US. GOVERNMENT

9-22-83
Vol. 48  No. 185
Pages 43153-43282

04

Thursday
September 22, 1983

Selected Subjects

Administrative Practice and Procedure
Immigration and Naturalization Service
Alrcraft
Federal Aviation Administration
Aviation Safety
Federal Aviation Administration
Bridges
Coast Guard
Chtizenship and Naturalization
Immigration and Naturalization Service
Investments
National Credit Union Administration
Marine Safety
Coast Guard
Marketing Agreements
Agricultural Marketing Service
Meat and Meat Products
Agriculture Department
Radlo Broadcasting
Federal Communications Commission
Reporting and Recordkeeping Requirements
Coast Guard
Minerals Management Service

Television Broadcasting
Federal Communications Commission

CONTINUED INSIDE




11 Federal Register / Vol. 48, No. 185 / Thursday, September 22, 1983 / Selected Subjects

Selected Subjects

FEDERAL REGISTER Published daily, Monday through Priday,
(not published on Saturdays, Sundays, or on official holidays),
by the Office of the Federal Register, National Archives and
Records Service, General Services Administration, Washington,
D.C. 20408, under the Federal Register Act (49 Stat. 500, as
amended: 44 U.S.C. Ch. 15) and the regulations of the
Administrative Committee of the Federal Register {1 CFR Ch. I).
Distribution is made only by the Superintendent of Documents,
U.S. Government Printing Office, Washington, D.C. 20402

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

The Federal Register will be furnished by mail to subscribers
for $300.00 per year, or $150.00 for six months, payable In
advance, The charge for individual copies is $1.50 for each
issue, or $1.50 for each group of pages as actually bound. Remit
check or money order. made payable to the Superintendent of
Documents, U.S. Government Printing Office, Washington D.C.
20402,

There are no restrictions on the republication of material
appearing in the Federal Register.

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

Time
Transportation Department

Trade Practices
Federal Trade Commission




| — =
Contents Foderal Register
Vol. 48, No, 185
Thursday, September 22, 1983
The President Defense Department
EXECUTIVE ORDERS See also Army Department; Engineers Corps; Navy
43157 Generalized system of preferences, amendments Department.
(EO 12441) RULES
PROCLAMATIONS 43272 Federal Acquisition Regulation (FAR); correction
43156 Cystic Fibrosis Week, National {(Proc. 5101) NOTICES
43153 Veterans Day (Proc. 5100) 43213 Agency information collection activities under
OMB review
Executive Agencies
Agriculture Department Orug Enforcement Administration
gﬁ::?ﬁéﬁ;:;ﬁm?esmﬁ;’”'w' Forest Registration applications, etc.; controlled
RULES ¥ subslgnces:
Meat import restrictions: 43237, Penick Corp. (2 documents)
43159  New Zealand 43238
Agricultural Marketing Service Education Department
RULES NOTICES
43158 Oranges (Valencia) grown in Ariz. and Calif. Meetings:
43215 Accreditation and Institutional Eligibility
Ailaska Natural Gas Transportation System, National Advisory Committee
Office of Federal Inspector
NOTICES
43202 Northern Border Pipeline Co.; rate base m : Ag N
determinations, final 43216 Agency information collection activities under
Army Department OMB review
.:'ge also Engineers Corps. Energy D'pmm
Meetings: See also Conservation and Renewable Energy
43214  Army Science Board (5 documents) Office; Energy Information Administration; Energy
Research Office.
Centers for Disease Control s e
NOTICES International atomic energy agreements; civil uses;
Meetings: subsequent arrangements:
43221 Immunization Practices Advisory Committes 43216 - European Atomic Energy Community
43221 In-respirator mask monitoring methods (NIOSH) 43216  Switzerland
43221 Workers exposed to ethylene oxide,
epidemiologic study (NIOSH) Energy Research Office
NOTICES
Coast Guard Meetings:
RULES 43217 Energy Research Advisory Board
43173  Casualty reporting requirements; amendment
Drawbridge operations; Engineers Corps
43172 Wisconsin ROTICES
Regattas and marine parades: safety of life: Environmental Statements; availability, etc.:
43171 Chrysler Laser Classic 200 43215 Cooley Canal, Lucas County, Ohio
PROPOSED RULES
Anchorage regulations: Environmental Protection Agency
43192 Louisiana; withdrawn PROPOSED RULES
Air quality implementation plans; approval and
Commerce Department promulgation; various States:
See International Trade Administration; National 43194 New Mexico
Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration: National Water pollution; effluent guidelines for point source
Technical Information Service. categories: -
43195 Coil coating; canmaking plants
Conservation and Renewable Energy Office
PROPOSED AULES Federal Aviation Administration
Consumer products: RULES
43182 Clothes dryers and kitchen ranges and ovens; Aircraft products and parts, certification:
State petition for exemption from Federal 43162,  Fairchild (2 documents)

standards; hearing cancelled

43166




v Federal Register / Vol. 48, No. 185 / Thursday, September 22, 1983 / Contents
Airworthiness directives: Meetings:
43170 Piper 43221 Consumer information exchange {2 documents)
43170 Piper; correction
43171 VOR Federal airways Forest Service
*  PROPOSED RULES NOTICES
Airworthiness directives: Environmental statements; availability, etc.:
43187 British Aerospace 43199 Ashley National Forest, Utah and Wyo.
:40“055 43199 Dixie National Forest, Utah g
eetings: 43200 Fishlake National Forest, Uta
43254 Regulatory Negotiation Advisory Committee 43200 Salmon National Forest, Idaho
RULES RULES
Radio service, special: 43272 Federal Acquisition Regulation [FAR); correction
43180 Amateur service; space shuttle communications, NOTICES
waiver Telecommunications standards:
Radio stations; table of assignments: 43219  Data encryption standard in physical layer of
:g:z ﬂogdﬁ data communication
aho
43178 lllinois and Indiana Health and Human Services Department
43179 Wiscpnsin ] 3 See Centers for Disease Control; Food and Drug
Television stations; table of assignments: Administration; Health Resources and Services
43179 Wisconsin Administration; Public Health Service.
PROPOSED RULES
Television stations; table of assignments: Health Resources and Services Administration
43196 Arizona ; NOTICES
Meetings; advisory committees:
Federal Deposit Insurance Corporation
orces 43224 November
43217 Agency information collection activities under
OMB review Immigration and Naturalization Service
RULES
m Blection Commission 43161 International Orgnnization Immunities Act
43257 Meetings; Sunshine Act :ﬁzl‘fz:cuehons: residence, physical presence and
eder. stratio ’ Organization, functions, and authority delegations:
:o.ne:s' TRguway Admis B 43160  Service officers, powers and duties
Environmental statements; availability, etc.:
" % Interior Department
43254 C:;llaorr; and St. Louis Counties, Minn.; intent to See Land Management Bureau; Minerals
prep Management Service; National Park Service;
Federal Maritime Commission Surface Mining Reclamation and Enforcement
NOTICES Office.
Complaints filed: istra
43219 Wilmington Stevedores, Inc., et al, :‘rgm onal Trade Admin on
Energy and environmental statements; availability, Antidumping;
elo: i 4 .
: 43202 Carbon steel wire rod from Brazil
43210 Delta Steamship Lines, Inc., et al. 43208 Carbon steel wire rod from Tobago and Trinidad
Federal Reserve System 43210 Fish netting of man-made fibers from Japan
NOTICES
Applications, etc.: Interstate Commerce Commigsion
43219 High Tech Bancorp, et al. NOTICES - vl
43257 Meetings; Sunshine Act (2 documents) a%f:;‘p";‘:":l “:l‘ie.l‘ sections 5 a and b, applications
Federal Trade Commission 43237 Western Railroad Traffic Asseciation
PROPOSED RULES
Prohibited trade practices: Justice Department : REL
43188 Jim Walter Corp., et al. See Drug Enforcement Admlmstrqtion: Immigration
and Naturalization Service; Juvenile Justice and
Food and Drug Administration Delinquency Prevention Office. .
NOTICES
Animal drugs, feeds, and related products: Juvenile Justice and Delinquency Prevention
43222 Embryostat (oxytetracycline powder) Office
43224 Nitrofurazone/furaltadone; approval withdrawn NOTICES
Food for human consumpfion: Grants; availability, etc.:
43223 Shrimp, raw breaded; microbiological defect 43238 Habitual serious and violent juvenile offender

action levels; republication

program




Federal Register / Vol. 48, No. 185 / Thursday, September 22, 1983 / Contents

43242

43176
43175,
43176
43176

43225

43231
43232,
43233
43233
43234

43227,
43228
43235
43231
43227
43229
43230
43235
43227
43229
43235

43229,
43230

43234

43225
43228

43255

43192

43235

43272

43182

Operation Hardcore

Land Management Bureau
RULES
Public land orders:
Arizona
Oregon (4 documents)

Washington

NOTICES

Airport leases;
Arizona

Alaska native claims selection; applications, etc.:
Baan o yeel kon Corp.
Doyon Ltd. (3 documents)

Hungwitchin Corp.

K'oyitl'ots'ina, Ltd.
Conveyance of public lands:

Idaho (6 documents)

Montana
Exchange of public lands for private land:
California
Colorado
Idaho
Utah
Meetings:
Green River-Hams Fork Regional Coal Team
Idaho Falls District Advisory Council
Miles City District Advisory Council
Uinta-Southwestern Utah Regional Coal Team
Oil and gas leases:
Utah (2 documents)

Recreation management restrictions, etc.:

Yuma District, Ariz., e} al.; camping stay limit
Sale of public lands:

California

Idaho

Maritime Administration

NOTICES

Applications, etc.:
Acturus Shipping, Inc.

Minerals Management Service
PROPOSED RULES
Outer Continental Shelf; oil, gas, and sulphur
operations:
Form 9-152; submission of reports
NOTICES

Outer Continental Shelf; oil, gas, sulpur operations:

Oil and gas blowouts; report availability

National Aeronautics and Space Administration
RULES
Federal Acquisition Regulation (FAR); correction

National Credit Union Administration
PROPOSED RULES :
Federal credit unions:

Investments and deposits

43213

43174

43236
43236

43213

43215

43245
432486
43246
43257
43247

43225

43247

43250
43250
43252

43248
43252

National Oceanic and Atmospheric
Administration

NOTICES

Marine mammal permit applications, etc.:

Aquarium o( Niagara Falls

National Park Service

RULES

General regulations; public use and recreation
activities; guidance and controls; effective date

delayed
NOTICES

Environmental statements; availability, etc.:
Virgin Islands National Park et al.

Meetings:
Indiana Dunes National Lakeshore Advisory
Commission

National Technical Information Service
NOTICES
Patent licenses, exclusive:

Spark Instruments and Academics, Inc.

Navy Department
NOTICES

Meetings:
Chief of Naval Operations Executive Panel
Advisory Committee

Nuclear Regulatory Commission
NOTICES
Applications, etc.:
Omaha Public Power District
Public Service Electric and Gas Co, et al.
San Onofre Nuclear Generating Station et al
Meetings; Sunshine Act
Nuclear waste transportation, Illinois; petition
denied

Public Health Service

NOTICES

Meetings;
National Toxicology Program; Scientific
Counselors Board; amendment

Raliroad Retirement Board
NOTICES
Privacy Act; systems of records

Securities and Exchange Commission
NOTICES
Hearings, etc.:
Columbus & Southern Ohio Electric Co.
Landesbank Schleswig-Holstein Girozentrale
Seligman Capital Fund, Inc., et al.
Self-regulatory organizations; proposed rule
changes:
Chicago Board Options Exchange, Inc.
Philadelphia Stock Exchange, Inc.




VI Federal Register / Vol. 48, No. 185 / Thursday, September 22, 1983 / Contents

Soll Conservation Service
NOTICES
Environmental statements; availability, etc.:
43201 Cheshire Flood Prevention RC&D Measure Plan,
Conn.
Watershed projects; deauthorization of funds:
43201 Browning Watershed, Mont.
43201 St. Mary's City Historic Site Critical Area
Treatment and Public Water-Based Recreation
Development RC&D Measure, Md.

State Department

NOTICES

Meetings:
43253 Inter-American Tropical Tuna Commission
43253 International Telegraph and Telephone

Consultative Committee

Senior Executive Service:

43253 Performance Review Board; membership

Surface Mining Reclamation and Enforcement

Office

NOTICES

Environmental statements; availability, etc.:
43237 East Gillette Mine, Campbell County, Wyo.

Tennessee Valley Authority
NOTICES
43253 Edgemont uranium mill decommissioning,
Edgemont, S. Dak.; record of decision
43258 Meetings; Sunshine Act

Textlle Agreements Implementation Committee
NOTICES
Cotton, wool, and man-made textiles:

43213 Domirican Republic

Transportation Department
See also Coast Guard; Federal Aviation
Administration; Federal Highway Administration;
Maritime Administration,
RULES

43276 Time zone boundaries, standard; Alaska; relocation

Treasury Department

NOTICES
43256 Agency information collection activities under

OMB review

Senior Executive Service: .
43255 Performance Review Board; membership

Separate Parts in This Issue

Part i

43272 Department of Defense, Ceneral Services
Adminisiration, National Aeronautics and Space
Administration

Part Il
43276 Department of Transportation, Office of the
Secretary




Federal Register /| Vol. 48, No. 185 / Thursday, September 22, 1983 / Contents

VI

CFR PARTS AFFECTED IN THIS ISSUE

A cumulative list of the parts affected this month can be found in
the Reader Aids section at the end of this issuve,

1CFR At AT 74
Exocutive Orders: 40 CFR
December 27, 1859 Proposed Rules:
(Revoked by 52 43184
PLO B462).....c0.000mes0n0me. 43175 AR 43185
September 1
(Revoked by 43 CFR
PLO 6464)..........ccovnrr.... #3176 Public Land Orders:
5190 (Revoked 417 (Revoked in o
PLO B483).........ecc0 43175 part by PLO 6465)........43178
5203 (Revoked by L o [ AR o R Ve 43175
PLO B461).......oecorrersreaas 8462 43175
5694 (Revoked by 6463 43175
PLO B463).....commeee 6464 43176
5838 (Revoked 6465, 43176
PLO 8483)....c.rveserrumnmanns 64686, 43176
e (Ft:y PLO e?es) 43176 47 CFR
part dkassee >
9000 (RbvaLmkgd sTes) e 73 (5 downoms)....% ;1;9
part by PLO 6465)........
9042 (Revoked in 87 43180
part by PLO 84865)........ 43176 Proposed Rules:
e w1 s
part by rreropon 48 CFR
11888 (Amended by
EO 12441).0rrees 43157 O Ve 43272
P2 F ) Jiesm e SEES DA L 43157 49 CFR
Prociamations: n 43278
5100 tasbamarsarssibinns 93 109
S10¢. AR g 43155
7CFR
16, et SR S T S
D08....cncsmamnirihaiisian 43150
8 CFR
103, 43160
316a 43161
10 CFR
Proposed Rules:
430 43182
12CFR
Proposed Rules:
103, s ST IBD
14 CFR

21 (2 documents).......... 43162,
43166







: 43153

Federal Register
Vol. 48, No. 185
Thursday. September 22, 1683

Presidential Documents -

Title 3—

The President

[FR Doc. B3-25087
Filed 9-20-83; 11:21 um)
Blling code 3196-01-M

Proclamation 5100 of Seplember 19, 1983

Veterans Day, 1983

By the President of the United States of America
A Proclamation

None among us deserve more respect than the millions of patriotic men and
women who have worn our Nation's uniform to preserve America's freedom
and world peace.

Our Armed Forces veterans have earned a special day in which you and I may
focus on their heroic accomplishments. For their unselfish devotion to duty,
Congress established Veterans Day as a national expression of gratitude. On
this historic occasion, our hearts and minds should be with our living veterans
and their deceased comrades who have contributed so much to the defense of
our country's ideals.

From Valley Forge when our Nation was in its infancy, to the Vietnam conflict
where our men and women in uniform served and died for the human rights of
others, through war and peace, these valiant citizens have answered the call
to service with honor and dignity. They are indeed worthy of a formal tribute
from a grateful Nation. Special consideration is due to those veterans who are
sick and disabled. There is no better tangible expression of our affection than
by remembering to visit them at home or in our hospitals.

In order that we pay meaningful tribute to those men and women who proudly
served in our Armed Forces, Congress has provided (5 U.S.C. 6103{a)) that
November 11 shall be set aside each year as a legal public holiday to honor
America's veterans.

NOW, THEREFORE, I, RONALD REAGAN, President of the United States of
America, do hereby proclaim Friday, November 11, 1983, as Veterans Day. In
recognition of their valor, I urge all Americans to join with me in a fitting
salute to our veterans, and I call upon Federal, State, and local government
officials as well as private citizens to mark Veterans Day by displaying the
flag of the United States, and I ask those Government officials to support fully
and personally its observance by appropriate ceremonies throughout the
country.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand this isth day of Sept.,
in the year of our Lord nineteen hundred and eighty-three, and of the
Independence of the United States of America the two hundred and eighth.

el
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Presidential Documents

Proclamation 5101 of September 20, 1983

National Cystic Fibrosis Week, 1983

By the President of the United States of America

A Proclamation

Cystic fibrosis is one of the most common fatal genetic diseases among
children in the United States. In spite of its prevalence, however, the disease
remains a mystery in many ways. Its underlying cause is elusive, as is a
method for identifying carriers who have no symptoms. Even in victims of
cystic fibrosis, the disease manifests itself in many different ways, often
masquerading as other conditions, and thus confounds diagnosis.

Through the combined efforts of the Federal government’s National Institutes
of Health, private voluntary agencies, and researchers at medical centers and
universities across the country, we are making inroads toward explaining the
mysteries of cystic fibrosis. While the disease once was almost invariably
fatal in infancy and early childhood, innovations in diagnosis and treatment
over the past 20 years have virtually doubled the average age of survival of its
victims. For example, half of the children born with cystic fibrosis can now
expect to live to age 21.

But this good news brings with it new hurdles. While people with cystic
fibrosis are embarking on careers and assuming societal responsibilities to a
greater extent than ever before, they do so in the shadow of a disease that
remains progressively debilitating.

Therefore, the challenge remains to identify the cause of this disease and
ultimately, we hope, to prevent it. Scientists are uncovering in greater and
greater detail the metabolic defects involved in cystic fibrosis. By focusing on

_the unique physiology of people with the disease, researchers are getting
closer to being able to identify its cause. In this effort, public awareness of the
hallmarks and treatment of cystic fibrosis and of the importance of continuing
scientific research are critical.

To enhance the public's awareness of this disease, the Congress of the United
States, by Senate Joint Resolution 131, has designated the week of September
18 through September 24, 1983 as “National Cystic Fibrosis Week" and has
authorized and requested the President to issue a proclamation in observance
of that week.
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NOW, THEREFORE, 1, RONALD REAGAN, President of the United States of
America, do hereby proclaim the week beginning September 18, 1983, as
National Cystic Fibrosis Week, and I call upon the people of the United States
to observe that week by focusing attention on cystic fibrosis and the continu-
ing efforts to clarify the causes of the disease and improve the treatment of its
victims. :

IN WITNESS WHEREOQF, 1 have hereunto set my hand this 20th day of
September, in the year of our Lord nineteen hundred and eighty-three, and of
the Independence of the United States of America the two hundred and eighth

@mﬂé\p\mt«x

[FR Doc. 83-26108
Filed 9-21-83: 1107 am)
Billing code 3105-01-M




Federal Register / Vol. 48, No. 185 / Thursday, September 22, 1983 / Presidential Documents 43157

Presidential Documents

Executive Order 12441 of September 20, 1983

Amending the Generalized System of Preferences

By virtue of the authority vested in me as President by the Constitution and
statutes of the United States of America, including Title V of the Trade Act of
1974 (19 U.S.C. 2461 et seq.) as amended, and Section 804(a) of the Trade Act
of 1974 (19 U.S.C. 2483(a)), in order to modify the limitations on preferential
treatment for eligible articles from countries designated as beneficiary devel-
oping countries and to make technical corrections to provisions of the Tariff
Schedules of the United States (TSUS) (19 U.S.C. 1202), it is hereby ordered as
follows:

Section 1. The article description in item 153.05 of the TSUS is modified by
deleting therefrom "and blackberry".

Sec. 2. Annex II of Executive Order No. 11888 of November 24, 1975, as
amended, listing articles that are eligible for benefits of the GSP when
imported from any designated beneficiary - developing country is further
amended by deleting TSUS item 304.58 and by inserting in numerical sequence
TSUS item 544.41.

Sec. 3. Annex III of Executive Order No. 11888, as amended, listing articles
that are eligible for benefits of the GSP when imported from all designated
beneficiary countries except those specified in General Headnote 3(c)(iii) of
the TSUS, is further amended by deleting item 544.41 therefrom.

Sec, 4. General Headnote 3(c)(iii) of the TSUS, listing articles that are eligible
for benefits of the GSP except when imported from the beneficiary countries
listed opposite those articles, is modified—

(a) by deleting “544.41 . . . Mexico";

(b) by inserting “Hong Kong" in addition to Taiwan and Republic of Korea
opposite item 678.50; and

(c) by deleting "“Taiwan" opposite TSUS item 68843 and inserting in lieu
thereof “Hong Kong".
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[FR Doc. 83-26100
Filed 9-21-8%; 11:08 am]
Billing code 3185-01-M

Sec. 5(a). The amendments made by Sections 1 and 4(b) of this' Order are
effective with respect to articles both: (1) imported on arfd after January 1,
1976, and (2) entered, or withdrawn from warehouse for consumption, on or
after the third day following publication of this Order in the Federal Register.

(b) The other amendments made by this Order are effective with respect to
articles both: (1) imported on or after January 1, 1978, and (2) entered, or
withdrawn from warehouse for consumption, on or after March 31, 1983,

THE WHITE HOUSE,
September 20, 1983.
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DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE

Office of the Secretary
7 CFR Part 18

Restriction of Importation of Meat
From New Zealand

AGENCY: Foreign Agricultural Service,
USDA.

ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: This rule amends Subpart A
of Part 16 of Title 7 of the Code of
Federal Regulations to limit the
importation of certain meats from New
Zealand during calendar year 1983. This
rule is necessary to carry out the
voluntary agreement entered into by
New Zealand with the United States
pursuant to Section 204 of the
Agricultural Act of 1956, as amended.
EFFECTIVE DATE: September 22, 1983. See
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
John E. Riesz (FAS), [202) 447-8031,
Dairy, Livestock and Poultry Division,
FAS, USDA, Room 6616 South Building,
Washington, D.C. 20250.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Pursuant
to the authority of Section 204 of the
Agricultural Act of 1956, as amended (7
U.S.C. 1854), and Executive Order 11539,
as amended, the Office of the United
States Trade Representative has
negotiated an agreement with the
Government of New Zealand whereby
that country has voluntarily agreed to a
limitation on the quantity of certain
meats exported from it to the United
States during calendar year 1983. The
Secretary of Agriculture, with the
concurrence of the Secretary of State
and the United States Trade
Representative, is authorized to issue
regulations to carry out such agreement
and to request the Commissioner of
Customs to implement such action.

Having obtained the concurrences of the
Secretary of State and the United States
Trade Representative, I am hereby
issuing these regulations to implement
the agreement with New Zealand, The
definition of meat in the regulations
encompasses the Tariff Schedules of the
United States (TSUS) items which are
the subject of the voluntary agreement.
In order to prevent circumvention of the
import limitations, the definition also
includes meat that would fall within
such definition but for processing in
Foreign-Trade Zones, territories, or
possessions of the United States. In
addition, transshipment restrictions are
imposed which prevent the entry or

- withdrawal from warehouse for

consumption of meat from New Zealand
unless exported from that country as*
direct shipments or on through bills of
lading or, if processed in Foreign-Trade
Zones, territories, or possessions of the
United States, shipped as direct
shipments or on through bills of lading
from such areas.

Effective Date

Meat released under the provisions of
Sections 448(b) and 484(a)(1)(A) of the
Tariff Act of 1930 (19 U.S.C. 1448(b)
(immediate delivery), and 19 U.S.C.
1484(a)(1)(A) (entry)), prior to September
22,1983, shall not be denied entry.

The action taken herewith has been
determined to involve foreign affairs
functions of the United States.
Therefore, this regulation falls within
the foreign affairs exception of
Executive Order 12291 and the notice,
public participation and effective date
provisions of 5 U,S.C. 553. Further, the
provisions of the Regulatory Flexibility
Act do not apply to this rule since the
notice of proposed rulemaking
provisions of 5 U.8.C. 553 do not apply.

List of Subjects in 7 CFR Part 16
Meat and meat products, Imports.

PART 16—{AMENDED]

Accordingly, Subpart A of Part 18 of
Title 7 of the Code of Federal
Regulations is amended as follows:

1. The authority citation for Part 18
reads as follows:

Authority: Sec. 204, Pub. L. 540, 84th Cong,,
70 Stat, 200, as amended (7 U.5.C, 1854), and
Executive Order 11539 (35 FR 10733) us
amended by Executive Order 12188 (45 FR
989),

.

2. Section 16.4 is revised to read as
follows:

§ 16.4 Transshipment restrictions.

During calendar year 1883, no meat of
New Zealand origin may be entered or
withdrawn from warehouse for
consumption in the United States unless
(1) it is exported into the Customs
Territory of the United States as a direct
shipment or on a through bill of lading
from the country of origin or, (2) if
processed in Foreign-Trade Zones,
territories, or possessions of the United
States, it is exported into the Customs
Territory of the United States as a direct
shipment or on a through bill of lading
from the Foreign-Trade Zone, territory,
or possession of the United States in
which it was processed.

3. Section 18.5 is revised to read as
follows:

§16.5 Quantitative restrictions.

Imports from New Zealand. During
calendar year 1983, no more than 364.5
million pounds of meat exported from
New Zealand in the form in which it
would fall within the definition of meat
in TSUS 106,10, 106.22, 106.25, 107.55, or
107.62 may be entered or withdrawn
from warehouse for consumption in the
United States, whether shipped directly
or indirectly from New Zealand to the
United States.

Issued at Washington, D.C,, this 18th day of
September 1983,

John H. Block,

Secretary.

[FR Doc. 83-25905 Filod 0-21-83; 845 am)
BILLING CODE 3410-10-M

Agricultural Marketing Service
7 CFR Part 908

[Valencia Orange Reg. 318])

Valencia Oranges Grown In Arizona
and Designated Part of California;
Limitation of Handling

AGENCY: Agricultural Marketing Service,
USDA.

ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: This regulation establishes
the quantity of fresh California-Arizona
Valencia oranges that may be shipped
to market during the period September
23-September 29, 1983, Such action is
needed to provide for orderly marketing
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of fresh Valencia oranges for this period
due to the marketing situation
confronting the orange industry.
EFFECTIVE DATE: September 23, 1983,
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
William J. Doyle, 202-447-5975.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Findings

This rule has been reviewed under
USDA procedures and Executive Order
12291 and has been designated 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
California-Arizona Valencia orange crop
for the benefit of and will not
substantially affect costs for the directly
regulated handlers.

This regulation is issued under the
marketing agreement, as amended, and
Order No. 908, as amended (7 CFR Part
908), regulating the handling of Valencia
oranges grown in Arizona and
designated part of California. The
agreement and order are effective under
the Agricultural Marketing Agreement
Act of 1937, as amended (7 U.S.C. 601~
674). The action is based upon the
recommendation and information
submitted by the Valencia Orange
Administraive Committee and upon
other available information. It is hereby
found that this action will tend to
effectuate the declared policy of the Act.

This action is consistent with the
marketing policy for 1082-83. The
marketing policy was recommended by
the committee following discussion at a
public meeting on February 22, 1883. The
committee met again publicly on
September 20, 1983 at Los Angeles,
California, to consider the current and
prospective conditions of supply and
demand and recommended a quantity of
Valencia oranges deemed advisable to
be handled during the specified week.
The committee reports the demand for
Valencia oranges is good.

It is further found that it is
impracticable and contrary to the public
interest to give preliminary notice,
engage in public rulemaking, and
postpone the effective date until 30 days
after publication in the Federal Register
(5 U.S.C. 553), because of insufficient
time between the the date when
information became available upon
which this regulation is based and the
effective date necessary 1o effectuate
the declared policy of the Acl. Interested
persons were given an opportunity to
submit information and views on the
regulation at an open meeting. It is

necessary to effectusate the declared
policy of the Act to make this regulatory
provision effective as specified, and
handlers have been apprised of such
provisions and the effective time.

List of Subjects in 7 CFR Part 908

Marketing agreements and orders,
California, Arizona, Oranges (Valencia).

1. Section 908.618 is added as follows:

§908.618 Valencla orange regulation 318,
The quantities of Valencia oranges
grown in California and Arizona which

may be handled during the period
September 23, 1983 through September
29, 1983, are established as follows:

(1) District 1: 462,000 cartons;

(2) District 2: 588,000 cartons;

(8) District 3: Unlimited cartons.
{Secs. 1-18, 48 Stal. 31, as amended: 7 US.C.
601-674)

Dated: September 21, 1983.

Charles R. Brader,

Director, Fruit and Vegetable Division,
Agricultural Marketing Service.

{FR Doc. #3-26347 Piled $-21-83; 1251 pea)
BILLING CODE 3410-02-M

DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE

Immigration and Naturalization
Service

8 CFR Part 103

Powers and Duties of Service Officers;
Avallabllity of Service Records

AGENCY: Immigration and Naturalization
Service, Justice.

ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: This rule transfers appellate
jurisdiction formerly held by
Immigration and Naturalization Service
regional commissioners and overseas
district directors to the Associate
Commissioner, Examinations.

The centralization of appeals in the
Central Office is expected to resultin a
more expeditious appeals procedure
with uniform, consistent decisions.
DATE: Effective: October 3, 1983,

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:

For General Information: Loretta J.
Shogren, Director, Policy Directives
and Instructions, Immigration and
Naturalization Service, 425 Eye Street
NW., Washington, D.C. 20536,
Telephone: (202) 633-3048.

For Specific Information: Lawrence |.
Weinig, Supervisory Immigration
Examiner, Immigration and
Naturalization Service, 425 Eye Street
NW,, Washington, D.C. 20536,
Telephone: (202) 633-26880.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
present Immigration and Naturalization
Service appeals process splinters the
appellate authority for 25 categories of
administrative decisions and
responsibility for certification among
four regional offices as well as district
offices overseas. This results in
inconsistent decisions and widely
differing, often unacceptable processing
times.

The centralization of appeals in the
Central Office is expected to resultin a
more expeditious appeals procedure
with uniform, consistent decisions. It
will also enable the Service to make
additional precedent decisions available
as guidance to the public.

Appeals which remain pending on the
effective date of this rule will be
processed in accordance with
procedures in effect at the time of filing
the appeal, unless the appellate

-authority is advised otherwise by the

Central Office.

Compliance with 5 U.S.C. 553 as to
notice of proposed rulemaking and
delayed effective date is unnecessary
because the rule is limited to a matter
relating to agency management or
personnel.

In accordance with 5 U.S.C. 605(b), the
Commissioner of Immigration and
Naturalization certifies that this rule, if
promulgated, will not have a significant
economic impact on a substantial
number of small entities.

This order is not a rule within the
definition of Section 1(a) of E.O. 12281
because it relates to agency
organization, management, or personnel.

List of Subjects in 8 CFR Part 163

Administrative practice and
procedure, Authority delegation

.(Government agencies), Appeals,

Archives and records, Certification,
Fees. N

Accordingly, Chapter I of Title 8 of the
Code of Federal Regulations is amended
to read as follows:

PART 103—POWERS AND DUTIES OF
SERVICE OFFICERS; AVAILABILITY
OF SERVICE RECORDS

1. Section 103.1 is revised by
amending paragraphs (f), (1), and (n) to

read as follows:
§103.1 Delegation of Authority.

(f) Associate Commissioner for
Examinations.

(1) Under the direction of the
Executive Associate Commissioner, the
Associate Commissioner for
Examinations is delegated authority and




Federal Register / Vol. 48, No. 185 / Thursday, September 22, 1983 / Rules and Regulations

43161

responsibility for program planning!
development, coordination, counseling,
and staff direction of Adjudication and
Naturalization, Inspections, Refugees,
Asylum and Parole, and Qutreach
programs and general direction tc and
supervision of:

(i) Assistant Commissioner for
Adjudication and Naturalization.

(il) Assistant Commissioner for
Inspections.

(iif} Assistant Commissioner for
Refugees, Asylum Parole.

(iv) Director for Outreach Program,
and

(v) Chief, Adminisirative Appeals
Unit,

(2) In addition, the Associate
Commissioner, Examinations exercises
appellate jurisdiction over decisions on:

(i) Breaching of bonds under § 103.6(e)
of this

(ii) Third and sixth preference
petitions under § 204.1(c) of this title
except when the denial of the petition is
based upon lack of a certification by the
Secretary of Labor under section
;{lz[a](lﬂ of the Act;

(iii) Indochinese refugee applications
for adjustment of status under § 245.2
(2)(4) and (e) of this title;

(iv) Revoking approval of certain
petitions under § 205.3 of this title;

(v) Applications for permission to
reapply for admission to the United
States after deportation or removal
under § 212.2 of this h.ﬁc:

(vi) Applications for waiver of certain
grounds of excludability under § 212.7(a)
of this title;

(vil) Applications for waiver of the
two-year foreign residence requirement
under § 212.7(c) of this title;

(viii) Petitions for approval of schools
under § 214.3 of this title;

(ix) Proceedings by immigration
judges to withdraw the approval of
petitions by schools, as provided in
§ 214.4(j) of this title;

(x) Petitions for temporary workers or
lrainees and fiancees or fiances of U.S.
citizens under § 214.2 of this title;

(xi) Applications for issuance of
r.f-i:nlry permits under § 223.1 of this
titles

(xii) Applications for refugee travel
documents under § 223a.4 of this title;

(xiii) Applications for benefits of
section 13 of the Act of September 11,
19l57. as amended, under § 245.3 of this
title;

(};}VI Adu}::mwnl of status of certadx:t
resident aliens to nonimmigrants un
§ 247.12(b) of this title:

(xv} Applications to preserve
residence for naturalization p
under § 318a.21(c) of this title:

_[xvi) Applications for certificates of
citizenship under § 341.8 of this title:

{xvii) Administration cancellation of
certificates; documents, and records
under § 342.8 of this title;

(xviii) Applications for certificates of
naturalization or repatriation under
§ 343.1 of this title;

{xix) Applications for new
naturalization or citizenship papers
under § 343a.1(c) of this title;

{xx) Applications for special
certificates of naturalization under
§ 343b.11(b) of this title;

(xxi) Applications by organizations to
be listed on the Service listing of free
legal services am and removal
therefrom under Part 292a of this title;

(xxii) Petitions to classify Amerasians
under Pub. L. 97-359 as the children of
United States citizens;

{xxiii) Revoking ap
petitions, as provid
title;

(xxiv) Orphan petitions under
§ 204.1(b) of this title; and

{xxv) Applications for advance
processing of orphan petitions under
§ 204.1(b)(3) of this title.”

val of certain
in § 214.2 of this

(1) Regional Commissioners. Under
the general supervision of the
Commissioner and direction of the
Deputy Commissioner, regional
commissioner are delegated the
authority and responsibility for the
activities of the Service within their
respective regional areas including
authority to:

(1) Settle tort claims of $2500 or less
under 28 U.S.C. 2672; and

(2) Compromise, suspend. or terminate
collection of claims of the United States

not $20,000 exclusive of
interest under 31 U.S.C. 951 and 952,

(n) District Direclors. District
directors within the United States are
under the direction of their respective
regional commissioners. District
directors who are assigned overseas are
under the direction of the Executive
Associate Commissioner. District
directors are delegated the authority
and responsibility to grant or deny any
application or petition submitted to the
Service, to initiate any authorized
proceeding in their respective districts,
and to exercise the authorities under
§§ 242.1(a), 242.2(a), and 242.7 of this
title without regard to geographical
limitations. District directors, acting
district directors, and deputy district
directors are delegated authority to
conduct the proceeding provided for in
§ 252.2 of this title.

2. Section 103.4 is revised to read as
follows:

§ 103.4 Certifications.

The Commissioner or the Deputy
Commissioner, may direct that any case
or classes of cases be certified for
decision. Regional commissioners,
district directors and officers in charge
in districts 33, 35, and 37 may certify
their decisions 1o the appellate authority
designated in this chapter when the case
involves an unusually complex or novel
question of law or fact. The alien or
other parly affected shall be given
notice on Form [-260C of such
certification and of his right to submit a
brief within 10 days from receipt of the
notice. Cases within the appellate
jurisdiction of the Service shall be
certified only after an initial decision
has been made. Decisions for which no
appeal procedure exists may be certified
to the Commissioner in the same
manner as decisions over which the
Commissioner holds appellate authority.
In cases within § 3.1(b) of this chapter,
the decision of the officer to whom
certified, whether made initially or upon
review, shall constitute the base
decision of the Service from which an
appeal may be taken to the Board in
accordance with the applicable parts of
this chapter. The decision of the Service
officer to whom the case has been
certified shall be in writing and a copy
thereof shall be served upon the
applicant, petitioner, or other party
affected, or his attorney or
representative of record.

(Sec. 103 of the Immigration and Nationality
Act, as amended; 8 US.C. 1103)
Dated: September 16, 1983.
Alan C. Nelson,
Commissioner of Immigration and
Naturalization.
[FR Doc. 83-26687 Filed 5-21-&3. £:45 km]
BILLING CODE 4410-10-M

8 CFR Part 318a

International Organization Immunities

Act Designations; Residence, Physical
Presence and Absence

AGENCY: Immigration and Naturalization
Service, Justice.
ACTION: Final rule

SUMMARY: This final rule adds the
Alfrican Development Bank, African
Development Fund and the International
Fertilizer Development Center to the list
of organizations determined to be
International Organizations under the
International Organization Immunities
Act. These Organizations are eligible to
confer constructive residence for
naturalization purposes for their
overseas employees.
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EFFECTIVE DATE: February 8, 1983, as to
the African Development Bank, and
March 14, 1977 as to the African
Development Fund, and International
Fertilizer Development Center.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:

For General Information: Loretta J.
Shogren, Director, Policy Directives
and Instructions, Immigration and
Naturalization Service, 425 Eye Street
NW., Washington, D.C. 20536,
Telephone: (202) 633-3048

For Specific Information: Thomas E.
Cook, Immigration Examiner,
Immigration and Naturalization
Service, 425 Eye Street NW.,
Washington, D.C. 20538, Telephone:
(202) 633-5014

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Section

316(b) of the Immigration and

Nationality Act, 8 U.S.C. 1427(b), allows

for certain absences abroad by lawful

permanent residents of the United

States to preserve residence and be

counted towards the residence

requirements for naturalization.

Employment overseas by a public

international organization, of which the

United States is a member by treaty or

statute, qualifies for constructive

resident benefit when the alien was not
eémployed until after being lawfully

admitted for permanent residence. 8

CFR 316a.4 lists those public

international organizations which

qualify under the International

Organization Immunities Act. Absences

abroad in the employment of these

organizations will be counted as
constructive residence in establishing
the residence requirements for
naturalization, provided all conditions
of 8 U.S.C. 1427(b), which list the
requirements for naturalization, are
saltisfied.

The African Development Bank,
African Development Fund and the
International Fertilizer Development
Center have been designated by
executive order as public international
organizations of which the United States
is a member by Statute,

The Department of the Treasury has
requested that the African Development
Bank and African Development Fund be
added to the existing list pursuant to
Executive Orders 12403 and 11977, The
Service has determined that the
International fertilizer Development
Center should be added to the list
pursuant to Executive Order 11977.

Compliance with 5 U.S.C. 553 as to
notice of proposed rulemaking and
delayed effective date is unnecessary
because this amendment merely adds to
the present listing of recognized public
international organizations.

In accordance with 5 U.S.C. 605(b), the
Commissioner of Immigration and
Naturalization certifies that this rule will
not, if promulgated, have a significant
economic impact on a substantial
number of small entities.

This order constitutes a notice to the
public under 5 U.S.C. 552 and is not a
rule within the definition of section
(1){a) of E.O. 12291,

List of Subjects in 8 CFR Part 316a

Citizenship and naturalization,
International organizations.

PART 316a—RESIDENCE, PHYSICAL
PRESENCE AND ABSENCE

Accordingly, Chapter 1 of Title 8 of
the Code of Federal Regulations is
amended as follow:

§316a.4 [Amended]

1. In § 316a.4 the listing of
international organizations is amended
by adding in alphabetical sequence,
"African Development Bank (E.O, 12403,
February 8, 1983)", "African
Development Fund (E.O. 11977, March
14, 1977)", and “International Fertilizer
Development Center (E.O. 11977, March
14, 1977)".

(Sec, 316 of the Immigration and Nationality
Act, as amended; 8 US.C. 1427)
Dated: Seplember 16, 1983.
Andrew ]. Carmichael, Jr.,
Associate Commissioner, Examinations,
Immigration and Naturalization Service,
IFR Doc. B3-25a01 Filed 9-21-83; 835 am)
BILLING CODE 4410-10-M

—— St o IEERREE S S
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
Federal Aviation Administration

14 CFR Part 21
[Docket No. 23681; SC No. 23-ACE-5]

Special Conditions; Fairchild Model
SA227 Series Airplanes to Type
Certificate No. A5SW

AGENCY: Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA), DOT.
ACTION: Final Special Conditions,

SUMMARY: These Special Conditions are
issued to Fairchild Aircraft Corporation
to become a part of the type certification
basis for new Fairchild Aircraft
Corporation (Fairchild) Model SA227
series airplanes to be added to Type
Certificate No. A5SW, These new
models are derivatives of the Fairchild
Aircraft Corporation Model SA227-AT
Airplane for which special conditions
were established as a part of the type
certification basis. Special conditions

are prescribed in the absence of
appropriate requirements for the type
certification of turbopropeller-powered
airplanes pursuant to Part 3 of the Civil
Air Regulations (CAR) and to assure a
level of safely equivalent to that
intended by these airworthiness
standards for reciprocating engine-
powered airplanes. The Fairchild Mode!
SA227 series airplanes to be added to
Type Certificate No. A5SW are basically
the type certificated SA227-AT airplane
with different make and model of
turbopropeller engines installed or other |
airplane improvements. A Notice of
Proposed Special Conditions, Notice No.

was published in the
Federal Register on July 7, 1983 (48 FR
31234) and no comments were received
in response to this notice

EFFECTIVE DATE: October 24, 1983.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:

J. Robert Ball, Aerospace Engineer,
Regulations and Policy Office (ACE-
110), Aircraft Certification Division,
Central Region, Federal Aviation
Administration, Room 1656, Federal
Office Building, 601 East 12th Street,
Kansas City, Missouri 64108; Telephone
(816) 374-5688.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
Type Certification Basis

The type certification basis for the
Fairchild Aircraft Corporation Model
SA227 series airplanes to be added to
Type Certificate No. A5SW is as
follows: Part 3 of the Civil Air
Regulations, effective May 15, 1956, as
amended by Amendments 3-1 through
3-8; § 23.511 of the Federal Aviation
Regulations (FAR) per Amendment 23-7,
effective September 14, 1969; § 23.175(d)
of the FAR, per Amendment 23-14,
effective December 20, 1973;
Amendment C of Special Federal
Aviation Regulations (SFAR) No. 41
including paragraph 4(c) and the
compartment interior requirements of
§ 25.853 (a), (b), (b-1), (b-2), and (b-3) of
the FAR in effect on September 28, 1978;
Part 36 of the FAR, Appendix F, as
amended by Amendments 36-1 through
36-8; SFAR No. 27, effective February 1,
1974, as amended by Amendments 27-1
through 27-4; and the Special Conditions
adopted by this rulemaking action.

Background

On October 2, 1981, Fairchild Aircraft
Corporation, P.O. Box 32486, San
Antonio, Texas 78284, submitted an
application to amend Type Ceftificate
No. A5SW to add a new model airplane,
Model SA227-PT, rut,iﬁ the norsma}\ S
cat . Type Certificate No.
covzgr(s,rt{:e Fairchild Model SA227-AT
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airplane, approved May 8, 1981, and
other airplanes. The new model
airplane, Fairchild Model SA227-PT, is a
derivative of the Fairchild Model
SA227-AT airplane and differs from the
Fairchild Model SA227-AT only with
respecttotﬁ:rmakeandmo?gd_of
turbopropeller engines insta

Fairchild Aircraft Corporation has
indicated to the FAA their intent to
make available additional models of
airplanes similar to the Fairchild Models
SA227-AT and SA227-PT airplanes.
Therefore, the FAA issued Notice No.
SC-83-3-CE on July 7, 1983,

Special Conditions applicable to the
Fairchild Model SA227 series airplanes
to be added to Type Certificate No.
A5SW to preclude numerous issuances
of identical Special Conditions for type
certification of the Fairchild Model
SA227 series airplanes to be added to
Type Certificate No. ASSW.

Special Conditions may be issued and
amended, as necessary, as a part of the
lype certification basis if the
Administrator finds that the
airworthiness standards designated in
accordance with § 21.17(a)(1) of the FAR
do not contain adequate or appropriate
safety standards because of novel or
unusual design features of the airplane.
Special Conditions, as appropriate, are
issued after public notice in accordance
with §§ 11.28 and 11.29(b) of the FAR,
and become a part of the type
certification basis, when adopled, in
accordance with § 21.17(a) of the FAR.

The Fairchild Model SA227-AT is a
pressurized, low wing. twin
turbopropeller-powered airplane type
certificated in the normal category and
limited to 12,500 pounds maximum
certificated takeoff weight and a
maximum seating capacity not to exceed
16 occupants. The Fairchild Mode!
SA227-AT airplane also has an
authorized increase in maximum takeoff
weight to 14,500 pounds when
compliance with SFAR No. 41, as
amended, is shown.

The Fairchild Mode SA227-AT
airplane included novel or unusual
design features for an airplane type
certificated to the airworthiness
standards of Part 3 of the CAR. The
dirworthiness standards of Part 3 of the
CAR, which are the type certification
basis for the Fairchild Model] SA227-AT
airplane, did not contain adequate or
appropriate safety standards for a
turbopropeller-powered, normal
category airplane. Subsequently, Special
Conditions were developed to assure a
|evel of safety for the Fairchild Model
SA227-AT airplane equivalent to that
provided by the airworthiness standards
of Part 3 of the CAR. The Special
Conditions developed were added as a

part of the type certification basis for
the Fairchild Model SA227-AT airplane.
Since the Fairchild Model SA227
series airplane 1o be added to Type
Certificate No. A5SW are derivative
models of the Fairchild Model SA227-
AT eirplane and differ only in the make
and mode! of turbopropeller engines or
other airplane improvements, the FAA
issued Notice No. SC-83-3-ACE (48
31234; july 7, 1883) proposing Special
Conditions to become a part of the type
certification basis for the Fairchild
Aircraft Corporation Model SA227
series airplanes to be added to Type
Certificate No. ASSW because of the
same novel or unusual design features.

Discussion of Comments

There were no comments received by
the FAA in response to Notice No. SC-
83-3-ACE published in thé Federal
Register on July 7, 1983, The closing date
for comments to the notice was August
B,1983."

List of Subjects in 14 CFR Part 21

Air transportation, Aircraft, Aviation
safety, Safety,

Adoption of the Special Conditions

Accordingly, pursuant to the authority
delegated to me by the Administrator,
Special Conditions No. 23-ACE-5 are
adopted for the Fairchild Aircraft
Corporation Model SA227 series
airplanes to be added to Type
Certificate No. A55W, as follows:

Airframe Items

llem No.
1. Engine Torque Effects

a. In addition to the conditions specified in
subparagraphs (1) and (2) of paragraph
3.195{a) of CAR 3, the limit engine torque

ing to takeoff power and propeller

speed, multiplied by a factor accounting for
propelier control system malfunction,
including quick feathering. must be
considered to act simultansously with Ig level
flight loads. In the absence of & rational
analysis, a factor of 1.6 must be used,

b. The limit torque must be obtained by
multiplying the mean torque by a factor of
1.25,

2. Unsymmetricol Loods Dye to Engine
Failure

The airplane must be designed for the
unsymmetrical loads resulting from the
failure of the critical engine. The airplane
must be designed for the following
conditions, in combination with & single
malfunction of the propeller drag limiting
system, considering the probable pilot
corrective action on the flight controls:

. At speeds between Ve and Vp, the
loads resulting from the power failure
because of fuel flow interruption are
considered to be limit loads.

b. At speeds between Ve and V, the loads
resulting from the disconnection of the engine

compressor from the turbine or from loss of
the turbine blades are considered to be
ultimate Joads.

c. The time history of the thrust decay and
drag build up ocourring as & result of the
prescribed engine failure must be
substantiated by test or other data applicable
to the particular engine-propeller
combination.

d. The timing and magnitude of the
probable pilot corrective action muat be
conservatively estimated, considering the
characteristics of the particular engine-
propeller-airplane combination,

Pilot corrective action may be assumed to
be initiated at the time maximum yawing
velocity is reached, but not earlier than 2
seconds after the engine failure. The
maguitude of corrective action may be basad
on the control forces specified in CAR 3212
except that lower forces may by assumed
where it is shown by analysis or tests that
these forces can control the yaw and roll
resulting from the prescribed engine failure
conditions.

3. Gyroscopic Loads

Each engine moun! and its supporting
structure must be designed for the gyroscopic
loads that result, with the engines at
maximum continuous r.p.m., under either of
the following conditions:

. The conditions prescribed in CAR
3.191(b) and 3.216; ar

b. All possible combinations of the
following:

(1) A yaw velocity of 2.5 radians per
second.

(2) A pitch velocity of 1 radian per second.

(3) A norma! load factor of 2.5.

(4) Maximum continuous thrust.

4. Flutter and Vibration Prevention Measures

In addition to the requirements of CAR
3,311, the dynamic evaluation for the airplane
must include;

&, The significant elastic, inertia, and
aerodynamic forces associated with the
rotations and displacements of the plane of
rotation of the propeller; and

b, Engine-propeller-nacelle stiffness and
damping variation appropriate to the
particular configuration.

Note.—An acceptable method for showing
compliance with the foregoing requirement is:

(1) Run a two-degree of freedom (pitch and
yaw) NASA-Type Whirl-Mode Analysis,
including variations in inertis, stiffness,
damping, or equivalent functions,

(2) Supplement this by experimental
stiffness measurements of the propeller-
engine system on the flight airplane.

{3) Demonstrste an adequate separation of
the propeller whirl and wing mode
frequencies, or a very low degree of mode
coupling between propeller whirl and wing
modes,

(4) If adequate frequency separation of low
degree of coupling is demonstrated under (3),
the wing flutter may be investigated
independently of propeller whirl modes.

Systoms lems
5. Oxygen System

a. For maximum certificated altitudes up to
and including 25,000 feet, the following apply:
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(1) If the airplane can safely descend to a
flight altitude of 15,000 feet or less within four
minutes, supplemental breathing oxygen must
be provided for at least one crewmember and
any one passenger.

(2) If the airplane cannot safely descend to
a flight altitude of 15,000 feet or less within
four minutes, supplemental breathing oxygen
systems must be installed and an oxygen
dispensing unit provided for each occupant,

b. For a maximum certificated altitude
above 25,000 feet, a supplemental breathing
oxygen system must be installed and an
oxygen dispensing unit provided for each
occupant. i

8. Engine Bleed Air for Cabin Use

It must be shown by fault analysis and
tests as necessary, that air supplied to the
cabin will not be harmful to occupants under
any probable fallure or malfunction and all

_probable airplane operating conditions.

Propulsion [tems
7. Components

Powerplant operating characteristics must
be investigated in flight to determine that no
adverse characteristics, such as compressor
stall, surge, or flameout are present to a
hazardous during normal and emergency
operation of the airplane and the engine.

8. Engines

The engine installations must not result in

vibration characteristics of the engine

exceeding those established in accordance’
with the type certification of the engine,

9. Control of Engine Rotation

If means are provided for feathering each
turbopropeller engine in flight, means must be
provided for unfeathering each propeller.
Complete stoppage need not be provided if
continued rotation does not jeopardize the
safety of the airplane.

10. Engine and Propeller Control Systems

‘Engine and propeller control systems,
including blade pitch control mechanisms,
emergency protective features, and other
devices intended to coordinate engine and
propeller functions must be investigated to
assure that no single failure or malfunction
will cause a hazardous condition which
womm:ll&r:clude continued safe flight. Failure
or ction of the engine, propeller, and
their control systems must not result in
propeller drag in excess of that for which the
aircraft is designed.

11. Propeller Reversing Systems

Reversing systems intended for ground
operation only must be such that no sigle
faflure or malfunction of the system under all
probable conditions of airplane operation
will result in unwarranted reverse thrust.
Failure of structural elements need not
considered it occurrence of such failures is
shown to be extremely remote.

12. Propeller Reversing Controls

Propeller reverse thrust controls must
incorporate a means to prevent their
inadvertent movement to a reverse position.
The means provided must incorporate a
positive lock or stop at the flight idle position
and must require a separate and distinct
operation by the crew in order to displace the
control from the flight regime position.

13, Fuel System—General

The fuel system must provide for
continuous flow of fuel to the engine in
normal operation without interruption of fuel
flow due to depletion of fuel in tanks other
than the main tanks,

14. Fuel Flow Rate for Pump Systems

a. The fuel flow rate of engine fuel pump
systems must be 125 percent of the fuel flow
required to develop the standard sea level
atmospheric condition takeoff power selected
and included as an operating limitation in the
Airplane Flight Manual.

b. The ability of the system to provide at
least 100 percent of the fuel flow required by
the engines must be demonstrated when the
airplane is in the operating condition,
including attitude and altitude, which
represents the most adverse condition from
the standpoint of fuel feed for which the
airplane is designed.

15. Fuel Tank Tests

The fuel tanks, as mounted in the airplane,
must be demonstrated by tests to withstand
the greater of the following pressures without
faflure or leakage:

a, 35 psi

b. 125 percent of the maximum air pressure
developed in the tank.

. The pressure equivalent to the
hydrostatic head developed during maximum
limit acceleration of the aircraft with full
tanks.

d. Compliance with CAR 3.441(a)(2) may be
shown by analysis or tests.

18, Fuel Pump and Pump Installation

a. Main Pumps.

(1) Any fuel pump that is required for
proper engine operation or (o meet the fuel
system requirements, except as provided in
paragraph b., Emergency Pumps, of this
section, must be considered & main pump.

(2) Provision must be made to permit the
bypass of all positive displacement fuel
pumps except fuel injection pumps approved
as part of the engine.

b. Emergency Pumps. Emergency pumps
must be provided and immediately available
to permit supplying all engines with fuel in
case of fuilure of any one main fuel pump.
17, Fuel Strainer

a. The fuel strainer or filter must be of
adequate capacity, commensurate with
operating limitations, to ensure proper engine
operation with the fuel contaminated to a
degree, with respect to particle size and
density, which can be reasonably expected to
occur in service. The degree of fuel filt
must not be less than that established for the
engine in accordance with the type
certification of the engine.

b. When filters, screens, or strainers
susceptible to icing are incorporated in the
fuel system, a means must be provided to
automatically maintain fuel flow in the event
ice particles accumulate or restrict flow by
clogging the filter or screen.

