before 4:00
p.m. on July 18, 1983, will not necessarily
be considered.

A public hearing on the proposed
maodifications has been scheduled for
July 11, 1983, from 7:00 p.m. to 9:00 p.m.
al the address listed under ADDRESSES.

Any person interested in making an
oral or written presentation at the
hearing should contact Mr. Ralph Cox at
the address or phone number listed
below by July 7, 1983. If no one has
contacted Mr. Cox to express an interest
in participating in the hearing by the
above date, the hearing will not be held.
If only one person has so contacted Mr.
Cox by the above date, a public meeting,
rather than a public hearing, may be
held and the results of the meeting
included in the Administrative Record.

ADDRESSES: Written comments should
be mailed or hand delivered to: Ralph
Cox, Director, Virginia Field Office,
Office of Surface Mining Reclamation
and Enforcement, Highway 23, South,
P.O. Box 628, Big Stone Gap, Virginia
24218,

The Public hearing will be held in the
Conference Room of the Lebanon Area
Office, Office of Surface Mining
Reclamation and Enforcement,
Flannagan and Carroll Streets, Lebanon,
Virginia 24266.

Copies of the Virginia program, the
proposed amendment, a listing of any
scheduled public meetings and all
written comments received in response
to this notice will be available for
review at the OSM and State regulatory
authority offices listed below, Monday
through Friday, 8:00 a.m. to 4:00 p.m.,
excluding holidays:

Office of Surface Mining Reclamation
and Enforcement, Room 5315, 1100 “L"
Street, NW., Washington, D.C. 20240;

Office of Surface Mining Reclamation
and Enforcement, highway 23, South,
Big Stone Gap, Virginia 24219;

Office of Surface Mining Reclamation
and Enforcement, Flannagan and
Carroll Streets, Lebanon, Virginia
24260,

Virginia Division of Mined Land
Reclamation, 622 Powell Avenue,
Drawer U, Big Stone Gap, Virginia
24219,

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:

Ralph Cox, Director, Virginia Field

Office, Office of Surface Mining, P.O.

Box 626, Big Stone Gap, Virginia 24219,

Telephone: (703) 523-4303.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
Virginia program was conditionally
approved by the Secretary of the
Interior on December 15, 1981 {46 FR
61088-61115). Information pertinent to
the general background, revisions,
modifications, and ameéndments to the
proposed permanent program
submission, as well as the Secretary's
findings, the disposition of comments
and a detailed explanation of the
conditions of approval of the Virginia
program can be found in the December
15, 1881, Federal Reghtet. Information
pertinent to the previous amendments
submitted by Virginia concerning
reclamation bonding can be found in the
September 21, 1982, Federal Register (47
FR 41556), in the January 18, 1983,
Federal Register (48 FR 2123) and in the
February 28, 1983, Federal Register {45
FR 8271).

On May 20, 1983, Virginia submitted a
proposed State program consisting of an
act, which amends and reenacts
Sections 45.1~270.2—45.1-270.4 of the
Code of Virginia, passed by the 1983
Virginia General Assembly relating to
the State's Coal Surface Mining
Reclamation Fund (Fund) and a draft
copy of proposed regulations developed

to implement the statutory amendment.
'I'he statutory amendment, referred to as
Chapter 131, modifies the statutory
amendment creating the Fund submitted
by Virginia on July 8, 1982, and
approved by the Director, OSM, on
September 21, 1982 (47 FR 41556).
Chapter 131 would become effective
upon approval by OSM. The draft
proposed regulations to implement
Chapter 131 have been tentatively
approved by the State for adoption on
an emergency basis once Chapter 131
becomes effective, although the
regulations are being processed through
the Virginia Administrative Process Act
reguirements for public comment with &
public hearing scheduled for August 15,
1983. The State also provided a side by
side comparison of the original program
amendment of July 8, 1982, and the
proposed Chapter 131 amendment.

Therefore, OSM requests public
comment on the substantive adequacy
of the above modifications.

Additional Determinations

1. Compliance with the Nationa!
Environmental Policy Act. The
Secretary has determined that, pursuan!
to Section 702(d) of SMCRA, 30 US.C.
1292(d). no environmental impact
statement rieed be prepared for this
rulemaking. -

2. Executive Order No. 12291 and the
Regulatory Flexibility Act. On August
28, 1681, the Office of Management and
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Budge! (OBM) granted OSM an
exemption from Sections 3, 4. 7 and 8 of
Executive Order 12291 for actions
directly related to approval or
conditional approval of State regulatory
programs. Therefore, for this action
0SM s exempt from the requirement to
prepare a Regulatory Impact Analysis
and this action does not require
regulatory review by OMB.

The Department of the Interior has
determined that this rule would not have
# significant economic effect on a
substantial number of small entities
under the Regulatory Flexibility Act (5
U.S.C. 601 et seg.). This rule would not
impose any new requirements; rather, it
would ensure that existing requirements
established by SMCRA and the Federal
rules would be met by the State.

3. Paperwork Reduction Act. This rule
does nol contain information collection
requirements which require approval by
the Office of Management and Budget
under 44 U.S.Cr 3507,

List of Subjects in 30 CFR Part 948

Coal mining, Intergovernmental
relations, Surface mining, Underground
mining.

{Pub, L. 85-87, Surface Mining Control and
Reclamation Act of 1877 (30 U.S.C. 1201 et
seq.))
Dated: June 13, 1963,
James R. Harris,
Director, Office of Surface Mining.
(WX Doc. A3-18213 Filed 8-15-8% 8:48 am|
SILLING CODE 4210-05-M

-——————

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
Coast Guard

33 CFR Part 162
(CGD 78-151)

Inland Waterways Navigation
Regulations; Connecting Waters From
Lake Huron to Lake Erle

Correction

1 In FR Doc. 83-14897 beginning on page
25231 in the issue of Monday, June 6,
1533, make the following correction:

On page 25235, first column,

§162.152(b)(1), in the table, the last entry
should have read,

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
National Park Service
36 CFR Part7

Rocky Mountain National Park,
Colorado; Snowmobile Regulations

AGENCY: National Park Service, Interior,
ACTION: Proposed rule.

sumMMARY: The proposed regulations set
forth below are necessary to provide the
public the opportunity for snowmobile
access in winter to certain areas of
Rocky Mountain National Park and the
adjacent Arapaho National Forest that
are accessible by other vehicles during
other seasons of the year. These
regulations have been designed to
provide for increased recreational use
and enjoyment of park resources as well
as to provide for the preservation of the
Park in a way that is consistent with the
general snowmobile policy of the
National Park Service and the off-road
vehicle policy of the Department of the
Interior. )

DATE: Written comments, suggestions or
objections will be accepted until July 18,
1983.

ADDRESS: Comments should be directed
to: Superintendent, Rocky Mountain
National Park, Estes Park, Colorado
BOS17.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
David J. Essex, Chief Park Ranger,
Rocky Mountain National Park, Estes
Park, Colorado 80517, Telephone: (303)
586-2371.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Background

Executive Order 11644 (37 FR 2877;
February 9, 1972), later amended by
Executive Order 11989, imposed
restraints on off-road uses on Federal
lands in 1972, including snowmobiles.
Pursuant to that order, the National Park
Service promulgated the regulation
contained in 38 CFR 2.34 on April 1,
1974, which had the effect of closing all
National Park System lands to
snowmobiling excep! those specifically
designated as open through publication
of a notice in the Federal Register. The
Superintendent of Rocky Mountain
National Park, in response to Executive
Order 11644, prepared an environmental
assessment of snowmobile use, and
public meetings were held at Grand
Lake, Colorado on October 24, 1973 and
February 28, 1974, to discuss routes and
areas of proposed snowmaobile use on
lands administered by the National Park
Service, including the former Shadow
Mountain Recreation Area. On April 12,
1975, a meeling attended by the Grand

County commissioners, Grand Lake
Chamber of Commerce directors and
snowmobile club officers was held to
hear proposals to open routes in
addition to those proposed in a Federal
Register notice of February 14, 1975 (40
FR 6787). The final nolice was published
in the Federal Register of January 13,
1676 (41 FR 1933) adopting the proposed
routes, plus an additional access trail to
Forest Service land. The route
designations were: (a) Green Ridge
Snowmobile Trail (now under U.S.
Forest Service jurisdiction), (b)
Summerland Park Snowmobile Trail, (c)
Supply Creek Access Snowmobile Trail,
{d) Trail Ridge Road (a portionof * * *),
(e} Bowen Guich Access Trail.

In August of 1977, the National Park
Service appointed a task force to review
snowmobile use in all areas of the
National Park System and to: “develop a
policy * * * that will clearly state the
Nationa! Park Service's position on the
legitimacy of mechanized over snow
travel in the parks and enable the
Superintendents to address the question
uniformly.”

During the winter of 1978-1978, a
series of public meetings were held at
key locations throughout the United
States to hear comments on & proposed
revised national snowmobile policy for
NPS areas. A “Notice of Revised
Snowmobile Policy" was published in
the Federal Register (44 FR 47412) on
August 13, 1979 which stated, in part,
that in areas of the National Park
System where snowmobiling is
permitted, snowmobiles shall be
confined to properly designated routes
and water surfaces, and such routes
shall be promulgated as special
regulations in the Code of Federal
Regulations, Title 36, Part 7.

The designated routes specified in the
proposed rule are necessary to comply
with Servicewide policy. These routes
are as follows: (1) Summerland Park
Route, a .5-mile unplowed roadway
lying in Sections 32 and 33, T4N, R75W,
just north of Grand Lake. The route is a
continuation of a public road
maintained by the Town of Grand Lake
to service its water system, designated
as a town snowmobile route, (2) Supply
Creek Access Route, two spur access
routes of about 2.2 miles connecting
Grand Lake to "Supply Creek Road,"” for
access to Forest Service tralls
designated as snowmobile routes. (3)
Trail Ridge Road. specifically the 17
mile stretch from the West Unit Visitor
Center to Milner Pass, of which the
lower 8.7 miles from Timber Lake
Trailhead to the visitor center would be
plowed and open to dual-use with other
motorized vehicles. (4) Bowen Creek
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Service lands. contacted in the past and listed below: major rule under Exscutive Order 12291,
With the exception of the Treil Ridge 8. Bureau of Reclamation and certifies that this document will not
Road route, the snowmobile routes US. F. Servi e nof
-3 Forest e have a significant economic effect on a
propobed for designation are short- Colorado Division of Wildlife istantal bambir of cutall itisles
distance corridors or spurs leading to Grand County Commissioners o d th:R:guhl = Flexibility Act (5
primary snowmobile use areas outside  Grand County Sheriff's Department ﬁ"seé sl ”q-)"'y ty Act{
park boundaries. The 8.7 miles of dual-  Toyn of Grand Lake (Mayor, Marshal, “This conclusion is based on th
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portion of the Supply Creek Access Grand Lake Metropolitan Recreation Anding this snosmestiie aak po
Route, represent a significant exception District now ranges from 2,500-3.500
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snowmobile policy by allowing Trailblazers Snowmobile Club. ide the the e i
SNOW rs on roads simultaneously 4 outside the park, pmpoud e will
with other motorized vehicles, The In reviewing the old assessment, contribute to the local tourism economy
i addressing new proposals, and of Grand Lake, Colorado, by ensuri
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restrictions to ensure snowmobile safety identifying d dieroam the continued availability of
on dual-use roads. Four short scgments, ~ concems, additi cqnlacft:o:ere snowmobiling opportunities in Rocky
totaling 1.3 miles of abandoned roadway ~Made with representatives UsS. Mountain National Park.

and open land, are used as point-to-
point connectors on the Supply Creek
Access Route to reach snowmobile
routes on adjacent Forest Service lands.
These too represent an exception to the
Servicewide snowmobile policy.

The Act of October 11, 1978 [Pub. L.
95-450; 92 Stat. 1085), created the
Arapaho National Recreation Area,
transferring the former Shadow
Mountain Recreation Area to the U.S.
Forest Service. Certain National Park
Service designated snowmobile routes
were, therefore, transferred to the Forest
Service to manage. House Report 95-
1460, accompanying Pub. L. 95450,
instructed the National Park Seryice to
address the possibility of designating a
snowmobile route along the east shore
of Shadow Mountain Lake, located in
Rocky Mountain National Park, to
connect with the Arapaho National
Recreation Area.

Subsequently, the Act of December 22,
1980 (Pub. L. 86-560; 94 Stat. 3265),
revising (he boundaries of Rocky
Mountain National Park, authorized the
East Shore Trail along Shadow
Mountain Lake for snowmobile use,
provided studies show there will be no
significant adverse impact on wildlife,
Until the required studies are conducted,
the East Shore Trail will not be
proposed as a designated route.

Public Participation

The superintendent initiated action to
prepare another environmental
assessment in the winter of 1979-1980.
The purpose of this environmental
assessment was to re-analyze permitted
snowmobile use in Rocky Mountain
National Park {(West Unit), along with
environmental impacts expected to be
associated with alternative courses of
action addressed, prior to promulgation
of special regulations. This involved
conltinued public involvement through

Fish & Wildlife Service, National
Wildlife Federation (Boulder) and Sierra
Club (Denaver),

Separate contact was made with
private inholders and "use and
occupancy' residents on the question of
plowing the lower portion of Trail Ridge
Road which has been open to dual use
of snowmobiles and other wheeled
vehicles since 1873,

The Environmenta] Assessment was
completed and approved by the Acting
Regional Director on April 4, 1880. Two
public meetings were held on May 20
and 21, 1980 at Denver and Granby,
Colorado, respectively, Written
comments were received on the
assessment until June 30, 1980,

A “Record of Decision” on the
alternatives was prepared on September
16, 1980, along with a “Finding of No
Significant Impact.” for the purposes of
the National Environmental my Act
(42 U.5.C. 4332). Both documents are
availuble from the Superintendent,
Rocky Mountain National Park,

It is the policy of the Department of
the Interior, whenever practical, to
afford the public an opportunity to
participate in the rulemaking process.
Accordingly, interested persons may
submit written comments, suggestions or
objections regarding the proposed
regulations 10 the address noted at the
beginning of this rulemaking,

Drafting Information

The following persons participated in
the writing of these regulations: David |.
Essex, Chief Park Ranger; Darrell C.
Grossman, Supervisory Park Ranger,
both of Rocky Mountain National Park.

Paperwaork Reduction Act

This rule does not contain information
collection requirements which require
approval by the Office of Management
and Budget under 49 U.S.C. 3501 ef seq.

As noted previously, pursuant to the
National Environmental Policy Act (42
U.S.C. 4332), the Service has prepared
an environmenlal assessment on this
proposed regulation which is available
at the address noted above.

Authaority

Section 3 of the Act of August 25, 1916
(39 Stat. 535, as amended; 16 U.S.C, 3}.

Indexing Terms
List of Subjects in 36 CFR Part 7
National parks.

PART 7—{AMENDED]

In consideration of the foregoing. itis
proposed to amend Part 7 of Title 36 of
the Code of Federal Regulations by

adding paragraph (i) to § 7.7, to read as
follows:

§ 7.7 Rocky Mountain National Park.

(i) Snowmobiles. (1) Designated routes
open to snowmobile use: The
Summerland Park Snowmabile Trial, the
Supply Creek Access Snowmobile Trail
the plowed portion of the Trail Ridge
Road between the West Unit Visitor
Center and the Timber Trailhead. the
unplowed partion of the Trial Ridge
Road between the Timber Lake
Trailbead and Milner Pass, and the
Bowen Gulch Access Trail. These routes
will be marked by signs, snow poles or
other appropriate means.

(2) Detailed descriptions of designated
routes and appropriate maps are
available at Park Headquarters, the
West Unit Office and the Grand Lake
Entrance Station.

(3) The maximum speed limit is 35
m.p.h. unless changed by the posting of
appropriate signs. On routes open 10
dual use of both motor vehicles and
snowmobiles, the maximum snowmobi




Federal Register / Vol. 48, No. 117 / Thursday, June 16, 1983 / Proposed Rules
e —— - — e — Cwema - oz

27555

speed limit is 25 m.p.h. All posted speed
limits are subject to further limitations
as required under § 4.14 of this chapter.
No person shall operate a snowmobile
at a speed in excess of the maximum
limits so posted.

(4) On roads designated for
snowmobile use, only that portion of the
road or parking area intended for other
motor vehicle use may be used by
snowmobiles. Such roadway is
avallable for snowmobile use only when
the designated road or parking area is
closed to all other motor vehicle use by
the public except on the dual use routes
described in (5).

(5) Routes open to dual use of both
motor vehicle and snowmobiles: that
portion of the Supply Creek Access
Snowmobile Trial which extends along
the plowed Trial Ridge Road from the
Grand Lake Lodge Road junction to Sun
Valley Road junction, then along the
plowed Sun Valley Road to the Park
boundary where it intersects with a
plowed Grand County road; that portion
of the plowed Trail Ridge Road between
the West Unit Visitor Center and the
Timber Lake Trailhead. On such dual
use routes, the operation of
snowmobiles is permitted only along the
far right portion of the plowed roadway
and in a single-file manner. Dual use
routes will be marked with appropriate
signs and snow poles. The maximum
snowmobile speed limit on such dual
use routes is 25 m.p.h.

(6) The Superintendent shall
determine the opening and closing dates
for use of designated snowmobile routes
each year, taking into consideration the
location of wintering wildlife, road
plowing schedules and other factors that
may relate to public safety, and he/she
shall notify the public of such dates
through normal news media channels.
Temporary closure of dual-use routes for
public safety reasons will be initiated
through the posting of appropriate signs
and/or barriers when road plowing
operations are taking place. Routes will
be open to snowmobile travel when they
are considered to be safe for travel but
not necessarily free of safety hazards.
Snowmobilers may travel these routes

with the permission of the

Superintendent, but at their own risk.
Dated: April 27, 1983.

'. Cnig POMO

Acting Assistant Secretary for Fish and

Wildlife and Parks.

{FR Doc. £3-10087 Filed 6-15-8% 545 em}]

BILLING CODE 4310-70-M

FEDERAL EMERGENCY
MANAGEMENT AGENCY

44 CFR Part 67
[Docket No. FEMA-6535]

National Flood Insurance Program;
Proposed Flood Elevation
Determinations; Connecticut et al.

AGENCY: Federal Emergency
Management Agency.
ACTION: Proposed Rule.

SUMMARY: Technical information or
commentls are solicited on the proposed
base (100-year) flood elevations and
proposed modified base flood elevations
listed below for selected locations in the
nation. These base (100-year) flood
elevations are the basis for the flood
plain management measures that the
community is required to either adopt or
show evidence of being already in effect
in order to qualify or remain qualified
for participation in the National Flood
Insurance Program (NFIP).

DATES: The period for comment will be
ninety (90) days following the second
publication of this proposed rule in a
newspaper of local circulation in each
community,

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Dr. Brian R. Mrazik, Chief, Engineering
Branch, Natural Hazards Division,

Federal Emergency Management
Agency, Washington, D.C. 20472, {202)
287-0230.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
Federal Emergency Management
Agency gives notice of the proposed
determinations of base (100-year) flood
elevations and modified base flood
elevations for selected locations in the
nation, in accordance with Section 110
of the Flood Disaster Protection Act of

PROPOSED BASE (100-YEAR) FLOOD ELEVATIONS

1973 (Pub. L. 93-234), 87 Stat. 880, which
added Section 1383 to the National
Flood Insurance Act of 1968 (Title X1iI of
the Housing and Urban Development
Act of 1968 (Pub, L. 90-448)), 42 US.C.
4001-4128, and 44 CFR 87 .4(a).

These elevations, together with the
flood plain management measures
required by Section 60.3 of the program
regulations, are the minimum that are
required. They should not be construed
to mean the community must change
any existing ordinances that are more
stringent in their flood plain
management requirements. The
community may at any time enact
stricter requirements on its own, or
pursuant to policies established by other
Federal, State, or regional entities.
These proposed elevations will also be
used to calculate the appropriate flood
insurance premium rates for new
buil and their contents and for the
second layer of insurance on existing
buildings and their contents.

Pursuant to the provisions of 5 U.S.C.
605(b), the Associate Director, to whom
authority has been delegated by the
Director, Federal Emergency
Management Agency, hereby certifies
that the proposed flood elevation
determinations, if promulgated, will not
have a significant economic impact on &
substantial number of small entities. A
flood elevation determination under
Section 1363 forms the basis for new
local ordinances, which, if adopted by a
local community, will govern future
construction within the flood plain area.
The elevation determinations, however,
impose no restriction unless and until
the local community voluntarily adopts
flood plain ordinances in accord with
these elevations. Even if ordinances are
adopted in compliance with Federal
standards, the elevations prescribe how
high to build in the flood plain and do
not proscribe development. Thus, this
action only forms the basis for future
local actions. It imposes no new
requirement; of itself it has no economic
impact.

List of Subjects in 44 CFR Part 67

Flood insurance, Flood plains.
The proposed base (100-year) flood
elevations for selected locations are:

#00p0h in
oot abive
Statn City ftown/county Source of flooding Locanon 'mn
n foot
>~ NGVDY.
Corneciicnt Bridgepont, Cty, Faifield County .| Long island Sound sh g oy e 4
Shorelng & Miop Aced watended | 15
Shoroline &t Battery Park Drive extorcsed ...} 7
Shorviine at Bermum Dyve e
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PROPOSED BASE (100-YEAR) FLOOD ELEVATIONS—Continued

City/town/county Source of fooding

Enre shoraling of Bridgepont HamOr ...
Shoreline ot P ity A

Maps avirable for inspaction st the City Engineer’s OMice, City Hadl, Sragepon, Connacticut
Sand conenents to Honorable Leonard Pacietta, Mayor of the City of Brdgeport, 450 Lyon Termce, Bridgepornt, Connectcut 08604,

Comnactiont. ... Okt Saytwook, Town, Micd County .. el Conoactiout Aver..... ... ... South ol mr i
Shoreline at b { s
Shorelne at Dock Road (exbended). o
Shoreline of South Cove st Clinon Avenue (extended)
Shoreline of South Cove at Reed Cove (mdonded) ...
Long istend Sound.........| Entire withen Y

Mags avadable for mapecton ol the Town Hall, 302 Main Steet, Ol Saybrook, Connectiout,
Send comments 1o Honomble Barbars Maynard, First Selectwoman 1or the Town of Otd Saytvock, Town Hall, P.O. Box 618, Old Suytrook, Connecticut 08475,

C Ol Lyme, Town, New London County .. ey LONG toland Sound { Shoreline cast of G PO s i i
Shorotine st Oak Road (extended)...... e |
Conrmctiont R .| Shoreline of Lord Cove 800 feet north of Binney Road

(extonded)
Shoreline a! HunBioy Road {extended)
Shoretine at Noyes Road (o

Maps avaiable for inspection st the Town Hak, Office of Planning and Bulidng, Old Lyma, Connacticut.
Send comments 1o Honombie Wallace Moorw, First Solectman for the Town of Old Lyme, Momorial Hall, Oid Lyme, Connecticut 08371,

(o - T — Long Island Sound .| Westamn corpocale Bmits 10 Street
Jotlerson Stroet 10 Stratiord PoInt ...
Siratiord Point 1o Cmto Polt
Fitn A oxiended
York Street
Shont w‘w

Horr

Maps avallable for inspection st the Office of the Commissiooer of Sulldngs, Statford, Commoctiout.
Sand comments 10 Honomible Gloria Mirsa, Town Manager of Stratiord, 2725 Main Street, Stratioed, Comnecticut 06497

FIONAN e ity of Codar Key, Levy County d Gt OF WA Al the ¥ ch of Sheicrest Avenve and Gulf
Soulevard.

Al the intarsection of Mere Sroet and Shend Street |
Maps avadable for inspacsion at City Clerk's Office, Gty Mall, Second Sireet, Cadav Koy, Fiorida 32625,
Send comments 1 Mayor Gary Haldeman or Ms. Frances Hodges, City Clerk, Oity Hat, P.0. Box 417, Codar Koy, Flonda 32625,

Flodda U P d Arean of Hernando County.

Ghillt OF Me00 — il =
Guit of Mesdco/indan Bay ... .

Gutl of Mexico/Utte Pire Bay .
Gulf of Mexico/Censipeds Bay ...

Gl of Maxico/Rock isiand Bay ..
Gt of Maxico/Crassehowitzke
Bay.

§

e
Iy

14
:f
I
|
§

z
gé
L
g i
§

Maps avalacse 10or mepoction at Board of County Commissioners’ Oce, John Law Ayers Bulding. 1 North Brooksvite A Brooksville, Florida 33572
Send comments 1o Mr, Henry Ledbetter, Chasrman or WM. Greg Copeland, Vice Chairman, Board of County Commissioners, P.0, Box 185, Brookwvitle, Florida 23512,

Flords .. — e - Gest of W At of Aragon Drive and Riversde Drive .
Withiacoochee River | Just oast of water control siructure on overtiow chan-
el localed just north of Ingis Lock.

Maps avadable for inapocion at Town Hal, Highway 40 West, Ingls, Florida 32649,
Sond commants 10 Meyor Martha Edand or Me, Bennett Waites, Bullding inspoctar, Town Hall, P.O. Drawte 429, Inghs, Fionida 32849

FW;.‘._‘_*.M“.__IWMWM_--, o N Frvee {c«-amdeu-wmwuw-
Manatoe Fver Road
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PROPOSED BASE {100-YEAR) FLOOD ELEVATIONS—Continued

#Depth
st above
St ity Mewn/county Scurce of fioaang Locaton B St 3
n oot
INGVD)
Braden Fver .| At the mtersecson of Linger Lodge Road and Braden e
River Roed.
Gamble Creeh 1125 feet south kom the cenar of indersecton of Jm il
. Cavis Rosd ard Godt Course
MR Crook ] Canier of Upper Manatos Rivor Road crossing ... 12
Bowkes Croeh | Conter of intorsection of Danny Drve and Magelten ‘15
) Drive
Frog Crook 80 foet upsirearm trom he center of U.S. Highway 41 _| "
Litte Manates River .. __Jnnmmuummm ‘a2
I the stream
Mynkia Raver - A Conter of State Mghway 70 Crossing . 39
Gut of Mexico e 150 feet west from the center of intersection of s
Vacant Siroet and State Hghway 789,
150 foot west from the corter of inlersecton of did 14
Avonue and 36th Stroet
Tampa Bay .. ] 00RO OF US. Highwey 19, .. i ‘14
Al the contwr of intersection of Flamingo Foad and 12
Spoontlll Road West.
150 foot west from the center of intecsaction of 45M “”
Street and 8th Avenue Boulevard West
Al the conler of intersection of Bayshore Drive and -
Hoseshoa Loop Road.
Al the center of imersecton of Tapon Road and 10
Dolphin Lane
Al the cenler of inlirsection of Seabosrd Coast Line "
Fafroad and Armstrong Road
Al the cerer of indersection of S0th Street NW. and ‘8
Riverview Boulevard NW.
Sarasols Bay.oo . | B0 w0t wost from the conter of intersection of Somer ‘18
et Avenue and Longbay Boulevard,
170 foet southwost from the canter of intersection of 7
Bay Drive and Smith Averwe.
Al the center of indersection of 22nd Street and Bay “16
Orive.
Al the cander of inber of W oland Drive s
and Ganes Avenoe.
Al the center of intarsection of Pesd Avenue and e
Broughton Drve.
| At the center of intarsection of Senih Averwe and M)
| Auburn Avence. '
| Al the center of intersaction of 340 Steet West and "2
| Bayshors Gardens Parkway.
lnumumawmwm i)
Rosd.
| 550 feet southeast from the canter of indersection of *10,
| 7o Streat North anct Vacant Sreet, l
Laho Manatee. ... At the center of State Mighway 64 croseng ‘45
Was are svadable for inspection &t the Planning and Developmant Department, 212 6th Avenue East, Bradenton, Florida.
5end commants 10 the Honorable Edward W. Chance, 1115 Manates Avenue West, Bradenton, Flonda 33506,
Flonca B {devmwm__ i r— rwaum e risrie| N wSIOMMOSt @nd Of Hodges tsland ... FI 3l
' | At Intersection of Riversido Drve and 58th Stroet 12
Maps evatable for mepoction at Town Hall, Harmony Lana, Yankeetown, Flords 32608,
Send comments 1o Mayer Floban Rousch of Mr. Havbert Heasch, Zoning Officer, Town Hat, P O, Box 200, Yankeetown, Fionds 32696,
]
& = (Uninc). Champaign County... .. | Just upstream of State Route 47 .. *2:;
e
“726
759
T4
‘654
nz
‘708
126
604
About 0.13 mée upstream of US. Route 150 “eas
Copper Sowgh —| Just ypstream Of IntGrstabe 57 712
| About 500 feet upstream of Westbound Imerstate 72 ‘T34
| Just upstream of Cormat e e *750
Mnmvw-nmmmmmsmummmm
_&mmnmwmmmmmwmmm.mmmm
. e TOMMWM__ T I'o-M._____.._.._- About 0.5 mie downsream of Ciacago and Norfwest- 081
em Ratroad. ‘.e7
About 1,500 feet ypstream of County Road E35. | 38
About 1 me W of the confi of Braddy
Creek.
U e somie At AT A - ‘5N
Just upstream of South i Street = 863
Al upsizeam comporste st BowL T - ‘o0
Anson Croek = | Mouth at Linn Crook., ‘877
Just upsiream of South Center Street ... *Hes
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PROPOSED BASE (100-YEAR) FLOOD ELEVATIONS—Continued
#D0pm 1
oot above
Stata City HMown/ county Sowte of fooding Location 7 simori)
oavDr

"
)
894
e
Mags avedable for inapocton at City Hal, P.O. Box #757, Marshalown, Jowi.
Sand comemmnts 10 Honorabie Howwd Stagaiman, Mayor, Oty of Marshalitown, Gty Hall, P.0. Box #757, Marshaitown, lowa 50158,
- SSRGS e gnm)PolOam.....-w.. st ] FOUSS Crook | City of Dea Moinos corporate bmits ... S— ‘o
Just downstream of Checago and North Wesltern Rad- .~
ro8d (downstream crossng)
Just downstream of Interstate 35 808
Just upstream of NE 110t A o
Just upsty ‘w0
Just downstream of NE 134 Stvest 0%
Just upstream of NW 1581 Avenue )
Al upsveam *1,008
MU Crook | JUBE upstream of SE 58t Averue *
About 100 feat upstream of SE 20th Avenus 803
- downstream of NE 12th Avorue &0
Just upstraam of NE 27th Avenue 5
Just downstraam of Chicago, Rock istand and Paciic 892
Just upstream of Chicago, Rock island and Pacific 897
Ratoad (Gownsteam
Just downstream of Chicapo, Rock istand and Pacific e
(upsiream crosaing).
About 150 feat upstreamn of NE 80T Streel.......| 200
Al City of Bond > Senits | )
crossing).
Mud Creok (sbove the Cry of Bon- | City of Bounduant corporate Bmits (upstraan cross- T H
ng.
Just downstream of NE D4th Avenue ... o2
ROCK Crouk ..ot srns] ADOUE 0,51 mile UDSIrRmN OF MOV 81
Just upstream of State Highway 415, "85
Just upstream of NE 102nd A 841
Just downstroam of Chicago and North Westem Faes- ‘5
road
Spang Croes A———— | ADOWt 100 fost upsvream of SE 82nd Street .. ... ':Na
880
“urs
o
- “88
o9n?
‘o
s
LT e S —— ‘864
879
*B56
North Walout Croes *852
07
913
o4
Tributary 1o Wainut croek...... a7
Just upstroam of Chicago, Miwaukos, St Paul and 801
Pacific Rosdroad.
About 1.3 miles upstream of Chicago, Mowaukes, St o0
Poul and Pacilic Raivoad,
Boaver Cromt .| City of Johnston Ci lents (o crons- ‘a2
).
Just upstream of Herrold Street Merrold Streed .| K
Just dow of Highway 141 *842
Uit Beaver Croek ... ] Miouth 8t Beweor Croek ‘&2
Just upatream of NW 10080 Steet .o 858
. Just upotream of State Highway 141 . 87
City of Grimes comporate Srmits (UDMMOGM CrOBSING). . 919
Litte Boaver Croek wibutary .| Mouth &t LIEo Boaver Cromk ..ot Tote
About 0.4 mde downstream of State Highway 44 .. a2
: Just Gownstream of Trad Ridge RO8d ... 032
TORNADY A’ ... | MOUEh 8t Litle Basver crosk. 908
About 100 feet downstream Chicago. Mitwaukee, St ‘910
Paul and Pecific Raliroad ”
Just wpstream of Chicago, Miwaukee, St Paut and 925
Pacific Raloed. J o

Maps avatable for mepoction al the Physcal Planning Department, 5508 N.W. 14th, Doa Momes, ows.

Send comments 10 Honorble Jack Bishop, Ciairman of the Board of Supervisors, 2nd and Court, Des Moines. lowa 50313,

Just upstream of NW 142nd Stroet ...

New Jorsoy

-| Brick, Townshp, Ocoan Coumty.. ..

Kotto Crook Entire withen Y ey
Samegat Bay M. g Road ...
Swan Pont i
Havens

s
“11
!
2
8
7



Federal Register / Vol. 48, No. 117 / Thursday, June 16, 1983 / Proposed Rules 27559
e ——
PROPOSED BASE (100-YEAR) FLOOD ELEVATIONS—Continved
—— | #Depth
] feet above
State Coty e/ county Source of ficodng Locason P ot 2
in feat
(NGVD)
Metadeconk BNver .....| Dock Road - TIPS - ‘s
Manasquan River Entre within Y ‘s
Vaps avaliable for inspection at the Brick Municipsl Suliding, 401 Chambaers Bridge Road. Brick. New Jorsey.
Serd commants 10 Honorable John H. Kinnevy, Mayor of the Township of Brick, 401 Chambers Brioge Roed, Brick , New Jersey 08723
Now JErB0Y. et Clindon, Township, Hunteedon County.—..oeee.| South Branch Rastan River Most o Mersty 202
Gray Rock Roed qw LSRR s 213
1575 wuwmm e 2%
. At corporste kmits 31107 downstream of Cokesbury 200
Cokesbury Road (upsty sige) *ae
MOSE LpSIream COPonmie mite .| 37
Beover Brook ... O P hmvis 207
Easbound State Route 31 (upatr woe) ‘218
Allarton Road (upr wde) ‘234
Upstream of CONRAIL ) 290
South Branch, Rockaway Croek .| Downstream corporate Sits 173
Biossom Ml Road #t frst upstream corporale kmits 212
Al most upstream coponate bmits with the Borough of =
Lebanon
W0t avadabie for nspecton at the Cindon Muricipal Buliding, West Street, Clinton, New Jersey.
Serd comments 10 Honaratle Theodore Savege, Mayor of the Township of Clinton, P.O. Box 38, Annandaie, Now Jersey 08801,
Nerw JOTSOY o] Frunkiis Lakes, Borough, Bergen County. | Hohokus Brook D | PN ‘312
mmummfmm ........... 325
Upstream sde of Pulls A e <-4
m sde of spiway upstream of Waobd- ‘348
Avenue bridge.
ApeH ly 50 feot up of O\ Ml Road ... 365
mmamuoo\roum.__ et —— 3n
Pond Brook . — [ 226
mmumm..______ sy
Upstroam sde of dam upstream of Colona) Road... o
Upstr side of S Ay *408
mmumummurw e
Vacs svadablo for nspecton a1 the Franidn Lakes Municipal Buliding, DeKorte Drive, Frankiin Lakos, Now Jorsey.
VS‘MM‘ o K ble Wilkam J. Vichy Mayor of the Borough of Frankiin Lakes, Dekorte Drwve, Frankiin Lakes, New Jorsey 07417,
Now JOMOY. ]mcqonwcuq | Mewark Bay : | wine of Y | *10
| Upper New York Bay..... € of ty d *10
Nags avalable for inspection at the Division of Engineering, Pubic Works Bullding, 575 Route 440, Jeesey City, New Jorsey.
‘ZM~MI'OWWMM¢WM 260 Grove Street, Municipal Buiding, Jersey City, New Jersey 07302
Now Jarsey | Nepune, Townstvp, Monenouth Courty [ Atanse Ocosn " Erore snoresne e v { "1
| i Shark River I s a1 Sylvan Drive (extended)._______| *10
Vacs avadadie for at the Neptune T Municips! Buliding, 25 Neptune Boulevard, Neptune, New Jersey.
»Sfrf‘:mmmmumu mmanrmamvoum&mmmow
New York st Corinth, Township, Saratoge County.—.. ... ....| Hudson River . .| Do P lnits 558
L Amity. - e
Stued Crook. At confk 5 L U, e S m— ‘558
Upstream of comporate imits of Village of Connth .. 508
Heath Road upslr ‘618
Vaps avatabie for inspection et the Townhall, 600 Paimer Averue, Corinth, Now York 12622,
_S“L‘wmbWMWMMGNTMUMTMMMWMMMYGI!2322.
Now York — 7-'Camvmmc«m“._._._.._~..‘_.. Husaon River o [R50 ]
wmnunn 524
Upetr Curtis M Dam 557
Upsty conporate keruts. 558
Sturdevant Crook. .| Al CONMNCE WD HUKISON FIVE s 558
Upstream Magle Street 565
O Paper G y Radoad ... 501
Upstroam coponmte S *508
1408 avatatie for inapecton af he Vilage Hall 260 Main Street, Vitsge of Coniih, New York,
‘S«uwmummomtMW“NMUMMMZ&MMMGMMYM|2822
Now Yok et HEHMOON, Town, Saratoga County.... .| Anthony Kill.... O COMOrate Bty "1086
Upstr footbeidge 152
Upstream of Coons C W Road "156
Upstream corporate lmts 160
Dwaas Mot D corporate fends m
Upx por hmity *154
Hooson Rwel o) Don v s *38
Downstream Lock No. 2 ‘45
Upstream corporate kemits ‘61
Mohawe Rover Oownst:eam Corp s *193
Upstr - ety 188
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PROPOSED BASE (100-YEAR) FLOOD ELEVATIONS—Continued

-

Caty Nown/ county ' Sowrce of flooding
!
!
a

Maps avadatie for nspecton al the Town Hall Buking Department, Harms Road, Halt Moon, New York
Send comments 1o Honorable John Dudek. Supervescr of tha Town of Half Moon, Town Hall. Harris Goad. Hait Moon. New York 12158,

Now York . 'Wlwc«'uwc«m»_. - ‘smm___immm.
!

Hudson Rver

Maps avalable for inspection sl he Offics of the Cy Engineer, City Hall. | Gamanghan Onve, Xingston, New York
Send commants 1o Honorabie Donald E. Ouick, Mayor of the City of Xingston, Gty Mafl, 1 Gamanghan Drive, Kingston, New Yok

14
New York . -| Malta. Town, Saratoge County . - | Balston Croek ... et DOWNStroam corporate Neits ...,

!
iuomngm -
‘Ar.lhonynl

Kayadecossems Croek,

:

I | Round Lake

: | Saretoga Lake
Maps sviiiatie for nspection at the Town Hall, RO 3, Balision Spa, New York
Send comments 10 Honarable David Meager, Supecdacr of the Town of Matta. Malta Town Hall, RD. 3, Badston Spa, Now York 12020

Now York . | Marcy, Town, Onede County...__ | Mohaws Rover | Most downstream corporate Smits ..
v Upstroam New York State Thruwsy....

Maps avadatie 1or inspecton at Be Town Mal, 9455 Toby Roed, Marcry, New York 13403
MMUWFMM&mdn?omdm,ﬂﬂfoo,ﬂmu«w.u-vmlm

New York s | UNSB0¢, Town, Uister County... E Crook

Rondout Creoh

Hodson River
Maps avadadle for mspectin at the Glerk’s Office, Town Hall, Lake Katrine, Now York.

Send commaents to Honorable Charles Fidor, Scpervisor, Town of Ulster, Town Hall, Lake Katrine, Now York 12449
New York = e A Orwica Lake
Ene Caral

Wood Creek
Fish Croek

Maps avadadie tor ot the Muncpel Buldng, Foute 13, Syvan Beach, New York.
Senc commants 10 Honorable Josaph DeFazio, Mayor of the Viltage of Sylvan Baach, P.O Box 504, Sylvan Beach, New York 13157
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=
PROPOSED BASE (100-YEAR) FLOOD ELEVATIONS—Continued
’ n
foct Shove
Sute Cay town/ county Scurce of ficodng Locaton B s
n foet
INGVD).
MMMMUMM ‘440
d Croek o fet2
Oneida Lake ““‘ -mEth sttt ettt s
Etie Canal Confy L B2 N R ———— 373
Maps svalable 10f inspection at the Town Hall, Route 4D, Vienna, New York
Serd & 10 H e Goorge Ham \ Supervisor of the Town of Vienna, P.O. Box 127, North Bay, New York 13123
N YO | WarTonsurg, Town, Wamen County .| HOOSON AN o Upstream of State Route 418 . ——— . ‘018
Appraximately 15,000° ypstream of State Route 418 6
Aop y 26,000° ups of State Roule 418 ‘ase
‘687
209
618
‘o34
‘049
‘685
‘688
o *701
uu-mumuwos” e N2
Upstream corp S T4
Meps avallable for iInspection &t e Emerson Town Hall, Assessor's Office, Main Stroet, Warrensburg, New York.
Serd comments ta Honorsble Charles E. Hastings, Supervisor of the Town of Warrensburg, Emenson Town Hall, Main Street, Warrensturg, New York 12885,
Feroayhvania ... .| Dary, Township, D County Darby Crook O P Smits. 1
Upsty Hook Road. bt
Up ° Wty *10
Cobbs Crook Conth A, ol e e Lt SN “19
Upstream corporate fimits. ‘20
Musiinipatis Croek D P A ‘68
Up tootbrdge ‘83
Ups P ivts -
Maps avaiable for inspection &t the Darby Township Bullding. 1063 Cach A Gi Py Ava
f«ambmmmtmwun-w wuwm-.mm‘m
Fercayvania Warwick, T w0, Chestor County Frooch Crook .} County Pack Road. 2
wmmmawm a7
side) 418
wnumdrmm# ‘448
m.vmuwummusmm.mmm.mnwu&wmMmh.
smcmmnmemm.manwmrmmawu. 1, Box 164, Elverson, Pennsylvania 18520,
Texas et Bonney, Town, Brazoria Covnty. ... Oystor Crook. Southorn corporale Bmits near Access Roed (upstream ‘a4
sido) located south of FM 655,
FM 855 (uped 806) bt
Norhern corp ity ‘a7
Maos avallable for inspection at the Town Hall, Rosharon, Texas.
s«oc.mmbmmzm.muutmum.sanwr«.nm.
Waconsin. ... _‘-Jmaumvr* ha County ) Jeommvar——— — Jomnwe vty | *780
u‘wumbmumwwmwmmwnmmumm
_&va_cmmwmmcnmmwmmmsommmmummwm
Weconsn_ ——]MM.WC&M _._.] W Fanvor [ ara it | 1,048
| &t vpstream corporate st ! 1,047
m.vmwmaumcmwmmw glon A , Plover, W in.
an‘ umnwmnmwmwum Village Hal, 704 Washingion Avenue, Plover, Wisconun 54487,
Waconsin.. e (V) Wyeitio, M County South Fork L « Fver. Just ups f (w30 and North Wastern flat tad o7
w 055 mie upsieam of Chicego end North ‘"e
Western Radroed.

“‘“‘“"‘W'b'mmnuv-mw-mvuwmao.aaur.m.m
_chanMvawMMdMMMRO.Mllr.mmmn

(\Sdl‘n'ml Flood Insurance Act of 1968 (Title XIII of Housing and Urban Development Act of 1968), effective January 28, 1969 (33 FR 17804,
nNovember 28, 1968), as emended; 42 U.S.C. 4001-4128; Executive Order 12127, 44 FR 19367: and delegation of authority to the Associate

Director)
lssued: June 3, 1963,
Dave McLoughlin,
Deputy Associate Director, State and Local Progroms and Support.

¥ Doc. 83-15621 Filed 0-15-83: 848 am)
BiLLNG CODE 6718-03-M
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FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS
COMMISSION

47CFRPart 73
[MM Docket No. 83-490; RM-4395]

TV Broadcast Station in Fort Scott,
Kansas and Poplar Bluff, Missourt;
Proposed Changes In Table of
Assignments

AGENCY: Federal Communications
Commission.

ACTION: Proposed rule.

suMMARY: This action proposes to
assign UHF television Channel 26 to
Fort Scott, Kansas, as its first television
assignment, In response to a petition
filed by K of K Communications, Inc.
DATES: Comments must be filed on or
before July 18, 1983, and reply comments
on or before August 2, 1983.

ADDRESS: Federal Communications
Commission, Washington, D.C. 20554,
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Mark N. Lipp, Mass Media Bureau (202)
634-6530.

List of Subjects in 47 CFR Part 73

Television broadcasting.

In the matter of; amendment of § 73.606(b),
Table of Assignments, TV Broadcast Stations
(Fort Scott, Kansas and Poplar Bluff,
Missouri), MM Docket No. 83-490, RM-4395,

Proposed Rule Making

Adopted: May 9, 1983,
Released: June 2, 1083,

By the Chief, Policy and Rules Division.

1. The Commission herein considers s -

petition for rule making filed March 7,
1983, by K of K Communications, Inc.
(“petitioner”) seeking the assignment of
UHF television Channel 26 to Fort Scott,
Kansas, as its first television
assignment. Petitioner submitted
information in support of the proposal
and expressed an interest in applying
for the channel, if assigned.

2. Fort Scott {population 8,803)," seat
of Bourbon County (population 15, 969),
is located in eastern Kansas,
approximately 140 kilometers (83 miles)
south of Kansas City. It has no local TV
service.

3. Petitioner states that Fort Scott has
demonstrated remarkable population
stability between the 1960 and 1980
censuses. Petitioner believes that Fort
Scott is a vibrant area deserving a first
television service,

4. The proposed assignment meets all
spacing requirements if the offset of

'Population figures are taken from the 1680 US.
Census Advance Reports,

unused and unapplied for Channel *26
at Poplar Bluff, Missouri, is changed. In
view of the above and the fact that Fort
Scott could receive its first local
commercial television broadcast service,
we shall seek comments on the proposal
to amend the Television Table of
Assignments (§ 73.606(b) of the
‘Commission’s Rules) with respect to the
following communities:

Channel Mo,
Prosend | Proposed

City
Fort Scott, Kansas .. =
Popinr Blult, Mesout... ...

= == 26
154, "20- |15+, "284

5. The Commissicn's authority to
institute rule making proceedings,
showings required, cut-off procedures,
and filing requirements are contained in
the attached Appendix and are
incorporated by reference herein.

Note.—A showing of continuing interest is
required by paragraph 2 of the Appendix
before a channel will be assigned.

6. Interested parties may file
comments on or before July 18, 1983, and
reply comments on or before August 2,
1883, and are advised to read the
Appendix for the procedures.