18. Cooling Tests.

‘l‘ll:e following temperature corrections
apply:

a. A maximum atmospheric temperature of
not less than 100" F at sea level conditions
must be established by the applicant as a

limitation on the operation of the airplane,
The temperature lapse rate is considered to
be 3.6° F per thousand feet of altitude above
sea level until a temperature of —68.7°F is
reached; above this altitude, the temperature
is considered to be constant at —69.7° F,

b. The temperatures of all powerplant
components and engine fluids for which
temperature limits have been established
must be corrected by adding the difference
between the maximum ambient atmospheric
temperature and the temperature of the
ambient air at the time of the first occurrence
of maximum component or fluid temperature
recorded during the cooling tests, unless a
more rational correction is shown o be
applicable.

18. Cooling Test Procedure

Compliance with the provisions of CAR
3.581 must be established for the takeoff,
climb, en route, and landing stages of flight
which correspond with the applicable
performance regulations, The cooling tests
must be conducted with the airplane in the
configuration and operated under the
conditions which are critical relative to
cooling during each stage of flight.

&. For all stages of flight, temperatures
must be stabilized under conditions from
which entry is made into the stage of flight
for which a test is conducted, except when
the entry condition normally is not one during
which component and engine fluid
temperatures would stabilize. In such case,
operation through the full entry condition
must be conducted prior to entry into the
stage of flight for which the test is conducted
in order to allow temperatures to attain their
natural level at the time of entry. In
particular, the takeoff cooling tests must be
preceded by & period during which the
powerplant component and engine fluid
temperatures are stabilized with the engine st
ground idle. A temperature is considered
stabilized when its rate of change is less than
2" F per minute.

b. Cooling tests for each stage of flight must
be conducted until one of the following
conditions is fulfilled:

(1) Component and engine fluid
temperatures stabilize; .

(2) The stage of flight is completed: or

(3) An operation limitation is reached.

20. Induction System—General

The engine air inlet ducts must be located
or protected so as to minimize the ingestion
of foreign matter during takeoff, landing
including reversing of propellers, and taxiing
21. Induction System De-Icing and Anti-Icing
Praovisions

The airplane must be capable of operating
throughout the flight power range without the
accumulation of ice in the air induction
system which might adversely affect engine
operation or cause a serious loss of power
and/or thrust in the continuous maximum or
intermittent maximum icing conditions
defined in Appendix C of Part 25 of the FAR.
Means to indicate the functioning of the
powerplant ice protection systems must be
provided.
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22. Induction System Ducts

The design of the gngine air inlet duct must
be such as to assure that flammable fluids
will not leak or be carried into the engine
intake in case of failure ormalfunction of any
flammable fluld-carrying components on or
near the engine.

23, Exhaust System—Ceneral

Exhaust systems must be constructed and
arranged in such a manner as to assure the
sale disposal of exhaust gases and/or any
fire through or around the exhaust system,
without the existence of a hazard, or adverse
effocts on the aircraft. Low spots or pockets
in the exhasust system must be drained
overboard so as to clear the airplane in
normal ground and flight attitudes. In
addition, these drains must prevent
accumulation of fuel after the faflure of an
attempted engine start.

24, Powerplant Fire Protection

An acceptable means must be provided to
assure promp! detection by the crew of fire in
the engine compartment.

25. Powerplant Instruments

In addition to the powerplant instruments
required by CAR 3,855(b), the following must
be provided:

n. Exhaust gas temperature or turbine inlet
temperature indicator for each engine.

b. A fuel flowmeter must be provided if fuel
flow is required to be maintained within
established limits by the pilot.

¢. An indicator to indicate to the pilot the
power output of each engine.

d. Position Indicating means for each
propeller to indicate to the pilot when the
propeller blade angle is below the flight low-
pitch position. The source or indication must
sense blade position diregtly.

26. Air Start Envelope ~

An gir start envelope and air start
procedure must be established and included
in the Alrplane Flight Manual.

7. Lightning Strike Protection

The fuel and vent systems must be
designed to provide protection against the
ignition, from lightning strikes or other

sources, of flammable vapors occurring in the
fuel tanks or the vent systems.

Flight Test Items
28. Definition of Stalling Spesds

In addition to the requirements of CAR 3.82
and 3.83, the stall speeds must not be less
than those which would be obtained at zero
thrust,
28. Takeoff

In addition to the requirements of CAR
3.84, the speed at a height of 50 feet above the
level takeoff surface must not be less than the
sm;d at which compliance with CAR 3.85(a)
is shown.

30. Normal Climb

In addition to the requirements of CAR 3.85
at standard temperature, it must be shown
that the airplane can achieve a steady angle
of climb of at least 1:25 at standard

‘emperature plus 40°F at a pressure altitude
of 5,000 feel. o5

31. Inoperative Engine Climb

In addition to the requirement of CAR
3.85(b), the following applies: The climb
performance capability in terms of “Gradient
of Climb" must be determined for all
combinations of weight, altitude, and ambient
temperatures for which approval is
requested. For takeoffs at altitudes of 5,000
feet and below. the maximum takeoff weight
may be varied to that which provides a
minimum steady gradient, at 5,000 feet, of not
less than the following:

&, 1.2% (or & gradient equal 10 02Vge* if
greater) at an ambient temperature at 5,000
feot of 41°F. V,, is in units of miles per hour.

b.0.6% (or & gradient equal to .01V, if
greater) at an ambient temperature at 5,000
feet of 81°F, V_ Is in units of miles per hour.

¢, The variation in the minimum climb
gr:dlenu of a and b above mus! vary linearly

tween the temperatures of 41'F and B1*F.
This variation in minimum gradient of climb
must apply for the maximum operational
temperature approved for the airplane.

The applicant must provide sufficiant
information in the Airplane Flight Manual so
that the above requirements can be met in
service,

32 Balked Landing Climb

In addition to meeting the requirement of
CAR 3.85(c) at standard temperature, the
steady climb performance must not be lass
than zero at standard temperature plus 40°F
at a pressure altitude of 5,000 feet, and with a
climb speed not in excess of 1.4V,

33, Landing

a. In addition to meeting the requirements
of CAR 3.8, the landing distance must be
obtained in accordance with procedures
established by the applicant. Such
procedures must include all changes in the
sirplane configuration; i.e., power, speed,
drag devices, etc,, except that immediately
prior to reaching the 50-foot altitude point, a
steady gliding approach must have been
maintained, with a calibrated airspeed of at
least 1.3V, Allowances must made for
time delays in the execution of the
procedures as may be reasonably expected to
occur during service.

b. In addition to, or in lieu of; the use of
wheel brakes, the use of other braking means
may be used in determining the landing
distunces, provided such braking means have
been proven to be safe and reliable.

c. If the characteristics of a device (e.g., the
propellers), dependent upon operation of any
of the engines, noticeably increase the
landing distances when the landing is made
with an engine inoperative, the landing
distance must be determined with the critical
engine inoperative,

34. Longitudinal Control and Laterc! and
Directional Control

In liew of CAR 3.744 requirements reg
maximum continuous power, the following
applies: Maximum continuous power selected
by the applicant is an operating limitation for
use during climb.

35, Trim Requiraments

In lieu of the CAR 3,112{a}(1) reguirement,
the following applies: Lateral and directional
trim in level flight at a speed of 0.9Vx or Vuo

if lower, with the landing gear and wing flaps
retracted.

In lieu of the CAR 3.112{a)(2)(i)
requirement: During & climb with maximum
continuous power as selected by the
applicant as an operating limitation at a
speed botween Vy and 1.4Vs,,

In lieu of the CAR 3.112(a)(2)(ii)
requirement, the following applies: During a
glide with power off at & speed not in excess
Of 1.‘V;l:

#. With landing gear extended and wing
flaps retracted.

b. With landing gear extended and wing
flaps fully extended under the most forward
center of gravity position approved with the
maximum authorized weight.

¢. With landing gear extended and wing
flaps fully extended under the most forward
center of gravity position approved
regardless of weight,

In lieu of the CAR 3.312(a)(2)(iil)
requirement, the following applies:
level flight at any speed from 0,9V or Vo i
lower, to Vx or 1.4Vy, with landing gear and
wing flaps retracted.

In lieu of the CAR 3.112(b)(1) requirement.
the following spplies: The other engine
operating at maximum continuous power as
selected by the applicant as an operating
limitation.

36, Static Longitudinal Stability

In addition to CAR 3.114(b) the following
applies: Except for showing compliance with
CAR 3.115{c) the girspeed must return to
+7.5% or £10 knots, whichever is less.

37. Climb Stability

In lieu of the CAR 3.115(b)(4) requirement,
the following applies: Maximum power
selected by the applicant as an operating
limitation for use during climb at the best rale
of climb speed, except that the spead need
not be less than 1.4Vs,.

38, Cruise Stability

In lieu of the CAR 3.115(c) requirement, the
following applies: The stick force curve shall
have a stable slope for a speed range of 50
knots from the trim speed, except that the
speeds need not exceed Vie/Moc or 1.4Vs;
nor speeds that require a stick force of more
than 50 pounds. This speed range must be
considered to begin at the outer extremes of
the friction band with:

a. Landing gear retracted.

b. Wing flaps retracted.

¢. Maximum cruising power as selected by
the applicant is an operating limitation
except that the power need not exceed that
required at Vieo/Mwo.

d. Maximum takeoff welght.

e. The airplane trimmed for level flight with
the power specified by the applicant in
accordance with subparagraph ¢ of this
paragraph.

39, Maximum Operating Limit Speed Vol
Muo

In lieu of the CAR 3.738 and 3.740
requirement, the following applies: The
maximum operating limit speed, Vio/Myo, 85
esinblished by the applicant, is the speed
which must not be deliberately exceeded in
any regime of flight, except where a higher
speed is authorized for flight tests (maximum
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for flight characteristics Vec/Myc which lies
at l;u)t midway between Vo /Muo ando/Ma
or ¥orl.

a. The maximum operating limit speed
must not exceed the design cruising speed Ve
and must be sufficiently below Vs /My or
Vor/Mar to make it highly improbable that
the latter speeds will be inadvertently
exceeded in flight.

b. The speed Viwo/Muo must nol exceed
0.8V /My or 0.8Vor /Moy unless flight
demonstrations involving upsets as specified
by the Administrator indicate a lower speed
margin will not result in speeds exceeding
Vo/Ms or Vor/Mor. Atmospheric variations,
horizontal gusts, system and equipment
errors, and airframe production variations
must be taken into account.

40. Maximum Operating Altitude

In addition to the operating limitations of
CAR 3.778, the following applies: A maximum
certificated altituda to which operation is
permitted must be determined as limited by
flight, structurel, powerplant, functianal, or
equipment characteristics.

41. Airspeed indicator

In lieu of the CAR 3.757 requirements, the
following applies:

&. The following markings must be made—

(1) The maximum operating speed, Vuo/
Mio—a radial red line.

{2) The normal operating range—a green
arc with the lower limit at Vi, as determined
in CAR 5.82 und the Special Condition Item
No. 28 applicable to CAR 3.82 at maximum
weight with landing gear and wing flaps
retracted, and the upper limit at the
maximum operating speed, Vo /Mso.

b. When the maximum operating speed,
Vo /Muo, varies with altitude, means must be
provided which will indicate the appropriate
limitations to the pilot throughout the
operating altitude range,

(Secs. 313(a), 601, and 603 of the Federal
Aviation Act of 1958, as amended (49 US.C.
1354(a}, 1421, and 1423); 49 U.S.C. 108{g)
(Revised Pub. L. 97-449, January 12, 1933);
and Sections 11.28 and 11.29(b) of the Federal
Aviation Regulations (14 CFR 11.28 and
11.28(b))

Issued in Kansas City, Missourd, on
September 9, 1983,
jobn E. Shaw,

Actling Director.
[FR Doc £3-25801 Filed $-21-8%: 845 am|
BILLING COOE 4910-13-M

14 CFR Part 21
[Docket No. 23682; SC No. 23-ACE-6])

Special Conditions; Fairchild Model
SA227 Series Airplanes To Type
Certificate No. ABSW

AGENCY: Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA), DOT,
AcCTION: Final Special Conditions.

sUMMARY: These Special Conditions are
issued to Fairchild Aircraft Corporation
to become a part of the type certification

basis for new Fairchild Aircraft
Corporation (Fairchild) Model SA227
series airplanes to be added to Type
Certificate No. ABSW. These new
models are derivatives of the Fairchild
Aircraft Corporation Model SA227-AC
airplane for which special conditions
were established as a part of the type
certification basis. Special conditions
are prescribed in the absence of
appropriate requirements for the type
certification of turbopropeller-powered
airplanes pursuant to Part 23 of the
Federal Aviation Regulations (FAR) and
to assure a level of safety equivalent to
that intended by these airworthiness
standerds for reciprocating engine-
powered airplanes. The Fairchild Model
SA227 series airplanes to be added to
Type Certificate No. ABSW are basically
the type certificated SA227-AC airplane
with different make and model of

turbopropeller engines installed or other '

airplane improvements. A Notice of
Proposed Special Conditions, Notice No.
SC-83—4-CE, was published in the
Federal Register on July 7, 1983 (48 FR
31238) and no comments were réceived
in response to this notice,

EFFECTIVE DATE: October 24, 1983,

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:

J. Robert Ball, Aerospace Engineer,
Regulations and Policy Office (ACE~
110), Aircraft Certification Division,
Central Region, Federal Aviation
Administration, Room 1656, Federal
Office Building, 801 East 12th Street,
Kansas City, Missouri 64106; Telephone
(816) 374-5688.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Type Certification Basis

The type certification basis for the
Fairchild Aircraft Corporation Model
SA227 series airplanes to be added to
Type Certificate No. A8SW is as
follows: Part 23 of the Federal Aviation
Regulations, effective February 1, 1965,
as amended by Amendments 23-1
through 23-8; Special Federal Aviation
Regulations (SFAR) No. 23; § 23.175(d)
of Amendment 23-14 of the FAR,
effective December 20, 1973;
Amendment C of Special Federal
Aviation Regulations (SFAR) No. 41
including paragraph 4.(c) and the
compartment interior requirements of
§ 25.853 (a), (b), (b-1), (b-2), and (b-3) of
the FAR in effect on September 26, 1978;
Part 36 of the FAR, Appendix F, by
Amendments 36-1 through 36-8; SFAR
No. 27, effective February 1, 1974, as
amended by Amendments 27-1 through
27-4; and the Special Conditions
adopted by this rulemaking action.

Background

On May 21, 1881, Fairchild Aircraft
Corporation, P.O. Box 32486, San

Antonio, Texas 78284, submitted an
application to msend Type Certificate
No. ABSW lo add a new model airplane,
Model SA227-PC, in the normal
category. Type Certificate No, ASSW
covers the Fairchild Model SA227-AC
airplane, approved May 8, 1981, and
other similar airplanes. The new mode!
airplane, Pairchild Model 8A227-PC, is u
derivative of the Fairchild Model
SA227-AC airplane and differs from the
Fairchild Model SA227-AC only with
respect to the make and model of
turbopropeller engines installed.

Fairchild Aircraft Corporation has
indicated to the FAA their intent to
make available additional models of
airplanes similar to the Fairchild Models
SA227-AC and SA227-PC airplanes.
Therefore, the FAA issued Notice No.
SC-834-CE on July 7, 1983, proposing
Special Conditions applicable to the
Fairchild Model SA227 series airplanes
to be added to Type Certificate No.
ABSW to preclude numerous issuances
of identical Special Conditions for type
certification of the Fairchild Model
SA227 series airplanes to be added to
Type Certificate No. ABSW.

Special Conditions may be issued and
amended, as necessary, as a part of the
type certification basis if the
Administrator finds that the
airworthiness standards designated in
accordance with § 21.17(a)(1) of the FAR
do not contain adequate or appropriate
safetly standards because of novel or
unusual design features of the airplane.
Special Conditions, as appropriate, are
issued after public notice in accordance
with §§ 11.28 and 11.28(b) of the FAR,
and become a part of the type
certification basis, when adopted, in
accordance with § 21.17(a) of the FAR.

The Fairchild Model SA227-AC is a
pressurized, low wing, twin
turbopropeller-powered airplane type
certificated in the normal category and
limited to 12,500 pounds maximum
certificated takeoff weight and a
maximum seating capacity not to exceed
16 occupants. The Fairchild Model
SA227-AC airplane also has an
authorized increase in maximum takeoff
weight to 14,500 pounds when
compliance with SFAR No. 41, as
amended, is shown.

The Fairchild Model SA227-AC
airplane included novel or unusual
design features for an airplane type
certificated to the airworthiness
standards of Part 23 of the FAR. The
airworthiness standards of Part 23 of the
FAR, which are the type certification
basis for the Fairchild Model 8A227-AC
airplane, did not contain adequate or
appropriate safety standards for a
turbopropeller-powered, normal
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category airplane. Subsequently, Special
Conaitions were developed to assure a
level of safety for the Fairchild Model
SA227-AC eirplane equivalent to that
provided by the airworthiness standards
of Part 23 of the FAR. The Special
Conditions developed were added as a
part of the type certification basis for
the Fairchild Model SA227-AC airplane.
Since the Fairchild Model SA227
series airplanes to be added to Type
Certificate No. ABSW are derivative
models of the Fairchild Model SA227-
AC airplane and differ only in the make
and model of turbopropeller engines or
other airplane improvements, the FAA
issued Notice No. SC-83-4-ACE (48 FR
31236; July 7, 1883) proposing Special
Conditions to become & part of the type
certification basis for the Fairchild
Aircraft Corporation Model SA227
series airplanes to be added to Type
Certificate No. A8SW because of the
same novel or unusual design features.

Discussion of Comments

There were no comments received by
the FAA in response to Notice No, SC-
83-4-ACE published in the Federal
Register on July 7, 1983. The closing date
for comments to the notice was August
8, 1983.

List of Subjects in 14 CFR Part 21

Air transportation, Aircraft, Aviation .

safety, Safety.
Adoption of the Special Conditions

Accordingly, pursuant to the authority
delegated to me by the Administrator,
Special Conditions No, 23-ACE-6 are
adopted for the Fairchild Aircraft
Corporation Model SA227 series
airplanes to be added to Type
Certificate No. ABSW, as foHows:
Airframe Items
1. Engine Torgue Effects

a. In addition to the conditions specified in
§ 23.361 of the FAR, the following applies:
I'he limil engine lorque corresponding to
takeoff power and propeller speed, multiplied
by a faclor accounting for propeller control
system malfunction including quick
feathering, must be considered to act
simultaneously with Ig level flight loads. In
the absence of a rational analysis, a factor of
1.6 must be used.

b. The limit torque must be obtained by
multiplying the mean torque by & factor.of

1.25,

2. Unsymmetrical Loads Due to Engine
Fallure

The airplane must be designed for the
unsymmetrical loads resulting from the
failure of the critical engine. The airplane
must be designed for the following conditions
in combination with a single malfunction of
the propeller drag limiting system, "

considering the probable pilot corrective
action on the flight controls:

a. At speeds between Ve and V., the
loads resulting from the power failure
because of fuel flow interruption are
considered to be limit loads.

b. At speeds between Ve and Ve, the
loads resulting from the disconnection of the
engine compressor from the turbine of from
loss of the turbine blades are considered to
be ultimate loads.

c. The time history of the thrust decay and
drag build up occurring as a result of the
prescribed engine fallure must be
substantiated by test or other data applicable
to the particular engine-propeller
combination.

d. The timing and magnitude of the
probable pilot corrective action must be
conservatively estimated, considering the
characteristics of the particular engine-
propeller-airplane combination.

Pilot corrective action may be assumed to
be initiated at the time maximum yawing
velocity is reached, but not earlier than 2
seconds after the engine failure. The
magnitude of corrective action may be based
on the control forces specified in § 23.397 of
the FAR except that lower forces may be
assumed where it is shown by analysis or
tests that these forces can control the yaw
and roll resulting from the prescribed engine
failure conditions,

3. Gyroscopic Loads

Each engine mount and ts supporting
structure must be designed for the gyroscopic
loads that result, with the engines at
maximum continuous r.p.m., under either of
the following conditions:

a, The conditions prescribed in §§ 23.351
and 23.423 of the FAR.

b. All possible combinations of the
following:

(1) A yaw velocity of 2.5 radians per
second.

(2) A pitch velocity of 1 radian per second.

(3) A normal load factor of 2.5.

(4) Maximum continuous thrust.

4. Flutter and Vibration Prevention Measures

In addition to the requirements of § 23.629
of the FAR, the dynamic evaluation for the
airplane mus! include:

. The significant elastic, inertia, and
aerodynamic forces associated with the
rotations and displancements of the plane of
rotation of the propeller; and

b. Engine-propeller-nacelle stiffness and
damping variation appropriate to the
particular configuration,

Note~An acceptable method for showing
compliance with the foregoing requirement is:

(1) Run a two-degree of freedom (pitch and
yaw) NASA-Type Whirl-Mode Analysis,
including variations in inertia, stiffness,
damping or equivalent functions.

(2) Supplement this by experimental
stiffness measurements of the propeller-
engine system on the flight alrplane.

(3) Demonstrate an adequate separation of
the propeller whirl and wing mode
fréquencies; or a very low degree of mode
coupling between propeller whirl and wing
modes.

(4) If adequate frequency separation or low
degree of coupling is demonstrated under (3),
the wing flutter may be investigated
independently of propeller whirl modes.
Systems Items
5. Oxygen System .

a, For maximum certificated altitudes up to
and including 25,000 feet, the following apply:
(1) If the airplane can safety descend lo a
flight altitude of 15,000 feet or less within four
minutes, supplemental bresthing oxygen must
be provided for at least one crewmember and

any one passenger.

(2) I the airplane cannot safely descend to
a flight altitude of 15,000 feet or less within
four minutes, supplemental breathing oxygen
systems must be installed and an oxygen
dispensing unit provided for each occupant.

b. For a maximum certificated altitude
above 25,000 feet, a supplemental breathing
oxygen system must be installed and an
oxygen dispensing unit provided for each
occupant.

8 Engine Bleed Air for Cabin Use

It must be shown by fault analysis and
tests as necessary, that air supplied to the
cabin will not be harmful to occupants under
any probable failure or malfunction and all
probable airplane operating conditions.

Propulsion Items
7. Componeats

Powerplant operating characteristics must
be investigated in flight to determine that no
adverse characteristics, such as compressor
stall, surge, or flameout ure present to a
hazardous degree during normal and
emergency operation of the airplane and the
engine.

& Engines

The engine installations must not result in
vibration characteristics of the engine
exceeding those established in accordance
with the type certification of the engine.

8. Control of Engine Rotation

If means are provided for feathering each
turbopropeller engine in flight, means must be
provided for unfeathering each propeiler.
Complete stoppage need not be provided if
continued rotation does not jeopardize the
safety of the airplane.

10. Engine aifd Propeller Control Systems

Engine and propeller control systems
including blade pitch control mechanisms,
emergency protective features, and other
devices intended to coordinate engine and
propeller functions must be investigated to
assure that no single failure or malfunction
will causé a hazardous condition which
would preclude continued safe flight. Failure
or malfunction of the engine, propeller, and
their control systems must not result in
propeller drag in excess of that for which the
aircraft is designed.

11. Propeller Reversing Systems

Reversing systems intended for ground
operation only must be such that no single
fallure or malfunction of the system under all
probable conditions of airplane operation
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will result in unwarranted reverse thrust,
Fallure of structural elements need not be
considered if occurrence of such failures is
shown to be extremely remote.

12. Propeller Reversing Controls

Propeller reverse thrust controls must
incorporate a means to prevent their
inadvertent movement to a reverse position.
The means provided must incorporate a
positive lock or stop at the flight idle position
and must require a separate and distinct
operation by the crew in order to displace the
control from the flight regime position.

13. Fuel System-General

The fuel system must provide for
continuous flow of fuel to the engine in
normal operation without interruption of fuel
flow due ta depletion of fuel in tanks other
than the main tanks.

14. Fuel Flow Rate for Pump Systems

8. The fuel flow rate of engine fuel pump
systems must be 125 percent of the fuel flow
required to develop the standard sea level
atmospheric condition takeoff power selected
and included as an operating limitation in the
Airplane Flight Manual,

b, The ability of the system to provide at
least 100 percent of the foel flow required by
the engines must be demonstrated when the
airplane is in the operating condition,
including attitude and altitude, which
represents the most adverse condition from
the standpoint of fuel feed for which the
airplane is designed.

15. Fuel Tank Tests

The fuel tanks, as mounted in the airplane,
mus| be demonstrated by tests to withstand
the greater of the following pressures without
failure or leakage:

a2 35psd.

b. 125 percent of the maximum air pressure
deveoped in the tanks.

¢. The pressure equivalent to the
hydrostatic head developed during maximum
limit acceleration of the aircraft with full
tanks.

d. Compliance with § 23.965 of the FAR
may be shown by analysis or tests.

16. Fuel Pump and Pump Instollation

a. Main Pumps.

(1) Any fuel pump that is required for
proper engine operation or to meet the fuel
system requirements excep! as provided in
paragraph b, Emergency Pumps, of this
section, must be considered a main pump.

(2) Provision must be made to permit the
bypass of all positive displacement fuel
pumps except fuel injection pumps approved
as part of the engine,

b. Emergency Pumps.

Emergency pumps must be provided and
immediately available to permit supplying all
engines with fuel in case of failure of any one
main fuel pump.

17. Fuel Strainer

a. The fuel strainer or filter must be of
adequate capacity, commensurate with
operating limitations, to insure proper engine
operation with the fuel contaminated to a
degree, with respect to particle size and
density, which can be reasonably expected to

occur in service, The degree of fuel filt

must not be less than that established for the
engine in accordance with the type
certification of the engine.

b. When filters, screens or strainers
susceptible to icing are incorporated in the
fuel system, a means must be provided to
automatically maintain fuel flow in the event
ice particles accumulate or restrict flow by
clogging the filter or screen.

18. Cooling Tests

The following temperature corrections
apply:

8. A maximum atmospheric temperature of
not less than 100°F at sea level conditions
must be established by the applicant as a
limitation on the operation of the airplane.
The temperature lapse rate is considered to
be 3.6°F per thousand feet of altitude above
sea level until a temperature of —89.7°F is
reached, above this altitude the temperature
is considered to be constant at —89.7°F,

b. The temperatures of all powerplant
components and engine fluids for which
temperature Hmits have been established
mus! be corrected by adding the difference
between the maximum ambient atmospheric
temperature and the temperature of the
ambient air at the time of the first occurrence
of maximum component or fluid temruqlm
recorded during the cooling tests, unless a
more rational correction is shown to be
applicable.

19. Cooling Test Procedure

Compliance with the provisions of
§ 231041 of the FAR must be established for
the takeoff, climb, en route, and landing
stages of flight which correspand with the
applicable performance regulations. The
cooling tests must be conducted with the
airplane in the configuration and operated
under the conditions which are critical
relative to cooling during each stage of flight.

a. For all stages of flight, temperatures
must be stabilized under conditions from
which entry is made into the stage of flight
for which a test is conducted, except when
the entry condition normally is not one during
which component and engine fluid
tempergatures would stabilize, In such case,
operation through the full entry condition
must be conducted prior o entry into the
stage of flight for which the test is conducted
in order to allow temperatures to attain their
natural level at the time of entry. In
particular, the takeoff cooling tests must be
preceded by a period during which the
powerplant component and engine fluid
temperatures are stabilized with the engine at
ground {dle. A temperature is
stabilized when its rate of change is less than
2°F per minute,

b. Cooling tests for each stage of flight must
be conducted until one of the following
conditions is fulfilled:

(1) Component and engine fluid
tempertures stabilize;

(2) The stage of flight is completed; or

{3) An operation limitation is reached.

20, Induction system—Ceneral

The engine air inlet ducts must be located

or protected so as to minimize the ingestion

of foreign matter during takeoff, landing
including reversing of propellers, and taxiing.

21. Induction System De-icing and Anti-icing
Provigions

The airplane must be capable of operating

t the flight power range without the

accumulation of ice in the air induction
system which might adversely affect engine
operation or cause a serious loss of power
and/or thrust in the continuous maximum or
intermittent maximum icing conditions
defined in Appendix C of Part 25 of the FAR.
Means to indicate the functioning of the
powerplant ice protection systems must be
provided.

22, Induction System Ducts

The design of the engine air inlet duct must
be such as to assure that flammable fluids
will not leak or be carried into the engine
intake in case of failure or malfunction of any
flammable fluid-carrying components on or
near the engine.

23. Exhaust System—General

Exhaust systems must be constructed and
arranged in such @ manner as to assure the
eafe disposal of exhaust gases and/or any
fire through or around the exhaust system,
without the existence of & hazard, or adverse
effects on the aircraft. Low spots or pockets
in the exhaust system must be drained
overboard 20 as to clear the airplane in
normal ground and flight attitudes. In
addition, these drains must prevent
accumulation of fuel after the failure of an
attempted engine start. i

24. Powerplant Fire Protection

An acceptable means must be pravided to
assure prompt detection by the crew of fire in
the engine compartment,

25. Powerplant Instruments

In addition to the powerplant instruments
required by § 23.1305 of the FAR, the
following must be provided:

a. Exhaust gas temperature or turbine inlet
temperature indicator for each engine.

b. A fuel flowmeter must be provided if fuel
flow is required to be maintained within
established limits by the pilot.

¢, An indicator to indicate to the pilot the
power output of each engine.

d. Position indicating means for each
propelier to indicate to the pilot when the
propeller blade angle is below the flight low
pitch position. The source or indication must

sense blade position directly.
26, Air Start Envelope

An air start envelope and sir start
procedures must be established and included
in the Airplane Flight Manual.

27. Lighting Strike Protection

The fuel and vent systems must be
designed to provide protection against the
ignition, from lightning strikes or other
sources, of flammable vapors occurring in the
fuel tanks or the vent systems.

Flight Test Itoms
28. Definition of Stalling Speeds

In addition to the requirements of § 23.40 of
the FAR. the stall speeds must not be less
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than those which would be obtained at zera
thrust.

29. Takeoff

In addition to the requirements of § 23.51 of
the FAR, the speed at a height of 50 feet
above the level takeoff surface must not be
less than the speed at which compliance with
§ 2365 of the FAR is shown.

i0. Normal Climb

In addition o the requirements of § 23.65 of
the FAR, at standard temperature the
airplane must achieve a steady angle of climb
of at least 1:25 at standard temperature plus
40°F at a pressure altitude of 5,000 feet.

1. Inoperative Engine Climb

In addition to the requirement of § 23.87 of
the FAR, the following applies: The climb
performance caﬁ:billly in terms of “Gradient
of Climb" must be determined for all .
combinations of weight, altitude, and ambient
temperatures for which approval is
requested. For takeoffs al altitudes of 5,000
feet and below, the maximum takeoff weight
muy be varied to that which provides a
minimum steady gradient, at 5,000 feet, of not
less than the following:

. 1.2% (or & gradient equal to .02Vyo*if
greater) at an ambient at 5,000
feet of 41°F. Vgo ts in units of miles per hour.

b. 0.6% [or & gradient equal to .01Vgo?if
greater) ot an ambient temperature at 5,000
[eet of B1°F. Vo is in units of miles of per
hour,

c. The variation in the minimum climb
wadients of @ and b above must vary linearly
between the temperatures of 41°F and 81°F,
This variation in minimum gradient of climb
must apply for the maximum operational
tumperature approved for the airplane.

The applicant must provide sufficient
information in the Airplane Flight Manual so
that the above requirements can be met in
sUTVICE,

d2. Balked Landing Climb

In addition to meeting the requirement of
§ 23.77 of the FAR at standard temperature,
t steady climb performance must not be
its5 than zero at standard temperature plus
40" F at a pressure altitude of 5,000 fest, and
with u climb speed not in excess of 1.4V,

33, Landing

i. In addition to meeting the requirements
07§ 23.75 of the FAR, the landing distance
tiuit be obtained in accordance with
procedures established by the applicant.
Such procedures must include n.ﬂ changes in
the airplane configuration; Le., power, speed,
drag devices, ete., except that immediately
Prior to reaching the 50-foot altitude point, a
stzady gliding approach must have been
msinlained, with a calibrated airspeed of st
lcast 1.3Vge. Allowances must be made for
time delays in the execution of the
Procedures as may be reasonably expected to
occur during service.

b. In addition to, or in lieu of, the use of
wheel brakes, the use of other braking means
tiny be used in determining the landing
tictances, provided such braking means have
been proven to be safe and reliable.

¢ If the characteristics of a device {eg., the

bropeliers), dependent upon operation of any

of the engines, noticeably increase the
landing distances when the landing is made
with an engine inoperative, the

distance must be determined with the critical
gngine inoperative,

34. Longitudinal Control end Laterul and
Directional Control

In liew of § 23.1521 of the FAR requirements
regarding maximum continuous power, the
following applies:

Maximum continuous power selected by
the applicant is an operating limitation for
use during climb.

35, Trim Requiremenls

In lieu of the requirement of § 23.161(b) of
the FAR, the following applies: Lateral and
directional trim in level flight at a speed of
0.9Vy or Vio if lower, with the landing gear
and wing flaps retracted.

In liew of the § 23.161 (c){1) and (c){2) of the
FAR requirement: During a climb with
muaximum continuous power as selected by
the applicant es an operating limitation at a
speed between Vy and 1.4Vs,.

In lieu of the § 23.161 (c)(3), (c){4), and
(c)(5) of the FAR requirement, the following
applies: During a glide with power off at &
speed not in excess of 1.4Vs,.

a. With landing gear extended and wing
flaps retracted.

aps
b. With landing gear extended and wing
flaps fully extended under the most forward
center of gravity position approved with the
maximum suthorized t.

¢. With landing gear extended and wing
flaps fully extended under the most forward
center of gravity position approved
regardless of weight.

In lieu of the § 23.161(c)(6) of the FAR
requirement, the following applies: During
level flight at any speed from 0.9Vg or Vi if
lower, to Vx or 1.4Vy; with landing gear and
wing flaps retracted.

In lieu of the § 23.181(d) of the FAR
requirement, the following applies: The other
engine operating at maximum continuous
power as selected by the applicant as an
operating limitation.

36. Static Longitudinal Stability

In addition to the requirements of § 23173
of the FAR, the following applies: Except for
showing compliance with § 23.175(b} of the
FAR, the must return to £7.5% or
410 knots, is less.

37. Climb Stability

In lieu of the § 23.175(a)(4) of the FAR
requirement, the following applies: Maximum
power selected by the applicant as an
operating limitation for use during climb at
the best rate of climb speed, except that the
speed need not be less than 1.4Vs,.

38. Cruise Staobility

In liew of the § 23.175(b) of the FAR
requirement, the following applies: The stick
force curve shall have a stable slope for a
speed range of 50 knots from the trim speed
except that the speeds need not exceed Vyef
Mec or 1.4Vy, nor speeds that require a stick
force of more than 50 pounds. This speed
range must be considered to begin at the
outer extremes of the friction band with:

. Landing gear retracted.

b. Wing fiaps retracted.

¢ Maximum crufsing power as selected by
the applicant is an operating limitation
except that the power need not exceed that
required at Vyo/Mao.

d. Maximum takeoff weight.

e. The airplane trimmed for level flight with
the power specified by the applicant in
accordance with subparagraph ¢ of this
paragraph.

39. Maximum Operating Limit Speed Vao/
Mo

In lieu of the requirement of § 23.1505 of the
FAR, the following applies: The maximum
operating limit speed, Vio/Mwo, as
established by the applicant, is the speed
which must not be deliberately exceeded in
any regime of flight except where a higher
speed is authorized for flight tests.

4. The maximum operating limit speed
must nol exceed the design cruising speed Vo
and must be sufficiently below Vas/Ms» or
Vior/Mor to make it highly improbable that
the latter speeds will be inadvertently
exceeded in flight.

b. The speed Vi /Muo must not exceed
0.8V5/Mp or 0.8V [Mar unless flight
demonstrations involving upsets as specified
by the Administrator indicate a lower speed
margin will not result in speeds exceeding
Vo /Ma or Vir/Mor.

Atmospheric variations, horizontal gusts,
system and equipment errors, and airframe
production variations must be taken into
account,

40. Maximum Operating Altitude

In addition to the operating limitations of
§ 23.1583 of the FAR, the following applies: A
maximum certificated altitude to which
operation is permitted must be determined as
limited by flight, structural, powerplant,
functional, or equipment characteristics.

4L Alrspeed Indicator

In lieu of the § 23.1545 of the FAR
requirements, the following applies:

a. The following markings must be made—

(1) The maximum operating speed, Vieo/
Muyr—a radial red line.

(2} The normal operating range—a green
arc with the lower limit at Vi; as determined
in § 23.49 of the FAR and the Special
Condition applicable to § 23.49 of the FAR at
maximum weight with landing gear and wing
flaps retracted, and the upper limit at the
maximum operating spéed, Vo /Muo.

b. When the maximum operating speed,
Vio{Muo, varies with altitude means, must be
provided which will indicate the appropriate
limitations to the pilot throughout the
operating altitude range.

(Secs. 313(a). 601 and 803, Federal Aviation
Act of 1858, as amended {48 U.S.C. 1354(a),
1421 and 1423) (48 U.S.C. 108(g) (Revised Pub.
L. 97449, January 12, 1983); and §§ 11.28 and
11.29(b) of the Federal Aviation Regulations
{14 CFR 11.28 and 11.29(b)))
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Issued in Kansas City, Missouri, on
September 9, 1983.

John E. Shaw,

Acting Director, Central Region.
[FR Doc. 63-25600 Filed 6-21-83; 648 am]
BILLING CODE 4910-13-M

14 CFR Part 39

[Docket No. 83-CE-62-AD; Amendment 39-
4725)

Airworthiness Directives; Piper Models
PA-60-600 (Aerostar 600), PA-60-601
(Aerostar 601), PA-60-601P (Aerostar
601P) and PA-60-602P (Aerostar 602P)
Airplanes

AGENCY: Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA), DOT.
ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: This amendment revises
Airworthiness Directive (AD) 83-14-07,
Amendment 39-4686, as amended by
Amendment 39-4720, applicable to Piper
Models PA-80-800 (Aerostar 600), PA-
60-601 (Aerostar 601), PA-60-801P
(Aerostar 601P) and PA-60-602P
(Aerostar 802P) airplanes by allowing
normal use of wing flaps when Piper Kit
No. 764 968V is installed. Additional
data is now available to the FAA which
shows that when this kit is installed the
airplane is controllable during power on
stalls with wing flaps extended for and
aft CG limit of 166.0. This revision
makes available an alternate means of
compliance with the AD for those
operators who do not desire to comply
with the restriction required in the
original AD.

DATE: Effective date: September 28, 1983.
Compliance: Within the next 25 hours
time-in-service after the effective date of
this AD, unless already accomplished.
ADDRESSES: Information pertaining to
this AD is contained in the Rules
Docket, FAA, Office of the Regional
Counsel, Room 1558, 601 East 12th
Street, Kansas City, Missouri 64108.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Curtis Jackson, ACE-120A, Atlanta
Aircraft Certification Office, 1075 Inner
Loop Road, College Park, Georgia 30337,
Telephone (404) 763-7407.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: AD 83—
14-07, Amendment 39-4686, (48 FR
32553, 32554) applicable to Piper Models
PA-60-600 (Aerostar 600), PA-60-601
(Aerostar 601), PA-60-801P (Aerostar
601P) and PA-60-602P (Aerostar 602P)
airplanes prohibits use of wing flaps for
all operations and limits the aft CG to
168.0 inches. Subsequent to the issuance
of this AD, additional data became
available to the FAA which showed that
when an aft CG limit of 163.0 is used, the

airplane is controllable during power on
stalls with wing flaps extended.
Therefore, the FAA revised AD 83-14-07
by Amendment 39-4720 (48 FR 39451,
39452) by adding an alternate means of
compliance which limited the aft CG to
163.0 inches and did not prohibit use of
flaps. Subsequent to the revision by
Amendment 39-4720, additional data
became available to the FAA which
showed that when Piper Kit No. 764
969V was installed, the airplane is
controllable during power on stalls with
wing flaps extended for an aft CG limit
of 166.0. Therfore, the FAA is again
revising AD 83-14-07 by adding another
alternate means of compliance which
requires installation of the Piper
modification and does not prohibit use
of flaps. This amendment provides an
option which may be used at the
operator's discretion. It imposes no
additional burden on any person and is
relieving in nature, Therfore, notice and
public procedure hereon are
unnecessary and not in the public
interest and good cause exists for
making this Amendment effective in less
than 30 days.

List of Subjects in 14 CFR Part 39
Aviation safety, Aircraft.
Adoption of the Amendment

PART 39—{AMENDED]

Accordingly and pursuant to the
authority delegated to me by the
Administrator, AD 83-14-07,
Amendments, 39-4686, (48 FR 32554) and
39-4720 (48 FR 39451, 39452) and § 39.13
of the Federal Aviation Regulations (14
CFR § 39.13) is revised as follows:

(bl' Add the word "or" following paragraph
).

2. Add a new paragraph {c) which reads as
follows:

(c) Install Piper Kit 764 969V. This kit
includes FAA approved AFM/POH
Supplement for applicable airplane models.

3. Add note following paragraph (c) which
reads as follows:

Note~Piper Kit 764 869V is not applicable
on aircraft with aerodynamic and/or power
increase modification(s),

This amendment becomes effective on
September 28, 1983.

(Secs. 313(a), 601 and 603 of the Federal
Aviation Act of 1958, as amended (48 U.S.C.
1354{a), 1421 and 1423); 48 U.S.C. 108(g)
(Revised, Pub. L. 97-449, January 12, 1983);
Sec. 11.89 of the Federal Aviation Regulations
{14 CFR Sec. 11.89))

Note.—The FAA has determined that this
document involves an amendment that is
relieving in nature and does not impose any
additional burden on any persons. Therefore,
(1) it is not & major rule under Executive
Order 12261, and (2) it is not a “significant

rule” under DOT Regulatory Policies and
Procedures (44 FR 11034; February 26, 1679).
Because its anticipated impact is so minimal,
it dos not warrant preparation of a regulatory
evaluation. I certify it will not have a
significant economic impact on a substantial
number of small entities under the criteria of
the Regulatory Flexibility Act because it is
relleving in nature and because it involves
few, if any, small entities.

Issued in Kansas City, Missouri, on
Septlember 12, 1983.
John E. Shaw,
Acting Director, Central Region.
[FR Doc. 83-25852 Filad 5-21-83: 8:45 am)

BILLING CODE 4910-13-M

14 CFR Part 39
[Docket No. 83-CE-47-AD; Amdt. 39-4691)

Alrworthiness Directives; Piper Mode!
PA-38-112 Alrplanes

AGENCY: Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA), DOT.

ACTION: Correction of final rule.

SUMMARY: This action corrects
Airworthiness Directive (AD) 83-14-08,
Amendment 39-4601 (48 FR 33247,
33248), applicable to Piper Model PA-
38-112 airplanes. This correction is
necessary because the serial numbers of
the affected airplanes were
inadvertently omitted from the
applicability statement and a wrong part
number was cited for the applicable
Piper kit in paragraph (c) when the AD
was igssued and published in the Federal
Register.

EFFECTIVE DATE: September 27, 1983.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
N. Glenn, Flight Test Section, ANE-1786,
New York Aircraft Certification Office,
Room 202, 181 South Franklin Avenue,
Valley Stream, New York 11581;
Telephone (516) 791-7144.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
Subsequent to the issuance of AD 83—
14-08, Amendment 39-4691 (48 FR 33247,
33248), applicable to Piper Model PA-
38-112 airplanes, the FAA found that the
serial numbers of the affected airplanes
were inadvertently omitted from the
applicability statement and an incorrect
part nl\:jmber was cit%d(fc))r t}l& nlxall)icable
Piper kit in paragraph (c) of the

wgen it was published in the Federal
Register. Therefore, action is taken
herein to make these corrections. Since
this action is clarifying in nature, notice
and public procedure thereon are not
considered necessary.

List of Subjects in 14 CFR Part 39
Aviation safety, Aircraft.
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In FR Doc. 83-19495 (48 FR 33247,
33248), appearing on page 33247 in the
Federal Register of July 21, 1983, make
the following corrections:

1. Restate the applicability statement
to read as follows:

“Piper: Applies to Model PA-38-112
(S/Ns 38-78A0001 through 38-79A0582)
airplanes certificated in any category.”

2. Correct the kit part number
referenced in paragraph (c) to read “P/N
763-930."

(Sec. 313{a), 601 and 803 of the Federal
Aviation Act of 1858, as amended

(49 U.S.C. 1354{a), 1421 and 1423);: 49 US.C.
106(g) (Revised Pub, L. 97-448,

January 12, 1983); and Sec. 11,89 of the
Federal Aviation Regulations

(14 CFR Sec. 11.89))

lssued in Kansas City, Missouri, on
September 12, 1983,

John E. Shaw,

Acting Director, Central Region.

¥ Doc. 532588 Filed 9-23-83; 45 am)

BILLING CODE 4910-13-M

14CFR Part 71

{Airspace Dockel No. 83-AWA-11]
Alrspace, Alteration of VOR Federal
Airways

AceNCY: Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA), DOT.

acrion: Correction to final rule.

SUMMARY: This action corrects Federal
Register Document 83-20410 that was
published in the Federal Register on July
28.1983 (48 FR 34247). An error was
noted in the description of V-26 that

was extended from Grand Junction, CO,
Gunnison, CO, via Montrose, CO. This
iction corrects that description.
EFFECTIVE DATE: September 29, 1983,

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Lewis W. Still, Alrspace and Air Traffic
Rules Branch [AAT-230), Airspace-
Rules and Aeronautical Information
Division, Air Traffic Service, Federal
Aviation Administration, 800
Independence Avenue, SW.,

Washington, D.C. 20591; telephone: (202)
426-8783.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
liislory
Federal Document 83-20410

was published in the Federal Register on
Iuly 28, 1983, that amended the
descriptions of several VOR Federal
Airways in the vicinity of Denver, CO.
V-26 was extended to Gunnisop. CO;
however, Grand Junction, CO, was
nadvertently omitted from the

description. This action carrects that
Omission.

List of Subjects in 14 CFR Part 71

VOR Federal Airways. Aviation
safety.

Adoption of the Correction

Accordingly, pursuant to the authority
delegated to me, Federal Register
Document 83~20410, as published in the
Federal Register on July 28, 1983, (48 FR
34247) is corrected as follows:

V-26 [Amended]

By deleting the words “From Grand
Junction, CO; via™ and substituting the words
“From Gunnison, CO, via Montrose, CO, 13
miles, 112 MSL, 131 MSL: Grand Junction.
CO:" and by deleting the wards “Philip, SD;

56 miles, 35 MSL, Piesre, SD, including a north

alternate: Huron, SD;™ and substituting the
words “Philip, SD; Pierre, SD; Huron, SD;*
[Secs. 307(a) and 313(a), Federal Aviation Act
of 1958 (49 U.S.C. 1348(a) and 1354(a)): (49
U.S.C. 108(g) (Revised, Pub, L. 97-449, janmary
12, 1863)); and 14 CFR 11.68)

Note.~The FAA bas determined that this
regulation only involves an established body
of technical regulations for which frequent
and routine amendments are necessary lo
keep thém operationally current. It,
therefore—{1) Is not a “mafor rule™ under
Executive Order 12291; (2) is nota
“significant rule” under DOT Regulatory
Policies and Procedures (44 FR 11034;
February.28, 1979); and (3} does nol warrant
preparation of a regulalory evaluation as the
anticipated impact is so minimal. Since this is
a routine matter that will only affect air
traffic procedures and air navigation, it is
certified that this rule will not have a
significant economic impact on a substantial
number of small entities under the criteria of
the Regulatory Flexibility Act.

Issued in Washington, D.C., on September
6, 1983,

B. Keith Potts,

Manager, Airspace-Rules and Aeronautical
Information Division,

[FR Doe. 53-25350 Flled 9-11-83; 845 nm]

BILLING CODE 410-13-M

Coast Guard
33 CFR Part 100
[CGD3-83-48)

Regatta: Chrysler Laser Classic 200,
New York Harbor, New York

AGENCY: Coast Cuard, DOT.
ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: Special Local Regulations are
being adopted for The Chrysler Laser
Classic 200 sponsored by the New York
Offshore Powerboat Association. This
power boat race will be held within
New York Harbor and adjacent coastal
waters on September 24, 1983. This
regulation is needed to provide for the

safety of participants and spectators on
navigable waters during the event.

DATES: This regulation becomes
effective on September 24, 1983 a1.10:00
a.m. and terminates the same day at 3:00
p.m. In case of postponement, the
approved rain date will be September
25, 1983 and this regulation will be
effective for the same period on
September 25, 1983.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
LTJG D. R. Cilley, (212) 668-7974.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On
August 29, 1983 the Coast Guard
published an Advance Notice of
Proposed Rule Making in the Federal
Register for this regulation (48 FR 39083).
Interested parties were requested to
submit their comments directly to the
Third Coast Guard District Boating
Safety Office on Governors Island, New
York. One letter was received before the
September 7, 1983 deadline. This -
comment will be discussed later in this
regulation. This regulation is being made
effective in less than 30 days from the
date of publication. Based on the
comments received and further Coast
Guard review several major changes
have been made to the ideas proposed
in the Advance Notice of Proposed Rule
Making for the purpose of improving the
overall safety of the event. Following
normal rule making procedure would
have been impracticable. The
application to hold a marine event was
received on August 12, 1983. There was
not sufficient time remaining to publish
proposed rules in advance of the event
or to provide for a delayed effective
date.

Drafting Information

The drafters of this Final Rule are
LT]G D. R. Cilley, Project Officer,
Boating Safety Office, and Ms, MaryAnn

- Arisman, Project Attorney, Third Coast

Guard District Legal Office.
Discussion of Regulations

The Chrysler Laser Classic 200 is
sponsored by the New York Offshore
Powerboat Association. This power boat
race will be held within New York
Harbor and adjacent coastal waters.
The event is scheduled to start at 11:00
a.m. and run until 2:00 p.m. Proceeds
from this American Powerboat
Association sanctioned race are to go
the Statue of Liberty/Ellis Island
Restoration Project. Nearly 60 power
boats in 5 classes will race around a
course designed to give the residents of
each of the New York City boroughs a
spectacular view of power boat racing.
The course will take racers from the
lower Hudson River out of New York
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Harbor under the Verrazano Narrows
Bridge, keeping to the west of Ambrose
Channel. The course will then run to the
vicinity of Romer Shoal and then head
out on an offshore leg to Ambrose Light.
The power boats will return along the
same route back into the harbor, through
Buttermilk Channel up into the East
River. At Hell's Gate the racers will
round Mill Rock and proceed back down
the East River. The powerboats will
pass back through Buttermilk Channel,
around Governors Island and back to
the finish line in the lower Hudson
River. Some of the power boats will
make several laps of this course, while
others will make shorter loops by not
taking the offshore legs. The Coast
Guard will set up a network of safety
patrol vessels using boats provided by
the sponsor, local authorities and Coast
Guard resources, A large spectator fleet
is expected despite the late date of the
event. In order to provide for the safety
of life and property the Coast Guard will
restrict recreational vessel movement in
the vicinity of the race course within
New York Harbor and out to the vicinity
of Sandy Hook. The East River and
Buttermilk Channel will be closed to all
vessel traffic for the duration of the
event.

Discussion of Comments

In response to our Advance Notice of
Proposed Rule Making several important
considerations were brought forth and
incorporated in this Final Rule. One
comment suggested that the East River
be closed to both recreational and
commercial traffic during the event. The
Coast Guard consulted local marine
interests and determined that the overall
safety of the event would be
significantly increased without causing
severe disruption to commercial traffic if
the East River was closed during the
event. Coast Guard Captain of the Port,
New York may allow commercial traffic
in this area on request if conditions
permit. A second major concern
centered on the large amount of debris
in New York Harbor which make these
waters very dangerous to powerboats
traveling at high speeds. The Army
Corps of Engineers has been contacted,
and they intend to supply the Coast
Guard information as to the most likely
location for debris to collect within the
harbor. This information will be passed
to the racers so that appropriate caution
is exercised in these high risk areas.

List of Subjects in 33 CFR Part 100
Marine Safety, Navigation (water).

Regulations
PART 100—{AMENDED]

In consideration of the foregoing, part
100 of Title 33, Code of Federal
Regulations, is amended by adding &
temporary § 100.35-312 to read as
follows:

§ 100.35-312 Chrysler Laser Classic 200,
New York Harbor, New York.

(a) Regulated Areas. (1) East River
Section—The entire East River from the
Triborough Bridge south, including:
Hell's Gate, Buttermilk Channe! and the
waters adjacent to the Battery, south of
Manhattan, bounded on the west by a
line from New York Gity Fire Boat Pier
Alpha to the southwestern tip of
Governors Island and on the east by the
Brooklyn shoreline.

{2) New York Harbor to Sandy Hook
Section—A one half mile wide strip
within the Upper New York Bay,
bordered on the north by a line
connecting New York City Fire Boat Pier
Alpha and the Conrail Terminal Tower
at the Tide Water Basin, south through
the Upper Bay bounded on the west by
the New York Harbor Upper Bay Transit
Lane buoy line and on the east by
Federal Anchorage No. 21 (Bay Ridge)
buoy line. The one half mile strip
continues south through The Narrows,
extending past the Verrazano Narrows
Bridge, At this point, the strip widens
and is bounded by a line which
proceeds from the coordinates 40°36'16"
N, 74°03'03" W on a course of 184"
magnetic to 40°34'37" N, 74°02'43" W;
then on a course of 104° magnetic to
40°34'37" N, 74°01'49"” W; then on a
course of 358" magnetic to 40°36°28" N,
74°02'27" W under the Verrazano
Narrows Bridge. The southern boundary
of this section is approximated by & line
connecting Norton Point Lighthouse and
the southern tip of Hoffman Island.

(b) Effective Dates. This regulation
shall be effective from 10:00 a.m. to 3:00
p.m. on September 24, 1883, These times
may be modified by the Coast Guard
Patrol Commander (Coast Guard
Captain of the Port, New York). In case
of postponement, the approved rain date
will be September 25, 1983 and this
regulation will be effective for the same
time period on September 25, 1983.

(c) Special Local Regulations. (1) The
East River Section as defined above
shall be closed to all vessel traffic, both
commercial and recreational during the
effective period. No vessel may transit
or remain in this area without the
express permission of the Coast Guard
Patrol Commander.

(2) The New York Harbor to Sandy
Hook Section as defined above shall be

closed to all recreational vessels.
Commercial vessels shall be allowed to
transit this area and shall'use extreme
caution while in this area.

(3) The sponsor shall provide
approximately 35 patrol (sweep) vessels
to assist in the patroling of this event.
Each vessel will fly a distinctive flag
provided by the sponsor as a means of
identification.

(4) All persons and vessels shall
comply with the instructions of U.S,
Coast Guard patrol personnel. When
signaled, the operator of a vessel shall
stop immediately and then proceed as
directed by Coast Guard patrol
personnel.

(5) The Coast Guard Patrol
Commander for this event is the U.S.
Coast Guard Captain of the Port, New
York. :
(48 U.S.C. 454; 40 U.S.C. 1655(b); 48 CFR
1.46(b) and 33 CFR 100.35}

Dated: September 14, 1983,
W. E. Caldwell,

Vice Admiral, U.S. Coast Guard Commonder,
Third Coast Guard District.

[FR Doc. 83-25885 Filed 5-21-8% 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4910-14-M

33 CFR Part 117

[CCGD9 83-04]

Drawbridge Operation Regulations;
Manitowoc River, Wisconsin
AGENCY: Coast Guard, DOT.
ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: At the request of the City of
Manitowoc, Wisconsin, and Soo Line
Railroad Company, the Coast Guard is
revising the regulations governing the
Eighth Street, mile 0.3, Tenth Street, mile
0.5, and Soo Line Railroad, mile 0.8,
bridges over the Manitowoc River,
Manitowoc, Wisconsin, by permitting
the owners of these bridges to remove
bridgetenders during periods of time
when navigation on the Manitowoc
River is negligible with a requirement
that the bridges will open on signal upon
receipt of an advance notice. This
change is being made because of a
decrease in requests for opening these
draws between the hours of 10:30 p.m.
and 4:30 a.m. during the navigation
season and at all times during the winter
months. This action will relieve the
bridge owners of the burden of having a
person constantly available to open the
draws while providing for the
reasonable needs of navigation.

EFFECTIVE DATE: This amendment
becomes effective on October 24, 1983.
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FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Robert W. Bloom, |r., Chief, Bridge
Branch, Ninth Coast Guard District, 1240
East Ninth Street, Cleveland, Ohio
41199, Telephone (216) 522-3993.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On April
7, 1983, the Coast Guard published a
Proposed Rule in the Federal Register
(FR 15185-15166) concerning this
amendment and on May 186, 1983, a
correction (FR 21975). The Commander,
Ninth Coast Guard District, also
published this proposal as a Public
Notice dated 25 April 1983. Interested
parties were given until May 23, 1983,
ind May 24, 1983, on both documents, to
submit comments.

Drafting Instructions

The principal persons involved in
drafting this amendment are: Robert W.
Bloom, Jr., Chief, Bridge Branch, Ninth
Cost Guard District, and LCDR J. A.
Blocher, Asgistant Legal Officer, Ninth
Coast Guard District.

Discussion of Comments

Three comments were received from
the Public Notice and Federal Register.
One commenter is in total support of the
proposal. One commenter requested that
the 12-hour advance notice period in
(a)(2) and {b)(2) be redueed to four hours
or even two hours because of
unpredictable departure and return trips
of vessels being tested. The 12-hour
advance notice does not restrict
waterway users from requesting that the
bridge owrfers man the bridges for the
entire period when the testing and trials
of vessels take place. Arrangements can
be made with the bridge owners for any
special openings that may be required. It
was pointed oul, by the bridge owners,
that the twelve hour advance notice
period is during the winter months when
ice forms in the counter-weight pits and
must be jackhammered out in order to
open the draws. The Coast Guard has
determined that the twelve-hour
advance notice is reasonable and will
be retained as propesed in (a)(2) and
(b)(2). One commenter is concerned that
the removal of bridgetenders from 10:30
p-m. to 4:30 a.m. would close the
Munitowoc River to vessels seekihg
shelter from rough weather and vessels
in distress. This commenter also
supgested to have the bridges operated

'y @ roving bridgetender. The City of
Manitowoc is in the process of
Constructing a small boat harbor, to be
completed for use in the summet of 1984,
outside the three bridges, thus
expanding the use of the Manitowoc
River as a harbor of refuge and
furnishing dockage for mariners without
iransiting through the draws of the

bridges. The use of a roving
bridgetender would not be acceptable,
Because of the close proximity of the
Eighth and Tenth Street bridges, the
bridgetender would be unable to see
smaller boats when he is stationed at
only one bridge.

It would also be difficult for large
vessels to hold between bridges while
the bridgetender travels from bridge to
bridge.

Economic Assessment and Certification

This final regulation has previously
been determined to be non-major under
Executive Order 12291, and also to be
nonsignificant under the Policies and
Procedures for Simplification, Analysis
and Review of Regulations (DOT Order
2100.5 of 5-22-80). The final regulation
has previously been certified under
section 605(b) of the Regulatory
Flexibility Act (5 U.S.C. 801 et. seq.), at
48 FR 15165 (April 7, 1983). No
information has been received which
changes those determinations and
certifications. An economic evaluation
has not been conducted. Since this rule
will allow the owners of the bridges to
only remove bridgetenders during
periods of time when navigation on the
river is negligible, small entities in the
area will not be economically impacted,

Lis! of Subjects in 33 CFR Part 117
Bridges.

Regulations

PART 117—DRAWBRIDGE
OPERATION REGULATIONS

In consideration of the foregoing, Part
117 of Title 33 of the Code of Federal
Regulations is amended by revising
§ 117.650 to read as follows:

§117.650 Manitowoc River, Wisconsin,
bridges.

(a) The draws of the Eighth Street
bridge, mile 0,3, and Tenth Street bridge,
mile 0.5, both at Manitowoc shall open
on signal excep! that:

(1) From April 1 through October 31,
Monday through Friday, the bridges
need not open from 6:50 a.n. to 7 a.m.,
7:50 a.m. to 8 a.m,, 11:55 &.m. to 12:10
p.m. and 12:45 p.m. to 1 p.m., except
federal holidays. From 10:30 p.m. to 4:30
a.m. the draws shall open on signal if at
least a 6 hour notice is given.

{2} From Novémber 1 through March
31 the draws shall open on signal if at
least a 12 hour advance is given.

(3) The opening signals for these
bridges are: Eighth Street—one
prolonged blast followed by one short
blast. Tenth Street—two short blasts
followed by one prolonged blast. When
signal is given by car ferry or other large

vessel to pass either of the two bridges,
the remaining bridge shall open
promptly so that such vessels shall not
be held batween the two bridges.

(b) The draw of the Soo Line Railroad
Company bridge, mile 0,9, at Manitowoc
shall open on signal except that:

(1) From April 1 through October 31
between the hours of 10:30 p.m. and 4:30
a.m,, the draws shall open on signal if at
least a 6 hour advance notice is given.

{2) From November 1 through March
31 the draw shall open on signal if at
least a 12 hour advance notice is given.

{3) Opening signal for this bridge is
two short blasts followed by one
prolonged blast.

(33 U.S.C. 499, 49 U.S.C. 1655(g)(2); 48 CFR
1.46(c)(5), 33 CFR 1.05-1{g)(3))

Dated: September &, 1983,

J. R. Kirkland,

Captain, U.S. Coast Guard, Commandar. 9th
Coast Guard District, Acting.

[FR Doc. 5325584 Filed 6-21-8% 543 am)

BILLING CODE 4910-14-M

33 CFR Part 146
[ CGD 82-023a)
Casualty Reporting Requirements

AGENCY: Coast Guard, DOT.
ACTION: Final rule. !

SUMMARY: This final rule amends Part
146 regarding casualty reporting
requirements and adopts the interim
final rule which amended the written
reporting requirements for marine
casualties, injuries and loss of life on
Outer Continental Shelf (OCS) facilities,
vessels and other units engaged in OCS
activities. This rule specifically provides
for the use of a single new casualty
reporting form which replaces Forms
CG-2692 and CG-824E. The effect of this
rule will be to reduce the paperwork
burden on the public and improve the
Coast Guard's analysis of accidents and
casualties,

EFFECTIVE DATE: September 22, 1983.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
LCDR Tony E. Hart, Office of Merchant
Marine Safety, (202) 426-6251, 7:00 am {o-
3:30 pm Monday through Friday.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
interim final rule was published on
pages 35736-35741 of the Federal
Register of August 16, 1982. The period
for comments extended from August 16,
1982 until January 1, 1883. A total of 7
comments were received; 5 of which
were from business and 2 from federal
agencies.

Two commenters pointed out
inaccuracies in the instruction section of
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the new reporting form. These errors
which referred to the wrong block
numbers in the data section of the form
have been corrected.

Another comment suggested that the
requirement to record a person's time in
the industry (Block 33A) may result only
in an estimate being given. While we
seek the most accurate information
available, we recognize that on occasion
an estimate will be the best information
available.

Paragraph 2.F. of the instructions for
completion of Form CG-2692 has also
been revised to reflect a recent change
to 46 CFR 4.05-1 which amended the
vessel casually reporting requirements.
That amendment was published on
pages 15125~15127 of the April 7, 1983
Federal Register. It eliminated from
casualty reporting requirements the
consideration of certain costs associated
with the repair of a vessel sustaining
damage as the result of a marine
casualty, X

Another commenter pointed out that
when a marine casualty is reported in
narrative form as allowed by 33 CFR
146.35(b)(1), the narrative should contain
the information required by the Form
CG-2692. We agree with this suggestion
and 33 CFR 146.35(b)(1) has been
amended to reflect such requirement.

Another commenter indicated that it
would be desirable to request whether
an “unsafe act” or "hazardous
condition” were factors in the casualty.
We agree that his information will be
beneficial in determining the cause of
the casualty and in taking action to
prevent recurrences. However, we feel
that the Coast Guard investigating
officer, during the investigation, can
develop a more objective determination
as to whether either of these factors was
present.

One comment expressed concern that,
in instances, the reporting requirements
overlap the Minerals Management
Service (MMS) requirements, and would
result in some dual reports of a single
incident. The Coast Guard and MMS
recognize this possibility and are
coordinating the casualty reporting
system for Outer Continental Shelf
activities in order to minimize
duplication of effort and to collect useful
information.

One commenter suggested limiting an
operator’s responsibility to report
accidents and provide information only
for the operator's employees.
Information and reports of accidents on
a contractor’s employees would be
required to be submitted by the
contractor. We do not concur with this
suggestion. While we recognize that an
accident involving a contract employee
will necessitate some research by the

operator of an offshore facility, we also
believe that the operator can provide the
most complete and accurate information
regarding the accident.

Since the new form has been in use
since August 16, 1982, and there are no
substantive changes from the interim
final rule, this rule is effective upon
publication. A new revision to Form
CG-2692 which incorporates the
changes noted above is being printed
and distributed to Coast Guard field
units. Until this revised form becomes
available to the public, Form CG-2692
(Rev. 6-82) may still be used.

Regulatory Analysis

The Coast Guard has evaluated this
amendment under Executive Order
12291 and the Department of
Transportation's “Policies and
Procedures for Simplification, Analysis,
and Review of Regulations™ (DOT Order
2100.5 dated May 22, 1980), and has
determined that it is neither a major nor
a significant rulemaking. This final rule
continues the interim rule issued on
August 16, 1982, The evaluation of that
rule indicated an expected annual
reduction in reports by approximately
400, and an annual savings of $8,000.
Since a report is required only when an
accident occurs, the impact on
individual entities is negligible,
Therefore it is certified as having no
significant economic impact on &
substantial number of small entities.
Accordingly, a full regulatory evaluation
has not been prepared. In accordance
with the Paperwork Reduction Act of
1980 (Pub. L. 96-511), the reporting or
recordkeeping provisions of this
regulation have been submitted to the
Office of Management and Budget
(OMB). OMB Control Number 2115-0003
has been assigned.

Environmental Impact

The Coast Guard has considered the
impact of this revision upon the
environment and concluded that the
action represents changes in
administrative matters only and has no
impact upon the environment.
Consequently, no environmental impact
statement is required.

List of Subjects in 33 CFR Part 146

Outer Continental Shelf, Marine
safety, Vessels, Reporting and
recordkeeping requirements.

In consideration of the foregoing, Part
146 of Title 33 Code of Federal

Regulations is amended to read as
follows:

PART 146—OPERATIONS
1. By revising § 146.35(b) to read as

follows: .
§ 146.35 Written report of casuaity.
» » »

(b) The written report required by
paragraph (a) of this section may be—

(1) In narrative form if all appropriate
parts of Form CG- are addressed;

(2) On Form CG-2692 for casualties
resulting in property damage, personne!
injury, or loss of life.

{Approved by the Office of nt and
Budget under OMB Control Number 2115
0003)

Authority: Sec. 4, 67 Stat. 462 {43 US.C.
1333) as amended; sec. 22 of sec. 208. Pub. L.
95-372, 02 Stat. 656 (43 1.8.C. 1348); 40 CFR
1.48(z).

Dated: June 8, 1983,

L. N. Hein,

Captain, U.S. Coast Guard, Acting Chief,
Office of Merchant Marine Safety.

[FR Doc. 83-35587 Filod 0-23-53 £45 am|

BILLING CODE 4810-14-M

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
National Park Service

36CFRParts 1,2,3,4,5,6,7,9, 12, and
13

General and Special Regulations for
Areas Administered by the Natlonal
Park Service

AGENCY: National Park Service, Interior.
AcCTION: Final rule; delay in effective
date.

SUMMARY: On June 30, 1983, the Nationsl
Park Service published two final rules
containing regulations for areas
administered as part of the National
Park System. These rules provide
guidance and controls for public use and
racreation aclivities such as camping.
fishing, boating, hunting and winter
sports, This notice delays the effective
date of those final regulations from
October 3 to December 19, 1983, to allow
for the promulgation of additional
special regulations to implement certain
sections of those rules.

EFFECTIVE DATE: The effective date of
the regulations published June 30, 1983,
is changed from October 3 to December
19, 1983.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Tom Ritter, Chief, Division of Visitor
Services, National Park Service,
Washington, D.C. 20240, telephone (202)
343-3227,

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On June
30, 1983, the National Park Service
published final regulations for areas
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administered as part of the National
Park System (48 FR 30252 and 48 FR
30291). These rules provide guidance
and controls for public use and
recreation activities such as camping,
fishing, boating, hunting and winter
sports. Certain provisions of these rules
require the promulgation of special rules
before they can be implemented. For
example, aircraft use and snowmobiling
may only be conducted on National Park
System lands at locations designated
through the rulemaking process, For
park areas whose enabling legislation
authorizes hunting on a discretionary
basis, special regulations are required to
implement a hunting program. Since
these activities are currently taking
place in some park areas, the National
Park Service is delaying the effective
date of its final rules to allow for these
special regulations to be published as
proposed rulemaking in the Federal
Register, The expected publication date
is October 17, 1983,

Dated: Septsmber 15, 1883
J. Craig Potter,
Acting Assistant Secretary for Fish and
wildlife and Parks
[FR Do, 63-25775 Piled §-21-00; &45 am]
BILLING COUE 4310-70-M

Bureau of Land Management
43 CFR Public Land Order 6461
[OR-35904)

Oregon; Revocation of Executive
Order No. 5203

AGENCY: Bureau of Land Management,
Interior,

AcTion: Public Land Order.

SUMMARY: This order revokes an
Executive order which withdrew 40
acres of land for classification in aid of
legislation. The land has been conveyed
out of Federal ownership and will not be
restored to surface entry, mining or
mineral leasing. Thus, the effect of this
order is record clearing only.

EFFECTIVE DATE: October 20, 1983.

FPR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Champ C. Vaughan, Jr., Oregon State
Office, 503-321-89085,

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: By virtue
of the authority vested in the Secretary
of the Interior by Section 204 of the
Federal Land Policy and Management
Act of 1976, 2751; 43 U.S.C. 1714, it is
ordered as follows:

1. Executive Order No, 5203 of
October 8, 1829, which withdrew the
fnl!.owing described land in aid of
legislation, is hereby revoked:

Willamette Meridian
T.4S.R.1E,
Sec. 13, NWY¥NEY.

The area described contains 40 acres in
Clackamas County.

2. The land has been conveyed from
Federal ownership and will not be
restored to operation of the public land
laws, including the mining and 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.
September 14, 1983,

Garrey E. Carruthers,

Assistant Secretary of the Interior.
[FR Doc. 83-25619 Filed D-21-85: 8:45 um)
BILLING CODE 4310-84-M

43 CFR Public Land Order 6462
[OR-35905] ;

Oregon; Revocation of Executive
Order of December 27, 1859

AGENCY: Bureau of Land Management,
Interior.

ACTION: Public Land Order.

SUMMARY: This order revokes an
Executive order which withdrew 32.99
acres of land for use by the U.S. Coast
Guard for lighthouse purposes. The land
has been conveyed out of Federal
ownership, and thus will not be restored
to surface entry, mining or mineral
leasing. The effect of this order is record
clearing only.

EFFECTIVE DATE: October 21, 1983.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Champ C. Vaughan, Jr., Oregon, State
Office, 503-231-6005.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: By virtue
of the authority vested in the Secretary
of the Interior by Section 204 of the
Federal Land Policy and Management
Act of 1976, 80 Stat. 2751; 43 U.S.C., 1714,
it is ordered as follows:

The Executive Order of December 27,
1859, which withdrew the following
described land for use by the U.S. Coast
Guard for lighthouse purposes, is hereby
revoked:

Willamette Meridian
T.228,R.13W,,
Sec. 12, lot 3,

The area contains 32.99 acres in Douglas
County.

2. The land has been conveyed from
Federal ownership without reservations
and will not be restored to operation of
the public land laws, including mining
and 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,
September 15, 1983, b

Garrey E. Carruthers,

Assistant Secretary of the Interior.

[FR Doc. 53-25821 Filed §-21-8% 845 am)

BILLING CODE 4310-84-M

43 CFR Public Land Order 6463
[OR-36191, OR-36192, OR-36193]

Oregon; Revocation of Executive
Order Nos. 5190, 5694, and 5838

AGENCY: Bureau of Land Management,
Interior.

AcCTION: Public Land Order.

SUMMARY: This order revokes three
Executives orders which withdrew
362.11 acres of land for classification in
aid of legislation. The lands have been
conveyed out of Federal ownership and
will not be restored to surface entry,
mining or mineral leasing. Thus, the
effect of this order is record clearing
only.

EFFECTIVE DATE: October 20, 1983.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Champ C. VaughanyJr., Oregon State
Office, 503-231-6905.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: By virtue
of the authority vested in the Secretary
of the Interior by Section 204 of the
Federal Land Policy and Management
Act of 1976, 90 Stat. 2751; 43 U.S.C. 1714,
it is ordered as follows:

1. Executive Order Nos. 5190, 5604 and
5838 of September 11, 1929, August 25,
1931, and April 18, 1932, which withdrew
the following described lands for
classification in aid of legislation, are
hereby revoked: ’

Willamette Meridian

T.2S,.R.6W,

Sec. 33, SE%.
T.3S5,R6W,

Sec. 3, lots 3 and 4;

Sec. 10 NEUNE Y% and SEVNEYs;

Sec. 15, NW%NEY.

The area described contains 362.11 acres in
Yamhill County. .

4. The lands have been conveyed from
Federal ownership and will not be
restored to operation of the public land
laws, including the mining and mineral
leasing laws,

Inquiries concerning the lands should
be addressed to the Chief, Branch of
Lands and Minerals Operations, Bureau
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of Land Management, P.O. Box 2965,
Portland, Oregon 97208.

September 14, 1983,

Garrey E. Carruthers,

Assistant Secretary of the Interior.

[PR Doc. £3-25620 Filed §-21-83 £45 am)

BILLING CODE 4310-84-M

43 CFR Public Land Order 6464
[OR-22030 (WASH))

Washington; Revocation of Executive
Order of September 22, 1866

AGENCY: Bureau of Land Management,
Interior.

ACTION: Public Land Order.

SUMMARY: This order revokes an
Executive order which withdrew
1,898.74 acres of public land for use by
the Department of the Army for military
purposes. The surface and subsurface
estates totaling 1,893.44 acres have been
conveyed from Federal ownership and
will not be opened to surface entry,
mining, or mineral leasing. The balance
of 5.30 acres is included in an existing
Coast Guard withdrawal and will not be
restored to surface entry or mining. The
5.30 acres have been and remain open to
mineral leasing.

EFFECTIVE DATE: October 20, 1983.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Champ C. Vaughn, Jr., Oregon State
Office, 503-231-6905.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: By virtue
of the authority vested in the Secretary
of the Interior by Section 204 of the
Federal Land Policy and Management
Act of 1976, 80 Stal. 2751; 43 U,S.C. 1714,
it is ordered as follows:

1. The Executive Order of September
22, 1866, which withdrew the following
described lands for use by the
Department of the Army for military
purposes, is hereby revoked:

Willamette Meridian

Fort Warden

T.3AIN,RIW,
Sec, 25, lot 1;
Sec. 26, lots 1, 2, and 3;
Sec. 35 lots 1, 2, and 9, and NEX4NW %,

Deception Pass

T.34N.R.1E,
Sec, 22, lot 3;
Sec. 23, lots 1 to 8, inclusive, and S¥%SEY%;
Sec, 24, lot 5;
Sec. 25, lots 1, 2, 3, and 4, and SE%SEYs;
Sec. 26, lots 1 to 10, inclusive, and
SWWSE Y
Sec. 27, lots 1 and 2;
Sec. 34, lots 1 and 2
Sec. 35, lot 1, NWNEY, and NWY%.
T.34N.,.R.2E,,
Sec. 20, lot 3;
Sec. 28, lots 3, 4, and 5;

Sec, 29, lots 1 and 2;
Sec. 30, lots 2 to 6 inclusive, SEANWY,
SW¥, and W¥%SEYe:

Sec. 32, lot 6;

Sec. 33, lot 1.

The areas described aggregate 1,608.74
acres in Island, Jefferson, and Skagit
Counties.

2. Part of lot 1, sec. 25, and part of lot
3,8ec. 26, R.31 N.,R.1 W, are
withdrawn for use by the U.S, Coast
Guard for lighthouse purposes and
remain closed to operation of the public
land laws, including the United States
;nining laws, but not the mineral leasing
aws.

3. Both the surface and subsurface of
the lands described in paragraph 1,
except as provided in paragraph 2, have
been conveyed from Federal ownership
and will not be restored to operation of
the public land laws, including the
mining and mineral leasing laws.

Inquiries concerning the lands should
be addressed to the State Director,
Bureau of Land Management, P.O. Box
2965, Portland, Oregon 97208.

September 14, 1663,

Garrey E. Carruthars,

Assistant Secretary of the Interior.
[FR Doc. 83-25822 Filed §-21-83; 8:45 am)
BILLING CODE 4310-84-M

43 CFR Public Land Order 6465
[OR-19235, OR-19474, OR-36070]

Oregon; Revocation of Executive
Order Nos. 9000 and 8042, Partial
Revocation of Executive Order No.
8651

AGENCY: Bureau of Land Management,
Interior,

ACTION: Public Land Order.

SUMMARY: This order revokes two
Executive orders that withdrew 1,280
acres of public land and a third as to
45,980.14 acres of withdrawn public
land, all of which comprised the
Boardman Bombing Range. The surface
and subsurface estates have been
conveyed out of Federal ownership and
will not be restored to surface entry,
mining or mineral leasing. Thus, the
effect of this order is record clearing
only.

EFFECTIVE DATE: October 20, 1983.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Champ C. Vaughn, Jr., Oregon State
Office, 503-231-6905.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: By virtue
of the authority vested in the Secretary
of the Interior by Section 204 of the
Federal Land Policy and Management
Act of 1976, 90 Stat. 2751; 43 U.S.C, 1714,
it is ordered as follows:

1. Executive Order Nos. 8000 and 8042
of December 26, 1941, and January 28,
1942, respectively, as modified by
Executive Order No. 9528 of February
28, 1945, and Public Land Order No, 417
of October 14, 1947, which withdrew
public lands for the Boardman Bombing
Range, for use by the Department of the
Navy, are hereby revoked in their
entirety. Executive Order No. 8651 of
January 23, 1941, as modified by
Executive Order No, 9526, and Public
Land Order No. 417, which also
withdrew lands for the Boardman
Bombing Range, is hereby revoked in
part. The affected lands are described
below:

Willamette Meridian
T.2N.R. 24 E,

Secs. 1 to 24, inclusive.
T.3N.R. 24 E.,

Secs. 1 to 38, inclusive.
T.4N.R.24E.,

Secs. 20 and 22;

Sec. 25, S%:

Sec. 28, S%:

Secs. 27 to 38, inclusive.
The areas described aggregate 47,209.14 acres
in Morrow County.

2. The land has been conveyed from
Federal ownership and will not be
restored to operation of the public land
laws, including the mining and mineral
leasing laws.

Inquiries conce the lands should
be addressed to the Chief, Branch of
Lands and Minerals Operation, Bureau
of Land Management, P.O. Box 2965,
Portland, Oregon 87208.

September 14, 1863,

Garry E. Carruthers,

Assistant Secretary of the Interior.
|FR Doc. 83-25823 Piled 9-23-8% 545 am)
BILLING COOE 4310-84-4

43 CFR Public Land Order 6466
[A-18805)

Arizona; Partial Revocation of
Reclamation Withdrawals

AGENCY: Bureau of Land Management,
Interior.

ACTION: Public Land Order.

SUMMARY: This order revokes six
Secretarial orders insofar as they affect
2,388 acres withdrawn for the Colorado
River Survey, Colorado River Storage
Project, and Yuma Project.
Approximately 2,388 acres have been
identified by the State of Arizona under
the State Indemnity Lieu Selection
Program and will remain closed to
surface entry and mining. The lands
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have been and will remain open to the
mineral leaging laws.

EFFECTIVE DATE: September 22, 1983,

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Mario L. Lopez, Arizona State Office,
602-261-4774. <

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: By virtue
of the authority vested in the Secretary
of the Interior by Section 204 of the
Federal Land Policy and Management
Act of 1978, 90 Stat. 27561; 43 U.S.C. 1714,
it is ordered as follows:

1. The six Secretarial Orders dated
July 2, 1902, August 26, 1902, January 31,
1903, August 1, 1903, October 22, 1919,
and March 14, 1929, which withdrew
lands for the Colorado River Survey,
Colorado River Storage Project, and
Yuma Project, are hereby revoked
insofar as they affect the following
described lands:

Cila and Salt River Meridian, Arizona

T.5S.R.21 W,

Sec. 18, lots 1, 2, 3, 4, EE%W4;

Sec. 19, lot 4, EYs, NEXNW %

Sec. 20;

Sec. 20, N

Sec. 30, lot 1, N%NE%,N%NE%SW %
NEY%,W%SWUNEY, E%SEWNEY. N
NWYSEYNEY.,

T.5S.R22W,

Sec. 13, ERE%, E¥¥WHRNEY E%E%W %
WNEY, EXWHERWHRWLNEY,
E%NWWYSEY, EXE:WHNWYSEY,
EXRWRERWHRNWYLSEY, WhWik
NEYUNWYUNW USEY ERNWYLNW Y%
NWYWSEY% NEY%SWYSEY EXE%RNWY,
SWHSEYe EYAWHE%NW %SW%SEY,
E%NEYSWY%SW%SEY%, E%WSNEY
SWXSWYSEY N%SEYUSWYSEY;

Sec. 24, N%N%NEYNEY.

The arcas described aggregate

approximately 2,388 acres in Yuma County.

2. All of the lands described in
paragraph 1 have been classified for
Stale Selection purposes and will not be
opend to other appropriation under the
public land laws, including the
laws. All of the lands described in
paragraph 1 have been and will remain
open to applications and offers under
the mineral leasing laws.

Inquiries concerning the public lands
should be addressed to the Arizona
State Director, Bureau of Land
Management, U.S. Department of the
Interior, 2400 Valley Bank Center,
Phoenix Arizona 85073.

September 14, 1983.

Garrey E. Carruthers,

Assistant Secretary of the Interior,
PR Doc. 63-25618 Piled §-21-83% 848 am)
BLLING CODE 4310-84-M

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS
COMMISSION

47 CFR Part 73
[MM Docket No. 83-236; RM-4324)

FM Broadcast Station in Panama City
Beach, Florida; Changes Made In Table
of Assignments

AGENCY: Federal Communications
Comumission.

ACTION: Final rule

SUMMARY: Action taken herein assigns
Channel 261A to Panama City Beach,
Florida, as that community’s first FM
assignment, in response to a petition
filed by Community Service
Broadcasters.

DATE: Effective: November 14, 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.

Report and Order; Proceeding
Terminated

In the matter of amendment of § 73.202(b),
Table of Assignments, FM Broadcast
Stations, (Panama City Beach, Florida); MM
Docket No, 83-238, RM-4324,

Adopted: August 29, 1983,

Released: September 13,1983,

By the Chief, Policy and Rules Division.

1. The Commission has under
consideration the Notice of Proposed
Rule Making, 48 FR 14673, published
April 5, 1983, proposing the assignment
of Channel 261A to Panama City Beach,
Florida, as its first FM channel in
response to a petition filed by
Community Service Broadcasters
("petitioners"). Petitioner submitted
information in support of the Notice and
reaffirmed its interest in applying for the
channel, if assigned. The channel can be
assigned in compliance with the
minimum distance separation
requirements. No opposing comments
were received.

2. The Commission has determined
that the public interest would be served
by assigning Channel 261A to Peanama
City Beach, Florida, since it could
provide a first FM service to that
community.

3. Accordingly, pursuant to the
authority contained 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 0.233
of the Commission’s Rules, IT IS

- ORDERED, That effective November 14,

1983, § 73.202(b) of the Commission's
Rules IS AMENDED with respect {o the
following community: *

Cay “o
Panama City Ssach, Flodda. .. 281A
4. It is further ordered, That this
proceeding is terminated.

5. For further information concerning
this proceeding, contact Mark N. Lipp,
Mass Media Bureau, (202) 634-6530.
(Secs. 4, 303, 48 stat., as amended, 1068, 1082;
47 U.5.C, 154, 303)

Federal Communications Commission.
Roderick K. Porter,

Chief, Policy and Rules Division, Mass Media
Bureau.

[FR Doc. 83-25785 Filed 6-21-8% 8:45 am|

BILLING CODE 6712-01-M

47CFR Part 73
[MM Docket No. 83-269; RM-4319]

FM Broadcast Stations In Blackfoot,
Idaho; Changes Made in Table of
Assignments

AGENCY: Federal Communications
Commission.
ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: Action taken herein
substitutes Class C FM Channel 247 for
Channel 249A at Blackfoot, Idaho, and
modifies the Class A license of Station
KBLI-FM, in response to a petition filed
by Western Communications, Inc. The
assignment could provide Blackfoot with
its first Class C FM station.

DATE: Effective: November 14, 1983,
ADDRESS: Federal Communications
Commission, Washington, D.C. 20554.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:

Nancy V. Joyner, Mass Media Bureau,
(202) 634-8530.

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. (Bladd@l. Idaho); MM Docket No.
83-269, RM-4319.

Adopted: August 29, 1883,
Released: September 13, 1983,
By the Chief, Policy and Rules Division,

1. The Commission has under
consideration its Notice of Proposed
Rule Making, 48 FR 14678, published
April 5, 1983, proposing the substitution
of Class C FM Channel 247 for Channe!
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248A at Blackfoot, Idaho, and
modificatioin of the license of Station
KBLI-FM, Blackfoot, to specify
operation on Channel 247, The Notice
was issued in response to a petition
filed by Western Communications, Inc.
(“petitioner”), licensee of Station KBLI-
FM. Supporting comments were filed by
the petitioner in which it reaffirmed its
intent to file for the channel, if assigned.

2. We believe the public interest
would be served by the substitution of
Class C Channel 247 for Channel 249A
at Blackfoot since it could provide
service to a wider coverage area in that
region. Additionally, we have
authorized, infro, 8 modification of the
license for Station KBLI-FM since there
have been no other expressions of
interest in the Class C channel. See
Cheyenne, Wyoming, 62 F,.C.C. 2d 83
(1976),

3. Accordingly, pursuant to the
authority contained 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 0,263
of the Commission’s Rules, it is ordered,
That effective November 14, 1983, the
FM Table of Assignments, § 73.202(b) of
the Commission's Rules, is amended as
follows: .

Channel
Gy No.

4, It is further ordered, That, pursuant
to Section 318(a) of the Communications
Act of 1934, as amended, the license of
Station KBLI-FM is modified to specify
operation on Channel 247 in lieu of
Channel 249A, subject to the following
conditions:

(a) At least 30 days before operating*
on Channel 247, the licensee shall
submit to the Commission a minor
change application for a construction
permit (Form 301):

{b) Upon grant of the construction
permit, program tests may be conducted
in accordance with § 73.1620.

(¢} Nothing contained herein shall be
construed to authorize a major change in
transmitter location or to avoid the
necessity of filing an environmental
impact stalement pursuant to § 1.1301 of
the Commission’s Rules.

5. It is further ordered, That the
Secretary shall send a copy of this
Order by certified mail, return receipt
requested, to Western Communications,
Inc.. Radio Station KBLI-FM, 75 East
Judicial Street, Blackfoot, Idaho 83221,
and to Lester W. Spillane, Esq,, Law
Offices of Lester W. Spillane, 465

California Street, Suite 504, San
Francisco, California 94104,

6. It is further ordered, That this
proceeding is terminated.

7. For further information concerning
the above, contact Nancy V. Jovner,
Mass Media Bureau, (202) 634-6530,
(Secs. 4, 303, 48 stat,, as amended, 1068, 1062
47 U.S.C. 154, 303)

Federal Communications Commission,
Roderick K. Porter;

Chief, Policy and Rules Division; Mass Media
Bureaou,

(¥R Doc. 83-25706 Flled 6-31-8% A4S am]

BILLING CODE 8712-01-M

47 CFR Part 73°

[MM Docket No. 83-411; RM-4378; RM-
4505]

FM Broadcast Stations in Kankakee
and Crete, lllinoils; Kentland, Indiana;
Changes Made in Table of
Assignments

AGENCY: Federal Communications
Commission.

ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: Action taken herein assigns
Channel 224A to Kankakee, lllinois, as

that community's second FM servige, in |

response to a petition filed by Edward |
and Joseph F. Wilk, Channel 272A is
reassigned from Kankakee to Crete,
Ilinois, to reflect its actual use there.
Additionally, Channel 269A is assigned
to Kentland, Indiana, as that
community's first local aural service, in
response to a counterproposal filed by
Stephen C. Bower,

DATE: Effective: November 15, 1983
ADDRESS: Federal Communications
Commission, Washington, D.C. 20554.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Nancy V. Joyner, Mass Media Bureau,
(202) 634-8550.

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 Broadoast
Stations. (Kankakee and Crele, lllinois;
Kentland, Indiana % MM Docket No. 83411,
RM-4378, RM-4505.

Adopted: September 7, 1983.

Released: September 16, 1963,

By the Chief, Policy and Rules Division,

1. The Commission has before it for
consideration the Notice of Proposed
Rule Making. 48 FR 20963, published
May 10, 1983, in response to a petition

! This community has been added to the caption.

filed by Edward }. and Joseph F. Wiik
("petitioners"), proposing the
assignment of FM Channel 224A to
Kankakee, Illinois, s that community's
second FM service, Additionally, the
Notice proposed the reassignment of
Channel 272A from Kankakee to Crete,
Hlinois, to reflect its actual use there.*
Supporting comments were filed by
petitioners reaffiming their intention to
apply for the channel, if assigned.

2. In response to the Notice, a
counterproposal was submitted by
Stephen C. Bower (“Bower"), advocating
that FM Channel 224A be assigned to
Kentland, Indiana, as that community's
first local aural service.?

3. Reply comments in response to the
counterproposal were filed by
petitioners, Comments in support
thereof were filed by Mid-America
Audio-Video, Inc. ("Mid-America"),
licensee of AM Station WKAN,
Kankakee, Illinois, to which the
petitioners responded.*

4. Bower contends that there is a
greater need for an assignment to
Kentland since that community has no
local aural service, nor a daily
newspaper, Further, Bower asserts that
the nearest radio facility to Kentland is
located in Watseka, llinois,
approximately 14 miles away, If
Channel 224A is assigned to Kentland,
Bower indicates it could provide service
to an estimated 5,410 persons as well as
present an opportunity for residents to
obtain timely information and local
news and weather reports, Therefore,
Bower urges that Channel 224A be
assigned to Kentland, and indicates that
if so assigned, he will apply for
authority to construct and operate a
station there,

5. In response to the counterproposal,
petitioners assert that if Channel 224A is
assigned to Kankakee, it could provide
reception service to an estimated 97,433
persons. Further, petitioner claims that
Channel 224A is the only channel
available to Kankakee, while gither
Channel 240A or 260A is available to
Kentland to satisfy that community's
desire for service. Petitioner adds that
Channel 240A at Kentland would
require a site restriction, while Channel

*Chunnel 272A, assigned to Kankakee, fllinols, is
currently being used at Crete. Illinofa, under the
former 10-mile rule, § 73.203(b).

3 Public Notice of the counterproposal was glven oo
June 23, 1983, Report No, 1412,

* Petitioneres’ response to reply comments waa
submitted aftor the close of the plerding cycle, and
is not valld since Commission ures do not
contemplate such a filing (see § 1.415 of the
Commission's Rules). Moreover I contains no new
informution 1o assist us in the resolution of this
proceeding. Thus we do not find sufficient
justification to give consideration thereto.
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269A could be assigned consistent with
the minimum mileage separation
requirements, Therefore, petitioner
concludes that the most efficient use of
the FM spectrum would be to assign
Channel 224A to Kankakee and 269A to
Kentland.

6. Mid-America, noting that it would
be subject to economic competition from
the eventual licensee of the proposed
Kankakee proposal, advocates the
assignment of FM Channel 224A to
Kentland, Indiana, since it lacks any
local aural service. Mid-America asserts
that since Kankakee has a fulltime FM
station (WBYG), a fulltime AM station
(WKAN) and an educational FM station
(WKOC), the fair, efficient, and
equitable distribution of broadcast
facilities would be better served by
providing a first local aural service to
Kentland.

7. As a preliminary matter, we note
that Mid-America’s support of the
Kentland proposal is premised on its
fear of economic harm stemming from a
fragmentation of advertising revenue
that an additional Kankakee assignment
could create. However, such concern is
not an appropriate matter at this level.
Rather, the issue should be raised at the
epplication stage. See, Bend, Oregon, 46
FR 62858, published December 28, 1981,
and cases cited therein,

8. A staff engineering study reveals
that Channel 224A cannot be assigned
to both Kankakee, Illinois, and
Kentland, Indiana, since the distance
between the communities is
approximately 32 miles, whereas a
scparation of 85 miles is required
pursuant to Section 73.207 of the
Commission's Rules. Channel 224A is
the only channel available to Kankakee,
while Kentland has two other channels
available for assignment, i.e., 240A and
269A, Therefore, we have determined
that the public interest would be better
served by the assignment of Channel
224A to Kankakee, Illinois, as its second
FM channel, and Channel 260A to
Kentland, Indiana, es a first FM channel.
Both assignments can be made
congistent with the minimum mileage
scparation requirements.

8. We believe the above determination
is consistent with the Commission's
policy favoring competition through the
authorization of edditional broadcast
services, and is consistent with the
mandate of Section 307(b) of the
Communications Act of 1934, as
amended, to provide a fair, efficient and
equitable distribution of radio services
among the various communities.

10. Finally, we have reassigned
Channel 272A from Kankakee to Crete
to reflect its actual use there.

11. Accordingly, pursuant to the
authority contained 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 ordered,
That effective November 15, 1983, the
FM Table of Assignments, § 73.202(b) of
the Commission's Rules, is amended as
follows:

224A and 260.

12. It is further ordered, That this
proceeding is terminated.

13. For further information concerning
the above, contact Nancy V, Joyner,
Mass Media Bureau, (202) 834-6530,
(Secs. 4, 308, 48 Stat., as amended, 1068, 1082;
47 U.S.C. 154 303)

Federal Communications Commission.
Roderick K. Porter,

Chief, Policy and Rules Division, Mass Media
Bureau.

[FR Doc. 8325728 Filed 9-21-83 48 am)
BILLING CODE 6712-01-34

47 CFRPart 73
(MM Docket No. 83-244; RM-4307)

Wemmhm:wkn.
Wisconsin; Changes Made in Tabia of
Assignments

AQENCY: Federal Communications
Commission.

ACTION: Finzal rule.

SUMMARY: Action taken herein assigns
UHF lelevision Channel 58 to
Milwaukee, Wisconsin, in response to a
petition filed by Harry C. Powell, Jr., as
its ninth TV assignment.

DATE: Effective: November 15, 1963,

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

* FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:

Montrose H. Tyree, Mass Media Burean,
(202) 634-6530.

List of Subjects in 47 CFR Part 73
Television broadcasting,

Report and Order; Proceeding
Terminated

In the matter of amendment of §73.608(b),
Table of Assignments, TV Broadcast
Stations. (Milwaukee, Wisconsin); MM
Docket No. 83-244, RM-4307.

Adopted: September 7, 1883.

Released: September 18, 1983,

By the Chief, Policy and Rules Division.

1. The Commission herein considers
the Notice of Proposed Rule Making, 48
FR 14699, published April 5, 1883, in
response o a petition filed by Harry C.
Powell, Jr. (*petitioner”). The Notice
proposed assigning UHF television
Channel 58 to Milwaukee, Wisconsin, as
its ninth television assignment.
Supporting comments were filed by the
petitioner and by Gary R. Geo?e. both
stating their intention o apply for
Channel 58, if assigned. No oppositions
to the proposal were filed.

2. Canadian concurrence in the
assignment of UHR television Channel
58 to Milwaukee, Wisconsin, has been
obtained.

3. Milwaukee (population 636,212),%
seat of Milwaukee County (population
©64,988) is located on Lake Michigan,
approximately 127 kilometers (80 miles)
north of Chicago, Illinois. It presently
has 6 commercial channel assignments.

4. Accordingly, pursuant to authority
contained 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 ordered,
That effective November 15, 1983, the
Television Table of Assignments,

§ 73.608(b) of the Rules, is amended with
respect to the community listed below:

City Cnannel No.

Méweikee, Wisconun 4.6 "104, 12,18,

244,30, *35, and 58,

5. It is further ordered, That this
proceeding is terminated.

6. For further information concerning
this proceeding, contact Montrose H.
Tyree, Mass Media Bureau, (202) 834-
8530.

(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, Mass Media
Bureau,

[FR Doc. 83-25786 Filed 9-23-8 &45 am}

BILLING CODE 6712-01-M

47CFR Part 73
[MM Docket No. 83-424; RM-4384]

FM Broadcast In Trempealeau,
Viisconsin; Changes Made In Tabie of
Assignments

AGENCY: Federal Communications
Commission.

' Popuistion dats are taken from the 16680 U.S,
Census, Advance Reports,
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ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: This action assigns Channel
288A to Trempealeau, Wisconsin, in
response 1o a petition filed by Greater
Trempealeau Broadcasting Company.
The assignment could provide a first FM
service to Trempealeau.

DATE: Effective: November 15, 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.

Report and Order; Proceeding
Terminated

In the matter of amendmenf of § 73.202(b),
Table of Assignments, FM Broadcast
Stations. (Trempealeau, Wisconsin); MM
Docket No, 83494, RM—43684.

Adopted: September 7, 1983.

Released: September 16, 1963,

By the Chief, Policy and Rules Division.

1. In response to a petition filed by
Greater Trempealeau Broadcasting
Company (“petitioner"), the Commission
adopted a Notice of Proposed Rule
Making, 48 FR 27580, published June 16,
1983, proposing the assignment of
Channel 288A to Trempealeau,
Wisconsin, as its first FM assignment.
Petitioner filed comments indicating that
it would file an application to construct
and operate on Channel 288A, if
assigned.

2. The proposed assignment of
Channel 288A to Trempealeau can be
made in conformity with the minimun
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. The Commission has determined
that the public interest would be served
by assigning Channel 288A to
Trempealeau, Wisconsin, since it could
provide a first FM broadcast service to
that community.

4. Accordingly, pursuant to the
authority contained 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 ordered,
That effective November 15, 1983, the
FM Table of Assignments § 73.202(b) of
the Rules, is amended, with respect to
the community listed below:

Oy No.

Tromp Wi 2884

5. It is further ordered, That this
proceeding is terminated.

8. For further information concerning
this proceeding, contact Mark N. Lipp,
Mass Media Bureau, (202) 834-8530.
{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.

[FR Doc. 83-25780 Filed 0-21-8%: 8:45 am|

BILLING CODE 0712-01-M

47 CFR Part 97

Amateur Radlo Service Rules; Walver

AGENCY: Federal Communications
Commission.
ACTION: Rule Waiver.

summARy: This decument grants a rule
waiver to permit retransmission by any
licensed amateur radio operator of
Space Shuttle audio and video
communications on amateur radio
frequencies for the exclusive use of
licensed amateur radio operators. The
waiver is necessary in order to obviate
individual waiver requests for each
scheduled Space Shuttle flight. By this
rule waiver, amateur radio operators
will gain experience in establishing ad
hoe radio links and networks to carry
the Space Shuttle information to
amateur radio licensees, thereby
increasing their technical skills for
handling disaster and emergency
communication

EFFECTIVE DATE: September 22, 1983.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Maurice J. DePont, Private Radio
Bureau, Washington, D.C. 20554, (202)
632-4964.

List of Subjects in 47 CFR Part 97
Radio.
Order

In the matter of waiver of section 97113 of
the Rules to Permit Retransmissions of Space
Shuttle Communicsations on amsteur radio
frequencies for use of amateur radio
licensees.

Adopted: September 6, 1983; released:
September 12, 1983,

By the Chief, Private Radio Bureaw:

1. By letter of July 27, 1983, the Jet
Propulsion Laboratory Amateur Radlo
Club (JPLARC), Pasadena, California,
requested a waiver of § 97.113 on its
own behalf and on behalf of all other

amateur radio clubs associated with
National Aeronautics and Space
Administration (NASA) space centers,
NASA lasboratories and NASA prime
contractors. JPLARC states that the
purpose of the waiver is to permit
manual retransmigsion on amateur radio
frequencies of aural
radiocommunications from Space
Shuttle spacecrafts d their regularly
scheduled flights. JPLARC also
requested that the waiver specifically
indicate that the retransmission is for
the use of licensed radio amateur
operators only. JPLARC said that the
retransmission would make use of the
NASA public affairs information
channel, and that permission to
retransmit this audio line had been
obtained from NASA Headquarters. A
similar request, for a ge waiver of
Section 97.113 was received on August
11, 1883, from the Kettering Medical
Center Amateur Radio Club (KMCARC)
Keneﬂngoomo. It differed from the
request from JPLARC to the extent that
KMCARC asked also for permission to
retransmit the video that is supplied
from the space craft and from NASA
mission control.

2. Amateur radio operators have a
tremendous interest in space
communications and in the space
program. Retransmission of Space
Shuttle communications affords amateur
radio licensees a unigue opportunity to
become better informed about space
communications and to feel a sense of
participaton in the United States space
program. Further, retransmission of the
Space Shuttle communications gives
amateur radio operators experience in
setting up ad hoc links and networks of
amateur stations around the country in
order to carry the Shuttle information to
interested amateurs. This experience
would be invaluable in the event of a
natural disaster or emergency in which
similar communications links were
required.

3. We agree with JPLARC that we
should so circumscribe any authority
that we grant so as to preclude
commercial interests from using Space
Shuttle communications. Accordingly,
we will limit the terms of the walver to
specify that the retransmitted
communications are for the exclusive
use of amateur radio operators.

4. We believe that the requests have
merit and are in keeping with our
statutory mandate to provide for
experimental uses of radio frequencies,
and to encourage the larger and more
effective use of radio in the public
interest. In addition, granting this
general rule waiver for the duration of
the Space Shuttle flights will obviate the
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filing of individual waiver requests each
time a flight is scheduled. Accordingly,
the waiver requests of JPLARC and
KMCARC are granted and will apply to
any licensed amateur radio operator
that complies with the following:

(a) The provisions of § 87.113 are
waived to permit retransmission, by any
licensed amateur radio operator, of
communications from a station in a
radio service other than the Amateur
Radio Service, i.e., communications
between the Space Shuttle and its

associated earth stations operating on
frequencies allocated to the U.S.
Government.

(b) Permission for the retransmission
of Space Shuttle communications must
be obtained from NASA prior to any
such retransmission.

(c) Both audio and video
communications from the Space Shuttle
may be retransmitted.

(d) The retransmitted communications
are for the exclusive use of licensed

radio amateur operators only and may
not be used by other persons.

(e) This waiver will continue in effect
for the duration of Space Shuttle flights
launched under the auspices of NASA.
(Secs. 4, 303 48 Stat., as amended, 1066, 1082;
47 U.S.C. 154, 303)

Federal Communications Commission,
Robert S. Foosaner,

Chief, Private Radio Bureau.

[PR Doc. 83-25784 Filed 0-21-8%: £45 am|

BILLING CODE 6712-01-M
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Proposed Rules

Federal Register
Vol. 43, No. 185

Thursday, September 22, 1983

This section of the FEDERAL REGISTER
contains notices to the public of the
proposed issuance of rules and
regulations. The purpose of these nofices
Is to giva interested persons an
opportunity to participate in the rule
mmzdsngpdorto the adoption of the final

DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY

Office of Conservation and
Renewable Energy

10 CFR Part 420

[Docket Nos,: CE-CP-CA003 and CE-CP-
ORO00S)

Energy Conservation Program for
Consumer Products; Cancellation of

Public Hearing
AGENCY: Conservation and Renewable
Energy Office, Energy.

AcTION: Cancellation of Public Hearings
in California and Oregon.

SUMMARY: The Department of Energy is
cancelling the public hearings scheduled
for September 20, 1983, at 333 Market
Street, Internal Revenue Service, San
Francisco, California, and for September
23, 1983, at the Edith Green Wendell
Whyatt Federal Building, 1220 Southwest
Third Avenue, Portland, Oregon. These
hearings had been scheduled in
connection with DOE's proposal to grant
California’s and Oregon’s petitions for
exemption from Federal preemption of
each State's regulation pertaining to
energy use or energy efficiency for
clothes dryers and/or kitchen ranges
and ovens (48 FR 34858, August 1, 1983).
Although DOE did not receive sufficient
interest to hold either hearing, the
respondents wishing to testify have
been notified and provided the
opportunity to appear‘at the
Washington, D,C., hearing on September
30, 1983, 9:00 a.m., at the Forrestal
Building, Room 1E~245, 1000
Independence Avenue, SW,,
Washington, D.C.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:

Michael J. McCabe, U.S. Department of
Energy, Office of Conservation and
Renewable Energy, Mail Station CE-
113, Room GH-068, Forrestal Building,
1000 Independence Avenue, SW.,
Washington, D.C. 20585, (202) 252-
9127:

Eugene Margolis, Esq., U.S. Department
of Energy, Office of General Counsel,
Mail Station GC-33, Forrestal <
Building, 1000 Independence Avenue,
SW., Washington. D.C. 20585, (202)
252-9613;

U.S. Department of Enargy,
Conservation and Renewable Energy,
Office of Hearings and Dockets, Room
GB-025, Forrestal Building, 1000
Independence Avenue, SW.,
Washington, D.C. 20585, (202) 252~
9319,

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On

August 1, 1883 (48 FR 34858), DOE

issued a notice of proposed rulemakings

and hearings on granting California's
and Oregon's petitions for exemption
from Federal preemption of each State's
regulation pertaining to clothes dryers
and/or kitchen ranges and ovens. In the

August 1983 proposal, the Department

also proposed granting the petitions

from Federal preemption from New

York, Wisconsin and Minnesota

concerning State laws for clothes dryers

and/or kitchen ranges and ovens, A

public hearing was scheduled to be held

in each State and in Washington, D.C. to
provide interested persons an
opportunity to comment on the proposed
rules. In the Notice of Proposed

- Rulemakings DOE stated that it might

consolidate any or all of the hearings if
the Department did not receive
sufficient interest concerning a
particular hearing. DOE is cancelling the
California and Oregon hearings for this
reason. DOE has contacled each
speaker and has provided each person
the opportunity to present testimony at
the hearing to be held in Washington,
D.C.

Issued in Washington, D.C., September 19,
1863.
Howard S. Coleman,
Principal Deputy Assistant Secretary,
Conservation and Renewable Energy.
|FR Doc. 8320100 Filed 0-23-43; 10:45 um)
BILLING CODE £450-01-M

NATIONAL CREDIT UNION
ADMINISTRATION

12 CFR Part 703
Investments and Deposits

AGENCY: National Credit Union
Administration.

ACTION: Proposed rules.

SUMMARY: As part of its established
policy of reviewing its regulations at
regular intervals, the National Credit
Union Administration ([NCUA) is
proposing to modify its regulations
governing Federa! credit union
investments and deposits: The proposal
would eliminate certain outdated or
otherwise unnecessary regulations
concerning investments by Federal
credit unions in certificates of deposit
issued by other financial institutions
and concerning loans by Federal credit
unions to nonmember credit unions. The
proposal requests comment on whether
and to what extent NCUA should
regulate Federal credit union
involvement with money finders and
deposit brokers. Also, the proposal
would revise and clarify existing
regulations concerning general
investment activities.

DATE: Comments must be received on or
before December 15, 1983,

ADDRESS: Send comments o Rosemary
Brady, Secretary, National Credit Union
Administration Board, 1776 G Street,
NW., Washington, D.C, 20456.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Robert M. Fenner, Director, or Steven R.
Bisker, Senior Attorney, Department of
Legal Services at the above address.
Telephone (202) 357-2030.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Background

On July 14, 1982, the NCUA Board
issued an Advance Notice of Proposed
Rulemaking concerning 12 CFR Part 703,
(See, 47 FR 30457.) The Advance Notice
requested public comment on whether
NCUA should remove or modify the
regulations presently in place governing
the manner in which a Federal credit
union may deposit or invest its funds.
These regulations are in threé sections
addressing, respectively, investments by
Federal credit unions in certificates of
deposit issued by other financial
institutions (§ 703.1), investments by
Federal credit unions in loans to
nonmember credit unions (§ 703.2) and
general rules concerning certain
prohibited or restricted investment
activities (§ 703.3). The Board received
approximately 70 comments on the
Advance Notice. In general, the
comments focused on the third section
of the regulation and supported the
retention of many of its provisions.
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As more fully discussed below, this
proposal would retain, but restructure
and clarify, the provisions of the third
section. The proposed rule would
eliminate many of the provisions of the
first two sections. Certain of these
provisions impose requirements that
either no longer serve a valid purpose or
involve matters that are more properly
decided as a matter of business
judgment by individual Federal credit
unions, Other provisions are merely
repetitious of the Federal Credit Union
Act (12 U.S.C. 1751 et seg., the “Act”).