7. The Commission has determined
that the relevant provisions of the
Regulatory Flexibility Act of 1980 do not
apply to rule making proceedings to
amend the TV Table of Assignments,

§ 73.806(b) of the Commission's Rules.
See, Certification that Sections 603 and
604 of the Regulatory Fiexibility Act Do
Not Apply to Rule Making to Amend
8§ 73.202(b), 73.504 and 73.606(b) of the
Commission’s Rules, 46 FR 11549,
published February 9, 1961,

8. For further information concerning
this proceeding, contact Mark N. Lipp,
Mass Media Bureau, (202) 634--8530.
However, members of the public should
note that from the time a Notice of
Proposed Rule Making s issued until the
matter is no longer subject to
Commission consideration or court
review, all ex parte contacts are
prohibited in Commission proceedings,
such as this one, which involve channel
assignments. An ex parte contact is a
message (spoken or written) concerning
the merits of a pending rule making
other than comments officially filed at
the Commission ar oral presentation
required by the Commission. Any
comment which has not been served on
the petitioner constitutes an ex parte
presentation and shall not be considered
in the proceeding. Any reply comment
which has not been served on the
person(s) who filed the comment to
which the reply Is directed constitutes

an ex parte presentation and shall not
be considered in the proceeding.

(Secs. 4. 303, 48 stat., as amended, 1068, 1082,
47 US.C. 154, 303)

Federal Communications Commission.
Roderick K. Porter,

Chief. Policy and Rules Division, Moss Media
Bureau,

Appendix

1. Pursuant to authority found in
Sections 4(i), 5(d)(1), 303 (g) and (r), and
307(b) of the Commissions Act of 1934,
as amended, and §§ 0.61, 0.204(b) and
0.283 of the Commission's Rules, it /s
proposed to amend the TV Table of
Assignments, § 73.606(b) of the
Commission's Rules and Regulations, as
set forth in the Notice of Proposed Rule
Making to which this Appendix is
attached.

2. Showings Required. Comments are
invited on the proposal(s) discussed in
the Notice of Proposed Rule Making to
which this Appendix is attached.
Proponent(s) will be expected to answer
whatever questions are presented in
initial comments. The proponent of a
proposed assignment is also expected to
file comments even if it only resubmits
or incorporates by reference its former
pleadings. It should also restate its
present intention to nr(pi‘ly for the
channel if it is ass and, if
authorized, to build a station promptly.
Failure to file may lead to denial of the .
request.

3. Cut-off %cedums.m‘l‘:e following
procedures govern
consideration of filings in this
proceeding.

(&) Counterproposals advanced in this
proceeding itself will be considered, if
advanced in initial comments, so that
parties may comment on them in reply
comments. They will not be considered
if advanced in reply comments. (See
§ 1.420(d) of the Commission’s Rules.)

(b) With respect to petitions for rule
making which conflict with the
proposal(s) in this Notice, they will be
considered as comments in the
proceeding, and Public Notice to this
effact will be given as long as they are
filed before the date for filing initial
comments herein. If they are filed later
than that, they will not be considered in
connection with the decision in this
dockel.

{c) The filing of a counterproposal
may lead the Commission to assign a
different channel than was requested for
any of the communities involved.

4. Comments and Reply Commenls;
Service. Pursuant to applicable
procedures set out in § 1.415 and 1.420 o
the Commission's Rules and
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fegulations, interested parties may file
wmments and reply comments on or
pefore the dates set forth in the Notice

of Proposed Rule Making to which this
Appendix is attached. All submissions
by parties to this proceeding or persons
wling on behalf of such parties must be
made in written comments, reply
wmments, or other appropriate
pleadings. Comments shall be served on
(b petitioner by the person filing the
wmments. Reply comments shall be
wrved on the person(s) who filed
wmments to which the reply is directed.
Such comments and reply comments
s2all be accompanied by a certificate of
service. [See § 1.420 (a), (b) and (c) of

tre Commission’s Rules.)

5. Number of Copies. In accordance
with the provisions of § 1.420 of the
Commission's Rules and Regulations, an
original and four copies of all comments,
reply comments, pleadings, briefs. or
other documents shall be furnished the
Commission.

6. Public Inspection of Filings. All
flings made in this proceeding will be
available for examination by interested
parties during regular business hours in
lhe Commission’s Public Reference
Room at its headquarters, 1918 M Street,
NW., Washington, D.C.
7R Doc £3-16101 Piled 6-15-20: 84S asm)

BLUNG CODE §712-07-M

{7CFR Part 73
(MM Docket No. 83-488; RM-4425)

TV Broadcast Stations in Gainesviile,
Florida; Proposed Changes in Table of
Assignments

AGENCY: Federal Communications
Commission.

ACTION: Proposed rule.

SUMMARY: This action proposes to

4ssign UHF television Channel 61 to
Gainesville, Florida. as its third
television service, as requested by Holt-
Robinson Communications.

DA‘TES: Comments must be filed on or
before July 18, 1983, and reply comments
on or before August 2, 1983.

ADDRESS: Federal Communications
Commission, Washington. D.C. 20554.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:

Philip S. Cross, Mass Media Bureau
1202) 632-5414.

List of Subjects in 47 CFR Part 73
Television breadcasting.
Proposed Rule Making

'.ln the matter of; amendment of § 73.606(b).
féble of Assignments. TV Broadcast Stations

(Gainesville, Florida), MM Docket No. 83488,
RM-4425,

Adopted: May 9. 1983.
Released: June 2. 1983.
By the Chief. Policy and Rules Division.

1. The Commission has before it a
petition filed by Holt-Robinson
Communications ("Holt") to assign UHF
television channel 61 to Gainesville,
Florida, as its third television outlet.
Gainesville (population 81,371) ! the seat
of Alachua County {population 151,348),
is located in north central Florida,
approximately 105 kilometers (65 miles)
southwest of Jacksonville, Florida. Holt
states tht Gainesville, often referred to
as the "University City,” is the focal
point for health and educational
services throughout the state and is also
the agricultural hub of Florida. Holt
further states that if the proposed
assignment is made, it will promptly
apply for a construction permit to
operate on the channel and will, if
granted, construct and operate a new
television station on the channel. The
proposed assignment meets all minimum
spacing requirements of our Rules.

2. In view of the foregoing, we
conclude that the public interest would
be served by our proposing an
amendment of the TV Table of
Assignments, § 73.606{b) of the
Commission's Rules, for the following
community:

o Chanret No
Prosen Propased
Garwenvile, Flonas S *5-, 20 *S-. 20,
61+

3. The commission's authority to
institute rule making proceedings,
showings required, cut-off procedures,
and filing requirements are contained in
the attached Appendix and are
incorporated by reference herein.

Note.—A showing of continuing interest is
required by paragraph 2 of the Appendix
before a channel will be assigned.

4. Interested parties may file
comments on or before July 18, 1983, and
reply comments on or before Aogust 2,
1983, and are advised to read the
Appendix for the proper procedures.

5. The Commiu'i,on has determined
that the relevant provisions of the
Regulatory Flexibility Act of 1980 do not
apply to rule making proceedings to
amend the TV Table of Assignments,

§ 73.606(b) of the Commission’s Rules.
See, Certification that Sections 603 and

' Population figures are taken from the 1860 US.
Census Advance Report.

604 of the Regulatory Flexibility Act Do
Not Apply to Rule Making to Amend

§3 73.202(b), 73.504 and 73.606{b) of the
Commission's Rules, 48 FR 11549,
published February 9, 1981.

6. For further information conceming
this proceeding, contact Philip S. Cross.
Mass Media Bureau, (202) 632-5414.
However, members of the public should
note that from the time a Notice of
Proposed Rule Making is issued until the
matter is no longer subject to
Commission consideration, or court
review, all ex parte conlacts are
prohibited in Commission p )
such as this one, which involve channel
assignments. An ex parte contact is @
message (spoken or written) concerning
the merits of a pending rule making,
other than comments officially filed at
the Commission. or oral presentation
required by the Commission. Any
comment which has not been served on
the petitioner constitutes an ex parte
presentation and shall not be considered
in the proceeding. Any reply comment
which has not been served on the
person(s) who filed the comment, to
which the reply is directed, constitutes
an ex parte presentation and shall not
be considered in the proceeding.

[Secs. 4, 303, 48 Stat.. as amended, 1066, 1062:
47 US.C. 154, 303)

Federal Communications Commission.
Roderick K. Porter,

Chief. Policy and Rules Division, Mass Media
Bureau,

Appendix

1. Pursuant to authority found in
Sections 4(i). 5(d)(1). 303 (g} and (r), and
307(b) of the Communications Act of
1934, as amended, and §§ 0.61, 0.204(b)
and 0.283 of the Commission's Rules, /¢
is proposed to amend the TV Table of
Assignments, § 73.606(b) of the
Commission’s Rules and Regulations, as
set forth in the Notice of Proposed Rule
Making to which this Appendix is
attached.

2. Showings Required. Comments are
invited on the proposal(s) discussed in
the Notice of Proposed Rule Making to
which this Appendix is attached.
Proponent(s} will be expected to answer
whatever questions are presented in
initial comments. The proponent of a
proposed assignment is also expected to
file comments even if it only resubmits
or incorporates by reference its former
pleadings. It should also restate its
present intention to apply for the
channel if it is assigned, and., if
authorized. to build a station promptly.
Failure to file may lead to denial of the
request.
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3. Cut-off Procedures. The following
procedures will govern the
consideration of filings in this
proceeding.

{a) Counterproposals advanced in this
proceeding itself will be considered, if
advanced in initial comments, so that
parties may comment on them in reply
comments. They will not be considered
if advanced in reply comments. (See
§ 1.420{d) of the Commission's Rules.)

(b) With respect to petitions for rule
making which conflict with the
proposal(s) in this Notice, they will be
considered as comments in the
proceeding, and Public Notice to this
effect will be given as long as they are
filed before the date for filing initial
comments herein. If they are filed later
than that, they will not be considered in
connection with the decision in this
docket,

{c) The filing of a counterproposal
may lead the Commission to assign a
different channel than was requested for
any of the communities involved.

4. Comments and Reply Comments;
Service. Pursuant to applicable
procedures set out in §§ 1.415 and 1.420
of the Commission's Rules and
Regulations, interested parties may file
comments and reply comments on or
before the dates set forth in the Notice
of Proposed Rule Making to which this
Appendix is attached. All submisstons
by parties to this proceeding or persons
acting on behalf of such parties must be
made in written comments, reply
comments, or other appropriate
pleadings. Comments shall be served on
the petitioner by the person filing the
comments. Reply comments shall be
served on the person(s) who filed
comments to which the reply is directed.
Such comments and reply comments
shall be accompanied by a certificate of
service. (See § 1.420 (a), (b) and (c) of
the Commission's Rules.)

5. Number of Copies. In accordance
with the provisions of § 1.420 of the
Commission’s Rules and Regulations, an
original and four copies of all comments,
reply comments, pleéadings, briefs, or
other documents shall be furnished the
Commission.

6. Public Inspection of Filings. All
filings made in this proceeding will be
available for examination by interested
parties during regular business hours in
the Commission's Public Reference
Room at its headquarters, 1919 M Streel,
NW., Washington. D.C.

{FR Doc 85-10103 Filed 6-15-#0 £:45 am)
BILLING CODE 6712-01-M

47CFR Part 73
[MM Docket No. 83-487; RM-4403]

FM Broadcast Stations in Harbor
Beach, Michigan, Proposed Changes in
Table of Assignments

AGeNCY: Federal Communications
Commission.

ACTION: Proposed rule,

SUMMARY: This action proposes the
assignment of Channel 288A to Harbor
Beach, Michigan, as that community’s
first FM assignment, in response to a
petition filed by Midwest Radio
Consultants, Inc.

DATES: Comments must be filed on or
before July 18, 1983, and reply comments
on or before August 2, 1983.

ADDRESS: Federal Communications
Commission, Washington, D.C. 20554

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Mark N. Lipp, Mass Media Bureau (202)
6346530,

List of Subjects in 47 CFR Part 73
Radio broadcasting.

Proposed Rule Making

In the matter of; amendment of § 73.202(b).
Table of Assignments, FM Broadcast Stations
{Harbor Beach, Michigan). MM Docket No,
83-487, RM-4403.

Adopted: May 9, 1083,

Released: June 2, 1983,

By the Chief, Policy and Rules Division.

1. A petition for rule making was filed
March 15, 1983, by Midwest Radio
Consultants, Inc. (“petitioner"),
proposing the assignment of FM
Channel 288A to Harbor Beach,
Michigan, as that community's first local
FM broadcast service. Petitioner
submitted information in support of the
proposal and expressed interest in
applying for the channel, if assigned.
The channe! can be assigned in
compliance with the minimum distance
separation requirements,

2. Since the assignment of FM
Channel 288A is within 320 kilometers
{200 miles) of the U.S.-Canadian border,
Canadian clearance must be obtained.

3. In view of the fact that the proposed
assignment would provide a first local
FM broadcast service to Harbor Beach,
Michigan, the Commission believes il is
appropriate to propose amending the FM
Table of Assignments {§ 73.202(b) of the
Commission's Rules) with respect to the
following community:

Oy

Hardor Basch, MICNGAN. ...

4. The Commission’s authority to
institute rule making proceedings,
showings required, cut-off procedures,
and filing requirements are contained in
the attached Appendix and are
incorporated by reference herein.

Note.—A showing of conlinuing interest is
required by paragraph 2 of the Appendix
before a channel will be asaigned.

5. Interested parties may file
comments on or before July 18, 1983, and
reply comments on or before August 2,
1983, and are advised to read the
Appendix for the proper procedures.

6. The Commission has determined
that the relevant provisions of the
Regulatory Flexibility Act of 1980 do not
apply to rule making proceedings to
amend the FM Table of Assignments,

§ 73.202(b) of the Commission's Rules.
See, Certification that Sections 603 and
604 of the Regulatory Flexibility Act Do
Not Apply to Rule Making to Amend
§§ 73.202(b), 73.504 and 73.606(b) of the
commission’s Rules, 46 FR 11549,
published February 9, 1681,

7. For further information concering
this proceeding, contact Mark N. Lipp,
Mass Media Bureau, (202) 634-6530.
However, members of the public should
note that from the time a Notice of
Proposed Rule Making is issued until the
matter is no longer subject to
Commission consideration or court
review, all ex parte contacts are
prohibited in Commission proceedings,
such as this one, which involve channel
assignments. An ex parte contact is a
message (spoken or written) concerning
the merits of a pending rule making
other than comments officially filed at
the Commission or oral presentation
required by the Commission. Any
comment which has not been served on
the petitioner constitutes an ex parte
presentation and shall not be considered
in the proceeding: Any reply commen!
which has not been served on the
person(s) who filed the comment, to
which the reply is directed, constitutes
an ex parte presentation and shall not
be considered in the proceeding.

(Secs. 4, 303, 48 stat., as amended, 1068, 1062
47 US.C. 154, 303)

Federal Communications Commission.
Roderick K. Porter, ;
Chief. Policy and Rules Division. Mass Medio
Bureau,

Appendix

1. Pursuant to authority found in
Sections 4(i), 5(d)(1), 303 (g) and (r), and
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%7(b) of the Communications Act of
1934, as amended, and §§ 0.61. 0.204{b)
and 0.283 of the Commission’s Rules, /¢
is proposed to amend the FM Table of
Assignments, § 73.202(b) of the
Commission’s Rules and Regulations, as
st forth in the Notice of Proposed Rule
Making to which this Appendix is
attached.

2. Showings Required. Comments are
invited on the proposal(s) discussed in
the Notice of Proposed Rule Making to
which this Appendix is attached.
Proponent(s) will be expected to answer
whatever questions are presented in
inftial comments. The proponent of a
proposed assignment is also expected to
file comments even if it only resubmits
or incorporates by reference its former
pleadings. It should also restate its
present intention to apply for the
channel if it is assigned, and. if
authorized, to build a station promptly.
Failure to file may lead to denial of the
request.

3. Cut-off Procedures. The following
procedures will govern the
consideration of filings in this
proceeding.

(a) Counterproposals advanced in this
proceeding itself will be considered, if
advanced in initial comments, so that
parties may comment on them in reply
comments. They will not be considered
ifadvanced in reply comments. (See
§ 1.402(d) of the Commission's Rules.)

() With respect to petitions for rule
making which conflict with the
proposal(s) in this Notice, they will be
considered as comments in the
proceeding, and Public Notice to this
effect will be given as long as they are
filed before the date for filing initial
comments herein. If they are filed later
than that, they will not be considered in
connection with the decision in this
docket

(c) The filing of a counterproposal
may lead the Commission to assign a
different channel than was requested for
any of the communities involved.

4. Comments and Reply Comments:
Service. Pursuant to applicable
procedures set out in §§ 1.415 and 1.420
of the Commission’s Rules and
Regulations, interested parties may file
tomments and reply comments on or
before the dates set forth in the Notice
of Proposed Rule Making to which this
Appendix is attached. All submissions
by parties to this proceeding or persans
&cting on behalf of such parties must be
Made in written comments, reply
tomments, or other appropriate -
Pieadings. Comments shall be served on
the petitioner by the person filing the
temments. Reply comments shall be
served on the person(s) who filed
‘omments to which the reply is directed.

Such comments and reply comments
shall be accompanied by a certificate of
service. (See § 1.420 (&), (b) and (c) of
the Commission's Rules.)

5. Number of Copies. In accordance
with the provisions of § 1.420 of the
Caommission’s Rules and Regulations, an
orginal and four copies of all comments,
reply comments, pleadings, briefs, or
other documents shall be furnished the
Commission.

8. Public Inspection of Filings. All
filings made in this proceeding will be
available for examination by interested
parties during regular business hours in
the Commission's Public Reference
Room at its headquarters, 1919 M Street.
NW., Washington, D.C.

[FR Doc. #3-16104 Filed 6158 £45 am|
BILLING CODE 6712-01-M

47 CFR Part 73
[MM Docket No. 83-482; RM-4402]

FM Broadcast Station in

Williams,
Arizona; Proposed Changes in Tables
of Assignments
AGENCY: Federal Communications
Commigsion.
ACTION: Proposed rule.

SUMMARY: Action taken herein proposes
to assign FM Channel 257A to Williams,
Arizona, in response to a petition filed
by Soho Broadcasting. The assignment
could provide Williams with a second
local FM service.

DATES: Comments must be filed on or
before July 18, 1983, and reply comments
must be filed on or before August 2,
1983.

ADDRESS: Federal Communications
Commission, Washington, D.C, 20554.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Nancy V. Joyner, Mass Media Bureau
(202) 634-6530.

List of Subjects in 47 CFR Part 73
Radio broadcasting.

Proposed Rule Making
In the matter of; amendment of
§ 73.202(b), Table of Assignments, FM
Broadcast Stations (Williams, Arizona)
MM Docket No. 83-482, RM-4402.
Adopted: May 4, 1983,
Released: june 1, 1983,
By the Chief, Policy and Rules Division.

1. A petition for rule making has been
filed by Soho Broadcasting
(“petitioner”), seeking the assignment of
Channel 257A to Williams, Arizona, as
that community's second FM
assignment.

2. Previously, Soho filed a petition for
rule making seeking the assignment of

Channel 244A to Williams. Arizona (BC
Docket No. 81-714, RM-3930), which
was granted by Memorandum Opinion
and Order, adopted August 23, 1882, 47
FR 40168, published September 13, 1982
Thereafter, on October 21, 1982,
petitioner filed an application for a
construction permit to operate on
Channel 244A (File No. 821021AC),
followed on February 14, 1983, by a
second application for than channel by
T.A. Hunt and R. Hunter (“"H&H") (File
No. 830214AD).

3. In view of the second expression of
interest in Channel 244A, petitioner
requests that, in order to avoid a
comparative hearing, the Commission
consider amending the FM Table of
Assignments to also assign Channel
257A to Williams, Arizona: grant the
construction permit application of H&H
for Channel 244A:; and amend
petitioner’s construction permil
application to specify Channel 257A in
lieu of Channel 244A.

4. Based on petitioner’s expression of
interest in providing Williams with a
second local FM service, Channel 257A
will also be proposed for assignment.
However, we cannot abide by
petitioner’s request {o grant the
construction permit for Channel 244A to
H&H as a part of this rule making
proceeding. Nor can we amend
petitioner’s application to specify
Channel 257A, if assigned.

5. In accordance with Ashbacker
Radio Corp. v. FCC, 326 U.S, 327 (1945),
the addition of a new channel ata
community requires that the assignment
be made available for competing
applications. Petitioner has not set forth
any precedent for its request. Therefore,
petitioner will have no protected rights
as against other potential applicants for
Channel 257A. If petitioner does in fact
apply for Channe! 257A, it will be
required to withdraw its pending
application for a construction permit for
Channel 244A at that time. Petitioner is
requested to set forth its intention to file
for Channel 257A if assigned to
Williams.

5. Accordingly, the Commission
proposes to amend the FM Table of
Assignments, § 73.202(b) of the
Commission's Rules, as follows:

6. The Commission's authority to
institute rule making
showings required, cut-off procedures,
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and filing requirements are contained in
the attached Appendix and are
incorporated by reference herein.

Note.—A showing of continuing interest is
required by paragraph 2 of the Appendix
before a channel will be assigned.

7. Interested parties may file
comments on or before July 18, 1983, and
reply comments on or before August 2,
1983, and are advised to read the
Appendix for the proper procedures.

8. The Commission has determined
that the relevant provisions of the
Regulatory Flexibility Act of 1980 do not
apply to lrule making proceedings to
amend the FM Table of Assignments,

§ 73.202(b) of the Commission's Rules.
See, Certification that Sections 603 and
604 of the Regulatory Flexibility Act Do
Not Apply to Rule Making to Amend

§ 73.202(b), 73.504 and 73.806(b) of the
Commission’s Rules, 46 FR 11549,

_ published February 9, 1981.

9. For further information concerning
this proceeding, contact Nancy V.
Joyner, Mass Media Bureau, (202} 634~
6530. However, members of the public
should note that from the time a Notice
of Proposed Rule Making is issued until
the matter is no longer subject to
Commission consideration or court
review, all ex parte contacts are
prohibited in Commission proceedings,
such as this one, which involve channel
assignments, An ex parte contact is a
message (spoken or written) concerning
the merits of a pending rule makin
other than comments officially filed at
the Commission or oral presentation
required by the Commission. Any
comment which has not been served on
the petitioner constitutes an ex parte
presentation and shall not be considered
in the proceeding. Any reply comment
which has not been served on the
person(s) who filed the comment to
which the reply is directed constitutes
an ex parte presentation and shall not
be considered in this proceeding.

{Secs. 4, 303. 48 stat, as amended, 1066, 1082
47 US.C. 154, 303)

Federal Communications Commission.
Roderick K. Porter,

Chief, Policy and Rules Division, Mass Media
Bureau.

Appendix

1. Pursuant to authority found in
Sections 4{i), 5(d)(1), 303 {g) and (r), and
307(b) of the Communications Act of
1934, as amended, and § 0.281(b)(6) and
0.204(b) of the Commission's Rules, if is
proposed to amend the FM Table of
Assignments, § 73.202(b) of the
Commission’'s Rules and Regulations, as
set forth in the Notice of Proposed Rule
Making to which this Appendix is
attached.

2. Showings Required. Comments are
invited on the proposal(s) discussed in
the Notice of Proposed Rule Making to
which this Appendix is attached.
Proponent{s) will be expected to answer
whatever questions are presented in
initial comments. The proponent of a
proposed assignment is also expected to
file comments even if it only resubmits
or incorporates by reference its former
pleadings. It should also restate its
present intention to apply for the
channel if it is assigned, and, if
authorized, to build a station promptly.
Failure to file may lead to denial of the
request.

3. Cut-off Procedures. The following
procedures will govern the
consideration of filings in this
proceeding.

(a) Counterproposals advanced in this
proceeding itself will be considered, if
advanced in initial comments, so that
parties may comment on them in reply
comments. They will not be considered
if advanced in reply comments. (see
§ 1.420{d) of the Commission’s Rules.)

(b) With respect to petitions for rule
making which conflict with the
proposal(s) in the Notice, they will be
considered as comments in the
proceeding, and Public Notice to this
effecr4] be given as long as they are
filed before the date for filing initial
comments herein, If they are filed later
than that, they will not be considered in
connection with the decision in this
docket.

(c) The filing of a counterproposal
may lead the Commission to assign a
different channel than was requested for
any of the communities involved.

4. Comments and Reply Comments;
Service. Pursuant to applicable
procedures set out in § 1.415 and 1.420 of
the Commission's Rules and
Regulations, interested parties may file
comments and reply comments on or
before the dates set forth in the Notice
of Proposed Rule Making to which this
Appendix is attached. All submissions
by parties to this proceeding or persons
acting on behalf of such parties must be
made in written comments, reply
comments, or other appropriate
pleadings. Comments shall be served on
the petitioner by the person filing the
comments. Reply comments shall be
served on the person(s) who filed
comments to which the reply is directed.
Such comments and reply comments
shall be accompanied by a certificate of
service. (See § 1.420 (a), (b) and (c) of
the Commission's Rules.)

5. Number of Copies. In accordance
with the provisions of § 1.420 of the
Commission's Rule and Regulations, an
original and four copies of all comments,
reply comments, pleadings. briefs. or

other documents shall be furnished the
Commission.

6. Public Inspection of Filings. All
filings made in this proceeding will be
available for examination by interested
parties during regular business hours in
the Commission's Public Reference
Room at its headquarters, 1919 M Street,
NW.. Washington, D.C.

[FR Doc. 8316105 Filed 6-15-83; 845 am)
BILLING CODE 6712-01-M

47 CFR Part 73
(MM Docket 83-481; RM-4382)

TV Broadcast Station in Morton,
Washington; Proposed Changes in
Table of Assignments

AGENCY: Federal Communications
Commission,

ACTION: Proposed rule.

SUMMARY: This action proposes the
assignment of UHF Television Channel
39 to Morton, Washington, in response
to a petition filed by the Daily Chronicle,
Inc. The proposed assignment could
provide for a first commercial television
service to Morton.

DATES: Comments must be filed on or
before July 18, 1983, and reply comments
on or before August 2. 1983,

ADDRESS: Federal Communications
Commission. Washington. D.C. 20554.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Montrose H. Tyree, Mass Media Bureau
(202) 634-6530.

List of Subjects in 47 CFR Part 73
Television broadcasting.
Proposed Rule Making

In the matter of; amendment of § 73.606(b),
Table of Assignments, TV Broadcast Stations
(Morton, Washington), MM Docket No. 83-
481, RM-4382.

Adopted: May 4, 1983.

Released: June 1, 1983,

By the Chief, Policy and Rules Division

1, The Daily Chronicle, Inc.
(“petitioner") submitted a petition for
rule making on February 16, 1983,
requesting the assignment of UHF
Television Channel! 39 to Morton,
Washington, as a first commercial
television assignment. Petitioner stated
that it, or an entity of which It is a parl.
will apply for the channel. if assigned.

2. Morton (population 1,264)," in Lewls
County (population 55,279). is located in

‘Population figuces are taken from the 1980 US
Census Advance Report.
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western Washington, approximately 120
kilometers (75 miles) south of Seattle,
Morton is currently without local
television service.

3. In support of its proposal, petitioner
submitted population data and statistics
on the consumer spendable income and
retail sales for Lewis County.

4 We believe that the petitioner’s
proposal warrants consideration. The
assignment of Chanel 39 to Morton
would require a site restriction of 1 mile
north of the city to avoid short spacing
io a construction permit on Channel 24
at Portland, Oregon. As Morton,
Washington, is within 400 kilometers
{250 miles) of the U.S.-Canadian border,
Canadian coordination is required.

5. Comments are invited on the
proposal to amend the TV Table of
Assignments, § 73.608(b) of the
Commission’s Rules, with regard to the
following community:

Ciy

Morton. Washangton.. ‘ - »

6. The Commission's authority to
institute rule making proceedings,
showings required, cut-off procedures,
and filing requirements are contained in
the attached Appendix and are
incorporated by reference herein.

Note.—A showing of continuing interest is
required by paragraph 2 of the Appendix
before a channel will be assigned.

7. Interested parties may file
comments on or before July 18, 1983, and
reply comments on or before August 2,
1983, and are advised to read the
Appendix for the proper procedures.

8. The Commission has determined
that the relevant provisions of the
Regulatory Flexibility Act of 1980 do not
apply to rule making proceedings to
amend the TV Table of Assignments.

§ 73.606(b) of the Commission's Rules.
See. Certification that Sections 603 ond
804 of the Regulatory Flexibility Act Do
Not Apply to Rule Moaking to Amend

§3 73.202(b), 73.504 and 73.606(b) of the
Commission’s Rules, 46 FR 11549,
published February 9, 1981,

9. For further information concerning
this proceeding, contact Montrose H.
Tyree, Mass Media Bureau, (202) 634-
8530, However, members of the public
should note that from the time a Notice
of Proposed Rule Making is issued until
e matter is no longer subject to
Commission consideration, or court
feview, all ex parte contacts are
prohibited in Commission proceedings.
such as this one, which involve channel

assignments. An ex parte contact is a
message (spoken or written) concerning
the merits of a pending rule making,
other than comments officially filed at
the Commission, or oral presentation
required by the Commission. Any
comment which has not been served on
the petitioner constitutes an ex parte
presentation and shall not be considered
in the proceeding. Any reply comment
which had not been served on the
person(s) who filed the comments to
which the reply is directed, constitutes
an ex parte presentation and shall not
be considered in the proceeding.

(Secs. 4, 303, 48 stat., as amended, 1066, 1082;
47 US.C. 154, 303)

Federal Communications Commission.
Roderick K. Porter,

Chief. Policy and Rules Division, Mass Media
Bureau.

1. Pursuant to authority found in
Sections 4(i), 5{(d)(1), 303 (g) and (r), and
307(b) of the Communications Act of
1934, as amended, and §§ 0,61, 0.204(b)
and 0.283 of the Commission's Rules, jt
is proposed to amend the TV Table of
Assignments, § 73.606(b) of the
Commission’s Rules and Regulations, as
set forth in the Notice of Proposed Rule
Making to which this Appendix is
attached.

2. Showings Required. Comments are
invited on the proposal(s) discussed in
the Notice of Proposed Rule Making to
which this Appendix is attached.
Proponent(s) will be expected to answer
whatever questions are presented in
initial comments. The proponent of a
proposed assignment is also expected to
file comments even if it only resubmits
or incorporates by reference its former
pleadings. It should also restate its
present intention to apply for the
channel if it is assigned. and, if
authorized, to build a station promptly.
Failure to file may lead to denial of the
request.

3. Cut-off Procedures. The following
procedures will govern the
consideration of filings in this
proceeding.

(a) Counterproposals advanced in this
proceeding itself will be considered, if
advanced in initial comments, so that
parties may comment on them in reply
comments. They will not be considered
if advanced in reply comments, (See
§ 1.420(d) of the Commission's Rules.)

(b) With respect to petitions for rule
making which conflict with the
proposal(s) in this Notice, they will be
considered as comments in the
proceeding, and Public Notice to this
effect will be given as long as they are
filed befare the date for filing initial
comments herein. If they are filed later
than that, they will not be considered in

connection with the decision in this
docket.

(c) The filing of a counterproposal
may lead the Commission to assign a
different channel than was requested for
any of the communities involved.

4. Comments and Reply Comments;
Service. Pursuant to applicable
procedures set out In §§ 1.415 and 1.420
of the Commission's Rules and
Regulations, interested parties may file
comments and reply comments on or
before the dates set forth in the Notice
of Proposed Rule Making to which this
Appendix is attached. All submissions
by parties to this proceeding or persons
acting on behalf of such parties must be
made in written comments, reply
comments, or other appropriate
pleadings. Comments shall be served on
the petitioner by the person filing the
comments. Reply comments shall be
served on the person(s) who filed
comments to which the reply is directed.
Such comments and reply comments
shall be accompanied by a certificate of
service. (See § 1.420 (a), (b).and (c) of
the Commission’s Rules.)

5. Number of Copies. In accordance
with the provisions of § 1.420 of the
Commission’s Rules and Regulations, an
original and four copies of all comments,
reply comments, pleadings, briefs, or
other documents shall be furnished the
Commission.

6. Public Inspection of Filings. All
filings made in this proceeding will be
available for examination by interested
parties during regular business hours in
the Commission's Public Reference
Room at its headquarters, 1919 M Street,
NW,, Washington, D.C.

[FR Doc. &3-16108 Filed 6-15-83. &45 am|
BILLING COOE 6712-01-M

47 CFR Part 73
[MM Docket No. 83-493; RM-4393)

FM Broadcast Stations in Gulf Breeze,
Florida; Proposed Changes in Table of
Assignments

AGENCY: Federal Communications
Commission.

ACTION: Proposed rule.

SUMMARY: This action proposes a first
FM assignment to Gulf breeze, Florida,
in response lo a petition filed by Eugene
Hobdy.

DATES: Comments must be filed on or
befare July 18, 1983, and reply comments
on or before August 2, 1983.

ADORESS: Federal Communications
Commission, Washington, D.C. 20554.
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FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Montrose H. Tyree, Mass Media Bureau,
(202) 634-8530.

List of Subjects in 47 CFR Part 73
Radio broadcasting.

Proposed Rule Making

In the matter of amendment of § 73.202(b),
table of Assignments, FM Broadcast Stations,
{Gulf Breeze, Florida), MM Docket No. 83~
493, RM-4393.

Adopted: May 9 1983,

Released: June 3, 1983

By the Chief; Policy and Rules Division.

1. Eugene Hodby ("' petitioner™)
submitied a petition for mle making on
February 23, 1883, which seeks the
assignment of Channel 237A to Gulf
Breeze, Florida, as its first FM
assignment. Petitioner stated his
intention to apply for the channel, if
assigned.

2. In an effort to demonstrate a need
for the requested assignment, petitioner
submitted population and community
data, In view of the action taken in
Revision of FM Policies and Procedures,
90 F.C.C. 2d 88 (1982), this information is
no longer needed in this type of
proceeding.

3. We have determined that Channel

7A can be assigned to Gulf Breeze in
conformity with the minimum distance
separation requirements, provided the
transmitter site is located appreximately
5.6 miles northeas! of the city. This
restriction is necessary to avoid short-
spacing to Station WKS|-FM (Channel
235), Mobile, Alabama.

4. In view of the fact that the proposal
could provide a first local broadcast
service to Gulf Breeze, the Commission
proposes to amend the FM Table of
Assignments, § 73.202{b) of the Rules,
with regard to the following community:

Caty

Gul Breaze, Flonda.. ..

5. The Commission’s autharity o
institute rule making proceedings,
showings required, cut-off procedures,
and filing requirements are contained in
the attached Appendix and are
incorporated by reference herein.

Note—A showing of continuing idterest is
required by paragraph 2 of the Appendix
befare a channel will be assigned.

6. Interested parties may file
comments on or before July 18, 1983, and
reply comments on or before August 2,
1983, and are advised to read the

Appendix for the proper procedures.

7. The Commission has determined
that the relevant provisions of the
Regulatory Flexibility Act of 1980 do not
apply to rule making proceedings to
amend the FM Table of Assignments,

§ 73.202(b) of the Commission's Rules.
See Certification that Sections 603 and
604 of the Regulatory Flexibility Act Do
Not Apply to Rule Making to Amend

§ 73..?0%{1)}. 73.504 and 73.606(b) of the
Commission’s Rules 46 FR 11549,
published February 9, 1981.

8. For further information concerning
this proceeding, contact Montrose H.
Tyree, Mass Media Buresu, (202) 634~
6530. However, members of the public
should note that from the time a Notice
of Proposed Rule Making is issued until
the matter is no longer subject to
Commission consideration or court
review, all ex porte contacts are
prohibited in Commission proceedings,

. such as this one, which involve channel

assignments. An ex parte contactis a
message (spoken or written) conceming
the merits of a pending rule making
other than comments officially filed at
the Commission or oral preseniation
required by the Commission. Any
comment which has not been served on
the petitioner constitutes an ex parte
presentation and shall not be considered
in the proceeding. Any reply comment
which has not been served on the
person(s) who filed the comment to
which the reply is directed constitutes
an ex parie presentation and shall not
be considered in the proceeding.

(Secs. 4, 303, 48 stat., as amended, 1068, 1082;
47 E1.S.C. 154, 300)

Federal Communications Commission.
Roderick K. Porter,

Chief. Policy and Rules Division, Mass Media
Bureau.

Appendix

1. Pursuant to authority found in
sections 4(i), 5{d)(1), 303 (g) and (r), and
307 (b) of the Communications Act of
1934, as amended, and §§ 0.281(b)(6)
and 0.204(b) of the Commission’s Rules,
it is proposed to amend the FM Table of
Assignments, § 73.202(b] of the
Commission's Rules and Regulations, as
set forth in the Notice of Proposed Rule
Making to which this Appendix is
attached.

2. Showings Required. Comments are
invited on the proposal(s] discussed in
the Notice of Proposed Rule Making to
which this Appendix is attached.
Proponent(s) will be expected to answer
whatever questions are presented in
initial comments. The proponent of a

proposed assignment is also expected to
file comments even if it only resubmits
or incorporates by reference its former
pleadings. It should also restate its
present intention to apply for the
channel if it is assigned, and, if
authorized, to build & station promptly.
Failure to file may lead to denial of the
request.

3. Cut-off Procedures. The following
procedures will govern the
consideration of filings in this
proceeding.

(a) Counterproposals advanced in this
proceeding itself will be considered, if
advanced in initial comments, so that
parties may comment on them in reply
comments. They will not be considered
if advanced in reply comments. {See
§ 1.420(d) of the Commission’s Rules.)

{b) With respect to petitions for rule
making which conflict with the
proposal(s) in this Notice, they will be
considered as comments in the
proceeding, and Public Notice to this
effect will be given as long as they are
filed before the date for filing initial
comments herein. If they are filed later
than that, they will not be considered in
connection with the decision in this
docket.

(c) The filing of a counterproposal
may lead the Commission to assign a
different channel than was requested for
any of the communities involved.

4. Comments and Reply Comments;
Service. Pursuant to applicable
procedures set out in §§ 1.415 and 1.420
of the Commission’s Rules and
Regulations, interested parties may file
comments and reply comments on or
before the dates set forth in the Notice
of Proposed Rule Making to which this
Appendix is attached. All submissions
by parties to this proceeding or persons
acting on behalf of such parties must be
made in written comments, reply
comments, or other appropriate
pleadings. Comments shall be served on
the petitioner by the person filing the
comments. Reply comments shall be
served on the person(s) who filed
comments to which the reply is directed.
Such comments and reply comments
shall be accompanied by a certificate of
service. (See § 1.420 (a) and [c) of the
Commission's Rules.)

5. Number of Copies. In accordance
with the provisions of § 1.420 of the
Commission’s Rules and Regulations. 41
original and four copies of all comments.
reply comments, ngs, briefs, or
other documents shall be furnished the
Commission.
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6. Public Inspection of Filings. All
flings made in this proceeding will be
available for examination by interested
parties made in this proceeding will be
available for examination by interested
parties during regular business hours in
the Commission's Public Reference
Room at its headquarters, 1919 M Street,
N.W.. Washington, D.C.

% Doc 8318120 Filed 8-15-83; 8:45 am|
BLUNG CODE 6712-01-M

7CFR Part 73

|MM Docket No. 83-498; RM-4306)

TV Broadcast Stations in Miami,
Florids; Proposed Changes in Table of
Assignments

Agency: Federal Communications
Commission.

ACTION: Proposed rule.

suMMARY: This action proposes to

assign UHF Television Channel 35 to
Miami, Florida, as the result of a petition
by Harry C. Powell, Jr. The assignment
could provide a ninth commercial TV
service to Miami,

DATES: Comments must be filed on or
before July 18, 1983, and reply comments
on or befor August 2, 1983,

ADORESS: Federal Communications
Commission, Washington, D.C. 20554.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:

Philip S, Cross, Broadcast Bureau {202)
632-5414.

List of Subjects in 47 CFR Part 73
Television broadcasting.
Proposed Rule Making

In the matter of amendment of § 73.608(b),
Table of Assigments, TV Broadcast Stations
(Miami, Florida), MM Docket No. 83-498,
RM-4306

Adopted: May §, 1983,

Released: fune 6, 1983.

By the Chief; Policy and Rules Division.

1. The Commission has before it a
petition by Harry C. Powell, Jr.
{ Powell”) to amend the TV Table of
Assignments, § 73.606(b) of the
Commission's Rules, by adding UHF
Telr.-\'.lsion Channel 67 to Miami, Florida.
Powell states that, if the channel is
assigned as requested. either he or an
entity of which he is a part, will
promptly apply for operation on the
channel,

2 Miami (population 346,934) ! is the
County seat of Dade County (population
.\

c... Population figures are taken from the 1980 U.S.
naus Advance Report.

1, 625,979} and is located in southeastern
Florida.

3. Powell's Channel 67 proposal
cannot be acted upon because it is short
spaced to a proposal to add Channel 67
to Lake Worth, Florida, BC Docket No.
82-597. Moreover, his proposal cannot
be accepted as a counterproposal in that
docket because it is untimely. However,
Channel 35 could be assigned to Miami
with a site restriction of 7.8 miles
southwest of the city to avoid a short-
spacing conflict with Station WDZL,
Channel 39, Miami,

4. We conclude that the public interest
would be served by our seeking
comments on a proposal to amend
§ 73.806(b) of the Commission's Rules,
the TV Table of Assignments by adding
Channel 35 to Miami, Florida, as its
ninth commercial TV service, as follows:

| Channel No
Present Proposed

5. The Commission’s authority to
institute rule making proceedings,
showings required, cut-off procedures,
and filing requirements are contained in
the attached Appendix and are
incorporated by reference herein.

Note.—A showing of continuing interest is
required by paragraph 2 of the Appendix
before a channel will be assigned.

6. Interested parties may file
comments on or before July 18, 1883, and
reply comments on or before August 2,
1983, and are advised to read the
Appendix for the proper procedures.

7. The Commission has determined
that the relevant provisions of the
Regulatory Flexibility Act of 1980 do not
apply to rule making proceedings to
amend the TV Table of Assignments,

§ 73.606(b) of the Commission's Rules.
See, Certification that Sections 603 and
604 of the Regulatory Flexibility Act Do
Not Apply to Rule Making to Amend
&§§ 73.202(b), 73.504 and 73.606(b) of the
Commission’s Rules, 46 FR 11549,
published February 9, 1981.

8. For further information concerning
this proceeding. contact Philip S. Cross,
Mass Media Bureau, (202) 632-5414.
However, members of the public should
note that from the time a Notice of
Proposed Rule Making is issued until the
matter i no longer subject to
Commission consideration or court
review, all ex parte contacts are
prohibited in Commission proceedings,
such as this one, which involve channe

assignments. An ex parte contact is a
message (spoken or wrilten) conceming
the merits of a pending rule making
other than comments officially filed at
the Commission or oral presentation
required by the Commission. Any
comment which has not been served on
the petitioner constitutes an ex parte
presentation and shall not be considered
in the proceeding. Any reply comment
which has not been served on the
person(s) who filed the comment, to
which the reply is directed constilutes
an ex parte presentation and shall not
be considered in the proceeding.

(Secs. 4. 303, 48 Stat., as amended. 1066, 1082;
47 US.C. 154, 303)

Federal Communications Commission.
Roderick K. Porter,

Chief, Policy and Rules Division. Moss Media
Bureau.

Appendix

1. Pursuant to authority found in
sections 4(1), 5(d)(1), 303 (g) and (r), and
307(b) of the Communications Act of
1934, as amended, and §§ 0.61, 0.204(b)
and 0.283 of the Commission's Rules, it
is proposed to amend the TV Table of
Assignments, § 73.606(b) of the
Commission's Rules and Regulations, as
set forth in the Notice of Proposed Rule
Making to which this Appendix is
attached.

2. Showings Required. Comments are
invited on the proposal(s) discussed in
the Notice of Proposed Rule Making to
which this Appendix is attached.
Proponent(s) will be expected to answer
whatever questions are presented in
initial comments. The proponent of a
proposed assignment is also expected to
file comments even if it only resubmits
or incorporates by reference its former
pleadings. It should also restate its
present intention to apply for the
channel if it is assigned, and, if
authorized, to build a station promptly.
Failure 1o file may lead to denial of the
request,

3. Cut-off Procedures. The following
procedures will govern the
consideration of filings in this
proceeding.

{a) Counterproposals advanced in this
proceeding itself will be considered, if .
advanced in initial comments, so that
parties may comment on them in reply
comments. They will not be considered
if advanced in reply comments. (See
§ 1.420(d) of the Commission's Rules.)

(b) With respect to petitions for rule
making which conflict with the
proposal(s) in this Notice, they will be
considered as comments in the
proceeding, and Public Notice to this
effect will be given as long as they are
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filed before the date for filing initial
comments herein. If they are filed later
than that, they will not be considered in
connection with the decision in this
docket.

(c) The filing of a counterproposal
may lead the Commission to assigna
different channel than was requested for
any of the communities involved.

4. Comments and Reply Comments;
Service. Pursuant to applicable
procedures set out in §§ 1.415 and 1.420
of the Commission’s Rules and
Regulations. interested parties may file
comments and reply comments on or
before the dates sel forth in the Notice
of Proposed Rule Making to which this
Appendix is attached. All submissions
by parties to this proceeding or persons
acting on-behalf of such parties must be
made in written comments, reply
comments, or other appropriate
pleadings. Comments shall be served on
the petitioner by the person filing the
comments. Reply comments shall be
served on the person(s) whao filed
comments to which the reply is directed.
Such comments and reply comments
shall be accompanied by a certificate of
service. (See § 1.420 (a), (b) and (c) of
the Commission’s Rules.)

5. Number of Copies. In accordance
with the provisions of § 1.420 of the
Commission's Rules and Regulations,
and original and four copies of all
comments, reply comments, pleadings,
briefs, or other documents shail be-
furnished the Commission. :

8. Public Inspection of Filings. All
filings made in this proceeding will be
available for examination by interested
parties during regular business hours in
the Commission’s Public Reference
Room at its headquarters, 1919 M Street,
NW., Washington, D.C.

[FR Doc. B3-10135 Filed 6-15-8% &AS sm|
BILLING CODE 6712-01-M

47 CFR Part 73

{MM Docket No. 83-492; RN-4405]

FM Broadcast Stations in Wi
Kansas; Proposed Changes in Table of
Assignments

AGENCY: Federal Communications
Commission.

ACTION: Proposed rule.

SUMMARY: This action proposes the
assignment of Channel 237A to
Wamego, Kansas, as its first FM
assignment in response to a petition
filed by Chery! A. Stallard.

DATES: Comments must be filed on or

before July 18, 1983. and reply comments
on or before August 2, 1983.

ADDRESS: Federal Communications
Commission. Washington, D.C. 20554.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Mark N. Lipp, Mass Media Bureau (202)
634-8530.

List of Subjects in 47 CFR Part 73
Radio broadcasting.

Proposed Rule Making

In the matter of amendment of § 73.202(b),
Table of Assignments, FM Broadcast Stations
(Wamego, Kansas), MM Docket No 83-492.
RN-4405.

Adopted: May 9. 198).

Released: june 2, 1983,

By the Chiel; Policy and Rules Division:

1. A petition for rule making was filed
March 186, 1983, by Cheryl A. Stallard
("petitioner™) seeking the assignment of
Channel 237A to Wamego, Kansas, as
its first FM assignment. Petitioner
submitted information in support of the
proposal and stated that she will apply
for the channel, if assigned. The channel
can be assigned in compliance with the
minimum distance separation
requirements.