As proposed, revised Part 703 would
consist of four sections. The first section
(section 703.1) is new and contains a
statement of the scope of the rule. This
section is designed to enhance the
reader’s ability to understand and apply
Part 703, The remaining three sections
are largely a restructuring and
clarification of the third section of the
present rule, which as previously
indicated either prohibits or restricts
certain specific investment activities
(activities that are either illegal or raise
safety and soundness concerns).
Specifically, section 703.2 is a list of
definitions of key words used in the rule,
section 703.3 sets out certain authorized
but restricted activities, and section
7034 is a list of prohibited activities.
These proposed changes are also
degigned to enhance the ability of
Federal credit union officials and
employees to understand and comply
with the rules.

The remainder of this Supplementary
Information discussion is in three major
parts. The first analyzes the major
proposed changes from the present
rules. The second describes and
explains the proposed section on
authorized but restricted activities. The
third analyzes and explains the

proposed section on prohibited
activities.

Analysis of Proposed Changes to
Current Rule

Section 703.1 Certificates of Deposit.

One important aspect of Federal
credit union investment in certificates of
deposit issured by other financial
institutions is the manner in which such
investments are made, i.e., the extent to
which Federal credit unions utilize the
services of and rely on the advice of
outside parties in making such
investments. In this connection the
current rule (at § 703.1(a)(1)) requires
_lhat a Federal credit union (FCU)
investment in & certificate of deposit
(CD) be made by the FCU “jtself." This
rule was promulgated several years ago,
apparently in response to two isolated
instances where funds placed through a

broker were diverted away from the
intended purchase of CD's and into
illegal investments. The rule now
appears unnecessary, inasmuch as it
addresses praclices that were rare, that
are already proscribed by fiduciary
responsibilities that exist under other
provisions of law, and that can be
avoided by careful business practices.
Further, the rule has not prevented
FCU's from accepting the advice of a
“money finder" or other third party.
More substantial losses have been
incurred by FCU's in recent years as a
result of relying on the advice of such
third parties. Also, the rule does not
prevent FCU's from purchasing CD's
through brokers if the purchase
arrangement is structured such that the
broker is legally acting as the agent of
the FCU. Accordingly, the “itself’ rule
as presently structured appears to serve
no useful purpose and it is proposed that
it be eliminated.

The Board is, however, concerned
with respect to the role of brokers and
money finders. Recent history has
shown that Federal credit unions may
suffer substantial losses when they
forego independent financial analysis
and rely solely on the advice of third
parties who receive fees from the
institutions for which they obtain
deposits. Also, other regulators have
expressed concerns with respect to
brokered CD programs that increased
the exposure of their insurance funds.
Further, the Board is aware of limited
instances where Federal credit unions
have utilized brokers to raise funds. For
these reasons, the Board is interested in
receiving comment on the money broker
issue. Specifically, the Board request
comment concerning the extent of
Federal credit union utilization of third
parties in investing in deposits of other
financial institutions, the negative
aspects of such third party involvement
with Federal credit union operations, the
contribution that brokers may provide to
the efficiency of federal credit union
operations, and the extent, if any, to
which the National Credit Union
Administration should regulate Federal
credit union involvement in such
activity.

With two exceptions, the remainin
provisions of § 703.1 are proposed to
eliminated as they are simply repetitive
of revevant provisions of the Act. The
exceptions are: First, Section 107(7)(d)
and 107(8) of the Act, taken together,
authorize Federal credit unions to invest
in deposits in federally insured
depository institutions, and in certain
other institutions “operating in
accordance with the laws of the state in
which the Federal credit union does

business.” To implement the quoted
language, it is necessary to dsfine those
states in which a Federal credit union
"does business.” In this connection
§703.3(c) of the proposed rule would
carry over language from the current
rule which essentially covers any state
where the Federal credit union
maintains an office, suboffice or other
manned or electronic station. Second,
the existing prohibition on “kickbacks"
has been modified, and included as a
prohibited activity in proposed §703.4(f)
(see further explanation in the
discussion of prohibited activities
below).

Section 703.2 Investment in loans to
nonmember credit unions.

This section is proposed to be
eliminated in its entirety. Several of the
sections are simply restatements of
provisions of the Act. Other sections
contain requirements, such as loan
documentation requirements, that need
not be dictated by regulation. Rather,
these are the types of practices that
represent business decisions to be made
by each FCU’s board of directors. Also,
the limitation in § 703.2(a)(3) that loans
and lines of credit have a maturity not
exceeding one year is proposed to be
deleted. Federal credit unions have
come to recognize the need for asset-
liability and liquidity management. The
proposed change is based on the notion
that FCU's themselves are best suited to
determine the appropriate maturity on
loans or lines of credit, within the limits
of the Act.

Section 703.3 Investment Activities.

Section 703.3 prohibits certain
speculative investment transactions,
such as standby commitments and
futures contracts, and places restrictions
on certain other types of transactions.
Section 703.3 was put in place in July,
1979, in response to, and in order to
prevent & recurrence of, substantial
losses by a number of Federal credit
unions as a result of participation in
unregulated transactions in the
government securities market.

The vast majority of the comments
received on the Advance Notice of
Proposed Rulemaking supported the
retention of most of the provisions in
§ 703.3. In general, the commenters
indicated that regulation of the
investment activities covered by this
section does not unduly inhibit FCU
investments and is not restricting FCU's
from achieving a market rate of return.
In light of the essential enregulated
markets for the investments
contemplated by this section, the
commenters believed it to be prudent to
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retain most of this section for safety and
soundness reasons. As previously
indicated, the proposed rule restructures
section 703.3 into the three main
sections of the new part 703—definitions
(§ 703.2), authorized activities (§ 703.3),
and prohibited activities (§ 703.4). The
substance of the definitions is
unchanged, except that the list has been
enlarged to include definitions of the
terms “Federal funds,” “Yankee dollar
deposits,” “Eurodollar deposits,” and
“Bankers' acceptances.”

Authorized Activltics—?roposecf New
§ 703.3

General Rule

Section 703.3{a) of the proposed rule
would suthorize a Federal credit union
to contract for the purchase or sale of
any security permitted for investment by
Federal credit unions pursuant to the
Act, so long as the delivery of the
security is to be made within 30 days
and the price of the security reflects the
market price prevailing at the time the
agreement to purchase is made. These
limitations are designed to prevent
unwarranted exposure to changes in
market conditions over time. Certain
conditional exceptions, also carried over
from the present rule, are proposed as
explained below.

Cash Forward

A cash forward is an a ent to
purchase or sell a particular secarity at
an agreed upon price within a specified
time in the futare. Under certain
circumstances, it may be necessary or
appropriate for a Federal credit union to
enter into a purchase or sale agreement
that involves delivery and acceptance at
a date later than the 30 days allowed by
the general rule. For example, secondary
market organizations such as the
Government National Mortgage
Association, in lining up investors for
mortgage backed securities, may find it
necessary to obtain investor
commitments more than 30 days in
advance of delivery. Section 703.2(b) of
the proposed rule would accommodate
this, by carrying over from the current
rule authorization to enter into cash
forward agreements if delivery and
acceplance are mandatory and take
place within 120 days from the date of

the agreement. _
Repurchase Transactions

A repurchase transaction is a
transaction in which a bank, broker/
dealer, or other party, “sells” securities
to an investor (in our case a Federal
credit union) with an agreement to
“repurchase” the securities at an
established time and at a fixed price.

While such an arrangement is in
common parlance referred to as a sale
and repurchase, it is more functionally
equivalent to a short term loan that is
collateralized by the securities. (The
difference between the sale price and
the repurchase price represents interest
on the loan.)

Inasmuch as Federal credit unions
may generally make loans only to
members, and considering that the bank
or other party to a repurchase
transaction is not likely to be a member,
it is necessary for such a transaction to
have legal characteristics of a purchase
of {or in other words an investment in)
the security in order for a Federal credit
union to participate. Also, the
underlying security must of course be
one, such as a government security, that
Federal credit unions are permitted by
the FCU Act to invest in.

The proposed rule, § 703.2{d) in what
is essentially a carry-over from the
existing rule, recognizes thisby -
distinguishing between “loan-type" and
“investment-type" repurchase
transactions, A repurchase transaction
qualifies as an investment if there is
some clear indication of ownership by
the FCU of the securities, such as a
transfer of the securities to the FCU or a
third party custodian or, in the case of a
“book/entry” transaction (where
ownership is recorded with a local
Federal Reserve Bank) a book-entry
notation of the FCU's ownership. This
should facilitate the availability of
repurchase transactions with local
banks or other reputable dealers as an
additional cash management tool for
Federal credit unions.

Reverse Repurchase Transactions

A reverse repurchase transaction is a
transaction whereby a Federal credit
union borrows funds for a fixed period
and pledges securities [normally U.S.
Government securities) owned by it as
collateral. As with all borrowing, a
reverse repurchase transaction is
subject to Section 107(9) of the Act (12
U.S.C. 1757(9)) which provides that
aggregate borrowings by a Federal
credit union may not exceed 50 percent
of it paid-in and unimpaired capital
and surplus, Section 107(8) also provides
that FCU borrowing must be in
accordance with such rules and
regulations as prescribed by the NCUA
Board.

The proposed § 703.3(e) eliminates the
requirement from the current rule that
the funds borrowed through a reverse
repurchase transaction not be invested
in credit union service organizations.
(Investments in such organizations are
authorized by section 107(7)(1) of the Act
(12 US.C. 1757(7)(1)) and are subject to

the limitations of § 701.27 of the NCUA's
regulation (12 CFR 701.27)).) This
limitation was originally included in the
rule because the investments authorized
by section 107(7}(I) are not readily
markelable and because investments in
such organizations were, at that time,
designed for capitalization rather than
return on investment. The Board
believes that these types of investment
decisions should be made by an FCU's
board of directors rather than dictated
by regulation and, therefore; proposes to
eliminate this limitation,

The proposed rule also eliminates the
provision of the preésent rule establishing
that the maximum amount of funds that
may be borrowed under a reverse
repurchase transaction for investment or
deposit is 10 percent of paid-in and
unimpaired capital and surplus, The
purpose of this limitation was lo ensure
that FCU's liquidity would not be
imparied by borrowing and investing the
borrowed funds in permissible
investments or deposits. It is the Board's
view that liquidity management is a
function that FCU boards are
particularly sensitive to and one that is
best served by providing FCU's with
needed flexibility.

Finally with respect to reverse
repurchase transactions, proposed
§ 703.3(e) would retain the requirement
of the current § 703.3(b)(6) that any
security collateralizing the reverse
repurchase transaction or any
investment or deposit made with the
borrowed reverse repurchase funds
have a maturity date not later than the
settlement date (i.e., the "resale”date)
for the reverse repurchase transaction.
Prior to the promulgation of this rule, the
practice of borrowing with short term
maturities and investing with long term
maturities had caused significant losses
for FCU's and ultimately resulted in
losses to the National Credit Union
Share Insurance Fund {"NCUSIF").
Before the current rule imposed this
limitation, FCU's attempted to arbitrage
using reverse repurchase transactions.
FCU’s were successful until money
market conditions resulted in inverted
yield curves (short term rates higher
than long term rates), leaving FCU's
with long term investments (GNMA's
etc.) paying low rates and short term
borrowings funding these investments at
high interest rates. This resulted in a
negative arbitrage position and
produced substantial losses for these
FCU's involved in such activities.
Speculative activities of this nature are
not consistent with sound credit union
management and place the ultimate risk
on the NCUSIF. For these reasons, and
based on the comments received in
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response o the advance notice of
proposed rulemaking, the board is
proposing to retain this limitation in the
rule.

Federal Funds

A "sale” of “Federal funds™ by a
Federal credit union is simply a short
term transfer of funds to a financial
institution in which an FCU is legally
authorized to make deposits pursuant to
section 107(8) of the Act (12 US.C.
1757(8)) with the financial institution
agreeing to repay the funds plus interest
at a market rate to the FCU one or more
business days later. Presently, the
authority for Federal funds sales is
provided in NCUA Interpretive Ruling
81-2, 48 FR 14887, March 3, 1981. For
purposes of simplicity and uniformity
the Board proposes to codify the
authority in § 703.3(f) of the proposed
rule, >

Yankee Dollar Deposits

Yankee dollar deposits are deposits in
United States branches of foreign banks
and in United States subsidiaries (of
foreign banks) chartered under state
law, If the branch or subsidiary is FDIC
or FSLIC insured, or is a state bank,
trust company or mutual savings bank
operating in accordance with the laws of
the state in which the FCU maintains a
facility (defined in proposed § 703.3(n)),
investment in a deposit in such an
institution (a “Yankee dollar deposit"”) is
euthorized pursuant to the plain
language of sections 107(7)(D) and 107(8)
of the Act. The proposed regulation, at
§ 703.3(g), clarifies these points.

Eurodollar Deposits

Eurodollar deposits are dollar
denominated deposits in branches of
United States banks located outside the
United States or foreign banks or
branches located outside the United
States. It is NCUA's current position
that such deposits are not authorized for
Federal credit unions. The Board has
concluded, however, that it may
authorize such deposits in cases where
the parent bank is a financial institution
in which investment by a Federal credit
union is authorized pursuant to sections
107(7)(D) and 107(8) of the Act.
Accordingly. § 703.3(h) of the proposed
rule would, if adopted, authorize such
deposits.

The Board is, however, concerned
with respect to risk factors involved in
Eurodollar deposits—credit risk,
liguidity /rate risk, country (sovereign)
risk, and general risk associated with
the increased operational complexity of
Eurodollar transactions. In light of these
factors, the Board requests comment on
whether Eurodollar deposits, if

authorized, should be considered risk
assels for purposes of the reserve
requirements imposed by section 116 of
the FCU Act (12 U.S.C. 1762).

Prohibited Activities—Proposed § 703.4
Standby Commitments

Standby commitments are prohibited
by the current rule. Commenters on the
advance notice of proposed rulemaking
generally agreed that because of the
speculative nature of stand
commitments, this prohibition should be
continued. Typically, a standby
commitment works as follows. An
investor is given a specified sum of up-
front money in consideration for the
investor's agreement to “stand by" to
purchase cerlain securities at some
future date and at a specified price, if
called on to do so, Prior to the rule
prohibiting this type of transaction,
FCU’s entering into standby
commitments gambled that the market
price of the securities (primarily
government securities, e.g. GNMA's)
would increase and, therefore, they
would nol be called on 1o purchase the
securities at the agreed on price since
those prices would be below market. If
all worked well, an FCU would be able
to generate income [the up-front fes)

without having to invest any of its funds.

Such speculative transactions resulted,
however, in significant losses to many
FCU's when, instead of the price of the
securities rising, the prices fell (i.e.,
interest rates rose, causing the price of
the securities to fallj and FCU's were
required to purchase the securities
pursuant to the standby commitment at
the contract price which was well above
the market price. Most FCU's did not
have readily available funds to purchase
the securities and were therefore forced
to borrow. They borrowed the funds by
way of reverse repurchase transactions.
As interest rates continued to rise the
value of their securities continued to fall
(since their securities carried lower
interest rates) and the spread between
borrowed funds (the reverse
repurchases) and the income generated
from the purchased securities grew ever
wider resulting in large losses. These
losses were not limited to the FCU'’s
involved but instead resulted in costs to
the NCUSIF when the FCU's were
liquidated or provided with special
essistance. In light of these
considerations, the proposed rule
generally prohibits Federal credit union
involvement in standby commitments.
It should be noted, however, that
FCU's are not prohibited from selling
their members' consumer and mortgage
loans by way of standby commitments
entered into with third parties. Under

these arrangements an FCU could make
mortgage loans at established rates and
in turn be assured that a third party
would purchase those loans at a
predetermined standby commitment
price. Section 703.2(a) facilitates this
activity by excluding loans to members
from the definition of security.

Futures Contracts

A futures contract is a standardized
agreement offered on one of the futures
exchanges to buy or sell an underlying
investment at an established future date
and at a specified price. Futures
contracts can have utility under certain
circumstances as an asset liability
management tool. For example,
institutions with a high proportion of
fixed rate mortgage loans or other long-
term assets may wish to use futures
contracts to ensure a future cost of
funds that is consistent with its
expecied return on assets. Use of futures
centracts for such purposes is complex
and generally not well understood.
Other uses of futures contracts ere
speculative in nature. For these reasons,
and because credit unions generally
would not appear to have a need to
engage in futures contracts, the current
rule’s prohibition against futures
contracts is carried over in proposed
§ 703.4(b). The NCUA Board welcomes
comments, however, on whether and to
what extent it would be appropriate to
permit investments in futures contracts.

Adjusted Trading

Adjusted trading is a practice in
which an investor sells a security at an
inflated price above the market price
and simultaneously purchases a security
at an inflated price. The principal
purpese of the transaction is to hide or
defer losses. The losses are deferred and
are not recorded in the accounting
period during which they are incurred.
The adjusted trade is a
misrapresentation of the balance sheet
and, therefore, is not in accordance with
“full and fair disclosure™ required by
§ 702.3 of the NCUA rules and
regulations (12 CFR 702.3). Section
703.4(c) of the proposed rule continues
the prohibition of this practice contained
in the current rule.

Short Sales

A short sale involves the sale of a
security nol owned at the time of the
sale. The seller is speculating that at
some fime before delivery of the security
is required the price of the security will
fall, thereby enabling the seller to
purchase the security at a price below
the price that he will in turn be able to
sell it for pursuant to the short sale. The
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practice of engaging in short sales is
considered speculative and unsafe and
unsound. The proposed rule, at

§ 703.4(d), carries over the present rule's
prohibition against short sales.

Bankers' Acceptances

Bankers' Acceptances (“BA's") are
negotiable time drafts created originally
to finance forelgn trade and, more
recently, used to provide workin
capital for businesses, BA's are drawn
on (usually against a line of credit) and
accepted by a bank that, by accepting
the draft, assumes an irrevocable
obligation to make payment on the drafl
at maturity (the drawer has a contingent
lability).

It does not appear that BA's are
within the scope of investments
authorized by the FCU Act, The
proposed rule, § 703.4(e), reflects this
prohibition. BA's are considered to be
evidences of indebtedness of the
drawer. Inasmuch as FCU's are of
course authorized to make loans to
members, the rule is not intended to
prohibit the purchase of a BA where the
FCU's member is the drawer,
Kickbacks

Section 703.4(f) of the proposed rule
would prohibit the receipt of pecuniary
benéfits by an FCU's directors, officials,

Ltommittee members, employees or
relatives of such individuals in
connection with the making of an
investment or deposit by the FCU. It is
the intent of this provision to ensure that
investment and deposit decisions are
made strictly in the best interests of the
FCU and its members and not the
personal interests of those individuals
involved in the investment decision.

The proposal to add a prohibition
against kickbacks is not based on
specific instances of abuse. Indeed, the
Board is confident that such practices
generally do not take place in credit
unions. A general prohibition against
kickbacks was not included in the
previous rule inasmuch as it was
assumed that any isolated instances
could be addressed by NCUA, using its
cease and desist and other statutory
enforcement powers, as unsafe and
unsound practices. Recent court
decisions affecling comparable powers
of the other financial regulators have,
however, called into question the utility
of this approach by suggesting that a
practice is unsafe and unsound only if it
threalens the financial viability of the
institution (See, Gulf Federal Savings
and Loan Assoc, v. FHLBB, 851 F.2d 259
(5th Cir. 1981)). Accordingly, it appears
that it may be in the interests of the
NCUSIF and Federal credit unions
generally to establish a regulatory

prohibition, thus ensuring NCUA's
-ability to correct any abuses.

Interpretive Ruling and Policy Statement
79-4—Investments

The purpose of IRPS 794 was to
elaborate on the provisions of the
current § 703.3 and to establish
accounting procedures to be used in
conjunction with the investments
aunthorized by the rule, The accounting
procedures have since been
incorporated into the Accounting
Manual for Federal Credit Unions. In
light of that change and the
clarifications contained in the proposed
rule, the Board proposes to, and requests
comment on whether it should, repeal
IRPS 79-4.

Regulatory Procedures

The NCUA Board has determined and
certifies that the proposed amendments,
if adopted, will not have a significant
economic impact on & substantial
number of small credit unions because
the rule would increase their
management flexibility, increase their
competitive positions and reduce their
paperwork burdens. A regulatory
flexibility analysis is not required. 5
U.S.C. 803(a), 604(a).

Inasmuch as the proposed rule would
reduce burdens and a delay would
cause unnecessary harm, the NCUA
Board finds that full and separate
consideration of all the requirements of
the Financial Regulation Simplification
Act is impracticable. Most of these
policies, however, have been considered
by the Board as set-forth in the above
discussion.

List of Subjects in 12 CFR Part 703
Credit unions, Investments.
Duted: September 7, 1983.
Rosemary Brady.
Secretary of the Board,
Accordingly, it is proposed that 12
CFR Part 703 be revised to read as set
forth below:

PART 703—INVESTMENT AND
DEPOSIT ACTIVITIES

Sec.
7031 Scope,
7032 Definitions.
7033 Authorized activities,
7034 Prohibited gotivities.
Authority: 12 U.8.C. 1757 (7) (8). and 1766
{a).

§703.1 Scope.

Sections 107(7) and 107(8) of the
Federal Credit Union Act (12 U.S.C.
1757(7), 1757(8)) set forth those
securities, deposits, and other
obligations in which Federal credit

unions may invest. Included are
securities issued or fully guaranteed by
the United States Government or any of
its agencies, shares of central credit
unions and any federally insured credit
union, accounts in other federally
insured financial institutions, and other
specified investments. This part
interprets several of the provisions of
sections 107(7) end 107(8) and places
certain limits on the types of
transactions that Federal credit unions
may enter into in connection with the
purchase and sale of authorized
securities. This part does not apply to
investments in loans to members, which
are governed by § 701.21 (12 CFR
701.21). Also, other sections of NCUA's
regulations affect certain specific
investments. For example, investments
in credit union service organizations are
regulated by § 701.27 (12 CFR 701.27),
and investments in fixed assets are
regulated by § 701,36 (12 CFR 701.36).

§703.2 Definitions.

For purposes of this part:

(a) Security means any security,
obligation, account, deposit, or other
item authorized for investment by a
Federal credit union pursuant to section
107(7) or 107(8) of the Act other than
loans to members.

(b) Standby commitment means a
commitment to purchase or sell a
security at a future date, whereby the
buyer is required to accept delivery of
the security at the option of the seller.

{c) Cash forward agreement means an
agreement to purchase or sell a security
with delivery and acceptance being
mandatory and at & future date in
excess of thirty (30) days from the trade
date.

(d) Repurchiase transaction means a
transaction in which a Federal credit
union agrees to purchase a securily from
a vendor and to resell the same or an
identical security to that vendor at a
later date. A repurchase transaction
may be of two types:

(1) Investment-type repurchase
transaction means a repurchase
transaction where the Federal credit
union purchasing the security takes
physical possession of the security, or
receives written confirmation of the
purchase and a custodial or safekeeping
receipt from a third party undera
written bailment for hire contract, or is
recorded as the owner of the security
through the Federal Reserve Book-Entry
System;

(2) Loan-type repurchase transaction
means any repurchase transaction that
does not qualify as an investment-type
repurchase transaction.
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(e) Reverse repurchase transaction
means a transaction whereby a Federal
credit union agrees to sell a security loa
purchaser and to repurchase the same or
an identical security from that purchaser
at a future date and at a specified price,

(f) Futures contract means a contract
for the future delivery of commodities,
including certain government securities,
sold on commodities exchanges.

() Trade date means the?:le a
Federal credit union originally agrees,
whether orally or in writing, to enter
into the purchase or sale of a security.

(h) Settlement date means the date
originally agreed to by a Federal credit
union and a vendor for settlement of the
purchase or sale of a security.

(1) Maturity date means the date on
which a security matures, and shall not
mean the call date or the average life of
the security.

(}) Adjusted trading means any
method or transaction used to defer a
loss whereby a Federal credit union
sells a security to a vendor at a price
above its current market price and
simullaneously purchases or commits to
purchase from \ge vendor another
security at a price above its current
market price.

(k) Bailment for hire contract means a
contract whereby a third party, bank, or
other financial institution for a fee
agrees to exercise ordinary care in
protecting the securities held in
safekeeping for its customers.

(1) Short sale means the sale of
security not owned by the seller.

(m) Market price means the last
us;gbliahed price at which a security is
sold.

(n) Facility means the home office of a
Federal credit union or any suboffice
thereof, including but not necessarily
limited to a wire service, telephonic
station, or mechanical teller station.

(0) Federal funds transaction means a
short term or open-ended transfer of
funds to a financial institution specified
in section 107(8) of the Federal Credit
Union Act. The transfer is considered
the sale of Pederal funds.

(p) Yankee Dollar deposit means a
deposit in a United States branch of a
foreign bank licensed to do business in
the state in which it is Jocated, or a
deposit in a state chartered, foreign
controlled bank.

. |9) Euradoliar deposit means a
deposit in a foreign branch of a United
States depository institution.

(r) Bankers' Acceptance means a time
draft drawn on and accepted by a bank.

§703.3 Authorized Activities.

(2) A Federal credit union may
contract for the purchase or sale of a
security provided that:

(1) The delivery of the security is to be
made within thirty (30) days from the
trade date; and

(2) The price of the security at the
time of purchase is the market price.

(b) A Federal credit union may enter
into a cash forward agreement to
purchase or sell a security, provided
that:

(1) The period from the trade date to
the settlement date does not exceed one
hundred and twenty [120) days;

{2) If the credit union is the purchaser,
it has written cash flow projections
evidencing its ability to purchase the
security;

(3) If the credit union is the seller, it
owns the security on the trade date; and

{4) The cash forward agreement is
;euled on a cash basis at the settlement

ate.

{c) A Federal credit union may invest
in deposit accounts of those financial
institutions enumerated in sections
107(7) and 107(8) of the Federal Credit

. Union Act, provided that, in the case of

institutions the accounts of which are
not insured by the Federal Deposit
Insurance Corporation or the Federal
Savings and Loan Insurance
Corporation, such institutions are
operating in accordance with the laws of
a state in which the Federal credit union
maintains a facility.

(d) A Federal credit union may enter
into an investment-type repurchase
transaction provided the purchase price
of the security obtained in the
transaction is at or below the market
price, A repurchase transaction not
qualifying as an investment-type will be
considered a loan-type repurchase
transaction subject to the limitations of
section 107(5) of the Act.

(e) A Federal credit union may enter
into a reverse repurchase transaction,
provided that any security purchased
with the funds obtained from the
transaction or any security
collateralizing the transaction has a
maturity date not later than the
settlemont date for the reverse
repurchase transaction, A reverse
repurchase transaction is & borrowing
transaction subject to the limitations of
section 107(8) of the Act.

(f) A Federal credit union may sell
Federal funds to a financial institution
specified in section 107(8) of the Act
provided that the interest or other
consideration received from the
financial institution is at the market rate
for Federal funds transactions and that
the transaction has an overnight
malturity or the credit union is able to
require repayment at any time.

(2) A Federal credit union may invest
in Yankee Dollar deposits provided that
the financial institution in which the

deposil is placed is insured by either the
Federal Deposit Insurance Corporation
or the Federal Savings and Loan
Insurance Corporation or is a State
bank, trust company, or mutual savings
bank operating in accordance with the
laws of the state(s) in which the Federal
credit union maintains a facility,

(h) A Federal credit union may invest
in Eurodollar deposits provided the
financial institution in which the deposti
is placed is insured by either the Federal
Deposit Insurance Corporation or the
Federal Savings and Loan Insurance
Corporation or is a State bank, trust
company, or mutual savings bank
operating in accordance with the laws of
the state(s) in which the Federal credit
union maintains a facility.

§703.4 Prohibited Activities.

(a) A Federal credit union may not
enter into a standby commitment to
purchase or sell a security.

[b) A Federal credit union may not
buy or sell a futures contract.

(c) A Federal credit union may not
engage in adjusted trading.

(d) A Federal credit union may not
engage in a short sale.

(e) A Federal credit union may not
invest in bankers' acceptance.

(f} A Federal credit union's directors,
officials, committee members,
employees, and immediate family
members of such individuals, may not
receive pecuniary consideration in
connection with the making of an
investment or deposit by the Federal
credit union.

[FR Doc. 6325063 Filed §-21-8% 8:45 am)
BULING CODE 7635-01-M

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
Federal Aviation Administration
14 CFR Part 39

[Docket No. 83-NM-57-AD]

Airworthiness Directives; British
Acrospace Alrcraft Group Model HS/
BH/DH 125 Series 1A, 400A, F4008,
GO0A, and 700A Airplanes

AGENCY: Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA), DOT.

ACTION: Notice of proposes rulemaking.

sUMMARY: This notice proposed an
airworthiness directive (AD) that would
require a change of the source of direct
current electrical supply for the fuel
computers on certain British Aerospace
Aircraft Group, Hatfield-Chester
Division Model HS/BH/DH 125 series
1A, 400A, F400B, 800A. and 700A
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airplanes. This change would prevent
the loss of both fuel computers due to a
single fuse failure. If both fuel computers
fail the flight crew will be unable to
determine the amount of available fuel.

PATES: Comments must be received no
later than November 8, 1983.
ADDRESSES: The applicable service
information and copies may be obtained
from British Aerospace, Inc., Librarian,
Box 17414, Dulles International Airport,
Washington, D.C. 20041, or may also be
examined at FAA, Northwest Mountain
Region, 17900 Pacific Highway South, C-
68968, Seattle, Washington 98168.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Mr. Sulmo Mariano, Foreign Aircraft
Certification Branch, ANM-150S, Seattle
Aircraft Certification Office, FAA.
Northwest Mountain Region, 9010 East
Marginal Way South, Seattle,
Washington, telephone (206) 767-2530.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Comments invited

Interested persons are invited to
participate in the making of the
proposed rule by submitting such
written data, views, or arguments as
they may desire. Communications
should identify the regulatory docket or
notice number and be submitted in
duplicate to the address specified
below. All communications received on
or before the closing date for comments
will be considered by the Administrator
before taking action on the proposed
rule, The proposal contained in this
notice may be changed in light of
comments received. All comments
submitted will be available, before and
after the closing date for comments, in
the Rules Docket for examination by
interested persons. A report
summarizing each FAA-public contact
concerned with the substance of the
proposed AD will be filed in the Rules
Docket.

Availability of NPRM'S

Any person may obtain a copy of this
Notice of Proposed Rulemaking (NPRM)
by submitting a request to the FAA,
Northwest Mountain Region, Office of
the Regional Counsel, Attention:
Airworthiness Rules Docket, Docket No.
83-NM-57-AD, 17900 Pacific Highway
South, C-88066, Seattle, Washington
981068,

Discussion: The manufacturer has
determined that failure of a single fuse
could result in the loss of both fuel
computers if their source of direct power
is from the PE2 busbar. If both
computers should fail, the status of
available fuel and location of the fuel
becomes indeterminable. The Civil
Aviation Authority of the United

Kingdom has classified British
Aerospace Aircraft Group, Hatfield-
Chester Division 125 Series Service
Bulletin 24-225-{2747) as mandatory.
The service bulletin prescribes that the
electrical power supply to No. 1 and No.
2 engine fuel computers be transferred
from the PE2 busbar supply to the PE
busbar. This entails moving fuses and
rewiring of the aircraft associated
electrical circuits,

Since these conditions are likely to
exist or develop on airplanes of this
model registered in the United States, an
AD is proposed that would require
transferring the power supply to the fuel
computers from the PE2 busbar to the PE
busbar.

It is estimated that 45 U.S, registeréd
airplanes will be affected by this AD,
that it will take approximately 8
manhours to accomplish the required
actions, and that the average labor cost
will be $35 per manhour. The kit
materials are estimated at $500 per
airplane. Based on these figures, the
total cost impact of this AD on the U.S,
operators Is estimated to be $35,100. For
these reasons, the proposed rule is not
considered to be a major rule under the
criteria of Executive Order 12291, Few
small entities within the meaning of the
Regulatory Flexibility Act would be
affected.

List of Subjects in 14 CFR Part 39
Aviation safety, Aircaft.

The Proposed Amendment

Accordingly, the Federal Aviation
Administration proposes to amend
§ 39.13 of Part 39 of the Federal Aviation
Regulations (14 CFR 39.13) by adding the
following new Airworthiness Directive:

Brilish Aerospace Aircraft Group: Applies to
all Model HS 125 airplanes series 1A
through 700 as listed in British Aerospace
125 series service bulletin 24-225-{2747),
certificated In all categories, Compliance
is required as indicated, unless already
accomplished.

To prevent power being lost to both fuel
computers by a single fuse failure.
accomplish the following:

1. Modlify the fuel computers direct current
power supply electrical circuits within the
next 500 hours time in service or one year,
whichever occurs first after the effective date
of this AD, in accordance with paragraph 2,
Accomplishment Instructions, of British
Aerospace Aircraft Group, Hatfield-Chester
Division HS 125 Series Service Bulletin 24—
225-(2747) dated October 17, 1880.

2 Alternate means of compliance which
provide an equivalent level of safety may be
used when approved by the Manager, Seattle
Aircraft Certification Office, FAA, Northwest
Mountain Region.

3. Special flight permits may be issued in
accordance with FAR 21.197 and 21.199 to
operate airplanes to a base for the

accomplishment of inspections and/or
modifications required by this AD.
(Secs. 313(a), 314{a), 801 through 610, and
1102 of the Federal Aviation Act of 1658 (49
U.S.C. 1354(a). 1421 through 1430, and 1502);
48 U.S.C. 1068{g) (Revised, Pub. L. 97-440,
January 12, 1963); and 14 CFR 11.85)
Note—For the reasons discussed earlier in
the preambie, the FAA has determined that
this document (1) Involves a proposed
regulation which is not major under
Executive Order 12291 and (2) isnot a
significant rule pursuant to the Department of
Transportation Regulatory Policies and
Procedures (44 FR 11034; February 26, 1979);
and It is certified under the criteria of the
Regulatory Flexibility Act that this proposed
rule, if promulgated, will not have a
significant economic impact on a substantial
number of small entities. A regulatory
evaluation has been p red and has been
placed in the public d L
Issued In Seattle, Washington on
September 9, 1983,
Charles R. Foster,
Director, Northwest Mountain Region.
[FR Doe. 8325806 Filod 9-21-8% 845 am]
BILLING CODE 4910-13-M

FEDERAL TRADE COMMISSION

16 CFR Part 13

[Dkt. 8986]

Jim Walter Corp., et al.; Proposed
Consent Agreement with Analysis To
Aid Public Comment '

AGENCY: Federal Trade Commission.
ACTION: Proposed Consent Agreement.

SUMMARY: In settlement of alleged
violations of federal law prohibiting
unfair acls and prectices, and unfair
methods of competition, this consent
agreement, accepted subject to final
Commission approval, would require a
leading manufacturer of shell housing
and construction materials, and its
wholly-owned subsidiary, among other
things, to timely divest to a Commission-
approved buyer the asphalt roofing
plants located in Wilmington, Ill.,
Philadelphia, Pa., Chester, W, Va., and
Memphis, Tenn., including their adjacent
felt mills, Should any of the plants not
be divested within 15 months of the
effective date of the order, a trusiee
appointed by the Commission will effect
divestiture of the remaining plant or
plants. The consent agreement would'
require the companies to cooperate with
the trustee in the discharge of his/her
duties and compensate him/her for the
reasonable value of his/her services,
including expenses. Further, for & period
of ten years, the companies are
prohibited from acquiring any asphalt
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roofing plant in 41 specified states
without prior Commission approval.
oATE: Comments must be received on or
before November 21, 1983.

ADDRESS: Comments should be directed
to: FTC/S, Office of the Secretary,
Washington, D.C. 20580.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
FTC/CS-5, David W. Long, Washington,
D.C. 20580 (202) 254-7001.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Pursuant
to Section 6{f) of the Federal Trade
Commission Act, 38 Stat, 721, 15 US.C.
46 and § 3.25(f) of the Commission's
Rules of Practice (16 CFR 3.25(f)), notice
is hereby given that the following
consent agreement containing a consent
order to cease and desist and an
explanation thereof, have been filed
with and accepted, subject to final
approval, by the Commission, has been
placed on the public record for a period
of sixty (60) days. Public comment is
invited. Such comments or views will be
considered by the Commission and will
be available for inspection and copying
at its principal office in accordance with
Section 4.9(b)(14) of the Commission’s
Rules of Practice (16 CFR 4.9(b)(14)).

List of Subjects in 16 CFR Part 13

Asphalt roofing materials, Trade
practices.

Agreement Containing Consent Order

The agreement herein, by and among
Jim Walter Corporation, a corporation,
by its duly authorized officer, and The
Celotex Corporation, a corporation, by
its duly authorized officer, hereafter
sometimes referred to as respondents,
and their attorney, and counsel for the
Federal Trade Commission
("Commission"), is entered into in
accordance with the Commission Rule
3.25 governing consent order procedures.
In accordance therewith the parties
hereby agree that:

1. Respondent Jim Walter Corporation
(hereafter “JWC") is a publicly-held
corporation incorporated and operating
under the laws of the State of Florida,
with its principal place of business at
1500 North Dale Mabry Highway,
Tampa, Florida 33607.

2. Respondent The Celotex
Corporation is a wholly-owned
subsidiary of JWC, incorporated under
the laws of the State of Delaware. Its
principal place of business is 1500 North
Dale Mabry Highway, Tampa, Florida
33607,

3. Respondents have been served with
a copy of the amended complaint issued
by the Commission charging them with
violation of Section 7 of the Clayton Act,
as amended, 15 U.S.C. 18, and Section §
of the Federal Trade Commission Act,

as amended, 15 U.S.C. 45, and have filed
answers to said amended complaint
denying said charges.

4. Respondents admit all the
jurisdictional facts set forth in the
Commission's amended complaint in
this proceeding.

5. Respondents waive:

(a) Any further procedural steps;

(b} The requirement that the
Commission's decision contain a
statement of findings of fact and
conclusions of the law;

(c) All rights to seek judicial review or
otherwise to challenge or contest the
validity of the order entered pursuant to
this agreement; and

(d) Any claim under the Equal Access
to Justice Act.

6. This agreement shall not become a
part of the public record of the
proceeding unless and until it is
accepted by the Commission. If this
agreement is accepted by the
Commission it will be placed on the
public record for a period of sixty (60)
days and information in respect thereto
pubicly released. The Commission
thereafter may either withdraw its
acceptance of its agreement and so
notify the respondents, in which event it
will take such action as it may consider
appropriate, or issue and serve its
decision, in disposition of the
proceeding.

7. This agreement is for settlement
purposes only and does not constitute
an admission by respondents that the
law has been violated as alleged in the
amended complaint issued by the
Commission.

8. This agreement contemplates that,
if it is accepted by the Commission, and
if such acceptance is not subsequently
withdrawn by the Commission pursuant
to the provisions of § 3.25(f) of the
Commission’s Rules, the Commission
may without further notice to
respondents, (1) issue its decision
containing the following order in
disposition of the proceeding, and (2)
make information public in respect
thereto. When so entered, the order
shall have the same force and effect and
may be altered, modified or set aside in
the same manner and within the same
time provided by statute for other
orders, The order shall become final
upon service, Delivery by the U.S. Postal
Service of the decision containing the
agreed-to order to respondents’
addresses as stated in this agreement
shall constitute service. Respondents
waive any right they might have to any
other manner of service. The amended
complaint may be used in construing the
terms of the order, and no agreement,
understanding, representation, or
interpretation not contained in the order

or in the agreement may be used to vary
or to contradict the terms of the order.
9. Respondents have read the
amended complaint and the order
contemplated hereby. They understand
that once the order has been issued,
they will be required to file one or more
compliance reports showing that they
have fully complied with the order.
Respondents further understand that
they may be liable for civil penalties in
the amount provided by law for each
\éi:lation of the order after it becomes
al.

Order

For the purpose of this Order the
following definitions shall apply:

1. “Respondents” means Jim Walter
Corporation (“JWC"), a corporation
incorporated under the laws of the State
of Florida, with its principal place of
business at 1500 North Dale Mabry
Highway, Tampa, Florida 33607, The
Celotex Corporation (“Celotex") (a
wholly-owned subsidiary of JWC), a
corporation incorporated under the laws
of the State of Delaware with its
principal place of business at 1500 North
Dale Mabry Highway, Tampa, Florida
33607, their subsidiaries, successors and
assigns, and their officers, directors and
agents.

2. "Plants” means the asphalt roofing

' plants owned by Celotex, together with

all properties and assets thereof,
including their adjacent felt mills, if any,
and all additions and improvements
thereto, that are located at:

(a) Wilmington, Illinois;

(b) Philadelphia, Pennsylvania;

{c) Chester, West Virginia; and

(d) Memphis, Tennessee;
provided, however, that the term
“plants" does not include those assets
or properties disposed of by respondents
in the ordinary course of the business of
operating or renovating such facilities
for the manufacture of asphalt roofing
products; and provided further that the
term “plants” does not include such
properties or assets as would otherwise
be part of a plant, where the eligible
person acquiring a plant elects, in'its
sole discretion, but subject to the
approval of the Commission, not to
acquire those properties or assets,

3. “Person" means any individual,
corporation, partnership, joint venture,
trust, unincorporated association, or
other business or legal entity.

4. “Asphalt Roofing Plant” means a
plant for the manufacture of “asphalt
roofing products” as such products are
defined in Paragraphs I(1)(a)-(d) of the
Amended Complaint.

5. “Eligible Person” means any person
or persons approved in advance by the
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Commission who has the capacity and
intention to operate the plant{s) to be
acquired as a facility or facilities for the
manufacture of asphalt roofing products,

6. “Commission” means the Federal
Trade Commission.

7. “Director” means the Director of the
Commission's Bureau of Competition.

8. “Relevant Markel" means the
Continentsl United States with the
exception of the states of California,
Oregon, Washington, Arizona, Nevada
Utah and Idsho,

It is ordered that. within twenty-four
months of the effective date of this
Order, respondents, either directly or
through the trustee provided in
Paragraphs I and 111 below, shall divest
the plants located at Wilmington,
Iinois; Philadelphia, Pennsylvanis;
Chester, West Virginia; and Memphis,
Tennessee, either separately or in any
combination, to one or more eligibile
persons in such a way as to reasonably *
ensure that the plants can be operated
by the eligible person or persons as a
facility or facilities for the manufactore
of asphalt roofing products. The
divestiture or divestitures shall be
absolute and unconditional and on
terms and conditions approved in
advance by the Commission. Nothing in
this Order shall be deemed to prohibit
respondents from accepting and
enforcing a bona fide lien, mortgage,
deed of trust or other form of security
interest received by respondents to
secure full payment of the consideration
for which lge plants are divested. If
respondents, by enforcement or
settlement of any such bona fide lien,
morigage, deed of trust or other form of
security interesl, reacquire ownership,
possession or control of any of the
plants, within three years from the date
of divestiture, they shall promptly notify
the Director in writing, and shall dispose
of any such plant or plants in
accordance with the terms of this Order
as if this Order were reissued on the
date of such reacquisition.

1

It is further ordered that any plants
not divested by respondents within
fifteen months from the effective date of
this Order shall be subject to divestiture
by a trustee to be appointed by the
Commission in accordance with the
following procedures: (a) If any plants
remain 1o be divested at the end of
twelve months following the effective
date of this Order, respondents and the
Directors or his designee shall promptly -
begin negotiations to identify mutually
acceptable candidates for trustee; (b)
respondents and the Director shall

submit the name of one or more
mutually acceptable candidates (or if
respondents and the Director fail to
agree, the names of their separate
candidates), to the Commission no later
than the end of the fourteenth month
following the effective date of this
Order; (¢) such nominations shall be
accompanied by a trust
agreement and other information
as may be helpful to the Commission's
determination; and (d) the Commission
will then appoint the trustee from among
the candidates nominated by
respondents and the Director. Promptly
upon the appointment of the trustee,
respondents shall execute a trust
agreement consistent with the
provisions of this Order and subject to
approval by the Director, that transfers
to the trustee all rights and powers
necessary to permit him to divest the
remaining plant or plants in accordance
with the terms of this Order. The trustce
shall be charged to attempt diligently
and in good faith to effect divestiture of
the plant or plants in any manner
consistent with the terms of this Order
as quickly as possible within nine
months from the date of the execution of
the trust agreement. Pending divestiture
of the plant or plants, respondents shall
be permitted to continue to manage the
plant or plants for their own accounts.
Upon divestiture of one or more plants,
and after deducting his/her fees and
expenses, as provided in this Ocder and
the trust agreement, the trustee shall pay
to respondents any remaining proceeds.
If the trustee is unable to divest a plant
or plants within such nine-month peried,
then respondents are relieved from the
provigions of this Order requiring
divestiture of such plant or plants;
provided, however, that if divestiture is
delayed by reason of a disagreement
between or among respondents, the
trustee and the Commission concerning
the interpretation or implementation of
this Order, the nine-month period for
divesture by the trustee shall be
extended day-for-day by the number of
days such disa \ remsains
unresolved. If the trustee resigns or fails
or ceases o act diligently, the
Commission may appoint a substitute
trustee to divest the plant or plants in
accordance with the terms of this Order.
The appointment of a trustee shall not
preclude the Commission from

any remedy that may be available to it
for any failure by ts to
undertake their obligations set forth in
Paragraphs Il through VIII of this Order.

m

It is further ordered that if a trustee is
appointed:

A. Respondents shall compensate the
trustee for the reasonable value of his/
her services necessary to ¢ffect the
divestiture of the plant or plants.

B. Respandents shall reimburse the
trustee for the reasonable value of all
expeditures and other obligations
incurred by the trustee that are
reasonably related to his/her efforts to
divest the plant or plants,

C. Respandents shall provide the
trustee with such access to their books
and records as may be necessary for the
trustee to ascertain such facts as are
reasonably related to his efforts to
divest the plant or plants.

D. Respondents shall empower the
trustee to disclose information
respecting the plant to plants to
potential acquirers so that they evaluate
the plant or plants being offered, and
shall allow inspection of the plants by
prospective acquirers. With respect to
such information designated by the
respondents as proprietary or
confidential, the truc;tu shall ucx:lre an
agreement from each person to whom
disclosure is made to hold confidentinl
any information disclosed and to use the
information solely for the purpose of
evaluating plant or plants and not to
employ it for any business or
competitive purpose.

E. Respondents shall make available
to the trustee their employees who have
knowledge of the history, characteristics
and operating potential of the plant or
plants so that the trustee may ascertain
such facts as are reasonably related 1o
his efforts to divest the plant or plants.
The trustee shall give reasonable nolice
to the respondents of any request for
access to their personnel who, at the
sole election of respondents, may be
accompanied by attorneys representing
the respondents al any meeting with the
trustee.

F. The trustee shall be authorized to
retain independent legal counsel and
other persons for purposes of
discharging the functions set forth
above. shall reimburse the
trustee for the reasonable value of all
expenses so incurred.

G. Respondents shall cooperate with
the trustee in the discharge of his/her
duties and shall provide all evidence of
transfer, consents and related
documents as may be necessary to
divest any plant or plants approved for
divestiture by the Commission.

H. If respondents and the trusiee are
unable to resolve a dispute regarding the
reasonable value of his/her services or
the reasonableness of an expenditure or
obligation incurred by the trustee in
connection with his/her efforts to divest
the plant or plants, then the respondents
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and the trustee shail submit the dispute
to the Commission for resolution. The
trust agreement shall recite that the
Commission's determination of the
reasonable value of the trustee’s
services or the reasonableness of
expenditures and other obligations
incurred by the trustee shall be binding
upon respondents and the trustee.

v

It is further ordered that pending the
divestitures required by this Order,
respondents shall not cause, and shall .
use their best efforts to prevent, any
deterioration of the plants that may
impair the marketability of any such
plans, normal wear and tear excluded.
Respondents may, but shall not be
required to, make capital expenditures
for the improvement of the plants.
Nothing in this Order shall prevent
respondents from operating or nor
operating the plants or furloughing
employees at the plants in a manner
consistent with normal business
practice, comparable to the manner in
which they operate or furlough at their
other asphalt roofing plants, pending the
divestitures required by this Order.

v

It is further ordered that for a period
of ten years from the date of this Order,
respondents shall not directly or
indirectly acquire, through purchase,
lease or other transaction that would
confer ownership, possessory interest or
control, any asphalt roofing plant
located in the relevant market, without
the prior approval of the Commission.
The provisions of this Paragraph shall
not apply to the reacquisition by
respondents of any plant or plants
through the enforcement of any bona
fide lien, mortgage, deed of trust, or
other form of security interest as
pravided in Paragraph L

Vi

Itis further ordered that respondents
and the trustee, if a trustee is appointed,
shall within ninety days from the
effective date of this Order and every
ninety days thereafter until the
divestitures required by this Order are
completed, submit in writing to the
Commission a verified report setting
forth in detail the manner and form in
which respondents or the trustee, as
applicable, intend to comply, are
complying, and have complied with the
'erms of this Order and such additional
information relating thereto as the

Commission may from time to time
reasonably require.
i

It is further ordered that respondents
notify the Commission at least thirty
days prior to effecting any proposed
change in corporate respondents which
may affect compliance with the
obligations arising out of this Order,
such as dissolution, assignment or sale
resulting in the emergence of a succesor
corporation, the creation or dissolution
of subsidiaries or any other change in
the corporations,

VHI

It is further ordered that respondents
shall, upon written request of the
Director made to respondents at their
principal offices for the purpose of
securing compliance with this Order,
and for no other purpose, permit duly
authorized representatives of the
Commission, subject to any legally
recognized privilege:

(1) reasonable access during the office
hours of respondents, which may have
counsel present, to those books, ledgers,
accounts, correspondence, memoranda,
and other records and documents in
respondents’ possession or control
which relate materially and
substantially to any matter contained in
this Order; and

(2) an opportunity, subject to the
reasonable convenience of respondents,
to interview officers or employees of
respondents, who may have counsel
present, regarding such matters.

The foregoing provision shall not be
interpreted to provide any access for the
Commission to records relating to any of
the business activities of respondents
other than those relevant to the plants
subject to this Order.

This Agreement Containing Consent

- Order in duplicate originals is hereby

entered into by respondents, by their
duly authorized officers and their
attorney, and counsel for the
Commission.

Analysis of Proposed Consent Order to
Aid Public Comment

The Federal Trade Commission has

. accepted an agreement to a proposed

consent order from Jim Walter
Corporation (“JWC") and its wholly-
owned subsidiary, The Celotex
Corporation (“Celotex™).

The proposed consent order has been
placed on the public record for sixty (60)
days for reception of comments by
interested persons. Comments received
during this period will become part of
the public record. After sixty (60) days,

the Commission will again review the
agreement and the comments received
and will decide whether it should
withdraw from the agreement or make
final the agreement’s proposed order.

The amended complaint in this matter
was issued by the Commission on June
15, 1982, and alleges that respondent’s
1972 acquisition of Panacon Corporation
violated Section 7 of the Clayton Act
and Section 5 of the Federal Trade
Commission Act. The amended
complaint alleged that the effects of the
acquisition may be substantially to
lessen competition in two lines of
commerce in two sections of the
country. The two alleged lines of
commerce (or “relevant product
markets") are (1) asphalt roofing
products, and (2) asphalt roofing
products and elastomeric roofing
materials. The two alleged sections of
the country (or “relevant geographic
markets") are (1) the 41 states east of
the Rocky Mountains (the Continental
United States except the States of
Cailifornia, Oregon, Washington,
Arizona, Nevada, Utah, and Idaho) and
(2) a 26-state area stretching from Texas
to Maine.

In settlement of the charges of the
amended complaint, the proposed
consent order provides that:

1. JWC and Celotex (“respondents”)
are required to divest four asphalt
roofing plants either separately or in any
combination to a perscn or persons
approved by the Commission within 24
months of the effective date of the order.
The plants are located at Wilmington,
llinois; Philadelphia, Pennsylvania;
Chester, West Virginia; and Memphis,
Tennessee. The terms of the acquisition
agreement(s) between respondents and
the acquiring person or persons are
subject to the prior approval of the
Commission;

2. If respondents have not effected the
divestiture of all of the plants within 15
months of the effective date of the order,
the Commission will appoint a trustee
who shall have full authority to effect
the divestiture of any remaining plant or
plants; and

3. Respondents are prohibited for a
period ten years from the effective date
of the order from acquiring any interest
in an asphalt roofing plant located in the
alleged 41-state market without the prior
approval of the Commission.

The purpose of this analysis is to
facilitate public comment on the
proposed order, and it is not intended to
constitute an official interpretation of
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the agreement and proposed order or to
modify in any way their terms.
Benjamin I. Berman,

Acting Secretory.

|FR Doc. 83-25857 Filed 6-21-83; 5:45 am|

BILLING CODE 6750-01-M

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR

Minerals Management Service
30 CFR Part 250

Oil and Gas Sulphur Operations on the
Outer Continental Shelf

AGENCY: Minerals Management Service,
Interior.

ACTION: Proposed rule.

SUMMARY: This proposed rule requires
that a separate monthly report of
operations for each lease must be made
on Form 9-152 and filed with the
Minerals Management Service (MMS)
on or before the 25th day of the
succeeding month. The existing rule
requires that the report be filed by the
20th day of the succeeding month. The
designation of the 25th day rather than
the 20th day will eliminate the excessive
number of resubmissions of reports
because the original report contained
preliminary data.

DATE: Comments must be received on or
postmarked by October 24, 1983.
ADDRESSES: Wrilten comments must be
malled or hand delivered to: U.S.
Department of the Interior; Minerals
Management Service; Offshore Rules
and Operations Division; Room 8A110;
12203 Sunrise Valley Drive; Mail Stop
646; Reston, Virginia 22091; Attention:
David A. Schuenke. Copies of all written
comments submitted will be available
for review at the same address.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Mr. David A. Schuenke; Chief, Branch of
Rules, Orders, and Standards; telephone
(703) 860-7916, (FTS) 928-7918,
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Lessees
are currently required to file a monthly
report of operations on or before the
20th day of the succeeding month. This
report is a basic status report. In many
cases, the 20th day requirement does not
allow adequate time to accumulate the
necessary production data. As a result,

either extensions of time are granted or .

operators file a report with preliminary
data that must later be corrected. This is
a frequent occurrence and causes
duplicative work for the lessee and for
the Government. The proposed change
will allow for additional time to
accumulate the necessary data, thereby
eliminating the need for the majority of
the resubmissions of corrected reports.

The MMS has determined that
submission of the required report by the
25th day will be adequate for the
Government's purpose for which the
report is inlended. The report provides
basic information on production for
purposes of determining royalty as well
as determining diligence requirements
under 30 CFR 250.35.