2. In view of the fact that the proposed
assignment could provide & first local
FM broadcast service to Wamego.
Kansas, the Commission believes it is
appropriate to propose amending the FM
Table of Assignments (§ 73.202(b) of the
Commission’s Rules) with respect to the
following community:

Channat No-
Cny —
Presant Proposed
Wamego, Kansas . S 15T _T 23TA

3. The Commission's authority to
institute rule making proceedings,
showings required, cut-off procedures,
and filing requirements are contained in
the attached Appendix and are
incorporated by reference herein.

Note.—A showing of continuing inlerest is
required by paragraph 2 of the Appendix
before & channel will be assigned.

4. Interested parties may file
comments on or before July 18, 1983, and
reply comments on or before August 2,
1983, and are advised to read the
Appendix for the proper procedures.

5. The Commission has determined
that the relevant provisions of the
Regulatory Flexibility Act of 1980 do not
apply to rule making proceedings to
amend the FM Table of Assignments,

§ 73.202(b) of the Commission's Rules.
See, Certification that Sections 603 and

604 of the Regulatory Flexibility Act Do
Not Apply to Rule Making to Amend
§§ 73.202(b). 73.504 and 73.608{b) of the
Commission’s Rules, 46 FR 11549,
Published February 8, 1981.

8. For further information concerning
this proceeding, contact Mark N. Lipp,
Mass Media Bureau, (202) 634-6530.
However, members of the public should
note that from the time a Notice of
Proposed Rule Making is issued until the
matter is no longer subject to
Commission consideration or court
review, all ex parte contacts are
prohibited in Commission proceedings,
such as this one, which involve channel
assignments. An ex parte conlacl is a
message (spoken or wrilten] concerning
the merits of a pending rule making
other than comments officially filed at
the Commission or oral presentation
required by the Commission. Any
comment which has not been served on
the petitioner constitutes an ex parfe
presentation and shall not be considered
in the proceeding, Any reply comment
which has not been served on the
person(s) who filed the comment to
which the reply is directed constitutes
an ex parte presentation and shall not
be considered in the proceeding.

(Secs. 4, 303, 48 Stal. as amended, 1068, 1082
47 U.S.C. 154, 303)

Federal Communications Commission.

Roderick K. Porter,

Chief. Policy and Rules Division, Moss Media
Bureau.

Appendix

1. Pursuant to authority found in
Sections 4(i), 5(d)(1), 303 {g) and (r), and
307(b) of the Communications Act of
1934, as amended, and §§ 0.61, 0.204(b)
and 06.283 of the Commission’'s Rules. /!
is propesed lo amend the FM Table of
Assignments, § 73.202(b) of the
Commission's Rules and Regulations, as
set forth in the Notice of Propesed Rule
making to which this Appendix is
attached.

2. Showings Required. Commenls are
invited on the proposal(s] discussed in
the Notice of Proposed Rule Making o
which this appendix is attached
proponent(s) will be expected to answer
whatever questions are presented in
initial comments. The proponent of 2
proposed assignment is also expected t0
file comments even if it only resubmits
or incorporates by reference its former
pleadings. It should also restate its
present intention to apply for the
channel if it is assigned, and, if
authorized, to build a station promptly.
Failure to file may lead to denial of the
request.
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3. Cut-off Procedures. The following
procedures will govern the
consideration of filings in this
proceeding.

(a) Counterproposals advanced in this
proceeding itself will be considered, if
advanced in initial comments, so that
parties may comment on them in reply
comments: They will not be considered
if advanced in reply comments. {See
§ 1.420{d) of the Commission’s Rules.)

(b) With respect to petitions for rule
making which conflict with the
proposal(s) in this notice, they will be
considered as comments in the
proceeding, and Public Notice to this
effect will be given as long as they are
filted before the date for filing initial
commenits herein. If they are filed later
than that, they will not be considered in
connection with the decision in this
docket.

(c) The filing of a counterproposal
may lead the Commission to assign a
different channel than was requested for
any of the communities invelved.

4. Commenis and Reply Comments;
Service. Pursuant to applicable
procedures set oul in § 1.415 and 1.420 of
the Commission’s Rules and
Regulations, interested partigs may file
comments and reply comments on or
before the dates set forth in the Notice
of Proposed Rule Making to which this
Appendix is attached. All submissions
by parties to this proceeding or persons
acling on behalf of such parties must be
made in written comments, reply
comments, or other appropriate
pleadings. Comments shall be served on
the petitioner by the person filing the
comments. Reply comments shall be
served on the person(s) who filed
comments to which the reply is directed.
Such comments and reply comments
shall be accompanied by a certificate of
service, (See § 1.420 (a). (b) and (c) of
the Commission’s Rules.)

5. Number of Copies. In accordance
with the provisions of Section 1.420 of
the Commission's Rules and
Regulations, an original and four copies
of all comments, reply comments,
pleadings, briefs, or other documents
shall be furnished the Commission.

6. Public Inspection of Filings. All
filings made in this proceeding will be
available for examination by interested
purties during regular business hours in
the Commission’s Public Reference
R.mm at its headquarters, 1919 M Street,
NW., Washington, D.C.
7R Do 831012 Filed 83520, 2045 wan]

BILUNG CODE 6712-0)-M

47CFR Part 73
[MM Docket No. 83-47%; RM-4390]

TV Broadcast Stations in Paintsville
and West Liberty, Kentucky; Proposed
Changes in Table of Assignments
AGENCY: Federal Communications
Commission.

ACTION: Proposed rule.

suMMARY: This action proposes lo
reassign UHF Television Channe! 69
from Paintsville, Kentucky, to West
Liberty, Kentucky. as its first television
assignment, in response to a pelition by
Morgan Supply Company.

DATES: Comments must be filed on or
before July 18, 1983, and reply comments
on or before August 2, 1983.

ADDRESS: Federal Communications
Commission, Washington, D.C. 20554.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Philip S. Cross, Mass Media Bureau
(202) 632-5414.

List of Subjects in 47 CFR Part 73
Television broadcasting.

Proposed Rule Making

In the matter of amendment of § 73.606(b).
Table of Assignments, TV Broadcast
Stations. (Paintsville and West Liberty,
Kentucky), MM Docket No. 83-479, RM-4390.

Adopted: May 4. 1983,

Released: June 1, 1983,

By the Chief. Policy and Rules Division.

1. The Commission has before it a
petition by Morgan Supply Company
("Morgan™) to reassign UHF Television
Channel 69 from Paintsville, Kentucky,
to West Liberty, Kentucky. The channel
was assigned to Paintsville on May 19,
1981, 46 FR 30089, in response o 8
request from Hometown Television, Inc.
No application has been filed for
operation of a station on the channel.
Morgan states that no other UHF
channpel is available for use at West
Liberty. Morgan states further that it
will promptly apply for a construction
permit on Channel 69 at West Liberty, if
the reassignment is made.

2. West Liberty (population 1,381)," the
seat of Morgan County {population
12,109, is located in eastern Kentucky,
approximately 110 kilometers (80 miles)
eas! of Lexington, Kentucky. It has no
local TV service.

3. Paintsville (population 3,815), the
seat of Johnson County (population
24,432}, is located approximately 42
kilometers (26 miles] east of West
Liberty. It has one unoccupied and
unapplied for channel {69). Inasmuch as
no interest has been expressed in use of

! Population figures are taken fram the 1980 U S
Census Advance Reports.

the channel at Paintsville and Morgan
would provide a first television outlet in
West Liberty, we believe that the public
interest would be served by the
proposal to amend the TV Table of
Assignments, § 73.606(b) of our Rules, as
follows:

Channei ho.
o Presant Proposed
i L
West Liberty, Kentucky .. - 60+

4. The Commission’s authority to
institute rule making proceedings.
showing required, cut-off procedures,
and filing requirements are contained in
the attached Appendix and are
incorporated by reference herein.

Note.—A showing of conlinuing interest is
required by parsgraph 2 of the Appendix
before a channel will be assigned.

5. Interested parties may file
comments on or before July 18, 1983, and
reply comments on or before August 2,
1983, and are advised to read the
Appendix for the proper procedures.

6. The Commission has determined
that the relevant provisions of the
Regulatory Flexibility Act of 1980 do not
apply to rule making proceedings to
amend the TV Table of Assignments,

§ 73.606(b) of the Commission’s Rules.
See Certificotion that Sections 603 and
604 of the Regulatory Flexibility Act Do
Not Apply to Rule Making to Amend

§§ 73.202(b), 73.504 and 73.606(b]} of the
Commission’s Rules, 46 FR 11549,
published February 9, 1961,

7. For further information concerning
this proceeding, contact Philip S. Cross,
Mass Media Bureau, (202) 632-5414.
However, members of the public should
note that from the time a Notice of
Proposed Rule Making is issued until the
matter is no longer subject to
Commission consideration, or court
review, all ex parte contacts are
prohibited in Commission proceedings.
such as this one, which involve channel
assignments. An ex parfe contact is a
message (spoken or written) concerning
the merits of a pending rule making.
other than comments officially filed at
the Commission, or oral presentation
required by the Commission. Any
comment which has not been served on
the petitioner constitutes an ex parte
presentation and shall not be considered
in the proceeding. Any reply comment
which has not been served on the
person{s} who filed the comment, to
which the reply is directed. constitutes
an ex parte presentation and shall not
be considered in the proceeding.
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(Secs. 4, 303, 48 stal., as amended, 1066, 1082;
47 U.S.C. 154, 303)

Federal Communications Commission.
Roderick K. Porter,

Chief, Palicy and Rules Division, Mass Medio
Bureauw.

Appendix

1. Pursuant to authority found in
sections 4(i), 5(d)(1), 303 (g) and {r), and
307(b) of the Communications Act of
1934, as amended, and §§ 0.61, 0.204(b)
and 0.283 of the Commission's Rules, j¢
Is proposed to amend the TV Table of
Assignments, § 73.606(b) of the
Commission's Rules and Regulations, as
set forth in the Notice of Proposed Rule
Making to which this Appendix is
attached.

2. Showings Required. Comments are
invited on the proposal(s) discussed in
the Notice of Proposed Rule Making to
which this Appendix is attached.
Proponent(s) will be expected to answer
whatever questions are presented in
initial comments. The proponent of &
proposed assignment is also expected to
file comments even if it only resubmits
or incorporates by reference its former
pleadings. It should also restate its
present intention to apply for the
channel if it is assigned, and, if
authorized, to build a station promptly.
Failure to file may lead to denial of the
request,

3. Cut-off Procedures. The following
procedures will govern the
consideration of filings in this -
proceeding.

(a) Counterproposals advanced in this
proceeding itself will be considered, if
advanced in initial comments, so that
parties may comment on them in reply
comments. They will not be considered
if advanced in reply comments. (See
§ 1.420(d) of the Commission’s Rules,)

(b) With respect to petitions for rule
making which conflict with the
proposal(s) in this Notice, they will be
considered as comments in the
proceeding, and Public Notice to this
effect will be given as long as they are
filed before the date for filing initial
comments herein, If they are filed later
than that, they will not be considered in
connection with the decision in this
docket,

(c) The filing of a counterproposal
may lead the Commission to assign a
different channel than was requested for
any of the communities involved.

4. Comments and Reply Comments:
Service, Pursuant to applicable
procedures set out in §§ 1.415 and 1.420
of the Commission's Rules and
Regulations, interested parties may file
comments and reply comments on or
before the dates set forth in the Notice
of Proposed Rule Making to which this

Appendix is attached. All submissions
by parties to this proceeding or persons
acting on behalf of such parties must be
made in written comments, reply
comments, or other appropriate
pleadings. Comments shall be served on
the petitioner by the person filing the
comments. Reply comments shall be
served on the person(s) who filed
comments to which the reply is directed.
Such comments and reply comments
shall be accompained by a certificate of
service, (See § 1.420 (a), (b) and (c) of
the Commission’s Rules.)

5, Number of Copies. In accordance
with the provisions of § 1.420 of the
Commission's Rules and Regulations, an
original and four copies of all comments,
reply comments, pleadings, briefs, or
other documents shall be furnished the
Commission.

6. Public Inspection of Filings. All
filings made in this proceeding will be
available for examination by interested
parties during regular business hours in
the Commission's Public Reference
Room at its headquarters, 1919 M Street,
N.W., Washington, D.C.
|FR Doe. 83-10100 Mled 6-15-83 45 ain}

BILLING CODE 6712-01-M

47 CFR Part 73
[MM Docket No. 83-499; RM-4391)

FM Broadcast Stations in Van Buren,
Indiana; Proposed Changes In Tabie of
Assignments

AGENCY: Federal Communications
Commission.

ACTION: Proposed rule.

SUMMARY: This action proposes lo
assign FM Channel 257A to Van Buren,
Indiana, as its first FM assignment in
response to a petition filed by William
Edwin Loucks.

DATES: Comments must be filed on or
before July 18, 1983, and reply comments
on or before August 2, 1983.

ADDRESS: Federal Communications
Commission, Washington, D.C. 20554.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Mark N. Lipp, Mass Media Bureau (202)
634-6530.

List of Subjects in 47 CFR Parl 73
Radio broadcasting.

Proposed Rule Making

In the matter of amendment of § 73.202(b),
Table of Assignments, FM Broadcast Stations
(Van Buren, Indiana), MM Docket No. 83-409,
RM-4391.

Adopted: May 5. 1983.

Released: June 6, 1983,

By the Chief, Policy and Rules Division.

1. A petition for rule making was filed
February 22, 1983, seeking the
assignment of Channel 257A to Van
Buren, Indiana, as its first FM
assignment. The requested assignment is
short spaced by 5 miles to the current
location of Station WZPL (Channel 258),
Greenfield, Indiana. However, Station
WZPL was recently granted a
construction permit to move its
transmitter. Based on this move taking
place, the Van Buren channel can be
assigned provided that a 1.2 mile north
site restriction is adhered to. Petitioner
failed to state that he would apply for
the channel, if assigned. He merely
indicated that he would be a possible
owner with an undetermined
percentage. Petitioner should indicate in
comments a specific commitment.

2. Since the proposed assignment of
Channel 257A to Van Buren, Indiana, is
located within 320 kilometers (200 miles)
of the U.S.-Canadian border, Canadian
clearance must be obtained.

3. In view of the fact that the proposed
assignment could provide a first local
FM broadcast service to Van Buren,
Indiana, the Commission believes it is
appropriate to propose amending the FM
Table of Assignments, § 73.202(b) of the
Commission’s Rules, with respect to the

following community:
Chaonol No
Cay o
Presurd Proposed
AL LR L T S — &5TA

4. The Commission's authority to
institute rule making proceedings.
showings required, cut-off procedures.
and filing requirements are contained in
the attached Appendix and are
incorporated by reference herein.

Note.—A showing of continuing interest s
required by paragraph 2 of the Appendix
before a channel will be assigned.

5. Interested parties may file
comments on or before July 18, 1983 and
reply comments on or before August 2.
1983, and are advised to read the
Appendix for the proper procedures.

6. The Commission has determined
that the relevant provisions of the
Regulatory Flexibility Act of 1880 do not
apply to rule making proceedings to
amend the FM Table of Assignments,

§ 73.202(b) of the Commission's Rules.
See Certification that Sections 603 and
604 of the Regulatory Flexibility Act Do
Not Apply to Rule Making to Amend
§8§ 73.202(b), 73.504 and 73.606(b) of the
Commission’s Rules, 46 FR 11549,
published February 9, 1981.
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7. For further information conceming
this proceeding, contact Mark N. Lipp,
Mass Media Bureau, (202) 834:6530.
However, members of the public should
note that from the time a Notice of
Proposed Rule Making is issued until the
matter is no longer subject to
Commission consideration or court
review, all ex parte contacls are
prohibited in Commission proceedings,
such as this one, which involve channel
sssignments. An ex parte contacl is a
message (spoken or written) concerning
the merits of a pending rule making
other than comments officially filed at
the Commission or oral presentation
required by the Commission. Any
comment which has not been served on
the petitioner constitutes an ex paorte
presentation and shall not be considered
in the proceeding. Any reply comment
which has not been served on the
person(s) who filed the comment to
which the reply is directed constitutes
an ex parte presentation and shall not
be considered in the proceeding.

[Secs. 4, 303, 48 stat., a5 amended, 1066, 1082;

47 US.C. 154, 303)

Federal Communications Commission.

Roderick K. Porter,

gﬁ:« f. Policy and Rules Division, Moss Media
ureagu.

Appendix

1. Pursuant to authority found in
sections 4{i), 5(d)(1), 303 {g) and (r), and
307(b}) of the Communications Act of
1934, as amended, and §§ 0.61, 0.204(b)
and 0.283 of the Commission's Rules, Jt
1s proposed to amend the FM Table of
Assignments, § 73.202(b) of the
Commission's Rules and Regulations, as
set forth in the Notice of Proposed Rule
Making to which this Appendix is
attached,

2. Showings Required. Comments are
‘Em?d on the proposal(s) discussed in
the Notice of Proposed Rule Making to
which this Appendix is attached.
Proponentfs) will be expected to answer
whatever questions are presented in
initial comments. The proponent of a
proposed assigment is also expected to
file comments even if it only resubmits
Orincorporates by reference its former
pleadings. It should also restate its
Present intention to apply for the
channel if it is assi and. if
duthorized, to build a station promptly.
Failure to file may lead to denial of the
fequest,

3. Cut-off Procedures. The following
procedures willkgovern the
tonsideration of filings in this
Proceeding.

(a) Counterproposals advanced in this
broceeding itself will be considered, if
“dvanced in initial comments; so that

parties may comment on them in reply
comments, They will not be considered
if advanced in reply comments. (See
Section 1.420(d) of the Commission’s
Rules.)

(b) With respect to petition for rule
making which conflict with the
proposal(s) in this Notice, they will be
considered as comments in the
proceeding, and Public Notice to this
effect will be given as long as they are
filed before the date for filing initial
comments herein. If they are filed later
than that, they will not be considered in
connection with the decision in this
docket.

(¢} The filing of & counterproposal
may lead the Commission to assign a
different channel than was requested for
any of the communities involved.

4. Comments and Reply Comments;
Service. Pursuant to applicable
procedures set out in §3 1.415 and 1.420
of the Commission’s Rules and
Regulations, interested parties may file
comments and reply comments on or
before the dates set forth in the Notice
of Proposed Rule Making ta which this
Appendiix is attached. All submissions
by parties to this proceeding or persons
acting on behalf of such parties must be
made in written comments, reply
comments, or other appropriate
pleadings. Comments shall be served on
the petitioner biy' the person filing the
comments. Reply comments shall be
served on the person(s) who filed
comments to which the reply is directed.
Such comments and reply comments
shall be accompanied by a certificate of
service. (See § 1.420 (a), (b) and (c) of
the Commission’s Rules.}

5. Number of Copies. In accordance
with the provisions of section 1.420 of
the Commission’s Rules and
Regulations, an original and four copies
of all comments, reply comments,
pleadings, briefs, or other documents
shall be furnished the Commission.

6. Public Inspection of Filings. All
filings made in this proceeding will be
available for examination by interested
parties during regular business hours in
the Commission's Public Reference
Room at its headquarters, 1919 M Street,
NW., Washington, D.C.

[FR Doc. R3-16114 Filed 6-15-8X% 145 am)
BILLING CODE 6712-01-M

47 CFR Part 73

[MM Docket No. 83-480; RM-4386]

FM Broadcast Stations in Baraga,
Michigan; Proposed Changes in Table
of Assignments

AGENCY: Federal Communications
Commission.

ACTION: Proposed rule.

SUMMARY: This action proposes 1o
assign Class C FM Channel 278 to
Baraga, Michigan, in response (o a
petition filed by Keweenaw Bay Tribal
Center. The proposed assignment could
provide a first FM service to that
community.

DATES: Comments must be filed on or
before July 18, 1983, and reply comments
on or before August 2, 1963,

ADDRESS: Federal Communications
Commission, Washington, D.C. 20554

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Mark N. Lipp, Mass Media Burean {202)
634-6530.

List of Subjects in 47 CFR Part 73
Radio broadecasting,

Proposed Rule Making
In the matter of amendment of § 73.202(b),

table of Assignments, FM Broadcast Stations
(Baraga, Michigan), MM Docket No. 83-480,
RM-4386.

Adopted: May 4, 1983,
Released: June 1, 1983.

By the Chief, Policy and Rules Division.

1. A petition for rule making by
Keweenaw Bay Tribal Center,
(“petitioner”) was filed March 2, 1983,
proposing the assignment of Class CFM
Channel 278 to Baraga, Michigan, as its
first FM assignment. Petitioner
submitted information in support of the
proposal but failed to siate that it would
apply for the channel, if assigned. It is
expecied lo do so in its comments. A
site restriction of 5.3 miles south of
Baraga is required to avoid short
spacing to unused Channel 279C in
Nipigan, Ontario {(Canada).

2. Since Baraga, Michigan, is located
within 320 kilometers (20 miles) of the
U.S.-Canadian border, Canadian
clearance must be obtained.

3. In view of the fact that the proposed
assignment could provide a first local
FM broadcast service to Baraga,
Michigan, the Commission believes it is
appropriate to propose amending the FM
Table of Assignments, § 73.202(b) of the
Commission's Rules, with respect to the

_following community:
Channel Na.
- Prasont | Proposed
Baraga, Michgan 278
4. The Commission's authority to
institute rule

u proceedings,
showings required, cut-off procedures,
and filing requirements are contained in
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the attached Appendix and are
incorporated by reference herein.

Note~A showing of continuing interest is
required by paragraph 2 of the Appendix
before a channe! will be assigned.

5. Interested parties may file
comments on or before July 18, 1983, and
reply comments on or before August 2,
1983, and are advised to read the
Appendix for the proper procedures.

6. The Commission has determined
that the relevant provisions of the
Regulatory Flexibility Act of 1980 do not
apply to rule making proceedings to
amend the FM Table of Assignments,

§ 73.202(b) of the Commission's Rules.
See, Certification that Sections 603 and
604 of the Regulatory Flexibility Act Do
Not Apply to Rule Making to Amend
§§ 73.202(b), 73.504 and 73.606(b) of the
Commission’s Rules, 46 FR 11549,
published February 9, 1981.

7. For further information concerning
this proceeding, contact Mark N. Lipp,
Mass Media Bureau, (202) 634-6530.
However, members of the public should
note that from the time a Notice of
Proposed Rule Making is issued until the
matter is no longer subject to
Commission consideration or court
review, all ex parte contacts are
prohibited in Commission proceedings,
such as this one, which involve channel
assignments. An ex parfe contact is a
message (spoken or written) concerning
the merits of a pending rule making
other than comments officially filed at
the Commission or oral presentation
required by the Commission. Any
comment which has not been served on
the petitioner constitutes an ex parte
presentation and shall not be considered
in the proceeding. Any reply comment
which has not been served on the
person(s) who filed the comment to
which the reply is directed constitutes
an ex parte presentation and shall not
be considered in the proceeding.

(Secs. 4, 303, 48 Stat, as amended, 1066, 1082;
47 US.C. 154, 303)

Federal Communications Commission.
Roderick K. Porter,

Chief, Policy and Rules Division, Mass Media
Bureau.

Appendix

. Pursuant to authority found in
sections 4(i), 5(d)(1), 303 (g) and (r), and
307(b) of the Communications Act of
1634, as amended, and §§ 0.61, 0.204(b)
and 0.283 of the Commission's Rules, it
is proposed to amend the FM Table of
Assignments, § 73.202(b) of the
Commission's Rules and Regulations, as
set forth in the Notice of Proposed Rule
Making to which this Appendix is
attached.

2, Showings Required. Comments are
invited on the proposal(s) discussed in
the Notice of Proposed Rule Making to
which this Appendix is attached.
Proponent(s) will be expected to answer
whatever questions are presented in
initial comments. The proponent of a
proposed assignment is also expected to
file comments even if it only resubmits
or incorporates by reference its former
pleadings. It should also restate its
present intention to apply for the
channel if it is assigned, and, if
authorized, to build a station promptly.
Failure to file may lead to denial of the
request,

3. Cut-off Procedures, The following
procedures will govern the
consideration of filings in this
proceeding.

(a) Counterproposals advanced in this
proceeding itself will be considered, if
advanced in initial comments, so that
parties may comment on them in reply
comments. They will not be considered
if advanced in reply comments. (See
§ 1.420(d) of the Commission’s Rules.)

(b) With respect to petitions for rule
making which conflict with the
proposal(s) in this Notice, they will be
considered as comments in the
proceeding, and Public Notice to this
effect will be given as long as they are
filed before the date for filing initial
comments herein. If they are filed later
than that, they will not be considered in
connection with the decision in this
docket.

(¢) The filing of a counterproposal
may lead the Commission to assign a
different channel that was requested for
any of the communities involved.

4. Comments and Reply Comments;
Service. Pursuant to applicable
procedures set out in § 1.415 and 1,420 of
the Commission's Rules and
Regulations, interested parties may file
comments and reply comments on or
before the dates set forth in the Notice
of Proposed Rule Making to which this
Appendix is attached. All submissions
by parties to this proceeding or persons
acting on behalf of such parties must be
made in written comments, reply
comments, or other appropriate
pleadings, Comments shall be served on
the petitioner by the person filing the
comments. Reply comments shall be
served on the person(s) who filed
comments to which the reply is directed.
Such comments and reply comments
shall be accompanied by a certificate of
service, (See § 1.420 (a), (b) and (c) of
the Commission's Rules.)

5. Number of Copies. In accordance
with the provisions of § 1.420 of the
Commission's Rules and Regulations,
and original and four copies of all
comments, reply comments, pleadings,

briefs, or other documents shall be
furnished the Commission.

8. Public Inspection of Filings. All
filings made in this proceeding will be
available for examination by interested
parties during regular business hours in
the Commission's Public Reference
Room at its headquarters, 1919 M Streel,
NW.. Washington, D.C.

{FR Doc. £3-10108 Plled 6-15-83; 845 am)
BILLING CODE §712-01-M

47 CFR Part 73
[MM Docket No. 83-496; RM-4384]

TV Broadcast Station In Cadillac,

Michigan; Proposed Changes in Table
of Assignments

AGENCY: Federal Communications
Commission,

ACTION: Proposed rule.

SUMMARY: This action proposes the
assignment of UHF Television Channel
33 to Cadillac, Michigan, as its third
television assignment in response to a
petition filed by the GRK Productions.
DATES: Comments must be filed on or
before July 18, 1983, and reply comments
on or before August 2, 1883,

ADDRESS: Federal Communications
Commission, Washington, D.C. 20554.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Mark N. Lipp, Mass Media Bureau (202)
634-6530.

List of Subjects in 47 CFR Part 73
Television broadcasting.

Proposed Rule Making

In the matter of; amendment of § 73.606(b),
Table of Assignments, TV Broadcast Stations
(Cadillac, Michigan), MM Docket No, 83-490,
RM-4384.

Adopted: May 9, 1883,

Released: June 8, 1883,

By the Chief, Policy and Rules Division.

1. The Commission herein considers &
petition for rule making filed February
18, 1983, by GRK Productions
(“petitioner”) seeking the assignment of
UHF Television Channel 33 to Cadillac,
Michigan, as its third television
assignment. Petitioner submitted
information in support of the proposal
and expressed an interest in applying
for the channel, if assigned. The channe!
can be assigned in compliance with the
minimum distance separation
requirements and other criteria.

2. Cadillac (populaticn 10,199)," seat of
Wexford County (population 25,102), is

'Population figures are taken from the 1980 US.
Census Advance Report.
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located approximately 280 kilometers
(175 miles) northwest of Detroit,
Michigan..

3. Since Cadillac, Michigan, is located
within 402 kilometers (250 miles) of the
US.-Canadian border, Canadian
clearance must be obtained.

4, In view of the fact that Cadillac
would receive its third local television
broadcast service, the Commission
believes it is appropriate to seek
comments on the proposal to amend the
Television Table of Assignments
(5 73.606{b) of the Commission's Rules)
with respect to the following community:

cuy Channed No,
Prosent Proposad
Caddac, Mchgan ........ 827 0,27, 8+

5. The Commission’s authority to
institute rule making proceedings,
showings required, cut-off procedures,
and filing requirements are contained in
the attached Appendix and are
incorporated by reference herein.

Note.—A showing of continuing Interest Is
required by paragraph 2 of the Appendix
before a channel will be assigned.

6. Interested parties may file
comments on or before July 18, 1983, and
reply comments on or before August 2,
1883, and are advised to read the
Appendix for the proper procedures.

7. The Commission has determined
that the relevant provisions of the
Regulatory Flexibility Act of 1980 do not
apply to rule making proceedings to
amend the TV Table of Assignments,

§ 73.806(b) of the Commission's Rules.
See, Certification that Sections 603 and
604 of the Regulatory Flexibility Act Do
Not Apply to Rule Making to Amend

§§ 73.202(b), 73.504 and 73.606(b) of the
Commission’s Rules, 46 F.R. 11549,
published February 9, 1981.

8. For further information concerning
this proceeding, contact Mark N. Lipp,
Mass Media Bureau, (202) 634-6530.
However, members of the public should
note that from the time a Notice of
Proposed Rule Making is issued until the
matter is no longer subject to
Commission consideration, or court
review, all ex parte contacts are
prohibited in Commission proceedings,
such as this one, which involve channel
dssignments. An ex parte contact is a
message (spoken or written) concerning
the merits of a pending rule making,
other than comments officially filed at
the Commission, or oral presentation
required by the Commission. Any
tomment which has not been served on
the petitioner constitutes an ex parte

presentation and shall not be considered
in the proceeding. Any reply comment
which has not been served on the
person(s) who filed the comment, to
which the reply is directed, constitutes
an ex parte presentation and shall not
be considered in the proceeding.

(Secs. 4, 303, 48 Stat, as amended. 1066, 1082;
47 U.S.C. 154, 303)

Federal Communications Commission.
Roderick K. Porter,

Chisf, Policy and Rules Division, Mass Media
Bureau,

Appendix

1. Pursuant to authority found in
sections 4{i), 5{d)(1), 303 (g) and (r), and
307(b) of the Communications Act of
1934, as amended, and §§ 0.61, 0.204(b)
and 0.283 of the Commission's Rules, 7t
is proposed to amend the TV Table of
Assignments, § 73.608(b) of the
Commission's Rules and Regulations, as
set forth in the Notice of Proposed Rule
Making to which this Appendix is
attached.

2. Showings Required. Comments are
invited on the proposal(s) discussed in
the Notice of Proposed Rule Making to
which this Appendix is attached.
Proponent(s) will be expected to answer
whatever questions are presented in
initial comments. The proponent of a
proposed assignment is also expected to
file comments even if it only resubmits
or incorporates by reference its former
pleadings. It should also restate its
present intention to apply for the
channel if it is assigned, and, if
authorized, to build a station promptly.
Failure to file may lead to denial of the
request.

3. Cut-off Procedures. The following
procedures will govern the
consideration of filings in this
proceeding.

(a) Counterproposals advanced in this
proceeding itself will be considered, if
advanced in initial comments, so that
parties may comment on them in reply
comments. They will not be considered
if advanced in reply comments. (See
§ 1.420(d) of the Commission’s Rules,)

(b) With respect to petitions for rule
making which conflict with the
proposal(s) in this Notice, they will be
considered as comments in the
proceeding, and Public Notice to this
effect will be given as long as they are
filed before the date for filing initial
comments herein. If they are filed later
than that, they will not be considered in
connection with the decision in this
docket.

(c) The filing of a counterproposal
may lead the Commission to assign a
different channel than was requested for
any of the communities involved.

4. Comments and Reply Comments;
Service. Pursuant to applicable
procedures set out in §§ 1,415 and 1.420
of the Commission's Rules and
Regulations, interested parties may file
comments and reply comments on or
before the dates set forth in the Notice
of Proposed Rule Making to which this

" Appendix is attached. All submissions

by parties to this proceeding or persons
acting on behalf of such parties must be
made in written comments, reply
comments, or other appropriate
pleadings. Comments shall be served on
the petitioner by the person filing the
comments. Reply comments shall be
served on the person(s) who filed
comments to which the reply is directed.
Such comments and reply comments
shall be accompanied by a certificate of
service. (See § 1.420 (a), (b) and (c) of
the Commission's Rules.)

5. Number of Copies. In accordance
with the provisions of Section 1.420 of
the Commission’s Rules and
Regulations, an original and four copies
of all comments, reply comments,
pleadings, briefs, or other documents
shall be furnished the Commission.

8. Public Inspection of Filings. All
mm?. made in this proceeding will be
available for examination by interested
parties during regular business hours in
the Commission's Public Reference
Room at its headquarters, 1919 M Street,
N.W., Washington, D.C.

[FR Doc. 316117 Filed 8-15-43 545 am)
BILLING CODE §712-01-M

47 CFR Part 73
[MM Docket No. 83-497; RM-4404)

FM Broadcast Stations in Glen Arbor,
Michigan; Proposed Changes in Table
of Assignments

AGENCY: Federal Communications
Commission.

ACTION: Proposed rule.

SUMMARY: This action proposes the
assignment of FM Channel 232A to Glen
Arbor, Michigan, as that community's
first FM assignment, in response to a
petition filed by Midwest Radio
Consultants, Inc.

DATES: Comments must be filed on or
before July 18, 1983, and reply comments
on or before August 2, 1983.

ADDRESS: Federal Communications
Commission, Washington, D.C. 20554.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Mark N. Lipp, Mass Media Bureau (202)
634-6530.

List of Subjects in 47 CFR Part 73
Radio broadcasting.
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et
Proposed Rule Making Commission’s Rules, 46 FR 11549, consideration of filings in this
In the matter of amendment of § 73.202(b), published February 9, 1981. proceeding.

table of assignments, FM Broadcast Stations
(Glen Arbor, Michigan), MM Docket No. 83~
497, RM—4404.

Adopted: May 9, 1983,

Released: June 6, 1983.

By the Chief, Policy and Rules Division.

1, A petition for rule making was filed
March 15, 1983, by Midwest Radio
Consultants, Inc. (“petitioner”), seeking
the assignment of Channel 261A to Glen
Arbor, Michigan, as its first FM
broadcast service. Petitioner submitted
information in support of the proposal
and expressed its interest in applying
for the channel, if assigned.

2. The requested assignment is short-
spaced to a proposal for Channel 261A
in Bear Lake, Michigan. Our staff has
determined that Channel 232A in Glen
Arbor meets all spacing requirements.

3. Since the assignment of Channel
232A to Glen Arbor, Michigan is within
320 kilometers (200 miles) of the U.S.-
Canadian border, Canadian concurrence
must be obtained.

4. In view of the fact that the proposed
assignment could provide a first local
FM broadcast service to Glen Arbor,
Michigan, the Commission believes it is
appropriate o propose amending the FM
Table of Assignments (§ 73.202(b) of the
Commission’s Rules) with respect to the
following community:

City
Present

Gien Arbor, Michigan

5. The Commission's authority to
institute rule making proceedings,
showings required, cut-off procedures,
and filing requirements are contained in
the attached Appendix and are
incorporated by reference herein.

Note.—A showing of continuing interest is
required by paragraph 2 of the Appendix
before a channel will be assigned.

6. Interested parties may file
comments on or before July 18, 1983, and
reply comments on or before August 2,
1983, and are advised to read the
Appendix for the proper procedures

7. The Commission has determined
that the relevant provisions of the
Regulatory Flexibility Act of 1880 do not
apply to rule making proceedings to
amend the FM Table of Assignments,

§ 73202(b) of the Commission’s Rules.
See, Certification that Sections 603 and
304 of the Regulatory Flexibility Act Do
Not Apply to Rule Making to Amend
§§ 73.202(b), 73.504 and 73.606(b) of The

8. For further information concerning
this proceeding, contact Mark N. Lipp,
Mass Media Bureau, (202) 634-8530.
However, members of the public should
note that from the time a Notice of
Proposed Rule Making is issued until the
matter is no longer subject to
Commission consideration or court
review, all ex parte contacts are
prohibited in Commission proceedings,
such as this one, which involve channel
assignments. An ex parte contact is a
message {spoken or written) concerning
the merits of a pending rule making
other than comments officially filed at
the Commission or oral presentation
required by the Commission. Any
comment which has not been served on
the petitioner constitutes an ex parte
presentation and shall not be considered
in the proceeding. Any reply comment
which has not been served on the
person(s) who filed the comment to
which the reply is directed constitutes
an ex parte presentation and shall not
be considered in the proceeding.

(Secs. 4. 303, 48 stal., as amended, 1068, 1062;
47 US.C. 154, 303)

Federal Communicatlions Commission.
Roderick K. Porter,

Chief, Policy and Rules Division, Mass Media
Bureauw.

Appendix

1, Pursuant to authority found in
sections 4(i), 5(d)(1). 303 {g) and [r), and
307(b) of the Communications Act of
1934, as amended, and §§ 0.61, 0.204(b)
and 0.283 of the Commission's Rules, Jt
is proposed to amend the FM Table of
Assignments, § 73.202(b) of the
Commission’s Rules and Regulations, as
set forth in the Notice of Proposed Rule
Making to which this Appendix is
attached.

2. Showings Required. Comments are
invited on the proposai(s) discussed in
the Notice of Proposed Rule Making to
which this Appendix is attached.
Proponent(s) will be expected to answer
whatever questions are presented in
initial comments. The proponent of a
proposed assignment is also expected lo
file comments even if it only resubmits
or incorporates by reference its former
pleadings. It should also restate its
present intention to apply for the
channel if it is assigned, and, if
authorized, to build a station promptly.
Failure to file may lead to denial of the
request.

3, Cut-off Procedures. The following
procedures will govern the

{a) Counterproposals advanced in this
proceeding itself will be considered, if
advanced in initial comments, so that
parties may comment on them in reply
comments. They will not be considered
if advanced in reply comments. (See
Section 1.420{d) of the Commission's
Rules.)

(b) With respect to petitions for rule
making which conflict with the
proposal(s} in this Notice, they will be
considered as comments in the
proceeding. and Public Notice to this
effect will be given as long as they are
filed before the date for filing initial
comments herein. If they are filed later
than that, they will not be considered in
connection with the decision in this
docket.

[¢) The filing of a counterproposal
may lead the Commission to assign a
different channel than was requested for
any of the communities involved.

4. Comments and Reply Comments;
Service. Pursuant to applicable
procedures set out in §§ 1.415 and 1.420
of the Commission’s Rules and
Regulations, interested parties may file
comments and reply comments on or
before the dates set forth in the Notice
of Proposed Rule Making to which this
Appendix is attached. All submissions
by parties to this proceeding or persons
acting on behalf of such parties must be
made in written comments, reply
comments, or other appropriate
pleadings. Comments shall be served on
the petitioner by the person filing the
comments. Reply comments shall be
served on the person(s) who filed
comments to which the reply is directed.
Such comments and reply comments
shall be accompanied by a certificate of
service. (See §1.420 (a), (b} and (c) of the
Commission's Rules.)

5. Number of Copies. In accordance
with the provisions of Section 1.420 of
the Commission's Rules and
Regulations, an original and four copies
of all comments, reply comments,
pleadings, briefs, or other documents
shall be furnished the Commission.

6. Public Inspection of Filings. All
filings made in this proceeding wil be
available for examination by interested
parties during regular business hours in
the Commission's Public Reference
Room at its headquarters, 1919 M Streel.
NW., Washington, D.C.

(VR Doc. 85-16116 Filed 6-15-83. 845 am|
BILLING CODE 6712-01-M




Federal Register / Vol. 48, No. 117 / Thursday, June 16, 1983 / Proposed Rules

27577

{7CFRPart 73
[MM Docket No, 83-491; RM-4420]

FM Broadcast Station in Baker,

Oregon; Proposed Changes in Table of
Assignments

acency: Federal Communications
Commission.

ACTION: Proposed rule.

summARY: This action proposes the
assignment of Class C Channel 284 to
Baker, Oregon, as that community's
second FM assignment, in response o a
petition by James T. Frakes.

pATES: Comments must be filed on or
before July 18, 1983, and reply comments
on or before August 2, 1883,

ADDRESS: Federal Communications
Commission, Washington, D.C. 20554.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Mark N. Lipp, Mass Media Bureau (202)
834-6530,

List of Subjects in 47 CFR Part 73
Radio broadcasting.
Proposed Rule Making

In the matter of amendment of § 73.202(b),
Table of Assignments, FM Broadcast Stations
(Baker, Oregon), MM Docket No. 83491, RM-
“2n

Adopted: May 9, 1983.

Released: June 2, 1863,

By the Chief, Policy and Rules Division,

1. The Commission herein considers a
petition for rule making filed March 31,
1883 by James T. Frakes (“petitioner”),
seeking the assignment of Class C FM
Channel 284 to Baker, Oregon as that
community’s second FM assignment.
Petitioner submitted information in
support of the proposal and expressed
his interest in applying for the channel,
if assigned. The channel can be assigned
in compliance with the minimum
distance separation requirements,

2. In view of the fact that the proposed
ssignment could provide a second logal
FM broadcast service to Baker, Oregon,
the Commission believes it is
ippropriale to propose amending the FM
Table of Assignments {§ 73.202(b) of the
CA'\'mmission's Rules) with respect to the
following community:

3. The Commission’s authority to
‘nstitute rule making proceedings.
showings required, cut-off procedures,
#nd filing requirements are contained in

the attached Appendix and are
incorporated by reference herein.

Note—A showing of continuing interest is
ulred by paragraph 2 of the Appendix
before a channel will be assigned.

4. Interested parties may file
comments on or before July 18, 1983, and
reply comments on or before August 2,
1983, and are advised to read the
Appendix for the proper procedures.

5. The Commission has determined
that the relevant provisions of the
Regulatory Flexibility Act of 1980 do not
apply to rule making proceedings to
amend the FM Table of Assignments,

§ 73.202(b) of the Commission's Rules.
See, Certification that Sections 603 and
604 of the Regulatory Flexibility Act Do
Not Apply to Rule Making to Amend
§§ 73.202(b), 73.504 and 73.606(b) of the
Commission’s Rules, 46 FR 11548,
published February 9, 1981.

6. For further information concerning
this proceeding, contact Mark N. Lipp,
Mass Media Bureau, (202) 634-6530,
However, members of the public should
note that from the time a Notice of
Proposed Rule Making is issued until the
matter is no longer subject to
Commission consideration or court
review, all ex parte contacts are
prohibited in Commission proceedings,
such as this one, which involve channel
assignments. An ex parte contact is a
massage (spoken or wrilten) concerning
the merits of a pending rule making
other than comments officially filed at
the Commission or oral presentation
required by the Commission. Any
comment which has not been served on
the petitoner consititutes an ex parte
presentation and shall not be considered
in the proceeding. Any reply comment
which has not been served on the
person(s) who filed the comment to
which the reply is directed constitutes
an ex parte presentation and shall not
be considered in the proceeding.

(Secs. 4, 303, 48 stat., as amended, 1066, 1082;
47 U.S.C. 154, 303)

Federal Communications Commission.
Roderick K. Porter,

Chief, Policy and Rules Division, Mass Media
Bureau.

Appendix

1. Pursuant to authority found in
section 4(i), 5(d)(1), 303 {g) and (r), and
307(b) of the Communications Act of
1934, as amended, and §§ 0.61, 0.204(b)
and 0.283 of the Commission's Rules, /¢
is proposed to amend the FM Table of
Assignments, § 73.202(b) of the
Commission’s Rules and Regulations, as

set forth in the Notice of Proposed Rule -

Making to which this Appendix is
altached.

2. Showings Required, Comments are
invited on the proposal(s) discussed in
the Notice of Proposed Rule Making to
which this Appendix is attached.
Proponent(s) will be expected to answer
whatever questions are presented in
initial comments. The proponent of a
proposed assignment is also expected to
file comments even if it only resubmits
or incorporates by reference its former
pleadings. It should also restate its
present intention to apply for the
channel if it is assigned, and, if
authorized, to build a station promptly.
Failure to file may lead to denial of the
request.

3. Cut-off Procedures. The following
procedures will govern the
consideration of filings in this
proceeding.

(a) Counterproposals advanced in this
proceeding itself will be considered, if
advanced in intital comments, so that
parties may comment on them in reply
comments. They will not be considered
if advanced in reply comments. (See
§ 1.420(d) of the Commission’s Rules.)

(b) With respect to petitions for rule
making which conflict with the
proposal(s) in this Notice, they will he
considered as comments in the
proceeding, and Public Notice to this
effect will be given as long as they are
filed before the date for filing initial
comments herein. If they are filed later
than that, they will not be considered in
connection with the decision in this
docket.

{c) The filing of a counterproposal
may lead the Commission to assign a
different channel than was requested for
any of the communities involved.

4. Comments and Reply Comments;
Service. Pursuant to applicable
procedures set out in §§ 1.415 and 1.420
of the Commission’s Rules and
Regulations, interested parties may file
comments and reply comments on or
before the dates set forth in the Notice
of Proposed Rule Makix to which this
Appendix is attached. All submissions
by parties to this proceeding or persons
acting on behalf of such parties must be
made in written comments, reply
comments, or other appropriate
pleadings. Comments shall be served on
the petitioner by the person filing the
comments. Reply comments shall be
served on the person{s) who filed
comments to which the reply is directed.
Such comments and reply comments
shall be accompanied by a certificate of
service. (See § 1.420 (a), (b) and (c) of
the Commission's Rules.)

5. Number of Copies. In accordance
with the provisions of Section 1.420 of
the Commission's Rules and
Regulations, an original and four copies
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of all comments, reply comments,
pleadings, briefs, or other documents
shall be furnished the Commission.

6. Public Inspection of Filings. All
filings made in this proceeding will be
available for examination by interested
parties during regular business hours in
the Commission’s Public Reference
Room at its headquarters, 1919 M Street,
NW., Washington, D.C.

[FR Doc 13-30112 Filed 6-15-23 885 am|
BILLING CODE 6712-01%-M

3. Blanco (population 1,179)! in Blanco
County (population 4,681), is located in
central Texas approximately 72
kilometers {45 miles) west of Austin,
Texas.

4. In view of the fact that Blanco could
receive its first local television service,
we shall seek comments on the proposal
to amend the Television Table of
Assignments (§ 73.606(b) of the
Commission's Rules) with respect to the
following community:

47CFR Part 73

[MM Docket No. 83-478; RM-4371]

TV Broadcast Stations in Blanco,
Texas; Proposed Changes in Table of
Assignments

AGENCY: Federal Communications
Commission.

ACTION: Proposed rule

SUMMARY: This action proposes to
assign UHF television Channel 52 to
Blanco, Texas as its first television
assignment in response to a petition
filed by Opal Chadwell.

DATES: Comments must be filed on or
before July 18, 1983, and reply comments
on or before August 2, 1983.

ADDRESS: Federal Communications
Commission, Washington, D.C. 20554.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Mark N. Lipp, Mass Media Bureau (202)
634-6530.

List of Subjects in 47 CFR Part 73
Television broadcasting.

Proposed Rule Making

In the matter of amendment of § 73.606(b),
Table of Assignments, TV Broadcast Stations
(Blanco, Texas), MM Docket No. 83478, RM-
4371

Adopted: May 4, 1983.

Released: June 1, 1683,

By the Chief, Policy and Rules Division.

1. The Commission herein considers a
petition for rule making filed February 3,
1883, by Opal Chadwell (“petitioner”)
seeking the assignment of UHF
television Channel 52 to Blanco, Texas,
as its first television asignment.
Petitioner submitted information in
support of the proposal and expressed
an interest in applying for the channel, if
assigned.

2. Since Blanco is located within 320
kilomelers (198 miles) of the U.S.-
Mexican border, the proposed
assignment requires the concurrence of
the Mexican government.

5 Presert

| TSR -

el 52+

5. The Commission’s authority to
institute rule making proceedings,
showings required, cut-off procedures,
and filing requirements are contained in
the attached Appendix and are
incorporated by reference herein.

Note.—A showing of continuing interest is
required by parsgreph 2 of the Appendix
before a channel will be assigned.

6. Interested parties may file
comments on or before July 18, 1983, and
reply comments on or before August 2,
1983, and are advised to read the
Appendix for the proper procedures.

7. The Commission has determined
that the relevant provisions of the
Regulatory Flexibility Act of 1980 do not
apply to rule making proceedings to
amend the TV Table of Assignments,

§ 73.606(b) of the Commission’s Rules.
See, Certificotion that Sections 603 and
604 of the Regulatory Flexibility Act Do
Not Apply to Rule Making to Amend

§§ 73.202(b), 73.504 and 73.606{b) of the
Commission's Rules. 48 FR 11549,
published February 9, 1981.

8. For further information conceming
this proceeding, contact Mark N. Lipp,
Mass Media Bureau, (202) 6346530,
However, members of the public should
note that from the time a Notice of
Proposed Rule Making is issued until the
matter is no longer subject to
Commission consideration or court
review, all ex parte contacts are
prohibited in Commission proceedings,
such as this one, which involve channel
assignments. An ex parte contact is a
message (spoken or written) concerning
the merits of a pending rule making
other than comments officially filed at
the Commission or oral presentation
required by the Commission. Any
comment which has not been served on
the petitioner constitutes an ex parte
presentation and shall not be considered

' Population figures are taken from the 1980 US.
Census Advance Report.

in the proceeding. Any reply comment
which has not been served on the
person(s) who filed the comment to
which the reply is directed constitutes
an ex parte presentation and shall not
be considered in the proceeding.

(Secs. 4, 303, 48 stat., as amended, 1064, 1062
47 U.S.C. 154. 309.)

Federal Communications Commission.
Roderick K. Porter,

Chief, Policy and Rules Division. Mass Medio
Bureau.

Appendix

1. Pursuant to authority found in
§8§ 4(i), (5)(d)(1), 303 (g] and (r), and
307(b) of the Communications Act of
1934, as amended, and §§ 0.61, 0.204(h)
and 0.283 of the Commission’s Rules. /
is proposed to amend the TV Table of
Assignments, § 73.606{b) of the
Commission’s Rules and Regulations, as
set forth in the Notice of Proposed Rule
Making to which this Appendix is
attached.

2. Showings Required. Comments are
invited on the proposal(s) discussed in
the Notice of Proposed Rule Making to
which this Appendix is attached.
Proponent(s) will be expected to answer
whatever questions are presented in
initial comments. The proponent of a
proposed assignment is also expected to
file comments even if it only resubmits
or incorporates by reference its former
pleadings. It should also restate its
present intention to apply for the
channel if it is assigned. and, if
authorized, to build a station promptly.
Failure to file may lead to denial of the
request.

3. Cut-off Procedures. The following

procedures will be the
consideration of filings in this
proceeding.

(a) Counterproposals advanced in this
proceeding itself will be considered, if
advanced in initial comments, so that
parties may comment on them in reply
comments, They will not be considered
if advanced in reply comments. (See
§ 1.420(d) of the Commission's Rules.]

(b) With respect to petitions for rule
making which conflict with the
proposal(s) in this Notice, they will be
considered as comments in the
proceeding, and Public Notice to this
effect will be given as long as they are
filed before the date for filing initial
comments herein. If they are filed later
than that, they will not be considered in
connection with the decision in this
docket.

(c) The filing of a counterproposal
may lead the Commission to assign &
different channel than was requested for
any of the communities involved.




Federal Register / Vol. 48, No. 117 / Thursday, June 18, 1983 / Proposed Rules

T———

27579

4. Comments and Reply Comments:
Service. Pursuant to applicable
procedures set out in §§ 1.415 and 1.420
of the Commission's Rules and
Regulations, interested parties may file
comments and reply comments on or
before the dates set forth in the Notice
of Proposed Rule Ma to which this
Appendix is attached. All submissions
by parties to this proceeding or persons

made in written comments, reply
comments, or other appropriate
pleadings, Comments shall be served on
lhe petitioner by the person filing the
comments. Reply comments shall be
served on the persod]s) who filed
comments o which the reply is directed.
Such comments and reply comments
shll be accompanied by a certificate of
service. (See § 1.420 {a), (b) and (c) of
the Commission's Rules.)

5. Number of Copies. In accordance
with the provisions of § 1.420 of the
Commission’s Rules and Regulations, an
original and four copies of all comments,
reply comments, pleadings, briefs, or
other documents shall be furnished the
Commission.

6. Public Inspection of Filings. All
liiings made in this proceeding will be
available for examination by interested
parties during regular business hours in
Ihe Commission's Public Reference
Room at its headguarters, 1919 M Street,
NW., Washington, D.C.

[FH Doe. 83-18111 6-15-40: R4S wm}
BILLING COOE 6712-01-M

47CFR Part 73
(MM Docket No. 83-477; AM-4397]

FM Broadcast Stations In Antigo,
Wisconsin; Proposed Changes In Table
of Assignments

AGENCY: Federal Communications
Commission.

ACTION: Proposed rule.

SUMMARY: This action oses the
essignment of FM Channel 280A to
Anz_sgo. Wisconsin as its second FM
assignment in response to a petition
filed by Stewart-Monroe Broadcast
Enterpriges,

DA;TES: Comments must be filed on or
before July 18, 1983, and reply comments
on or before August 2, 1983,

ADDRESS: Federal Communications
Commission, Washington, D.C. 20554.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:

Mark N. Lipp, Mass Media Bureau (202)
834-6530,

List of Subjects in 47 CFR Part 73
Radio Broadcasting.

Proposed Rule Making

In the matter of amendment of § 73.202(b),
Table of Assignments, FM Broadcast Stations
(Antigo, Wisconsin), MM Docket No, 83-477,
RM-4397.

Adopted: May 4, 1983,

Released: June 1, 1883,

By the Chief, Policy and Rules Division,

1. A petition for rule making was filed
February 18, 1983, by Stewart-Monroe
Broadcast Enterprises (“petitioner”)
proposing the assignment of Channel
2B0A to Antigo, Wisconsin, as ils second
FM assignment. Petitioner submilled
information in support of the proposal
but failed to express an interest in
applying for the channel, if assigned. It
is expected to do so in its comments. A
site restriction of 6.7 miles east of
Antigo is required to avold short spacing
to Station WWIB {Channel 279),
Ladysmith, Wiscoasin, and to Station
WWRW (Channel 277) in Wisconsin
Rapids, Wisconsin.

2. Since the proposed asignment of
Channel 280A to Antigo, Wisconsin, is
located within 320 kilometers (200 miles)
of the U.S.-Canadian border, Canadian
clearance must be obtained.

3. In view of the fact that the proposed
assignment could provide a second local
FM broadcast service to Antigo,
Wisconsin, the Commission believes it
is appropriate to propose amending the
FM Table of Assignments (§ 73.202(b) of
the Commission's Rules), with respect lo
the following community.

e T =
Presont P’”E_‘:’_
Anfigo, Wasconein_ 257 | 280A 287

4. The Commission's authority to
institute rule making proceedings,
showings required, cut-off procedures,
and filing requirements are contained in
the attached Appendix and are
incorporated by reference herein.

Note.—A showing of continuing interest is
required by paragraph 2 of the Appendix
before a channel will be assign

5. Interested parties may file
comments on or before July 18, 1983, and
reply comments on or before Aungust 2,
1983, and are advised lo read the
Appendix for the proper procedures.

6. The Commission has determined
that the relevant provisions of the
Regulatory Flexibility Act of 1980 do not
apply to rule making proceedings to
amend the FM Table of Assignments,

§ 73.202{b) of the Commission's Rules.
See, Certification that Sections 603 and
604 of the Regulatory Flexibility Act Do
Not Apply to Rule Moking to Amend

§§ 73.202(b), 73.504 and 73.606(b} of the
Commission’s Rules, 46 FR 11549,
published February 9, 1981.

7. For further information concerning
this proceeding, contact Mark N. Lipp,
Mass Media Bureau, (202) 634-6530.
However, members of the public should
note that from the time a Notice of
Proposed Rule Making is issued until the
matter is no longer subject lo
Commission consideration or court
review, all ex parte contacts are
prohibited in Commission proceedings,
such as this one, which involve channel
assignments. An ex parte contact is a
message (spoken or written) concerning
the merits of a pending rule making
other than comments officially filed at
the Commission or oral presentation
required by the Commission. Any
comment which has not been served on
the petitioner constitutes an ex parte
presentation and shall not be considered
in the proceeding. Any reply comment
which has not been served on the
persons(s) who filed the comment, to
which the reply is directed, constitutes
an ex parte presentation and shall not
be considered in the proceeding.

(Secs. 4, 303, 48 stat., us amended, 1006, 1082;
47 U.S.C. 154, 308)

Federal Communications Commission.
Roderick K. Porter

Chief. Policy and Rules Division. Mass Medio
Bureau. b

Appendix

1. Pursuant to authority found in
Sections 4{i), 5{(d)(1). 303 (g) and {r), and
307(b) of the Communications Act of
1934, as amended, and § 0.61, 0.204(b)
and 0.283 of the Commission’s Rules, it
is proposed to amend the FM Table of
Assignments, § 73.202(b) of the
Commission's Rules and Regulations, as
set forth in the Notice of Proposed Rule
Making to which this Appendix is
attuched.

2. Showings Required. Comments are
invited on the proposal(s) discussed in
the Notice of Proposed Rule Making to
which this Appendix is attached.
Proponent{s) will be expected lo answer
whatever questions are presented in
initial comments. The proponent of a
proposed assignment is also expected to
file comments even if it only resubmits
or incorporates by reference its former
pleadings. it should also restate its
present intention 1 apply for the
channel if it is assigned, and, if
authorized, to build a station promptly.

~ Failure to file may lead to denial of the

request.

3. Cut-off Procedures. The following
procedures will govern the
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consideration of filings in this
proceeding.

(a) Counterproposals advanced in this
proceeding itself will be considered, if
advanced in initial comments, so that
parties may comment on them in reply
comments. They will not be considered
if advanced in reply comments, (See
§ 1.420(d) of the Commission's Rules.)

(b) With respect to petitions for rule
making which conflict with the
proposal(s) in this Notice, they will be
considered as comments in the
proceeding, and Public Notice to this
effect will be given as long as they are
filed before the date for filing initial
comments herein. If they are filed later
than that, they will not be considered in
connection with the decision in this
docket.

(c) The filing of a counterproposal
may lead the Commission to assign a
different channel than was requested for
any of the communities involved.

4. Comments and Reply Comments;
Service, Pursuant to applicable
procedures set out in §§ 1.415 and 1.420
of the Commission's Rules and
Regulations, interested parties may file
comments and reply comments on or
before the dates set forth in the Notice
of Proposed Rule Making to which this
Appendix is attached. All submissions
by parties to this proceeding or persons
acting on behalf of such parties must be
made in written comments, reply
coments, or other appropriate pleadings.
Comments shall be served on the
petitioner by the person filing the
comments. Reply comments shall be
served on the person(s) who filed
comments to which the reply is directed.
Such comments and reply comments
shall be accompanied by a certificate of
service. (See § 1.420 (a), (b) and (c) of
the Commission’s Rules.)

5. Number of Copies. In accordance
with the provisions of § 1.420 of the
Commission's Rule and Regulations, an
original and four copies of all comments,
reply comments, pleadings, briefs, or
other documents shall be furnished the
Commission.

8. Public Inspection of Filings. All
filings made in this proceeding will be
available for examination by interested
parties during regular business hours in
the Commission's Public Reference
Room at its headquarters, 1919 M Street,
NW., Washington, D.C.

[FR Dioc. #3-16110 Filod 6-15-83: 045 wm)
BILLING CODE 6712-01-M

47 CFR Part 73
[MM Docket No. 83-494; RM-4394)

FM Broadcast Stations in
Trempealeau, Wisconsin; Proposed
Changes in Table of Assignments

AGENCY: Federal Communications
Commission.

ACTION: Proposed rule.

SUMMARY: This action proposes the
assignment of Channel 288A to
Trempealeau, Wisconsin, in response to
a petition filed by Greater Trempesaleau
Broadcasting Company. The proposed
assignment could provide a first FM
service to Trempealeau.

DATES: Comments must be filed on or
before July 18, 1983, and reply comments
on or before August 2, 1983,

ADDRESS: Federal Communications
Commission, Washington, D.C. 20554,

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Montrose H. Tyree, Mass Media Bureau
(202) 634-6530.

List of Subjects in 47 CFR Part 73
Radio broadcasting.
Proposed Rule Making

In the matter of amendment of § 73.202(b),
Table of Assignments, FM Broadcast Stations
[Trempealeau, Wisconsin), MM Docket No,
83-494, RM-3494.

Adopted: May 9, 1983.

Released: June 2, 1983,

By the Chief, Policy and Rules Division.

1. A petition for rule making was filed
on February 28, 1983, by Greater
Trempealeau Broadcasting Company
("petitioner”), proposing the assignment
of Channel 288A to Trempealeau,
Wisconsin, as its first FM assignment.
Petitioner expressed its desire to apply
for the channel, if assigned.

2. The proposed assignment of
Channel 288A to Trempealeau can be
made in conformity with the minimum
distance separation requirements,
provided the transmitter site is located
approximately 4.9 miles southwest of
the city. * This restriction is necessary to
avoid short-spacing to Station
WCFW(FM) (Channel 288A) at
Chippewa Falls, Wisconsin.

3. In view of the foregoing and the fact
that the proposed assignment could
provide a first FM service to
Trempealeau, the Commission proposes
to amend the FM Table of Assignments,
§ 73.202(b) of the Rules, with regard to
the following community:

'Petitioner proposed a transmitter site 5.1 miles
southwest of the city.

Cnannad Ne
Presomt

Cay b
Proposes

Trompealoau, Wisconsin .. ..4 = 2880

4. The Commission's authority to
institute rule making proceedings,
showings required, cut-off procedures,
and filing requirements are contained in
the attached Appendix and are
incorporated by reference herein.

Note.—A showing of continuing interest s
required by paragraph 2 of the Appendix
before a channel will be assigned.

5. Interested parties may file
comments on or before July 18, 1983, and
reply comments on or before August 2,
1983, and are advised to read the
Appendix for the proper procedures.

8, The Commission has determined
that the relevant provisions of the
Regulatory Flexibility Act of 1980 do not
apply to rule making proceedings to
amend the FM Table of Assignments,

§ 73.202(b) of the Commission's Rules.
See, Certification that Sections 603 and
604 of the Regulatory Flexibility Act Do
Not Apply to Rule Making to Amend
§§ 73.202(b), 73.504 and 73.606(b) of the
Commission's Rules, 46 F.R. 11549,
published February 9, 1981.

7. For further information concerning
this proceeding, contact Montrose H.
Tyree, Mass Media Bureau, (202) 634
6530. However, members of the public
should note that from the time a Notice
of Proposed Rule Making is {ssued until
the matter is no longer subject to
Commission consideration or court
review, all ex parte contacts are
prohibited in Commission proceedings,
such as this one, which involve channel
assignments. An ex parte contact is a
message (spoken or written) concerning
the merits of a pending rule making
other than comments officially filed at
the Commission or oral presentation
required by the Commission. Any
comment which has not been served on
the petitioner constitutes an ex parte
presentation and shall not be considered
in the proceeding. Any reply comment
which has not been served on the
person(s) who filed the comment to
which the reply is directed constitutes
an ex parte presentation and shall nol
be considered in the proceeding.

(Secs. 4, 303, 48 stat,, as amended, 1068, 1062
47 US.C. 154, 303.)

Federal Communications Commission.
Roderick K. Porter,

Chief. Policy and Rules Division. Mass Medio
Bureau.

Appendix

1. Pursuant to authority found in
sections 4(i), 5(d)(1), 303 (g) and (r), and
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307(b) of the Communications Act of
1934, as amended, and §§ 0.61, 0.204(b)
and 0.2683 of the Commission’s Rules, it
is proposed to amend the FM Table of
Assignments, § 73.202(b) of the
Commission's Rules and Regulations, as
set forth in the Notice of Proposed Rule
Making to which this Appendix is
attached.

2 Showings Required. Comments are
invited on the proposal(s) discussed in
the Notice of Proposed Rule Making to
which this Appendix is attached.
Proponent(s) will be expecied to answer
whatever questions are presented in
[nitial comments. The proponent of a
proposed assignment Is also expected o
file comments even if it only resubmits
or incorporates by reference its former
pleadings. It should also restate its
present intention to apply for the
channel if it is assigned, and, if
suthorized, to build a station promptly,
Failure to file may lead to denial of the
reguest.

3. Cut-off Procedures. The following
procedures will govern the
consideration of filings in this
proceeding.

{#) Counterproposals advanced in this
proceeding itself will be considered, if
advanced in initial comments, so that
parties may comment on them in reply
comments, They will not be considered
if advanced in reply comments. (See
§ 1.420({d) of the Commission's Rules.)

(b) With respect to petitions for rule
making which conflict with the
proposal(s) in this Notice, they will be
considered as comments in the
proceeding, and Public Notice to this
effect will be given as long as they are
filed before the date for filing initial
comments herein. If they are filed later
than that, they will not be considered in
connection with the decision in this
docket.

(¢} The filing of a counterproposal
may lead the Commission to assign a
different channel than was requested for
any of the communities involved.

4. Comments and Reply Comments;
Service. Pursuant to applicable
Procedures set out in §§ 1.415 and 1.420
of the Commission's Rules and
Regulations, interested parties may file
fomments and reply comments on or
before the dates set forth in the Notice
of Proposed Rule Making to which this
Appendix is attached. All submissions
by parties to this proceeding or persons
acting on behalf of such parties must be
Made in written comments, reply
fomments, or other appropriate
pleadings, Comments shall be served on
the petitioner by the person filing the
tomments. Reply comments shall be
served on the person(s) who filed
fomments to which the reply is directed.

Such comments and reply comments
shall be accompanied by a certificate of
service. (See § 1.420 (a), (b) and (¢) of
the Commission's Rules,)

5. Number of Copies. In accordance
with the provisions of Section 1.420 of
the Commission’s Rules and
Regulations, an original and four copies
of all comments, reply comments,
pleadings, briefs, or other documents
shall be furnished the Commission.

6. Public Inspection of Filings. All
filings made in this proceeding will be
available for examination by interested
parties during regular business hours in
the Commission’s Public Reference
Roam at its headquarters, 1919 M Street,
N.W., Washington. D.C.

[FR Do 83-16148 Filed 6-15-83 843 am|
BILUING CODE 8712-03-M

47 CFR Part 73

[MM Docket No. 83-495; RM-4407)

TV Broadcast Stations in Claremore

and Tulsa, Oklahoma; Proposed
Changes in Table of Assignments

AGENCY: Federal Communications
Commission.

ACTION: Proposed rule.

SUMMARY: This action proposes to
reassign UHF noncommercial television
Channel *35 from Tulsa, Oklahoma, to
Claremore, Oklahoma, and to assign
Channel *59 to Tulsa, Oklahoma, in
response Lo petition for rule making.
DATES: Comments must be filed on or
before July 18, 1983, and reply comments
on or before August 2, 1983,

ADDRESS: Federal Communications
Commission, Washington, D.C. 20554.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Mark N. Lipp. Mass Media Bureau, (202)
634-6530.

List of Subjects in 47 CFR Part 73
Television broadcasting.

Notice of Proposed Rule Making

In the matter of Amendment of § 73.606(b),
Table of Assignments, TV Broadcast Stations
(Claremore and Tulsa, Oklahoma), MM
Docket No. 83-485, RM-4407.

Adopted: May 9, 1983.

Released: June 3, 1983,

By the Chief, Policy and Rules Division.

1. The Commission herein considers a
petition for rule making filed March 18,
1983, by Rogers State College,
the reassignment of UHF noncommercial
educational television Channel *35 from
Tulsa, Oklahoma, to Claremore,
Oklahoma. Petitioner also proposed the

assignment of non-commercial
educagtional UHF television Channel *53
to Tulsa, Oklahoma, to replace Channel
*35, Petitioner submitted information in
support of the proposal and expressed
an interest in applying for the Clarémore
channel, if assigned.

2. Channel *35 in Claremore meets all
spacing requirements. However, the
assignment of Channel *53 to Tulsa,
Oklahoma, is mutually exclusive with a
petition from Harry C. Powell (MM Dkt
83-241) requesting the assignment of
Channel 53 to Tulsa for commercial use.
As an alternative, we have determined
that Channel *59 can be assigned and
reserved at Tulsa for noncommercial
educational use in compliance with all
spacing requirements,

2. Claremore {population 12,085)", seat
of Rogers County (population 46,436), is
located approximately 40 kilometers (25
miles) northeast of Tulsa. It has no local
TV service.

4. In view of the fact that Claremore,
Oklahoma, could receive its first
noncommercial educational television
broadcast service, the Commission finds
that it would be in the public interest to
seek comments on the proposal to
amend the Television Table of
Assignments [§ 73.606(b) of the
Commission's Rules) with respect to the
following communities:

Channel No,

Present | Proposed

'35

24,84, 8-,
-, 23, 05,
A e, 0nd 47

24,8+ 8-,
M-, 23 ars,
47,53, and S8

5. The Commission's authority to
institute rule making proceedings,
showings required, cut-off procedures,
and filing requirements are contained in
the attached Appendix and are
incorporated by reference herein.

Note,—A showing of continuing interest is

required by paragraph 2 of the Appendix
before a channmel will be assigned.

6. Interested parties may file
comments on or before July 18, 1983, and
reply comments on or before August 2,
1983, and are advised to read the
Appendix for the proper procedures.

7. The Commission has determined
that the relevant provisions of the
Regulatory Flexibility Act of 1980 do not
apply to rule making proceedings to
amend the TV Table of Assignments,

§ 73.608(b) of the Commission’s Rules.

! Population figures are taken from the 1980 U.S.
Census Advance Report.
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See, Certification that Sections 603 and
604 of the Regulatory Flexibility Act Do
Not Apply to Rule Making to Amend

8§ 73.202(b), 73.504 and 73.606(b) of the
Commission’s Rules, 46 FR 11549,
published February 9, 1981,

8. For further information concerning
this proceeding. contact Mark N. Lipp,
Mass Media Bureau {202) 634-6530.
However, members of the public should
note that from the time a Notice of
Proposed Rule Making is issued until
the matter is no longer subject to
Commission consideration, or court
review, all ex parte contacts are
prohibited in Commission proceedings,
such as this one, which involve channel
assignments. An ex parte contact is a
message (spoken or written) concerning
the merits of a pending rule making,
other than comments officially filed at
the Commission, or oral presentation
required by the Commission. Any
comment which has not been served on
the petitioner constitutes an ex parte
presentation and shall not be considered
in the proceeding. Any reply comment
which has not been served on the
person(s) who filed the comment, to
which the reply is directed, constitutes
an ex parte presentation and shall not
be considered in the proceeding.

[Secs, 4, 303, 48 stat., as amended, 1066, 1082;
47 US.C, 154, 303)

Federal Communications Commission
Roderick K. Porter,

Chief. Policy and Rules Division, M33s Media
Bureau.

Appendix

1. Pursuant to authority found in
Sections 4(i). 5(d)(1), 303(g) and (r), and
307(b) of the Communications Act of
1934, as amended, and §§ 0.61, 0.204(b)
and 0.283 of the Commission's Rules, it
is proposed to amend the TV Table of
Assignments, § 73.606(b) of the
Commission's Rules and Regulations, as
sel forth in the Notice of Proposed Rule
Making to which this Appendix is
attached.

2. Showings Required. Comment!s are
invited on the proposal(s) discussed in
the Notice of Proposed Rule Making to
which this Appendix is attached.
Proponent(s) will be expected to enswer
whatever questions are presented in
initial comments. The proponent of a
proposed assignment is also expected to
file comments even if it only resubmits
or incorparates by reference its former
pleadings. It should also restate its
present intention to apply for the
channel if it is assigned, and, if
authorized, to build a station promptly.
Failure to file may lead to denial of the
request.

3. Cut-off Procedures. The following
procedures will govern the
consideration of filings in this
proceeding.

(a) Counterproposals advanced in this
proceeding itself will be considered, if
advanced in initial comments, so that
parties may comment on them in reply
comments. They will not be considered
if advanced in reply comments. {See
§ 1.420(d) of the Commission's Rules.)

(b) With respect to petitions for rule
making which conflict with the
proposal(s) in this Notice, they will be
considered as comments in the
proceeding, and Public Notice to this
effect will be given as long as they are
filed before the date for filing initial
comments herein. If they are filed later
than that, they will not be considered in
connection with the decision in this
docket.

(c) The filing of a counterproposal
may lead the Commission lo assign a
different channel than was requested for
any of the communities involved.

4. Comments and Reply Comments;
Service. Pursuant to applicable
procedures set out in §§ 1.415 and 1.420
of the Commission's Rules and
Regulations, interested parties may file
comments and reply comments on or
before the dates set forth in the Notice
of Proposed Rule Making to which this
Appendix is attached. All submissions
by parties to this proceeding or persons
acting on behalf of such parties must be
made in written comments, reply
comments, or other appropriate
pleadings. Comments shall be served on
the petitioner by the person filing the
comments. Reply comments shall be
served on the person(s) who filed
comments to which the reply is directed.
Such comments and reply comments
shall be accompanied by a certificate of
service. (See § 1.420 (a), (b) and (c) of
the Commission's Rules.)

5. Number of Copies. In accordance
with the provisions of § 1.420 of the
Commission's Rules and Regulations, an
original and four copies of all comments,
reply comments, pleadings, briefs, or
other documents shall be furnished the
Commission.

6. Public Inspection of Filings. All
filings made in this proceeding will be
available for examination by interested
parties during regular business hours in
the Commission’s Public Reference
Room at its headquarters, 1919 M Street,
NW,, Washington, D.C.

|FR Doc. 83-10118 Filad 6-15-83; 8:45 am)
BILLING CODE 6712-01-M
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DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

National Highway Traffic Safety
Administration

43 CFR Part 571

Federal Motor Vehicle Safety
Standards; Denlal of Petition for
Rulemaking

acency: National Highway Traffic
Safety Administration (NHTSA), Dot.

acTion: Denial of petition for
rulemaking.

summaRyY: This nolice explains the
denial of a petition for rulemaking
submitted by Ms. Margo Savitz to
smend Safety Standard No, 208 to
preclude the use of seat belts having
sutomatic locking retractors in rear
seats of vehicles. The petition stated
that these seat belts tighten excessively
on small children and cause extreme
discomfort. The petition is being denied
because the agency has previously
considered this issue during a
rnulemaking proceeding and determined
that considerations other than comfort
make use of these retractors
advantageous in rear seating positions.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Mr. Robert Nelson, Office of Vehicle
Safety Standards National Highway
Traffic Safety Administration, 400
Seventh Street, SW., Washington. D.C.
20590 (202-426-2264).

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Ms.
Margo Savitz submitted a petition for
rulemaking stating that the rear seat
belts on her passenger car do not work
properly on small children (3-4 years of
age) because they continually retract
and get tighter, thereby causing great
discomfort. Ms, Savitz requested that
another design of seat belt be required
for rear sesting positions.

Safety standard No. 208, Occupant
Crash Protection (49 CFR 571.208),
currently requires lap belts to be
equipped with either automatic locking
felractors (ALR's) or emergency locking
retractors, in order to assure that belts
tre sufficiently tightened to be effective
inthe event of a crash. Emergency
locking retractors are sensitive to
vehicle deceleration (either directly or
indirectly) and lock only when there is
in accident. These retractors allow
Otcupant movement without tightening
when the belt is fastened, i.e., the belts
do not lock until they are needed. On

the other hand. ALR’s lock to hold the
occupant in place as soon as the belt is
fastened. Moreover, if the occupant
compresses the seat cushion as a result
of movement, the belt can tighten
further, making it necessary to unbuckle
and refasten the belt if pressure
becomes too great, This is the comfort
problem to which the subject petition
refers,

The agency considered the issues
raised in Ms. Savilz's petition in a
rulemaking proceeding commenced in
1979 to improve the comfort and
convenience of seat belt systems. (See
NPRM, 44 FR 77210, December 31, 1979;
Final Rule, 46 FR 2064, January 8, 1981.)
That proceeding recognized the comfort
problems caused by ALR's and amended
Standard No. 208 to preclude their use in
the lap belt portion of belts installed in
front outboard seating positions (this
amendment is not yet effective;: NPRM
issued November 15, 1982, to delay
effective date for two years until
September 1, 1985, 47 FR 51432).

However, other overriding
considerations led the agency to
conclude that ALR’s should not be
prohibited in rear seating positions. The
primary reason for this conclusion is
that automatic locking retractors are
better suited for use with child restraint
systems than emergency locking
retractors. Since emergency locking
retractors allow movement when the
belt is fastened, the child restraint
system could slide out of position prior
to a crash if the retractor cannot be
locked manually. Given the low usage
rate of rear seats compared to front
seats and considering the cost of
installing emergency locking retractors
equipped with manual locking devices in
rear seats, the agency determined that
the requirement for emergency locking
retractors should not apply to rear seats
(although these retractors are permitted
in rear seats, at the option of the
manufacturer),

It is the agency's position that small
children should be placed in child
restraints in the rear seats rather than in
front seating positions or in rear seating
positions restrained by a lap belt only.
NHTSA crash statistics show that a
child restraint installed in the rear seat
of a passenger car is the safest
environment for small children during a
crash, Since this is true, the agency
encourages the use of child restraints in
rear seats, and ALR's facilitate the
proper use of these devices. If child
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restraints are used, the comfort
problems mentioned in the petition will
not occur because the ALR tightens the
seat belt against the restraint system
and not agains! the child.

Ms. Savitz's petition did not provide
any information which would cause the
agency lo reverse the conclusions it had
reached in the above-referenced
rulemaking proceeding. In consideration
of this fact, the petition is hereby
denied.

(Secs. 108, 119, Pub. L. 89-563 Stat. 718 (15

U.S.C. 1392, 1407); delegations of authority st
49 CFR 1.50 and 49 CFR 501.8)

Issued on June 9, 1983,
Kennerly H. Digges,
Acting Associate Administrator for
rulemaking.
[FR Doc. 83186020 Filed 8-15-83 845 um]
BILLING CODE 4910-50-M

INTERSTATE COMMERCE
COMMISSION

49 CFR Part 1152
[Ex Parte No. 274 (Sub-No. 8A))

Exemption of Out of Service Lines
(Discontinuance of Service and
Trackage Rights)

AGENCY: Interstate Commerce
Commission.

ACTION: Notice of proposed rulemaking
and exemption.

-

SUMMARY: We propose to expand the
exemption granted in Ex Parte No. 274
(Sub-No. 8), 366 1.C.C. 885, which
exempts abandonments of rail lines
which have been out of service for at
least 2 years by also exempting from
regulation under 49 U.S.C. 10505 the
discontinuance of service and of
trackage rights over rail lines which
have been out of service for at least 2
years. It appears that, as with
abandonments, there is no evident need
for the service and no shipper would be
adversely affected by the
discontinuance of service over a line or
the discontinuance of trackage rights
when no traffic has been handled locally

on the line by the carrier seeking the
discontinuance for al least 2 years.
Carriers using this exemption will
remain subject to standard employee
protective conditions. We invite public
comment on this proposal.

DATES: Comments must be submitted by
July 18, 1963,

ADDRESSES: Send an original and 10
copies of comments to: Interstate
Commerce Commission, Office of the
Secrelary, Room 2215, Washington, DC
20423.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Louis E. Gitomer, {202) 275-7245.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
Additional information is contained in
the Commission's decision. For a copy
of the full decision, contact the Office of
the Secretary, Interstate Commerce
Commission, Room 2215 Twelfth and
Constitution Avenue, N.W., Washington,
DC 20423, or call (202) 275-7428.

The Secretary of the Commission has
certified that this action will not have a
significant economic impact on a
substantial number of small entities. If
no service has been performed for at
least 2 years, small entities that could
conceivably be served either were not
dependent on that service or have made
other arrangements for service.

List of Subjects in 49 CFR Part 1152

Administrative practice and
procedure; Railroads; Reporting and
record keeping requirements’ uniform
system of accounts.

This action is proposed under the
authority of 49 U.S.C. 10321 and 10505,
and 5 U.S.C. 553.

It does not appear that this action will
significantly affect the quality of the
human environment or the conservation
of energy resources.

Decided: June 3, 1983,

By the Commission, Chairman Taylor, Vice
Chairman Sterrett, and Commissioners Andre
und Gradison.

Agatha L. Mergenovich,
Secretary.

[FR Doc. 83-10150 Flled 6-15-43; £:45 um)
BILLING CODE 7035-01-M

— e e ey
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™s saction of the FEDERAL REGISTER
contains documents other than rules or
poposed rules that are applicable to the
palic. Notices of hearings and
mvestgations, commitiee meetings, agency
decisions and rulings, delegations of
athonty, filing of petitions and

applications and agency statements of
organization and functions are examples
of documents appearnng in this saction,

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE
Commaodity Credit Corporation

Meeting of Study Committee To Study
Alternative Methods of Establishing
Premiums and Discounts for the
Upland Cotton Loan Program

1. Meeting

Pursuant to the provisions of Section
10{2}(2) of the Federal Advisory
Committee Act (Pub. L. 92-483), notice is

hereby given of the following committee
meeting.

Name: Study Committee to Study
Alternative Methods of Establishing
Premiums and Discounts for the Upland
Cotton Loun Program.

Dute: July 6 and 7, 1683, v

Place: U.S. Department of Agriculture, 14th
and Independence Avenue S.W., Room 4960
South Building, Washington, D.C. 20250

Time: .00 a.m.—4:00 p.m.

Purpose: To consider methods of
establishing premiums and discounts for
grade, staple and micronaire for 1984 and

subsequent crops of upland cotton that will
m present true relative market values and
retlect sctual market demand for upland

totion produced in the United States. The
conunitiee shall submit the results of the
sudy to the Secretary at the sarliest

practicable date together with
reommendations as the committes considers
ippropriate,

Agenda: The agenda will Include
tonsideration of methods of establishing
procmivms and discounts for the 1984 and
Subsiquent crops

The meeting will be open to the pub.ic
but space and facilities are limited.
Public participation will be limited to
wrilten statements submitted before the
Meeting to the Chairman unless their
participation is otherwise requested by
Ihe Committee Chairman. Written
;\'djvnwms should be sent Charles V.
U.u‘v\r:*.np,ham. Deputy Director, Analysis
f ‘Vision, ASCS, Room 3741 South
IJJ\I:‘I\J'II'.g, P.O. Box 2415, Washington

€. 2003, telephone (202) 447-7954.

Signed at Washington, D.C., on June 13,
1963,

Everett Rank,

Executive Vice President, Commodity Credit
Caorporation.

[FR Doc. 83-16144 Filed 5-15-83. 445 am|

BILLING CODE 3410-05-M

Federal Grain Inspection Service

Request for Comments on Need for
Service in North Central Texas and
Request for Designation Applicants to
Perform Officlal Services (TX)
AGENCY: Federal Grain Inspection
Service, USDA.

ACTION: Notice.

SUMMARY: This notice requests
comments on the need for official
inspection service in a currently
unassigned area in North Central Texas.
At the same time it requests
applications from interested parties for
designation as an official agency to
provide official inspection services in
this area.

DATE: Applications and comments to be
postmarked on or before July 18, 1683,

ADDRESS: Applications should be
submitted to James R. Conrad, Chief,
Regulatory Branch, Compliance
Division, Federal Grain Inspection
Service, U.S. Department of Agriculture,
1400 Independence Avenue, SW., Room
1647, South Building, Washington, D.C.
20250; telephone (202) 447-8525. All
applications received will be made
available for public Inspection at the
above address during regular business
hours,

Comments must be submitted in
writing, in duplicate, to Lewis Lebakken,
Jr., Regulations and Directives
Management Staff, Resources
Management Division, Federal Grain
Inspection Service, U.S, Department of
Agriculture, Room 0667, South Building,
1400 Independence Avenue, SW,,
Washington, D.C. 20250; telephone (202)
382-1738. All comments received will be
made available for public inspection at
the above address during regular
business hours (7 CFR 1.27(b)).

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
James R. Conrad, telephone (202) 447~
85625,

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: This
action has been reviewed and
determined not to be a rule or regulation

as defined in Executive Order 12291 and
Secretary’s Memorandum 1512-1;
therefore, the Executive Order and
Secretary's Memorandum do not apply
to this action.

Section 7(f)(1) of the U.S. Grain
Standards Act, as amended (7 US.C. ¢
seq., at 78(f)(1)) (Act), specifies that the
Administrator of the Federal Grain
Inspection Service (FGIS) is authorize,
upon application by any qualified
agency or person, to designate such
agency or person to perform official
services after a determination is made
that the applicant is better able than any
other applicant to provide such official
services in an assigned geographic area.
Applications submitted and other
available information will be considered
in making a determination as to which
applicant will be designated to provide
official services in a georgraphic area.,

Interested parties are hereby given
opportuinty to apply for designation as
the official agency to perform official
services in the geographic area, as
specified below, under the provisions of
Section 7(f) of the Act and § £00,196(b)
of the regulations issued thereunder.
Parties wishing to apply for this
designation should contact the
Regulatory Branch, Compliance
Division, at the address listed above for
appropriate forms and information.
Applications must be postmarked not
later than July 18, 1983 to be eligible for
consideration.

Pursuant to Section 7(f)(2) of the Act,
the geographic area that may be
assigned to the applicant selected for
designation is the following Counties in
North Central Texas: Archer, Baylor,
Callahan, Cottle, Eastland, Erath, Fisher,
Foard, Haskell, Hood, Jack, Jones, King,
Knox, Mantague, Nolan, Palo Pinto,
Parker, Shackelford, Somerville,
Stephens, Stonewall, Taylor,
Throckmorton, Wise, and Young,

This geographic area available for
assignment has never previously been
assigned to an official agency. FGIS has
information that there will be a need for
official inspection service in this area.
Comments are solicited on the need for
such service in North Central Texas. All
comments must be submitted to the
Regulations and Directives Management
Staff, Resources Management Division,
specified in the address section of this
notice, and postmarked not later than
july 18, 1983,
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A 30-day period for submission of
comments and applications is deemed
appropriate so as to permit the
performance of official inspection
service, if determined to be needed, at
the earliest possible time. Considération
will be given to comments and to all
other available information before a
final decision is made in this matter.
(Sec. 8, Pub. L 94-582, 90 Stat. 2873 (7 US.C.
79))

Dated: June 13, 1983,

J. T. Abshier,

Director, Compliance Division.
[FR Doc. §3-16133 Plled 8-15-8% 849 um|
BILLING CODE 3410-E8-M

Forest Service

Lincoin National Forest Grazing
Advisory Board; Meeting

The Lincoln National Forest Grazing
Advisory Board will meet at 9:00 a.m.,
July 15, 1983, at the Multipurpose Room,
Cloudcroft High School, Cloudcroft,
New Mexico. The agenda for the
meeting will be as follows:

(a) Reading of Minutes of January 27,
1983, meeting;

[b) Installation of officers;

(¢) Management Plans update;

h[’cl) Scott Able Allotment Management
Plan;

(e) Range Betterment Funds.

Other items to be discussed are
environmental analyses and
assessments, Term 10-Year Grazing
Permits, permittee/USFS law
enforcement, fencing and maintenance
requirements, and off-road travel for
allotment management.

Persons who wish to sttend should
notify Don Cunico, Lincoln National
Forest Supervisor's Office, Federal
Building, 11th & New York, Alamogordo,
New Mexico (Telephone: 505-437-6030).
Written statements may be filed with
the Board before or after the meeti

Rules for public participation wl{ﬁn
established at the meeting.

James R. Abbott,

Forest Supervisor,

June 8, 1983.

[FR Doc. 83-10106 Flled 6-15-8%; 6:93 wim)
BILLING CODE 3410-13-M

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
Foreign-Trade Zones Board
[Docket No. 20-83]

Forelign-Trade Zone 8, Toledo, Ohio;

Application for Subzone at Jeep
Corporation Plants in Toledo

An application has been submitted to
the Foreign-Trade Zones Board (the

Board ) by the Toledo-Lucas County Port
Authority, grantee of Foreign-Trade
Zone 8, requesting subzone status for
the vehicle manufacturing facilities of
Jeep Corporation, a subsidiary of
American Motors Corporation, in
Toledo, Ohio, within the Toledo
Customs port of entry. The application
was submitted pursuant to the
pravisions of the Foreign-Trade Zones
Act, as amended (19 U.S.C. 81a-81u),
and the regulations of the Board {15 CFR
Part 400), It was formally filed on June 8,
1983, The applicant is authorized to
make this proposal under section 1743.11
of the Ohio Revised Code.

On October 11, 1960, the Board
authorized the Port Authority to
establish a foreign-trade zone in Toledo
(Board Order 51, 25 FR 9909, 10-15-60).
the project currently involves a 135,000
square foot warehouse within the Port of
Toledo's 135 acre general-cargo facility
on Lake Erie,

The proposed subzone involves Jeep
Corporation’s two manufacturing
facilities in Toledo, Ohio. One plant
covers 108 acres at 840 North Cove
Boulevard and the other 230 acres at
4000 Stickney Avenue. The plants
produce four wheel-drive passenger
vehicles. Most of the parts and material
are purchased from domestic sources,

with less than 5 percent purchased from

foreign plants. Foreign parts include
optional engines and transmissions,
valves, springs, radios, relays and
mirrors. Some 35 to 40 percent of the
plant’s output is exported.

Zone procedures will exempt Jeep
from paying duties on foreign
components used for its exports. On its
domestic sales, the company will be
able to take advantage of the same duty
rate available to importers of finished
vehicles. The average dulg rate for the
foreign components used by Jeep is 4.2
percent, whereas the rate for finished
passenger vehicles is 2.8 percent. The
savings from zone procedures are
expected to help the company compete
more effectively in foreign and domestic
markets with comparable vehicles
produced abroad.

In accordance with the Board's
regulations, an examiners committee
has been appointed to investigate the
application and report to the Board. The
committee consists of: Dennis Puccinelli
{Chairman), Foreign-Trade Zones Staff,
U.S. Department of Commerce,
Washington, D.C. 20230; John F. Nelson,
District Director, U.S. Customs Service,
55 Erieview Plaza, 6th Floor, Cleveland,
Ohio 44114; and Colonel Robert R.
Hardiman, District Engineer, U.S. Army
Engineer District Buffalo, 1776 Niagara
Street, Buifalo, NY 14207.

Comments concerning the proposed
subzone are invited in writing from
interesied persons and organizations.
They should be addressed to the Board s
Executive Secretary at the address
below and postmarked on or before July
13, 1880.

A copy of the application is available
for public inspection at each of the
following locations:

Port Director's Office, U.S. Customs
Service, 136 N. Summit Street, Toledo,
Ohio 43604,

Office of the Executive Secretary,
Foreign-Trade Zones Board, U.S.
Department of Commerce, Room 1872,
14th and Pennsylvania, NW.,
Washington, D.C. 20230.

Dated: June 10, 1983.
John J. Da Poate, jr.,
Executive Secretary.
[FR Doc. 83-30113 Flied 6-15-43; £43 wm]
BILLING CODE 3510-75-M

International Trade Administration

Certain Stainless Sheet and Strip
Products From France: Amendment to
Final Determinations of Sales at Less
Than Fair Value

Correclion

In FR Doc, 83-15020, beginning on
page 25244, in the issue of Monday, June
6, 1983, on page 25245, in the second
column, the first line of the table should
read "Cold-rolled stainless steel strip:”
BILLING CODE 1505-01-M

DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE
Corps of Engineers, Department of the
Army ;

Intent To Prepare a Supplemental
Environmental impact Statement
(SEIS) for Barbers Point Deep Draft
Harbor, Ewa, Oahu, Hawall

AGENCY: Army Corps of Engineers,
Honolulu District, DOD,

ACTION: Notice of Intent to Prepare &
draft Supplemental Environmental
Impact Statement (SEIS).

SUMMARY: 1. Construction of a deep
draft harbor at Barbers Point, Ewa,
Oahu, Hawaii is currently underway.
This second supplemental EIS evaluates
the environmental oomequenm_of
detailed master planning now being
prepared by the local sponsor, the State
of Hawaii Department of
Transportation.

2. Alternative harbor sites or basin-
channel configurations are not being
considered. Alternative types, locations
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and construction phasing of shoreside
facilities will be addressed. Harbor
facility construction is currently divided
into three approximate implementation
phases (1985-3993, 1993-1998, and 1999
2000) leading to@ Year 2000 Plan and an
undetermined phase leading to the
Ultimate Development Plan by 2030.
Most on- and off-site grading, drainage,
emplacement of utilities and provision
of administrative buildings would be
accomplished in the first phase. Phase 1
consruction of piers, concrete aprons,
psved storage areas and starage sheds
for general cargo, dry-bulk cargo and
liquid bulk cargo, including propane and
high explosives would occur in the
southern quadrant of the harbor area.
Subsequently phased construction

would occur counter-clockwise around
the harbor with a new general cargo
berth being constructed in the 3rd phase
and a possible coal terminal berth in the
4th phase, Provision for recreational
facilities as proposed in earlier planning
are not addressed in the current
preliminary master plan.

3. a. The State of Hawaii Department
of Transportation is the principal
cooperating agency in preparation of the
Supplement. Other affected Federal,
State or County agencies and other
interested parties are invited to
participate in the identification and
evaluation of key issues-and
environmental impacts associated with
planning for harbor-related facilities.

b. The scoping process and the
Supplement will also update the public
on environmental issues raised and
environmental studies and coordination
accomplished since filing the Final EIS
in December 1976 and the first :
Supplement in February 1977, and it will
summarize the environmental impacts
associated with recent project changes
which were addressed in an
Environmental Assessment prepared in
l?ecumber 1982. An Information Packet
Uiscussing these various issues and
impacts has been prepared and will be
made available upon request.

¢. Scoping meetings will be held with
concerned agencies. If response to this
notice indicates a significant desire for a
public meeting, the District Engineer
shall specify whether, when and where
the public meeting will be held,

d. Significant issues which shall be
enalyzed in depth include primary and
fecondary socio-economic effects of the
harbor facilities and their operation,
Provision for recreational /park

acilities, construction of offsite

drainage and road systems, water

*upply and waste disposal facilities, and
in assessment of community response

to long-range planning alternatives.

e. As principal cooperating agency,
the State of Hawaii Department of
Transportation will be responsihle for
providing input on the master planning
process and alternatives and an
assessment of road transportation
needs. Other significant input may be
expected from the County Board of
Water Supply and Department of Public
Works on water supply and waste
disposal, the James Campbell Estate on
offsite land-use planning, the National
Marine Fisheries Service and U.S. Fish
and Wildlife Service on marine
resources, the State Depariment of
Planning and Economic Development on
coastal zone planning, and the State
Department of Health on noise, air and
water qualily management.

f. There are no other requirements for
Federal environmental review and
consultation to address the master
planning issue. The supplement will
summarize all environmental reviews
and consullations accomplished to date
for Federal actions relating to the harbor
project including ongoing consultation
with the National Marine Fishenies
Service, the State Histaric Preservation
Officer and Advisory Council on
Historic Preservation, the State
Department of Health, the Office of
Coastal Zone Management of the State
Department of Planning and Economic
Development, and the U.S. Fish and
Wildlife Service.