The Department of the Interior (DOI)
has determined that this document is not
a major rule under Executive Order
12291. Conversely, the proposed
amendment will result in a cost
reduction to the industry through a
reduction in paperwork. The DOI
certifies that this rule will not have any
significant economic effect on a
substantial number of small entities
under the Regulatory Flexibility Act (5
U.S.C. 601 et seq.). This is because the
development and production of oil and
gas on the Outer Continental Shelf is a
highly complex and costly undertaking-
which is generally beyond the capacity
of small entities, This rule is not likely to
result in an annual effect on the
economy of $100 million or more, a
major increase in costs to consumers or
others, or significant adverse effects.

Paperwork Reduction Act

The information collection
requirements contained in 30 CFR 250.93
and collected on Form 8-152 have been
approved by the Office of Management
and Budget under 44 U.S.C. 3501 et seq.
and assigned clearance number 1010-
0012,

Draft Information

This document was drafted by John V.
Mirabella, Offshore Rules and
Operations Division, Minerals
Management Service.

List of Subjects in 30 CFR Part 250

Continental shelf, Environmental
impact statements, Environmental
protection, Government contracts,
Investigations, Mineral royalties, Oil
and gas reserves, Penalties, Pipelines,
Public lands/mineral resources,
Reporting and recordkeeping
requirements.

Dated: August 8, 1983,
Robert E. Boldt,

Acting Director, Minerals Menagement
Service,

PART 250—{AMENDED]

For the reasons set out in the
preamble, Part 250 of Chapter II of Title
30 of the Code of Federal Regulations is
proposed to be amended as follows.

§250.93 [Amended]

Section 250.93 is amended by
removing the words “before the 20th day
of the succeeding month™ and inserting
in their place the words "before the 25th
day of the succeeding month.”

(43 U.S.C. 1334)

[FR Doc. 83-25804 Filed 6-21-8% 245 am]
BILLING CODE 4310-MR-M

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
Coast Guard
33 CFR Part 110

[CCGDs-83-01)

Anchorage Regulations; Lower
Mississippl River

AGENCY: Coast Guard, DOT.

ACTION: Withdrawal of notice of
proposed rulemaking.

SUMMARY: The Coast Guard is
withdrawing proposed rules for an
anchorage area on the Mississippi River
near Oneida, Louisiana called the
Belmont Anchorage due to adverse
public comment and lack of compelling
need.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
LT M. W. Brown, Project Officer c/o
Commander, Eighth Coast Guard
District (mps), Rm. 1341, Hale Boggs
Federal Building, 500 Camp Street, New
Orleans, Louisiana 70130, {504) 589-6901.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: In
January of 1982, the New Orleans-Baton
Rouge Steamship Pilots Association
requested that an anchorage be
established near Oneida, Louisiana. In
April of 1982, a temporary anchorage,
designated the Belmont Anchorage was
established, for evaluation on a trial
basis. The limits of the anchorage were
an area 1.7 miles in length along the left
descending bank of the river from mile
153.3 to mile 155.0 above Head of
Passes, From mile 153.3 to mile 154.5 the
area has a width of 700 feet as measured
100 feet riverward of the Belmont
Revetment. From mile 154.5 to mile 155.0
the area has a width of 1100 feet as
measured from shore. After a year's
evaluation the Coast Guard initiated
rulemaking action to mahNﬂ:,e -
anchorage permanent in & Notice o
Proposed Rulemaking published in 48 FR
15489 dated Monday, April 11, 1963. A
public hearing was held on the matter
on May 12, 1883 in Convent, Louisiana
approximaltely 2 miles from the
proposed anchorage. The Coast Guard
has received numerous comments on the
proposed anchorage, the overwhelming




Federal Register / Vol. 48, No. 185 |/ Thursday, September 22, 1983 / Proposed Rules

43183

amount of which has been negative.
Virtually all of the negative comments
address a perceived noise problem in
the vicinity of Manresa House, a
religious retreat location. The Coast
Guard does not concur with the
purported causal factor that those
comments indicate. However, the
projected need for increased anchorage
space in the Convent area has not
occurred and the Coast Guard is
withdrawing the proposed rule at this
time. B

The anchorage is a temporary one at
this time and will be dis-established on
30 September 1983.

Discussion of Comments

A total of 248 comments were
received; § in favor of the anchorage,
241 apposed to the anchorage, and 2
neutral. 222 of the commentors :
expressed concern over the possibility
of adverse effects that the anchorage
would have on the Manresa House of
Retreats. The fear was that the
anchorage would cause noise that would
disturb the retreatants at Manresa as
such retreats are conducted in silence.
Several commentors mentioned that the
noise level has increased since the
temporary anchorage was established in
April 1982,

There was also a fear on the part of
these commentors that the anchorage
would contribute to the economic
development of the area with an
attendant increase in vehicular traffic in
the area around Manresa House. This
increase economic development, it was
feared, would have an adverse effect as
it would disturb the perceived tranquil
setting of the Manresa House with an
uttendant adverse effect on the Retreats
themselves. The Coast Guard believes
that the anchorage will have virtually no
effect on Manresa House. The
anchorage is approximately one mile
downriver and around a bend from the
Retreat House. It is screened from view
by a levee and trees and cannot be
observed by anyone using the Retreat
House. The noise level of a vessel lying
al anchor is insufficient to be readily
discernible to anyone at Manresa, In
addition, the intervening screen of trees
would serve to absorb the bulk of any
noise.

The-recen! increase in noise that the
commentors have noticed is not
aliributable to the anchorage. Instead,
the Coast Guard believes that it is
caused by two midstream loading
Operations and associated barge fleeting
activity located approximately 1 mile
upriver of the Relreat House. These two
midstream loading facilities handle bulk
tommodities and were permitted in
1961, One of the facilities has been In

operation for some time and saw an
increase in the tempo of operations in
the beginning of 1982, while the other
commenced operations approximately
coincident with the establishment of the
temporary anchorage. Midstream
loading activity is a relatively noisy
operation with the sounds of heavy
equipment, towboats maneuvering
bariea. and clamshell buckets striki

the hulls of barges. The vast bulk of the
economic development and increased
vehicular traffic in the area around
Manresa House i8 a result of those two
facilities. The Belmont Temporary
Anchorage was established to service
those two facilities as well as additional
new and existing facilities further
upriver. Many of the commentors
incorrectly believe that the anchorage
caused the increased activity. In fact the
opposite is true, Regardless of whether
the Belmont Anchorage is in existence
or nol, the facilities will continue to
operate,

Thirty commentors expressed concern
over the possible adverse effects that
the anchorage could have on the Qak
Alley Plantation and other historic
properties in the area, The specific
concerns were that the soot from vessel
smokestacks would damage an
extensive stand of oak trees at the Oak
Alley Plantation and that a vessel
anchorage immediately across the river
would be somehow inconsistent with
the historic character of the area. The
Coast Guard has found that the
anchorage would not have any adverse
effects on the vegetation in the area, The
State of Louisiana, Department of
Natural Resources, Division of Air
Quality conducted & survey in
September 1982 after the temporary
anchorage had been in existence for 6
months and again in August 1983 after
the temporary anchorage had been in
active use for over a year. In neither
survey was any damage attributable to
vessel emissions noted, The Coast
Guard also does not believe that the
anchorage would have any effect on the
historic character of the Oak Alley
Plantation or any of the other plantation
sites in the area. The anchorage is
located on the opposite bank, and
slightly upriver from the Oak Alley
Plantation as opposed to directly across
the river as some commentors believed.”
It is largely screened from view by the
levee and vegetation from Oak Alley,
Vessels of all classes transit the river
passing the plantation. The Const Guard
feels that the small visible portion of
vessels lying at anchor will have lttle
visual impact on the plantation,
certainly less than the automobiles,
motorcycles, and trucks routinely
traveling on the highway and

—~—

occasionally on the levee between the
Qak Alley Planation and the river. As
the other plantation sites are located
further downriver and on the same bank
as Ouk Alley, there would be no effect
on those sites either.

The Louisiana State Historic
Preservation Officer (SHPO)
recommended that a Finding of Adverse
Effect be issued for the proposed
anchorage and requested that the matter
be referred to the National Council on
Historic Preservation for their comment.
The Coast Guard does not concur with
SHPO'’s recommendation for the reasons
stated above. Since the Proposed Rule is
being withdrawn, however, there is no
need to refer it to the National Council.

Three commentors requested the
preparation of an Environmental Impact
Statement. The Coast Guard conducted
an Environmental Assessment of the
project to determine whether or not it
would have any significant effects on
the environment. As a result of that
assessment, the Coast Guard found that
there would be no significant effects,
Therefore, an Environmental Impact
Statement is not needed and was not
prepared.

Eleven commentars were opposed to
the anchorage but gave no reasons.

Five commenters supported the
proposal. These commenters felt that
there would be a positive economic
benefit as there would be less “dead
time" at facilities.

In addition, one of the commentors
felt that there would be a safety benefit
because there would be less crowding at
anchorages further downriver and there
would be additional space for
emergency anchoring due to weather
conditions or vessel casualties. This
commentor also provided usage data for
the ancharages between New Orleans
and the proposed anchorage. The usage
data indicates that the occupancy

rcentage of all anchorages over the
ast several months has tended to
remain fairly constant at approximately
84%. The Coast Guard has projected that
without the Belmont Anchorage, the
occupancy percentage would be
approximately 70%. The current
economic situation has caused a general
decrease in cargo movements. Facilities
are operating al reduced capacity, and
there is less need for holding anchorages
for vessels waiting to load. While the
Coast Guard acknowledges that the
permanent establishment of the
anchorage could have a positive benefit,
there is no compelling need, either from
an economic or safety standpoint to
establish the anchorage at this time. The
Coast Guard feels that there is adequate
general anchorage space at the present
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time lo accommodale the needs of safe
navigation and commercial interests.

Conclusion

The Coast Guard has concluded that
the establishment of the anchorage
would cause no significant adverse
effects. The Coast Guard has also

concluded that there is insufficient need

during the present state of the economy
to warrant the establishment of a
permanent anchorage.

Notice of Proposed Rulemaking
CCGD8-83-01 (48 FR 15489) is
withdrawn, No further rulemaking on
this subject is under consideration,
however, the matter may be re-opened
should the need for additional
anchorages ocour.

Drafting Information

The principal persons involved in
drafting this notice are LT M. W,
BROWN, c¢/o Commander, Eighth Coast
Guard District (mps) and LCOR R. W.
BRUCE, Project Counsel ¢/o
Commander, Eighth Coast Guard
District (dl}, 500 Camp St., New Orleans,
LA 70130, (504) 689-7901.

Dated September 13, 1983.
W. H. Stewart,
Rear Admiral, U.S. Coast Guard.

[FR Doc. 83-23880 Filed 5-21-83; 845 am|
BILLING CODE 4910-14-M

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY

40 CFR Part 52
[A-6-FRL 2439-3]

Revision to New Mexico Amended
Regulation No. 707—Permits,
Prevention of Significant Deterioration
and Additional Procedures

AGENCY: Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA).

ACTION: Proposed approval.

SUMMARY: This action proposes
approval of a revision to the New
Mexico State Implementation Plan (SIP)
for Air Quality Control Regulation No.
707. Permits, Prevention of Significant
Deterioration (PSD) and additional
procedures and conditions, to be
submitted by the State of New Mexico.
The proposed approval is based on
review of a draft revision submitted on
June 27, 1983, by the New Mexico
Environmental Improvement Division
(NMEID). Revisions are anticipated
prior to final submittal from the
Governor to incorporate EPA’s
comments which were submitted ta the
State on July 6, 1983, and July 19, 1983,
The intended effect of this action is to

provide for the State to implement the
PSD program.

DATES: Comments must be received on
this proposed action on or before
October 24, 1983,

ADDRESSES: Wrilten comments should
be submitted to the address below:
Environmental Protection Agency,
Region 6, Air and Waste Management
Division, Air Branch, Technical Section,
1201 Elm Street, Dallas, Texas 75270.

Copies of the State's submittal are
available for inspection during normal
business hours at the address above and
at the following location: New Mexico
Environmental Improvement Division,
Health and Environmental Department,
Air Quality Bureau, P.O. Box 868, Crown
Building, Sante Fe, New Mexico 87503~
0568,

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
George L Kennedy, Technical Section,
Air Branch, Environmental Protection
Agency, Region 6, 1201 Elm Street,
Dallas, Texas 75270 (214) 767-1594.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On
December 20, 1980, the State of New
Mexico requested delegation of the
technical and administrative review
portion of the EPA PSD program,
including authority for source inspection
for compliance. PSD delegation was
granted on February 18, 1882, subject to
certain conditions, and a notice
published in the Federal Register on
March 18, 1982 (47 FR 11318}). EPA will
rescind this delegation upon approval of
the PSD SIP revision, and the State will
assume the PSD program, including
enforcement of EPA issued PSD permits.

On June 27, 1983, the NMEID
submitted a draft PSD SIP revision to
EPA for review. EPA had previously
reviewed & draft revision based on the
requirements of 40 CFR 51.24 ef seq. and
developed an evaluation report.! This
evaluation report is available for
inspection during normal business hours
at the EPA Region 6 office and the other
address listed above.

The draft PSD SIP revision does not
meet all the requirements of 40 CFR
51.24 ef seq. On July 8, 1683, EPA
submitted comments to the State on
requirements which must be
incorporated in the PSD SIP to assure
federal approvability. The requirements
which must be incorporated are:

1. The State must provide the legal
authority for the New Mexico
Environmental Improvement Division to
act for the Governor in granting Class 1
variances or change the regulation to
conform to 40 CFR 51.24{p) (5) and (6).

VEPA Review of New Mexico PSD SIP Revision,
dated June 27, 1063,

2. 40 CFR 51.24{i) requires that permit
requirements be met before a source
“begins actual construction”. The State's
Regulation 707 Section C.1. (Source
Obligation) needs to be changed to use
this terminology.

3. 40 CFR 51.24(b)(9) defines
“commence” in terms of “actual on-site
construction of the source, to be
completed within & reasonable time",
The State's Regulation 707, Section P.13.
(Definitions—Commence) needs to be
changed to add this terminology.

4. 40 CFR 51.24(i)(4) exempts fugitive
emissions in calculating the potential to
emit for any source which does not
belong to any of the 27 categories and is
nol "any other stationary source
category which, as of August 7, 1980, is
being regulated under Section 111 or 112
of the Act”. The State's Regulation 707,
Section P.29({b)(ii). (Definitions—
Potential to emit) refers to sources
which “have been regulated” under
Section 111 or 112 of the Act. This
terminology needs to be changed to
agree with 40 CFR 41.24,

5. 40 CFR 51.24(a)(5) requires public
hearings for any plan revision. The
State's procedures and conditions
Section 4 [Plan Assessment) must be
changed to delete the phrase “if so
desired by any party" which limits
public hearings.

6. 40 CFR 51.24(k) requires that the
owner or operator shall demonstrate
that allowable emission increases from
the source or modification, in
conjunction with all other applicable
emission increases or reductions
(including secondary emissions) would
not cause or contribute to an air,
pollution viclation, The State's
Regulation 707 Section F.2. (Ambient
Impact Requirements) could be changed
to move the phrase (including secondary
emissions) from after the allowable
emission to follow the applicable
increases or reductions, to agree with 40
CFR 51.24(k).

7. 40 CFR 51.24(p)(7) provides that
emissions for variances should not
exceed the maximum allowable
increases over baseline on 24 hours
exposure for more than 18 days, not
necessarily consecutive, The Sfate's
Regulation 707, Section O.6. and 7.
(Additional Requirements For Sources
Impacting Federal Class I Areas) needs
to be changed to add the terminology
“not necessarily consecutive".

In a separate letter dated, July 19, EPA
commented that the following
requirement must also be incorporated:

8. 40 CFR 51.24(m)(1) (iii) and (iv)
requires the application to contain
certain monitoring data. The State's
Regulation 707 Section L3. (Monitoring
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Requirements) needs to be changed to
make the submittal of the monitoring
data mandatory and automatically
included in each application.

EPA proposes to approve the State's
PSD program provided the State makes
the required changes. Final action will
not be taken until the revised regulation
and conditions for the PSD program are
submitted by the State.

Under 5 U.S.C. 805(b), the
Administrator has certified that SIP
approvals do not have significant
economic impact on & substantial
number of small entities [See 46 FR
8708, :

The Office of Menagement and Budget
has exempted this rule from the
requirements of Section 3 of Executive
Order 12281,

This notice of proposed rulemaking is
issued under the authority of Section
110, 301{a) and Part C of the Clean Air
Act, 42 U.S.C. 7410, 7601(a) and Part C
Subpart 1.

lists of Subjects in 40 CFR Part 52

Air pollution control, Ozane, Sulfur
oxides, Nitrogen dioxide, Lead,
Particulate matter, Carbon monoxide,
Hydrocarbons, Intergovernmental.
relations.

Dated: August 2, 1983
Frances E. Phillips,

Regional Administrator.
IR Doc. 43-25850 Filod 8-21-8%; 245 am
GLLING CODE $550-50-M

40 CFR Part 465
(OW-FRL 2438-8]

Coil Coating Point Source Category;
Effiuent Limitations Guidelines
Pretreatment Standards, and New
Source Performance Standards

AGENCY: Environmenta! Protection
Agency, .
ACTtON: Notice of Data Avallability and
Request for Comment; Analytical
Methodology for Oil and Grease.

SUMMARY: EPA has obtained additional
data and information to support
comments made on the proposed
effluent limitations guidelines,
pretreatment standards and new source
performance standards for the
canmaking subcategory of the coil
coating category, proposed under the
suthority of the Clean Water Act. EPA is
making these data and information
available for public inspection and
comment. EPA also s specifying an
analytical method for oil and grease for
the coil coating calegory.

DATES: Comments must be submitted by
October 7, 1983.

ADDRESSES: Send comments ta Ms,
Mary L. Belefski, Effluent Guidelines
Division (WH-552}, Environmental
Protection Agency, 401 M Street, SW.,
Washington, D.C. 20460, Attention: EGD
Docket Clerk. The sup)

information is available for inspection
and copying at the EPA Public
Information Reference Unit, Room 2404
(Rear), {(PM-213). The comments will be
made available as they are received.
The EPA public information regulation
(40 CFR Part 2) provides that a
resonable fee may be charged for
copying.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Technical information may be obtained
from Mr. Ernst P. Hall, at (202) 38271286,
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The EPA
proposed effluent limitations guidelines,
pretreatment standards, and new source
performance standards for the
canmaking point source subcategory of
the coil coating category on February 10,
1983 (48 FR 6268). The comment period
closed on May 20, 1983. EPA received
over 330 individual comments on this
proposal from 14 different commenters.

Of particulsr interest, the Can
Manufacturers Institute and the U.S.
Brewers" Association jointly submitted
new data on the flows, influent and
effluent characteristics, and control
costs for two-piece aluminum draw and
iron canmaking facilities,

CMI/USBA submitted additional data
in July 1883, and August 1883, in reponse
to an EPA request. EPA is now
considering these new data in the
process of developing a final regulation,
The non-confidential portions of these
data are available for inspection in the
EPA Public Information Reference Unit.

Following proposal of the regulation,
EPA made engineering visits to 4
canmaking plants to verify information
used at proposal. After considering the
nature and content of all submitted
comments, the Agency collected
additional information to fill certain
data gaps and clarify comments.
Engineering visits were made to 13

plants, to verify previously
submitted information, and to determine
the flow characteristics of wastewater
streams from canmaking operations.
Additionally, the Agency collected
influent and samples at seven of these
plants and effluent samples at six
plants. Trip reparts from these visits and
must of the results of these chemical
analyses are available for public
inspection in the EPA Information
Reference Unit. Copies of additional
analytical data will be made available
as they are received.

Under authority of Section 308 of the
Federal Water Pollution Control Act we
requested specific additional
information and data from eleven
companies to clarify and support their
individual comments, and to clarify
previously submitted data. These
requests for additional information and
for clarification focused on specific
aspects of the performance of individual
canmaking plants, including flow
characteristics, production figures, and
correction of anomalous data,
Responses have been received from
seven of the eleven companies. Copies
of the requests for information and the
non-confidential responses are available
for public inapection in the EPA Public
Information Reference Unit, and copies
of responses from the remaining
companies will be made available as
they are received,

In summary, the following information
is being placed in the public record for
this rulemaking; trip reports from
seventeen visted planis; chemical
analysis data collected by EPA from
seyven sampled plants; EPA's requests
for additional data and clarifications;
company responses to these requests;
and additional sampling, analysis, and
control cost data submitted jointly by
the Can Manufacturers Institute and the
U.S, Brewers' Association. In addition,
summary tables reflecting updated flow
and production data and preliminary
evaluation of treatment performance
data will be included in the public
record.

Some data in these trip reports and in
responses to EPA's requests for
additional data and clarifications have
been designated as confidential by
affected companies. In accordance with
EPA’s regulations protecting against
disclosure of confidential information
(40 CFR Part 2), this confidential
information will not be available for
public inspection.

Our preliminary analysis of the new
data and information indicates the
following:

(a) The new information appears to
support the original subcategorization of
the industry into a single subcategory, in
which effluent limitations apply to the
manufacture of can bodies which are
washed. No data was submitted that
appears 1o support any other
subcategorization.

(b) New data was submitted that
demonstrate that chromating surface
treatment operations are much less
prevalent in the industry than was
believed at the time of proposal,
although these data indicate that
chromating surface treatment operations
continue to be used. Sampling and

»
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analysis data also show that significant
levels of chromium frequently appear in
untreated wastewaters, probably as the
result of corrosion by acid solutions of
the chromium-containing alloys used in
canwasher construction. As a result,
EPA does not intend to change the
approach to regulating chromium that
the proposed regulations included.

(¢} A number of commenters
presented information to illustrate that
canwashers are more complex than
originally presented by EPA in the
development document supporting the
proposed regulation. These new data
appear to support the contention that
canwashers are in fact more complex
than presented in the proposed
development document. EPA described
a simplified or generic version of
canwashers to present a generalized
picture of the process and did not intend
this simplified illustration to be a
definition of the process complexity. The
Agency plans to provide a more
complete discussion of the operation of
canwashers in the final development
document. A preliminary analysis of this
new information does not appear to
support a significant alteration of the
proposed regulatory scheme.

(d) The new information includes new
and updated data on current water use
practices and on achievable flow
reductions from canwashers. Several
errors have been corrected in the
original data collection portfolios
submitted by canmaking companies.
Preliminary analysis of these flow rate
figures indicates that some adjustments
of flow rates in the final regulation may
be appropriate. While analysis is not vet
complete, EPA currently anticipates
higher flow rates at the BAT, PSES,
PSNS, and NSPS levels than were used
at proposal.

(e) Additional information submitted
by commenters and collected by EPA
through additional sampling and
analysis appears to support EPA's
conclusion that oil removal followed by
lime and settle treatment is the most
appropriate model technology on which
to base limitations and standards for
this subcategory. The available data
indicate that systems using dissolved air
flotation as the primary solids removal
device are less likely to meet the
pollutant concentration basis of the
proposed regulation than properly
operated lime and settle treatment
systems.

(f) EPA is evaluating new data
submitted on the treatment effectiveness
of end-of-pipe treatment technologies in
use at canmaking plants sampled by
CMI/USBA and EPA. At properly
designed and operated facilities, for the

removal of oil and grease, these new
data appear to generally support the
treatment effectiveness values used to
calculate the proposed limits and
standards. Likewise, at properly
designed and operated lime and settle
end-of-pipe treatment facilities the
levels of other regulated pollutants are
consistent with the concentration basis
of the proposed regulation. These new
data also appear consistent with the
treatment effectiveness values in the
combined metals data base (CMDB) and
support using the CMDB for treatment
effectiveness. For the treatment
effectiveness for the pollutant
aluminum, the Agency is considering
analytical data collected for the
aluminum forming category.

(g) New data indicate that while the
use of soluble synthetic oils is
increasing. a majority of canmaking
plants still use emulsifiable natural oils.
As a result, the inclusion of oil and
grease and total toxic organics (TTO)
limitations in the regulation for the
industry continues 1o appear
appropriate.

Analytical Methodology for Oil and
Grease

Several commenters presented data
indicating that the analytical method
usually used for oil and grease (40 CFR
136.3{a) Parameter No. 90, Oil and
Grease: 14th ed. Standard Methods
Method 502A) picked up interferences
which are peculiar to wastewaters in the
coil coating category. These
interferences are not a problem when
Method 502E is used. EPA recognizes
this interference problem and proposes
to include in the final regulation an oil
and grease analytical method equivalent
of Method 502E using the Method 502A
extraction procedure for oil and grease
analysis in the coil coating category.
EPA intends to authorize this method for
use in establishing compliance with the
previously promulgated coil coating
regulation 40 CFR Part 465 47 FR 54232
(December 1, 1982) as well as for the
proposed canmaking effluent limitations
and standards. The Agency specifically
requests comments on this approach.

Copies of this new information and
data are available for public inspection
in the EPA Public Information Reference
Unit. Comments are solicited only on the
new data and on the preliminary
analysis outlined above. These
comments must be received by EPA on
or before October 7, 1983 to ensure their
consideration.

Dated September 16, 1963,
Steven Schatzow,
Acting Assistant Administrotor for Water.
[FR Doc. £3-25855 Filed 6-21-83 8:45 am)
BILUING CODE 6580-50-4

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS
COMMISSION

47 CFR Part 73
[MM Docket No. 83-995; RM-4507]

TV Broadcast station Phoenix,
Arizona; Proposed changes in Table of
Assignments

AGENCY: Federal Communications
Commission.

ACTION: Proposed rule.

SUMMARY: This action proposes the
assignments of UHF Television Channe!
45 to Phoenix, Arizona, as that
community's seventh commercial
television allocation. United Television,
Inc. had originally petitioned to
dereserve UHF Television Channel *39
at Phoenix.

DATES: Comments must be filed on or
before November 7, 1883, and reply
comments on or before November 22,
1683.

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

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
D. David Weston, Mass Media Bureau
(202) 634-6530.

List of Subjects in 47 CFR Part 73
Television broadcasting.

Notice of Proposed Rule Makings

In the Matter of Amendment of § 73.606(b).
Table of Assignments, TV Broadcast
Stations. (Phoenix, Arizona); MM Docket No

Adopted: July 21, 1983,

Released: September 23, 1883.

By the Chief, Palicy and Rules Division.

1. The Commission herein considers &
petition for rule making filed June 13,
1983, by United Television, Inc.
(“petitioner") seeking the amendment of
§ 73.606(b), the Television table of
Assignments, by removing the
reservation from UHF Television
Channel *39 at Phoenix, Arizona, in
order o assign a seventh commercial
television channel there. If the
reservation is removed, petitioner states
that it will promptly apply for the
channel and operate a commercial
station thereon.
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2. Phoenix (population 764,911,* seat
of Maricopa County (population
1,508,030), is currently served by six
commercial and one noncommercial
television station.? Petitioner states that
Phoenix is & "rapidly growing Sunbelt
city” and has “experienced a 56%
increase in population during the past
decade.” Petitioner further states that
Phoenix is the center of the largest
metropolitan area in Arizona with a
"SMSA poplation in excess of 1.5
million."

3. We believe that petitioners has
demonstrated the need for another
commercial television channel at
Phoenix. However, we do not believe
that the public interest would be served
by deleting the educational reservation
of Channel *39, especially since another
channel can be assigned to Phoenix that
can satisfy both the demonstrated need
and petitioner's expressed interest to
“construct and operate . . anew
commercial broadcast channel for
Phoenix." The Commission's staff has
performed an engineering study which
indicates that Channel 45 can be
assigned to Phoenix in compliance with
the spacing requirements of § 73.610 of
the Rules. We propose, therefore, to
solicit comments on the desirability of
that assignment to Phoenix, Arizona.

4. Although petitioner has sought
deregervation of Channel *39, he has
also stated he was aware of the
Commission’s “disinclination to remove
a reservation when an alternate channel
is available for commercial use, absent
unusaoal circumstances.” Petitioner,
therefore, advanced a number of
arguments purporting to demonstrate
that “the excessively long-term vacancy
of Channel *39 presents unusual
circumstances that merit removal of the
reservation.” However, in past cases,
the fact that a channel has been vacant
for a long period of time has not been a
sufficient showing by itself where
another channel exists which could be
assigned to accommodate the
commercial interest.? Thus we shall
propose to assign Channel 45 to
accommodate the expressed interest for
a commercial station at Phoenix.

5. The proposed assignment meets all
spacing requirements of our Rules,
However, since Phoenix, Arizona, is
within 320 kilometers (199 miles) of the

' Population figures ure taken from the 1980
US.Census Advance Roport. \

*The six commerclal telovision stations licensed
to Phoenix, Arizona are: KTVK (Channel 3k KPHO-
1}’ (Channel 5): KTSP-TV (Channe] 10 KNXV-TV
(Channel 15); KPAZ-TV (Channel 21} KTVW-
(Chonnel 33) and one noncommercial telovision
station: KAET-TV (Channel *8).

: *See Houston, Texas, 50 RR. 2d 1420 (1862); and
Vancouver, Washington, 46 R.R 3d 1468 {1980).

U.S.-Mexican border, coordination with
the Mexicen government is required
before the assignment of Channel 45 to
Phoenix can be adopted.

6. In view of the fact that there has
been a demonstrated need and interest
for a seventh commercial television
allocation to Phoenix, Arizona, the
Commission believes it is appropriate to
seek comments on the proposal to
amend the Television Table of
Assignments {Section 73.606(b) of the
Commission’s Rules) with respect to the

following community:
Channol No.
cay
Prosent Proposed

Phoenix, Arizonas.......[ 34, 85—, 34,6,
*8410-, 8410,
15—, 21 23, 15~,21 39,
and *30. *29, and 45

7. 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 interes! is

required by paragraph 2 of the Appendix
before a channel will be assigned.

8. Interested parties may file
comments on or before November 7,
1983, and reply comments on or before
November 22, 1883, and are advised to
read the Appendix for the proper
procedures. A copy of such comments
should be served on the petitioner({s) of

this proceeding at the following address:

United Television, Inc., c/o Hogan &
Hartson, 815 Connecticut Avenue,
Washington, D.C. 20008.

9. 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 Filexibility 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,

10. For further information concerning
this proceeding, contact D. David
Weston, Mass Media Burean, (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 slat., as amended, 1006, 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
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, Section 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
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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 § 1.420 of the
Commission’s Rules and Regulations, an
original and four capies 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 Stree!,
NW., Wasnington, D.C.

[FR Doc. 63-25785 Filed $-21-8% 145 am)
BILLING CODE 6712-01-M
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ol documants appearing in this section,

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE
Forest Service

Land and Resources Management
Plan, Ashiey National Forest; Daggett,
Duchesne, Summit, Uintah, Utah, and
Wasatch Counties, Utah, and
Sweetwater County, Wy - :
Revised Notice of Intent To Prepare
Environmental Impact Statement

This Notice revises a previously
issued Notice of Intent published in the
Federal Register dated November 4,
1980, pages 73115 and 73116.

This Notice is being issued because 36
CFR 219.17 is being revised to allow the
reevaluation of roadless dreas during
the Forest planning process. Public
participation in the reevaluation permits
data collection and analysis activities to
proceed pending release of the final
regulations.

The results of the reevaluation of
roadless areas will be included in the
Environmental Impact Statement and
Ashley National Forest Land and
Resource Management Plan.

The proposed revision to 36 CFR
219.17 (issued 4/18/83) will allow further
evaluation of the following Forest
roadless areas inventoried in the second
Roadless Area Review and Evaluation
(RARE M1} and in the Vernal Planning
Unit Land Use Plan.

The first steps involving initial public
participation, inverlory, and analysis of
the management situation have been
completed. The scoping for the roadless
urea reevaluation portion of the land
management planning process will be
initiated by explaining the roadless area
reevaluation to all individuals interested
and.wanting to become involved in the
planning process for the Forest.
Significant issues relating to
reevaluation will be identified and
included with those issues already
identified for the Forest.

Deteiled information on the roadless
areas and resvaluation processes will be
available for individuals and
organizations requesting the
information.

The Ashley National Forest Plan will
select from a range of alternatives which
will include at least;

(1) The “no-action" alternative, which
represents continuation of present levels
of activity,

(2} One or more alternatives which
represent levels of activity that will
result in elimination of all backlogs of
needed treatment for restoration of
renewable resources and ensure that a
major portion of planning intensive
multiple-use and sustained-yield
management procedures are operating
on an environmentally sound basis,

(3) One or more alternatives
formulated to resolve the identified
major public issues and management
concerns, including roadless areas.

The Draft Environmental Impsct
Statement and proposed Land and
Resource Management Plan for the
Ashley National Forest are scheduled
for a draft review by January 1985. The
final documents are scheduled for filing
with the Environmental Protection
Agency in August 1985,

During the reevaluation process,
current management and protection
policies and activities in the roadless
areas will be continued. Wilderness
values will be protected in the areas
recommended in RARE II for
Wilderness, and management for other
uses will continue in areas
recommended for non-Wilderness.

J. S. Tixier, Regional Forester,
Intermountain Region, USDA Forest
Service, is the responsible official for
the Forest Management Plan and
Environmental Impact Statement. James
N. Craig, Ashley Forest Supervisor, is
responsible for preparation of the Forest
Plan and Environmental Impact
Statement.

Written comments, suggestions, and/
or requests for information during this
process should be sent to: Forest
Planner, Ashley National Eorest, Suite
1150, 1680 West Highway 0, Vernal,
Utah 84078, phone (801) 789-1181.

Dated: September 13, 1983,
Richard K. Griswold,
Director, Planning and Budgel.

[FR Doc. 53-28527 Filed 9-21-82, 45 am)
BILLING CODE 410-11-M

Land and Resource Management Plan;
Dixie National Forest; Washington,
Iron, Garfield, Kane, Wayne, and Plute
Counties, Utah; Revised Notice of
Intent To Prepare an Environmantal
Impact Statement

This notice revises a previously issued
Notiee of Intent published in the Federal
Register dated November 21, 1980, page
22095.

This notice is being issued because 36
CFR 219.17 is being revised to allow the
reevaluation of roadless areas during
the Forest planning process. Public
participation in the reevaluation permits
data collection and analysis activities {o
proceed pending release of the final
regulations.

The results of the reevaluation of
roadless areas will be included in the
Environmental Impact Statement and
Dixie National Forest Land and
Resource Management Plan.

The first steps involving initial public
participation, inventory, and analysis of
the management situation have been
completed. The scoping for the roadless
area reevaluation portion of the land
management planning process will be
initiated by explaining the roadless area
reevaluation to all individuals interested
and wanting to become involved in the
planning process for the Foresl.
Significant issues relating to
reevaluation will be identifed and
included with those issues already
identified for the Forrest.

Detailed information on the roadless
areas and reevalution processes will be
available for individuals and
organizations requesting the
information. In addition, there will be
public involvement activities to further
explain, discuss, and gather information
about the roadless areas and
reevaluation process,

The Dixie National Forest Plan will
select from a range of alternatives which
will include at least:

(1) The “no-action” alternative, which
represents continuation of present levels
of activity.

(2) One or more alternatives which
represent levels of activity that will
result in elimination of all backlogs of
needed treatment for restoration of
renewable resources and ensure that a
major portion of planning intensive
multiple-use and sustu.ned-yield
management procedures_ire operating
on an environmentally sound basis.
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(3) One or more alternatives
formulated to resolve the identified
major public issues and management
concerns, including roadless areas.

The Draft Environmental Impact
Statement and proposed Land and
Resource Management Plan for the
Dixie Nationel Forest are scheduled for
a draft review by February 1885. The
final documents are scheduled for filing
with the Environmental Protection
Agency in August 1985,

During the reevaluation process,
current management and protection
policies and activities in the roadless
areas will be continued. Wilderness
values will be protected in the areas
recommended in RARE II for
Wilderness, and management for other
uses will continue in areas
recommended for non-Wilderness.

J. S. Tixier, Regicnal Forester,
Intermountain Region, USDA Forest
Service, is the responsible official for
the Forest Management Plan and
Environmental Impact Statement. Ed
Fournier, Forest Supervisor, is
responsible for preparation of the Forest
Plan and Environmental Impact
Statement,

Written comments, suggestions, and/
or requests for information during this
process should be sent to Al Schuldt,
Forest Planner, Dixie National Forest,
P.O. Box 580, Cedar City, Utah, 84720,
phone (801) 586-2421.

Dated: September 13, 1983.

Richard K. Griswold,
Director, Planning and Budget.
[FR Do, 63-25828 Filed 0-21-8%: foéSam)
BILLING CODE 3410-11-8

Land and Resource Management Plan;
Fishlake National Forest; Beaver,
Garfield, iron, Juab, Millard, Sanpete,
Sevier, and Wayne Counties, Utah;
Revised Notice of intent To Prepare an
Environmental impact Statement

This Naotice revises a previously
issued Notice of Intent published in the
Federal Register dated August 7, 1980,
page 52434, and revised in the Federal
Register dated January 23, 16881, page
7418.

This Notice is being issued because 36
CFR 219.17 is being revised to allow the
recvaluation of roadless areas during
the Forest planning process. Public
participation in the reevaluation permits
data collection and anslysis activities to
proceed pending release of the final
regulations.

The results of the reevaluation of
roadless areas will be included in the
Environmental Impact Statement and
Fishlake National Forest Land and
Resource Management Plan.

The first steps involving initial public
participation, inventory, and analysis of
the magement situation have been
completed. The scoping for the roadless
area reevaluation portion of the land
management planning process will be
initiated by explaining the roadless area
reevaluation to all individuals interested
and wanting to become involved in the
planning process for the Forest.
Significant issues relating to
reevaluation will be identified and
included with those issues already
identified for the Forest.

Detailed information on the roadless
areas and reevalution processes will be
available for individuals and
organizations requesting the
information. In addition, there will be
briefing meetings held during October at
Salt Lake City and locations near the
Forest to further explain, discuss, and
gather information about the roadless
areas and reevaluation process. Specific
dates and locations will be published in
the local newspaper prior to any public
meeting.

The Fishlake National Forest Plan will
select from a range of alternatives which
will include at least:

(1) The “no-action" alternative, which
represents continuation of present levels
of activity.

(2} One or more alternatives which
represent levels of activity that will
result in elimination of all backlogs of
needed treatment for restoration of
renewable resources and ensure that a
major portion of planning intensive
multiple-use and sustained-yield
management procedures are operating
on an environmentally sound basis.

(3) One or more alternatives
formulated to resolve the identified
major public issues and management
concerns, including roadless areas.

The Draft Environmental Impact
Statement and proposed Land and
Resource Management Plan for the
Fishlake National Forest are scheduled
for a draft review by December 15984.
The final documents are scheduled for
filing with the Environmental Protection
Agency in July 1985,

During the reevaluation process,
current management and protection
policies and activities in the roadless
areas will be continued. Wilderness
valves will be protected in the areas
recommended in RARE 1l for
Wilderness, and management for other
uses will continue in areas
recommended for non-Wilderness.

J. S. Tixier, Regional Forester,
Intermountain Region, USDA Forest
Service, is the responsible official for
the Forest Management Plan and
Environmental Impact Statement. J. Kent
Taylor, Forest Supervisor, is responsible

for preparation of the Forest Plan and
Environmental Impact Statement.

Written comments, suggestions, and/
or requests for information during this
process should be sent to Andrew E.
Godfrey, Forest Planner, Fishlake
National Forest, 115 East 800 North,
Richfield, Utah, 84701, phone (801) 896~
4491.

Dated: September 13, 1983,
Richard K. Griswold,
Director. Plonning and Budget.
[FR Doc. 83-25428 Filed 62183 845 am]
BILLING CODE 2410-11-8

Land and Resource Plan;
Saimon National Forest; Lemhi, Valley,
Idaho Counties, Idaho; Revised Notice
of Intent To Prepare an Environmental
Impact Statement

This Notice revises a previously
issued Notice of Intent published in the
Federal Register dated October 9, 19680,
pages 67115 and 67116.

This Notice is being issued because 36
CFR 219.17 is being revised to allow the
reevaluation of roadless areas during
the Forest planning process. Public
participation in the reevaluation permits
data collection and analysis activities to
proceed pending release of the final
regulations.

The results of the reevaluation of
roadless areas will be included in the
Environmental Impact Statement and
Salmon National Forest Land and
Resource Management Plan.

The first steps involving initial public
participation, inventory, and analysis of
the management situation have been
completed. The scoping for the roadless
area reevaluation portion of the land
management planning process will be
initiated by explaining the roadless area
reevaluation to all individuals interested
and wanting to become involved in the
planning process for the Forest.
Significant issues relating to
reevaluation will be identified snd
included with those issues already
identified for the Forest.

Detailed information on the roadless
areas and reevaluation processes will be
available for individuals and
organizations requesting the
information. In addition, there will be
open houses held at the following
locations to further explain, discuss, and
gather information about the roadless
areas and reevaluation process: Leadore
Ranger Station in Leadore, Idaho, from 2
p.m. to 8 p.m., Wednesday, November
16, 1983; North Fork Ranger Station,
North Fork, Idaho, from 2 p.m. to 9 p.m..
Thursday, November 17, 1883; Salmon
National Forest Supervisor's Office,
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Salmon, Idaho, from 2 p.m. to 9 p.m.,
Friday, November 18, 1983, and from 10
a.m. to 5 p.m., Saturday, November 19,
1983,

The Salmon National Forest Plan will
select from & range of alternatives which
will include at least:

(1) The "no-action" alternative, which
represents continuatiog of present levels
of activity,

(2] One or more alternatives which
represent levels of activity that will
result in elimination of all backlogs of
needed treatment for restoration of
renewable resources and ensure that a
major portion of planning intensive
multiple-use and sustained-yield
management procedures are operating
on an environmentally sound basis.

(3) One or more alternatives
formulated to resolve the identified
major public issues and management
concerns, including roadless areas.

The Draft Environmental Impact
Statement and proposed Land and
Resource Management Plan for the
Salmon National Forest are scheduled
for a draft review by September 1985,
I'he final documents are scheduled for
filing with the Environmental Protection
Agency in April 1988,

During the reevaluation process,
current management and protection
policies and activities in the roadless
areas will be continued. Wilderness
values will be protected in the areas
recommended in RARE 1l for
Wilderness, and management for other
uses will continue in areas
recommended for non-Wilderness.

J. 8. Tixier, Regional Forester,
Intermountain Region, USDA Forest
Service, is the responsible official for
the Forest Management Plan and
Environmental Impact Statement.
Richard T. Hauff, Forest Supervisor, is
tesponsible for preparation of the Forest
Plan and Environmental Impact
Statement.

Written comments, suggestions, and/
or requests for information during this
process should be sent to Richard T,
Hauff, Forest Supervisor, Attention Roy
S. Verner, Forest Planner, Salmon
National Forest, P.O. Box 729, Salmon,
Idaho 83467, phone (208) 756-2215.

Dated: September 13, 1983,

Richard K. Griswold,
Uirector. Planning and Budget.

L Doc. 63-25429 Filed 8-21-8% K4S am)
BLLING CODE 2410-11-M

Soll Conservation Service

City of Browning Watershed, Montana;
Deauthorization Federal Funding

AGENCY: Soil Conservation Service,
USDA.

ACTION: Notice of Intent to Deauthorize
Federal Funding.

SUMMARY: Pursuant to the Watershed
Protection and Flood Prevention Act,
Pub. L. 83-566, and the Soil conservation
Service Guidelines (7 CFR Part 622), The
Soil Conservation Service gives notice
of the intent to deauthorize Federal
funding for the City of Browning
Watershed project, Glacier County,
Montana.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Glen H. Loomis, State Conservationist,
Soil Conservation Service, P.O. Box 970,
Bozeman, Montana 59715, telephone
400-587-5271 Ext. 4322,

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: A
determination has been made by Glen
H. Loomis that the proposed works of
improvement for the City of Browning
project will not be installed. The
sponsoring local organizations have
concurred in this determination and
agree that Federal funding should be
deauthorized for the project. Information
regarding this determination may be
obtained from Glen H. Loomis, State
Conservationist, at the above address
and telephone number.

No administrative action on
implementation of the proposed
deauthorization will be taken until 60
days after the date of this publication in
the Federal Register.

[Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance
Program No. 10.904, Watershed Protection
and Flood Prevention. Office of Management
and Budget Circular A-95 regarding State and
local clearinghouse review of Federal and
federally assisted programs and projects is
applicable)

Dated: September 12, 1983
Glen H. Loomis,
State Conservationist.

[FR Doc. 83-25808 Filed $-23-83; £45 am)
BILLING COOE 3410-18-M

Cheshire Flood Prevention RC&D
Measure Plan, Connecticut; Record of
Decision, Availablility

AGENCY: Soil Conservation Service,
USDA.

AcTion: Notice of Availability of a
Record of Decision.

summARry: Philip H. Christensen,
responsible Federal official for projects
administered under the provisions of
Pub. L. 87-703, (18 U.S.C. 590 a-f, q.) in

the State of Connecticut, is hereby
providing notification that a record of
decision to proceed with the installation
of the Cheshire Flood Prevention RC&D
measure plan is available. Single copies
of this record of decision may be
obtained from Philip H. Christensen at
the address shown below.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Philip H. Christensen, State
Consevationist, Soil Conservation
Service, RT 44 Mansfield Professional
Park; Storrs, Connecticut 06268,
telephone (203) 429-9361.

(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance

Program No. 10,901, Resource Conservation

and Development Program. Office of

Management and Budget Circular A-95

regarding State and local clearinghouse

review of Pederal and federally assisted

programs and projects is applicable)
Dated: September 13, 1983,

Philip H. Christensen,

State Conservationist.

[FK Doc. 83-25508 Filed 9-21-03; 8:45 am|

BILLING COOE 3410-16

St. Mary's City Historic Site Critical
Area Treatment & Public Water-Based
Recreation Development RC&D
Measure, Maryland; Environmental
Impact

AGENCY: Soil Conservation Service,
USDA.

AcTION: Notice of a Finding of No
Significant Impact.

SUMMARY: Pursuant to Section 103({2)(C)
of the National Environmental Policy
Act of 1668; the Council on
Environmental Quality Guidelines (40
CFR Part 1500); and the Soil
Conservation Service Guidelines (7 CFR
Part 650); the Soil Conservation Service,
U.S. Department of Agriculture, gives
notice that an environmental impact
statement is not being prepared for the
St Mary’s City Historic Site Critical
Area Treatment and Public Water-Based
Recreation Development RC&D
Measure, St. Mary’s County, Maryland.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Mr. Gerald R. Calhoun, State
Conservationist, Soil Conservation
Service, 4321 Hartwick Road, College
Park, Maryland 20740, telephone 301-
344-4180.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
environmental assessment of this
federally assisted action indicates that
the project will not cause significant
local, regional, or national impacts on
the environment. As a result of these
findings, Mr. Gerald R. Calhoun, State
Conservationist, has determined that the
preparation and review of an
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environmental impact statement are not
needed for this project.

The measure concerns a plan for
public water-based recreation
development and critical area treatment
adjacent to St. Mary's River and St,
Inigoes Creek. The planned warks of
improvement include development of a
trail system, wharfs, picnic shelters,
restroom facilities, and related water-
based recreational amenities, plus
vegetative stabilization of an eroding
bank and beach.

The Notice of a Finding of No
Significant Impact (FONSI) has been
forwarded to the Environmental
Protection Agency and various Federal,
State, and local agencies and interested
parties. Basic data developed during the
environmental agsessment are on file
and may be reviewed by contacting Mr,
Gerald R. Cathoun. A limited number of
copies of the FONSI are available to fill
single copy requests at the above
address.

No administrative action on
implementation of the proposal will be
taken until 30 days after the date of this
publication in the Federal Register.

(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance

Program No. 10,901, Resource Conservation

and Development Program. Office of

Management and Budget Circular No. A-85

regarding State and local Clearinghouse

review of Federal and federally assisted

programs and projects is applicable)
Dated: September 13, 1883,

Gerald R. Calhoun,

State Conservationist.

[FR Doc. 63-25807 Filed 8-21-83: 845 am)

BILLING CODE 3410-16-M

OFFICE OF THE FEDERAL INSPECTOR
OF THE ALASKA NATURAL GAS
TRANSPORTATION SYSTEM

Final Rate Base Determinations; Final
Determination Regarding Proposed
Scope Change

AGENCY: Office of the Federal Inspector

for the Alaska Natural Gas
Transportation System,

ACTION: Final determinations.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Mr. J. Richard Berman, (202) 275-1100,
Take notice that on September 7, 1983,
the Ofifice of the Federal Inspector (OFI)
issued the following reports: (1) Final
Determination for Approving in Part and
Disallowing in Part Expenditures
Claimed for Inclusion in Rate Base by
Northern Border Pipeline Company; (2)
Final Determination Allowing in Part
and Disallowing in Part Northern Border
Pipeline Company’s Request for Change
in Scope for Costs Resulting from South

Dakota Public Utility Commission
Action; and (3) Final Determination for
Approving in Part and Disallowing in
Part Expenditures Claimed for Inclusion
in Rate Base by Alaskan Northwest
Natural Gas Transportation Company.
Copies of these reports are available
upon request from the OFL
Dated: September 19, 1063.
John T. Rhett,
Federal Inspector.
[FR Doc. 83-25653 Filad 0-21-5%; £45 am)
BILLING CODE 6119-01-M

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
International Trade Administration

Carbon Steel Wire Rod From Brazil;
Final Determination of Sales at less
Than Falr Value

AGENCY: International Trade
Administration, Commerce.

ACTION: Notice of Final Determination of
Sales at Less than Fair Value.

SUMMARY: We have determined that
carbon steel wire rod from Brazil is
being sold, or is likely to be sold, in the
United Statess at less than fair value.
The United States International Trade
Commission (ITC) will determine within
45 days of publication of this notice
whether these imports are materially
injuring, or are threatening to materially
injure, a United States Industry.

EFFECTIVE DATE: September 22, 1983.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
John R. Brinkmann, Jr., Office of
Investigations, Import Administration,
International Trade Administration, U.S.
Department of Commerce, 14th Street
and Constitution Avenue, N.W,,
Washington, D.C. 20230; telephone: (202)
377-4929.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
Case History

On September 30, 1982, we received a
petition filed by counsel for Atlantic
Steel Company, Continental Steel
Corporation, Georgetown Steel
Corporation, Georgetown Texas Steel
Corporation, and Raritan River Steel
Company on behzlf of the domestic wire
rod industry. In compliance with the
filing requirements of § 353.36 of the
Commerce Regulations (19 CFR 353.36),
the petition alleged that imports from
Brazil of carbon steel wire rod are being,
or are likely to be, sold in the United
States at less than fair value within the
meaning of section 731 of the Tariff Act
of 1930, as amended (the Act), and that
these imports are materially injuring, or
are threatening to materially injure, a

United States industry. The petitioners
also alleged that “critical
circumstances” exist, as defined in
section 733(e) of the Act.

After reviewing the petition, we
determined that it contained sufficient
grounds to initiate an antidumping
investigation. We notified the I'TC of our
action and initiated the investigation of
October 20, 1982 (47 FR 47452), On
November 15, 1882, the ITC found that
there is a reasonable indication that
imports of carbon steel wire rod are
materially injuring a United States
industry. We determined this case to be
“extraordinarily complicated,” as
defined in section 733(c) of the Act.
Therefore, we extended the period for
making our preliminary determination
by 50 days, until April 28, 1983 (48 FR
7610).

Questionnaires were presented to the
Companhia Siderurgica Da Guanabara
(CONSIGUA) and Companhia
Siderurgica Belgo-Mineira (Belgo-
Mineira) on October 27, 1982. The
responses were received in December,
1982. Verifications were conducted at
the Brazilian offices of COSIGUA and
Belgo-Mineira on Januvary 27-28 and
January 24-25, 1983, respectively.

On May 4, 1983, we determined that
there is a reasonable basis to believe or
suspect that carbon steel wire rod from
Brazil is being, or is likely to be, sold in
the United States at less than fair value
and that critical circumstances do exist
(48 FR 20108).

Our notice of the preliminary
determination provided interested
parties an opportunity to submit views
orally and in writing. There were no
requests by interested parties for a
public hearing. On June 22, 1983, we
published a notice extending the period
for making the final determination until
no later than September 186, 1283, at the
request of the exporters who accounted
for a significant proportion of exports of
this merchandise in accordance with
section 735(a)(2)(A) of the Act (48 FR
28519). The Department has decided not
to enter into a suspension agreement
proposed by the respondents.

Scope of Investigation

The merchandise covered by this
investigation is carbon steel wire rod, 8
coiled, semi-finished, hot-rolled, carbon
steel product of approximately round
solid cross section, not under 0.20 inch
nor over 0.74 inch in diameter, not
tempered, not treated, not partly
manufactured, and valued over 4 cents
per pound. Wire rod is currently
classifiable under item 607.17 of the
Tariff Schedules of the United States
(TSUS).
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The period of investigation for carbon  Unites States sales transactions, inflation. They further alleged that the
steel wire rod from Brazil sold in the Mineira knew at the time of the sale that combination of these circumstances

United States is from Fgbruary 1 to july
31, 1982. COSIGUA and Belgo-Mineira
are the only known Brazilian producers
who export the subject merchandise to
the United States. We examined 100
percent of United States sales made
during the period of investigation.

Fair Value Comparison -

To determine whether sales of the
subject merchandise in the United
States were made at less than fair value,
we compared the United States price
with the foreign market value.

Since we found that the Brazilian
home market prices were constantly
adjusted upward to reflect the high rate
of inflation in Brazil during the period of
investigation, we calculated, for each
United States sale, a foreign market
vilue based on home market sales
which occurred immediately prior to and
subsequent to the date of the United
States sale. For four of the five United
States sales, foreign market value was
based on a weighted-average of home
market saley 15 days before
and 15 days after the appropriate United
States sale. The remaining United States
sale occurred on February 2, the second
day of the period of investigation. For
that sale, we calculated foreign market
value based on home market sales
occurring February 1 through 15, We
then made our fair value comparisons
using the appropriate foreign market
value,

United States Price

As provided in section 772(b) of the
Act, we used the purchase price of the
carbon steel wire rod to represent the
United States price because the
merchandise was sold to unrelated
purchasers prior to its importation into
the United States.

COSIGUA: We calculated the
purchase price for COSIGUA based on
the Lo.b., packed, Brazilian port price
from a company related to COSIGUA to
an unrelated company which
acts as a distributor for resale to United
States purchasers. In each of its United
States sales transactions, COSIGUA
Anew at the time of sale to the unrelated
F.umpean Ihnt the
merchandise was destined for a United
States . We made deductions -
for Brazilian inland freight and port
costs.

Belgo-Mineira: We calculated the
purchase price for Belgo-Mineira based
on the f.0.b., packed, Brizilian port price
from Belgo-Mineira to an unrelated
Furopean company, who in turn sold the
merchandise to a United States trading
tompany. In each of Belgo-Mineira’s

the merchandise was destined for a
United States . We made
deductions for Brazilian inland freight
and port costs.