4. The draft Supplement is expected to

be distributed to the public for review
during the third quarter of calendar year
1983.
ADDRESS: For more information on this
matter, please contact Dr. James
Maragos, Chief, Environmental
Resources Section, Planning Branch,
U.S. Army Engineer District, Honolulu,
Building 230, Fort Shafter, Hawaii 86858
or telephone (B08) 438-2263.

Dated: June 3, 1983,

Kenneth E. Sprague,

Lt. Colonel, Corps of Engineers, Acting
District Engineer.

[FR Dot 83- 10008 Pliwd 6-15-83; 545 am|

BILLING CODE 3710-NN-M

Office of the Secretary

Defense Science Board Task Force on
Fire Support for Amphibious Warfare;
Advisory Committee Meeting

The Defense Science Board Task
Force on Fire Support for Amphibious
Warfare will meet in closed session on
July 21-22, 1983 in the Pentagon,
Arlington, Virginia.

The mission of the Defense Science
Board s to advise the Secretary of
Defense and the Under Secretary of

Defense for Research and Engineering
on scienfific and technical matters as
they affect the perceived needs of the
Departmen! of Defense.

Al the meeting on July 21-22, 1963 the
Task Force will consider the basic
requirements for fire support during
amphibions warfare operatians, :

In accordance with Section 10(d) of
the Federal Advisory Committee Act,
Pub. L. No. 92-463, as amended (5 US.C.
App. L, (1976)), it has been determined
that this DSB Task Force meeting
concerns matters listed in 5 U.S.C.
552b(c)(1) (1876), and that accordingly
these meetings will be closed to the
public.

June 13, 1983,

M. S, Healy,

OSD Federal Register Licison Offices,
Washington Headquarters Service,
Department of Defense.

[FR Doc. 83-16250 Filed #1583 8458 am)
BILLING CODE 3810-01-M

Defense Science Board, Advisory
Committee Meeting

The Defense Science Board will meet
in closed session August 8-12, 1883 at
the Nawal Ocean Systems Center, San
Diego, California.

The mission of the Defense Science
Board is to advise the Secretary of
Defense and the Under Secretary of
Defense for Research and Engineering
on scientific and technical matters as
they affect the perceived needs of the
Department of Defense.

At the meeting to be held August 8-12,
1983 the Board will examine the
substance, interrelationships, and U.S.
national security implications of three
critical areas identified and tasked to
the Board by the Secretary of Defense
and Under Secretary of Defense for
Research and Engineering. The subject
areas are Joint Service Acquisition
Programs, Ground Survivability of
NATO Tactical Aircraft/Air Bases, and
Conventional Munitions and the Nuclear
Threshold. The period of study is
anticipated to culminate in the
formulation of specific
recommendations to be submitted to the
Secretary of Defense, via the Under
Secretary of Defense for Research and
Engineering, for his consideration in
determining resource policies, short- and
long-range plans, and in shaping
appropriate implementing actions as
they may affect the U.S. national
defense posture.

In accordance with Section 10(d) of
the Federal Advisory Committee Act,
Pub. L. No. 92-483, as amended (5 U.S.C.
App. 1, (1976)). It has been determined




27592

Federal Register / Vol. 48, No. 117 / Thursday, June 16, 1983 / Notices

that this DSB Summer Study meeting
concerns matters listed in 5 U.S.C.
552b(c) (1) (1976), and that accordingly
these meetings will be closed to the
public.

M. S. Healy,

OSD Federal Register Liaison Officer,
Washington Headgquarters Service,
Department of Defense.

[FR Doc. 8310209 Filod 6-15-63: Se45 am)

BILLING CODE 3810-01-M

Defense Science Board; Advisory
Committee Meeting

The Defense Science Board will meet
in closed session August 1-5, 1963 at the
Naval Ocean Systems Center, San
Diego, California.

The mission of the Defense Science
Board is to advice the Secretary of
Defense and the Under Secretary of
Defense for Research and Engineering
on Scientific and technical matters as
they affect the perceived needs of the
Department of Defense.

At the meeting to be held August 1-5,
1983 the Board will examine the
substance, interrelationships, and U.S.
national security implications of three
critical areas identified and tasked to
the Board by the Secretary of Defense
and Under Secretary of Defense for
Research and Engineering. The subject
areas are Joint Service Acquisition
Programs, Ground Survivability of
NATO Tactical Aircraft/Air Bases, and
Conventional Munitions and the Nuclear
Threshold. The period of study is
anticipated to culminate in the
formulation of specific
recommendations to be submitted to the
Secretary of Defense, via the Under
Secretary of Defense for Research and
Engineering, for his consideration in
determining resource policies, short- and
long-range plans, and in shaping
appropriate implementing actions as
they may affect the U.S, national
defense posture.

In accordance with Section 10{d) of
the Federal Advisory Committee Act,
Pub. L. No, 82-463, as amended (5 U.S.C.
App. I, (1978)). It has been detlermined
that this DSB Summer Study meeting
concerns matters listed in 5 U.S.C.
552b(c)( (1) (1976), and that accordingly
these meelings will be closed to the
public.
M. 8. Healy,
OSD Federal Register Liaison Officer,
Washington Headquarters Service, -
Deopartment of Defense.

June 13, 1983.
{FR Doc. £3-14208 Filed 8-15-8% 145 am)
BILLING CODE 3810-01-M

Defense Science Board Summer Study
Panel on Aircraft Survivability in
NATO; Advisory Committee Meeating

The Defense Science Board 1983
Summer Study Pane! on Aircraft
Survivability in NATO will meet in
closed session on 13-14 July 1983 at the
Institute for Defense Analyses,
Alexandria, Virginia.

The mission of the Defense Science
Board is to advise the Secretary of
Defense and the Under Secretary of
Defense for Research and Engineering
on scientific and technical matters as
they affect the perceived needs of the
Department of Defense.

Al the meeting on 13-14 July 1983 the
Panel will examine the threat to tactical
aircraft on the ground and assess the
major sources of their attrition and
sortie rate degradation.

In accordance with Section 10{d) of
the Federal Advisory Committee Act,
Pub. L. 92-463, as amended (5 U.S.C.
App. 1, (1978)), it has been determined
that this DSB Summer Study Panel
meeting concerns matters listed in §
U.S.C. 552b(c)(1) (19786), and that
accordingly these meetings will be
closed to the public.

M. S. Healy,

OSD Federal Register Liaison Officer,
Washington Headquarters Service,
Department of Defense.

[FR Doc. 83-16211 Filed 5-15-53: 845 am|
BILLING CODE 3810-01-M

Membership of the Office of the
Secretary of Defense (OSD)
Performance Review Board
AGENCY: Office of the Secretary of
Defense (OSD), DOD.

ACTION: Notice of Membership of the
Office of the Secretary of Defense
Performance Reviéw Board.

SUMMARY: This notice announces the
appointment of the members of the
Performance Review Board (PRB) of the
Office of the Secretary of Defense. The
OSD PRB's jurisdiction includes: OSD,
OSD field activities, the Organization of
the Joint Chiefs of Staff (OJCS), the
Office of the Inspector General (IG), the
Defense Investigative Service (DIS), the
U.S. Court of Military Appeals
(USCMA), and the U.S. Mission to
NATO. The publication of PRB
membership is required by 5 U.S.C.
4314{c)(4).

The Performance Review Board
provides fair and impartial review of
Senior Executive Service performance
appraisals and makes recommendations
regarding performance and performance
awards to the Secretary of Defense.

EFFECTIVE DATE: June 30, 1983.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Mrs. Sharon B. Brown. Chief, Senior
Executive Service Division, Directorate
for Personnel & Security, WHS, Office of
the Secretary of Defense, Department of
Defense, The Pentagon, [202) 687-3305 or
697-8304,

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: In
accordance with 5 U.S.C. 4314{c)(4), the
following are names and titles of the
executives who have been appointed to
serve as members of the Performance
Review Board. They will serve a one-
year renewable term, effective on June
30, 1983,

M. S. Healy,

OSD Federal Register Liaison Officer,
Washington Headguarters Services,
Department of Defense,

June 13, 1983.

Adams, Benson D.
Adams, Mac C.
Agnew, Ann C,
Alderman, Craig (NMN)
Alderman, Karen A,
Alewine, Ralph W. 111
Alterman, Stanley
Alvarado, Donna M.
Anderson, David L.
Anderson, Maynard C.
Armitage, Richard L.
Bachkosky, John M.
Bader, George W,
Bain, James D,
Barringer, Philip E.
Barry, Albert P,
Batjer, Marybel
Bayse, William Alfred
Beach, John W,

Beary, John F. Il
Becker, Karl F.
Berenson, Paul },
Bergmann, Walter B. 11
Bernard, Charles W.
Bertapelle, Arthur H.
Biunlick. Irving

Blaker, James R.
Bloom, Harold (NMN)
Bott, Robert F.
Brandenstein, Albert E.
Brannan, James T.
Briskin, Manuel [NMN)
Bruh, Brian M.

Bryen, Stephen D.
Buck, Kathleen A.
Buzalski, Emest A
Calais, Mary |.
Callaway, Paul R
Calhoun, Jerry L.
Campbell, Leonard G.
Campen, Alan D.
Carabello, john M.
Cavaney, William T.
Chapman, Ray E.
Christie, Deboreh P,
Christie, Thomas P.
Christle, Gaylord E.
Chu, David S. C.
Cipolla, Charles L.
Cipolla, Frank P.
Cittadino, John C.
Coukley, William F.
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Colson, Janet {INMN)
Complom, James M.
Conte, Albert V.
Cooke, David Q.
Cooper, Rabert'S.
Cratch, Geoffrey A.
Crehan, john T,
Croteau, Robest ‘
Crouch, Horsoe §.
Culosi, Sslvatore |.
Curry, Jamas H.
Dh.\hnﬁ“. Thﬂmnnn
Davidson, Ronald A.
Delaney, Robert P.
Dix. Donald M.
Donnelly, John F.
Donnelly, Richard E.
Donovan, Paul (NMN)
Douglas, Terrence Richard
Dube, Lawrence P.
Earich, Douglas R.
Eaton, Nelson W.
Eberhardt, Michael C.
Ehlers, Athur ™, Jr.
ngel, Roger K.
Facey, Albent G.. Jr.
Farbrother, Douglas'D.
Fawsett, john
Feld, Benjamin
Fielda, Craigd.
Finsterle, James C.
Fisher, Herbert L.
Fites, Jeanne B.
Forsythe, Conrad O.
Fraoklin, William S.
Caffney, Henry H., Jr.
Garcia, Emest E
Gardoer, John L.
Garnett, Thomas'F.
Genalis, Paris
Gilleece, Mary Ann
Gilliat, Robert L.
Glaister, Clyde 0.
Gold, Theodare S,
Goldberg, Alfred (NMN)
Gontarek, Stanley J.
Goodwyn, James C.
Gordon, Harvey J.
Granahan, Thomas F.
Greenlee, Donaid R.
Groover, Charles W.
Grove, H. Mark
Hamilton, Dale 1.
Hanmer, Stephen R.
Hansen, john W,
Harshman, Richard A.
Haughton, Claiborne D., Jr.
Hawkins. Charles A., Jr.
Hessler, David J.
Hinkle, Charles W.
Hinman, Kenneth R
Hoehn, William E., Jr.
Horton, Cyril F.
Howe, Richard G.
Hyman, Paul 1.
lofiredo, Michael L.
Jeflerson, Ralph H.
Johns, John H,
Jones, Thomas K.
Juliana, jJames N.
Kahn, Robert B
Kammerer, Joseph T.
lk‘appcr. Francis B,
k_..umr. Gerald Bluestone
Keesee, Williom K.
Kelly, Merrill T,

Kendig. JohnL.

Killin, Edward C.
Knowles, Cyrus P.
Kaoch, Noel C.
Kopscak, Gearge C.
Kraft, Herbert H., Jr.
Kugler, Richard 1.
Lanoue, Robert ],
Latham, Donald'C.
Lauder, Ronald S.
Leary, William #., Il
Leedom, Dennis K.
Leftwich, Norma B,
Legere, Laurence .
Lehman, Ronald F., 1l
Lelli, Thomas J.
Leonard, Michael [NMN)
Lese, William G., Jr.
Levinthal, Ellfolt C,
Lewis, William .
Lieberman, Richard D.
Lieberman, Robert J.
Ligon, Walter B,
Linder, dsham W.
Lindsteam, Talbot S.
Lomacky, Oles

Lose, Graydon 1
Loveland, Tralton .
Lynch, Jahn E.

Lynn, Veme L.
MacCallum, Joho M., Jr.
Major, Philip L.
Maildonado, Joe P.
Mungano, Joseph A,
Margalis, Milton A,
Marquet, Louls C.
Marquis, Dennis C.
Marquitz, William ].
Marshall, Andrew W.
Martin, Edith M.
Martin, John D.
McCarthy, Herbert W,
McCarty, Thomas F.
McKenzie, Vernon
McLauoghlin, Frank L.
McNeill, john
McNicol, David L.
Meehan, Patrick J.
Melbuen, Michael J.
Melchner. John W,
Meling. Marle A.
Michael, Louis G.
Michel, Wemer E.
Millbum, George P.
Miner, Francis (NMN)
Minichiello, Lee P.
Minneman, Milton .
Mintz, jeanne 8.
Mittino, John A.
Mobbs, Michael H.
Moaore, Robert k.
Moore, Robert |.
Morgan, John D.
Morris, Herbert K.
Murrell, Billy C.
Nelson, Wayne S.
Niederlehner, Leonard (NMN)
O'Neil, William D, 11!
Pallas, Spiros G.
Pennington, Arthur W.
Persh, jerome
Phillips, Gary R.
Porter, John M.
Quetsch, John R,
Quinn, Thomus'P.
Rauner, Robert M.

Reynolds, Herbert A,
Reynolds, Richard A.
Richardson, William A.
Robertson, William B.
Romney, Carl F.
Rosen, E.

Rudd, Glenn A.
Ruffine, Richard S,
Russ. John M.

Russ, Richard T.
Sanchez, Nestor D.
Saylor, James W.
Schmidt, Raymond E.
Scott. Robert S,
Sepucha, Robert C.
Sharkey, William 1., Jr.
Shaw, Dennis R.
Sheils, Marylou
Shilling, David M.
Shorey, Russell R,
Shriber, Maurice N.
Shulsky, Abram N,
Sicilia, Thamas G,
Siewert, Raymond F., jr.
Smiley, Orville L.
Smith, HomerD., Ir.
Smith, jJohn'E
Snider, L. Britt
Snider, Larry E.
South. Allen D.
Spaulding, Harry 'S,
St. John, Adrian I
Stephens, W. Beth
Stilwell, Richard G.
Stimson, Richard A.
Stivers, Ronald H.
Stone, Robert A,
Sullivan, Alden P.
Sullivan, Gerald D.
Surgenis, Joseph R.
Tahtinen, Dale R.
Tanter, Reymond
Tapparo, Frank A.
Tegnelia, James A, Jr.
Tether, Anthany J.
Thomas, Revnold (NMN), Jr.
Thomas, Ronuld DD,
Thomas, Willlam F.
Thorkildsen, Ray
Tillson, John C.
Toulme, Clarence V.
Trodden, Stephen A.
Troia, Kathleen M.
Trosch, Dennis H.
Tucker, Alvin

Turner, Robert D,
Tyler, john T.

Vajta, Mary L.
Vander Schaaf, Derek J.
Vanreuth, Edward C.
Wade, James P., Jr.
Walsh, William B., Jr.
Watt, Charles K.
Webster. Richard D.
Welles, Benjamin [NMN)
Whitman, Edward C.
Wienbearg, Harold F.
Winshurst. Thomas H. E
Wood, Theadore D.
Wouods, james L.
Woods, James R.
Woodworth. James A.
Young. Leo [NMN)
Zakheim, Dov S,
Dinan, Daniel |,
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O'Brien, Thomas §.
Reusch, Ronald E.
Quill, John J.

Starrett, Charles O., Ir.
Brown, James R.
Kabeiseman, Karl W,
Maclin, James F.
Whealen, John T.
Alkins, Marvin C.

IPR Doc. 8310307 Piled 0-15-8% 248 am|
BILLING CODE 3810-01-M

DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY

Economic Regulatory Administration
IERA Docket No. 83-CERT-018]

Burlington industries, Inc.;
Certification of Eligible Use of Natural
Gas To Displace Fuel Oll

On April 12, 1983, Burlington
Industries, Inc. (Burlington), P.O. Box
21207, Greensboro, North Carolina
27420, filed with the Administrator of
the Economic Regulatory Administration
(ERA), pursuant to 10 CFR Part 585, an
application, and amended it on May 3,
1983, for certification of an eligible use
of approximately 892,700 Mof per year of
natural gas which is expected to
displace the use of approximately
4,962,541 gallons of No. 6 fuel oil (21
percent sulfur) per year at three of its
facilities in Greensboro, Burlington and
High Point, North Carolina,

The eligible seller of the natural gas is
Oklahoma Natural Gas Company, Post
Office Box 871, Tulsa, Oklahoma 74102.
The gas will be transported by
Transcontinental Gas Pipeline
Corporation, Post Office Box 13986,
Houston, Texas 77251; Northern Natural
Gas Company, 2223 Dodge Street,
Omaiha, Nebraska 68102; and Piedmont
Natural Gas Company, Inc., Post Office
Box 33068, Charlotte, North Carolina
28233,

Notice of that application was
published in the Federal Register (48 FR
22352, May 18, 1983) and an opportunity
for public comment was provided for a
period of ten (10) calendar days from the
date of publication. No comments were
received.

The ERA has carefully reviewed
Burlington's application for certification
in accordance with 10 CFR Part 5985 and
the policy considerations expressed in
the Final Rulemaking Regarding
Procedures for Certification of the Use
of Natural Gas to Displace Fuel Oil (44
FR 47920, August 16, 1979). The ERA has
determined that Burlington’s application
satisfies the criteria enumerated in 10
CFR Part 595 and, therefore, has granted
the certification and transmitted that
certification to the Federal Energy

Regulatory Commission. More detailed
information, including a copy of the
application, transmittal letter, and the
actual certification, is avallable for
public inspection at the ERA Natural
Gas Division Docket Room, RG-43,
Room GA-007, Forrestal Building, 1000
Independence Avenue, SW.,
Washington, D.C. 20585, from 8:00 a.m.
1o 4:30 p.m., Monday through Friday,
except Federal holidays.

Issued In Washington, D.C., June 10, 1983,
James W. Workman,
Director, Office of Fuels Programs, Econontic
Regulatory Administration.
[FR Doc. B3-16370 Filed 9-15-8% 45 am)
BILUNG CODE 6450-01-M

[ERA Docket No. 83-CERT-189]

Eastern Stainless Steel Company;
Application for Certification of the
of Natural Gas To Displace Fuel Ol

Eastern Stainless Steel Company
("Eastern Stainless") Post Office Box
1975, Baltimore, Maryland 21203, filed
an application on June 7, 1983, with the
Economic Regulatory Administration
(ERA) for certification of an eligible use
of natural gas to displace fuel oil at its
Rolling Mill Road facility in Baltimore,
Maryland, pursuant to 10 CFR Part 595
(44 FR 47920, August 18, 1978). More
detailed information is contained in the
application on file and available for
public inspection at the ERA Fuels
Conversion Division Docket Room, RG~
42, Room GA-093, Forrestal Building,
1000 Independence Avenue, S.W.,
Washington, D.C. 20585, from 8:00 a.m.
to 4:30 p.m., Monday through Friday,
excep! Federal holidays.

In its application, Eastern Stainless
indicates that the volume of natural gas
for which it requests certification is
approximately 1,300,000 Mcf per year.
This volume is estimated to displace the
use of approximately 9,538,960 gallons of
No. 2 fuel oil (0.3 percent sulfur) per
year.

The eligible sellers are: Yankee Oil &
Gas, Inc., 1105 Schrock Road, Columbus,
Ohio 43229; Target Exploration, Inc.,
Columbia, Maryland; Exxon
Corporation, P.O. Box 2180, Houston,
Texas 77001, This gas will be
transported by Columbia Gas
Transmission Corporation, P.O. Box
1273, Charleston, West Virginla 25325;
and by Baltimore Gas & Electric
Company, P.O. Box 1475, Baltimore,
Maryland 21203, a local distribution
company.

In order to provide the public with as
much opportunity to participate in this
proceeding as is practicable under the
circumstances, we are inviting any

.

person wishing to comment concerning
this application to submit comments in
writing to the Economic Regulatory
Administration, Office of Fuels
Programs, Fuels Conversion Division,
RG-42, Room GA-063, Forrestal
Building, 1000 Independence Avenue,
S.W., Washington, D.C. 20585, Attention;
Richard A. Ransom, within ten (10)
calendar days of the date of publication
of this notice in the Federal Register. An
opportunity to make an oral
presentation of data, views, and
arguments either against or In support of
this application may be requested by
any interested person in writing within
the ten (10) day comment period. The
request should state the person's
interest and, if appropriate, why the
person is a proper representative of a
group or class of persons that has such
an interest. The request should include a
summary of the proposed oral
presentation and a stalement as to why
an oral presentation is necessary.

If ERA determines that an oral
presentation is necessary further notice
will be given to Eastern Stainless and
any person filing comments and will be
published in the Federal Register.

lssued in Washington, D.C., on June 10,
1883,
James W. Workman,
Director, Office of Fuels programs, Econoauc
Regulatory Administration.
¥R Do, 53-18179 Filad 8-15-83; 845 am)
BILLING CODE 6450-01-M

[ERA Docket No. 83-CERT-012]

J. P. Stevens & Company, Inc.,
Certification of Eligible Use of Natural

Gas To Displace Fuel Ofl

On April 12, 1983, |. P, Stevens &
Company, Inc. (Stevens), P.O, Box 2850,
Greenville, South Carolina 29602, filed
with the Administrator of the Economic
Regulatory Administration (ERA),
pursuant to 10 CFR Part 595, an
application, and amended it on May 3,
1983, for certification of an eligible use
of approximately 520,125 Mcf per year of
natural gas which is expected to
displace the use of approximately
3,569,524 gallons of No. 6 fuel oil (2.1
percent sulfur) at its facility in
Lincolntown, North Carolina, and at
eight of its facilities in Greenville (4),
Piedmont (2), Slater (1) and Anderson
(1), South Carolina.

The eligible seller of the natural gas Is
Oklahoma Natural Gas Company, Pos!
Office Box 871, Tulsa, Oklahoma 74102,
The gas will be transported by
Transcontinental Gas Pipeline
Corporation, Post Office Box 1386,
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Houston, Texas 77251; Northern Natural
Gas Company, 2223 Dodge Street,
Omaha, Nebraska 68102; and Piedmont
Natural Gas Company, Inc., Post Office
Box 33068, Charlotte, North Carolina
28233

Notice of that application was
published in the Federal Register (48 FR
22353, May 18, 1983) and an opportunity
for public comment was provided for a
period of ten (10) calendar days from the
date of publication. No comments were
received.

The ERA has carefully reviewed
Stevens’ application for certification in
accordance with 10 CFR Part 595 and
the policy considerations expressed in
the Final Rulemaking Regarding
Procedures for Certification of the Use
of Natural Gas to Displace Fuel Oil (44
FR 47920, August 18, 1979). The ERA has
determined that Stevens’ application
satisfies the criteria enumerated in 10
CFR Part 595 and, therefore, has granted
the certification and transmitted that
certification to the Federal Energy
Regulatory Commission. More detailed,
information, including a copy of the
application, transmittal letter, and the
ectual certification, is available for
public inspection at the ERA Natural
Gas Division Docket Room, RG-43,
Room GA-007, Forrestal Building, 1000
Independence Avenue, S.W.,
Washington, D.C. 20585, from 8:00 a.m,
10 4:30 p.m., Monday through Friday,
except Federal holidays.

lssued in Washington, D.C., June 10, 1983,
james W, Workman,
Director, Office of Fuels Programs, Econonic
Regulotory Administration.

R Doc 83-16178 Filed $-15-83; 848 4m|
BiLLING CODE 6450-01-M

[ERA Docket No. 83-CERT-166)

Koppers Company, Inc., Piston Ring
and Seal Division; Application for
Certification of the Use of Natural Gas
1o Displace Fuel Ol

Koppers Company, Inc., Piston Ring
and Seal Division ("Koppers'") P.O. Box
626, Baltimore, Maryland 21203, filed an
application on June 7, 1883, with the
Economic Regulatory Administration
(ERA) for certification of an eligible use
of natural gas to displace fuel oil at its
P;s_!.m Ring and Seal Division Plant in
Baltimore, Maryland. pursuant to 10
CFR Part 595 (44 FR 47920, August 16,
1878). More detailed information is
contained in the application on file and
avallable for public inspection at the
ERA Fuels Conversion Division Docket
Room, RG-42, Room GA-093, Forrestal
Building, 1000 Independence Avenue,

S.W., Washington, D.C. 20585, from 8:00
a.m. to 4:30 p.m.. Monday through
Friday. except Federal holidays.

In its application, Koppers indicates
that the volume of natural gas for which
it requests certification is approximately
76,517 Mcf per year. This volume is
estimated to displace the use of
approximately 542,765 gallons of No. 6
fuel oil (1.0 percent sulfur) per year.

The eligible seller are; Exxaon U.S.A.,
P.O. Box 2810, Houston, Texas 77001;
Target Explorations, Inc., 301 Clark
Building. Columbia, Maryland 21044:
Yankee Resources, Inc., Suite 800, 1105
Schrock Road, Columbus, Ohio 43229,
This gas will be transported by
Columbia Gas Transmission
Corporation, P,O. Box 1273, Charleston,
West Virginia 25325; and by Baltimore
Gas and Electric Company, P.O. Box
1475, Baltimore, Maryland 21203, a local
distribution company.

In order to provide the public with as
much opportunity to participate in this
proceeding as is practicable under the
circumstances, we are inviting any
person wishing to comment concerning
this application to submit comments in
writing to the Economic Regulatory
Administration, Office of Fuels
Programs, Fuels Conversion Division.
RG-42, Room GA-093, Forrestal
Building, 1000 Independence Avenue,
S.W., Washington, D.C. 20585, Attention:
Richard A. Ransom, within ten {10)
calendar days of the date of publication
of this notice in the Federal Register.

An opportunity to make an oral
presentation of data, views and
arguments either against or in support of
this application may be requested by
any interested person in writing within
the ten (10) day comment period. The
request should state the person's
interest and, if appropriate, why the
person is a proper representative of a
group or class of persons that has such
an interest. The request should include a
summary of the proposed oral
presentation and a statement as to why
an oral presentation is necessary.

If ERA determines that an oral
presentation is necessary, further notice
will be given to Koppers and any person
filing comments will be published in the
Federal Register.

Issued in Washington, D.C., on June 10,
1983.

James W. Workman,
Virector, Office of Fuels Programs, Economic
Regulatory Administration.

[FR Doc. 8316173 Flied 6-15-&% 848 am|

BILLING CODE 6450-01-M

[ERA Docket No. 83-CERT-111]

Newport Steel Corporation;
Application for Certification of the Use
of Natural Gas To Displace Fuel Oil

Newport Steel Corporation (Newport),
Ninth and Lowell Streets, Newport,
Kentucky 41072, filed an application on
May 23, 1983, with the Economic
Regulatory Administration (ERA) for
certification of an eligible use of natural
gas to displace fuel oil at its plant in
Wilder, Kentucky, pursuant to 10 CFR
Part 595 (44 FR 47920, August 16, 1979).
More detailed information is contained
in the application on file and available
for public inspection at the ERA Fuels
Conversion Division Docket Room, RG~
42, Room GA-093. Forrestal Building.
1000 Independence Avenue, S.W.,
Washington, D.C. 20585, from 8:00 a.m.
to 4:30 p.m., Monday through Friday.
except Federal holidays.

In its application, Newport indicates
that the volume of natural gas for which
it requests certification is approximately
651 million cubic feet per year. This
volume is estimated to displace the use
of approximately 4,649,000 gallons of No.
2 and No, 8 oil (less than 1.0 percent
sulfur) per vear.

The eligible sellers are: Exxon US.A.,
P.O. Box 2810, Houston, Texas 77001:
Texas Gas Corporation, 3800 Frederica
Street, P.O. Box 1160, Owensboro,
Kentucky 45302; Ohio Gas Marketing
Corporation. 3933 Price Road, Newark,
Ohio 43055; Kaiser Exploration and
Mining Co., 300 Lakeside Drive,
Qakland, California 84543; Sterling
Drilling and Production Co., 360
Madison Avenue, New York, New York
10017; Devon Energy Corparation, P.O.
Box 1134, Charleston, West Virginia
25324: Peake Operating Corporation, 201
Dunbar Office Park. Dunbar, West
Virginia 25064; and Spartan Gas
Corporation, P.O. Box 786, Charleston,
West Virginia 25325, The gas will be
transported by Columbia Gas
Transmission Corporation, P.O. Box
1273, Charleston, West Virginia 25325;
and the Union Light, Heat and Power
Company, P.O. Box 32. Covington.
Kentucky 41012, a local distribution
company.

In order to provide the public with as
much opportunity to participate in this
proceeding as is practicable under the
circumstances, we are inviting any
person wishing to comment concerning
this application to submit comments in
writing to the Economic Regulatory
Administration, Office of Fuels
Programs, Fuels Conversion Division.
RG-42, Room GA-093, Forrestal
Building. 1000 Independence Avenue.
S.W.. Washington. D.C. 20585, Attention'
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Richard A. Ransom, within ten (10)
calendar days of the date of publication
of this notice in the Federal Register.

An opportunity to make an oral
presentation of data, views, and
arguments either.against orin support of
this application may be requested by
any interested person in writing within
the ten {10) day comment period. The
reques! should state the person’s
interest and, if appropriate, why the
person.is a proper representative of a
group or class of persons that has such
an interest. The request should include a
summary of the proposed oral
presentation and a statement 8s to why
an oral presentation is necessary.

If ERA determines that an oral
presentation is necessary, further notice
will be given to Newport and any person
filing comments and will be published in
the Federal Register.

Issued in Washington. D.C.. on June 10,
1983,

James W. Workman,

Office of Fuels Program, Economic
Regulatory Administration.

[FR Doc 1310177 Filed 61580, 545 am|
BILLING CODE €450-01-M

[ERA Docket No. 83-CERT-113]

Ohio Dehy, Inc.; Appiication for
Certification of the Use of Natural Gas
To Displace Fuel Oil

Ohio Dehy, Inc. (Dehy), P.O. Box 151,
Oak Harbor, Ohio 43449, filed an
application on May 23, 1983, with the
Economic Regulatory Administration
(ERA) for certification of an eligible use
of natural gas to displace fuel oil st its
Cygnet and Oak Harbor, Ohio, plants,
pursuant to 10 CFR Part 595 (44 FR
47920, August 16, 1979). More detailed
information is contained in the |
application on file and available for
public inspection at the ERA Fuels
Conversion Division Docket Room. RG-
42, Room GA-083, Forrestal Building,
1000 Independence Avenue, SW.,
Washington, D.C. 20585, from 8:00 a.m
to 4:30 p.m., Monday through Friday,
except Federal holidays.

In its application, Dehy indicates that
the volume of natural gas for which it
requests certification is approximately
58,000 Mecf per year (28,000 Mcf at
Cygnet and 30,000 Mcf at Oak Harbor).
This volume is estimated to displace the
use of approximately 382.800 gallons of
No. 6 fuel oil (0.6 percent sulfur) per year
(184.800 gallons at Cygnet and 198,000
gallons at Oak Harbar).

The eligible sellers are | & |
Enterprises, Inc., 43 South Ninth St.,
Indiana, Pennsylvania 15701; and Castle
Gas, Inc., P.O. Box 10337, Pittshurgh,

Pennsylvania 15324, The gas will be
transported by Columbia Transmission
Corporation, Charleston, West Virginia
25325; and Columbia Gas of Ohio, P.O.
Box 910, Toledo, Ohio 43653 [for the Oak
Harbor plant); and Consumers Natural
Gas Co., Cygnet, Ohio 43412 [for the
Cygnel plant), the local distribution
companies.

In order to provide the public with as
much opportunity to participate in this
proceeding as is practicable under the
circumstances, we are inviting any
person wishing to comment concerning
this application to submit comments in
writing to the Economic Regulatory
Administration, Office of Fuels
Programs, Fuels Conversion Division,
RG-42, Room GA-083, Forrestal
Building. 1000 Independence Avenue,
SW., Washington, D.C. 20585, Attention:
Richard A. Ransom, within ten (10)
calendar days of the date of publication

of this notice in the Federal Register.

An opportunity to make.an oral
presentation of data, views, and
arguments either against or in support of
this application may be requested by
any interested person in writing within
the ten (10} day comment period. The
request should state the person’s
interest and, if appropriate, why the
person is a proper representative of a
group or class of persons that has such
an interest. The request should include a
summary of the proposed oral
presentation and a statement as to why
an oral presentation is necessary.

If ERA determines that an oral
presentation is necessary, further notice
will be given to Dehy and any person
filing comments and will be published in
the Federal Register.

Issued in Washington, D.C., on June 10,
19863,

James W. Workman,

Director, Office of Fuels Programs. Economic
Regulatory Administration.

[FR Doc. R3-18175 Filed 6-15-53; 845 am)

BILLING COOE 8450-01-M

[ERA Docket No. 83-CERT-165]

Spaulding Fibre Company, Inc.,
Industrial Plastics Division; Application
for Certification of the Use of Natural
Gas to Displace Fuel Ol

Spaulding Fibre Company. Inc.,
Industrial Plastics Division (Spaulding).
310 Wheeler Street, Tonawanda, New
York 14150, filed an application on june
7. 1983, with The Economic Regulatory
Administration (ERA) for certification of
an eligible use of natural gas to displace
fuel oil at its industrial plastics facility
at Tonawanda. New York. pursuant to
10 CFR Part 595 (44 FR 47920, August 16,

1979). More detailed information is
contained in the application on file and
available for public inspection at the
ERA Fuels Conversion Division Docket
Room, RG-42, Room GA-093, Forrestal
Building, 1000 Independence Avenue,
S.W., Washington, D.C. 20585, from 8:00
a.m. to 4:30 p.m., Monday through
Friday, except Federal holidays.

In its.application, Spaulding indicates
that the volume of natural gas for which
it requests certification is approximately
517,700 Mcf per year, This volume is
estimated to displace the use of
approximately 89,425 barrels of No. 2
fuel oil (1.0 percent sulfur) per year.

The eligible seller is Northern
Intrastate Pipeline Company, 2223
Dodge Street. Omaha, Nebraska 868102.
This gas will be transported by National
Fuel Gas Supply Corperation, 308
Seneca Street, Oil City, Pennsylvania
16301: and by National Fuel Gas
Distribution Corporation, 10 Lafayette
Square, Buffalo. New York 14203, a loca!
distribution company.

In order to provide the public with as
much opportunity 10 participate in this
proceeding as is practicable under the
circumstances, we are inviting any
person wishing to comment concerning
this application to submit comments in
writing to the Economic Regulatory
Administration, Office of Fuels
Programs, Fuels Conversion Division,
RG-12, Room GA-093. Forrestal
Building, 100 Independence Avenue,
S.W., Washington. D.C. 20585, Attention:
Richard A. Ransom, within ten (10)
calendar days of the date of publication
of this notice in the Federal Register.

An opportunity to make an oral
presentation of data, views, and
arguments either against or in support of
this application may be requested by
any interested person in writing within
the ten (10) day comment period. The
request should state the person’s
interest and, if appropriate, why the
person is a proper representative of a
group or class of persons that has such
an interest. The request should include a
summary of the proposed oral
presentation and a stalement as to why
an oral presentation is necessary.

If ERA determines that an oral
presentation is necessary, further notice
will be given to Spaulding and any
person filing comments and will be
published in the Federal Register.

Issued in Washington, D.C...on june 19.
1983, :

James W. Wockman,

Director, Office of Fuals Program, Economic
Regulatory Administration.

[FR Doc. 83-16174 Flled 6-15-80 048 am|

BILLING CODE $450-01-M
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Energy Information Administration

Agency Forms Under Review by the
Office of Management and Budget

AGENCY: Energy Information
Administration, DOE.

acTion: Notice of submission of request
for clearance to the Office of
Management and Budget.

summARY: Under provisions of the
Paperwork Reduction Act (44 US.C.
Chapter 35), Department of Energy
(DOE) notices of proposed collections
under review will be published in the
Federal Register on the Thursday of the
week following their submission to the
Office of the Management and Budget
(OMB). Following this notice is a list of
the DOE proposals sent to OMB for
approval since Thursday, April 28, 1983,
The listing does not contain information

Each entry contains the following
information and is listed by the DOE
sponsoring office (1) The form number;
(2) Form title; (3) Type of request, e.g.,
new, revision, or extension; (4)
Frequency of collection: (5) Response
obligation, i.e., mandatory, voluntary, or
required to obtain or retain benefit; (6)
Type of respondent; (7) An estimate of
the number of respondents; (8) Annual
respondent bruden, i.e., an estimate of
the total number of hours needed to fiil
out the form: and (9) A brief abstract
describing the proposed collection.
DATE: Last Notice published Thursday,
April 28, 1983.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
John Gross, Director, Forms Clearance
and Burden Control Division, Energy

Information Administration, M.S. 1H-

023, Forrestal Building, 1000

Independence Ave., NW.,

and Budget, 726 Jackson Place, NW,,
Washington, D.C. 20503, (202} 395-
7340;

Vartkes Broussalian, Federal Energy
Regulatory Commission Desk Officer,
Office of Management and Budget, 726
Jackson Place, NW., Washington. D.C,
20503, (202) 395-3087.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Copies
of proposed collections and supporting
documents may be obtained from Mr.
Gross. Comments and questions about
the items on this should be directed to
the OMB reviewer: as shown in “For
Further Information Contact.” If you
anticipate commenting on a form, but
find that time to prepare these
comments will prevent you from
submitting comments promptly. you
should advise the OMB reviewer of your
intent as early as possible.

collection requirements contained in Washington, D.C. 20585, (202) 252~ Issued in Washington. D.C., June 10, 1883.
regulations which are to be submitted 2308; Yvonne M. Bishop,
under 3504(h) of the Paperwork Jefferson B. Hill. Department of Energy Director, Statistical Standards, Energy
Reduction Act. Desk Officer, Office of Management Information Administration.
DOE Forms UNDER REVIEW AT OMB
s Esnmated Anrual
Fom Mo Form tioe Type recuest |  Desponse etounon | responcent descroon | mumber of | meponcent Abstract
2 (=]} (@) 5) %) m ®) L
F-255A. 8 | DOE hoanth stucteis .| New - On occason__| vountary .| Current ang lormar 11,107 382 | Forms ER-485A and B wil be used n
OOE and Contracice 1HEDNONE SUNVEYS ON e non-intal hesith
worken with o
: POsUre 10 rAiBsON.
FERC-561 Repoft of mteracking | Extennon.. Annal o Mandstory ... | officers n efectric 1.500 375 | The miorination collected on FERC~561 wil
directorates. Leaes be used by FEAC 10 serve as suppornt jor
the Commsson stall i periormng
rowow  and responeteties
. wider FPA Secton 305C)
FERCST? Ervronmental imoect | New Othee —{ Mancatory .| mitorstate ratura gas 284 95040 | 18 CFR 157.14 280, 2 82—requares & rogu-
#iatement pOsInes. Rtory review of faciors appicabie 0 en-
wonmenial stancdards a5 estabshed by
tha National Emwonmental Polcy Act of
1063 Daia v38C 10 235068 envronmantal
WMpActs N Melhon 10 UterTInng whoth-
o 10 ss0e & certificate of public convan-
lenca an0 Neceanty
[FR Doc. 63-18100 Filed 6-15-&% 6:45 am|
SILLING CODE 6450-01-M
Office of Energy Research Howard H. Raiken, 406(c)(1)(B)(i)(1) of the National Housing
Hioh E Deputy Advisory Committee Management Act, 12 US.C.A. 1729 (c)(1)(B)(i }{I) (West
Ch’g: nergy Physics Advisory Panel; Officer. Supp. 1983), the Federal Home Loan
nge of Mesting Dates {FR Doc. £3-18380 Filed 6-13-53 843 am| Bank Board appointed the Federal

_The dates of the meeting of the High
-nergy Physics Advisory Panel,
previously scheduled for June 29 and 30,
1383 (48 FR 26331, 5-7-83), have been
cthanged 1o Monday, July 11, 1983 and
Tuesday, July 12, 1983. The meeting will
be held at the U.S. Department of Energy
Auditorium, 19901 Germantown Road,
Germantown, Maryland.

lssued at Washington, DC on June 13, 1983,

BILLING CODE 8450-01-M

FEDERAL HOME LOAN BANK BOARD

1st Dakota Home Savings and Loan
Association, Pierre, South Dakota;
Appointment of Receiver

Notice is hereby given that pursuant
to the authority contained in section

Savings and Loan Insurance
Corporation as sole reciever for 15t
Dakota Home Savings and Loan
Association, Pierre, South Dakota, on
June 9, 1883,

Dated: june 10, 1983,
J. ] Finn,
Secretary.
IFR Doc. 83-16204 Filed 6-15-85: 45 am)
BILLING COOE §720-01-M
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DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND
HUMAN SERVICES

National Institutes of Health

National Arthritis Advisory Board and

the Department of Defense
Conference on Arthritis Prevention

Notice is hereby given of the
“Arthritis Prevention Conference,”
sponsored by the National Arthritis
Advisory Board with the assistance of
the Department of Defense and the
National Institute of Arthritis, Diabetes,
and Digestive and Kidney Diseases. The
Conference will be held on July 19, 20,
21, and 22, 1983 at the Airlie House in
Warrenton, Virginia.

The goals of this conference are to
identify current and prospeoctive
opportunities for effective prevention of
major rheumatic diseases and, through
interdisciplinary approaches, to develop
strategies for implementing such
interventions,

This Prevention Conference will
convene riheumatologists, biomedical
and bioengineering research scientists,
orthopedic surgeons, public and patient
educators, rehabilitation specialists, and
other persons from relevant fields,
consumers, and representatives of
public interest groups. The conference
will begin at 4:30 pim. on July 19 and will
continue until approximately noon on
July 22. Attendance by the public is
limited to space available.

Information on the Conference may be
obtained from Mr. William Plunkett,
Executive Director, National Arthritis
Advisory Board, P.O. Box 30286,
Bethesda, Maryland 20814, (301) 496
1991. Administrative information may be
obtained from Ms. Michelle Dillon,
Prospect Associates, 2115 East Jefferson
Street, Rockville, Maryland 20852, (301)
4688-6555.

Dated: June 9, 1983,
Betly |. Beveridge,
NIH, Committee Management Officer.

[PR Doc. 8316135 Filed 6-15-53; 845 atn|
BILLING CODE 4140-01-M

NIDR Special Grants Review
Committee; Meeting

Pursuant to Pub. L. 92-463, notice is
hereby given of the meeting of the
National Institute of Dental Research
Special Grants Review Committee, July
14-15, 1983, in Conference Room 7,
Building 31-C, National Institutes of
Health, Bethesda, Maryland. The
meeting will be open to the public from
9:00 a.m. to 9:30 a.m. July 14 for general
discussions. Attendance by the publicis
limited to space available.

In accordance with provisions set
forth in sections 552b(c)(4) and
552b{c)(6). Title 5, U.S. Code and Section
10{d) of Pub. L. 92463, the meeting will
be closed to the public from 930 a:m.
July 14 to adjournment July 15 for the
review, discussion and evaluation of
individual grant applications. These
applications and the discussions could
reveal confidential trade secrets or
commercial property such:as patentable
material, and personal information
concerning individuals associated with
the applications, the disclosure of which
would constitute a clearly unwarranted
invasion of personal privacy.

Dr. H. George Hausch. Executive
Secretary, NIDR Special Grants Review
Committee, National Institute of Dental
Research, National Institutes of Health,
Westwood Building, Room 504,
Bethesda, MD 20205, (telephone 301 496
7858) will provide summaries of meeting,
rosters of committee members, and
substantive program information.

(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance
Programs Nos. 13.840-Caries Research,
13.841-Periodontal Diseases Research, 13.842-
Craniofacial Anomalies Research, 13.843-
Restorative Materials Research, 13.844-Pain
Control and Behavioral Studies, 13.845-Dental
Research Institutes, 13.878-Soft Tissue
Stomatology and Nutrition Research,
National Institutes of Health)

Dated: June 8, 1883,
Betty J. Beveridge,
NIH Committee Management Officer.
[FR Doc. 83-10124 Filed 6-15-83; 845 am)
BILLING CODE 4140-01-M

Soclal Security Administration

Proposed Availability of Funding for
Refugee Mental Health Demonstration
Projects

AGENCY: Office of Refugee Resettlement
(ORR), SSA, HHS.

ACTION: Notice of Availability of funding
for Refugee Menlal Health
Demonstration Projects.

SUMMARY: This notice governs the
award of grants to public or private non-
profit agencies or organizations for
demonstration projects to provide
alternative mental health care for
refugees. These projects also include
provision for documenting alternatives
successful mental health service models
and effective treatment practices for
dissemination to other refugee mental
health service providers,

DATE: An application must be mailed or
hand delivered by the closing date
August 15, 1983. The Director invites
application for projects to demonstrate
alternative mental health care for
refugees.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Nguyen T. Kimchi, Telephone: 202-245-
0408.

Authorization

Authority for this activity is contained
in the Jmmigration and Nationality Act
(8 U.S.C. 1522) as amended by the
Refugee Act of 1980, Section 412, Public
Law 86-212. No catalogue of Federal
Domestic Assistance Number has been
issued.

Available Funds

Itis expected that approximately
$220,000.00 will be available fornew
grants in fiscal year 1883. The Director
eslimates that these funds could sopport
three [3) projects. The anticipated award
for a project is between $60,000 and
$100,000. However, these estimates do
not bind the Office of Refugee
Resettlement to a specific number of
grants or to the amount.of any grant
unless the amount is otherwise specified
by statute or regulations,

Awards will be for 12 manths with no
further funding anticipated.

Application Delivered by Mail

An application sent by mail must be
addressed to the U.S. Department of
Health and Human Services, Social
Security Administration, Office of
Refugee Resettlement, Grants
Managemen! Branch, Room 1332,
Switzer Building, 330 C Street, S W.,
Washington, DC 20201. An applicant
must show proof of mailing on or before
the closing date, August 15, 1983,
consisting of one of the following:

(1) A legible dated U.S. Postal Service
postmark;

(2) A legible mail receipt with the date
of mailing stamped by the U.S. Postal
Service;

(3) A dated shipping label invoice or
receipt from a commergial carrier.

If an application is sent through the
U.S. Postal Service, the Director does
not accept either of the following as
proof of mailing: (1) A private metered
postmark, or (2) a mail receipt that is no!
dated by the U.S. Postal Service.

Applicants should note that the U.S.
Postal Service does not uniformly
provide a dated postmark. Before relying
on this method the applicant should
check with its local post office.

Applicants are encouraged to use
registered or at least first class mail.
Each late applicant will be notified that
the appiication will not be considered.

Applications Delivered by Hand

An application that is hand delivered
must be taken to the U.S. Department of
Health and Human Serivces, Social
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Security Administration, Office of
Refugee Resettlemnt, Grants
Management Branch, Room 1332,
Switzer Building, 330 C Street, S.W.,
Washington, D.C. 20201.

The Grants Management Branch will
accept & hand-delivered application
between the hours of 8:30 am and 5:00
pm Eastern Standard time daily except
Saturday, Sunday or Federal Holidays.
Hand delivered applications will not be
accepted after 5:00 pm on the closing
date for the announcement.

Supplementary Information

This announcement describes the
availability of funding for demonstration
projects in the following areas of refugee
mental health care: (1) training in mental
health problem detection and referral
methods, crisis intervention and crisis
management techniques for non-
professionals including service
providers and community leaders, (2)
development of one or more models for
mainstream mental health service
providers to provide culturally
appropriate mental health services using
refugee staff and (3) development of
service models using indigeneous
healing practices.

I Purpose and Scope

The purpose of this program is to
provide for effective delivery of refugee
mental health services through
demonstration projects that emphasize
the role of the refugee community. These
projects would develop and test
alternative mental health service
delivery models for different refugee
populations, in particular for the high
risk goups.

Though current data on the
prevalence of mental health problems
among refugee populations are not
Bvailabie, there is no question that
refuges mentul health problems do exist,
A survey conducted in 1979 by the
Bureau of Research and Training,
Pennsylvania Office of mental Health,
funded by this office, confirmed such
I'-"ﬁ‘.)'lems. Another study by the
S'm;mvvnul Asian Refugee Mental Health
Training Project In California found that
865 percent of the refugees apparently
were suffering from depression. ORR
recognized these mental health services
necds and funded several programs
innually through fiscal year 1860. With
the enactment of the Refugee Act of
1980, all direct funding for social
Services were assumed by the States.
Accordingly, on April 28, 1880, ORR
ssued a Program Instruction to States—
ORR~AT-80-2—to clarify that mental
health services activities are allowable
with refugee social services funds.

However, efforts to deliver adequate
mental health care 1o refugees have
been hampered by cultural differences,
a scarcity of resources and the lack of
bilingual/bicultural service capacity in
the mainstream mental health system.
Currently, the majority of refugees
suffering from non-physical health
problems appear to be primarily
dependent upon their families and/or
friends to deal with their problems.
{(Moon, Anson, and Tashmina,
Nathaniel—fHelp Seeking Behavior and
Attitudes of Southeast Asian Refugees—
San Francisco: Pacific Asian Mental
Health Research Project, November
1982, pp. 16-19)

This community support has always
been important to Southeast Asians. In
traditional Vietnam, life centered
around the village and villagers were
supposed to help each other during
crises, In Cambodia and Loas, the
Wat—Buddhist Pagoda—served as a
“"community center™ where religious and
cultural activities took place. The
Hmong have always been tightly knit
peopie who depend on the community
through the clan system (Le, Xuan
Khoa—/ndochinese Mutual Assistance
Associations As Mechanisms In
community Mental Health, Paper
presented at the Natinal Conference on
Social Welfare, Cleveland, Ohio, May
1980). In the United States, the same
traditions still exist where [riends and
relatives are frequently called upon for
advice and counsel. (Moon, Anson, and
Tashima, Nathaniel, pp. 16-19)

Not all refugees, however, are
fortunate enough to come to the United
States with families and friends. Many
are now relying on services providers, in
particular bilingual/bicultural staff, to
assist them with social adjustment or
mental health problems,

Bilingual/bicultural staff, if properly
trained, could also bridge the gap
between the cultural context of the
client and that of the existing mental
health system. Additionally, given
appropriale training, members of the
refugee community and organizations
can also provide effective outreach and
orientation service resulting in early
detection and prevention of mental
health prablems. Bilingual/bicultural
slaff drawn from the refugee community
are likely to enhance the credibility of
the system and thereby increasing its
utilization. Such culturally relevant
programs will become more effective in
service to the refugee population. ORR
proposes that culturally relevant
programs are more likely to occur if
refugee traditions beliefs and resources
can become integral parts of mental
health care to refugees.

To encourage the development of
culturally appropriate mental health
services, ORR proposes to fund three
types of projects as follows:

Objective I: The Office of Refugee
Resettlement proposes to strengthen the
refugee community support system by
providing training in mental health
problems detection and referral
methods, crisis intervention and crisis
management techniques for non-
professional refugee service workers
and refugee community leaders,
including Mutual Assistance
Association members, Buddhist monks,
Catholic priests, clergy, healers and
indigenous leaders.

Objective H: The second objective is
to encourage the delivery of
linguistically and culturally appropriate
mental health services through
utilization of trained refugee
paraprofessionals In the mainstream
mental health system, which currently
has neither the personnel nor the
resources to provide such services for
refugees. ORR proposes to provide
incentives to mainstream mental health
facilities located in high refugee
concentration areas 1o hire one or more
qualified refugee paraprofessionals and
to demonstrate the effectiveness of this
mental health treatment approach.

Objective III: The third objective of
this program is to develop treatment
models that are culturally appropriate to
special groups of refugees as an
alternate way to respond to their mental
health problems.

As numerous studies have indicated,
indigenous concepts of health and
iliness often differ considerably from
Western concepts. It has been noted
that among some groups of refugees,
traditional healers are being utilized
despite the existence of the
sophisticated American mental health
system. Other groups indicate their
preference for seeking advice from
spiritual leaders such as monks or
priests for adjustment problems. ORR
proposes to develop and test the refugee
practice of using indigenous healers in
mental health treatment.

II. Eligible Grantees

Eligible grantees are public entities
and private organizations incorporated
as non-profit under the laws of their
state. Applicants submitting proposals
for Project Il—Grant to Integrate
Refugee Paraprofessionals into the
Mainstream Mental Health System—
must be established mental health
service facilities. That is, facilities
receiving Federal, State or local funding
for & minimum of one year prior to the
date of this grant application, for the
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specific purpose of providing mental
health services to a broadly based
clientele.

lIL, Activities

Applicants may submit proposals for
any or all of the following activities:

Project I: Mental Health Training for
Refugee Service Workers and
Community Leaders

Applicants seeking assistance under
Project 1 shall carry out the following
aclivities:

1. Identification ans selection of
parlicipants for a series of short-term
training workshops. Participants may
include state and local governments
refugee staff, voluntary agencies staff,
sponsors, Mutual Assistance
Associations' members, refugee
communily leaders and other servie
providers who are in contact with
refugees.

2. Design and implementation plan for
a short-term training program, using the
workshop formatl to (a) increase the
participants' awareness and knowledge
of serious emotional problems which
may be experienced by refugees and
their families; (b) instruct participants in
method of identifying mental health
problems of refugees; (¢) provide them
with methods of encouraging refugees to
seek professional help; and (d) instruct
participants in crisis intervention-and
management techniques.

3. Workshop content shall include but
not be limited to the following topics:

* Cross-cultural orientation with
special emphasis on refugee versus
Western health and mental health
concepts, and pertinent cultural/
traditional practices;

* Current mental health service
delivery system and refugee mental
health programs;

* Major mental health problems of
refugees—e.g., differentiation between
culture shock, emotional difficulties and
psychosis, identification of high risk
populations;

* Methods of identifying mental
health problems of refugees;

* Methods of encouraging refugees to
seek professional help;

* Techniques to address crises; how
to use existing resources: when 1o seek
specialized help.

4. An evaluation plan to assess the
success of each workshop and plan for
revision as necessary,

Project Il: Grant to Integrate Refugee
Paraprofessionals into the Mainstream
Mental Health System.

The Integration project application
should include the following activities:

1. A discussion of needs in the
proposed service area o include
demonstrated need of culturally
appropriate mental health services and
the applicant’s lack of bilingual/
bicultural staff capacity.

2. The design of a comprehensive
mental health program for refugees that
is culturally relevant and acceptable.
This program mus! provide for:

* The utilization of bilingual/
bicultural refugee paraprofessionals in
mental health treatment of refugees:

* The provision of on-going training
and supervision of these
paraprofessionals;

¢ The provision of cultural awareness
training for the refugee
paraprofessionals and the mainstream
professionals involved;

¢ The refugee community's
participation and comment, in particular
through consultation with refugee
professionals, where possible, and/or
consultation with refugee leaders who
are familiar with both the Western
treatment system and the refugee
cultural background.

3. The design of a capacity building
plan which includes (a) the acquisition
of one or more trained refugee
paraprofessionals; (b) a plan to utilize
the paraprofessional(s) during the grant
period; and (c) a plan to permanently
integrate the paraprofessional(s) into the
regular mental health services provided
to the community,

4. The design of an outreach and
educational program for the community
utilizing bilingual/bicultural
paraprofessionals.

5. The coordination of sevices with
other health and social service agencies
serving refugees.

8. An evaluation component to assess
the effectiveness of the program service
model.

Jointly funded and supported
activities are allowed and encouraged.

Project III: Utilization of Traditional
Healers in Refugees Mental Health
Treatment

Proposed projects will develop and
test alternative models using indigenous
healers for the provison of mental health
care for refugees,

Proposed projects must provide for
direct services for refugees and must be
designed as therapeutic treatments.
Crantees applying for Project 11 shall be
required to carry out the following
activities;

1. Identification of the target
population and the need for culturally
appropriate mental health services.

2. Design of an integrated mental
health service program using both
traditional healing practices and

western treatmen! appropriate for the
target population and under the general
supervision of a qualified therapist who
is knowledgeable in both western
mental health system and in the refuges
cultures.

3. Documentation of the treatment
process and service results,

IV. Application Submission and
Approval Procedures

Applicants may request grant
applications from the Department of
Health and Human Services, Social
Security Administration, Office of
Refugee Resettlement, Grants
Management Branch, Room 1332,
Switzer Building, 330 C Streel, SW.,
Washington, D.C. 20201, 202-472-4440.
Prospective grantees must submit an
original application and two copies to
the Grants Management Branch. An
independent panel will be convened to
evaluate and rate applications. Final
funding decisions will be made by the
Director of the Office of Refugee
Resettlement. Criteria for panel
evaluation are listed in Section VI
below. It is estimated that grant awards
will be issued on or about September 15,
1083,

V. Applicable Regulations

The following HHS regulations apply
to grants under this Notice:

45 CFR Part 16 Department Grant
Appeals Process;

45 CFR Part 74 Administration of
Grants;

45 CFR Part 75, Informal Grant
Appeals Process;

45 CFR Part 80 Nondiscrimination
Under Programs Receiving Federal
Assistance Through the Department of
Health and Human Services
Effectuation of Title VI of the Civil
Rights Act of 1964.

45 CFR Part 81 Practice and
Procedures for Hearings Under Part 80
of this Title.

45 CFR Part 84 Nondiscrimination on
the Basis of Handicap in Programs
and Activities Benefitting from
Federal Financial Assistance.

45 CFR Part 80 Nondiscrimination on
the Basis of Age in Programsor
Activities Receiving Federal Financial
Assistance.

VI Criteria for Evaluating Applications

All competing applications received in
response to this annoucement will
receive a technical review by qualified
experts.

Each project proposal will be
evaluated separately and applicants
seeking assistance for multiple projects
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under this announcement should present
each project as a separate entity.

Applications will be evaluated against
the following criteria:

Project I: Mental Health Training for
Refugee Service Workers and
Community Leaders

A. Completeness and feasibility of the
proposed training project design and
work plan:

* Fessibility of participants
recruitment plan including identification
process and selection criteria; 10 points.

* Quality of proposed workshop
content and its relevance to the project
objectives; 25 points,

* Methodology to be employed in
implementing the project and its
feasibility for the achievement of the
project objectives; 15 points,

B. Qualifications of the Project
Director and instructional staff.
Appointment of Project Director is
subject to ORR's approval: 20 points.

Project II: Grant to Integrate Refugee
Paraprofessionals into the Mainstream
Mental Health System

A. Completeness and feasibility of the
proposed integration plan and
implementation:

* Quality of proposed integrative
program with specific objectives and
measurable outcomes; 15 points.

* Feasibility of the consultation
process with refugee experts and
leaders; § points.

* Qualify of the outreach and
educational program; § points.

* Adequacy of proposed capacity
building plan including the acquisition
uf refugee paraprofessionals and
description of provision for integrating
the paraprofessionals into the
mainstream service. Documentation of
plan for continuance of services beyond
the grant support period; 25 points.

B. Experience of applicant
organization in providing mental health
services: 10 points.

C. Qualifications of proposed staff
Including refugee paraprofessionals.
Appointment of project director is
subject to ORR's approval; 5 points.

D. Potential for replication of the
service model: plans for implementation
and dissemination of results of project,

including any products for use by others:
3 points.

Project 111: Utitization of Traditions!
Healers in Refugee Mental Health
Treatment

A. Completeness and feasibility of
Proposed culturally appropriate
treatment model:

* Description of how applicant plans
to determine client need for traditional
healer services; 10 points.

* Description of the proposed
traditional healer methods to be used,
identification of the types of mental
health problems for which these
methods are appropriate, and evidence
of the efficacy of these methods in
treating the mental health problems of
the target refugee population: 30 points.

* Description of role and relationship
between trained therapist(s) and the
indigenous healer{s); 5 points.

B. Familiarity and experience of
applicant organization in refugee mental
health programs; 5 points,

C. Qualification of proposed staff
including indigenous healers.
Appointment of project director is
subject to ORR's approval; 10 points,

D. Likelihood of developing
innovations and transferrable
knowledge in refugee mental health
service and significance in national
program development: 10 points.

All Projects

* Relevance of the needs of the target
population with special consideration
for proposals which serve areas of large
refugee populations. Indication of the
number of refugees to be served: 10
points.

* The extent to which the proposal
provides for an evaiuation methodology,
including the manner in which such
methodology will be employed to
measure project outcomes; 5 points.

* The evidence of coordination and
linkages with service providers and the
refugee community; 5 points.

* The reasonableness of the budget in
relation to the proposed project and the
anticipated results; 5 points.

* Adequacy of facilities and
resources; 5 points.

VII. A-95 Nutification Process

These projects are not covered by the
requirements of OMB Circular A-95.

VIII. Application Content

All applicants will use Standard Form
SSA-96, “Federal Assistance” in
submitting project proposals, Grant
applications must also include the
following:

1. Discussion of need for culturally
appropriate mental health services and
discussion of characteristics of clients to
be served:

2. A work plan to meet the project
objectives including identification of all
services and materials to be developed
and a dissemination plan. The work
plan should describe in detail the
implementation and the evaluation of

the required activities indicated in
Section III above;

3. A management plan for fiscal and
program administration to acconiplish
the grant objectives including a project
management chart, time line and staff
resume and assignments;

4. Detailed program budget;

5. Description of the applicant
organization, If other than a public
agency, description of its organizational
mandate, funding sources, key staff,
principal officers, organization chart,
organization's address and telephone
number;

8. Documentation of applicant's
experience with the services proposed
in¢luding description of other projects
similar to the proposed activities; and

7. Documentation of non-profit status-
IRS form 501 C3 or other proof of non-
profit status,

IX. Records and Reports

Grantees will be required to maintain
such fiscal and operational records as
are necessary for federal monitoring and
auditing of the grants. Grantees shall
insure that ORR will:

1. Have complete access to all
subrecipients’ (contractors or
subgrantees) records;

2. Receive all materials to be
disseminated.

Quarterly fiscal and program progress
reports will be due 30 days after the first
calendar day of each quarter following
the effective date of the grant award
with the exception of final fiscal and
program progress reports which shall be
due 90 days after the expiration of the
granl.

June 13, 1683,

Phillip N. Hawkes,

Director, Office of Refugee Resettlement.
[FR Doc. 83-16205 Fled 6-15-83, 145 am)

BILLING COOE 4190-11-M

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
Bureau of Indian Affairs

Receipt of Petition for Reassumption
of Jurisdiction St. Regis Mchawk Tribe
of the St. Regis Mohawk Reservation

june 3, 1983,

This notice is published in exercise of
authority delegated by the Secretary of
the Interior to the Assistant Secretary,
Indian Affairs by 208 DM 8.

The Indian Child Welfare Act of 1678
provides, subject to certain specified
conditions. that Indian tribes may
petition the Secretary of the Interior for
reassumption of jurisdiction over Indian
child custody proceedings.
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This is notice that a petition has been
received by the Secretary from the St.
Regis Mohawk Tribe of the St. Regis
Mohawk Reservation, for the tribal
reassumption of jurisdiction over child
custody proceedings. The petition is
under review, and may be inspected and
copied at the Eastern Area Office,
Bureau of Indian Affairs. 1951
Constitution Avenue, NW., Washington,
D.C. 20245.

Kenneth Smith,

Assistant Secretary—indian Affairs
|FR Doc. 6310192 Filed 6-15-&x 245 am)
BILUNG CODE 4310-02-M

San Carlos Irrigation Project, Arizona;
Operation and Maintenance Charges
Villages, Towns, and Schools
AGENCY: Bureau of Indian Affairs,
Department of the Interior.

ACTION: Public notice.

SUMMARY: The purpose of this public
notice is to change the per acre foot
assessment rate for the operation and
maintenance of the irrigation facilities of
the joint Works of the San Carlos
Irrigation Project serving Villages,
Towns, and Schools, to properly reflect
the cost of labor, materials, equipment;
and services, The change is from $57.00
to $85.00 per acre fool.
EFFECTIVE DATE: This public notice shall
become effective July 1, 1983, L
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Ralph Esquerra, Project Engineer, San
Carlos Irrigation Project, P.O. Box 250,
Coolidge, Arizona 85228, telephone (602)
723-5439,
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: This
notice is issued by authority delegated
to the Assistant Secretary for Indian
Affairs by the Secretary of the Interior
in 208 DM 8 and redelegated by the
Deputy Assistant Secretary for Indian
Affairs (Operations) to the Area Dirctors
in 10 BIAM 3. An analysis of the costs of
operation and maintenance of the Joint
Works of the San Carlos Irrigation Prject
serving villages, towns, and schools was
made and, on December 6, 1982, was
presented to the Fact Finding Committee
which is made up of representatives
form the San Carlos Irrigation and
Drainage District, San Carlos Irrigation
Project, Gile River Indian Community,
Pima Agency, and the Phoenix Area
Office. There was no objection to
increase the assessment rate.

The Public Notice shall read as
follows:
San Carlos Imigation Project
Assessment, Villages, Towns, and Schools

(a) Such project water as shall bg
available may be delivered to the

villages. towns, and schools. not
included in the designated area of the
San Carlos Irrigation Project, for the
irrigation of lawns and gardens.
Beginning on July 1, 1983. and until
further order, the charge for such service
shall be $65.00 per acre foot of water
delivered. payable in advance of
delivery,

(b) 'I':{e delivery of water and the
collection therefor shall be made by the
San Carlos Irrigation and Drainage
District. It is agreed that the District
shall retain $21.00 per acre foot on
which collection shall be made, and as
its compensation for rendering the
service. The remainder of the collections
shall be paid to the Project Engineer for
the San Carlos Irrigation Project for the
benefit of the Joint Works.

Walter R. Mills,

Acting Assistant. Area Director.

[FR Doc. 5= 10100 Flled 8-15-8% 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 4310-345-M

the lands under the Flathedd Ierigation
Project, Montana, for the season of 1883
and 1984 and subsequent years until
further notice, are hereby fixed as
follows:

For the season of 1983 for lands not
included in an Irrigation District but
including land held in trust for Indians,
the rate per acre for the various
divisions are as follows:

Jocko e .32/ Bcre
Mission Valley.. v $8.20/acre
Cames... $8.12/acre

For the season of 1984 for lands
included in an irrigation Disrict. the
Project charge per acre is as follows:
Jocko Valley Irrigation District.......- $6.50/acre
Mission [rrigation DiStrict.. ... 87,00/ 0cre
Flathead [rrigation District..............86.34/acre
E. M. Axtell.

Project Engineer, Flathead Irrigation Project

[FR Doc. &3-18142 Flled 01580 A4S am)
BILUING CODE €310-34-M

Irrigation Operation and Maintenance
Charges; Water Charges and Related
Information on the Flathead Irrigation
Project, Montana

This notice of operation and
maintenance rates and related
information is published under the
authority delegated by the Secretary of
the Interior to the Assistant Secretary—
Indian Affairs in 209 DM8 redeiegated
by the Assistant Secretary—Indian
Affairs to the Area Directors in 10 BIAM
3, and by authority delegated to the
Project Engineer and to the
Superintendents by the Area Director in
10 BIAM 7.0, Sections 2.70-2.75. The
authority to issue regulations is vested
in the Secretary of the Interior by 5
U.S.C, 301 and sections 463 and 465 of
the Revised Statutes (25 U.S.C. 2 and 9),
and also under 25 CFR 191.1(e).

Puruant to final rule published on june
14, 1977, in 42 FR 30361, this notice sets
forth changes to the operations and
maintenance charges and related
information applicable to the Flathead
Irrigation Project, St. Ignatius, Montana.
These charges were proposed pursuant
to the authority contained in the Acts of
August 1, 1914, and March 7, 1928, (38
Stat. 583, 25 U.S.C. 382; 45 Stat, 210, 25
U.5.C. 387).

Interested persons were given 30 days
in which to submit written comments,
views or arguments regarding the
proposed rates and related provision.
No comments were received during the
30 days period.

In compliance with the above, the
operation and maintenance charges for

Bureau of Land Management
[U-060)

Reaity Action-Exchange; Public Land
in Grand County, Utah

AGENCY: Bureau of Land Management,
Interior.

AcTion: Realty action-exchange; public
land in Grand County, Utah,

This Notice of Realty Action Involves
an exchange of public land in Utah
managed by the Bureau of Land
Management (U-45314).

The following described lands have
been determined to be suitable for
exchange under Section 206 of the
Federal Land Policy and Management
Act of 1976 (43 U.S.C. 1716).

Selected lands:

Salt Lake Base and Meridian, Grand County,
Utah
T.218,.R.16E.,

Sec. 1, Lot 7, Lot 10, Lot 14, Lot 18;
T.21S.R-17E,

Sec. 6, Lot 6 Lot 11, Lot 12, Lot 13, Lot 14,

Lot 17, Lot 18, EY SWY4.

Comprising 495.78 acres.

In exchange for the above lands the
Federal Government would acquire the
following private lands in Grand
County, Utah from Donald K. Bazemore,
Cupertino, California 94014.

Offered lands:

Salt Lake Base and Meridian, Grand County.
Utah

T.20S5.R.16E,
Sec, 3, Lot 8, Lot 8, and Lot 10,
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Comprising 60.29 acres.

The mineral estate (all minerals) on
the offered land would be exchanged for
t0 acres of the selected land described
as Salt Lake Base and Meridian, T, 21 S.,
R.18 E., Section 1, S% lot 10 and lot 15.
An appraisal indicated that mineral
values are equal on an acre for acre
basis. The surface estates of the
selected and offered lands have been
determined to be equal in value.

The selected lands are segregated
from appropriation under the public land
laws including the mining laws but not
the mineral leasing laws. The
segregative effect of this notice of realty
action on the public lands shall
terminate upon issuance of patent to
such lands, upon publication in the
Federal Register of a termination of the
segregation or 2 years from the date of
this notice, whichever comes first,

The purpose of the exchange is to
obtain river front property for use as a
takeout point for river trips and
development of a recreation area.
Presently use of the property is being
allowed for takeout purposes, however,
development of facilities cannot occur
untii the United States acquires an
interest in the land.

The selected land would be subject to
the following conditions:

1. A reservation for a right-of-way
thereon for ditches and canals
constructed by the authority of the
United States (43 U.S.C. 945).

2. A reservation of all minerals except
ior 60 acres described as Salt Lake Base
and Meridian, T. 21 8., R. 16 E., Section
1:5% lot 10 and lot 15, together with the
right to prospect for, mine and remove
ihe same.

This exchange is consistent with the
Bureau's planning and county officials
have been consulted.

Detailed information concerning the
proposed exchange, including the
er'n\'urunmemal assessmenl is available
‘or review at the Moab District Office,
:‘25 West 2nd South Main, Moab, Utah

4532,

For a period of 45 days interested
parties may submit comments to the
Moab District Manager, P.O. Box 970,
Moab, Utah 84532, Any adverse
tomments will be evaluated by the State
Director, who may vacate or modify this
';.‘dh)’ action and issue a final
“elermination. In the absence of any
Action by the State Director, this realty
4ction will become the final
determination of the Department.

Dated: June 9. 1963,
Gene Nodine,
District Manager.
[FR Doc. 83-10127 Filed 6-15-81 @45 am|
BILLING CODE 4310-84-M

Canon City District Grazing Advisory
Board

A meeting of the Canon City District
Grazing Advisory Board will be held at
10:00 a.m., Friday, July 29, 1983, at the
Chaffee County Bank, 146 G Street,
Salida, Colorado, pursuant to Pub. L. 92~
463.
The purpose of the meeting is to
review allotment management plan
implementation, initiate, conduct and
settle business pertaining to expenditure
of Range Betterment and Improvement
Funds, discuss Cooperative
Management Agreement, and to hear an
update on the grazing fee study.

The meeting will be open to the
public. However, facilities and space to
accommodate members of the public are
limited and persons will be
accommodated on a first come, first
serve basis. Any person may file with
the Board a written statement
concerning matters to be discussed.

Persons wishing further information
concerning this meeting may contact
Melvin D. Clausen, District Manager,
Bureau of Land Management, 3080 East
Main Street, Canon City, Colorado
81212, at (303) 275-0631.

Minutes of the meeting will be made
available for public inspection 30 days
after the meeting.

Dated: June 9, 1683,
Melvin D. Clausen,
District Manager.
|FR Doc. 83-16139 Filed 1553845 am)
BILLING CODE 4310-84-M

State of California; Realty Action, Sale
of Public Lands in Riverside County,
Correction

AGENCY: Bureau of Land Management,
Interior.

ACTION: State of California, Realty
Action, Sale of Public Lands in Riverside
County—CA-13587 through CA-13602—
Correction.

SUMMARY: This document corrects the
requirements for participating in the oral
bidding procedures. The original
requirements were published on page
23924 and 23925 in Federal Register of
Friday, May 27, 1983. This notice
restricted participating in the oral
bidding to only those bidders that
submitted qualified sealed bids. This
correction extends the opportunity to

participate in the oral bidding to
individuals that had not previously
submitted a sealed bid.

On page 23924 column three, second
paragraph titled “Dates,” the sentence
which begins on line thirty with the
words “only those bidders” * * * and
ends on line thirty-three should be
deleted to read:

Anyone wishing to participate in the
oral bid must meet all of the citizenship
requirements as outlined in part 4 of this
notice. Individuals wishing to
participate in the oral bidding must
submit not less than one-fifth of the
payment by cash, personal check, bank
draft, money order, or any combination
for not less than one-fifth of the
appraised value of the land.

Dated: June 8, 1983,
Gerald E. Hillier,
District Manoger.
[FR Dog, 8318041 Filed 8- 1585845 am|
BILLING CODE 4310-84-M

[Serial No. 1-20085)

ldaho; Conveyance of Public Land,
Power County
June 8, 1983,

Notice is hereby given that pursuant
to the Act of October 21, 1976 (90 Stat.
2750; 43 U.S.C. 1713), a patent was
issued to Leonard B. Kopp and Patricia
C. Kopp for the following-described
public land:

Boise Meridian, 1daho

T.85.. R 32E.
Sec. 5, lot 6, SWHNW Y%, NWHSW Y.
Containing 120.38 acres.

The purpose of this notice is to inform
theé public and interested State and Jocal
governmental officials of the
conveyance.

Louis B. Bellesi,

Deputy State Director for Operations.
[FR Doc, K3-16158 Filed 6-15-83 248 am|
BILLING CODE 4310-84

M 55228)

Montana; Coneyance of Public Land;
Valley County

AGENCY: Bureau of Land Management,
Montana State Office, Interior.

ACTION: Notice of Conveyance of public
land.

summaRy: Notice is hereby given that
pursuant to the Act of October 21, 1976
(43 U.S.C. 1713 (1976)), the following
described land was sold to the Hinsdale
Cemetery District:
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Principal Meridian, Montana
T.30 N, R.38E.,

Sec. 5, S%HSW Y SWHUNWLEW L,
SWYSEYSWYUNWLSW Y, WKNEY.
NWYSWYLSWY, NWYUNWY,
SWHSW,, ‘excluting a strip of land
situited in the S%SWX, containing 0.067
acre,

Containing 6,56 acres.

The purpose of this notice is to inform
the public and interestd state and local
governmental officials of the issuance of
the conveyance document to the
Hinsdale Cemetery District.

Dated: June 9, 1983,

Edgar D. Stark,

Chief. Lands Adjudication Section.
[FR Do 83-16161 Filed 53563 Bk am|
BILLING CODE 4310-04-M

M 55145)

Montana; Conveyance and Order
Providing for Opening of Public Lands

AGENCY: Bureau of Land Management,
Montana State Office, Interior.

ACTION: Notice of Conveyance and
Order Providing for Opening of Public
Lands in Richland and McCone
Counties, Montana.

SUMMARY: Notice is hereby given that
pursuant to Section 206 of the Act of
October 21, 1976 (43 U:S.C. 1716/ (1978)),
the following described land was
conveyed to Robert G, Voorhees dnd
Marjorie R. Voorhees, husband and
wife, and O. Joyce Voorhees, tenants in
common;

Principal Meridian, Montana
T.26N,R. SOE,

Sec. 2, Lots 3 and 4

Sec. 11, SWXHNW %, NS

Sec. 12, NWYHNWY,, NEXSW Y,

SWYSEY:

Sec, 13, NWWNEW, S¥%NWYs; and

Sec. 24, SEVaNE¥%.
T.26N,.R.51E.,

Sec. 18, Lot 4, SEMSW Y.

Sec. 19, Lol 1.
T.2ZN,.R.S1E.,

Sec. 31, Lots 3 and 4, EY2SW¥%, SE%.

Aggregating 993.85 acres. *

In exchange for the above land, the
United States acquired the following
described land in McCone County,
Montana:

Principal Meridian, Montana
T.27 N..R. 50E.,
Sec, 25, S1%eSW Y and
Sec. 26, Lots 1,2, 3, SE%A.

Containing 311.34 acres.

No minerals were transferred in the
exchange. This order restores the lands
acquired by the United States to the
operation of the public land laws
generally.

DATES: Al 8 a.m. on July 22, 1963, the
lands shall be open to the publiciland
laws generally, subject to valid existing
rights, the provisions of existing
withdrawals and the requirements of
applicable law. All applications
received al or prior to 8 a.m. on July 22,
1983, shall be considered as
simultaneously filed at that time. Those
received thereafter shall be considered
in the order of filing.

Dated: June 8, 1963,
John A. Kwiatkowski,
Deputy State Director, Divisiannf Lands-and
Renewoble Resources.
[FR Duc. 83-10103 Filed 6-15-83:0:45 un|
BILLING CODE 4210-84-M

Albuguergue District, New Mexico
District Advisory Council Meeting

The BLM Albuguerque Distriot
Advisory Council meeting scheduled for
July 21, 1983 has been postponed until
July 26, 1983. The meeting will be heldin
the conference room of the District
Office, 3550 Pan American Freeway,
NE., Albuguerque, beginning at 8 a.m.

Following its field trip to the Bisti coal
region and the Rio Puerco water pipeline
system al its April 25-27 meeting, the
Distriat Advisory Council will determine
which management issues facing the
District Manager it will focus on'to
provide timely advice. Among the issues
being cansidered are: federal coal
leasing in the San Juan Basin;
maintenance options for the Rio Puerco
range watering system; public lands
suitable for sale under BLM's assest
management program; and planning
issues and planning criteria for the Rio
Puero Resource Area's Resource
Management Plan.

This council is' managed in
accordance with the Federal Advisory
Committee Act of 1972, the Federal Land
Policy and Management Act of 1878, and
the Rangeland Improvement Act of 1976.

The public is welcome to attend all
portions of this meeting. Statements by
the public to members of the:Council
may be made at 11:30 a.m., July 26, 1883,

Minutes of the meeting will be
prepared and made available forreview
within 30 days following the meeting.

L. Paul Applegate,

District Manoger.

|FR Doc. 83-10108 Filed 6-15-83%: 0:45 ami)
BILLING CODE 4310-84<M

(CA 13278]
State of California: Reaity Action, Sale

of Public Lands In Riverside County;
Correction

AGENCY: Bureau of Land Management,
Department of the Interior.

ACTION: Realty Action—Sale of Public
Lands in Riverside County—CA 13278—
Correclion.

SUMMARY: This document corrects the
requirements for participating in the oral
biding portion of the land saie. The
original requiements were published on
pages 28720 and 23721 in the Federal
Register of Thursday, May 26, 1983.

Page 23720, column three, last
paragraph and page 28721, column one,
paragraphs one, two, and three should
be corrected 'to read:

DATE: The @bove described land will be
offered for sale by sealed and oral bids.
The sealed bids will be opened at 10:00
a.m. on July'26, 1983, at the California
Desert District Office of the Bureau of
Land Management, 1695 Spruce Stree!,
Riverside, California 92507, Bids may be
made by a-principal ora duly qualified
agent, either mailed or delivered o the
California Desert District. Office, Bureau
of Land Management, at the above
address. Sealed bids shall be considered
only if received prior to 10:00 a.m. on
July 26, 1983, and are made for at least
the appraised value of the land. Each
sealed bid shall be accompanied by &
certified check, postal money order,
bank draft, or cashier's check made
payable to the Bureau of Land
Management for not less than one-fifth
of the amount of the bid. The sealed
envelope must be marked in the lower
left hand corner “Public Sale Bid, Serial
Number CA-13279, sale held July 26,
1983". No bid will be accepted for less
than the appraised value, and bids mus!
include all of the land in the parcel. The
sealed bids shall be opened and publicly
declared at the beginning of the oral
bidding.

Anyone wishing to participate in the
oral bidding must meet all of the
citizenship requiements as outlined in
part 4 of this notice. Individuals wishing
to participate in the oral bidding mus!
submit not less than one-fifth of the
payment by cash, personal check, bank
draft, money order, or any combination
for not less than one-fifth of the
appraised value of the'land. Oral
bidding will begin at 11:00 a.m. on July
26, 1983 at the California Desert District
Office. The person declared to have
entered the highest qualifying oral bid
shall submit payment for cash, personal
check, bankdraft. money order, or-any
combination for.not less than ane-fifth
of the amount of the bid immediately
following the close of the sale.

The successful bidder, whether such
bid is a sealed or oral bid, shall submit
the remainder of the full bid price prior
to the expiration of 30 days from the
date of the sale. Failure tc submit the
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full bid price prior to, but not including
the 30th day following the day of the
sale, shall result in cancellation of the
sale of the specific parcel and the
deposit forfeited and disposed of as
other receipts of sale. If two or more
sealed bids for the same amount are
received and no oral bids are received,
then the apparent high bidder shall be
determined by a drawing.

For a period of 30 days following the
date of the sale, Ladyvest, Inc., will have
the opportunity to claim the preference
rights indicated above. Refusal or failure
to meet the highest bid shall constitute a
waiver of such bidding provisions.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Concerning the sale, including the land

report and environmental assessment
report, information is available for
review at the California Desert District
Office at the above address. For a
period of 45 days from the date of
publication of this notice, interested
parties may submit comments to the
State Director, California State Office,
Federal Office Building, 2800 Cottage
Way, Room E-2841, Sacramento,
California 95825. 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: June 8, 1983,

Gerald E. Hillier,

District Manager.

|FR Doc. 83-10163 Filed 8-15-83: 845 am|
BILLING CODE 4310-84-M

Utah; Intensive Wilderness Inventory,
Decislions Set Aside and Remanded

AGENCY: Bureau of Land Management
(BLM), DOL
ACTION: Notice.

SuUMMARY: On April 18, 1983, the Interior
Board of Land Appeals (IBLA) set aside
and remanded to the Utah State Director
for further action the decisions on
wilderness inventory units as
summarized below:

Unt No. Uit name Approk acreage Board's docision

UT-020-0037 == D= b gy 23208 | Set awde and remanded.

UT-020-120/0850-130A. ... et 18,000 | Seot asxde and rernanded.

UT-040-07% e e i v 4 30,000 | Set aside and remanded.

UT-040-078 12,160 | Set aside and remanded.

UT-040-077 F il 16,005 | Seot aside and remanded.

UT-040-078 ... 65040 | Set aside and remandod.

UT-040-079 ., ooy syremesvess i 61,550 | Set aside and remanded.

UT-040-2048 ... 37,238 | Set asdde and remanded.

UT-040-200 it i s s Y180 | Atfrmod as

UT-040-247 v =t 24726 | Atemod in part; set asde and remandod in part
UT-040- D88 .o b st Bies e L L ALt 0 2 ap 137,860 | Set aside and remanded.

UT-050-238 i ML Elen 30,000 | Set ssido and remanded In part, appesl darmssed

n pan.

UT-050-24Y . . el 62,500 | Sot aside and remanded.

UT-050-248 ....... 60,000 | Sot aside and remanded.

UT-000-008A oot it el i a2 70,000 | Aemed in part; sel avde and remanded in pard,
UT-060-0668.. .. e e TS 75,100 | Set aside and remanded.

1T 000 1008 e T 4,300 | Affemed In poert, sel aside and remanded in pant,

appoal demissed in part

UT-060-100G, . 21,470 | Afemed In part; set asde and romanded m pert.
'.’EJ.m W, 51,440 | Sot aside and remanded.

UT-080-730 ... . 43,963 | Set asico and remanded.

! Approomata

Pursuant to the action by IBLA; BLM
will reassess pertinent information
related to making a determination if the
requisite wilderness characteristics
exist within the unit or portion of units
on remand from IBLA. A formal public
comment period on a proposed decision
will be conducted before finalizing and
publishing a final decision in the Federal
Register. The units or portion of units
remanded by IBLA will remain under
Management restrictions imposed by
Section 603 of Pub. L. 94-579, Those
units or portions of units affirmed or
dismissed by IBLA will no longer be
subject to management restrictions
imposed by Section 603 of Pub. L. 84-579
#nd are hereby released from further
wilderness review. For those units
which were affirmed in part or
dismissed in part refer to the above list.
Those units affirmed by IBLA in total

are;

Unit No. U name e
UT-040-104 ..o | Mountain Home Fange . 19,000
UT-040-266 ... |Eastof Bryce. . - 887
UT-050-2218 e | Framont Gorge 5,500
UT-060-122/CO-070- | Geanite Crook .| 7,820

132A.
UT-080-171 oo | Swirot Alice Canyon . 0880
UT-000-191 | Choose Box Canyon ... 12.110
UT-060-205A .| Arch Canyon ... 7,500

Two inventory unit decisions were
reversed by IBLA. Both of these units
are now Wilderness Study Areas
(WSAs) and will remain under
management restrictions imposed by
Section 603 of Pub. L. 84-579. The two
units are:

Unit No. Unt name m
UT-060-139A .| Nt Croek N 10,320
UT-080-175 Mdde Foirt 5990

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Kent Biddulph, Utah BLM Wilderness
Coordinator (801) 524-4257.
Dated: June 8, 1983,
Dean E. Stepanek,
Associate State Director.
[FR Doc. £3-10150 Filsd 6-15-8% 6:45 sm)
BILLING CODE 4310-84-M

[A-8762 and NM-24763]

Arizona: Realty Action; Competitive
Sale of Public Land in Cochise County,
Arizona and Hidaigo County, New
Mexico

The Bureau of Land Management will
offer the following described lands for
sale at public auction on August 25,
1983, at 1:00 p.m. at the Douglas City
Hall, 425 10th Street, Douglas, Arizona.
It has been determined that the sale of
these tracts is consistent with Section
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203{a){1) of the Federal Land Policy and
Management Act of 1976. The lands will
be offered for sale 4t no less than the
appraised fair market value indicated
below.

Legal descroton gt

Parcet

-

GILA AND SALY Rivir Memio-
AN, ARZONA.

T-28 RRE,
Section 1%: Lota 1, 2, 3, 4
NEW MEXICO PrinCIPAL
FRDIAN, NEW MEXICO.
TS . R2W,

311,00

7360

The above land aggregates 301.48
acres in Cochise County, Arizona and
96.00 acres in Hidalgo County, New
Mexico near Rodeo, New Mexico.

A patent for the land, when issued,
will contain the following reservations
to the United States:

1. A right-of-way thereon for ditches
and canals constructed by the authority
of the United States, Act of August 30,
1890 (26 Stat. 391; 43 U.S.C. 945).

2. All minerals will be reserved to the
United States. These mineral estates
may be conveyed to the successful™
bidder subject to Section 209 of the
Federal Land Policy and Management
Act.

3. A right-of-way under Serial
Numbers NM-52975 and A-18639 for a
road granted under the authority of the
Federal Land Policy-and Management
Act of 1976 (90 Stat. 2776; 43 U.S.C. 1781)
on Parcel Q.

The patent will also be subject to:

1. Those rights granted by Oil and Gas
Leases A-13939 and NM-34069, made
under Section 29 of the Act of February
25, 1920 {41 Stat. 437) and the Act of
March 4, 1933 (47 Stat. 1570). This patent
is-issued subject to the right of the prior
permittee or lessee to use so much of the
surface of said land as is required for oil
and gas exploration and development
operations without compensation,
resulting from proper ofl and gas
operations, for the duration of the leases
A-13939 and NM-34069, and any
authorized extension of the lease. Upon
termination or relinguishment of said oil
and gas lease, this reservation shall
terminate. This lease applies to all
parcels.

2. Those rights granted by a term
permit for grazing lease Number 1515,
which affect that portion of Parcel Q
located in New Mexico including the

allowance of continued year-long
grazing of 12 head {144 AUMs) until
February 29, 1880 at.a costnot-higher
than the BLM grazing fee scheduled for
a given year. The date of this Notice
provides the beginning of the two year
notice of the cancellation.of the grazing
preference if the land is sold.

3. Those rights granted by & term
permit for grazing lease Number 5292,
which affect that portion of Parcel Q
located in Arizona, and Parcels R and §
including the allowance of continued
grazing of 5 head (57 AUMs) until May
12, 1985 at a cost.not higher than the
BLM grazing fee scheduled for a given
year.

4. Range improvements consisling of
3.8 miles of fence granted under Permits
Number NM 3-4-429 and Arizona
Number 1170, located in Parcel Q. In
accordance with 43 CFR 4120.6-6, the
grazing lessees will be allowed & period
of 180 days from the date of cancellation
of the range improvement permit to
salvage the fences, The cancellation of
the range improvement permits will
occur at the same time as the
cancellation of the grazing.

Upon publication of this Notice in the
Federal Register, the land described
above will be segregated from all forms
of non-discretionary appropriation
under the public land laws, including the
mining laws but excepting the mineral
leasing laws, for a period of two years,
or until the lands are sold. The
segregative effect may otherwise be
terminated by the Authorized Officer by
publication of & termination notice in
the Federal Register prior to the
expiration of the two-year period.

Lands not sold on August 25, 1983,
will be reoffered for sale by competitive
bid at the Safford District Office, 425
East 4th Street, Safford, ‘Arizona, at 1:00
p.m..on September 22, 1983,
remaining unsold land will be available
for over-the-counter purchase beginning
on September 23, 1883 at 8:00 a.m.

Additional information concerning
these lands, terms and conditions of the
sale, and bidding instructions may be
obtained from the Safford District
Manager, 425 East 4th Street, Safford,
Arizona 85546, or by calling (602) 428~
4040.

For a period of 45 days from the date
of this Notice,interested parties may
submit comments regarding the
proposed action. Any adverse comments
will be evaluated by the District
Manager who may vacate or modify this
realty action and issue a final
determination. In the dbsence of any
action by the District Manager, this
realty action will become the final

determination of the Department of the
Interiar.

Daniel C. B, Rathbun,

District Manager, Las Gruges District, New
Mexico.

Dated: June 9, 1963,
Lester K. Rosenkrance,
District Manager, Safford District, Acizona

Dated: June 9, 1983,
[FR Doc. #83-16164 Filed 8- 15-83. 545 am)
BILLING CODE 4310-84-M

[Group 683]

California; Flling of Plat of Survey
June 8, 1963,

1. This plat of survey of the'following
described land will be officially filed in
the California State Office, Sacramento,
California immediately:

Humboldt Meridian
T.8N.R.4E

2. This plat, in four (4) sheets,
representing the dependent resurvey of
the boundaries of Hosler Field, the
Upper and Lower Settlement Tracts,
Soctish Field, the Chenone Field
Settlement Site, and Chenone and
Norton Fields of the Hoopa Valley
Indian Reservation in T. 8 N, R. 4 E.,
Humboldt Meridian, under Group No.
683, California, was accepted May 11,
18483,

3. The plat will immediately become
the basic record for describing the land
for all authorized purposes. The plat has
been placed in the open files and is
available to the public for information
only. §

4. This survey was executed to meet
certain administrative needs of this
Bureau and the Bureau of Indian Affairs.

5. All inquiries relating to this land
should be sent to the California State
Office, Bureau of Land Management,
Federal Office Bullding, 2800 Cottage
Way, Room E-2841, Sacramento,
Califorria 95825,

Dated: June 8, 1983,

Herman J. Lytige,

Chief. Records and Information Section.
[FR Doc. &3-16100 Fiied 0-15-83; &45 am]

BILLING CODE £310-84-M

[Group 663]

Californiz; Filing of Plat of Survey
June 8, 1983,

. This plat of survey of the following
described land will be officially filed in
the California State Office, Sacramento,
California immediately:
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Mount Diablo Meridian
T1ON.R.BW.

2. This plat, representing'the
corrective resurvey of a partion of the
subdivision of section 5, T. 10N, R. 8
W.. Mount Diablo Meridian, under
Group Na. 863, California, was accepted
May 23, 1083,

3. The plat will immediately become
the basic record for describing the land
for all authorized purposes. The plat has
been placed in the open files and is
available to the public for information
only

4. This survey was executed to meet
certain administrative needs of this
Bureau,

5. All inquiries relating to this land
should be sent to the California State
Office, Bureau of Land Management,
Federal Office Building, 2800 Cottage
Way, Room E-2841, Sacramento,
California 95625,

Dated: June 8 1983.

Herman §. Lyitge,

Chie!, Recards and Information Section.
P D @3- 16107 Filnd 6-15-80 A4b wm)

BILLING COOE 4310-04-M

(Group 822

California; Fifing of Ptat of Survey
June 8, 1983.

1. This plat of survey of the following
described land will be officially filed in
the California State Office, Sacramento,
California immediately:

Mount Diablo Meridian
T.20S,R.38E.