Foreign Market Value

In accordance with section 773{a)(1)
of the Act, we calculated foreign market
value based on home market sales of
COSICUA and Belgo-Mineira. In
calculating foreign market value, we
made currency conversions from
Brazilian cruzeiros to United States
dollars in accordance with § 353.58(a)(1)
of the Commerce Regulations using the
certified daily exchange rates.

COSIGUA: The home market sales
reported by COSIGUA and used in our
calculation of foreign market value were
of carbon steel wire rod of an AISI
category identical to the wire rod sold
by COSIGUA in the United States. All
home market sales reported by
COSIGUA were to unrelated companies.
We calculated the foreign market value
for COSIGUA by deducting freight costs
from the packed c & [ prices, Since wire
rod sold in both the United States and
the home market was sold in the
identical packed condition, no
adjustments were made for packing. In
accordance with § 353.15{c) of the
Commerce Regulations, an adjustment

. was made for differences between

commissions on sales to the United
States and indirect selling expenses in
the home market used as offsets to
United States commissions.

COSIGUA requested that we make
adjustments for the cost of warranty
service, bad debt, technical services,
level of trade differences and an
“economic correlation adjustment” for
net inflation. We did not allow the
adjustments for warranty service, bad
debt and technical services since they
were not directly related to the sales
under consideration, as required by
§ 353.15 of the Commerce Regulations.

The level of trade adjustment claimed
by COSIGUA was to compensate for
differences in levels of trade existing
between the United States market and
the home market for sales of wire rod.
Pursuant to § 353.19 of the Commerce
Regulations, the deduction was
disallowed because COSIGUA did not
establish the differences in the selling
costs associated with sales at different
levels of trade in the home murket.

COSIGUA claimed we should make
the “economic correlation” adjustment
to home market prices to compensate for
the high Brazilian inflation rate and for
the alleged failure of the government of
Brazil to devalue the Brazilian cruzeiro
al rates consistent with domestic

creates an artifically high foreign market
value when the fore
market value is converted to U.S. s
at the official rate of exchange.

Under § 353.15 of the Commerce
Regulations, the Department of
Commerce (the Department) will make
reasonable allowances for bona fide
differences in circumstances of the sale
compared to the exlent we are satisfied
that the amount of any price differential
between the U.S, and domestic market
is wholly or partly due to such
differences. In this case, respondents
have not demonstrated that any price
differential is due to the requirement
that they convert proceeds from their
U.S. sales into cruzeiros at the official
exchange rate. We have no evidance
that respondents do not take into
account the economic effect of inflation
and currency exchange controls when
setling prices in either market. In this
instance, we would expect that
respondent’s price would incorporate
the effect of the official exchange rate in
setting its price to U.S. customers in
order lo ensure an equitable return in
real cruzeiros on U.S, sales.

COSIGUA also claimed a
curcumstance of sale adjustment for
subsidies which we preliminarily
determined existed in an earlier
countervailing duty investigation of
carbon steel wire rod from Brazil {47 FR
30550). We have not allowed this
adjustment. The applicability of
adjusting for export subsidies Is
discussed in the "Respondents’
Comments” section of this notice.

Belgo-Mineira: Belgo-Mineira had no
home market sales of wire rod which
were identical in physical
characteristics to the AlSI category wire
rod sold to the United States. '
Accordingly, the home market sales we
used o value were of “similar™
merchandise, as defined in section
771(18)(b) of the Act. The home markel
sales reported by Belgo-Mineira were to
both related and unrelated customers,
Pursuant to § 353.22(b) of the Commerce
Regulations, we found sales to Belgo-
Mineira’s related customers to be at
prices comparable to those at which
such or similar merchandise was sold to
customers unrelated to Belgo-Mineira.
Therefore, we used sales to both related
and unrelated customers in our
calculation of foreign market value.

Home market prices were based on
the f.0.b. packed prices to both related
and unrelated purchasers. An
adjustment was made to home market
prices to account for differences
between the U.S. and home marke! cost
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of packing. Adjustments were made for
differences in credit costs and warranty
expenses, in accordance with § 353.15 of
the Commerce Regulations.

We did not allow an adjustment
requested by Belgo-Mineira for technical
services, since we found it was not
directly related to the sales under
consideration as required by § 353.15 of
the Commerce Regulations. We also
disallowed an adjustment claimed for
export subsidies. The question of
adjusting for export subsidies is
discussed in the “Respondents’
Comments" section of this notice, A
quantity discount adjustment claimed by
Belgo-Mineira under § 353.14 of the
Commerce Regulations was not allowed
because Belgo-Mineira was unable to
demonstrate that the discounts were
justified based on cost savings or that
they had been granted with respect to 20
percent or more of sales of such or
similar merchandise in the home market
dsuring a period of at least six months.

Verification

In accordance with section 776(a) of
the Act, we verified the information
used in making this determination. We
were granted access to the books and
records of COSIGUA and Belgo-Mineira.

We used standard verification
procedures, including examination of
accounting records, financial records,
and selected documents containing
relevant information.

Results of Investigation

We made fair value comparisons on
all the reported carbon steel wire rod
sold in the United States by the two
Brazilian companies during the
investigative period. We have found that
the foreign market value exceeded the
United States price on 100 percent of the
merchandise sold. These margins ranges
from 51.50 percent to 70.57 percent. The
overall weighted-average margin on all
carbon steel wire rod is 63.51 percent.

Respondents' Comments

Belgo-Mineira—Comment 1

Belgo-Mineira's home market prices of
wire rod do not reflect commercial
reality when they are translated into
dollars at the official rate of exchange,
since the official exchange rate is
controlled by the Brazilian government
and does not reflect those economic
conditions in Brazil by which the
cruzeiro selling price of wire rod is
determined. Therefore, the Department
should determine foreign market value
based on the prices of wire rod sold by
Belgo-Mineira in third countries.

DOC Position

Under § 3534 of the Commerce
Regulations the home market is
considered viable and the appropriate
basis for foreign market value when it
has been determined that the quantities
of such or similar merchandise sold in
the home market consititues at least five
percent of the quantity sold for
exportation to countries other than the
United States. In this case, home market
sales meet this test. The currency
conversion issue posed by Belgo-
Mineira is irrelevant to this
determination.

Belgo-Mineira—Comment 2

The Commerce Department should
have permitted an adjustment to
account for the fact that under
government of Brazil Resolution 331,
Belgo-Mineira is entitled to receive from
Brazilian banks the cruzeiro equivalent
of the sales price for export sales up to
150 days before exportation. On the
particular sales in question, Belgo-
Mineira received its cash payment 10
days in advance of the date of shipment
and the date from which the terms of
payment to the export customer were to
commence. Specifically, Belgo-Mineira
claims the Department made three
errors in calculating U.S. credit costs.

(1) The Department deducted as a
directly-related credit cost for each U.S.
sale, the interest charged to Belgo-
Mineira by the banks for the entire term
of Belgo-Mineira export financing under
Resolution 331 (i. e. from 10 days before
shipment until actual receipt by the
bank of payment from the purchaser).
Instead, the Department should have
deducted only that amount of the
interest cost incurred between receipt of
the 10 days' advance payment and the
date specified in the terms of sale {date
of shipment).

(2) With regared to the 10 day’s
advance payment, the Department
should have considered the benefit
arising to Belgo-Mineira from the
advance having been obtained at
preferential interest rates. Since the
advanced funds make it unnecessary to
borrow operating funds at the higher
commercial rates, the producers receive
a net "benefit"” equal to the difference
between the preferential rate paid and
the commercial rate they would have
paid had the funds been borrowed at
market rates.

(3) The Department should not have
deducted from the U.S. price the interest
charged Belgo-Mineira by the bank as a
penealty for the purchaser's late

payment.

DOC Position

The Department’s position on the
circumstance of sale adjustment for
differences in credit costs is that where
actual credit costs are known, the
adjustment must be based on the credit
costs actually experienced by a
respondent company, as verified
through the corporate books and
records. Where available, the actual
interest expenses paid will be used to
compute credit costs, Furthermore, we
consider the credit expense associated
with a particular sale to commence from
the time the debt obligation for that sale
is assumed and to terminate when the
debt has been paid in full.

In the case of Belgo-Mineira, the
Department was able to obtain the
actual interest expense for each U.S,
sale from the time the debt obligation to
the bank commenced (10 days prior to
shipment) until the indebtedness was
terminated (when the purchaser actually
paid the bank). This includes the late
payment penalty in as much as it is a
cost associated with the extension of
credit, With regard to Belgo-Mineira's
claim for a benefit arising from the 10-
day advance, the Department considers
the “benefit” of not borrowing at market
rates as a theoretical or imputed value
and, as such, it does not represent the
actual cost of extending credit in U.S.
sales,

Belgo-Mineira—Comment 3

Belgo-Mineira and (in its pre-
preliminary determination comments)
COSIGUA claim that the Commerce
Department should grant an adjustment
for differences in circumstances of sale
to account for subsidies received on
exports to the United States. (On
September 21, 1982, the Department of
Commerce and the government of Brazil
concluded a suspension agreement
pursuant to section 704 of the Act under
which the government of Brazil agreed
to impose an export tax equal to the net
subsidy amount on all shipments of
carbon steel wire rod shipped from
Brazil to the United States on or after
October 20, 1982 (47 FR 42399)). They
argue that these subsidies represent a
direct reduction in the cost of exporting
and are, therefore, directly related to the
sales of wire rod to the United States.
They further claim that the Department
should make an adjustment since the
imposition of the export tax did not tgke
effect until after the investigative period.
In support of their arguments,
respondents point to Certain Iron Metal
Casting from India, where the
Department adjusted for export
subsidies,
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DOC Position

We do not consider subsidies
received by respondents to be a
circumstance of sale for which an
adjustment is allowable under § 353.15
of the Commerce Regulations, because
we do not find that the subsidies
received necessarily create a price
differential for wire rod in the two
markets compared. It is possible, as
respondents claim, that the U.S. prices
are reduced as a result of the subsidies,
It is equally possible, however, that the
subsidies had the effect of increasing the
respondents’ revenues without affecting
U.S. prices. Respondents have not
demonstrated that subsidies received
had an effect of the U.S. or home market
selling price of wire rod.

We further note that the Act does
ullow adjustments to U.S. price for
export taxes or countervailing duties,
but not in the context of this case.
Section 772(d)(1)(D) of the Act provides
for increasing purchase price by the
amount of any countervailing duty
imposed on merchandise to offset an
export subsidy. This provision does not
apply in this case since countervailing
duties were not imposed on the sales in
question. Section 772(d)(2)(B) allows
purchase price to be reduced by the
amount, if included in such price, of
export taxes, except those levied on the
export of merchandise to the United
States specifically intended to offset the
subsiby received. This provision does
not apply because the export taxes
imposed by Brazil under the suspension
agreement fall under the exception.
Further, export taxes were not imposed
on sales subject to the investigation. The
fact that section 772(d) specifically
addressses those situations when the
Department is required to make an
adjustment for export subsidies in its
antidumping calculations indicates that
Congress did not intend that an
adjustment to U.S. price be made for
export subsidies in this case.

The case of Certain Iron Meto!
Casting from India used by respondents
in support of their agrument is
distinguishable. In Casting, foreign
market value was based on third
country sales from India to Canada.
Since both export sales to Canada and
to the U.S. received the benefit from the
same export subsidies, comparability
existed before the Department made the
statutorily mandated adjustment of an
increase to U.S. price for the amount of
countervailing duties imposed. To
teestablish comparability, the,
Department increased the Canadian
price in‘'an amount equal to the amount
of the countervailing duties.

Belgo-Mineira—Comment 4

Unless the Commerce Department
adjusts foreign market value to reflect
the amount of subsidies received on
exports, it will be imposing both
countervailing and antidumping duties
on the same merchandise in violation of
U.S. obligations under the General
Agreement on Tariffs and Trade
[GATT).

DOG Position

The GATT prohibits double counting
for the imposition of dumping duties to_
offset export subsidies already subject
to countervailing duties. There is no
double counting in this case since
countervailing duties were not imposed
on exports of carbon steel wire rod to
the United States during the period of
investigation. Further, the export tax
imposed on wire rod under the
suspension agreement did not go into
effect until after the period of
investigation.

BeLgo-Mineim—Commenl 5

The Department should grant a
quantity adjustment under § 353.14 of
the Commerce Regulations for the
differences in the quantities sold by
Belgo-Mineira in the two markets, Belgo-
Mineira claims that it qualifies for a
quantity discount allowance based on
the fact that it grants a discount to one
customer in the home market based on
the cumulative quantity of wire rod
(some of which was not subject to this
investigation) purchased by that
customer each month, even though that
customer's purchases of the product
under investigation did not meet the
criteria of allowances in §353.14b(1).

DOC Position

A quantity discount may be applied to
the sales in the home market when the
criteria of allowances under § 353.14 of
the Commerce Regulations have been
met,

In the preliminary determination we
noted that we did not allow the quantity
discount because Belgo-Mineira had not
met the prerequisites in §353.14(b).
Specifically, over a six-month period
Belgo-Mineira had not (1) granted
quantity discounts of at least the same
magnitude with respect to 20 percent of
such or similar merchandise sold in the
home market, or (2) demonstrated cost
savings specifically attributable to_
production of the different quantities
involved. We affirm this position.
Further, we note that the claimed
quantity discounts are not directly
linked to individual sales, but are based
on the customer's past and anticipated
aggregate purchases. In order for

§353.14(b) to be applied to sales under
consideration, the quantity discount
offered must first meet the threshold test
of being directly contingent upon the
quantity purchased in that particular
sale,

Belgo-Mineira—Comment 6

If the Department refuses to grant an
adjustment for difference in quantities,
an equivalent adjustment should be
made for difference in levels of trade
under §353.19 of the Commerce
Regulations between wire rod is sold to
distributors in the U.S. and to end users
in the home markel. The fact that Belgo-
Mineira makes large volume sales of
carbon and specialty steel wire rod to a
single company at a discounted price is
in itself a reliable measurement of the
price differential that would be provided
to the home market distributors if any
were to purchase the material under
investigation. .

DOC Position

As noted in our response. to Belgo-
Mineira Comment 5, the home market
sales referred to by Belgo-Mineira are
discounted based on the customer’s past
and anticipated aggregate purchases of
all types of wire rod. We are not
allowing an adjustment under §353.19
because the respondent did not quantify
the cost differential of selling at
different levels of trade in the home
market.

Petitioner's Comments
Peltitioners—Comment 1

The adjustment to foreign market
value for credit cost differences is based
on findings which show that the
respondents have received substantial
subsidies not investigated in the earlier
countervailing duty case of carbon steel
wire rod from Brazil. Specifically, both
Belgo-Mineira and COSIGUA benefited
from financing on their export
transactions by receiving from the Bank
of Brazil advance payment on their
export accounts receivable at
preferential terms,

DOC Position

We investigated the export financing
referred to by the petitioners in the
aforementioned countervailing duty
Investigation, and found that it did not
constitute an export subsidy. It is
therefore not reflected in the export tax
currently imposed by the government of
Brazil pursuant to the suspension
agreement in that investigation. We
determined that the terms of the export
financing were not controlled by the
government of Brazil, but were based on
commercial considerations by the bank.
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The Department’s Office of
Compliance, which monitors the
suspension agreement, has been advised
of all facts obtained in this investigation
relating to the export financing used by
Belgo-Mineira and COSIGUA. In the
event thet the circumstances of the
export financing merchanism have
changed since the countervailing dut{e
investigation, any such changes will
taken into account in the monitoring of
that agreement.

Affirmative Determination of Critical
Circumstances

Counsel for petitioners alleged that
imports of carbon steel wire rod from
Brazil present “critical circumstances.”
Under section 735(a)(3) of the Act,
critical circumstances exist when the
Department determines that: (1) There
have been massive imports of the
merchandise under investigation over a
relatively short period: and (2) there is a
history of dumping in the United States
or elsewhere of the mérchandise under
investigation, or the person by whom, or
for whose account, the merchandise was
imported know or should have known
that the exporter was selling the
merchandise under investigation at less
than is fair value,

In determining whether there have
been massive imports over a relatively
short period, we considered the
following factors: recent import
penetration levels; changes in import
penetration since the date of the ITC's
preliminary affirmative determination of
injury; whether imports have surged
recently; whether recent imports are
significantly above the average
calculated over the severs! years (1980-
1982); and whether the pattemns of
imports over that three-year period may
be explained by seasonal swings. Based
upon our analysis of the information, we
determine that imports of the products
caovered by this investigation are
massive over a relatively short period
{November 1962 through February 1983).

Therefore, we proceeded to consider
whether there is a history of dumping of
carbon steel wire rod from Brazil in the
U.S. or elsewhere. We reviewed past
antidumping findings of the Department
of the Treasury as well as past
Department of Commerce antidumping
orders. There have been no past United
States antidumping determinations on
carbon steel wire rod from Brazil. We
also reviewed the antidumping actions
of other countries made available to us
through the Antidumping Code
Committee establizhed by the
Agreement on Implementation of Article
VI of the General Agreement on Tarifls
and Trade. We found no history of
dumping of this product from Brazil.

We then considered whether the
person by whom, or for whose account,
this product was imported knew or
should have known that the exporter
was selling this product at less than its
fair value. It {s the Department’s position
that this test is met where margins
calculated on the basis of responses to
the Department's questionnaire are
sufficiently large that the importer knew
or should have known that prices for
sales to the United States (as adjusted
according to the antidumping law) were
significantly below home market sales
prices. In this case, the margin
calculated on the basis of responses to
the Department's questionnaire is
sufficiently large, even though there is
no corporate relationship between the
exporters and importers, that the
importer knew or should have known
that the merchandise was being sold in
the United States at less than fair value.

For the reasons described above, we
determine that critical circumstances do
exist with respect to carbon steel wire
rod from Brazil,

Final Determination

Based cn our investigation and in
accordance with section 735(a) of the
Acl, we determine that carbon steel
wire rod from Brazil is being sold in the
United States at less than fair value

within the meaning of section 731 of the .

Act,
Continuation of Suspension of
Liquidation

Liquidation will continue to be
suspended on ell entries of carbon steel
wire rod from Brazil that are entered
into the United States, or withdrawn
from warehouse, for consumption. The
United States Customs Service will
continue {o require the posting of a cash
deposit or bond in amounts based on the
following weighted-average margins for
carbon steel wire rod from Brazil. The
securily amounts established in our
preliminary determination of May 4,
1983, are no longer in effect.

Manufsctizens, producors and exponterns m
cont)
COSIGUA .. 4351
7849
Al other mandacturan, prody g exp 8351
ITC Notification
We are notifying the ITC and making

available to it all non-privileged and
non-confidential information relating to
this determination. We will allow the
ITC access to all privileged and

confidential information in our files,
provided it confirms that it will not
disclose such information, either
publicly or under an administrative
protective order, without the written
consent of the Deputy Assistant
Sectretary for Import Administration. If
the ITC determines that material injury
or threat of material injury does not
exist, this proceeding will be lerminated
and all securities posted as a result of
the suspension of liquidation will be
refunded or cancelled. If the ITC
determines that such injury does exist,
we will issue an antidumping duty order
directing Customs officers to assess an
antidumping duty on carbon steel wire
rod from Brazil entered, or withdrawn
from warehouse, for consumption after
the suspension of liquidation, equal to
the amount by which the foreign market
value exceeds the United States price.

This determination is being published
pursuant to section 735(d) of the Act (19
U.S.C. 1673(d)).

Dated: September 16, 1983.
Lawrence J. Brady,
Assistant Secretary for Trade Administration

[FR Doc. £3-25682 Piled 0218 #:45 amj]
DILLING CODE 3510-25-M

Final Determination of Sales at Less
Than Fair Value; Carbon Steel Wire
Rod From Trinidad and Tobago

AGENCY: International Trade
Administration, Commerce.

AcTiION: Notice of Final Determination of
Sales at Less than Fair Value: Carbon
Steel Wire Rod from Trinidad and
Tobago.

SUMMARY: We have determined that
carbon steel wire rod from Trinidad and
Tobago is being sold, or is likely to be
sold, in the United States at less than
fair value. The United States
International Trade Commission (ITC)

. will determine within 45 days of

publication of this notice whether these
imports are materially injuring, or are
threatening to materially injure, a U.S.
industry.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
John R. Brinkmann, Jr. or Mary Jenkins,
Office of Investigations, Import
Administration, International Trade
Administration, U.S, t of
Commerce, 14th Street and Constitution
Avenue, N.W., Washington, D.C. 20230:
telephone: (202) 377-4829 or 377-1756,

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
On September 30, 1982, we received &

petition filed by counse! for Atlantic
Steel Company, Continental Steel
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Corporation, Georgetown Texas Steel
Corporation, and Raritan River Steel
Company on behalf of the domestic wire
rod industry. In compliance with the
filing requirements of § 353.38 of the
Commerce Regulations (16 CFR 353.38),
the petition alleged that imports from
Trinidad and Tobago of carbon steel
wire rod are being, or are likely to be,
sold in the United States at less than fair
value within the meaning of section 731
of the Tariff Act of 1930, as amended
(the Act), and that these imports are
materially injuring, or are threatening to
materially injure, a United States
industry, The petitioners also alledge
that “critical circumstances” exist, as
defined in section 733(e) of the Act.

After reviewing the petition, we
determined that it contained sufficient
grounds 1o initiate an antidumping
investigation. We notified the I'TC of our
action and initiated the investigation on
October 20, 1982 (47 FR 47453). On
November 15, 1882, the ITC found that
there is a reasonable indication that
imports of carbon steel wire rod are
materially injuring, or threatening to
materially injure, a United States
industry. Pursuant to section
733(c)(1)(A) of the Act, we subsequently
postponed the preliminary
detarmination by 50 days until no later
thun April 28, 1083 (48 FR 7610).

A questionnarie was presented to the
Iron and Steel Company of Trinidad and
Tobago (ISCOTT) on November 1, 1982,
The response was received on
December 185, 1882. A verification was
conducted at the Port of Spain and Port
Lisa offices of ISCOTT from February 7-
11, 1983,

On May 4, 1983, we determined there
Is a reasonable basis to believe or
suspect that carbon steel wire rod from
Trinidad and Tobago is being, or is
likely to be, sold in the United States at
less than fair value (48 FR 20100).

Our notice of the preliminary
determination provided interested
parties an epportunity to submit views
orally and in writing.

On July 20, 1983, in accordance with
[SCOTT's request, a public hearing was
held. On June 22, 1963, we published a
notice extending the period for making
the final determination until no later
than September 16, 1983, at the request
of the sole exporter of this merchandise
in accordance with section 735(a)(2)(A)
of the Act (48 FR 28520),

Scope of Investigation

The merchandise covered by this
investigation is carbon stee! wire rod, a
coiled, semi-finished, hot-rolled, carbon
steel product of approximately round
solid cross section, not under 0.20 inch
nor over 0.74 inch in diameter, not

tempered, not treated, not partly
manufactured, and valued over 4 cents
per pound. Wire rod is currently
classifiable under item 607.17 of the
Tariff Schedules of the United States
(TSUS).

The period of investigation for carbon
steel wire rod from Trinidad and Tobago
sold in the United States is from April 1
to September 30, 1982. ISCOTT is the
only known Trinidad and Tobago
producer who exports the subject
merchandise to the United States. We
examined 100 percent of the sales made
during the period of investigation.

Fair Value Comparison

To determine wherher sales of the
subject merchandise in the United
States were made at less than fair value,
we compared the United States price
with the foreign market value.

United States Price

As provided in section 772(b) of the
Act, we used the purchase price of the
subject merchandise to represent the
United States price, because the
merchandise was sold to unrelated
purchasers prior to its importation into
the United States.

We calculated the purchase price
based on the ¢.if., duty-paid, delivered,
packed price to unrelated U.S.
customers. We made deductions for
United States and forelgn inland freight,
ocean freight, marine insurance, United
States duties and United States port
costs, We made additional deductions,
where appropriate, for U.S, warehousing
expenses.

Foreign Market Value

In accordance with section 773(a)(1)
of the Act, we calculated foreign market
value based on home market sales of
ISCOTT. We have made comparizsons of
“such or similar” merchandise based on
grade categories selected by Commerce
Department industry experts, according
to section 771(16)(B) of the Act. We
calculated the foreign market value for
ISCOTT based on ex-mill packed prices.
Since wire rod sold in both the United
States and the home market was sold in
the identical packed condition, no
adjustments were made for packing. An
adjustment was made for differences
between commissions on sales to the
United States and indirect selling
expenses in the home market used as an
offsel to United States commissions in
accordance with § 353.15(c) of the
Commerce Regulations. In accordance
with § 353.15(b) of the Commerce
Regulations, an adjustment was made
for differences in credit costs on all
sales to reflect the cost of credit from
the time the merchandise is sold until

payment is received from the customer.
In the preliminary determination the
cost of credit had been galculated from
the date of shipment. A further
adjustment was made for differences in
post sale warehousing costs in
accordance with § 353.15 of the
Commerce Regulations,

Verification

In accordance with section 776(a) of
the Act, we verified the information
used in making this determination. We
were granted access to the books and
records of ISCOTT.

We used standard verification
procedures, including examination of
accounting records, financial records,
and selected documents containing
relevant information.

Results of Investigation

We made fair value comparisons on
all the reported carbon steel wire rod
sold in the United States by ISCOTT
during the investigative period. We have
found that the foreign market value
exceeded the United States price on 95
percent of the merchandise sold. These
margins ranged from 0 percent to 8.5
percent. The overall weighted-average
margin on all carbon steel wire rod is
9.79 percent.

Respondent’s Comments
Comment 1

Respondent argues that the
Department should have allowed a
“circumstances of sale” adjustment for
ISCOTT's post sale warehousing
expenses as these expenses were
directly related to the sale of wire rod in
the home market during the period of
investigation.

DOC Position

In our preliminary determination we
noted that while ISCOTT did carefully
allocate wire rod to specific customer
orders in its production and inventory
control records, the merchandise was
never set aside as sold and therefore
remained available to meet the general
inventory needs and sales commitments
of ISCOTT.

We have considered all information
submitted regarding our preliminary
determination on this issue. We
determine that ISCOTT has
demonstrated that its customers
consider the after-sale storage of wire
rod sold as a condition of sale. It also
established that, with minor exceptions,
the merchandise sold and awaiting
pickup by a customer is maintained for
that customer’s account in ISCOTT's
inventory control system. However, in
calculating the price differential in the
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two markets compared, the Department
used an actual weighted-average
standing time in inventory for sales
made during the period of investigation
rather than the average post-sale
standing time in computation employed
by ISCOTT, Also we did not include in
our calculations data used by ISCOTT
pertaining to sales of wire rod in
categories ASTM 60 and BS 4449
because these categories were
determined by Departmental industry
experts not lo constitute "such or
similar" merchandise within the
meaning of section 771{18}(b) of the Act.
Finally, the interest expense carrying
costs claimed by ISCOTT was included
in our calculation of credit expense and
not in the post-sale warehousing
adjustment.

Comment 2

ISCOTT argues that the Department’s
recognition of, and adjustment for,
warehousing expenses on certain U.S.
sales provides a basis for the
Department to make the claimed post-
sale warehousing adjustment in the
home market.

DOC Position

We have determined that ISCOTT has
satisfactorily established that
warehousing expenses in the U.S,
market are directly related to storage of
carbon steel wire rod shipped pursuant
to a specific order and awaiting delivery
to specific U.S. customers. As such,
these expenses are incurred in bringing
the merchandise from the place of
shipment in the country of exportation
to the place of delivery in the United
States and are a necessary deduction
from U.S. price under § 353.10(d) of the
Commerce Regulations. The
Department's position with regard to
home market warehousing is stated in
our response to comment 1.

Comment 3

Respondent argues that the
Department’s application of the
antidumping law in this case unfairly
discriminates against ISCOTT's position
as a company in a developing nation.

DOC Position

Section 773(a){4)(B) of the Act, and
§ 353.15 of the Commerce Regulations
provide the authority and standards by
which we make adjustments for
differences in "circumstances of sale."
Firms of all nations must meet the
standards for which such adjustments
may be made. Where we have not
allowed an adjustment claimed by
ISCOTT, we determined that the
claimed adjustment did not meet the

standards established under § 353.15 of
the Commerce Regulations.

Comment 4

Respondent argues that the
Department's calculation comparing
commissions in the U.S. market and
home market indirect selling expenses
as an offset to commissions on a per
unit basis fails to make proper
allowances for differences in selling
expenses. ISCOTT proposed that the
Department calculate the offset
adjustment by comparing the total
amount of sales commissions in the U.S,
market with the total actual selling
expenses in the home market.

DOC Position

Our method of comparing
commissions and indirect selling
expenses on 8 per unit basis makes
reasonable allowances for differences in
such expenses between the two
markets. We have consistently applied
this practice in interpreting § 353.15(c) of
the Commerce Regulations.

Comment 5

ISCOTT claims that the Department
used incorrect values in preliminarily
computing the offset allowance to U.S.
commissions because the Department
failed to consider revised U.S.
commission figures submitted by
ISCOTT, as well as additional sales
commission expenses attributed by the
Department to ISCOTT"s U.S. marketing
service agency.

DOC Position

We have adjusted our calculations of
U.S. commission expenses to reflect the
revised commission figures as well as
the direct selling expenses associated
with the U.S. marketing service agency.
The offset allowance has also been
adjusted to reflect these changes.

Comment 6

Respondent argues that the
Department improperly denied
ISCOTT's “circumstances of sale
adjustment” for the advertising expense
by ISCOTT for magazine advertising
and for a paper holder made of wire rod
which displayed ISCOTT's logo.

DOC Position

We consider advertising expenses
which are an assumption of a
purchaser’s cost to be allowable as a
"circumstance of sale adjustment.” We
have determined that the advertising
adjustment claimed by ISCOTT is aimed
at ISCOTT's home market customers,
rather than those firms which purchase
from ISCOTT's customers. ISCOTT’s
advertising points out to its home

market customers the advantages of
purchasing wire rod from ISCOTT by
describing the component materials
contained in the wire rod and the
process by which the rod is
manufactured. Such advertising is
beneficial to ISCOTT and not to
ISCOTT's home market customers.
Therefore, a “circumstance of sale
adjustment” is not allowable under

§ 353.15 of the Commerce Regulations,

Comment 7

Respondent argues that an allowance
should be made for technical service
expenses as a "circumstance of sale”
adjustment.

DOC Position

We have verified that the claimed
technical expenses are not directly
related to specific sales during the
period of investigation. Therefore, they
are now allowable as an adjustment
under § 353.15 of the Commerce
Regulations,

Comment 8

Respondent argues that the
Department improperly disregarded
supplementary payments received by
ISCOTT for differences between mill
weight and scale weight on certain U.S,
sales. These supplementary payments
made by the customer for the actual
amount of wire rod received should
have been used to increase the unit
price in the Department’s calculation of
U.S. price.

DOC Position

Mill weight is ISCOTT's registered
weight of the carbon steel wire rod sale
prior to shipment to the United States.
Scale weight is the registered weight of
the shipment at the U.S. port of entry. In
this case, the supplemental payments
made by the U.S. customer were based
on the additional quantities noted in the
scale weight adjustment and on the
same unit price as originally contracted
for. The only adjustment required in this
instance would be to the total guantity
sold and the total selling price and not
to the unit price as claimed by ISCOTT.
Therefore, we have adjusted our figures
to reflect total volume and quantity of
merchandise actually purchased.

Comment 8

Respondent argues that the
Department did not adjust the U.S. price
in one sale, where an overpayment was
made by customer and the excess
payment had not been refunded or
credited to the customer’s account.
Further, the Department did not adjust
the United States price in & second sale
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where a post-sale price increase was adjustment allowed on the actual should have known that it was being
negotiated when the customer requested  standing time in inventory (weight- sold at less than its fair value. We have
a change in the ultimate destination of averaged) of merchandise (subject to no evidence that importers had such
the shipment. this investigation) sold during the period  knowledge. Nor is the margin
DOC Position of investigation. sufficiently large in and of itself to
. We did not include in our calculation  warrant that importers should have

We have adjusted United States price  of carrying costs for pest-sale known that this product was being sold
to reflect the requested adjusiments. warehousing the interest expense at less than fair val i
Comment 10 claimed by ISCOTT. We d_id considef where, as here, importers and exporters

the interest expense associated with are unrelated companies.

Respondent argues that the standing time in inventory of products Therefore, for the reasons described
Depagtment i y calculated sold in both markets as a credit above, we determine that critical
inland freight cost by multiplying the expense, as we consider credit expenses  circumstances do not exist with respect
distance traveled by two, because two associated with a Mwhr “‘e to to carbon steel wire rod &om.rfmidﬂd
rucks are normally used in commence at the time of sale or and Tobago.
the wire rod. The distance traveled as production of the merchandise,
reflected by ISCOTT’s freight whichever occurs later. Accordingly, we  Final Determination
calculation is the total distance traveled 4,0 allowing this adjustment under Based on our investigation and in
by all trucks. § 35315 of the Commerce Regulations.  4ccordance with section 735(a) of the
DOC Position g:f;-lzzlm crf:;i!th:o :ﬁ'mw o Act, we have reached a final l L

We have determined that the distance ; Post determination that carbon steel wire ro
factor in ISCOTT s calculation is the se wartlonsig from Trinidad and Tobego is being sold

total distance traveled by all trucks.
Therefore, we have accepted ISCOTT's
inland freight calculation for the final
determination.

Petitioners’ Comments
Petitioners—Comment 1

ISCOTT's claimed adjustment for
post-sale warehousing is not allowable
under § 353.15 of the Commerce
Regulations. ISCOTT's expenses are not
incurred after a sale is made but are
more accurately characterized as
general operating expenses that do not
relate directly to the sales under
investigation. Furthermore, the data on
which the adjustment is based are
computed from averages and estimates
only and do not sufficiently reflect
actual costs incurred in connection with
the specific sales under investigation.
Finally, the interest expenses included
by ISCOTT as a element of its post-sale
warehousing costs are in reality
financing costs and have nothing to do
with warehousing. However, these
‘inancial costs should not be considered
n the adjustment for differences in
credit costs because the credit cost
adjustment is limited to the time
between the date the customer’s
obligation to pay arises (no earlier than
date of delivery) and the date of actual
payment.

DOC Response

We stated earlier in this notice and
our response to Petitioner's Comment 5,
that we have granted a post-sale
warehouse adjustment to ISCOTT. As
noted, we determined that after-sale
warehousing was a condition of sale
and that the merchandise sold and
éwalting pickup by the customer is
maintained in ISCOTT's inventory
control system. We did base the

Negative Determination of Critical
Circumstances

Counsel for petitioners alleged that
imports of carbon steel wire rod from
Trinidad and Tobago present “critical
circumstances.” Under section 735{a)(3)
of the Act, critical circumstances exist
when there is a reasonable basis to
believe or suspect that: (1) There is a
history of dumping in the United States
or elsewhere of the class or kind of
merchandise which is the subject of the
investigation; or the person by whom, or
for whose account, the merchandise was
imported knew or should have known
that the exporter was selling the
merchandise which is the subject of the
investigation at less than its fair value;
and that (2) there have been massive
imports of the class or kind of
merchandise which is the subject of the
investigation over a relatively short
period.

We reviewed past antidumping
findings of the Department of Treasury
as well as past Department of
Commerce antidumping orders 1o
determine whether there is a history of
dumping of carbon steel wire rod from
Trinidad end Tobago in the United
States or elsewhere. There have been no
past United States antidumping
determinations on carbon steel wire rod
from Trinidad and Tobago. We also
reviewed the antidumping actions of
other countries made available to us
through the Antidumping Code
Committee established by the
Agreement on Implementation of Article
VI of the General Agreement of Tariffs
and Trade. We found no history of
dumping of this product from Trinidad
and Tobago.

We then considered whether the
persons by whom, or for whose account,
this product was imported knew or

in the United States at less than fair
value within the meaning of section 731
of the Act.

Continuation of Suspension of

Liquidation

Liquidation will continue to be
suspended on all entries of carbon steel
wire rod that are entered into the United
States, or withdrawn from warehouse,
for consumption. The United States
Customs Service will continue to require
the posting of a cash deposit or bond in
amounts based on the weighted-average
margin of 8.79 for carbon steel wire rod
from Trinidad and Tobago. The security
amounts established in our preliminary
determination of May 4, 1983, are no
longer in effect.

ITC Notification

In accordance with section 735(d) of
the Act, we will notify the ITC of our
determination. In addition, we are
making available to the ITC all
nonprivileged and nonconfidential
information relating to this
determination. We will allow the ITC
access to all privileged and confidential
information in our files, provided the
ITC confirms that it will not disclose
such information, either publicly or
under an administrative protective
order, without the written consent of the
Deputy Assistant Secretary for Import
Administration.

If the ITC determines that material
injury or the threat of material injury
does not exist, this proceeding will be
terminated and all securities posted as a
result of the suspension of liquidation
will be refunded or cancelled. I,
however, the ITC determines that such
injury does exist, we will issue an
antidumping order directing Customs
officers to assess an antidumping duty
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on carbon steel wire rod from Trinidad
and Tobago, entered, or withdrawn from
the warehouse, for consumption after
the suspension of liquidation, equal to
the amount by which the foreign market
value of the merchandise exceeds the
United States price. This determination
is being published pursuant to section
735(d) of the Act (19 U.S.C. 1673(d)).
Dated: September 16, 1983,
Lawrence |, Brady,
Assistant Secretary for Trade Administration.
[FR Doc. 8325821 Filed 9-21-40; 845 am)
BILLING CODE 3510-25-M

[A-588-029]

Fish Netting of Man-lade Fibers From
Japan; Final Results of Administrative
Review of Antidumping Finding

AGENCY: International Trade
Administration, Commerce,

ACTION: Notice of Final Results of
Administrative Review of Antidumping
Finding.

SUMMARY: On December 27, 1982, the
Department of Commerce published the
revised preliminary results of its
administrative review of the
antidumping finding on fish netting of
man-made fibers from Japan. The
review covers 74 of the 81 known
manufacturers, exporters, and third-
country resellers of this merchandise to
the United States and various time
periods through May 31, 1980.

Interested parties were given an
opportunity to submit oral or written
comments on the revised preliminary
resulls. At the request of certain
importers and exporters, we held a
public hearing on January 28, 1983.

As a result of our analysis of the
comments received and because of
mathematical errors, the Department
has changed the weighted-average
margins for 51 firms. The margins
remain the same as those presented in
the revised preliminary results for all
other exporters.

EFFECTIVE DATE: September 21, 1983,
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Laurie Lucksinger or Susan M.
Crawford, Office of Compliance,
International Trade Administration, U.S.
Department of Commerce, Washington,
D.C. 20230, telephone: (202) 377-1130.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Background

On May 5, 1981, the Department of
Commerce (“the department”) published
in the Federal Register (46 FR 25118-20)
the preliminary results of its
administrative review of the
antidumping finding on fish netting of

man-made fibers from Japan (37 FR
11560, June 8, 1872). On December 27,
1982, we published our revised
preliminary results in the Federal
Register (47 FR 57546). The Department
has now completed that administrative
review,

Scope of the Review

Imports covered by the review are
shipments of fish netting of man-made
fibers, currently classifiable under items
355.4520 and 355.4530 of the Tariff
Schedules of the United States
Annotated.

The review covers 74 of 81 known
manufacturers, exporters, and third-
country resellers of Japanese fish netting
of man-made fibers to the United States
for various periods through May 31,
1980.

Analysis of Comments Received

We invited interested parties to
submit written comments or request a
hearing on our revised preliminary
results, At the request of certain
importers and exporters, we held a
public hearing on January 28, 1983,
Several other companies submitted
written comments.

Comment 1: Morishita Fishing Net
Mig. Co., Ltd., Mitsui & Co., Ltd., Trans-
Pacific Trading Co,, Ltd., Seattle Marine
& Fishing supply Co., Nordby Supply
Co,, Lummi Supply Co., Redden Net Co.,
Fisheries Supply Co., Nets, Inc., Tacoma
Marine Supply Co., Astoria Marine,
Englund Marine Supply Co., and
Nichimen Corp., argue that the
petitioner’s submission of “"Cost of
Production Differences in fish Netting”,
submitted in January 1983 after the
hearing, is untimely and, further, the
cost differences submitted, lack any
evidentiary support.

Department’s Position: The
Department agrees that the study lacked
evidentiary support. Therefore, we have
not used the data in completing our
analysis.

Comment 2: Momoi Fishing Net Mfg.
Co., Ltd. argues that its dumping margin
percentage for the period April 1878
through May 1880, which the
Department based on the best
information available because the
Department considered Momoi's
submission untimely, should be adjusted
downward. Momoi contends thal the
Department's rejection of Momoi's
response as untimely is contrary to the
principles of the Trade Agreements Act
of 1979 and the General Agreement on
Tariffs and Trade. :

Department’s Position: We notified all
parties on July 28, 1981, that companies
that failed to respond or provided
inadequate responses to questionnaires

prepared prior to 1880 by the Customs
Service would be allowed to supplement
those responses. Companies that failed
to respond to questionnaires prepared
by the Department were considered
untimely and would not be allowed to
respond further. Momoi's response for
the period April 1978 through May 1580,
submitted in October 1981, was in
response to a questionnaire prepared by
the Department. Therefore, we consider
that response unitimely and will not use
it.

Comment 3; Momoi argues that in
some instances we included sales with
contract dates outside our review period
and that in some others we made
incorrect comparisons. Additionally, it
argues that we should use a weighted-
average home market price when
comparing purchase prices of a certain
group of U.S. sales to foreign market
values.

Department’s Position: For Momoi,
there were 89 sales with sale dates prior
to September 1, 1976. These fall outside
the 1976-78 review period and we have
now excluded them. Several U.S. sales
were not compared to the home market
sales closest to the date of the U.S.
sales. We have corrected that error and
made new comparisons. However, there
were no margins on the original
comparisons, so our results did not
change. We were unable to use a
weighted-average price for one group of
home markel sales, as requested,
because Momoi submitted no data on
the quantities sold. We used the sale
with the highest price in that group of
sales as the best information available.
We could not agree to Momoi's request
that four U.S. sales be compared with
home market sales closer in date to the
U.S. sale date than the home market
sales chosen by us. The comparison
merchandise Momoi wanted us (o use
does not fall within the specification
range of such or similar merchandise.

Comment 4: Momoi claims that its
sales of braided netting were toa
related purchaser and therefore the
sales should be considered exporter's
sales price sales. In addition, the firm
claims that we should use a home
market sale more contemporaneous than
our choice for one of the U.S, related
party transactions.

Department’s Position: The
Department agrees with the use of the
suggested more contemporaneous home
market sale for the transaction in
question. Its use for comparison results
in no margin on that sale. However, due
to a clerical error, we excluded the
original margin calculated but included
its sales values in the weighted-average
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margin calculation. Thus, there is no
effect on the cash deposit rate.

With respect to the use of exporter's
sales price for sales made to Momoi
U.S.A. Corporation, the Department
could not determine from the
of Momoi Fishing Net Manufacturing
Co., Ltd. for September 1978 through
March 1978 whether the use of
exporter's sales price or purchase price
was appropriate for these sales. We will
attempt to establish the validity of the
claim for use of exporter’s sales price in
our next administrative review.

Comment 5: Momoi believes that
salmon gill netting should be considered
a subclass of fish netting covered by the
finding, and that we should revoke the
finding with respect to salmon gill
netting. Momofi argues that there were
no less than fair value sales of this
subclass for at least two years.

Department’s Position: Absent
exceptional circumstances, the
Department does not calculate
weighted-average margins for and will
not revoke or orders for
subdivisions of the class or kind of
merchandise covered even in the event
of the elimination of margins for that
subclass.

Comment 6: Nichimo suggests that the
ITA method for choosing particular
home market sales for comparison with
U.S. sales enables companies to stagger
sales and escape duties
through timing of sales in both markets,
Nichimo suggests that the Department
use an average of home market sales
occurring around the U.S. sale date.

Department’s Position: In this review,
the Department has made price
comparisons based on individual
contemporaneous sales of similar
merchandise. Depending on the number
of sales in the reviews, we will consider
using weighted-average home market
prices.

Comment 7: Nichimo argues for
adjustments to the foreign market value
for merchandise differences in yarn,
both in price and grade, and an
adjustment for quantity differences due
to the large order size in U.S. sales.

Department's Position: Nichimo did
not provide sufficient substantiation for
the requested adjustments.

Comment 8: Several importers argue
that the Department’s use of the best
information available for assessment
and cash deposit purposes when
manufacturers fail to respond to our
questionnaire is fundamentally unsound
and unfair. A trading company has no
control over the timely submission of
responses to our questionnarie by a
netting manufacturer,

Department's Position: The

Department has clear statutory authority
to use the best information available to
establish assessment and cash deposit
rates when a firm fails to respond to our
questionnarie. A manufacturer which
does not respond to our questionnarie
cannot immunize sales from the use of
best evidence merely by selling through
a trading company.

Comment §: Several importers
question the Department's method for
determining the best information
available for assessment and cash
deposit purposes. Specifically, they

ve that the best information
available for years of non-response
should be the highest rate for responding
firms with shipments in those specific
years.

Department’s Position: The
Department establishes a new “best
information” rate for each period of time
it reviews. A company which is first
unresponsive in one period will be
assigned the rate for assessments in that
period and for deposit of estimated
antidumping duties in the subsequent
period. If the company continues to be
unresponsive in periods subsequent to
the first period, it will receive its
previous rate or a new best information
rate if the latter is higher than its
previous rate. The Department
recognizes no unfairness in this
procedure when applied to sales by
companies which do not cooperate in
our reviews.

Comment 10: Several importers argue
that the Department should consider
revocation requests submitted after
publication of the revised preliminary
results.

Department’s Position: In order that
all parties can comment on revocation
requests, the Department ordinarily
couples tentative determinations to
revoke with preliminary results notices.
The administrative procedures for the
period between a preliminary and final
determination provide the most efficient
and fair method of deciding revocation
issues.

Comment 11: American Netting
Manufacturers Organization argues that
the Department should deny Monoi's
request for a partial revocation on
salmon gill netting because there is
doubt that there are no sales at less than
fair value for at least a two-year period
for such merchandise. Further, the
petitioner contends that, even if there
are no sales at less than fair value,
salmon gill netting should not be the
subject of a partial revocation.

Department’s Position: We agree. See
Comment 5.

Comment 12: On January 28, 1923, the
International Trade Commission
instituted an injury review under section

751(b) of the Tariff Act of 1930 ("the
Tariff Act”) on salmon gill netting
provided for in item 355.45 of the Tariff
Schedules of the United States.
American Netting Manufacturers
Organization states that the Department
can only provide the ITC with the
results of its administrative review for
the period through May 1980, the period
covered by the Department's review,
even though the ITC is looking at a more
recent period in its investigation.

Department’s Position: This comment
is moot because on June 8, 1983, the ITC
published a determination in the Federal
Register (46 FR 26541) that an industry
in the Uniled States would be materially
injured by imports of salmon gill netting
if the antidumping finding were revoked
or modified.

Comment 13: American Netting
Manufacturers Organization argues that
we should not accept Momoi's
questionnaire response for the period
April 1, 1978 through May 31, 1980
because it is untimely.

Department’s Position: We agree. See
Comment 2.

Comment 14: The petitioner submitted
a study of “Cost of Production
Differences in Fish Netting" to assist the
Department in adjusting the price of
similar merchandise sold in the home
market to account for differences in
merchandise.

Department’s Position: We maintain
that the petitioner’s study was
unsupported and have not used it. See
Comment 1,

Final Results of the Review: After
analysis of all of the comments received,
we determine that the following margins
exist:

Margin
Timo period (porces)
Manutacturer/Exporior:
Amhan Fishing Nel
Mig. Co, Lid ... 12/01/78-05/31/79 053
06/01/79-08/31/80 | ... ...
Kaisha, L\, O5/01/71-05/31/80 ‘430

Amita Company, Ltd .| 09/01/76-12/31/78 808
01/01/77-06/31/80
| 05/01/71-05/31/80
| 01/01/76-08/31/76 430
00/01/76-12/31/76. 8.08
0V/0V/77-05/31780

Fuluda Shoten ..., 08/01/71-05/31/80 ‘4.30
Fukyl Fishing Net Co.
I ] O4/01/78-05/30/79 241
08/01/79-05/31/80 194
Hakodate Seimo
Sengu Co, Lid...| 10/01/76-06:31/79 168
06/01/79-06/31/80 083
Sengu Co., Lt/
Mitsed & Co, Lid. .| 09/01/76-00/30/76 a0s

10/0V/76-05/31/79 168
06/01/78-05/31/80 083
Hashimoto Sangyo Co..| 08/01/71-08/31/76 430

09/01/786-12/31/76 808
Q1/01/77-05/31/80 1830

Heaga Fiabwng Net
Mig. Co., Lid . ! 05/01/71-0/31/80 ‘430
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National Oceanic and Atmospheric
Administration

[Modification No. 1 to Permit No. 408}

Marine Mammal Permit Application;
Aquarium of Niagara Falls

Notice is hereby given that pursuant
to the provision of § 216.33 of the
Regulations Governing the Taking and
Importing of Marine Mammals (50 CFR
Part 2186), and Section C—e of the Public
Display Permit No. 408 issued to the
Aquarium of Niagara Falls, 701
Whirlpool Street, Niagara Falls, New
York 14301 on March 23, 1983 (48 FR
13088), that permit is modified as
follows:

Section A is modified by adding:

“2. The Permit Holder is authorized 1o
take a fourth Atlantic bottlenose dolphin
(Tursiops truncatus) by the means
described in the application.”

This modification became effective on
September 15, 1983.

This Permit, as modified, and
documentation pertaining to the
modification are available for review in
the following offices:

Assistant Administrator for Fisheries,
National Marine Fisheries Services, 3300
Whitehaven Street, NW., Washington,
D.C.;

Regional Director, National Marine
Fisheries Service, Southeast Region,
9450 Koger Boulevard, Duval Building,
St. Petersburg, Florida 33702; and

Regional Director, National Marine
Fisheries Service, Northeast Region, 14
Elm Street, Federal Building, Gloucester,
Massachusetts 01930,

Dated: September 15, 1983,
R. B. Brumsted,
Acting Director, Office of Protected Species

and Habitat Conservation, Notional Morine
Fisheries Service.

PR Doc. 8325628 Piled 0-21-A% 248 am|
BILLING CODE 3510-22-M

National Technical Information
Service

Intent to Grant Exclusive Patent
License; Spark Instruments and
Academics, Inc.

The National Technical Information
Service (NTIS), U.S. Department of
Commerce, intents to grant to Spark
Instruments and Academics, Inc., having
d place of business at Towa City, lowa,
an exclusive right to manufacture, use
and sell products embodied in the
invention, “Truck Dynamometer,” U.S.
Patent Application 6-422,304 (dated
September 23,1982). The patent rights in
this invention have been assigned to the
United States of America, as

represented by the Secretary of
Commerce.

The proposed exclusive license will
be royalty-bearing and will comply with
the terms and conditions of 35 U.S.C. 209
and 41 CFR 101-4.1. The proposed
license may be granted unless, within
sixty days form the date of this Notice,
NTIS receives written evidence and
argument which establishes that the
grant of the proposed license would not
serve the public interest.

Inquiries, comments and other
materials relating to the proposed
license must be submitted to the Office
of Government Inventions and Patients,
NTIS, Box 1423, Springfield, VA 22151.

Dated: September 13, 1963,

Douglas J. Campion,

Program Coordinator, Office of Government
Inventions and Patents, U.S. Department of

Commerce, Naticnal Technical Information
Service.

[FR Doc. 53235532 Filed 9-21-4Y; £45 am}

BILLING CODE 3510-04-M

COMMITTEE FOR THE
IMPLEMENTATION OF TEXTILE
AGREEMENTS

Changes in Officials of the
Government of India Authorized To
Issue Export Visas for Certain Cotton,
Wool and Man-Made Fiber Textile
Products From the Dominican
Republic

Seplember 18, 1083,

The Government of the Dominican
Republic has netified the United States
Government that Ernesto Trejo is
replacing Silvestre Pena as an official
authorized to issue export visas. Arturo
Peguero Almanzar has also been
autharized by the Gavernment of the
Dominican Republic to issue export
visas for textile and apparel products
exported to the United States. The
purpose of this notice is to advise the
public of this change in officials. A
complete list of officials currently
authorized to issue these documents
follows this notice.

Walter C. Lenahan,
Chairman, Commitiee for the Implementation
of Textile Agreements.

Officials Authorized by the Government
of the Dominican Republic To Issue
Export Visas for Certain Cotton, Wool
and Man-Made Fiber Textile and
Apparel Products Exported to the United
States

Arturo Peguero Almanzar
Susana Cabrera

Luis Ma. Kalaff

Alvaro Messina

Angel Vasquez Perdomo

Ernesto Trejo
[FR Doc. 83-25798 Filed 8-21-83; 5:45 am|
BILLING CODE 3510-25-M

DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE
Office of the Secretary

Pubiic Information Collection
Requirement Submitied to OMB for
Review

The Department of Defense has
submitted to OMB for review the
following proposal for the collection of
information under the provisions of the
Paperwork Reduction Act (44 U.S.C.
Chapter 35). Each entry contains the
following information: (1) Type of
Submission; (2) Title of Information
Collection and Form Number if
applicable; (3] Abstract statement of the
need for and the uses to be made of the
information collected:; (4) Type of
Respondent; {5) An estimate of the
number of responses; (8) An estimate of
the total number of hours needed to
provide the information; (7] To whom
comments regarding the information
collection are to be forwarded; (8) The
point of contact from whom a copy of
the information proposal may be
obtained.

New

Economic Profile of Laramie County,
Wyoming.

The economic profile survey data will
be gathered from a cross section of
Laramie County businesses and
supplied to an econometric computer
model which will forecast specific
economic impacts for Laramie County,

All small businesses or organizations
within the Laramie County, WY area:
217 responses, 217 hours,

Forward comments to Edward
Springer, OMB Desk Officer, Room 3235,
NEOB, Washington, D.C. 20503, and
John V. Wenderoth, DoD Clearance
Oificer, WHS/DIOR, Room 1C535,
Pentagon, Washington, D.C. 20301,
telephone (202) 694-0187

A copy of the information collection
proposal may be obtained from Lt.
Rhonda Lambert, AFRCE-BMS/DEV,
Norton AFB CA 92409, (714) 382-6408.

September 19, 1683,

M. S. Healy,

03D Federal Register Liaison Officer,
Department of Defense.

[FR Doc. 83-25798 Filed 8-21-83; 845 am)
BILLING CODE 3815-01-M
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Briefing on Acquiring Army Software, Test Nume of the committee: Army Science
Department of the Army lmlnmn:enmlz?x Needs forylhc 90's, and Board [ASB).
Army Science Board; Closed Meeting Open Discussion. Dates of meeting: Thursday and Friday, 20

In accordance with Section 10(a)(2) of
the Federal Advisory Committee Act
{Pub. L. 92-463), announcement is made
of the following Committee Meeting:

Name of the committee: Army Science
Board (ASB),

Dates of meeting: Tuesday-Friday, 11-14
October 1983,

Times: 0830-1700 hours, both days
(Closed),

Place: The Pentagon, Washington, D.C.