2. This plat, representing the
dependent resurvey of a portion of the
subdivisional lines and the survey of the
subdivision of sections 15, 22, 25, and 26,
T.26 S., R. 38 E., Mount Diablo
Meridian, under Group No. 822,
California, was accepted May 19, 1983,

3. The plat will immedistely become
the basic record for describing the land
for all authorized purposes. The plat has
been placed in the open files and is
n\‘«;:!nb]e to the public for information
only,

4. This survey was executed to meet
tertain administrative needs of this
Bureau,

5. All inquiries relating to this land
should be sent to the California State
Office, Bureau of Land Management,
Federal Office Building, 2800 Cottage
Way, Room E~2841, Sacramento,
California 95825,

Dated: june 8, 1963,
Herman J. Lytige,
Chief. Records & Information Section.
{FH Doc. K5-10108 Filod 0-15-83 235 am|
BILLING CODE 4310-84-N

California; Filing of Piat of Surv’ey

June 8, 1983,

1. This plat of survey of the following
described land will be officially filed in
the California State Office, Sacramento,
California immediately;

Mount Diablo Meridian
T.16N,R.SE

2."This supplemental plat of the W%
of section 19, T. 16 N., R. 9 E., Mount
Diablo Meridian, was accepted May 19,
1983.

3. The plat will immediately become
the basic record for describing the land
for all authorized purposes. The plat has
been placed in the open files andis
available to the public for information
only.

4. This survey was execuled to meet
certain administrative needs of this
Bureau.

5. All inquiries relating to this land
should 'be sent to the California State
Office, Bureau of Land Mansgement,
Federal Office Building, 2800 Cottage
Way, Room E~2841, Sacramamto,
California 95825.

Daled: June 8, 1983,
Herman |. Lytige,
Chief, Records & Information Section.

[FR Doc. #5-10188 Filed 6-15-83: #45 am|
BILLING CODE 4310-84-M

Casper District, Wyoming; Avallability
of Coal Core Analyses

AGENCY: Bureau of Land Management,
Interior.

ACTION: Public notice of availability of
four coal analyses within the Thunder
Basin National Grasslands, Campbell
County, Wyoming.

SUMMARY: Notice is hereby given that
Bureau of Land Management (BLM) core
analyses of four coal test holes located
in the Thunder Basin National
Grasslands of Campbell County,
Wyoming, are now available to the
public. The analyses, completed January
1882, as a result of U.S. Geological
Survey, Conservation Division efforts
during 1981 in support of the Federal
coal management program, provide
geologic information necessary to
evaluate and classify coal resources on
lands in the public domain.

The test holes, located in Townships
41, 42, and 43 North, Range 70 West,

Sixth Principal Meridian, Wyoming,
were designed to investigate coal
quality in'the Fort Union Formation of
Paleocene age in the Eastern Powder
River Basin of northeastern Wyoming.

Location of documents: Copies are
available for reproduction at the
address listed below.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
To obtain copies for repraduction of the
coal analyses or for additional
information contact: Barbara L. Harris,
Geologist, Casper District—Branch of
Solid Minerals, 111 S. Walcott, Room
111, Casper, Wyoming 82601, (307) 261~
5181.

Dated: june 15, 1083,
Leslie A. Olver,
Acting Distriot Manager.
[FR Doc. B3-18200 Filed 6-13-53, 345 ani|
BILLING CODE 4310-84-M

[C-4275 and C-0125366)

Colorado; Coal Lease Applications; Rio

Blanco County; Public Hearing and
Request for Public Comments

The Department of the Interior,
Bureau of Land Management, Colorado
State Office, Denver, Colorado, hereby
gives notice that a public hearing will be
held on July 20, 1983, at 7:30 p.m. at the
Fairfield Center, Basement Conference
Room, 200 Main Street, Meeker,
Colorado 81641. Applications have been
made to the United States that it lease
non-competitively coal resources in the
public lands hereinafter described:

The coal resource to be leased under
Serial No. C-4275 is located in the
following-described lands
approximately 8 miles northeast of
Meeker, Colorado:

T.2N. R 92 W, 6thP.M.
Sec. 31. NEY%, EVaNW ¥%, NE%SW Y,
NW%SEYs:
Sec. 32, WYHENW Y, NWXHSW Y,
The area described contains 480 acres.

The coal resource to be leased under
Serial No. C-0125366 is located in the
following-described lands
approximately 9 miles northeast of
Rangely, Colorado:

T.3N, R.102'W., 6th PM.
Sec. 22, All

The area described contains 640 acres.

The purpose of the hearingis to obtain
public.comments.on the Environmental
Assessments and on the following items:
(1) The method of mining to be
employed to obtain maximum economic
recovery-of the coal; {2) the impact that
mining the coal in the proposed
leaseholds may have on the area,
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including, but not limited to, impacts on
the environment.

Written requests to testify orally at
the July 20, 1983, public hearing should
be received at the Craig District Office,
Bureau of Land Management, P.O. Box
248, Craig, Colorado 81625, prior to the
close of business July 19, 1983. People
who indicate they wish to testify when
they check in at the hearing room may
have an opportunity to testify if time is
available after the listed witnesses have
been heard. Both oral and written
comments will be received at the public
hearing, but speakers will be limited to a
maximum of three or five minutes each
depending on the number of persons
desiring to comment. The time limitation
will be strictly enforced, but the
complete text of prepared speeches may
be filed with the presiding officer at the
hearing, whether or not the speaker has
been able to finish oral delivery in the
allotted minutes.

Written comments may also be
submitted to Craig District Office at the
above address, prior to close of business
on July 22, 1983. Substantive comments,
whether written or oral, will receive
equal consideration prior to any lease
issuance.

The Environmental Assessments will
be available for review in the Craig
District Office and the White River
Resource Area Office at Meeker,
Colorado. Single copies are available for
distribution upon request from the Craig
listrict Office at the above address,

Copies of the Environmental
Assessments and the case files will be
available for public inspection at the
Colorado State Office, Bureau of Land
Management, 1037—20th Street, Denver,
Colorado 80202,

Rodney A. Roberts,

Chief, Mineral Leasing Section.
[FR Doc. 83-16167 Filed 5-15-63: 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4310-84-M

[CA 13816]

Geothermal Resources Lease Sale,
East Brawley, East Mesa, Dunes
Glamis, Mono Long Valley, Saiton Sea,
and Wendel Amedee KGRA’s

Notice is hereby given that
approximately 72,3685.20 acres of land in
35 parcels within East Brawley (7,253.52
acres), East Mesa (1,560.00 acres),
Dunes, (3,280.47 acres), Glamis
{13,375.84), Mono Long Valley
(31,736.64), Salton Sea (13,775.04 acres),
and Wendel Amedee (1,383.89 acres)
KGRA's in Imperial, Mono, and Lassen
Counties, California will be offered
competitively for lease under the
Geothermal Steam Act of 1870 through
sealed bids to the qualified responsible

bidder of the highest cash amount per
parcel. Bids will be received until 10:00
a.m. on July 19, 1983.

For further information contact the
California State Office, Division of
Operations, Room E-2605, 2800 Cottage
Way, Sacramento, California 95825.
Phone (916) 484-4492.

Dated: June 10, 1983,
Joan B, Russell,
Chief, Leasable Minerals Section.
[FR Doc. 8310198 Filed 6-15-8% 8:45 am|
BILLING COOE 4310-84-M

Land Use Analysis on BLM
Administered Lands in Eastern Plains
Planning Units

AGENCY: Bureau of Land Management,
Interior.

AcTION: Notice of Land Use Analysis on
BLM Administered Lands in Eastern
Plains Planning Units {(05-07).

SUMMARY: This notice issued pursuant
to 43 CFR Parts 1600 and 2700, invites
public review and comment on
preliminary issues and planning criteria
to be used in completing a land use
analysis on a proposal to offer for sale
certain public lands, administered by
BLM, located in eastern counties of
Colorado.

This proposed planning action
involves preparation of a land use
analysis and an environmental
assessment utilizing input received from
the public. The analysis and
environmental assessment to be
completed on or about December 29,
1983, will be prepared in accordance
with 40 CFR Part 1500 and will include a
determination of the consistency of the
proposed action with the policies and
programs of local, state, and other
Federal agencies. A decision statement
will then be issued by the District
Manager with the concurrence of the
State Director allowing a 30-day protest
period (43 CFR 1601.6-1).

The public lands administered by
BLM being analyzed and considered in
this land use analysis are:

County Acres

DU erermtin o it -~ 3810
Prowers.. 830
Beca .. = s ) B s 1268
Las Armas . HINEETSSNTE BB e gfr, 5 -7
Boot___. e | (TNSIB
(a7 - Yoo, [y P S e~ 8 ESE— ]
Ceowley ... et | < A0
R e — -] 16515
Tols - 3528

If any lands are found potentially
suitable for public sale during this
planning effort, these lands will be

offered at fair market value with all
minerals reserved to the United States.

Preliminary issues identified include:
economics of continued management as
part of the public lands, rights of
premittees and lessees, interests of
adjoining landowners, and consistency
with the plans and programs of other
government entities,

Planning criteria to be used in
evaluating the proposal are:

1. Public lands may be offered for sale
when such lands, because of location or
other characteristics, are difficult and
uneconomical to manage and are not
suitable for management by another
Federal, state, or local public entity.

2. Disposal of these lands would
better serve the public than retaining
and managing such lands under Federal
ownership.

The interdisciplinary team performing
the land use analysis/environmental
assessment represents the following
disciplines: realty, wildlife, geology,
cultural resources, recreation, and
economics.

Public participation will be obtained
by a public comment period initiated by
this notice. Comments received on or
before July 27, 1983, will be considered.
An open house will be held July 12, 7.00
p.m. at the Sangre de Cristo Arts Center
in Pueblo, Colorado, to allow the public
the opportunity to discuss this planning
effort and potential land disposal.
Preliminary Issues and Planning Criteria
will be available for review.

Comments or requests for further
information should be addressed to:
James Sazama, Area Manager, RGRA-
BLM, P.O. Box 1470, Canon City,
Colorado 81212; telephone (303) 275~
7578,

Copies of the land use analysis and
the environmental assessment will be
available for review at the Royal Gorge
Resource Area Office listed above and
at the Canon City District Office, 3080
East Main Street, Canon City, Colorado.
Melvin D. Clausen,

District Manager.
{FR Doc. 83-10200 Filed 5-15-83; a8 am)
BILLING CODE 4310-84-M

Lands and Realty Planning
Amendment

Summary: This notice issued pursuan!
to 43 CFR Part 1600, invites public
review and comment on preliminary
issues and planning criteria to be used
in evaluating a proposal 1o offer for
public sale certain public lands located
in the San Luis Valley of Colorado.

The proposed planning action
involves preparation of a Lands and
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Realty Planning amendment and an
eavironmental assessment utilizing
input received from‘the public. The
Lands and Realty Planning amendment
and environmental assessment to be
completed on or about March 5, 1984,
will be prepared.in dccordance with 40
CFR 1500 and will include a
determination of the proposed action’s
consistency with the policies.and
programs of local, state, and other
federal agencies. A decision statement
will then be issued by the District
Manager with the approval of the State
Director allowing a thirty-day protest
period (43 CFR 16801.8-1).

The public lands being analyzed and
considered as potentially suitable for
public sale are:

Acres. of
County putec land
Alamooa e ———— 196285
Conoos Erppgims = T V52522
rssale S 5658
Ao Grande sl e e 47843
Sapuache 430020
Tots S —— e —— ——— 652628

Preliminary issues identified include:
economics of continued management as
part of the public lands, rights of
permittees and lessees, interests of
adjoining landowners, and consistency
with the plans and programs of other
government entities,

Planning criteria to be used in
evaluating the proposal are:

1. Public lands may be offered for
public sale when such lands, because of
location or other characteristics, are
difficult and uneconomic to manage and
are not suitable for management by
another federal, state, or local public
entity,

2. Disposal will serve important public
ob!f:clives which outweigh public
objectives and values which would be
served by maintaining such lands in
federal ownership.

The interdisciplinary team performing
the Lands and Realty Planning
amendment and the environmental
ssessment represent the following
disciplines: Realty, Range, Wildlife,
Geology, Cultural Resources,

Recreation, and Economics.

Public participation will be obtained
by a public comment period initiated by
this notice. Comments received on or
before August 30, 1983, will be
considered.

Comments or requests for further
information should be addressed to:
Tom Sieverding, Area Manager, SLRA—
BLM, 1921 State Street, Alamosa,
Colorado 81101; phone (303) 589-4975.

Copies of the Lands and Realty
Planning amendment and the
environmental assessment will be
available for review at the San Luis
Resource Area Office listed above, and
at the Canon City District Office, 3080
East Main Street, Canon City, Colorado
81212,

Melvin D. Clausen,

District Manager.

[FR Doe. 83-10104 Filed 6-15-43: 5,45 am|
BILLING CODE 43%0-04-M

IM 43611)

Montana; Conveyance and Order
Providing for Opening of Public Lands

AGENCY: Bureau of Land Management,
Montana State Office, Interior.

AcCTION: Notice of Conveyance and
Order Providing for Opening of Public
Lands in Powell County, Montana.

SUMMARY: Notice is hereby given that
pursuant to Section 206 of the Act-of
October 21, 1976 (43 U.S.C. 1716 (1978)),
the following described land was
conveyed to Burlington Northern
Railroad Company:

Principal Meridian, Montana

T.12N.R.17W,,
Sec, 4, Lots 1, 2, 3, SWUNEY, SEWUNW Y
and

Sec. 6, AlL
T.13N,R.17W.,,

Sec. 18, Lots 4. 5, 6, 7, SWNEY:, SEXNWY,,

E¥SW¥% and SE%;

Sec. 20, All;

Sec. 22, Lots 3 and 4, W% and W¥%SEW;

Sec. 26, All;

Sec. 28, N¥: and SEY4:

Sec. 30, All;

Sec, 31, Lots 8 and 7, NYaSEY%;

Sec. 32, Lots 1. 2, 3, 4, WY%WNWY and
N¥%SWY%; and

Sec. 34, All.

T.12N.R. 18 W,
Sec. 1, Lots 5,6,7, 8and 9.

Aggregating 5478.98 acres.

In exchange for the above land, the
United States acquired the following
described land in Powell County,
Montana:

Principal Meridian, Montana

T.1a.N.R12W,,
Sec. 19, All,
T.12N,R.13W,,
Sec.1, All; and
Sec. 3, Lots 1 and 2, S%NEY4, SE%.

TN, R 13W.,,
Sec. 25, All;
Sec. 27, All;
Sec. 29, All;
Sec. 33, All; and
Sec. 35, All

Aggregating 4,810.50 acres.

This order restores the lands acquired
by the United States to the operation of
the public land laws generally.

DATES: At 8 a.m. on September 1, 1883,
the lands shall be open to the public
land laws generally, subject to valid
existing rights, the provisions of existing
withdrawals and the requirements of
applicable law. All applications
received at orprior to 8.8.m..on
Septmenber 1, 1983, shall be considered
as simultaneously filed &t that time.
Those received thereafter shall be
considered in the order of filing.

Dated: June 10, 1983,
Edgar D. Stark,

Acting Depuly State Director, Division of
Lands and Renewable Resources.

[FR Doc. 8315191 Flled 6-15-8% &4 am]
BILLING CODE 4310-34-M

[OR 23998]

Oregon; Order Providing for Opening
of Public Lands

1. A Notice of Airport Lease
application was published in the Federal
Register (45 FR 65323) dated Thursday,
Octaober 2, 1980. The following described
land was segregated from all forms of
appropriation pursuant to the Act of
May 24, 1928 (9 U.S.C. 211-214):

Willamette Meridian
T.2S.R.4E,
Sec. 35, SWUNEY% and S%HNWY%.

The area described contains 120.00 acres in
Clackamas County, Oregon.

2, The application was rejected except
as to the following described land which
has been approved for lease and
remains segregated from all forms of
appropriation:

Willamette Meridian
T.2S.R.4E,

Sec. 35, Beginning at the point of
intersection of the projected airport
runway centerline and the east line of
the SWYNEY of said Sec. 35; thence
north along said east line 126.95 feet to
an iron pipe; thence N 74°47°30° W,
1,857.81 feet to an iron pipe; thence 8
09°29'30" W, 577.24 feet to an iron pipe;
thence S 86°13'30" E, 1,694.00 foet,
more or less, to an iron pipe, said pipe
located on said east line: thence north
along said east line 126.36 feet to the
point of beginning. 2

The area described contains approximately
15.74 acres in Clackamas County. Oregon.

3. At 9:30 a.m., on July 22, 1983, the
land described in paragraph 1. except as
provided in paragraph 2, will be open to
operation of the public land laws
generally, subject to valid existing
rights, the provisions of existing
withdrawals, and the requirements of
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applicable law. All valid applications
received at or prior to 9:30 a.m., on July
22,1983, will be considered as
simultaneously filed at that time. Those
received thereafter will be considered in
the order of filing.

4, At 9:30 a.m., on July 22, 1983, the
land described in paragraph 1, except as
provided in paragraph 2, will be open to
location under the United States mining
laws. Appropriation of land under the
general mining laws prior to the date
and time of restoration is unauthorized.
Any such attempted appropriation,
including attempted adverse possession
under 30 U.S.C. 38, shall vest no rights
against the United States. Acts required
to establish a location and to initiate a
right of possession are governed by
State law where not in conflict with
Federal law: The Bureau of Land
Management will not intervene in
disputes between rival locators over
possessory rights since Congress has
provided for such determinations in
local courts.

5. The land has been and remains
open o applications and offers under
the mineral leasing laws,

Inquiries concerning the land should
be addressed to the State Director,
Bureau of Land Management, P.O. Box
2965, Portland, Oregon 97208,

Dated: June 8, 1983,
Harold A. Berends,
Chief, Branch of Lands and Minerals
Operations.

PR Doc. 8316198 Filad 8-15-8% 845 wm)
BILLING CODE 4310-84-M

Roseburg District Advisory Council;
Meeting

Notice is hereby given that in
accordance with Section 309 of the
Federal Land Policy and Management
Act (as amended), the Roseburg District

Advisory Council will meet july 19, 1983.

The meeting will convene at 8:30 a.m. in
the conference room at the Rosenburg
District Office, 777 N.\W. Garden Valley
Blvd., Roseburg, Oregon. Agenda items
will include: (1) Discussion of the final
environmental impact statement on the
district's 10-year timber management
plan; (2) an overview of the Fiscal Year
1984 timber sale plan; and (3) an update
on possible land sales in the Roseburg
BLM District during Fiscal Year 1884.
All Council meetings are open to the
general public and news media.
Interested persons or organizations may
make oral statements to the Council at
11:30 a.m. or they may file written
statements for the Council's
consideration. Anyone wishing to make
an oral statement must notify the
District Manager by July 12, 1983.

Depending upon the number of people
wishing to speak, a per persan time limit
may be established by the District
Manager.

Summary minutes of each Council
meeting will be maintained in the
Roseburg District Office and will be
available for public inspection and
copying during regular business hours
within 30 days following the meeting.

For more information, contact Gary
Majors, Public Information Officer,
telephone (503) 672-4491,

Dated: June 7, 1983,

James E. Hart,
District Manager.

[FR Doc. 83-16161 Filed 6-15-&5 848 am)
DILLING CODE 4310-84-M

Salem District Advisory Council;
Meeting

Notice is hereby given in accordance
with Section 309 of the Federal Land
Policy and Management Act of 1976 that
a meeting of the Salem District Advisory
Council will be held on July 15, 1983, at
8:30 a.m. at the BLM Salem District
Office, 1717 Fabry Road S.E., Salem,
Qregon.

Agenda for the meeting will include:

1. Briefing on the East Salem Final
Environmental Impact Statement.

2. Oral statements from the public.

3. Briefing on public comments received
regarding proposed decision on the Westside
Salem Timber Management Plan.

4. Discussion and development of
recommendations on the proposed decision
on the Westside Salem Timber Management
Plan,

5, Discussion on future council meetings.

The meeting is open to the public. Any
organization, associations or individual
may file a statement or appear before
the council regarding topics on the
meeting agenda, Anyone wishing to
make an oral statement must notify the
Salem District Manager, P.O. Box 3227,
Salem, Oregon 97302, by July 11, 1983,
Summary minutes will be maintained in
the District Office and will be available
for public inspection and reproduction
during regular business hours within 30
days following the meeting.

Dated: June 7, 1983.
Joseph C. Dose,
District Manager.

[FR Doc- §3-18160 Filed B-15-53: 845 am)
BILLING CODE 4310-84-M

Minerals Management Service

Monthly Meeting of the
Committee on Minerals Accountability

AGENCY: Minerals Management Service
(MMS), Interior. :

ACTION: Notice of monthly meeting.

SUMMARY: The purpose of the Advisory
Committee on Minerals Accountability
is to develop over a 1-year period an
expanded policy of cooperation with
States and Indian tribes in the royalty
management area and to develop a
detailed plan for carrying out Federal/
State/Indian cooperation on a
comprehensive basis. The purpose of the
Advisory Committee meeting will be to
have State representatives and any
other interested parties discuss with the
Committee the Federal Oil and Gas
Guidelines explaining Royalty Valuation
Procedures. In addition, the Audit
Standards governing Sections 202 and
205 will be discussed.

The meeting will be open to the
public. However, facilities and space to
accommodate attendees are limited and
persons will be accommodated on a
first-come, first-serve basis. Any
member of the public may file with the
Advisory Committee a written
stalement concerning the matters to be
discussed.

Notice of the next monthly meeting
will be published 15 days before the
meeting is to take place.

DATE: Wednesday, June 29, 1983, 9:00
a.m.

ADDRESS: Casper Hilton Inn, 1-25 st
Rancho Road, Casper, Wyoming.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
John Sullivan, Department of the
Interior, 18th & C Streets, N.W., Room
4216, Washington, D.C. 20240, telephone:
(202) 343-3526.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
Advisory Committee was created by the
Secretary of the Interior on November
15, 1982 (Order No. 3071).

The Committee will have one or more
Executive Sessions at this meeting.

Dated: June 13, 1983.
David C. Russell,
Acting Director, Minerals Management
Service.
[FR Doc. 53-16215 Filed 8-35-8; K43 am)
BILUNG CODE 4310-MR-M

National Park Service

San Antonio Missions Advisory
Commission; Meeting

Notice is hereby given in accordance
with the Federal Advisory Committee
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Act that a meeting of the San Antonio
Missions Advisory Commission will be
held at 1:30 p.m., Tuesday, June 21, 1983,
ot the Federal Bullding, 727, E. Durango,
Room AB12, San Antonio, Texas.

The San Antonlo Missions Advisory
Commission was established pursuant
to Pub. L. 95-629, Title II, November 10,
1978. The purpose of the commission is
1o advise the Secretary of the Interior or
his designee on matters relating to the
park and with respect to carrying out the
provisions of the statute establishing the
San Antonio Missiona National
Historical Park.

Matters to be discussed at this
meeting include:

—Park Operations Update;

—Commissioners’ Committee Reports:

—(ifts Catalog Slide Presentation.

The meeting will be open to the
public, however, facilities and space for
accommodating members of the public
wiil be limited and persons will be
sccommodated on a first-come, first-
serve basis.

Any member of the public may file &
wrilten statement concerning the
matters to be discussed with the
Superintendent, San Antonio Missions
National Histarical Park,

Persuns wishing further information
regarding this meeting or who wish to
submit a writlen statement may contact
lose A. Cisneros, Superintendent, 727 B.
Durango, Room A612, San Antonio,
Texas 78206, telephone (512) 229-6000,

Minutes of the meeting will be
available for public review
approximately four weeks after the
meeting at the office of the San Antonio
Missions National Historical Park.

Datod: June 1. 1983,

Robert Kerr,

Regronal Director, Southwest Region.

PR Doc 16006 Piled 6-15-83 845 am|
WLLING CODE 4310-70-M

INTERNATIONAL TRADE
COMMISSION

[nvestigation No. 357-TA-134]

Treadmill Joggers; Initial
Determination Terminating
Respondents on the Basis of
Settlement Agreement

AGENCY: U.S, International Trade
Commission.

ACTiON: Notice is hereby given that the
EU“‘-"-"?‘S")" has received an initial
Getermination from the presiding officer
' the above-captioned investigation
terminating the following respondents
on the basis of a settlement agreement:
Heinz Kettler Metallwarenfabrik GmbH

& Co. & Kettler International, Inc.
(Kettler),

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: This
investigation is being conducted
pursuant to section 337 of the Tariff Act
of 1930 (18 U.S.C. 1337). Under the
Commission's rules, the presiding
officer’s initial determination will
become the determination of the
Commission thirty (30) days after the
date of its service upon the parties,
unless the Commission orders review of
the initial determination. The Initial
determination in this matter was served
upon the parties on June 10, 1983,
Copies of the initial determination. the
settlement agreement, and all other
nonconfidential documents filed in
connection with this investigation are
available for inspection during official
business hours (8:45 a.m. to 5:156 p.m.) in
the Office of the Secretary, U.S,
International Trade Commission, 701 E
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 204386,
telephone 202-523-0161.
WRITTEN COMMENTS: Interested persons
may file written comments with the
Commission concerning termination of
the aforementioned respondents, The
original and 14 coples of all such
comments must be filed with the
Secretary to the Commission, 701 E
Street, NW., Washington, D.C. 20438 no
later than 10 days after publication of
this notice in the Federal Register. Any
person desiring to submit a document
(or portion thereof) to the Commission in
confidence must request confidential
treatment. Such requests should be
directed to the Secretary to the
Commission and must include a full
statement of the reasons why
confidential treatment should be
granted. The Commission will either
accept the submission in confidence or
return il
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Ruby J. Dionne, Office of the Secretary.
U.S. International Trade Commission,
telephone 202-523-0178.
By order of the Commission,
Issued: June 13, 1983,
Kenneth R. Mason,
Secretary.
(¥R Doc. 83-16170 Filed 6-15-50; K43 am|
SILLING COOE 7020-02-M

INTERSTATE COMMERCE
COMMISSION

[Volume No. OP2-FC-261])

Motor Carriers; Finance Applications

As indicated by the findings below.
the Commission has approved the

following applications filed under 49
U.S.C. 10924, 10826, 10931 and 10832

We find:

Each transaction is exempt from
section 11343 of the Interstate
Commerce Act, and complies with the
appropriate transfer rules.

The 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.

Petitions seeking reconsideration must
be filed within 20 days from the date of
this publication. Replies must be filed
within 20 days after the final date for
filing petitions for reconsideration; any
interested person may file and serve a
reply upon the parties to the proceeding.
Petitions which do not comply with the
relevant transfer rules at 48 CFR 1181.4
may be rejected.

If petitions for reconsideration are not
timely filed, and applicants satisfy the
conditions, if any, which have been
imposed, the application is granted and
they will receive an effective notice, The
notice will recite the compliance
requirements which must be met before
the transferee may commence
operations.

Applicants must comply with any
conditions set forth in the following
decision-notices within 20 days after
publication, or within any approved
extension period. Otherwise, the
decision-notice shall have no further
effect.

It is ordered:

The following applications are
approved, subject to the conditions
stated in the publication, and further
subject to the administrative
requirements stated in the effective
notice to be issued hereafter.

By the Commission.
Agatha L. Mergenovich,
Secretory.

Please direct slatus inquiries lo Team 2,
(202) 275-7030.

MC-FC-81378. By decision of june 7,
1983, issued under 49 U.S.C. 10928 and
the transfer rules at 46 CFR Part 1181,
and the Review Board approved the
transfer to American International
Freight Co., Inc., of Springfield, VA, of
Permit No. FF-471 Sub 1, to American
International Freight Forwarding, Inc., of
Arlington, VA, authorizing authority to
engage in operations as a freight
forwarder, in the transportation of (a)
used household goods and
unaccompanied baggage; and (b) used
automobiles, between points in the U.S.
(including HL, but excluding AK).
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Representative: Martin R. Martino, 333
So. Glebe Rd., Arlington, VA 22204 (703)
979-1627.

MC-FG-81417. By decision of June 7,
1983, issued under 49 U.S.C. 10926 and
the transfer rules at 49 CFR Part 1181,
the Review Board approved the transfer
the Brighton Van Lines, INC.; of Troy,
M1, of Certificates No. MC-5722 and
Sub-No. 2, issued March 15, 1957, and
January 31, 1974, respeclively, to M. T. P.
R. CORP,, of Orlando, FL, authorizing, as
a common carrier, over irregular routes,
the transportation of (1) household
goods, (a) between Detroit, Ml, and
points within five miles of Detroit, on
the one hand, and, on the other, points
in OH and PA. and (b) between Delroit,
MI, and points within ten miles of
Detroit, on the one hand, and, on the
other, points in IL, NY, IN, MD, NJ, OH,
PA, WI, VA, WV, CT, MA, and DC, St.
Louis, MO, and points in MO within ten
miles of St. Louis, and points in KY
bordering on the Ohio River; and (2)
household goods, and used store fixtures
and office fixtures, between points in St
Clair, Sanilac, and Huron Counties, MI,
on the one hand, and, on the other, the
U.S-Canada boundary line through the
port of entry at Port Huron, ML, and
points in WL IL, IN, OH, KY, PA, and
NY. Representative: William B. Elmer,
P.O. Box 801 Traverse City, MI 49685-
0801, (616) 941-5313.

MC-FC-81447. By decision of June 8,
1983, issued under 49 U.S,C. 10826 and
the transfer rules at 49 CFR Part 1181,
the Review Board approved the transfer
to PRIME TRANSFER, INC., of
Morristown NJ. of certificate No. MC-
92193, issued October 11, 1966, to
Despatch Moving & Storage Co., Inc., of
New York, NY, authorizing, as a
common carrier, over irregulur routes,
the transportation of household goods,
between New York, NY, and points in
Westchester County , NY, on the one
hand, and, on the other, points in CT.
NY, NJ. PA, R, MA, MD, DE, and DC.
Representative; Arthur |. Piken, 95-25
Queens Bivd.. Rego Park, NY 11374,
[202) 275-100.

MC-FC-81465. By decision of June 8,
1983, issued under 49 US.C. 10926 and
the transfer rules at 49 CFR Part 1181,
the Review Board approved the transfer
to 4H MOUNTAIN VALLEY EXPRESS,
INC., Los Angeles, CA. of authority
issued to Peerless Trucking Company,
City of Commerce, CA. in Certificate
MC-96622 (Sub-No. 6)X, issued July 27,
1681 {and the underlying authority in
MC-96622 {Sub-No. 5), issued
Novermber 7, 1880), authorizing the
transportation of general commodities
(except clasess A and B explosives),
between Los Angeles, CA, on the one

hand, and, on the other, points in San
Diego, Orange, Riverside, San
Bernardino, Ventura, Los Angeles, Kern,
Santa Barbara, San Luis Obispo, Kings,
Tulare. Monterey, San Benito, San
Joaquin, Fresno, Madera, Stanisiaus,
Merced, Santa Clara, Santa Cruz, San
Mateo, San Francisco, Alameda, Contra
Costa, Marin, Napa, Solano, Calaveras,
Amador, and Sacramento Counties, CA,
Representative: Robert Fuller, 13215 E.
Penn St., Suite 310, Whittier, CA, 90602
Note.—~lssuance of a cerlificate in this
proceeding is conditioned upon coincidental
cancellation of Certificate of Registration
MC-96622 (Sub-No. 3), issved April 14, 1064,
pursuant to applicant’s request.
[FR Doc. 8316148 Filed 61589 845 am)
BILLING CODE 7035-01

|Proposed Exemptions—OP3-261)

Motor Carriers; Proposed Exemptions;
Alltex Indusiries, Inc., et al.

AGENCY: Interstate Commerce
Commission.

AcTion: Notices of proposed
exemplions.

SUMMARY: The motor carriers shown
below seek exemplions pursuant to 48
U.S.C. 11343(e), and the Commission's
regulations in Ex Parte No. 400 [Sub-No.
1), Procedures for Handling Exemptions
Filed by Motor Carriers of Property
Under 49 U.S.C. 11343, 367 1.C.C. 113"
(1982), 47 FR 53303 [November 24, 1982).
DATES: Comments must be received
within 30 days after the date of
publication in the Federal Register.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Warren C. Wood, (202) 275-7977.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Please
refer to the petition for exemption,
which may be obtained free of charge by
contacting petitioner's representative. In
the alternative, the petition for
exemption may be inspected al the
offices of the Interstate Commerce
Commission during usual business
hours.

Decided: June 10, 1983,

By the Commission, Heber P. Hardy,
Director, Office of Proceedings.
Agatha L. Mergenovich,

Secretary.

MC-F-15302; Alltex Industries, Inc.—
Control Exemption—Wales
Transportation, Inc.

Alltex Industries, Inc. (Alltex), and in
turn, Edward L. McCormick
(McCormick) seek an exemption from
the requirements under 49 U.S.C. 11343
of prior regulatory approval for their
acquisition of control of Wales
Transpertation, Inc. (Wales) (MC-

83835). McCormick also owns 150 shares
of preferred stock in C.A. White
Trucking Company (MC-60157), which
owns all of the stock of Federal
Transport, Inc. (MC-167537), Send
comments to: {1) Molar Section, Room
2139 Interstate Commerce Commission
Washington, D.C. 20423, and (2)
Petitioner’s representative James W.
Hightowers 5801 Marvin D. Love
Freeway-Suite 301 Dallas, TX 75237.
Comments should refer to No. MC-F-
15302.

Petitioners

MC-F-15312; E. L. Tidd Truck Lines,
Inc—Purchase Exemption—Whiteford
Truck Lines, Inc.

E. L. Tidd truck lines. Inc., seeks an
exemption from the requirement under
section 11343 of prior regulatory
approval for its purchase of a portion of
the operating rights of Whiteford Truck
Lines, Inc. (No. MC-~133635 Sub-Nos. 63,
69 and 71), Send comments to: (1) Motor
Section, Room 2139, Interstate
Commerce Commission, Washington,
DC 20423, and (2) Petitioners’
representative; Mr. Donald W. Smith,
P.O. Box 40248, Indianapolis, IN 46240
Comments should refer to No, MC-F-
15312,

[FR Doc. 83-18)52 Filed 6-10-53. 845 at)
BILLING CODE T035-01-M

Office of Proceedings

Motor Carriers; Permanent Authority
Decisions, Restriction removals

The following restriction removal
applications, are governed by 49 CFR
1165. Part 1165 was published in the
Federal Register of December 31, 1980,
at 45 FR 86747 and redesignated at 47 FR
49590, November 1, 1982,

Persons wishing to file 8 comment lo
an application must follow the rules
under 49 CFR 1165.12, A copy of any
application can be obtained from any
applicant upon request and payment to
applicant of $10.00.

Amendments to the resiriction
removal applications are not allowed.

Some of the applications may have
been modified prior to publication o
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
broadening of unduly narrow authonty
is consistent with the criteria set forth in
49 U.S.C. 10922(h).
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In the absence of comments filed
within 25 days of publication of this
decision-notice, appropriate reformed
suthority will be issued to each
applicant. Prior to beginning operations
under the newly issued authority,

compliance must be made with the
normal statutory and regulatory
requirements for common and contract

CAITIETS,

Py the Commission, The Review Board,
Members Jovee, Fortier, and Krock.
Agatha L. Mergenovich,

Secretory.

Please direct status inquiries to Team 3,
at (202) 275-5228.

MC 124964 (Sub-75)X, filed May 25,
1663, Applicant: BOOTH TRANSPORT,
INC., P.O. Box 265, Tavares, FL 32778.
Representative: E. Stephen Heisley, 1919
Pennsylvania Ave., N.W., Washington,
DC 20006, [202) B28-5015, Sub-No. 38F
permil: (1) remove the restriction
limiting the service to transportation “in
venicles equipped with mechanical
refrigeration,"” and (2) broaden the

terrilorial description to between points
inthe U.S, (except AK and HI), under
continuing contract{s) with named

shipper.

[V Doc 13-16143 Filed 6-15-8% 845 am)
BLLING COOE 7005-01-M

Motor Carriers; Permanent Authority
Decisions

Motor Commen and Contract Carriers
of Property (fitness-only); Motor
Common Carriers of Passengers
(fitness-only): Mator Contract Carriers
of Possengers: Property Brokers (other
than household goods). The following
tpplications for motor common or
coniract carriage of property and for a
broker of property {other than household
goods) are governed by Subpart A of
i-\n‘v 1160 of the Commission's General
Ru‘r.'.) of Practice. See 49 CFR Part 1180,
Subpart A, published in the Federal
Register on November 1, 1982, at 47 FR
39583, which redesignated the
Xfrx:uldlio!ls al 49 CFR 1100.251,
}:h."!h'f':(.'d in the Federal Register on
December 31, 1980. For compliance
procedures, see 49 CFR 1180.19, Persons
Wishing to oppose an application must
ffnm-. the rules under 48 CFR Part 1160,
Subpart B,

[he following applications for motor
fommun or contract carriage of
Passengers filed on or after November
19, 1982, are governed by Subpart D of
the Commission's Rules of Practice. See
%3 CER Part 1160, Subpart D, published
||n 'he Federal Register on November 24,

982, at 49 FR 53271. For compliance
procedures, see 49 CFR 1160.88. Persons

wishing lo oppose an application must
follow the rules under 48 CFR Part 1160,
Subpart E,

These applications may be protested
only on the grounds that applicant is not
fit, willing, and able to provide the
transportation service or to comply with
the appropriate statutes and
Commission regulations,

Applicant's represenlative is required
to mail a copy of an application,
including all supporting evidence, within
three days of a request and upon
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, or jurisdictional
questions) we find, preliminarily, that
each applicant has demonstrated that it
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. This
presumption shall not be deemed to
exist where the application is opposed.
Except where noled, this decision I8
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 [excepts those with duly
noted problems) and will remain in full
effect only as long as the applicant
maintaing 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
salisfied 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
operaling right.

Agatha L. Mergenovich,

Secrelary.

Note.— All applications are for authority to
operate 4s a motor common carrier in
interstate or foreign commerce, over irregular
routes unless noted otherwise. Applications
for motor contract carrier authority are those
where seryice in for s named shipper “under
coniract.”

Please direct status inquiries to Team 1,
(202) 275-7992.

Volume No. OP1-216

Decided: June 10, 1863.

By the Commission, Review Board
Members Carleton, Fortier, and Joyce.

MC 16691 (Sub-2), filed May 31, 1983,
Applicant: EMERSON ELECTRIC CO.,
514 Earth City Expressway, Suite 100,
Earth City, MO 83045, Representative:
Fred Lenkman (same address as
applicant), (314) 201-8281. As a broker
of general commodities (except
household goods), between points in the
U.s.

MC 168320, filed May 25, 1983,
Applicant: NEWGATE, INC., 2109
Marydale Ave,, Williamsport. PA 17701.
Representative: E. Stephen Heisley, 1919
Pennsylvania Ave., NW, Suite 500,
Washington, DC 20006, (202) 828-5015.
As a broker of general commodities
(except household goods), between
points in the U.S.

MC 168371, filed May 31, 1983,
Applicant: FOX VALLEY COACHES,
INC,, 704 Raymond Streel, Eigin, IL
60120. Representative; James E. Wilson
{same address as applicant), (312) 695~

* 8853. Transporting passengers, in

charter and special operations, between
points in the U.S. (except HI),

Note.—Applicant seeks to provide
privately-funded charter and special
transportation.

For the [ollowing, please direct status
calls to Team 3 at 202-275-5223.

Volume No. OP3-247

Decided: June 1, 1983,

By the Commission, Review Board
Members Carleton, Parker, and joyce.

MC 163215 (Sub-1), filed May 17, 1983.
Applicant: TOWNE VAN LINES OF
TEXAS. INC., P.O. Box 17005, San
Antonio, TX 78217, Representative: Alan
F. Wohlstetter, 1700 K St., NW.,
Washington, DC 20008, (202) B33-8684.
As a broker of general commodities
(except household goods), between
points in the U.S.

MC 168025, filed May 13, 1983,
Applicant: FW FREIGHT SERVICE,
INC., 12675 Stephenson-Levey Rd.,
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Burleson, TX 76028. Representative: A.
William Brackett, 623 So. Henderson,
2nd FL, Fort Worth, TX 76104, [817) 332~
4415, As a broker ol general
commodities [except household goods),
between points in the U.S. {except AK
and HI),

MC 188084, filed May 186, 1883.
Applicant: DOUELE “M" TRANSPORT,
Rt. 1, Alma, AR 72921. Representative:
Don Garrison, P.O. Box 1068,
Fayetteville, AR 72702, (501) 521-8121.
Transporting, for or on behalf of the
United States Governmen\, general
commodities [excep! used househoid
goods, hazardous or secrel materials,
and sensitive weapons and munitions},
belween points in the U.S. {except AK
and HI),

MC 168125, filed May 17, 1983.
Applicant: PAUL T. KUPRAS d.b.a.
NORCAL TRANSPORTATION
CONSULTANTS, 340 Coshen Ct., San
Ramon, CA 94583. Representative: Paul
T. Kupras (same address as applicant),
(415) 828-5208. As a broker of general
commodities (except household goods),
between points in the U.S. (except AK
and HI).

MC 168134, filed May 18, 1983.
Applicant: KOT ENTERPRISES, P.O.
Box 909, Trenton, FL. 32693.
Representative: Hughan R. H. Smith, 26
Kenwood PL, Lawrence, MA 01841, (617)
_ 657-6071. Transporting food and other
edible products and byproducts
intended for human consumption
(except alcoholic beverages and drugs),
agricultural limestone and fertilizers,
and other soil conditioners, by the
owner of the motor vehicle in such
vehicle, between points in the U.S.
(except AK and HI),

MC 168194, filed May 20, 1983.
Applicant: ROSS TRUCKING, INC., 7525
Mitchell Rd., Eden Prairie, MN 55344.
Representative: C. Jack Pearce, 1000
Connecticut Ave., NW,, Suite 1200,
Washington, DC 20036, (202) 785-0048.
As a broker of general commodities
[except household goods), between
points in the U.S. {except AK and HI),

Volume No. OP3-255

Decided: June 7, 1683,

By the Commission, Review Board
members Joyce, Dowell, and Carleton.

MC 105154 (Sub-18), filed May 27,
1983. Applicant: TETON STAGE LINES,
INC., Rt. 5, Box 402, Idaho Falls, ID
83401. Representative: Timothy R.
Stivers, P.O. Box 1576, Boise, ID 83701,
(208) 343-3071. Over regular routes
transporting passengers, between
Pocatello and ldaho Falls, ID, over U.S,
Hwy 15, serving all intermediate points.

Note—~Applicant seeks to provide regular-
route service in interstate or foreign
commerce and in infrastate commerce under
49 U.S.C. 10922(c)(B) over the same route

MC 105154 {Sub-16{a)), filed May 27,
1983. Applicant: TETON STAGE LINES,
INC., Rt 5, Box 402, Idaho Falls, ID
83401, Representative: Timothy R,
Stivers, P.O. Box 1578, Boise, ID 83701,
(208) 343-3071. 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 160254 (Sub-1), filed May 18, 1983,
Applicant: ALERT COACH LINES, INC.,
24 Railroad Ave,, East Northport, NY
11731. Representative: John V. N. Klein,
One Huntington Quadrangle, Suite One
North Nine, Melville, NY 11747, {516)
293-1300. Transporting passengers, in
charter and special operations,
beginning and ending at points in
Nassau and Suffolk Counties, NY and
extending to points in the U.S. {except
HI).

Note —Applicant seeks to provide
privately-funded charter and special
transportation.

MC 168154, filed May 18, 1983.
Applicant: C.H.L. BROKERS, INC., P.O.
Box 234, Blaine, ME 04734.
Represenative: Roland B. Durost (same
address as applicant), [207) 429-9498. As
a broker of general commodities (except
household goods), between points in the
U.S. (except AK and HI).

MC 168204, filed May 23, 1983.
Applicant: CLASSIC CRUISERS, INC.,
236 West County Line Road, P.O. Box
1053, Jackson, NJ 08527. Representative:
Mark R. Waterhouse, 1 Farmhouse
Drive, Mariboro, NJ 07748, (201) 536~
8975. Transporting passengers, in
charter and special operations, between
points in the U.S. {(except AK and HI)

Note~Applican! seeks to provide
privately-funded charter and special
transportation.

MC 168224, filed May 23, 1983,
Applicant: FUN CHARTER LINES, 1930
S. Alma School Rd., No. B204, Mesa, AZ
85202. Representative: Donald R.
Hedrick, P.O. Box 4334, Santa Ana, CA
92702, (714) 667-8107. Transporting
passengers, in charter and special
operations, between points in the U.S.
(except AK and HI).

Note~Applicant seeks to provide
privately-funded charter and special
transportation.

MC 168244, filed May 23, 19883,
Applicant: COTY ENTERPRISES, LTD,,
600 Richmond Terrace, Staten Island.
NY 10301. Representative: Robert J.
Gallagher, 1435 G St., NW., Suite 848,
Washington, DC 20005. (202) 628-1642.

Transporting (1) for or on behalf of the
United States Government, general
commodities (excepl used household
goods, hazardous or secret materials,
and sensitive weapons and munitions),
(2) shipments weighing 100 pounds or
less if transported in &8 moltor vehicle in
which no one package exceeds 100
pounds, (3) used household goods for the
account of the United States
GCovernment incidental to the
performance of a pack-and-crate service
on behalf of the Department of Defense,
and (3) passengers, in special and
charter operations, between points in
the U.S. (except AK and HI).

Note—~Applicant seeks to provide
privately-funded special and charter
transportation In {3) above.

MC 168244 (A), filed May 23, 1983.
Applicant: COTY ENTERPRISES. LTD.,
600 Richmond Terrace, Staten Island,
NY 10301. Representative: Robert J.
Gallagher, 1435 G St., N.W,, Suite 848,
Washington, D.C. 20005, (202) 628-1642.
As a broker of general commodities
(excep! household goods), between
points in the U.S. [except AK and HI).

MC 168245, filed May 23, 1983.
Applicant: GENE AKINS, d.b.a. GENE
AKINS TRUCKING CO., Route 4, Box
5160, Weatherford, TX 76086.
Representative: Timothy Mashburn, P.O.
Box 2207, Austin, TX 78768 (512) 476~
6391. Transporting food and other edible
products and byproducts intended for
human consumption (except alcoholic
beverages and drugs), agricultural
limestone and fertilizers, and other soll
conditioners by the owner of the motor
vehicle in such vehicle, between points
in the U.S. (except AK and HI).

MC 168264, filed May 23, 1983,
Applicant: BAG LUMBER AND STEEL
BROKERS, INC., P.O. Box 188, Fayelle,
AL 35542, Representative: Daniel T.
Bagwell (same address as applicant]
(205) 932-3100. As a broker of gengral
commodities (except household goods).
between points in the U.S, (except AK
and HI).

MC 168344, filed May 24, 1983.
Applicant: FIORE BUS SERVICE, INC..
24 Bennett Highway, U.S. Route 1,
Saugus, MA 01808, Representative:
James M. Burns, 1365 Main St., Suite 403.
Springfield, MA 01103 (413) 781-8205.
Transporting passengers, in charlcr.and
special operations, between points in
the U.S. {except AK and HI).

Note:—Applicant seeks to provide
privately-funded charter and special
transportation.

MC 168384, filed May 27, 1983.
Applicant: PLEASURE MOTORCOACH.
INC., 2708 Interlacken Dr., Springfield, IL
62704. Representative: Bruce E. Mitchell
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fifth Floor, Lenox Towers, 3390

peachtree Rd., N.E., Atlanta, GA 30326

[404) 262-9488. Transporting passengers,

m charter and special operations,

between points in the U.S. {except HI).
Nole—Applicant seeks to provide

privately-funded charter and special

ransportation.