Agenda: The Army Science Board Ad Hoc
Subgroup on Near Term Implementation of
“How to Fight" will meet for classified
briefings and discussions as a follow-on to
the 1983 ASB Summary Study on the Army
Future Development Goel. The subgroup’s
task is to determine necessary procurement
adjustments in the 1885 budget to bring off
fully-integrated Air-Land Battle capabilities
by the end of 1988, This meeting will be
closed to the public in accordance with
Section 552b{c) of Title 5, U.S.C.. specifically
subparagraph (1) thereof, and Title 5, US.C.
App, 1, subsection 10{d). The classified and
nonclassified matters to be discussed are so
inextricably intertwined so as to preclude
opening any portion of the meeting. The
Army Science Board Administrative Officer,
Sally A. Wamer, may be contacted for
further information at (202) 695-3039 or 697~
9703,

Sally A. Wamer,
Administrative Officer.

¥R Doc. 83-2567% Filed 8-21-8% 8:45 am|
BILUNG COOE 3710-08-i

Army Science Board; Closed Meeting

In accordance with Section 10(a){2) of
the Federal Advisory Committee Act
{(Pub. L. 92-483), announcement is made
of the following Committee Meeting:

Name of the committee: Army Science
Board (ASB).

Dates of meeting: Wednesday and
Thursday, October 12-13, 1983,

Times: 0800-1715 hours, October 12, 1883
(Closed); 0815-1530 hours, October 13, 1983
(Closed).

Place: Fort Carson, Colorado and North
American Air Defense Command (NORAD),
Colorado,

Agenda: The Army Science Board will hold
its Fall General Membership Meeting to
present and receive briefings as follows:

Wednesday, 12 October 19583

—Moming Session: Command Overview of
Fort Carson. 1881 Summer Study-
Technology Thrusts, Implementation of
Technology Thrusts,

—Afternoon Session: Executive Review
Board Meeting, Implementation of
Technology Thrusts (cont'd), 1983 Summer
Study Briefing on Army Future
Development Goal, 1983 Summer Study

Thursday, 13 October 1983

—Morning Session: ASB Business, Balanced
Proteation for Individual Soldier, Army Use
of Smoke, NORAD/Space Command/
NCMC Briefings.

—Alternoon Session: NORAD Tour at
Cheyenne Mountain Installation.

This meeting will be closed 1o the public in
accordance with Section 552b(c) of Title 5,
U.S.C., specifically subparagraph (1) thereof,
and Title 5, U.S,C. App. 1, subsection 10{d),
The classified and nonclassified matters to
be discussed are so inextricably intertwined
50 a3 to preclude opening any portion of the
meeting. The Army Science Board
Administrative Officer, Sally A, Warner, may
be contacted for furthier information at (202)
8a5-3039 or 697-9703,

Sally A. Wamer,

Administrative Officer.

[FR Doc. §3-25805 Filed $-23-83; 845 am|

BILLING CODE 3710-00-M

Army Sclence Board; Closed Meeting

In accordance with Section 10{a){2) of
the Federal Advisory Committee Act
(Pub, L. 92-463), announcement is made
of the following Committee Meeting:

Name of the committee: Army Science
Board (ASB).

Dates of meeting: Wednesday-Friday, 19-
21 October 1963.

Times: 0830-1700 hours, both days
{Closed).

Place: The Pentagon, Washington, D.C.

Agenda: The Army Science Board Ad Hoc
Subgroup on Near Term Implementation of
"How to Fight", a follow-on to the ASB 1983
Summer Study on the Army Future
Development Goal, will meet for continued
classified briefings and discussions in order
to determine necessary procurement
adjustments in the 1985 budget to bring off
fully-integrated AirLand Battle capabilities
by the end of 1886. This meeting will be
closed to the public In accordance with
Section 552b{c) of Title 5, U.8.C., specifically
subparagraph (1) thereof, and Title 5, U.S.C.
App. 1, subsection 10{d). The classified and

nonclassified matters to be discussed are so +

inextricably intertwined so as to preclude
opening any portion of the meeting. The
Army Science Board Administrative Officer,
Sally A. Wamer, may be contacted for
further information at (202) 695-3039 or 897~
8703.

Sally A. Wamer,

Administrative Officer.

[FR Dog. 5325608 Filed 8-21-33%; 545 am)

BILLING CODE 3710-08-M

Army Science Board; Closed Meeting

In accordance with Section 10{a)(2) of
the Federal Advisory Committee Act
(Pub. L. 92-463), announcement is made
of the following Committee Meeting:

and 21, October 1953, !

Times: 0830-1700 hours, both days
(Closed),

Place: The BDM Corporation, McLean,
Virginia. .

Agenda: The Army Science Board Ad Hoc
Subgroup on Intelligent Robotics will meet for
briefings and discussions of proprietary
information relative to this study effort on
robotics applications for the U.S. Army. This
meeting will be closed to the public in
accordance with Section 552b(c) of Title 5.
U.5.C., specifically subparagraphs {1 and 4)
thereof, and Title 5, U.S.C. App, 1, subsection
10{d). The proprietary and nonproprietary
matters to be discussed are so inaxtricably
intertwined so as to preclude opening any
portion of the meeting. The Army Science
Board Administrative Officer, Sally A.
Warner, may be contacted for further
information at {202) 695-3039 or 697-9703,

Sally A. Warmner,
Administrative Officer.

[FR Doc. 83-25297 Filed $-21-83; 845 am)
BILLING CODE 3710-08-M

Army Science Board; Closed Meeting

In accordance with Section 10(a){2) of
the Federal Advisory Committee Act
{(Pub. L. 92-463), announcement is made
of the following Committee Meeting:

Name of the Committee: Army Science
Board (ASB).

Dates of meeting: Wednesday & Thursday,
9 & 10 November 1683,

Times: 09001700 hours, 8 November 1983
(Closed); 09001500 hours, 10 November 1983
(Closed).

Place: The BMD Program Office. Cryatal
City, Virginia.

Agenda: The Army Science Board Ad Hoc
Subgroup on Ballistic Missile Defense Follow-
On will meet for classified briefings and
discussions on advanced BMD concepts, This
meeting will be closed to the public in
accordance with section 552b{c) of Title 5,
U.S.C., specifically subparagraph (1) thereof,
and Title 5, US.C. App, 1. subsection 10(d).
The classified and nonclassified matters to
be discussed are so inextricably intertwined
50 a8 to preclude opening any portion of the
meeting. The Army Science Board
Administrative Officer, Sally A. Warner, may
be conlacted for further information at (202)
695-3039 or 687-9703,

Sally A. Wamer,
Administrative Officer,

{FR Doc. 83-25808 Filed 8-21-53%: 845 am]
BILLING CODE 3710-08-M
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Department of the Army, Corps of
Engineers

Intent To Prepare a Draft
Environmental impact Statement
(DEIS) for a Proposed Small
Navigation Project Located at Cooley
Canal, Lucas County, OH

acencY: U.S. Army Engineer District,
Buffalo, DOD.

acTioN: Notice of Intent to prepare a
Draft Environmental Impact Statement
(DEIS).

Proposed Action: The proposed action
would involve measures to improve the
entrance to Cooley Canal from Lake
Erie.

Alternative Considered: Two
alternatives will be evaluated. These
two are:

a. Plan 2—This plan consists of
removing & deteriorated steel sheetpile
and timber jetty; excavating a portion of
the existing pier to provide a 100-foot
wide channel entrance; dredging the
navigation channel to a 8-foot depth and
extending it lakeward to the 6-foot LWD
contour; and constructing two
rubblemound jetties, in an arrowhead
configuration, at the mouth of the canal.
Approximately 20,200 cubic yards of
material would be dredged/excavated
and would require disposal.

b. No Action Alternative—This
alternative would mean no Federal
involvement in navigation
improvements on the canal.

Scoping Process: A Reconnaissance
Report was completed in 1882 and
2gency coordination was initiated.
Scoping of the DEIS will include
continued coordination with interested
local, State, and Federal agencies, as
well as other interested parties. Scoping
meetings are not planned at this time,
Interested parties are urged to
participate actively in the scoping
process by submitting their concerns to
the Buffalo District 8s soon as possible.

Significant issues to be addressed in
the DEIS include, but are not limited to:
aesthetics, aquatic habitat, Cedar Point
National Wildlife Refuge, fish and
wildlife resources, marina capacity,
recreation, water quality, and possible
beneficial uses of dredged/excavated
material.

Availability: The DEIS is expected to
be available for public and agency
review in January 1984.

Address: Questions about the
proposed action and DEIS can be
answered by Mr. William E. Butler, U.S.
Army Engineer District, Buffalo, 1776

Niagara Street, Buffalo, New York,
14207,

Dated: September 13, 1863.

Robert R. Hardiman,

Colonel, Corps of Engineers, District
Engineer.

[FR Doc. 83-25830 Filed §-21-83: 8:45 am)
BILLING CODE 3710-GP-M

Department of the Navy

Chief of Naval Operations Executive
Panel Advisory Committee; Cost
Technology Task Force; Closed
Meeting

Pursuant to the provisions of the

- Federal Advisory Committee Act (5

U.S.C. App. 1), notice is hereby given
that the Chief of Naval Operations
(CNO) Executive Panel Advisory
Committee will meet October 20-21,
1963, from 8 a.m. to 5 p.m. each day, at
2000 North Beauregard Street,
Alexandria, Virginia. All sessions will
be closed to the public. '

The entire agenda for the meeting will
consist of discussions of key issues
related to naval aspects of national
security policy and related intelligence.
These matters constitute classified
information that is specifically
authorized by Executive order to be kept
secret in the intereat of national defense
and is, in fact, properly classified
pursuant to such Executive order.
Accordingly, the Secretary of the Navy
has determined in writing that the public
interest requires that all sessions of the
meeting be closed to the public because
they will be concerned with matters
listed in section 552b(c])(1) of title 5,
United States Code.

For further information concerning
this meeling, contact Commander R.
Robinson Harris, Executive Secretary of
the CNO Executive Panel Advisory
Committee, 2000 North Beauregard
Street, Room 392, Alexandria, Virginia
22311, Phone (202) 694-8422.

Dated: September 19, 1983,

F. N. Ottie,

Lieutenant Commander, JAGC, U.S. Navy.
Alternate Federal Register Liaison Officer.

[FR Doc. 83-25778 Filed 0-21-83; 845 am)
BILLING CODE 3510-AE-M

DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION

National Advisory Committee on
Accreditation and Institutional

Eligibility; Public Meeting
AGENCY: National Advisory Committee

on Accreditation and Institutional
Eligibility.

AcTION: Notice of public meeting.

SUMMARY: This notice sets forth the
schedule and proposed agenda of a
public meeting of the National Advisory
Committee on Accreditation and
Institutional Eligibility. This notice also
describes the functions of the
Committee. Notice of this meeting is
required under Section 10{a)(2) of the
Federal Advisory Committee Act. This
document is intended to notify the
general public of its opportunity to
attend and to participate.

DATE: October 18-19, 1983.

ADDRESS: Sheraton National Hotel,
Columbia Pike and Washington
Boulevard, Arlington, Virginia.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Richard |. Rowe, Director, Eligibility and
Agency Evaluation Staff, Office of
Postsecondary Education, 400 Maryland
Avenue, S.W. (Room 3030 ROB-3}, U.S.
Department of Education, Washington,
D.C. 20202, Telephone: (202) 245-9873.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
National Advisory Committee on
Accreditation and Institutional
Eligibiltiy is authorized by Section 1205
of the Higher Education Act as amended
by Pub. L. 96-374 (20 U.S.C. 1145), The
Committee advises the Secretary of
Education regarding his responsibility to
publish a list of nationally recognized
accrediting agencies and associations,
State agencies recognized for the
approval of public postsecondary
vocational education, and State
agencies recognized for the approval of
nurse education.

The Commiltee also advises the
Secretary of Education regarding policy
affecting both recognition of accrediting
and approval bodies, and institutional
eligibility for participation in Federal
funding programs. The meeting on
October 18-19, will be open to the
public. The meeting will be held at the
Sheraton National Hotel. The
Committee will review petitions by the
following accrediting and State approval
agencies relative to initial or continued
recognition by the Secretary of
Education. The Committee will also hear
presentations by representatives of
these petitioning agencies and interested
third parties. The agencies having
petitions pending before the Committee
are:

Petitions for Recognition as Nationally
Recognized Accrediting Agencies and
Associations

A. Petitions for Initial Recognition

Commission on Opticianry
Accreditation.

American Medical Association,
Committee on Allied Health Education
and Accreditation in cooperation with:
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Joint Review Committee on Education
in Electroence; Technology:

joint Review Committee on
Educational Programs for the EMT-
Paramedic:

Joint Review Committee for Perfusion
Education;

Joint Review Committee on Education
in Diagunostic Medical Sonography;

Joint Review Committee on
Educational Programs for the
Ophthalmic Medical Assistant; and

National Association of Schools of
Dance,

B. Petitions for Continved Recognition

American Podiatry Association,
Council on Podiatry Education.

American Medical Association,
Committee on Allied Health Education
and Accreditation in cooperation with:

American Association of Blood Banks,
Subcommittee on Accreditation;

Joint Review Committee on Education
for the Surgical Technologist; and

Joint Review Committee on Education
in Radiologic Technology.

C. Reguest for Expansion of Scope of
Recognition and Interim Report

Council for Non-Collegiate Continuing
Education, Accrediting Commission.

Petition for Recognition as a Stale
Agency for the Approval of Public
Postsecondary Vocational Education

A. Petition for Continuation of
£ e

Oklahoma State Board of Regents,

A portion of this meeting will be used
by the Advisory Committee to make
final recommendations to the Secretary
on agencies reviewed under a special
procedure, The list of agencies and a
description of the procedure were
published in the Federal Register on
August 25, 1983.

Requests for oral presentations before
the Committee should be submitted in
writing to Richard J. Rowe [address as
above). Requests should include the
names of all persons secking an
appearance, the organization they
represent, and the purpose for which the
presentation is requested. Requests must
be received on or before October 5, 1983,
Time constraints may limit oral
presentations. However, all written
materials will be considered by the
Advisory Committee.

A record will be made of the
proceedings of the meeting and will be
available for public inspection at the
office of the Eligibility and Agency
Evaluation Staff, Office of
Postsecondary Education, 400 Maryland
Avenue, S.W. (Room 3030 ROB-3), USS.
Department of Education, Washington,

D.C. 20202, (202-245-9873) from the
hours of 8:00 a.m. to 4:30 p.m., Monday
through Friday.

Edward M. Elmendorf,

Assistant Secretary for Postsecondary
Education,

[FR Doc. 63-25858 Fiied 5-71-63: 845 em|

BILLING CODE 4000-01-M

DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY

Office of the Secretary

Proposed Subsequent Arrangement;
European Atomic Energy Community

Pursuant to section 131 of the Atomic
Energy Act of 1954, as amended (42
U.S.C, 2160) notice is hereby given of a
proposed “subsequent arrangement”
under the Additional Agreement for
Cooperation Between the Government
of the United States of America and the
European Atomic Energy Community
(EURATOM) Concerning Peaceful Uses
of Atomic Energy, as amended.

The subseguent arrangement to be
carried out under the above mentioned
agreement involves approval for the
supply of the following material:

Contract Number WC-EU-171, for
299.8 grams of uranium enriched to
93.16% in U-235, and 68.5 grams of
uranium enriched to 93.13% in U-235.
The material is to be sent to the United
Kingdom Atomic Energy Authority, then
to the Energy Research Foundation of
the Netherlands, and will then be
returned to the U.S. New Brunswick
Laboratory. The material is to be used to
evaluate the non-destructive analysis
capability of these laboratories.

In accordance with section 131 of the
Atomic Energy Act of 1954, as amended,
it has been determined that the
furnishing of the nuclear material will
not be inimical to the common defense
and security,

This subsequent arrangement will
take effect no sooner than fifteen days
after the date of publication of this
notice.

For the Departmen! of Encigy.

Dated: September 16, 1883,

George ]. Bradley, jr.,

Principal Deputy Assistant Secretary for
International Affairs.

{FR Doc. 8325808 Filed 9-21-0% 245 am]

BILLING COOE £450-01-M

Proposed Subsequent
Government of Switzeriand

Pursuant to section 131 of the Atomic
Energy Act of 1854, as amended (42
U.S.C. 2160) notice is hereby given of a

proposed "subsequent arrangement”

under the Agreement for Cooperation
Between the Government of the United
States of America and the Government
of Switzerland Concerning Civil Uses of
Atomic Energy, as amended.

The subsequent arrangement to be
carried out under the above mentioned
agreement involves approval for the
supply of the following material:
Contract Number WC-SD-18, the loan
of 1,800 kilograms of uranium metal,
depleted in the isotope U-235, for use at
the European Center for Nuclear
Research, Ceneva, Switzerland as a
detector of sub-atomic particles in the
Large Electron Positron.

In accordance with section 131 of the
Atomic Energy Act of 1854, as amended,
it has been determined that the
furnishing of the nuclear material will
not be inimical to the common defense
and security.

This subsequent arrangement will
take effect no sooner than fifteen days
after the date of publication of this
notice.

For the Department of Energy.

Dated: September 16, 1983,

George |. Bradley, Jr.,

Principal Deputy Assistant Secrelary for
International Affairs.

[FR Doc. #3-25808 Filed 5-21-8X: 845 azm)
BILLIRG CODE 6450-01-M

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
Petalperwork 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 Management and Budget
(OMB). Following this notice is a list of
the DOE proposals sent to OMB far
approval since Thursday, September 22,
1983, The listing does not contain
information collection requirements
contained in regulations which are to be
submitted under 3504(h) of the
Paperwork Reduction Act.

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, eg.,
new, revision, or extension; (4)
Frequency of collection; (5) Response
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obligation, i.e., mandatory, voluntary, or
required to obtain benefit; (6) Type of
respondent; (7) An estimate of the
number of respondents; (8) Annual
respondent burden, i.e,, an estimate of
the total number of hours needed to fill
out the form; and (9) A brief abstract
describing the proposed collection,
DATES: Last Notice published Thursday,
August 25, 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,,
Washington, DC 20585, (202) 252-2308
Jefferson B. Hill, Department of Energy
Desk Officer, Office of Management
and Budget, 726 Jackson Place, NW.,
Washington, DC 20503, (202) 395-7340
Vartkes Broussalian, Federal Energy
Regulatory Commission Desk Oifficer,
Office of Management and Budget, 726
Jackson Place, NW., Washington, DC
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 list 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,

Issued in Washington, D.C. September 13,
1983.
Yvonne M. Bishop,

Director, Statistical Standards, Energy
Information Administration.

DOE FORMS UNDER REVIEW BY OMB
Form No, Form tite sk m P | Pespondent descrip rumber of | respondent Abstract
1) 2 (<] () 5 ) m ® ()
EA-TA Coal Production Report | New........| Blennial_..| Mandatory | Cosl mining operations 1,800 5,400 | Form EIA-TA (Supplemant) wil collect in-
(Supp ) (Supploment). producing 100,000 or formation on coal shipments, production,
more short tons of and preparation. Tho dala will bo pub-
oal anually. lished i the report tiled Coal Producton.
[FR Doc. 83-25460 Filed 8-21-8X 845 am)
BILLING CODE 8450-01-M
Office of Energy Research ::;ﬁowered to conduct the meeting in a has submitted to the Office of
fon that will facilitate the orderly Management and Budget a form SF-83,
Energy Research A Board; conduct of business. “Request for OMB Review," for the

Materials R&D Panel; Open Meeting

Notice is hereby given of the following
meeting:

Name: Materials R&D Panel of the Energy
Research Advisory Board (ERAB).

Date and time: October 7, 1883 from 8 a.m.
o4 pm.

Place: U.S. Department of Energy, 1000
Independence Avenue, SW., Room 4A-110,
Washington, DC 20585.

Contact: William Woodard, U.S.
Department of Energy, Office of Energy
Research (ER-86), 1000 Independence Avenue,
SW., Washington, DC 20585, Telephone: 202/
252-8933,

Purpose of the Parent Board:

To advise the Department of Energy on the
overall research and development conducted
in DOE and to provide long-range guldance in
these areas to the Department.

Tentative Agenda:

* Discussion of Initial Working Draft
Report on DOE's Materials R&D Report.

* Public comment (10 minute rule).

Public Participation: The meeting is open
1o the public, Written statements may be filed
with the Panel either before or after the
meeting. Members of the public who wish to
make oral statements pertaining to agenda
items should contact William Woodard at the
address or telephone number lisjed above.
Requests must be received five days prior to
the meeting and reasonable provision will be
made to include the presentation on the
agenda. The Chairperson of the Panel is

Transcripts: Available for public review
and copying at the Freedom of Information
Public Reading Room, 1E~190, Forrestal
Building, 1000 Independence Avenue, SW.,
Washington, DC, between 8 a.m. and 4 p.m.,
Monday through Friday, except Federal
holidays.,

Issued at Washington, DC on September
19, 1983,

J: Ronald Young,
Director for Management, Office of Energy
Research.

[FR Doc. £3-25670 Filed 9-21-83: #:45 am)
BILLING CODE 6450-01-M

FEDERAL DEPOSIT INSURANCE
CORPORATION

Information Collection Submitted to
OMB for Review

AGENCY: Federal Deposit Insurance
Corporation.

ACTION: Notice of information collection
submitted to OMB for review and
approval under the Paperwork
Reduction Act of 1980

Title of Information Collection:
Consolidated Reports of Condition and
Income (Insured State Nonmember
Banks).

Background: In accordance with
requirements of the Paperwork
Reduction Act of 1980 (44 U.S.C. Chapter
35), the FDIC hereby gives notice that it

information collection system identified
above.

ADDRESS: Written comments regarding
the submission should be addressed to
Judy Mcintosh, Office of Information
and Regulatory Affairs, Office of
Management and Budget, Washington,
D.C. 20503 and to John Keiper, Federal
Depaosit Insurance Corporation,
Washington, D.C. 20429,

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Requests for a copy of the submission
should be sent to John Keiper, Federal
Deposit Insurance Corporation,
Washington, D.C. 20429, telephone (202)
389-4351.

SUMMARY: The proposed information
collection pertains to a revision to the
Consolidated Reports of Condition and
Income (Call Reports) filed by insured
state nonmember commercial banks.
The proposed revision affects the Call
Reports that will be filed as of
December 31, 1983.

The revision consists of the addition
of two items of information to a new
memorandum schedule at the end of the
Call Report forms. These items are:

Aggregate amount of all extensions of
credit to all executive officers, principal
shareholders, and their related interests; and

Number of executive officers and principal
shareholders to whom the amount of all
extensions of credit by the reporting bank
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(including extensions of credit to related
interests) equals or exceeds the lesser of five
percent of equity capital or $500,000.

The proposal to include these two
items of information in the December 31,
1983 Call Report is being made to
coincide with the proposed elimination
of FFIEC Form 003 "Report on
Ownership of the Reporting Bank and
on Indebtedness of its Executive
Officers and Principal Shareholders to
the Reporting Bank and to its
Correspondent Banks."

It is estimated that this collection of
information will increase the combined
annual Call Reports burden by 36,448
hours for respondents. However, the
elimination of the form FFIEC 003 will
decrease the annual reporting burden by
70,6684 hours resulting in a net burden
decrease for insured state nonmember
commercial banks of 34,216 hours
annually.

Dated: September 13, 1983,

Federal Deposit Insurance Corpaoration.
Hoyle L. Robinson,
Executive Secretary,

[FR Doc. 53-25308 Fliled 0-21-83; 845 am]
BILLING COOE 6714-01-M

FEDERAL MARITIME COMMISSION
[Agreaments Nos. 9848-11 and 10320-8)

Avallability of Finding of No Significant
Impact

Upon completion of an environmental
essessment, the Federal Maritime
Commission’s Office of and
Environmental Impact has determined
that the Commission's decision on
Agreements Nos, 8848-11 and 10320-6
will not constitute a major Federal
action significantly affecting the quality
of the human environment within the
meaning of the National Environmental
Policy Act of 1969, 42 U.S.C. 4321 et seq,,
and that preparation of an
environmental impact statement is not
required. &

Agreement No. 8848-11, between
Delta Steamship Lines, Inc. (Delta),
Companhia de Navegacao Lloyd
Brasileiro (LB) and Companhia Maritima
Nacional (CMN), covers the southbound
trade from U.S. Gulf Coast ports to
Brazilian ports. Agreement No. 10320-8,
between Delta, LB, CMN, Empresa
Lineas Maritimas Argentinas S.A., A.
Bottacchi S.A. de Navegacion C.F.LEL,
Transportacion Maritima Mexicana
S.A., A/S Ivarans Rederi and Cylanco
S.A., covers the northbound trade from
Brazilian ports to U.S, Gulf ports.

This Finding of No Significant Impact
(FONSI) will become final within 20
days of publication of this notice in the

Federal Rogister unless a petition for
review is filed pursuant to 48 CFR
547.6(b).

The FONSI and related environmental
assessment are available for inspection
on request from the Office of the
Secretary, Room 11101, Federal
Maritime Commission, Washington, D.C.
20573, telephone (202) 523-5725,

Francis C. Humey,
Secretary.

Agency: Federal Maritime
Commission {[Commission).

Proposed Action: Agreements Nos.
9848-11 and 10320-6.

Responsible Official: Edward R.
Meyer, Director, Office of Energy and
Environmental Impact, Federal Maritime
Commission, 1100 L Street, NW.,
Washington, D.C. 20573 (202) 523-5835.

Finding of No Significant Impact
(FONSI)

Pursuant to the National
Environmental Policy Act of 1969
(NEPA), the Federal Maritime
Commission's Office of Energy and
Environmental Impact (OEEI) has
assessed the environmental impacts of
Agreements Nos. 984811 and 10320-8.

Agreement No. 9848-11, between
Delta Steamship Lines, Inc. (Delta),
Companhia de Navegacao Lioyd
Brasileiro (LB) and Companhia Maritima
Nacional [CMN), covers the southbound
trade from U.S. Gulf Coast poris to
Brazilian ports. Agreement No. 10320-8,
between Delta, LB, CMN, Empresa Lines
Maritimas Argentinas S.A., A. Bottacchi
S.A. de Navegacion CFLEL,
Transportacion Maritima Mexicana
S.A., A/S Ivarans Rederi and Cylanco
S.A., covers the northbound trade from
Brazilian ports to U.S. Gulf ports.

The Amendments to the Agreements,
among other things, extend the
Agreements for an additional three
years and reduce the minimum number
of required sailings.

The attached impact assessment for
these agreements indicates that no
significant adverse effects on the use of
energy or the quality of the human
environment will result from the
Commission's approval, disapproval or
modification of the agreements.

The OEEI therefore concludes that
preparation of an environmental impact
statement is not required under section
4332(2)(c) of NEPA.

The FONSI will become final within
20 days of publication of the Notice of
Availability in the Federal
unless & petition for review is filed
pursuant to 48 CFR 547.6(b).
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FEDERAL MARITIME COMMISSION,
OFFICE OF ENERGY AND
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT

Environmental Assessment on
Agreement Nos. 9848-11 and 10320-8

1. Need for action. The parties desire
to amend Agreement Nos. 9848-11 and
10320-8.

IL. Alternatives. The alternatives
before the Commission are that it may
approve, disapprove or modify the

agreeement.
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2 Vessels x [FR Doc. 83-25782 Filed 8-21-83: 8:45 am) Federal Telecommunication Standards
underway BILLING COOE 6730-01-M
{picting wnd AGENCY: Cfifice of Information
3. Lano..—...| X 12 Gl Resources Management, GSA.
7 Biological :
- m ool | OSELILLY FEDERAL RESERVE SYSTEM ACTION: Notice of adoption of standard.
erimals, plarts). SUMMARY: The purpose of this notice is
2 (':“ hatsitat X Formation of Bank Holding to announce the adoption of a Federal
ivertobentes, Companies; High Tech Bancorp Telecommunication Standard (FED-
__mammals). STD). FED-STD 1026,
1. Employ x The companies listed in this notice “Telecommunications: Interoperability
and Income. have applied for the Board's approval and Security Requirements for Use of
2 Population x under section 3(a)(1) of the Bank the Data Encryption Standard in the
H. Rea X Holding Company Act (12 U.S.C. ﬁhysic&l l:!yg; ?ﬁ Dé? C::lngxeun{caﬁon"
| Cururnl snd x 1)) to become bank approv e Gene rvices
| whadlogeal ’ co“mmp:’;iﬂ Fapenres ,,ouns"mmm‘ or Administration and will be published.
ussets of & bank. The factors that are FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:

K. Other Comments: The Amendments
to the Agreements, among other things,
extend the Agreements for an additional
three years and reduce the minimum
number of required sailings.

Sources{s}): (a) Agreement Nos. 9848-11 and
10320-8 including related Memorandum of
Justification.

{FR Doc. 83-25781 Filed 9-21-83; 845 am]
GILLING CODE §730-01-

[Docket No. 83-41)

Wilmington Stevedores, Inc. v. the Port
of Wiimington, Delaware; Filing of
Complaint and Assignment

Notice is given that a complaint filed
by Wilmington Stevedores, Inc. against
the Port of Wilmington, Delaware was
served September 13, 1883. Complainant
alleges that respondent has violated
sections 17 and 18 of the Shipping Act,
1916, in connection with establishment
of rules concerning responsibility for
loss and damage to persons and
property.

This proceeding has been assigned to
Administrative Law Judge Charles E.
Morgan. Hearing in this matter, if any is
held, shall commence within the time
limitations prescribed in 46 CFR 502.61.
The hearing shall include oral testimony
and cross-examination in the discretion
of the presiding officer only upon proper
showing that there are genuine issues of
material fact that cannot be resolved on
the basis of sworn statements,
affidavits, depositions, or other
documents or that the nature of the
matter in issue is such that an oral
hearing and cross-examination are

considered in acting on the application
are set forth in section 3(c) of the Act (12
U.S.C. 1842(c)).

Each application may be inspected at
the offices of the Board of Governors, or
at the Federal Reserve Bank indicated
for the application. With respect to each
application, interested persons may
express their views in writing to the
address indicated for that application.
Any comment on an application that
requests a hearing must include a
statement of why a written presentation
would not suffice in lieu of a hearing,
identifying specifically any questions of
fact that are in dispute and summarizing
the evidence that would be presented at
a hearing.

A. Federal Reserve Bank of San
Francisco (Harry W. Green, Vice
President), 101 Market Street, San
Francisco, California 84105:

1. High Tech Bancorp, Los Gatos,
California; to become a bank holding
company by acquiring 100 percent of the
voting shares of High Tech National
Bank, Los Gatos, California. Comments
on the application must be received not
later than October 17, 1983.

2. Western Independent Bancshares,
Inc., Aubum, Washington; to become a
bank holding company by acquiring 95
percent of the voting shares of Auburn
Valley Bank, Auburn, Washington.
Comments on this application must be
received not later than October 17, 1983.

Board of Covernors of the Federal Reserve
System, September 16, 1983,
James McAlee,
Associate Secretary of the Board,
[FR Doc. 83-25700 Filed 9-21-83; £45 am)
BILLING CODE 6210-01-M

Mr. Robert M. Fenichel, Office of
Technology and Standards, National
Communications System, telephone
(202) 892-2124.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

1. The General Services
Administration (GSA) is responsible,
under the provisions of the Federal
Property and Administrative Services
Act of 1949, as amended, for the Federal
Standardization Program. On August 14,
1972, the Administrator of General
Services designated the National
Communications System (NCS) as the
responsible agent for the development of
telecommunication standards for NCS
interoperability and the computer-
communication interface.

2. On July 2, 1980 and on June 26, 1881,
notices were published in the Federal
Register (45 FR 45041 and 46 FR 33148,
respectively) that a proposed draft
Federal Telecommunications Standard
entitied “Telecommunications;
Interoperability and Security
Requirements for Use of the Data
Encryption Standard in the Physical
Layer of Data Communications” was
being proposed for Federal use. The
proposed draft standard was changed as
a result of commen:s received. On
February 22, 1982, NCS submitted the
revised draft standard for further review
by those persons who had previously
submitted comments.

3. The written comments submitted by

_interested parties and other material

relevant to this proposed standard were
reviewed by NCS. The resulting detailed
justification document, including an
analysis of the wrilten comments
received, was presented by NCS for
technical and policy approval by the
Director, Office of Science and
Technology Policy (OSTP), Executive
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Office of the President. The justification
package, as approved by OSTP, was
presented to GSA by NCS with a
recommendation for adoption of the
standard. These data are a part of the
public record and are available for
inspection and copying at the Office of
Technology and Standards, National
Communications System, Washington,
D.C. 20305.

4. The approved standard contains
four sections. Sections 1 and 2 provide
information regarding description,
objectives, application, definitions and
referenced doucments. Sections 3 and 4
provide the technical requirements of
the standard. Sections 1 and 2 are
provided as an attachment to this
notice.

5. Interested parties may purchase the
standard, including the technical
requirements, from GSA, acting as agent
for the Superintendent of Documents.
Copies are for sale at the GSA
Specifications Unit (WFSIS), Room 8039,
7th and D Streets, S.W., Washington,
D.C. 20407; telephone (202) 472-2205.

Dated: September 12, 1983,

Francis A. McDonough,
Acting Assistant Administrator, Office of
Information Resources Management.

Federal Standard 1026

Announcing the Standard for
Telecommunications: Interoperability
and Security Requirements for Use of
the Data Encryption Standard in the
Physical Layer of Data Communication

Date: August 4, 1983,

Federal Standards in the
“telecommunications” area are
developed by the Office of the Manager,
National Communications System.
These Federal Standards are approved
and issued by the General Services
Administration pursuant to the Federal
Property and Administrative Services
Act of 1949, as amended. Name of
Standard: Telecommunications:
Interoperability and Security
Requirements for Use of the Data
Encryption Standard in the Physical
Layer of Data Communications.

Description. This standard specifies
interoperability and security related
requirements for using encryption at the
Physical Layer of the ISO Open Systems
Interconnection (OSI) Reference Model
in telecommunication systems
conveying Automatic Data Processing

{ADP) and/or narrative text information.

The algorithm used for encryption is the
Data Encryption Standard (DES),
described in Federal Information
Processing Standards Publication 46.

Requirements contained in this standard
relate to the interoperation of Physical
Layer Data Encryption Equipment, or
their interoperation with associated
Data Terminal Equipment or Data
Circuit-terminating Equipment.
Additional security requirements, not
directly related to interoperability, are
contained in Federal Standard 1027,

Objectives

Interoperability. To facilitate the
interoperation of Government data
communication facilities and systems
that require cryptographic protection
using the Data Encryption Standard
(DES) algorithm,

Security. To prevent the disclosure of
plaintext.

Application.<This standard applies to
all DES cryptographic components,
equipment, systems, and services
procured or leased by Federal
departments and agencies for
encryption of ADP and/or narrative text
information in the Physical Layer of
data communications using the Data
Encryption Standard (DES) algorithm.
Encryption of video signal and facsimile
documents is not within the scope of
this standard. Guidance to facilitate the
application of this standard, with
respect to degradation of security by
improper implementation or use, will be
provided for inl a revision to Federal
Property Management Regulation 41
Code of Federal Regulations 101-35.3.

Definitions. The following definitions,
conventions, and terminology apply to
this standard. Further definitions are
contained in Federal Standard 1037.

(a) Ciphertext: Encrypted data.

{b) Data Encryption Equipment (DEE):
DES Cryptographic Equipment used in
data communications. This equipment
may be integrated into Data Terminal
Equipment, Data Circuit-terminating
Equipment, or be stand-alone,

{c) DES: The Data Encryption
Standard algorithm specified in Federal
Information Processing Standards
Publication 46.

{d) DES tographic Equipment:
Equipment embodying one or more DES
devices and associated controls,
interfaces, power supplies, alarms and
the related hardware, software and
firmware used to encrypt, decrypt,
authenticate, and perform similar
operations on information.

() DES Device: The electronic
hardware part of subasssembly which
implements just the DES algorithm
specified in Federal Information
Processing Standards Publication 48,
and which is validated by the National
Bureau of Standards.

(f) DES Key Variable: The 64 bits used
to key DES Data Encryption Equipment.
Eight bits are used for parity checking
and 56 bits ere used by DES devices for
encryption and decryption.

(g) Initializing Vector (IV): A vector
used in defining the starting point of an
encryption process within a DES device,

(h) Narrative Text: Text for which the
semantic content is not changed by
Automatic Data Processing (ADP)
equipment (e.g., record or narrative
traffic).

(i) Plaintext: Unencrypted data.

(j) Service Data Unit: The unit of data
provided as input to a given layer of the
ISO Open Systems Interconnection
Reference Model from the next higher
layer.

Referenced Documents

(a) Federal Information Processing
Standards Publication 46: Data
Encryption Standard. (Copies of this
standard are available from the
National Technical Information Service,
U.S. Department of Commerce, 5285 Port
Royal Road, Springfield, VA 22161.)

(b) Federal Information Processing
Standards Publication 81: DES Modes of
Operation. (Copies of this standard are
available from the National Technical
Information Service, U.S. Department of
Commerce, 5285 Port Royal Road.
Springfield, VA 22161,)

(c) Federal Standard 1011;°
Telecommunications: Character
Structure and Character Parity Sense for
Serial-By-Bit Data Communication in the
American National Standard Code for
Information Interchange. (Copies of this
standard are available from the General
Services Administration Specifications
Unit (WFSIS), Room 6039, 7th and D
Streets, 5.W,, Washington, D.C. 20407.)

(d) Federal Standard 1027;
Telecommunications: General Security
Requirements for Equipment Using the
Data Encryption Standard. (Copies of
this standard are available from the
General Services Administration
Specification Unit (WFSIS), Room 6039,
7th and D Streets, 5.W, Washington,
D.C. 20407.)

(e) International Standard 7498: Open
Systems Interconnection Reference
Model. This document is available from
the American National Standards
Institute (ANSI), 1430 Broadway, New
York, New York 10018,

[FR Doc. 6325871 Filnd 9-21-33; 845 am)
BILLING CODE 8820-25-M
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DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND
HUMAN SERVICES

Centers for Disease Control

Epldemiclogic Study of Workers
Exposed To Ethylene Oxide; Open
Meeting

The following meeting will be
convened by the National Institute for
Cooupational Safety and Health
(NIOSH) of the Centers for Disease
Control and will be open to the public
for observation and participation,
limited only by the space available:

Date: Oclober 14, 1983,

Time: 9:00 a.m. to 4:00 p.m.

Place: Room 5409, Federal Office Building,
550 Main Street, Cincinnati, OH 45202.

Purpose: To discuss the protocol for an
epidemiologic study of workers exposed to
ethylene oxide. Viewpoints and suggestions
from industry, organized labor, academia,
other government sgencies, and the public
are invited.

Additional information may be
obtained from: Kyle Steenland, Ph.D,
Division of Surveillance, Hazard
Evaluations, and Field Studies, National
Institute for Occupational Safety and
Health Centers for Disease Control, 4676
Columbia Parkway, Cincinnati, OH
45226, telephones: FTS: 6842761,
Commercial: 513/684-2761.

Dated: September 13, 1883,
William H. Foega,
Acting Director, Centers for Disease Control,

(FR Doc. 83-2807 Filed 9-23-&3; 845 am)
BILLING CODE 4160-19-M

Iimmunization Practices Advisory
Committee; Meeting

In accordance with Section 10(a)(2) of
the Federal Advisory Committee Act
(Pub. L. 92-463), the Centers for Disease
Control announces the following
Commiltee meeting:

Name: Immunization Practices Advisory
Committee,

Dates: October 18-19, 1863,

Place; Conference Room 207, Centers for
Disease Control, 1600 Clifton Road, N.E.,
Atlanta, Georgia 30333,

Time: 8:30 w.m.

Type of Meeting: Open.

Contact Person: Jeffrey P. Koplan, M.D,,
Executive Secretary of Committee Centers for
Disease Control (1-2047), 1600 Clifton Road,
N.E., Atlanta, Georgia, 30333, lelephones:
FTS: 236-3751, Commercial: 404/320-3751.

Purpose: The Committoe is charged with
advising on the appropriate uses of
Immunizing agents.

‘Agenda: The Committee will review and
discuss its recommendations on vaccine
usage for adult immunizations, Hoemophilus
Influenzae, hepatitis B immune globulin,
varicella-zoster immune globulin, yellow

fever, hepatitis B vaccine, Japanese B
encephalitis, pertussis, and smallpox; and
will consider other matters of relevance
among the Committee’s objectives.

Agenda items are subject to change as
priorities dictate.

The meeting is open to the public for
observation and participation. A roster
of members and other relevant
information regarding the meeting may
be obtained from the contact person
listed above.

Dated: September 14, 1083,
William H. Foege,
Director, Centers for Disease Control.

[FR Doc. 63-25878 Filed §-21-80 845 am)
DILLING CODE 4100-18-M

In-Respirator Mask Monitoring
Methods; Open Meeting

The following meeting will be
convened by the National Institute for
Occupational Safety and Health
(NIOSH) of the Centers for Disease
Control and will be open to the public
for observation and participation,
limited only by the space available:

Date: October 6, 1983,

Time: ;00 a.m. to 4:00 p.m.

Place: Appalachian Laboratory for
Occupational Safety and Health, Room 203,
944 Chestnut Ridge Road, Morgantown, West
Virginia 26505,

: To discuss and review a project
entitled “In-Respirator Mask Monitoring
Methods.” Viewpoints and s from
industry, organized labor, academia. other
govc;x‘}ment agencies, and the public are
invited,

Additional information may be
obtained from: Mary Lynn
Woebkenberg, Division of Physical
Sciences and Engineering, National
Institute for Occupational Safety and
Health Centers for Disease Control, 4676
Columbia Parkway, Cincinnati, Ohio
45226, telephones: FTS; 684-4266,
Commercial: 513/684-4266.

Dated: September 186, 1883,

William W. Foege,

Director, Centers for Disease Control,
PR Doc. 83-25270 Filod 0-21-89: 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 4160-15-M

Food and Drug Administration

Consumer Participation; Open
Meetings

AGENCY: Food and Drug Administration.
ACTION: Notice.

SUMMARY: The Food and Drug
Administration (FDA) is announcing the
following consumer exchange meetings:
Detroit District Office, chaired by
Alan Hoeting, District Director. The

topic to be discussed is Direct-to-
Consumer Advertising of Prescription
Drug Products.

PATE: Wednesday, October 5, 1983, 1
pam.

ADDRESS: 349 South Walnut St.,
Bloomington, IN 47401,

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Lilyan M. Goossens, Consumer Affairs
Officer, Food and Drug Administration,
575 North Pennsylvania St., Rm, 683,
Indianapolis, IN 46204, 317-260-8500.

Detroit District Office, chaired by
Alan Hoeting, District Director. The
topic to be discussed is Direct-10-
Consumer Advertising of Prescription
Drug Products.

DATE: Wednesday, October 19, 1983, 9
a.m.

ADDRESS: French Lick Springs Hotel,
French Lick, IN 47232,

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Lilyan M. Goossens, Consumer Affairs
Officer, Food and Drug Administration,
575 North Pennsylvania St., Rm. 683,
Indianapolis, IN 46204, 317-269-6500.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
purpose of these meetings is to
encourage dialogue between consumers
and FDA officials, to identify and set
priorities for current and future health
concerns, to enhance relationships
between local consumers and FDA's
District Offices, and to contribute to the

agency's policymaking decisions on vital
issues.

Dated: September 16, 1683,
William F. Randolph,
Acting Associate Commissioner for
Regulatory Affairs.
[FR Doc. 83-25812 Filed 8-16-23; 12:40 pm)
BILLING CODE 4160-01-M

Consumer Participation; Open Meeting

AGENCY: Food and Drug Administration.
ACTION: Notice.

SUMMARY: The Food and Drug
Administration (FDA) is announcing the
following national consumer exchange
meeting chaired by Mark Novitch,
Acting Commissioner of Food and
Drugs,

DATE: Tuesday, October 18, 1883, 2 to 4
p.m.

ADDRESS: Hubert Humphrey Building
Auditorium, 200 Independence Ave.
SW., Washington, DC 20201.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Alexander Grant, Associate
Commissioner for Consumer Affairs
(HFE~1), Food and Drug Administration,
5600 Fishers Lane, Rm. 16-85, Rockville,




43222

Federal Register / Vol. 45, No. 185 / Thursday, September 22, 1983 / Notices

MD 20857, 301-443-5006; TTY 301-443-
1818.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
purpose of this meeting is for consumers
and FDA officials to exchange views
and to relay information on vital health
and policy issues. Proposed discussion
at this meeting will focus on prescription
drug use and the elderly, with specific
attention to two subtopics: (1) Clinical
Guidelines for Drugs in the Elderly and
(2) Post-marketing Surveillance,

Dated: September 18, 1983,
William F. Randolph,
Acting Associate Commissioner for
Regulatory Affairs.
[FR Doc. £3-25813 Filed 8-10-83; 1240 pan)
BILLING CODE 4100-01-4

[Docket No. 83N-0300]

Embryostat (Oxytetracycline Powder);
Drugs for Veterinary Use; Drug
Efficacy Study implementation;
Revocation of Agency Concurrence
With Conclusion of National Academy
of Sciences/National Research
Council :

AGENCY: Food and Drug Administration.
ACTION: Notice.

SUMMARY: The Food and Drug
Administration (FDA) is revoking its
1899 concurrence with the conclusion of
the National Academy of Sciences/
National Research Council (NAS/NRC),
Drug Efficacy Study Group that use of
Pfizer's Embryostat (oxytetracycline
hydrochloride (OTC HCI) for
intrauterine infusion) in cows is
probably effective for treating mild
endometritis leading to repeat breeder
syndrome. The revocation is based upon
certain recent publications that were
unavailable at the time the drug was
rNeEiéwed for effectiveness by NAS/

EFFECTIVE DATE: Seplember 22, 1983,
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Adriano R. Gabuten, Bureau of
Veterinary Medicine (HFV-135), Food
and Drug Administration, 5600 Fishers
Lane, Rockville, MD 20857, 301-443-4013

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Pfizer,
Inc., 235 East 42d St., New York, NY
10017, is the former sponsor of new
animal drug application (NADA) 11-081
for Embryostat. The product consisted of
a single dose vial containing 100
milligrams (mg) of OTC HCI powder for
dissolving in 10 milliliters (mL) of water
for infusion into cows for treating
certain genital tract infections. The
NADA was originally approved July 18,
1958.

In the Federal Register of April 15,
1968 (34 FR 6494), the Commissioner of
Food and D announced the
conclusions of the National Academy of
Sciences/National Research Council
(NAS/NRC) Drug Effectiveness Study
Implementation (DESI) review regarding
effectiveness of Embryostat. The notice
stated that NAS/NRC concluded, and
FDA concurred, (1) That the drug was
probably effective for treating cows for
mild endometritis leading to repeat
breeder syndrome, but the drug was
ineffective at the recommended dosage
of 100 mg OTC HClI for other forms of
endometritis, cervicitis, and vaginitis; (2)
That the label should be changed to
conform to this information: (3) And that
the label should also state that the
product is effective only against
organisms sensitive to OTC HCL

The notice was published to inform
holders of NADA's of the findings of the
findings of (NAS/NRC) and FDA and to
inform all interested persons that such
articles to be marketed must be the
subject of approved NADA's and =
comply with all other requirements of
the Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic
Act (the act). Holders of NADA's were
provided 8 months from publication fo
the notice to submit adequate
do:dumentation in support of the labeling
used.

On April 9, 1970, Pfizer responded to
the NAS/NRC notice by submitting a
supplemental NADA which provided for
a revised package insert. The agency
informed Pfizer by letters of May 27,
1670 and March 17, 1971, that its
supplement was incomplete because of
certain labeling deficiencies. When
Pfizer did not respond, the agency
published Federal Registor of April 3,
1971; 36 FR 6446) a notice of opportunity
for a hearing (NOOH) on a proposal to
withdraw approval of NADA 11-081.
The NOOH provided Pfizer 30 days to
file a written appearance either
requesting or declining a hearing. Again,
Pfizer did not respond.

The agency construed the lack of a
response as an election by the firm not
to avail itself of an opportunity for a
hearing. Consequently, the agency
published a notice of withdrawal of
approval in the Federal Register of
August 18, 1971 (36 FR 16130),

Recently available publications
indicate that 100 mg of OTC HCl is
probably not effective for use in cows to
treat mild endometritis leading to repeat
breeder syndrome. In a 1978 study,
Kendrick determined that OTC could
not be detected in uterine tissue after
intrauterine infusion of 600 mg of OTC
(6X the Embryostat dosage) in 30 mL of
water (Ref. 1). Zemjanis made the
following statement in a 1980 article

(Ref. 3, p. 209): “The value of
intrauterine therapy [antimicrobial] for
treatment of conception failure [mild
endometritis] is as controversial as the
role of infection in the etiology of the
problem . . . it must be understood that
success in the treatment if uterine
infections can be expected only if and
when: (1) The causative agent is
susceptible to the drug used, (2) the drug
is used in effective concentrations, and
(3) the entire endometrium and the rest
of the internal tubular tract are exposed
to the drug." He recommended (p. 210)
that if antibiotics are to be used
intrauterine, then a dose of %o of the
systemic dose be infused and that the
volume of the infusion be 20 10 40 mLs.

The 100 mg dose of OTC HC! rated
probably effective by NAS/NRC is only
Yso of the systemic dose and therefore is
much lower than the dose now
recommended for intrauterine antibiotic
therapy (Refs. 1, 2, 3). Additionally, the
10 mL volume used for the Embryostat
infusion is % to % that recommended
by Dr. Zemjanis (Rel. 3) and as such is
insufficient to expose the entire tubular
tract to the drug. Even if these two
deficiencies were corrected, information
concerning OTC's failure to penetrate
the endometrium (Ref. 1) raises serious
questions as to its effectiveness.

Based upon the foregoing new
information, the agency hereby revokes
its concurrence with NAS/NRC's
conclusion that use in cows of 100 mg
OTC HCI per single dose vial is
probably effective for treating mild
endometritis leading to repeat breeder
syndrome. NADA's for drugs identical
or similar to Embryostat for the same
conditions of use must be supported by
complete data based on adequate and
well-controlled effectiveness studies
and safety studies as required by
section 512(b) of the act in order to be
eligible for approval.

The following references have been
added to Docket Number 83N-0300 and
are on file in the Dockets Management
Branch (HFA-305), Food and Drug
Administration, Rm. 4-62, 5600 Fishers
Lane, Rockville, MD 20857, and may be
seen in that office from 9 a.m. to 4 p.m.,
Monday through Friday:

(1) Kendrick, J. W., “Dalry Cattle Fertility—
The Cause, Prevention and Treatment of
Uterine Disease,” Report to the Californin
Milk Advisory Board, August, 1978,

{2) Masera, |.. B, K. Gustafsson, M. M.
Afiefy, C. M. Stowe, and G. P. Bergt,
"Disposition of Oxytetracycline in the Bovine
Genital Tract: Systomic vs. Intrauterine
Administration,” Journal of the American
Veterinary Medicine Association, 1761099~
1102, 1880,

(3) Zemjanis, R., " 'Repeat-breeding’ or
Conception Failure in Cattle," Current
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Theropy in Theriogenology. edited by David
A. Morrow (W. B. Saunders Co., 1980) pp.
205-213.

This notice is issued pursuant to the
provisions of the Federal Food, Drug,
and Cosmetic Act [sec. 512, 82 Stat. 343~
351 (21 U.S.C. 380b)) and under the
authority delegated to the Commissioner
of Food and Drugs (21 CFR 5.10).

Dated: September 15, 1083,

Joseph P. Hile,

Assoctate Commissioner for Regulatory
Affairs.

[FR Doc. 83-25815 Filed 8-23-83; 8:45 am)

BILLING CODE 4160-01-M

[Docket No. 83D-0001]

Raw Breaded Shrimp; Microbiological
Defect Action Levels

AGeNCY: Food and Drug Administration.
ACTION: Notice.

sumMARY: The Food and Drug
Administration (FDA) is republishing
the notice announcing the availability of
the Compliance Policy Guide 7108.25,
which establishes defect action levels
for microbiological contamination
occurring during processing of raw
breaded shrimp. The notice, which
published in the Federal Register of
September 8, 1983 (48 FR 40563), was
incorrectly signed. These action levels
are based on the results of a survey that
FDA conducted in 1978-1979 of 31 raw
breaded shrimp processors, all of which
were operating according to current
good manufacturing practice regulations.
Compliance with the new action levels
will be determined on the basis of
samples of raw shrimp, prior to
processing, and of finished, unfrozen
shrimp product collected from the
manufacturer,

DATE: Comments, data, and information
may be submitted by September 24,
1984,

ADDRESS: Written comments, data, and
information on the action levels and
requests for single copies of Compliance
Policy Guide 7108.25 and the
background document for the guide may
be submitted to the Dockets
Management Branch (HFA-305), Food
and Drug Administration, Rm. 4-62, 5600
Fishers Lane, Rockville, MD 20857,

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Raymond W, Gill, Bureau of Foods
(HFF-312), Food and Drug
Administration, 200 C St. SW.,
Washington, DC 20204, 202-245-3092.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Current
good manafacturing practice regulations
(21 CFR Part 110) were developed as
general guides for determining whether

foods for human consumption are safe
and are prepared, packed, and held
under sanitary conditions. Because
some filth such as microbial
contamination may occur naturally in
foods or may be unavoidable even when
current good manufacturing practice is
used, FDA, in instances where the
contamination does not pose a health
hazard to consumers, may establish
defect action levels as a basis for
regulatory action.

To measure objectively the extent to
which microbial contamination of raw
breaded shrimp can be attributed to the
manufacturing process, FDA, in 1878
1979, conducted a survey of shrimp
breading processors that were following
current good manufacturing practice in
their operations. During the survey, the
agency carried out 59 in-plant
inspections of 31 breaded shrimp
processors. During the inspections,
subsamples from various points along
the processing line were collected and
then analyz.:g for aerobic plate counts,
coliform, Escherichia coli, and
Staphylococcus aureus. FDA evaluated
the survey data and used them to
develop regulatory criteria that could be
used as an objective measure of
compliance with current good
manufacturing practice regelations.
These regulatory criteria are the
microbiological defect action levels for
raw breaded shrimp set forth in
Compliance Policy Guide 7108.25. The
full text of that guide is as follows:

Subject: Raw Breaded Shrimp—
Microbiological Defect Action Levels

Background: Insanitary practices and
processing conditions in food plants
usually result in an increase in the
number of microorganisms in the food
being processed. To determine the
extent to which an increase in the level
of microorganisms could be attributed to
the manufacturing process for breaded
shrimp, a survey was conducted in FY
'78 of 31 shrimp breader plants that were
determined to be utilizing current good
manufacturing practices in their
operations. The results of that survey
were used as a basis for establishing
microbiological criteria that could be
used to objectively evaluate compliance
with current manufacturing
practice regulations.