1% Doe 16150 Filed 03580, 845 um)

BLUNG CODE 7025-01-M

Motor Carriers; Permanent Authority
Decisions

Motor Common and Contract Carriers
of Property (except fitness-only]; Motor
Common Carriers of Passengers (public
interest); Freight forwarders: Water
Carriers; Husehold Goods Brokers. The
following applications for motor
common or contract carriers or property.
water carriage, freight forwarders, and
tousehold goods brokers are governed
by Subpart A of Part 1160 of the
Commission’s General Rules of Practice.
See 49 CFR Part 1160, Subpart A,
published in the Federal Register on
November 1, 1882, at 47 FR 49583, which
redesignated the regulations al 49 CFR
1100.251, published in the Federal
Register December 31, 1980, For
compliance procedures, see 48 CFR
1160.19. Persons wishing to oppose an
application must follow the rules under
49 CFR Part 1160, Subpart B.

The following applications for motor
common carriage of passengers, filed on
or after November 19, 1982, are
governed by Subpart D of 49 CFR Part
1160, published in the Federal Register
on November 24, 1982 at 47 FR 53271.

For compliance procedures, see 49 CFR
11680.86. Carriers operating pursuant to
an intrastate certificate also must
comply with 49 U.S.C. 10922(c)(2)(E).
Persons wishing to oppose an
ipplication must follow the rules under
49 CFR Part 1180, Subpart E. In addition
o fitness grounds, these applications
may be opposed on the grounds that the
Iransportation to be authorized is not
consistent with the public

Applicant’s representative is reguired
o mail & copy of an application,
!-:Iﬁluding all supporting evidence, within
tiree days of a request and upon
gﬁlg:[;)cm to applicant’s representative of

Amendments to the request for
authority are not allowed. Some of the
“pplications 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
“pplications involving duly noted

problems (e.g.. unresolved common
control fitness, waler carrier dual
operations, or jurisdictional questions)
we find, preliminarily, that each
applicant has demonstrated that it 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.

We make an additional preliminary
finding with respect to each of the
following types of applications as
indicated: common carrier of property-
that the service proposed will serve a
useful public purpose, responsive to.a
public demand or need: water common
carrier—that the transportation to be
provided under the certificate is or will
be required by the public convenience

-and necessity; water contract carrier,

motor contract carrier of property,
freight forwarder, and household goods
broker—that the transportation will be
consistent with the public interest and
the transportation policy of section
10101 of chapter 101 of Title 49 of the
United States Code.

These presumptions shall not be
deemed to exist where the application is
opposed. Except where noted, this
decision is neither a major Federal
action significantly affecting the quality
of the human environment nor & 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, for, 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.

Agatha L. Mergenovich,
Secralary.

Note—All applications are for authority to
operate as & molor commaon carrier in
interstate or foreign commerce over lrregular

routes, unless noted otherwise. Applications
for motor contract carrier authority are those
where service is for a named shipper “under
contract.” Applications filed under 49 US.C.
10822(¢){2)(B) to operate in intrastate
commerce over regular routes as a motor
common carrier of passengers are duly noted.

Please direct stalus inquiries to Team
One at (202) 275-7992.

Volume No. OP1-213

Decided: June 7, 1983,
By the Commission, Review Board
Members Krock, Carleton, and Parker,

MC-52460 {Sub-344), filed May 28,
19683, Applicant: ELLEX
TRANSPORTATION, INC., 1420 West
35th St., Tulsa, OK 74107.
Representative: William P. Parker, 4400
N. Lincoln, Suite 10, Oklahoma City, OK
73105 [405) 424-3301. Transporting
general commodities {except classes A
and B explosives), [a) between points in
CT. DE, MA, MD, ME, MT, ND, NH, NJ,
NY, PA, RL SD, VT and WY, and (b)
between points in CT, DE, MA, MD, ME,
MT, ND, NH NJ.NY, PA. Rl 8D, VT, and
WY, on the one hand, and, on the other,
points in AL, AZ, AR, CA, CO. FL, GA.
IA. ID, IL.IN, KS, KY, LA, M1, MN, MO,
MS, NC, NE, NM, NV, OH, OK, OR. SC.
TN, TX, UT, VA, WA, Wl and WY,

MC 146730 (Sub-12), filed May 23,
1983. Applicant: L & W
TRANSPORTATION, INC. Route 3, Box
214A, Sedalia, MO 65301.
Representative: Robert B. Reeser, Jr.,
P.O. Box 388, Sedslia, MO 65301 (816)
827-4410, Transporting general
commodities (except classes A and B
explosives, household goods and
commodities in bulk), between pointsin
the U.S. {except AK and HI), under
continuing contract(s) with R & R Truck
Brokers, Inc., of Central Point, OR.

MC 146730 (Sub-13), filed May 23,
1983. Applicant: L & W
TRANSPORTATION, INC., Route 3, Box
214A, Sedalia, MO 65301.
Representative: Robert B, Reeser, Jr.,
P.O, Box 388, Sedalia, MO 65310 (818)
827-0314. Transporting general
commodities (except classes A and B
explosives, household goods and
commaodities in bulk), between points in
the U.S. {except AK and HI), under
continuing contract{s) with Broderick
and Bascom Rope Co., Inc., of Sedalia,
MO.

MC 159040 (Sub-3), filed May 24, 1983.
Applicant: K1.S.S, EXPRESS CO., 4820
W. Belmont. Chicago, IL 80841.
Representative: Larry M. Preston (same
address as applicant) (312) 545-7575.
Transporting general commodities
(except classes A and B explosives,
household goods and commodities in
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bulk), between points in the U.S. (except
AK and HI), under continuing
contract(s) with Douglas Furniture
Corp., American Backhaulers Corp.,
Arvey Paper and Supplies Corp., and
Gotham Chicago Corp., all four of
Chicago, IL, and Future Foam, Inc., of
Council Bluffs, IA, and White Felt, Inc.,
of Rushville, IN.

MC 163250 (Sub-1), filed May 31, 1983,
Applicant: VASS LIQUID TRANSPORT,
INC., 6433 Wilshire Drive, Tampa, FL
33615. Representative: Charles R. Reilly,
391 Davisville Road, North Kingstown,
RI (401) 884-0969, Transporting general
commodities (excepl classes A and B
explosives and household goods),
between points in the U.S. (except AK
and HI), under continuing contract(s)

with The Hubinger Company, of Keokuk,

IA, and H.P. Hood, Inc., of Dunedin, FL.

MC 166780, filed May 23, 1983.
Applicant: SEA BRIGHT
TRANSPORTATION COMPANY, INC.,
106 North St., Wilder, KY 41071,
Representative: Lewis S, Witherspoon,
2455 North Star Road, Columbus, OH
43221 (614) 486-0448. Transporting
general commodities (except classes A
and B explosives, and household goods),
between points in the U.S. (except AK
and HI), under continuing contract(s)
with Sea Bright Environmental Co., Inc.,
of Wilder, KY.

Volume No. OP1-215 L

Decided: June 10, 1883,

By the Commission, Review Board
Members Carleton, Fortier, and Joyce.

MC 2900 (Sub-469), filed May 31, 1983.
Applicant: RIDER TRUCK LINES, INC,,
P.O. Box 2408, Jacksonville, FL 32203.
Representative: 8. E. Somers, Jr. (same
address as applicant), (904) 353-3111.
Transporting general commodities
(except classes A and B explosives,
household goods and commodities in
bulk), between points in the U.S. (except
AK and HI), under continuing
contrac!(s) with Federated Department
Stores, Inc., of Cincinnati, OH.

MC 28241 (Sub-3), filed May 31, 1983.
Applicant: ASSOCIATED STORAGE &
VAN, INC., 120 West Monroe St.,
Kokomo, IN 46901. Representative:
Constance J. Goodwin, Suite 800, Circle
Tower Bldg., Five East Markel St,,
Indianapolis, In 46204, (317) 834-8313.
Transporting household goods, between
points in IN, MI, and OH, on the one

hand, and on the other, points in the U.S.

(except AK and HI, and OR).

MC 115730 (Sub-101), filed May 31,
1983. Applicant: THE MICKOW CORP.,
P.O. Box 1774, Des Moines, 1A 50306.
Representative: Cecil L. Goettsch, 1100
Des Moines Bodg., Des Moines, 1A
50307, (515) 243-4191. Transporting

general commodities (except classes A
and B explosives, commodities in bulk,
and household goods), between poinlts
in the U.S. (except AK and HI).

MC 118561 (Sub-23), filed May 31,
1983, Applicant: HERBERT B. FULLER,
d.b.a. FULLER TRANSFER COMPANY,
212 East Street, Marysville, TN 37801.
Representative: Calvin R, Turner, Jr.,
P.O. Box 517, Evergreen, AL 36401, (205)
578-3212. Transporting general
commodities (except classes A and B
explosives, commodities (n bulk, and
household goods), between points in AL,
AR GA, IL, IN, IA, KY, LA, MS, MO, NC,
OH, PA, SC, TN, TX, and WL

MC 144370 (Sub-13), filed May 31,
1983. Applicant: DON NASS
TRUCKING, INC,, 210 Front St,, Clinton,
WI 53525. Representative: Richard A.
Westley, 4508 Regent Si., Suite 100, P.O.
Box 5086, Madison, WI 53705-00886, (608)
238-3119. Transporting (1) food and
related products, between points in the
U.S. (except AK and HI), under
continuing contract(s) with
manufacturers and distributors of
containers.

MC 147251 (Sub-2), filed May 25, 1983.
Applicant: FRISKNEY & HARDING
TRUCKING, INC,, P,O. Box 3,
Kendallville, IN 46755, Representative:
James P. Kirkhope, P.O. Box 15296, Fort
Wayne, IN 46885, (219) 422-8684.
Transporting general commodities
(except classes A and B explosives, and
household goods), between points.in AL,
AR, CT, DE, FL, GA, IL, IN, IA, KY, LA,
MD, MA, MI, MN, MS, MO, NH, NJ, NY.
NC, OH, OK, PA, RI, SC, TN, TX, UT,
VT, VA, WV and WL

MC 138101 (Sub-3), filed May 23, 1983.
Applicant: DOUGLAS ARMORE, d.b.a:
DOUGLAS AMORE'S HEAVY DUTY
WRECKER SERVICE, 355 Gale Street,
QOconto, WI 54153. Representative:
Daniel R. Dineen, 710 N. Plankinton
Avenue, Milwaukee, W1 53203, (414)
273-7410. Transporting disabled motor
vehicles and replacement vehicles,
between points in the Upper Peninsula
of ML, and points in W1, on the one
hand, and, on the other, points in the
U.S. {except AK and HI).

For the following, please direct status
calls to Team 3 at 202-275-5223.

Volume No. OP3-248

Decided: June 1, 1083,

By the Commission, Review Board
members Parker, Joyce, and Fortier,

FF-695, filed May 16, 1983. Applicant:
ARIES EXPRESS INTERNATIONAL
FORWARDERS, INC.,, 3555 Torrance
Blvd. Torrance, CA 90503,
Representative: Alan F. Wohlstetter,
1700 K St., N.W., Washington, DC 20006,

(202) 833-8884. As a freight forwarder, in
connection with the transportation of
used household goods, unaccompanied
baggage, and used cutomobiles,
between points in the U.S.

MC 2934 (Sub-152), filed May 9, 1963,
Applicant: AERO MAYFLOWER
TRANSIT COMPANY, INC., 8998 North
Michigan Rd., Carmel, IN 48032,
Representative: W. G. Lowry, (same
address as applicant), (317) 875-1142
Transporting computers and household
goods, between points in the U.S,
{except AK and HI), under continuing
contracl(s) with Agietron Corporation,
of Addison, IL.

MC 99685 (Sub-9), filed February 17
1983. Applicant: G, I. TRUCKING
COMPANY, 14727 Alondra Boulevard,
La Mirada, CA 90638. Representative:
Fred H. Mackensen, 2029 Century Pirk
East, Suite 4150, Los Angeles, CA 90067,
(213) 870-5955. Transporting genera/
commodities (except classes A and B
explosives, household goods and
commodities in bulk), between points in
CA, AZ, WA, OR, ID, MT, WY, NV, UT,
CO, NM and TX.

MC 135154 (Sub-13), filed May 16,
1983, Applicant: BADGER LINES, INC,
2640 South 5th St., Milwaukee, W1 53207,
Representative: William P. Dineen, 710
North Plankinton Ave., Milwaukes, Wi
53203, (414) 273-7410. Transporting
general commodities (except classes A
and B explosives, household goods. and
commodities in bulk), between points in
the U.S. (except AK and HI).

MC 135154 (Sub-13(a)), filed May 16,
1983. Applicant: BADGER LINES, INC.,
2640 South 5th St., Milwaukee, W1 53207,
Representative: William P, Dineen, 710
North Plankinton Ave., Milwaukee, W1
53203, (414) 273-7410, Transporiing
general commodities (except classes A
and B explosives, household goods, and
commodities in bulk), between points in
the U.S. (except AK and HI), under
continuing contract{s) with National
Automotive & Rubber Marketing. Inc.. of
Huntington Woods, ML

MC 135385 (Sub-1), filed May 19, 1983,
Applicant: ADAMS CARTAGE
LIMITED, 3300 Russell, Windsor,
Ontario, Canada N9C1ES. _
Representative: Leonard R. Kofkin, Suite
1515, 140 South Dearborn Street,
Chicago, IL 60603, (312) 580-2210.
‘Transporting general commodities
(except clagses A and B explosives,
household goods, and commodities in
bulk), between points in the U.S. (except
AK and HI).

MC 136774 (Sub-32), filed May 20,
1983, Applicant: MC-MOR-HAN
TRUCKING CO., INC., P.O. Box 368,
Shullsburg. W1 53586, Representative:
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Donald B, Levine, 180 North LaSalle
fizeet, Chicago, IL 60601, (312) 368-0100.
Transparting genera!/ commodities

[except clasgses A and B explosives and
hewsehold goods), between points in the
IS [except AK and HI), under
continuing contract(s) with CPC
[sternational, Inc. of Englewood Cliffs,
N

MC 153714 [Sub-4), filed May 19, 1983.
Applicant: FREDDY'S TRUCKING, 2200
§£ 45th No. 49, Hillsboro, OR 97123.
fepresentative: Wiliam A. Murray
[same address as applicant), (503) 840~
§03. Transporting genara/ commadities
{except classes A and B explosives and
household goods), between points in
Ada County, ID, Salt Lake County, UT
and Missoula and Cascade Counties,

MT and points in CA, WA, CO and OR,
on the one hand, and, on the other,
points in CO .and OR.

MC 154214 (Sub-1), filed May 20, 1963,
Applicant: VO CONCRETE PIPE &
PRODUCTS, INC., d.b.a. VO-CON, 2018
Stefko Blvd., Bethlehem, PA 18017,
Representative: Francis W. Doyle, 323
Maple Ave., Southampton, PA 189686,
{215) 357-7220. Transporting food and
related products, between those points
in the U.S. in and east of WI, IL, MO,

AR, and LA.

MC 159384 (Sub-2), filed May 16, 1963,
Applicant: DAVID KURK, INC., P.O. Box
112, Eitzen, MN 55931. Representative:
Stephen F. Grinnell, 1600 TCF Tower,
Minneapolis, MN 55402, (612) 333-1341.
Transporting commodities in bulk,
between points in U.S. (except AK and
HI), under continuing contract(s) with
the Hubinger Co.,, of Keokuk, IA.

MC 165345, filed May 16, 1883.
Applicant: AURORA SERVICE. INC.,
2160 Silver Spray Dr., Diamond Bar, CA
91765. Representative: Dale Wood,

(same address as applicant), (714) 594~
0250. Transporting food and related
products, between points in 1A, IL, KS,
and MO, on the one hand, and, on the
other, points in CA, under continuing
‘ontract(s) with (1) Dolores Canning Co.,
of Los Angeles, CA, and (2) Honeyville
Grain Co., of City Commerce, CA.

MC 167975, filed May 12, 1983.
Apglicant: B.J.Y, ENTERPRISES, INC.,
P.0. Box 865, Owensboro, KY 42302.
Representative: Fred F. Bradley, P.O.
§:>x 773 Frankfort, KY 40602, (502) 227
“Z54. Transporting general commodities
ij“‘iul'l classes A and B explosives,
tm-'-'sehuld goods and commaodities in
ulk), between points in Daviess,
fch'ndgrson. Hancock, McLean and Ohio
hounnes, KY, on the one hand, and, on
the other, points in the U.S. (except AK
and HI), .

MC 167984, filed May 12, 1983.
Applicant: McGIFFIN TRUCKING. INC.,

R.D. #1, Mt. Pleasant, PA 15666.
Representative: William |. Lavelle, 2310
Grant Bldg., Pittsburgh, PA 15219, (412)
471-1800. Transporting commodities in
bulk, between points in the US. {except
AK and HI), under continuing
contract{s) with Alverion Fuel, Inc. of
Mt Pleasant, PA.

MC 167994, filed May 12, 1983.
Applicant 10’ LAKES, INC., P.O. Box 83,
Acton, ME 04001. Representative:

Jeremy Kahn, Suite 733 Investment Bldg.,

1511 K St. NW., Washington, D.C. 20005
{202) 783-3525. Transporting petroleum
products, between points in NH and ME,
under continuing contract{s] with
Agway Petroleum Corp.. of Syracuse,
NY.

MC168064, filed May 16, 1983,
Applicant: ROBERT D. McKUNE, d.b.a.
BOB McKUNE TRUCKING, 216 Si Town
Rd., Castle Rock, WA 98611.
Representative Robert D, McKune,
(same address as applicant), [206) 274~
4074, Transporting general commodities
{except classes A and B explosives,
household goods, and commodities in
bulk), between points in AK, AZ, CA,
CO, ID, MT, NM, NV, OR, TX, UT, WA,
and WY.

MC 168074, filed May 16, 1983.
Applicant: BADER & SONS, INC,, 4330
E. Road, Lima, OH 45807.
Representative: Stephen L. Oliver, 275 E.
State St., Columbus, OH 43215, (614)
2268-8575. Transporting general
commodities (except classes A and B
explosives, household goods and
commodities in bulk), between points in
that part of OH on and west of
Interstate Hwy 71, on the one hand, and,
on the other, those points in that part of
the U.S, in and east of ND, SD, NE. KS,
OK, and TX.

MC 168073, filed May 16, 1983.
Applicant: WACHTER'S INC., Box 838,
Bismarck, ND 58502. Representative
Charles E. Johnson, P.O. Box 2058,
Bismarck, ND §8502, (701) 223-5300.
Transporting telephone equipment and
materials and supplies used in the
construction and maintenance of
telephone systems, between paints in
ND

MC 168085, filed May 18, 1983.
Applicant: RAYMOND P. ADDINGTON,
d.b.a. SONNY ADDINGTON
TRUCKING, P.O. Box 5234, Polson. MT
59860. Representative William E. Seliski,
2 Commerce St., P.O. Box 8255,
Missoula, MT 58807, (406) 543-8369.
Transporting general commodities
(except classes A and B explosives,
household goods, and commodities in
bulk), between points in JD, MT, OR,
and WA, on the one hand, and, on the
other, points in AL, AZ, CA, CO, .GA, ID,
IL, IN, 1A, M1, MN, MS, MT, NE, NY, ND,

OH. OR. PA, SD, TX, UT, WA, W1, and
wY.

MC 168184, filed May 20, 1983.
Applicant: SAMACK, INC., 14750 SW
72nd Ave.; Tigard, OR 97223,
Representative Hyman Sadolf [same
address as applicant), [573) 620-2100.
Transporting general commodities
(except classes A and B explosive
households goods, and commodities in
bulk), belween points in the U.S. [excep!t
AK and Hi).

Volume No. OP3-251

Decided: June 8, 1883,

By the Commission. Review Bouard
Members Williams, Carleton, and Dowell.

MC 109094 (Sub-20), filed May 20,
1983. Applicant: CGAULT
TRANSPORTATION, INC., 2381
Cranberry Hwy, West Warcham, MA
02576. Representative; David F.
McAllister (same address as applicant),
(617) 285-0227. Transporting general
commodities [except classes A and B
explosives and household goods),
between those points in the U.S. in and
east of MN, IA, MO, AR and TX, under
continuing contraci(s) with The
Standard Oil Co. {Ohio) and its
subsidiary BP Oil, Inc., both of
Cleveland, OH.

MC 143166 (Sub-10), filed May 20,
1983. Applicant: CHARLES W.
McCLELLAND, d.b.a. McCLELLAND
LUMBER TRANSPORTS, P.0O. Box 73,
Cuba, MO 65453. Representative:
Charles W. McClelland (same address
as applicant), (314) 885-3332.
Transporting metal products, between
points in Franklin County, MO, on the
one hand, and, on the other, points in
the U.S. (except AK and HI).

MC 148284 (Sub-7), filed May 19, 1983,
Applicant: DON YOUNGBLOOD
TRUCKING COMPANY, INC,, P.O. Box
309, Mulberry, AR 72047.
Representative: Don Garrison, P.O. Box
1065, Fayetteville, AR 72702, (501) 521-
8121. Transporting new furniture,
between points in the U.S. (except AK
and HI).

MC 148105 [Sub-8), filed May 20, 1863,
Applicant: OVERLAND EXPRESS, INC..
P.0O. Box 12322, Houston, TX 77017,
Representative: john W. Carlisle, P.O.
Box 967, Missouri City, TX 77458, (713)
437-1768. Transporting (1) lumber and
wood products, (2) building materials,
(3) plumbing equipment, (8) electrical
machinery, equipment or supplies, (5)
clay, concrete, glass or stone products,
and (8) restaurant equipment and
supplies, between points in the U.S.
(except AK and HI).
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MC 149295 (Sub-6), filed May 20, 1983.
Applicant: H & H HOT SHOT
DELIVERY SERVICE, INC., P.O. Box
896503, Houston, TX 77015.
Representative: John W. Carlisle, P.O.
Box 967, Missouri City, TX 77459, (713)
437-1768. Transporting (1) lumber and
wood products, (2) building materials,
(3) plumbing equipment, {4) electrical
machinery, equipment or supplies, (5)
clay, concrete, glass or stone products,
and (6) restraurant equipment and
supplies, between points in the U.S,
{except AK and HI).

MC 151444 (Sub-5), filed May 20, 1983,
Applicant: RAC TRANSPORT
COMPANY., INC., 2794 Winters Ave.,
Grand Junction, CO 81501,
Representative: Lee E. Lucero, 601 E.
18th Ave., #107, Denver, CO 80203, (303)
861-8046. Transporting general
commodities (except classes A and B
explosives, household goods and
commodities in bulk), between points in
the U.S. (except AK and HI),

MC 168175, filed May 18, 1983.
Applicant: }. H. SCHULER CO.,, a
corporation, d.b.a. BROADWAY
TRUCKING CO., 1649 Broadway,
Hanover, PA 17331, Representative;
Daniel M. Frey 31 York St., Hanover, PA
17331, (717) 637-6239. Transporting
general commodities (except classes A
and B explosives, household goods, and
commodities in bulk), between -
Baltimore, MD and Hanover, PA, under
continuing contract(s) with Moller
Steamship Company, Inc., of New York,
NY.

Volume No. OP3-256

Decided: June 7, 1983,

By the Commission, Review Board
Members Fortier, Carleton, and Parker.

MC 30464 (Sub-3), filed May 23, 1983.
Applicant: BESTWAY FREIGHT LINES,
INC,, 30 Wood Rock Rd., Weymouth,
MA 02189. Representative: David M.
Marshall, 101 State St., Suite 304,
Springfield, MA 01103, (413) 732-1136.
Transporting general commodities
(except classes A and B explosives,
household goods, and commodities in
bulk), between points in MA, CT, RT.
NH, ME, and VT, and New York, NY.

MC 128544 (Sub-10), filed May 24,
1983. Applicant: IOWA STEEL
EXPRESS, INC., 2519 16th Avenue SW,
P.O. Box 1926, Cedar Rapids, [A 52406.
Representative: Richard D, Smith (same
address as applicant), (319) 363-6268.
Transporting metal products, between
points in ND, SD, WI, IN, M1, OH, KS,
CO, NE, IA, IL, MO, MN, WY, OK, TX,
A!Z.FLC.MS.ALKY.'IN.GA. SC,NC
an

MC 135364 (Sub-57), filed May 24,
1983. Applicant: MORWALL
TRUCKING, INC,, R.D. #3, Box 76-C,
Moscow, PA 18444. Representative:
Raymond Talipski 121 S. Main St.,
Taylor, PA 18517, (717) 344-8030.
Transporting general commodities
(except classes A and B explosives,
household goods and commodities in
bulk), between points in the U.S. (except
AK and HI), under continuing
contract(s) with Inner-Harbor
Warehousing and Distribution. Inc., of
Baltimore, MD.

MC 138184 (Sub-8), filed May 23, 1983.
Applicant: WALLACE TRUCKING
COMPANY, Route 4, Box A-71,
Laurinburg, NC 28352. Representative: F,
Kent Burns, P.O. Box 2479, Raleigh, NC
27602, (919) 828-2421. Transporting
containers, container components and
ends, and container closures, between
points in the U.S. (except AK and HI).

MC 153634 (Sub-2), filed May 23, 1983,
Applicant: LITTLE MONTANA
TRANSPORTATION, P.O. Box 3485, 704
E. Front Street, Bozeman, MT 59715.
Representative: Rand E. Little (same ~
address as applicant), (408) 586—4503.
Transporting furniture and fixtures,
between points in the U.S, (except AK
and HI).

MC 167724, filed May 24, 1983.
Applicant: TRINITY TRUCKING, LTD,,
R. D. #1, Randolph Center, VT 05061.
Representative: James M. Burns, 1365
Main St,, Suite 403, Springfield, MA
01103, (413) 781--8205. Transporting
general commodities (except classes A
and B explosives, household goods and
commodities in bulk), between points in
VT, on the one hand, and, on the other,
points in the U.S. (except AK and HI).

MC 168114, filed May 23, 1983,
Applicant: GROSCH IRRIGATION CO.,
INC., Box 337, Highway 30 West, Silver
Creek, NE 68663. Representative: Lavern
R. Holdeman, 1610 South 70th St,, Suite
200, Lincoln, NE 68506, (402) 488-0985.
Transporting such commaodities as are
dealt in or used by industrial, farm, and
agricultural supply business houses,
between those points in the U.S. in and
south of CA, NV, ID, MT, WY, SD, 1A,
IL, KY, TN, and NC.

MC 168235, filed May 23, 1983.
Applicant: EAGLE CARTAGE, INC,,
16W523 Timberlake Dr., Hinsdale, IL
60521. Representative: Irwin Rozner, 134
North Lasalle St., Chicago, IL 80602,
(312) 782-6937. Transporting animal
hides and skins, between points in IL,
on the one hand, and, on the other,
points in IN, MI, WI, IA, NV, MO, and
MN.

MC 168254, filed May 23, 1983,
Applicant: ]. A. MARTIN, |R.
TRUCKING, INC., Rt. 2, Box 9, Axton,

VA 24054. Representative; Terrell C.
Clark, P. O. Box 25, Stanleytown, VA
24168, (703) 620-2818, Transporting
furniture and fixtures, between points in
VA, on the one hand, and, on the other,
points in the U.S. [except AK and HI).
|FR Doc. 5316153 Filed 6-15-40; 645 um)

BILLING CODE 7035-01-M

[Finance Docket No. 30181)

Rail Carriers; Seaboard System
Raillroad, Inc—Abandonment
Exemption—in Jefferson and Walker
Counties, AL

AGENCY: Interstate Commerce
Commission.

ACTION: Notice of exemption.

SUMMARY: The Interstate Commerce
Commission exempts the abandonment
by the Seaboard System Railroad, Inc.
of 15,15 miles of railroad in Jefferson
and Walker Counties, AL, subject to
conditions for protection of employees.

DATES: The exemption is effective on
July 18, 1883, Petitions for
reconsideration must be filed by July 6,
1983; petitions for stay must be filed by
June 27, 1983,

ADDRESSES: Send pleadings referring to

Finance Docket No. 30181 to:

(1) Rail Section, Room 5349, Interstate
Commerce Commission, Washington.
DC 20423, and

(2) Petitioners’ representative: Emried D,
Cole, Jr., 500 Water Street,
Jacksonville, FL 32202

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Louis E. Gitomer, (202) 275-7245.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
Additional information is contained in
the Commission's decision. To purchase
a copy of the full decision, write to T.S.
InfoSystems, Inc., Room 2227, Interstate
Commerce Commission, Washington,
DC 20423, or call 289-4357 (D.C.
Metropolitan area) or toll free (800) 424~
5403.

Decided: June 8, 1983,

By the Commission, Chairman Taylor, Vice
Chairman Sterrett, Commissioners Andre and
Gradison. Vice Chairman Sterrett and
Commissioner Andre would not Impose &
deadline for consummation of the
transaction. .

Agatha L. Morgenavich,
Secretary.

[FR Doc. 63-18151 Filed 6-15-2% 545 sm|
BILLING CODE 7035-01-M
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DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE

proposed Consent Decree Under the
Toxic Substances Control Act To
Require Defendants To Remove PCB-
Contaminated Oll, Sludge, Water and
Soll From the Technical Services
Company, Inc. Facility, Atkinson,
Henry County, lllinois

In accordance with Departmental
policy, 28 CFR 50.7, 38 FR 18029, notice
i bereby given that a proposed consent
decree in United States v. Aluminum
Company of America and Technical
Services Company, Ine., Civil No. 83—
1137, was lodged with the United States
District Court for the Central District of
[llinois, Peoria Division on June 1, 1983.

The complaint filed with the consent
decree alleges that Aluminum Company
of America (Alcoa) and Technical
Services Company (Tech Services)
transported PCB-contaminated waste oil
to Tech Services' Atkinson, lllinois
facility in violation of Section 8{e)(2) of
the Toxic Substances Control Act
(TSCA), 15 U.S.C. 2805(e)(2) and 40 CFR
761.30. The waste oil was disposed of
into a surface lagoon at the Atkinson
facllity In violation of Section 15 of
TSCA, 15 U.S.C. 2614. The consent
decree requires Aloca to remove and
lawfully dispose of the waste oil. as well
25 water and PCB-contaminated soil
from the lagoon.

The proposed consent decree may be
examined at the Office of the United
Slales Attorney, Room 271, 100 NE.
Monroe Street, Peoria, Illinois; at the
Region V office of the United States
!'anrn:m:nml Protection Agency, 230
South Dearborn Street, Chicago, lllinois;
and at the Office of the Environmental
Enforcement Section, Land and Natural
Resources Division of the Department of
Justice, Room 1521, Tenth and
Pennsylvania Avenue, NW..

Washington, D.C. 20530, A copy of the
proposed consent decree may be
oblained in person or by mail from the
Environmental Enforcement Section,
Land and Natural Resources Division of
the Department of Justice, Please

forward a check in the amount of $1.20
‘3'”3 per page) for each copy requested.

The Department of Justice will receive
“rilten comments relating to the
proposed consent decree for a period of
thirty days from the date of this notice.
Comments should be directed to the
Assistant Attorney General for the Land
&nd Natural Resources Division of the
Eemﬂ'nwnt of Justice, Tenth and

ennsylvania Avenue, NW.,

“f“‘h“lf-,:!pn. D.C. 20530 and should refer
o the United States of America v. The
Aluminum Company of America and

Technical Services Company, Inc., D.).
Ref. 90-5-1-1-1570.
Carol E. Dinkins,

Assistant Altorney General, Land and
Natural Resources Division.

|PR Doc. 83-16156 Filed 6-15-8% 846 sm)
BILLING COOE 4410-0'-M

Office of Juvenile Justice and
Deilinquency Prevention

Coordinating Council on Juveniie
Justice and Delinquency Prevention;
Meeting

Notice is hereby given that the
Coordinating Council on Juvenile Justice
and Delinquency Prevention will meet
on Thursday, June 30, 1983 at the
Department of Justice, 10th Street and
Constitution Avenue, N.W,, Andretta
Room, Room 1101, Washington, D.C.
20530, This meeting will be open to the
public and will begin at 9:30 a.m.

The meeting will be concerned with
issues related to the Coordinating
Council Program Plan.

For further information, contact Mr.
William Modzeleski, Office of Juvenile
Justice and Delinquency Prevention,
Department of Justice; 833 Indiana
Avenue, NW,, Room 1102, Washington,
D.C. 20531, Telephone: (202) 724-7655.
Alfred S. Regnery,

Administrator, Office of Juvenile Justice and
Delinquency Prevention.

|FR Doc. 83-16201 Filed 6-15-43. 843 am)
BILLING CODE 4410-18-M

NATIONAL AERONAUTICS AND
SPACE ADMINISTRATION

[Notice 83-59]

NASA Advisory Council (NAC);
Meeting Cancellation

AGENCY: National Aeronautics and
Space Administration.

ACTION: Notice of meeting cancellation.

SUMMARY: The scheduled meeting on
June 20-21, 1883, of the NAC
Aeronautics Advisory Committee,
Informal Advisory Subcommitiee on
Transport Aircraft, published in the
Federal Register on May 27, 1983 (48 FR
23841), has been cancelled.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Mr. Roger Winblade, National
Aeronautics and Space Administration,
Code RJT-2, Washington, DC 20546
(202/755-3000).

Dated: June 10, 1983,
Richard L. Daniels,
Director, Management Support Office, Office
of Management,
(FR Doc. 43-16138 Filed 5-15-83; 845 am)
BILLING CODE 7510-01-M

NUCLEAR REGULATORY
COMMISSION

Ad Hoc Committee for Review of
Nuclear Reactor Licensing Reform
Proposals; Meeting

Notice is hereby given in accordance
with Section 10 of the Federal Advisory
Committee Act that NRC's Ad Hoc
Committee for Review of Nuclear
Reactor Licensing Reform Proposals will
hold its next meeting at 10:00 a.m., July
8, 1983. This meeting will take place at
the office of Shaw, Pittman, Potts and
Trowbridge, South Building. 8th Floor
Lobby, 1800 M Street, NW., Washington,
D.C. and will be open for public
chservation.

Al this meeting, the committee will
continue its review of administrative
proposals for reforming the NRC's
licensing process for nuclear plants. A
transcript of the meeting will be made
available for public inspection and
copying at NRC's Public Document
Room, 1717 H Street, NW., Washington,
D.C.

Further information on the meeting
may be obtained from Mr. Rothschild,
Office of the General Counsel, U.S.
Nuclear Regulatory Commission.
Washington, D.C. 20555 (Telephone:
202/634-14865).

Dated at Washington, D.C. this 10th day of
June, 1983,

Joha C. Hoyle,

Advisory Committee Management Officer.
[FR Dog. 8316228 Filed 8-15-83; 5:45 am|

BILLING CODE 7500-01-M

Avallabllity; Draft Technical Position

AGENCY: Nuclear Regulatory
Commission.

AcTion: Notice of availability,

SUMMARY: The Nuclear Regulatory
Commission (NRC) has completed a
draft technical position on the
“Solubility and Speciation of
Radionuclide Compounds for High Level
Waste Repository Safety Assessments.”
A public comment period has been
scheduled for 60 days following
publication of this Notice of
Availability.
ADDRESS: Copies of this draft document
may be obtained free of charge upon
written request to Nancy Still, Docket
Control Center, Division of Waste
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Management, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory
Commission, Mail Stop 623-SS,
Washington, D.C. 20555, (301) 427-4087.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Julia A. Corrado, Project Manager, High
Level Waste Technical Development
Branch, Division of Waste Management,
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission,
Washington, D.C. 20555, Telephone No.
(301) 427-4543.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: This
technical position is one in a series of
technical positions prepared by the NRC
staff establishing what must be achieved
by DOE in investigation programs at
potential repository sites, (Subsequent
technical positions also will be noticed
in the Federal Register). The purpose of
this technical position is to provide
guidance on methods for obtaining
acceplable data on radionuclide
solubility. The NRC staff considers that
determining the solubility of
radionuclides which are contained in
waste disposed of in a high level waste
reposifory will be essential to predicting
long term repository performance.

The principal mechanism for
providing guidance to the DOE is
completion by the NRC staff of Site
Characterization Analyses which
document critical reviews on DOE Site
Characterization Plans submitted
according to the Nuclear Waste Policy
Act of 1982 (H.R. 3809-2). The NRC staff
already has dealt with major issues of
isolation in a comprehensive fashion in
NUREG-0960, the Draft Site
Characterization Analysis of the Site
Characterization Report for the Basalt
Waste Isclation Project. In NUREG-
0960, the NRC stall addresses the full
gamu! of issues that will present
themselves in evaluating performance of
the repository system, including both
natural and engineered barriers.

On selected key issues important to
repository performance, the staff will be
addressing generic concerns in technical
positions which are developed through a
process that allows for public comment.
The intent of the staff is to assure that
guidance is provided to DOE at an early
time and thus assure that the DOE
gathers needed data in site
characterization programs.

Dated at Silver Spring, Maryland, this 25th
day of May 1083,

For the Nuclear Regulatory Cammission.
Hubert ]. Miller,

Chief, High-Level Waste Technical

Development Branch, Division of Waste
Management.

[FR Do, 8346727 Filwd 0-15-45, #45 um|
BILLING COUE 7500-01-M

Draft Regulatory Guide; Issuance and
Avallability

The Nuclear Regulatory Commission
has issued for public comment a draft of
a proposed revision to a guide in its
Regulatory Cuide Series. This serfes has
been developed to describe and make
available {0 the public methods
acceptable to the NRC stalff of
implementing specific parts of the
Commission’s regulations and, in some
cases, to delineate technigues used by
the staff in evaluating specific problems
or postulated accidents and to provide
guidance to applicants concerning
certain of the information needed by the
slaff in its review of applications for
permits and licenses.

The draft, temporarily identified by its
task number, MS 203-4 [which should be
mentioned in all correspondence
concerning this draft guide), is proposed
Revision 1 to Regulatory Guide 1.82,
“Sumps for Emergency Core Cooling and
Containment Spray Systems.” It is one
of the documents developed to serve as
the staff's resolution of Unresolved
Safety Issue A-43, “Containment
Emergency Sump Performance,” when
they are issued in final form. The other
documents are NUGED-0897,
“Containment Emergency Sumps
Performance,” proposed Revision 4 to
Standard Review Plan Section 6.2.2,
“Containment Heat Removal Systems,"
and NUREG-0869, "USI A-43 Resolution
Positions." The issuance of these
documents for public comment was
announced in the Federal Register on
May 9, 1983 (48 FR 20829).

This draft guide is being issued 1o
involve the public in the early stages of
the development of a regulatory position
in this area. It has not received complete
staff review and does not represent an
official NRC staff position.

Public comments are being solicited
on the proposed revision, including its
implementation schedule. Comments
should be sent to the Secretary of the
Commission, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory
Commission, Washington, D.C. 20655,
Attention: Docketing and Service
Branch, by july 11, 1983.

Although a time limit is given for
comments on these draft guides,
comments and suggestions in connection
with (1) items for inclusion in guides
currently being developed or (2)
improvements in all published guides
are encouraged at any time.

Regulatory guides are available for
inspection at the Commission’s Public
Document Room, 1717 H Street NW,,
Washington, D.C. Requests for single
copies of draft guides (which may
reproduced) or for placement on an

automatic distribution list for single
copies of future draft guides in specific
divisions should be made in writing 1o
the U.S. Nuclear Regulatory
Commission, Washington, D.C. 20555,
Attention: Director, Division of
Technical Infermation and Document
Controt. Telephone requests cannot be
accommodated. Regulatory guides are
not copyrighted, and Commission
approval is not required to reproduce
them.
(5 US.LC. 552(a))

Dated at Rockville, Maryland this 8th day
of june 1863.

For the Noclear Regulatory Commission
Guy A. Arlotto,
Director, Division of Engineering Technology.
Office of Nuclear Regulatory Research.
[FR Doc. #3-16224 Filed 6-15-83: 844 wen)
BILLING CODE T500-01-M

[Docket No. 50-317]

Baltimore Gas and Electric Co.;
Consideration of Issuance of
Amendment to Facility Operating
License and Opportunity for Prior
Hearing

The United States Nuclear Regulatory
Commission {the Commission] is
considering issuance of an amendment
to Facility Operating License No, DPR-
53 issued to Baltimore Gas and Electric
Company {the licensee), for operation of
the Calvert Cliffs Nuclear Power Plant,
Unit No. 1 located in Calvert County,
Maryland,

The amendment would revise the
Limiting Conditions for Operation and
Surveillance Requirements for
containment tendons as contained in the
Appendix A Technical Specifications for
Calvert Cliffs Unit No.1 in accordance
with the licensee's application dated
March 7, 1983. The proposed changes in
the Technical Specification include a
provision to allow normalization of
tendon lift-off forces in determining
continued containment tendon integrity.
In addition, a 90 day period would now
be permitted to investigate evidence of
possible adnormal degradation of the
tendon system.

Prior to issuance of the propoaed
license amendment, the Commission
will have made findings required by (he
the Atomic Energy Act of 1954, as
amended {the Act) and the
Commission’s regulations.

By July 18, 1983 the licensee or &
petitioner may file a request for a
hearing with respect to issuance of the
amendment to the subject facility
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operating license and any person whose
interest may be affected by this
proceeding and who wishes to
participate as a party in the proceeding
must file a written petition for leave to
intervene. Requesta for a hearing and
petitions "Rules of Practice for Domestic
Licensing Proceedings” in 10 CFR Part 2.

If a request for a hearing or petition
for leave to intervene is filed by the
above date, the Commission or an
Atomic Safety and Licensing Board,
designated by the Commission or by the
Chariman of the Atomic Sqfety and
Licensing Board Panel, will rule on the
request and/or petition and the
Secretary or the designated Atomic
Safety and Licensing Board will issue a
notice of hearing or an appropriate
order.

As required by 10 CFR 2.714, a
petition for leave to intervene shall set
forth with particularity the interest of
the petitioner in the proceeding, and
how that interest may be affected by the
results of the proceeding. The petition
should specifically explain the reasons
why Intervention should be permitted
with particular reference lo the
following factors: (1) The nature of the
petitioner's right under the Act to be
made a party to the proceeding; (2) the
nature and extent of the petitioner’s
property, financial, or other interest in
the proceeding; and (3) the possible
effects of any order which may be
entered in the proceding on the
petitioner’s interest. The petition should
also identify the specific aspect{s) of the
subject matter of the proceeding as to
which petitioner wishes to inlervene.
Any person who has filed a petition for
leave to intervene or who has been
admitied as a party may amend the
petition without requesting leave of the
Board up to fifteen (15) days prior to the
lirst prehearing conference scheduled in
the proceeding, but such an amended
pelition mus! satisfy the specificity
requirements described above.

No later than fifteen (15) days prior to
the first prehearing conference
scheduled in the proceeding, a petitioner
shall file a supplement to the petition to
intervene which mus! include a list of
the contentions which are sought to be
litigated in the matter, and the bases for
each contention set forth with
reas v.thle specificity, Contentions shall
be limited to matters within the scope of
the amendment under consideration. A
Petitioner who fails to file such a
supplement which satisfies these
M*quirements with respect to at least one
tontention will not be permitted to
Participate as a party.

‘Those permitted to intervene become
]F’dr}les_ 'o the proceeding, subject to any
‘mitations in the order granting leave to

intervene, and have the opportunity to
participate fully in the conduct of the
hearing, including the opportunity to
present evidence and cross-examine
wilnesses. —

A request for a hearing or a petition
for leave to Intervene shall be filed with
the Secretary of the Commission, United
States Nuclear Regulatory Commission,
Washington. D.C. 20555, Attention:
Docketing and Service Branch, or may
be delivered to the Commission’s Public
Document Room, 1717 H Street, N\W.,
Washington, D.C. by the above date,
Where petitions are filed during the last
ten (10) days of the notice period, it is
requested thal the petitioner or
representative for the petitioner
promptly so inform the Commission by a
toll-free telephone call to Western
Union at (800) 325-6000 (in Missouri
(800) 342-6700). The Western Union
operator should be givern Datagram
Identification Number 3737 and the
following message addressed to Robert
A. Clark: (petitioner's name and
telephone number), (date petition was
mailed); (plant name)}, and (publication
date and page number of this Federal
Register notice). A copy of the petition
should also be sent to the Executive
Legal Director. U.S. Nuclear Regulatory
Commission, Washington, D.C. 20555,
and to James A. Biddison, Jr., General
Counsel, G and E Building, Charles
Center, Baltimore, Maryland 21203,
attorney for the licensee.

Nontimely fillings of petitions for
leave lo intervene, amemded petitions,
supplemental petitions and/or requests
for hearing will not be entertained
absent a determination by the
Commission, the presiding officer or the
Alomic Safety and Licensing Board
designated to rule on the petition and/or
request. That determinatin will be based
upon & balancing of the factors specified
in 10 CFR 2.714({a)(1)(i}-{v) and
§ 2.714(d).

For further details with respect to this
action, see the application for
amendment dated March 7, 1983, which
is available for public inspection at the
Commission's Public Document Room
1717 H Street, N.W, Washington, AD.C.,
and at the Calvert County Library,
Prince Frederick, Maryland.

Dated at Bethesda, Maryland this 7th day
of June, 1883,

For the Nuclear Regulatory Commission.
Robert A, Clark,

Chief. Operating Reactors Branch No. 3
Division of Licensing.

[FR Doc 53-16218 Filed 6-15-83. 8145 am|

BILLING CODE 7509-01-M

[ASLBP Nos. 78-389-03 OL, 80-428-02 SP;
Docket Nos. 50-329 OL, 50-330 OL; and
Docket Nos. 50-329 OM, 50-330 OM)

Consumers Power Co. (Midland Plant,
Units 1 and 2); Continuation of
Evidentlary Hearings

June 9, 1983,

Notice is hereby given that further
evidentiary hearings on QA/QC issues
in this consolidated OM/OL proceeding
have been scheduled for June 27-July 1,
1983 and (to the extent necessary) for
July 25-29, 1983. Hearings will begin at 8
a.m, each day and will be held at the
Quality Inn, 1815 S. Saginaw Road,
Midland. Michigan.

Bethesda, Maryland.

For the Atomic Safety and Licensing Board.
Charles Bechhoefer,

Chairman. Administrative Judge.
|FR Doc. 83-10223 Filed 6-15-83 &43 am)
BILLING CODE 7590-01-M

[Docket Nos. 50-369 and 50-370]

Determination and Opportunity for
Hearing

The U.S. Nuclear Regulatory
Commission (the Commission) is
considering issuance of amendments to
Facility Operating License No. NPF-9
and Facility Operating License No. NPF-
17, issued to Duke Power Company (the
licensee), for operation of the McGuire
Nuclear Station, Units 1 and 2, located
in Mecklenburg County, North Carolina.

The amendments would revise the
setpoint and its tolerance for the Upper
Head Injection (UHI) accumulator
automatic isolation, in accordance with
the licensee's application for
amendments dated April 18, 1983,

Before issuance of the proposed
license amendments, the Commission
will have made findings required by the
Atomic Energy Act of 1954, as amended
(the Act) and the Commission's
regulations.

The Commission has made a proposed
determination that the amendments
reques! involves no significant hazards
consideration. Under the Commission's
regulations in 10 CFR 50.92, this means
that operation of the facilities in
accordance with the