Regulatory Action Guidance:
Microbiological criteria specified in this
Guide are based on a statistically
designed plan involving the collection of
subsamples at the beginning and end of
the breaded shrimp manufacturing
process. The raw shrimp collected from
the first location on the processing line
are considered “stock” shrimp. When
frozen, raw shrimp are used for

processing, samples of stock shrimp
should be collected after thawing.

The criteria in this Guide do not apply
to breaded shrimp that are precooked by
the processor.

To determine compliance with these
criteria, in-plant sampling during
inspection of the shrimp breading
operation should include the following:

A. Duplicate subsamples of stock
shrimp collected four times a day for
each of two days at intervals
appropriately spaced to cover the
plant's production day (16 subs).

B. Duplicate subsamples of finished
product colected prior to freezing four
times a day for each of two days at
intervals appropriately spaced to cover
the plant's production day (16 subs).

C. Representative subsamples of raw
materials other than shrimp used in
processing the breaded shrimp.

Each subsample shall be analyzed for
aerobic plate count (35° C), Escherichia
coli (MPN) and Staphylococcus aureus
(direct plating) according to AOAC, 13th
Edition (1980), Chapter 46, The results of
analysis of the stock shrimp and the
finished product shrimp will be used to
determine whether the actionable
criteria in this Guide have been met. The
results of analysis of the representative
subsamples of raw materials other that
shrimp should be reviewed to determine
whether any of them are a potential
source of contamination found in the
finished product raw breaded shrimp.

The following represent criteria for
recommending legal action to the
Division of Regulatory Guidance (HFF-
310).

Actionable if one or more of the
following conditions are met:

1. Aerobic Plate Counts (35° C}—The
mean log of 16 units of finished product
breaded shrimp collected prior to
freezing is greater than 5,00 (i.e.,
geometric mean greater than 100,000/g)
and exceeds the mean log of 16 units of
stock shrimp by more than twice the
standard error of their difference (2
SED).

2. Escherichia coli—The mean log of
16 units of finished product breaded
shrimp collected prior to freezing is
greater than 0.56 (i.e., geometric mean
greater than 3.6/g) and exceeds the
mean log of 16 units of stock shrimp by
more than twice the standard error of
their difference (2 SED).

3. Staphylococcus aureus—The mean
log of 18 units of finished product
breaded shrimp collected prior to
freezing is greater than 2.00 (i.e,,
geometric mean greater than 100/g) and
exceeds the mean log of 16 units of stock
shrimp by more than twice the standard
error of their difference (2 SED).
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Compliance with the microbiological
defect action levels above was achieved
by 100 percent of the 31 plants from
which samples were collected during the
1978 survey. All of those plants were
using current good manufacturing
practice in their operations. Thus, FDA
expects that all shrimp manufacturers
following curren‘tiﬁood manufacturing
practice can readily comply with the
action level criteria above.

In accordance with the revised
procedure for establishing and
evaluating all new defect action levels
(published in the Federal Register of
September 21, 1982 (47 FR 41637)), FDA
invites interested persons to submit any
relevant data and information showing
why the levels should berevised. These
defect action levels will remain in effect
until FDA has evaluated all the
available data and has published its
decision in the Federal Register.

A copy of Compliance Policy Guide
7108.25, as set forth above, and a copy of
the background document for the guide
have been filed with the Dockets
Management Branch under the
bracketed docket number above.
Requests for single copies of these
documents and written comments on the
microbiological defect action levels for
raw breaded shrimp should be sent to
the Dockets Management Branch
(address above).

FDA, the U.S. Department of
Agriculture, and the National Marine
Fisheries Service are currently funding a
study by the National Academy of
Sciences (NAS) of microbiological
criteria for foodstuffs. On the basis of
this study, NAS will make
recommendations to the Federal
agencies on the development of such
criteria. FDA intends to review the
defect action levels announced in this
notice after receiving the results of the
NAS study to determine whether any
changes in these levels are appropriate
based on those recommendations.

Dated: September 15, 1683,

Joseph P. Hile,

Associate Commissioner for Regulotory
Affairs.

{FR Doc. 83-25814 Piled $-21-63; 845 am]

BILLING CODE €160-01-M

Hess & Clark, inc,; Nitrofurazone/
Furaitadone; Withdrawal of Approval
of NADA's

AGENCY: Food and Drug Administration.
ACTION: Notice.

SUMMARY: The Food and Drug
Administration (FDA) is withdrawing
approval of three new animal drug
applications (NADA's) sponsored by

Hess & Clark, Inc., providing for use of

mucu containing nitrofurazone/
tadone, The firm requested the

withdrawal of approval.

EFFECTIVE DATE: October 3, 1983.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:

David N. Scarr, Bureau of Veterinary

Medicine (HFV-214), Food and Drug

Administration, 5600 Fishers Lane,

Rockville, MD 20857, 303-443-3183.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Hess &
Clark, Inc., 7th and Orange Sts.,
Ashland, OH 44805, is sponsor of NADA
8-324, NFZ Mix with sodium Arsanilate
(nitrofurazone and sodium arsanilate)
for prevention of coccidiosis and for
growth stimulation in chickens
(approved February 6, 1952); NADA 8-
410, Dr. Hess-Nitrofuranzone AR
(nitrofurazone and arsanilic acid) for
prevention and control of coccidiosis
and for growth stimulation in chickens
(approved April 16, 1952); and NADA 8-
529, Dr. Hess Necrono Solution
(nitrofurazone aqueous suspension) for
control of enteritis in young pigs caused
by S. choleraesuis (approved July 15,
1952).

Approval of these NADA's had not
been codified in the Code of Federal
Regulations. The products are among
several that were the subject of a notice
of opportunity for hearing published in
the Federal Register of August 17, 1976
(41 FR 34899). In its submission of
August 17, 1882, to the Bureau of
Veterinary Medicine, Hess & Clark
requested withdrawal of approval of the
NADA's under 21 CFR 514.115(d)
because the products are no longer
being marketed. In addition Hess &
Clark waived the opportunity for
hearing and rescinded any request for
hearing that is now in effect.

Section 514,115(d) of the animal drug
regulations (21 CFR 514.115(d)}) allows
the voluntary withdrawal of an
approved NADA. Section 514.115(d)
normally does not apply if the holder of
the application whose withdrawal has
been requested already has been
afforded an opportunity for hearing on a
proposal to withdraw approval of the
NADA. In this case, however, Hess &
Clark’s request is being granted because
of the extended time interval which has
elapsed since the notice of opportunity
for hearing was published. The Bureau
of Veterinary Medicine has determined
that the public interest will be served
and that the sponsor’s interests will not
be prejudiced by the withdrawal.

Therafore, under the Federal Food,
Drug, and Cosmetic Act (sec. 512(e), 82
Stat. 345-347 (21 U.S.C. 3680b(e))) and
under authority delegated to the
Commissioner of Food and Drugs (21
CFR 5.10) and redelegated to the Bureau

of Veterinary Medicine {21 CFR 5.84),
and in accordance with § 514.115)
Withdrawal of approval of applications
{21 CFR 514.115), notice is given that
approval of NADA's and all
supplements for Hess & Clark's NADA
8-324 NFZ Mix with Sodium Arsanilate,
NADA 8-410 Dr. Hess Nitrofurazone
AR, and NADA 8-529 Dr, Hess Necrono
Solution, is hereby withdrawn, effective
October 3, 1883.

Dated: September 14, 1983,
Lester M. Crawford,
Director, Bureau of Velerinary Medicine,
[FR Doc. 83-23516 Filed 8-21-5: 845 am|
BILLING CODE 4160-01-M

Health Resources and Services
Adminfstration

Maternal and Child Heaith Research
Grants Review Committee; Meeting

In accordance with section 10(a)(2) of
the Federal Advisory Committee Act
(Pub. L. 92-463), announcement is made
of the following National Advisory body
scheduled to meet during the month of
November 1983:

Name: Maternal and Child Health Research
CGrants Review Committee.

Date and Time: November 2-4, 1983, 9:00
a.m.~5:00 p.m.

Place; Conference Room L, Parklawn
Building, 5600 Fishers Lane, Rockville,
Maryland 20857,

Open on November 2, 1883, 8:00 a.m. to
10:00 a.m.

Closed for remzinder of meeting.

: The Committee is charged with
the review of all research grant applications
in the program areas of maternal and child
health administered by the Bureau of Health
Care Delivery and Assistance.

Agenda: The open portion of the meeting
will cover opening remarks by the Director,
Division of Maternal and Child Health, who
will also report on program issues,
Congressional activities and other topics of
interest to the field of maternal and child
health. The meeting will be closed to the
public on November 2, 1982, from 10:00 a.m.
for the remainder of the meeting for the
review of research grant applications. The
closing is in accodance with the provision set
forth in section 552b{e)(8), Title 5 U.S. Code,
and the Determination by the Administrator,
Health Resources and Services
Administration, pursuant to Pub. L. 92-463.

Anyone wishing to obtain a roster of
members, minutes of meetings, or other
relevant information should write to or
contact GONTRAN LAMBERTY, Dr.
P.H., Executive Secretary, Maternal and
Child Health Research Grants Review
Committee, Room 6-17, Parklawn
Building, 5600 Fishers Lane, Rockville,
Maryland 20857, telephone: 301 443
2190.
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Agenda items are subject to change as  Public Health Service Gila and Salt River Meridian, Arizona
priorities dictate. e e T.39N, R. 16 W., ’
: Natio oxicology Program; Sec. 5, Lots 2 and 3.
Dated: September 19, 1963, Toxicology Program B  of it TR e
Jackie E. Baum, Scientific Counselors; Amended Th £ih s
Advisory Committee Management Officer, Meeting e purpose of this notice is to inform
Health Resources and Services the public that the filing of this
Administration. This announcement amends the notice  application segregates the described
(FR Doc. 63-25865 Filed 5-21-83: 8:45 am| published in the Federal Register of land from all other forms of use or

BILLING CODE 4160-15-M

National Advisory Councii on the
National Health Service Corps;
Meeting

In accordance with section 10(a)(2) of
the Federal Advisory Committee Act
(Pub. L, 92-463), announcement is made
of the following National Advisory body
scheduled to meet during the month of
Octobel: 1983:

Nama: National Advisory Council on the
National Health Service Corps.

Date and Time: October 5-7, 1983, 1:00 p.m.

Place: Conference Room 1604 on October 5
and 7, 101 Marietta Towers, Atlanta, Georgia.

NHSC sites in and near Atlanta on October

0.

All meetings will be open to the public. No
transportation will be provided for the public
on Thursday, Oatober 6,

Purpose: The Council will advise and make
sppropriate recommendations on the
Natlonal Heslth Service Corps (NHSC)
program as mandated by legislation. It will
also review and comment on proposed
regulations promulgated by the Secretary
under provisions of the legislation.

Agenda: The agenda will include
discussions of: The National Health Service
Corps program in Region IV, the 1964
Placement Policy, retention status, the
relmbursement policy and the 1984 legislative
proposal.

Anyone wishing to obtain a roster of
members, minutes of meetings, or other
relevant information should write to or
contact Ms, Charlotte Walch, or Mr.
Billy Sandlin, National Health Service
Corps, Health Resources and Services
Administration, Room 6-40, Parklawn
Building; 5600 Fishers Lane, Rockville,
Maryland 20857, telephone: (301) 443~
5493,

Agenda items are subject to change as
priorities dictate.

Dated: September 19, 1683,
Jackie E. Baum,

Advisory Committee Management Officer,
Health Resources and Services
Administration.

[FR Doc. 8325864 Filed 9-21-8% 8:45 am)
BILLING CODE 4160-15-M

September 9, 1983 (48 FR 40787). The
meeting of the National Toxicology
Program (NTP) Board of Scientific
Counselors, U.S. Public Health Service,
will be held in the Conference Center,
Section B, Building 101, National
Institute of Environmental Health
Sciences, on September 27, 1983.

The meeting will be open to the public
from 8:30 a.m. to adjournment {4 p.m. to
5 p.m.) on September 27. The agenda
will include the topics scheduled for the
morning of September 27 in the original
notice as well as an overview of NTP
programs. Agenda topics having to do
with scientific programs at the National
Center for Toxicological Research
(NCTR) scheduled for the afternoon of
September 27 and for September 28 are
cancelled and will be rescheduled at an
upcoming NTP Board of Scientific
Counselors meeting.

For inquiries and amended program
information contact the Executive
Secretary, Dr. Larry G. Hart, Office of
the Director , National Toxicology
Program, P.O. Box 12233, Research
Triangle Park. North Carolina 27709,
telephone (919) 541-3971, FTS 629-3971.

Dated: September 19, 1963.

David P. Rall,

Director, National Toxicology Program.
[FR Doc. §3-26063 Filed 8-21-83% 845 am)

BILLING COOE 7140-01-M

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
Bureau of Land Management
[A 17003)

Applications; Airport Lease; Arizona

September 14, 1083,

Notice is hereby given that pursuant
to the Act of May 24, 1828 (49 US.C 211~
214) Vince Silvestri, 4430 Euclid, Las
Vegas, Nevada 89121, has applied for an
airport lease for the following land:

disposal under the public land laws,
]excep! leasing under the mineral leasing
aws.

Interested persons desiring to express
their views should promptly send their
name and address to the District
Manager, Arizona Strip District Office,
196 E. Tabernacle, St. George, Utah
84770,

Mario L. Lopez,

Chief, Branch of Lands and Minerals
Operations.

[FR Doc. 8325838 Filed 9-21-83; 8:45 em)
BILLING CODE 4310-84-M

Redding Resource Area—Realty
Action for Sale of Public Lands in
Shasta County, California

AGENCY: Bureau of Land Management,
Interior.

acTion: Notice of realty sction; sale of
public lands.

sumMARY: The following described land
has been examined, and through the
development of land use planning
decisions based on public input,
resource considerations, regulations,
and Bureau policies, it has been
determined that the proposed sale of
these parcels is consistent with the
Federal Land Policy and Management
Act (FLPMA) of October 21, 1976. Each
parcel will be separately offered for sale
on December 186, 1983 at no less than the
appraised fair market value. The BLM
solicits and will accep! bids on these
lands; and may accept or reject any and
all bids, or withdraw any land from sale
at any time, if in the opinion of the
Authorized Officer, consummation of
the sale would not be in the best inlerest
of the United States,

Unsold parcels will be reoffered
competitively on January 16, 1084,
Parcels failing to sell at these two
competitive sales will be offered over-
the-counter at the Redding Area Office
until August 23, 1985,

MOUNT DIABLO BASE & MERIDIAN; SHASTA COUNTY, CALIFORNIA

Parced No. Case No. Logal descrption Acres Bidding procedure
1 CA 14247 | T2 N, RBW; Sec. 12 SEWSEN | €0 Computitive.
o] CA 14248 | TSON, RIW, Soc. S:EW of Lot 2in NEW .| 4379 Do
3 CA 14249 | TION, R I W, Soc. & SEUNWY | 40 Do.

“ CA 14250 | T 34N, R 1 W; Sec. 21: SENNWY... - 40 Moddfied Competitive.
L3 CA 14251 | TII N, R2W, Sec. 8 NWUNEW v 40 Competitve.
& CA 14252 | T 31 N, R 2 W, Sec. 22 EBNWHM vrrrred 80 Do.
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MOUNT DIABLO BASE & MERIDIAN; SHASTA COUNTY, CALIFORNIA—Continued Parcels failing to sell at the December
186, 1983 sale will be continued on
. Yt N BN e S e January 186, 1984 at the same location
Vo] CA 14253 | T 31N, R 2 W: Sec. 22 SEXRSWHK © [ and time. Any parcels unsold after the
 — Cates ¥ %0 :: 1 W: Seo. 26 SEUSEW | @ Do, ]anua?h 16, 198: e‘ri'm'i tvl;nnkbt:l ;:milable
] ] : Modified Compotitve. “over-the-counter” at the Redding
:E::.._. P ;:::;:'::'1‘&?: b o o] by Resource Area (l}hﬂice m;ti:,ill\iugt;st 28.!
32 e, CA 14258 | T 31 N, B 8 W: Sec. 12 NEWNEY 4 Da. 1985. However, the availability for sale
U] oalom | TN AT e e ————] ] e will not preclude the parcel from being
s ——— Ch vam [T RIE S & BUSH . | 160 Do. considered for other actions.
] CA VA0S | T IS NP2 W See I I ol o 7. A reservation for existing
18.. CA 14264 [ T3IINR2W; Sec 1: L0t 10| 008 encumbrances (i.e., rights-of-way, oil
BT Cheme [T AR & W e TE USR] o | e canpen and gas leases, etc.) will be incorporated
g gv'\t. asmnx\:emw 35 into each patent for the following tracts:
ST S ; NAREE Modtied Competive
2 CA 14288 | T 32 N R 5 W. Sec. 3 Lot 18 e o 2,3,5,6,7,8,9 10,11, 14, 15, 23, 27, 28,
20 (&) | CA 14200 | T32N. ASW; Sec. 20: LoM 12.21 .| 4129| Do 34, 35, and 38.
) ]  CA 14200 | T2 N R S W, Soc. 20: Lots 16, 17, 18, 18, 20, | 2267 | Competitve. 8. A reservation to restrict
24| cavezrolT %,ﬁ.’: wss ke | dml ba developments in the floodplain will be
B CAVT T bt e ol v b — ol oa incorporated into each patent for the
27| CA14273 | T32N R 5 W Sec 22 WHSEWSEWRNER .| 5 0o, following tracts: 9, 13, 23, 34, 35, 38, 40,
20 CAT4274 | T 32 N, A 5 W; Soc. 14: NUNEWSWHNWR | 75 Do. and 41.
T T W 9. A covenant will be inserted in the
e — . a 142758 ; 32N R :x g: 14: Lots 8, 12, 13 ;g & patent for each of the following tracts to
14276 | T32 N, RS W; Soc 14: Lot 18 ... i
3. ] CAM2TT | T .’é s':s: : W; Sec. 14: Lots 22, 26, WHNEY. | 1034 Co. :::’:g‘me;zw:::g :’;}:&:“
5. CA 7 | TN, REw Sua 14 - oigebaynem ey Bt 4] s wetland, and riparian values: 8 and 11.
- T CA 14300 | TH M. 7 W S0 53 Lot o7 1.92 | Competitve. 10. The following parcels will be
:__._ g:@ ;gu:::ﬁu:u’ v.g.a.a 15679 | Moded Competitie. offered for sale by means of modified
= - N "‘ m . . .
7] CAvees | TN ReW s 7 oa T e 2450 | Do competitive bnddms.itthommmgh b
e R M e B Cai: 1, 2,22 208, 35,3530, and
‘ c a), a :
o) USRI R e unfweamomma i i climant wil b th
Total 1.350.66 desjgnated bidder.
11. The following parcels will be
offered for sale by means 1f modified 4
competitive bidding: Parcels 4, 9, 16, 17,
Detailed information concerning the Section 209 of FLPMA, the successful and ng(a). The m,',‘.?gm, landowner
sale, including the environmental bidder may apply to purchase the will be the designated bidder.
assessment and land report are mineral rights. The above-described land will be
available for review at the Redding 3. Title will be issued by a patent separately offered for sale by sealed
Resource Area Office, 355 Hemsted subject to all prior existing rights. and oral bids. The sealed bids will be

Drive, Redding, California 86002.

Those tracts identified for sale by
modified competitive bidding will
include designation of a bidder. The
designated bidder will have the right to
meet the highest apparent bid for the
affected parcel. Refusal or failure to
meet the highest bid, at the time of the
sale, shall constitute a waiver of this
provision.

Disposal of the subject lands are
consistent with planning system
decisions and by so implementing, meet
FLPMA disposal criteria, i.e., the tract is
difficult or uneconomic to manage, the
tract is not required for any other
Federal purpose or the tract will provide
important benefits such as expansion of
communities and/or economic
development. ’

Sale terms and conditions are as
follow:

1. A right to construct ditches and
canals will be reserved to the United
States.

2. All mineral rights will be reserved
to the United States: however, under

4. All bidders must be United.States
citizens: corporations must be
authorized to own real property in the
State of California; political
subdivisions of the State and State
Instrumentalities must be authorized to
hold property. Proof of meeting these
requirements shall accompany bids.

5. Upon disqualification of an
apparent high bidder, the next high bid
will be honored. Bids will only be
considered if they are made for at least
the fair market value of the land, and
bids must include all of the land in the
parcel, except Parcel #23. Parcel #23
will be sold as two separate tracts to
assure equitable considerations (see
land parcel list), a portion by
competitive bidding and the remainder
by modified competitive bidding
procedures.

6. The BLM will reject or accept any
and all offers, or withdraw any land or
interest in land from sale, if in the
opinion of the Authorized Officer
consummation of the sale would not be

in the best interest of the United States,

opened at 10:00 a.m. on December 15,
1983 at the Redding Resource Area
Office, Bureau of Land Management, 355
Hemsted Drive, Redding, California
96002. Sealed bids shall be considered
only if received at the aboye address
prior to 10:00 a.m, on December 15, 1983.
Each sealed bid shall be accompanied
by certified check, postal money order,
bank draft or cashier's check made
payable to the Department of Interior—
BLM for not less than one-fifth of the
bid. The sealed bid envelopes must be
marked on the front lower left corner
“Redding Resource Area, December
1983, Land Sale, Parcel Number —."
The sealed bids shall be opened and
publicly declared at the beginning of the
oral bidding. If two or more qualified
sealed bids for the same amount are
received and no oral bids are received,
then the apparent successful bidder will
be determined by drawing.

Oral bidding will begin at 9:00 a.m. on
December 16, 1883 at the Redding
Resource Area Office or another
designated location. The person
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declared to have entered the highest
qualifying oral bid shall submit payment
of not less than one-fifth of the bid in
cash or as specified above, 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 purchase price
within 30 days of the sale date. Failure
to submit the balance of the full bid
within the above specified time limit
shall result in cancellation of the sale
and the deposit shall be forfeited. The
next high bid will then be honored.

DATE: For a period of 45 days from the
date of publication of this notice,
interested parties may submit
comments,

ADDRESS: Commentd and suggestions
should be sent to: State Director,
California State Office, Bureau of Land
Management, Federal Office Building,
2600 Cottage Way, Sacramento, CA
95825,

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 for the Bureau of Land
Management.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Robert |, Bainbridge, (916) 246-5325.
Robert |. Bainbridge,

Redding Area Manager. ~

|FR Doc. 53-25837 Filed 9-21-83: 545 am)

BILLING CODE 4310-84-8

1C~34321]

Realty Action-Exchange; Public Lands
In Routt County, Colorado

The following described public lands
have been determined to be suitable for
disposal by exchange under Section 206
of the Federal Land Policy and
Management Act of 1976, 43 U.S.C. 1716:

Sixth Principal Meridian
T.SN. R. 84W.,
Sec. 34, EYaSE%.
Containing 80 acres.

In exchange for these lands, the
Federal government will obtain non-
federal lands in Routt County from
Intrawest Bank of Denver, ¢/o Mr. .
Rodney Uhrich, P.O. Box 5808, 633
Seventeenth Street, Denver, Colorado
80217, described as follows:

Sixth Principal Meridian

TAN. R. 84W.,
Sec. 17, EVaNE%SW ¥, N%4SEY
Containing 100 acres.

Note~Part of this parcel may be dropped
from consideration depending upon final
appraisal.

The purpose of the exchange is to
obtain non-federal lands for use in
Federal programs. The exchange
conforms with the Bureau planning for
the land involved. The public interest
will be well served by making the
exchange. The values of the lands to be
exchanged are approximately equal and
the acreage will be adjusted and/or
money will be used to equalize values
upon completion of the final appraisal of
the lands.

The terms and conditions applicable
to the exchange are:

1. The exchange involves surface and
mineral estates.

2. The reservation to the United States
of a right-of-way for ditches or canals
constructed by the authority of the
United States, Act of August 30, 1890 (43
U.S.C. 945).

Additional information about the
exchange, including the environmental
assessment, is available for review at
the bureau of Land Management District
Office, 455 Emerson Street, Craig,
Colorado 81625.

For a period of 45 days from the date
of this notice, interested parties may
submit comments to the District
Manager, Bureau of Land Management,
455 Emerson Street, Craig, Colorado
81625. 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
the final determination of the
Department of the Interior.

Dated: September 13, 1883,
Lee Carie,
District Manager.

[FR Doc. 8325540 Filed 8-21-83; 845 am)
BILLING CODE 4310-84-M

[Serial No. 1-201931]

Idaho; Conveyance of Public Lands
Blaine County

September 14, 1963.

Notice is hereby given that pursuant
to the Act of October 21, 1978 (90 Stat.
2750; 43 U.S.C. 1713), a patent was
issued to Rodney G. Murphy, 1612
Bennett Avenue, Burley, Idaho 83318, for
the following described public land:

Bosie Meridian, Idaho

T.2S.R.17E.,
Sec. 1, lots 74 and 75.
Containing 0.442 acres,

The purpose of this notice is-to inform
the public and interested State and local

governmental officials of the
conveyance.

Louis B. Bellesi,

Deputy State Director for Operations.
[FR Doc. 83-25845 Filod 9-21-83; 645 am|
BILLING CODE 4310-34-M

ldaho Falls District Advisory Council;
Meeting

AGENCY: Bureau of Land Management
(BLM), Interior.

ACTION: Meeting of the Idaho Falls
District Advisory Council.

sumMmARY: The Idaho Falls District
Advisory Concil will meet November 2,
1983. Notice of this meeting is in
accordance with Pub, L. 91483, Pub. L.
94-579, Pub. L. 95-514 and 43 CFR Part
1780. The meeting will begin at 9 a.m. at
the BLM District Office, 940 Lincoln
Road in Idaho Falls,

The Council will consider four topics:
1. Environmental assessment on the
proposed Egins-Hamer (Poleline) Road.

2. Land disposal program.

3. Proposed prescribed burns on the
Edie Bench.

4, Proposed withdrawa! review on the
Blackfool Reservoir.

The meeting is open to the public.
Interested persons may make oral
statements to the Council between 11:30
a.m. and noon, or may file written
statements for the Council's
consideration. Statements should
address agenda items. Depending on the
number of persons wanting to make oral
statements, a per-person time limit may
be established.

Summary minutes of the meeting will
be kept in the District Office and will be
available for public inspection and
reproduction during business hours (7:45
a.m. to 4:30 p.m.) at least 30 days after
the meeting.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Julia Corbett, (208) 529-1020.
Dated: September 186, 1983,
O'dell A. Frandsen,
District Manager.
[FR Doc. 8325835 Filed 9-21-83; 8:45 am|
BILLING COOE 4310-84-M

[Serial No. I-20193E]

Idaho; Conveyance of Public Lands
Blaine County

September 15, 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 Ross E. Davis, Buhl, 1daho, for
the following-described public land:
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Boise Meridian, Idaho [Serial No. 1-20193H] the appr{lised fair mz;,kctlvulue and any
bids for less than such value will be
T, ity f-lt'“’ o Idaho; Conveyance of Public Lands rejected as required by FLPMA. Both
Blaine County sealed and oral bids will be accepted.

Containing 0.393 acre.

The purpose of this notice is to inform
the public and interested State and local
governmental officials of the
conveyance.

Louis B, Bellesi,

Deputy State Direclor for Operations.
|FR Doc. 63-25530 Filed 9-23-8% 845 am)|
BILLING CODE 4310-84-4

[Serial No. 1-19182]

Idaho; Conveyance of Public Lands
Lemhi County

September 15, 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 William B. Swahlen and
Marian H. Swahlen, Salmon, Idaho, for
the following-described public land:

Boise Meridian, Idaho

T.218,.R. 23E,
Sec. 14, N%ASWYNW %;
Sec. 15, SEXaNEYNE Y%, SEVSEWNEY,

Containing 40.00 acres.

The purpose of this notice is to inform
the public and interested State and local
governmental officials of the
conveyance.

Louis B. Bellesi,

Deputy State Director for Operations.
{PR Doe. 8325690 Filed 2153 845 wm)
BILLING CODE 4310-84-M

[Serial No. I-19181]

Idaho; Conveyance of Public Lands
Lemhi County

September 15, 1883,

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 William B. Swahlen and
Marian H. Swahlen, Salmon, Idaho, for
the following-described public land:

Boise Meridian, Idaho
T.21 N.R. 23 E.

Sec. 10, W%NEY, SEYWNW V4
Contalning 120.00 acres.

The purpose of this netice is to inform
the public and interested State and local
governmental officials of the
conveyance.

Louis B. Bellesi,

Deputy State Directar for Operations.
[FR Doc. 83-23840 Filed 9-21-83; 848 am]
BILLING CODE 4310-84-M

Notice is hereby given that pursuant
to the Act of October 21, 1976 (90 Stat.
2750; 43 U.S.C. 1713), a palent was
issued to Henry J. Stark, Rupert, Idaho,
for the following-described public land:

Boise Meridian, Idaho
T.2S,R.17E,
Sec. 1, lot 77.
Contalning 0.313 acre.

The purpose of this notice is to inform
the public and interested State and local
governmental officials of the
conveyance.

Louls B. Bellesi,

Deputy State Director for Operations,
(FR Doc. £3-25841 Filod 9-21-83, 845 am]
BILLING CODE £310-84-M

[Serial No. 1-202008)

Idaho; Conveyance of Public Lands,
Blaine County

September 13, 1983,

Notice is hereby given that pursuant
to the Act of October 21, 1976 (90 Stal.
2750; 43 U.S.C. 1713), a palent was
issued to James E. Montgomery, Jr.,
Hailey, Idaho, for the following-
deseribed public land:

Boise Meridian, Idaho
T.1S5.R.18E,

Sec. 31, lot 16.

Containing 0,07 acre.

The purpose of this notice is to inform
the public and interested State and local
governmental officials of the
conveyance.

Louis B. Bellesi,

Deputy State Director for Operations.
{FR Doc. £3-25842 Filed 0-21-83; 45 am]
BILLING CODE 4310-84-M

[1-19676]

Realty Action; Competitive Sale of
Public Lands in Cassia County, Idaho

AQENCY: Bureau of Land Management,
Interior.
ACTION: Notice.

SUMMARY: The following described land
has been examined and through the
development of land use decisions
based on public input, it has been
determined that the sale of the tract is
consistent with section 208{a)(1) of the
Federal Land Policy and Management
Act of 1976, The lands will be offered for
sale at public auction for no less than

Legal Descriphon

TS R 2SE, DM, Soc 24 SWWNWW | 40

Upon publication of this Notice in the
Federal Register, the land described
above will be segregated from all forms
of 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 a
termination notice in the Federal
Register prior to the expiration of the
two-year period.

The lands will be subject to the
following reservations when patented:

1. A right-of-way is reserved for
ditches and canals constructed under
the authority of the United States, Act of
August 30, 1890 (26 Stat. 391; 43 U.S.C.
945).

2, A right-of-way is reserved to the
United States for existing road 1-03499
and for the existing county road located
in the SY%2SWYNWY, Sec. 24, T.13 S,
R.25E.

3. All mineral rights are reserved to
the United States pursuant to 43 CFR
2711.5-1.

4. All valid existing rights.

In addition, the patent is subject to the
following conditions:

The suctessful bidder agrees that he
takes the real estate subject to the
existing grazing use of the South
Cotterel Grazing Association, which
consists of the following Permittees:

Parmitioe authores. Expiration date
tion Na.
Achard S Anderson.. ... 2504 | Fab. 28, 1909
Blackinck Ranch, Inc..__| 2208 Do.
Ch y Rock Ranch 29 Do.
o G Dwmond ... 2339 Do
Deerahl V. Holmes. ... 205 (2]
David O, Hutchinson ... 2307 | Apeil 30, 1084,
Goorgo A Keldery ... 2353 | Fob. 28, 1089,
Bros.... 2311 | Feb. 28, 1991,
Morkin W. Otey............ 2374 | Fetr 28, 1089
Walace Soans... .o 2390 Do,
Simgiot Inustries......... | 238 Do
Charles R Ward .} 2450 Do,
Wayme Whitaker ... et Do
The Permittee's rights to graze

domestic livestock on the real estate
according to the conditions and terms of
their grazing authorizations shall cease
on the expiration dates listed above.
The successful bidder is entitled to
receive annual grazing fees from the
Permittees in an amount not to exceed
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that which would be authorized under
the Federal grazing fee published
annually in the Federal Register.

oaTeS: The public auction will be beld
on November 23, 1883 at 1:30 p.m:
ADDRESSES: The public auction will be
held at the Burley District Office, 200
South Oakley Highway, Burley, Idaho
83318, Additional information
concerning the land, terms and
conditions of the sale, and bidding
instructions may be obtained from Nick
Cozakos, District Manager at the above
address, or by calling (208} 678-5514.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: For a
period of 45 days from the date of this
notice, interested parties may submit
comments to the District Manager
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 absence of
any action by the District Manager, this
realty action will become the final
determination of the Department of the
Interior.

Dated: September 15, 1983,
Jimmie L. Pribble,
Acting District Manoger.
[FR Doc. 83-25843 Filed] 6-21-83, £45 am)
BILLING CODE 4310-34-M

(+-20103)
Realty Action, Exchange, Public Lands
in Cassia County, Idaho

AGENCY: Bureau of Land Management
(BLM), Interior,

ACTION: Notice.

summany: The following described
lands have been examined and
identified as suitable for disposal by
exchange under Section 2086 of the
Federal Land Policy and Management
Actof 1978, 43 U.S.C. 1716:

Legal Description

Boise Meridian, Idaho
T.10S,R.26E.,
Sec. 5: W Lot 4, WHSWYUNWY, Wi
W¥HSW Y.
Sec. 6: Lots 1, 2, 3, anid 4 (less 6 acres in 1=
86).
Totaling 229.02 acres of public land.
_In exchange for these lands the
Federal Government will acquire the
following described lands from Bruce
Newcomb:

Legal Description
Boise Meridian, Idaho
T.9S.R.28E,

Sec. 33: S$%NEY, N%SEY
T.10S8,R.26E.,

Sec. 4: That portion of the N%SE% lying
north of 1-86

Totaling 22785 acres of private land.

The purpose of this exchange is to
acquire privately-owned lands which
are chiefly valuable for wildlife habitat,
livestock grazing, and access. The public
interest will be well served by making
the exchange which is consistent with
local governmental planning and zoning
regulations and with Federal programs
and planning. The values of the lands to
be exchanged are approximately equal.
If necessary, the acreage will be
adjusted, or money will be paid, not to
exceed 25% of the total value of the
public lands, to equalize the values upon
completion of the final appraisal of the
lands.

The terms and conditions applicable
to the public lands are:

1. A reservation to the United States
for rights-of-way for dilches and canals
pursuant to the Act of August 30, 1980,
26 Stat. 391; 43 U.S.C. 945.

2. All minerals are reserved to the
United States.

3. The lands are subject to valid
existing rights.

No reservations or conditions exist on
the private lands to be conveyed to the
United States.

The publication of this notice in the
Federal Register will segregate the
public lands described above to the
extent that they will not be subject to
appropriation under the public land
laws, including the mining laws. As
provided by the regulations of 43 CFR
2201.1(b), any subsequently tendered
application, allowance of which is
discretionary, shall not be accepted,
shall not be considered as filed and
shall be returned to the applicant. The
segregation will terminate as provided
by the noted regulation.

Detailed information concerning the
exchange, inoluding the environmental
analysis and the record of public
discussions, is available for review at
the Burley District Office, 200 S. Oakley
Highway, Burley, Idaho 83318.

For a period of 45 days interested
parties may submit comments to the
Burely District Office; Bureau of Land
Management, Route 3, Box 1, Burley,
Idaho 83318.

Dated: September 15, 1983
Nick James Cozakos,
District Manager.

{FR Dot. 63-25819 Filed 9-21-83: 5:45 am)
BILLING CODE 4310-84-M

Miles City District Advisory Council;
Meeting

September 13, 1963,

Notice is hereby given in accordance
with Public Law 92-483 that a meeting of
the Miles City District Advisory Council
will be held November 2, 1983, The
meeting will begin at 10:00 a.m. in the
conference room at the Miles city
district; Bureau of Land Management
Office, Highway 10-12 at Garryowen
Road, Miles City, Montana.

The agenda is as follows:

1. Landpattern Adjustment Policy

2. Resource Management Plans

The meeting is open to the public. The
public may make oral statements before
the Advisory Council or file written
statements for the council's
consideration. Depending upon the
number of persons wishing to make an
oral statement, a per person time limit
may be established.

Summary minutes of the meeting will
be maintained in the Bureau of Land
Management District Office and will be
available for public inspection and
reproduction during regular business
hours within 30 days following the
meeting.

For further information, contact
District Manager, Miles City District,
Bureau of Land Management, P.O. Box
840, Miles City, Montana 58301.

Robert A, Teegardon,
Assoicate District Manoger.
[FR Doc. 83-35847 Filled! 0-21-33: 845 am)
BILLING CODE 4310-84-M

[U-16145]

Utah; Proposed Reinstatement of
Terminated Oii and Gas Lease

In accordance with Title IV of the
Federal Oil and Gas Royalty
Management Act (Pub. L. 97-451), a
petition for reinstatement of oil and gas
lease U-16145 for lands in Carbon
County, Utah, was timely filed and
required rentals and royalties accruing
from May 1, 1983, the date of
termination, have been paid.

The lessee has agreed to new lease
terms for rentals and royalties at rates
of $5 per acre and 16%%, respectively,
The $500 administrative fee has been
paid and lessee has agreed to reimburse
the Bureau of Land Management for the
cost of publishing this Notice.

Having met all the requirements for
reinstatement of lease U-16145 as set
out in Section 31 (d) and (e) of the
Mineral Lands Leasing Act of 1920 (30
U.S.C. 188), the Bureau of Land

Management is proposing to reinstate
the lease, effective November 1, 1983,
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subject to the original terms and
conditions of the lease and the
increased rental and royalty rates cited
above.

W. R. Papworth,

Deputy State Director, Operations.
September 15, 1983,

[FR Doc. 53-25843 Filed 9-21-83; &43 am)
BILLING CODE 4310-84-M

[U-14654]

Utah; Proposed Reinstatement of
Terminated Oll and Gas Lease

In accordance with Title IV of the
Federal Oil and Gas Royalty
Management Act (Pub. L. 97-451), a
petition for reinstatement of oil and gas
lease U-14654 for lands in Grand
County, Utah, was timely filed and
required rentals and royalties accruing
from May 1, 1981, the date of
termination, have been paid.

The lessees have agreed to new lease
terms for rentals and royalties at rates
of 85 per acre and 16%%, respectively.
The $500 administrative fee has been
paid and lessees have agreed to
reimburse the Bureau of Land
Management for the cost of publishing
this Notice.

Having met all the requirements for
reinstatement of lease U-14654 as set
out in Section 31 (d) and (e) of the
Mineral Lands Leasing Act of 1920 (30
U.S.C. 188), the Bureau of Land
Management is proposing to reinstate
the lease, effective November 1, 1983,
subject to the original terms and
conditions of the lease and the
increased rental and royalty rates cited
above.

W. R. Papworth,
Deputy State Director, Operations.

September 15, 1983,
[FR Doc. 63-25544 Filod 9-21-83; 845 am)
BILLING COOE 4310-854-M

[U 48793)
Realty Action; Exchange of Public
Lands in Box Eider County, Utah

AGENCY: Bureau of Land Management,
Salt Lake District, Interior.

ACTION: Notice of realty action.

SUMMARY: The following described
public lands have been determined to be
suitable for disposal by exchange under
Section 206 of the Federal Land Policy
and Management Act of 1976, 43 U.S.C
1716:

SELECTED LANDS OFFERED LANDS—Continued
Acres Aaq
Township 6 North, Range 9 West Townstip 4 North, Range 14 Wast
L T T A — 10212 Sec. 16 Al 0.0
Sec. B: Lots 1-4, 84SV, NEWSEW (AN)..... 206.12 Township 2 North, Range 15 Wast
Soc. §: Lots 1-5, WYSW %, SEXSW (AI) . 21322 Sec. 2 Lots 1-4, S%NW. SW (Al 54028
Sec. 10 Lots -2 (AN} o] 3466 Sec. 16 Al €40.00
8¢, 15: L0t ¥ (AN) oo ] 883  Sec 32 Al 840,00
Sec 18: Lota 1-8, NYNW, SWLNWY% Sec. 36 Al 4000
(AR), surface ooy ... svee 31115 Yownship 2 South, Range 14 West:
Sec. 17: NI 640.00 Sec. 32 AN 640.00
Sec. 18 Al mz Sec. 36: All 840,00
Sec. 18 All == 640 Townshp 2 South, Range 15 West:
Soc. 20: Nk, N%SY, SUSWH.. oo, 66000  Sec 32 Wh 22000
Soc. 21: Lots 14, B-11, SHSHSWW..... 18524 Sec 38 Al 240.00
Soc. 22 Lots 1,2,5,.6,8,0, 11,12 ... 13209  Township 3 South, Range 15 West.
- AV NT T RS 230 Sac. 2: Lots 14, SUN%. S% (Al) g £40 80
Sec. 26: Lots 1-7, WHSWH, SEWSWR, Sec. 15 All 640,00
SWIHSEW (AN). 32363 Sec. 32 All i 40 00
Sec. 27: A m Sec. 36: All 640.00
Sec. 28: Al Township 2 South, Range 16 Wost:
Sec, 20 NANWW, SUNY. SHow—o... 56000  gge 3;,, 84090
Sec. 30: A mg‘o’ Sec. 36: Al £40.00
Sea 31: AN 840.00  yownship @ South, Range 16 West:
Sec. 32 AN, Surt80® Oy €000 gec 31 NWSEN 80,00
Sec. 3% A “"g Sec. 32: Al e v e AL 840.00
Sec. 34: M2 640 v
Soc. 35 Lot 1, 2 WYNE NE, Wi, SE% 4y hip et ndims <l
(Al ki Township 2 South, 17 West:
Township 6 North, Range 10 West oving A Foies Sz Saitn
& 7: LS 3 (AN o] A o AN iryred
&: Lot 1 (AR 115 v
Soc. 13 Lots 1-4, SHNEW, SEWNW, & ’°"""s.c *‘”’MM Range 18 West: <o
S (A 780 ownalip 3 South, 18 West
Sec. 14: Lots 1-5, NYSE%, SHS% (A 970  Townehp Range
Sec. 15: Lots 14, SWH, WHSEY, SEb%, f,: o RN AN s g
et Sess  Sec.32 AN 840,00
Sec. 17: Lots 14, SHNY, S% (Al) ) 505.38 : -
Sec. 18: Lots 1-4, E%, EVW (AN) ... 630.44 Sec. 36: Al B40.01
Sec. 19 Lots 1-4, s, EUWY (A 631,02  Townehip 3 Scuth, Range 18 West:
Sec. 20- Al 640.00 Sec. 2 Lots 14, SHNW, 8% (Al 840,00
Soc. 21; All 640,00 Soc. 16; At 840,00
Sec. 22- Al $40.00 Sec. 32. AL 84000
Sec. 23 All 840,00 Sec. 38: Al 840.00
Soc. 24: Al 64000 Townahip 4 South, Range 19 Waest:
Sec. 25: Al 640,00 Sec. 2 Lots 1-4, SHNW, 5% (Al o] 641,44
Sec, 26: AI 840,00 Sec. 16: All 640,00
Sec. 27: MM 640,00 Soc. 32: All £40.00
Sec. 28: All 84000  Sec 38 Al | ewm
Sec. 29: Al £40.00 e
S0c. 30 Lots 1-4, E%, EWW Y (All) ] €3320 Total 2596158
Sec. 31: Lots 1-4, E%, EXWY (A —.... €34.40
Sec. 33 AN 640.00
g it asipe The offered lands are located mainly
Townahip & North, Range 11 West: within the Wendover and Hill Air Force
3';"‘2 Lot 14, SHEWK. SWHSEW : Base Bombing and Gunnery Ranges in
Soc. 13 Al ss000 Box Elder and Tooele Counties, Utah.
Sec. 24: Al wmmw The selected lands are at Lakeside,
gt Utah, west of the Great Salt Lake in Box
Tola! 2462358  Elder County, Utah, The exchange
benefits the State of Utah by
In exchange for these lands, the consolidagl ltheir lm‘u;‘;lo:gmg: inl:?na
Federal Government will acquire manageable block outside the bombing

scattered tracts of non-Federal land in
Box Elder and Tooele Counties, Utah
from the State of Utah described as
follows:

OFFERED LANDS
Acres

Township & North, Range 11 West:

Sec. 16 A1 640.00

Sec. 32 MI 840.00
Township 8 North, Range 11 West:

Sec. 2 Lots 14, SHNW, S% (AD) ... 840.54

Sec. 16 Al 640.00

Sec. 32 NWK 160.00
Townahip 6 North, Rango 12

Soc. 2: Lots 1-12, SHUNW, S% (AIf ... N3z

Sec. 16 Al 640.00

Sec. 322 A1 £40.00

Sec. 36: A 640.00
Township 4 North, Range 13 West:

Sec. 16 ML 840.00

range. The exchange also benefits the
Federal Government by eliminating
state inholdings in the military areas
west of the Great Salt Lake. There are
no existing land uses or plans that are in
conflict with this disposal. The value of
the lands to be exchanged is
approximately equal.

The terms and conditions applicable
to the exchange are:

1. A reservation to the United States
of a right-of-way for ditches or canals
constructed by the authority of the
United States, Act of August 30, 1890 (43
U.S.C. 945),

2. A reservation of those rights for a
railroad line and associated purposes as
have been granted to the Southern
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Pacific Railroad Company under serial
numbers SL 050840 and SL 051068,

3. A reservation of those rights for a
communication facility as have been
granted to the Department of Army
under serial number U31832.

4. A reservation of those rights for an
existing county road from Interstate
Highway 80 to Lakeside.

5. A reservation of those rights for
existing BLM oil and gas leases U
34842,U 38864, U38867, U 38900, U 38901,
138902, U 38903, U 39111, U 39112, U
39113, U 39114, U 44947, and U 45494
held by various parties as outlined in
the environmental assessment.

6. The publication of this notice in the
Federal Register will segregate the
public lands described above to the
extent that they will not be subject to
appropriation under the public land
laws, including the mining laws. As
provided by the regulations of 43 CFR
2201.1(b), any subsequently tendered
application, allowance of which is
discretionary, shall not be accepted,
shall not be considered as filed and
shall be returned 1o the applicanl.

Detailed information concerning the
exchange, including the environmental
analysis and the record of public
discussions, is available for review at
the Salt Lake District Office, 2370 South
2300 West, Salt Lake City, Utah

For a period of 45 days interested
parties may submil comments to the Salt
Lake District Office, Bureau of Land
Management, 2370 South 2300 West, Salt
Lake City, Utah 84119.

C. Wayne Richards,

Bear River Resource Area Manager.
September 14, 1983,

[FR Doc. 53-25504 Filed 5-21-83; 845 am}
BILLING CODE 4310-04-M

Realty Action—Ex ; Public
Lands; Riverside County, California

AGENCY: Bureau of Land Management,
Interior.

ACTION: Realty Action—Exchange of
Public Lands in Riverside County.

SUMMARY: The following described
lands, including the surface and
subsurface estates, have been
determined to be suitable for disposal
by exchange under Section 206 of the
Federsl Land Policy and Management
Act of 1976, 43 U.S.C. 1716
T.3S,R.2W,
Section 4. San Bernardino Base Meridian,
Lots 1, 2.8, 4, 7, and 8 {253.38 acres).
T.25,R.2W,,
Section 34, San Bemardino Base Meridian.
SWY, WHKSEY%, S%HNW %, NEXWNW%
1360 acres).

Total 613.38 acres

In exchange for these lands the Federal
Government will acquire the surface
estate of & parcel of non-Federal land in
Riverside County from the County of
Riverside described as follows:

T.6S.R.9E,
Section 36 San Bernardino Base Meridian
(640 acres).

The purpose of the exchange is to
acquire County of Riverside land for

inclusion in the Mecca Hills Recreation
Area located in the Southern California
Desert. The exchange is consistent with
the Bureau'’s land use planning for the
lands involved. The public interest will
be well served by making the exchange.

An appraisal has been completed and
the land being exchanged will be of
equal value or otherwise will be
equalized by the payment of money to
the Federal Government not to exceed
25 per centum of the total value of the
land transferred out of Federal
ownership.

Lands lransferred from the United
States will be subject to the following
reservations, terms and conditions:

1. The reservation to the United States
of a right-of-way for ditches or canals
constructed by the authority of the
United States, Act of August 30, 1890 (43
U.S.C. 945),

2. A right-of-way, 50 feet in width, in
Section 34 for gas pipeline purposes
granted to Southern California Gas
Company.

3. A right-of-way, 400 feet in width, in
Section 4 for highway purposes granted
to the State of California Department of
Transportation.

Upon publication of this Notice of
Realty Action in the Federal Register,
the public lands will be segregated from
all appropriations under the public land
laws, including the mining laws, except
exchanges and mineral leasing for a
period of two (2) years or upon issuance
of patent or other documents of
conveyance to such lands, whichever
occurs first.

Detailed information concerning the
exchange, including the Environmental
Assessment Record/Land Report,
Cultural Resources Report and Mineral
Report are available for review at the
California Desert District Office, 16895
Spruce Street, Riverside, California
92507.

For a period of 45 days from the date
of this notice, interested parties may
submit comments to the District
Manager, California Desert District
Office of the Bureau of Land
Management, 1695 Spruce Street,
Riverside, California 92507. Any adverse
comments will be evaluated by the
District Manager, and forwarded to the

California State Director, Bureau of
Land Management, 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 the final
determination of the Department of the
Interior.

Dated: September 12, 1983,
Gerald E. Hillier,
District Manager.
[FR Doc. 53-25553 Filed §-21-83; 845 am]
BILLING CODE £310-84-M

[F-14923-A and F-14923-B]

In accordance with Department
regulation 43 CFR 2650.7(d), notice is
hereby given that a decision to issue
conveyance under the provisions of Sec.
14 of the Alaska Native Claims
Settlement Act of December 18, 1971 (43
U.S.C. 1601, 1611 {1976)) [ANCSA), will
be issued to Baan o yeel kon
Corporation for approximately 85,428
acres, The lands involved are in the

vicinity of Rampart, Alaska:

Fairbanks Meridian, Alaska (Unsurveyed)
T.ON, R 1w T7N.R1IW
T.10N. R 11 W. T.EN-R13W.
T.7ZN.R 12 W. T.ON. R 13 W.
T.8N.R. 12 W T.30N.. R 13 W.
T.ON.R12W. T.8N. R 14 W.

T. 10N, R 12 W. T.8N.R1SW.
T.6N.R 13 W,

The decision to issue conveyance will
be published once a week, for four (4)
consecutive weeks, in the Tundra Times.
For information on obtaining copies,
contact the Bureau of Land
Management, Alaska State Office, 701 C
Street, Box 13, Anchorage, Alaska 99513.

Any party claiming a property interest
in lands affected by this decision, an
agency of the Federal government, or
regional corporation may appeal the
decision to the Interior Board of Land
Appeals, Office of Hearings and
Appeals, in accordance with the
regulations in 43 CFR Part 4, Subpart E,
as revised,

If an appeal is taken, the notice of
appeal must be filed in the Bureau of
Land Management, Alaska State Office,
Division of Conveyance Management
(960), 701 C Street, Box 13, Anchorage,
Alaska 99513. Do not send the appeal
directly to the Interior Board of Land
Appeals. The appeal and copies of
pertinent case files will be sent to the
Board from this office. A copy of the
appeal must be served upon the
Regional Solicitor, 701 C Street, Box 34,
Anchorage, Alaska 99513. .
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The time limits for filing an appeal Fairbanks Meridian, Alaska (Unsurveyed)  State Office, 701 C Street, Box 13,
are: T. 7N. R. 11W T.9N. R 13W. Anchorage, Alaska 99513.

1, Parties receiving service of the T. 9N, R.11W T. 6N. R. 14W. If an appeal is taken, the parties to be
decision by personal service or certified ¥ :: 2‘ :iw }' ;’z; th::v“.’ served with a copy of the notice of
mail, return receipt requested, shall T. 10N, R 12W T, 7N, R. 15W. appeal are:
have thirty days from the receipt of the T. 7N.. R. 13W. State of Alaska, Title Administration,

decision to file an appeal,

2. Unknown parties, parties unable to
be located after reasonable efforts have
been expended to locate, parties who
failed or refused to sign their return
receipt, and parties who received a copy
of the decision by regular mail which is
not certified, return receipt requested,
shall have until October 24, 1983 to file
an appeal,

Any party known or unknown who is
adversely affécted by the decision shall
be deemed to have waived those rights
which were adversely affected unless an
appeal is timely filed with the Bureau of
Land Management, Alaska State Office,
Division of Conveyance Management.

To avoid summary dismissal of the
appeal, there must be strict compliance
with the regulations governing such
appeal. Further information on the
manner of and requirements for filing an
appeal may be obtained from the Bureau
of Land Management, Alaska State
Office, 701 C Street, Box 13, Anchorage,
Alaska 99513.

If an appeal is taken, the parties to be
served with a copy of the notice of
appeal are:

State of Alaska, Depattment of Natural
Resources, Division of Technical
Services, Title Administration, Pouch
10-7035, Anchorage, Alaska 99510

Baan o yeel kan Corporation, P.O, Box
74558, Fairbanks, Alaska 89707

Doyon, Limited, Land Department,
Doyon Building, 201 First Avenue,
Fairbanks, Alaska 99701

B. LaVelle Black,

Section Chief. Branch of ANCSA

Adjudication

|FR Doc. 8325769 Filed 0-21-85%: 8:45 am]

BILLING CODE 4310-84-M

[F-19155-9)
Doyon, Limited; Alaska Native Claims
Selection

In accordance with Departmental
regulation 43 CFR 2650.7(d), notice is
hereby given that a decision to issue
conveyance under the provisions of Sec.
14 of the Alaska Native Claims
Settlement Act of December 18, 1971 (43
U.S.C. 1801, 1611 (1978)) (ANCSA), will
be issued to Doyon, Limited for
approximately 201,986 acres. The lands
involved are in the vicinity of Rampart,
Alaska:

Aggregating approximately 201,966 acres,

The decision to issue conveyance will
be published once a week, for four {4)
consecutive weeks, in the TUNDRA
TIMES upon issuance of the decision.
For information on how to obtain copies,
contact the Bureau of Land
Management, Alaska Sate Office, 701 C
Street, Box 13, Anchorage, Alaska 99513.

Any party claiming a property interest
in lands affected by this decision, and
agency of the Federal government, or
regional corporation may appeal the
decision to the Interior Board of Land
Appeals, Office of Hearings and
Appeals, in accordance with the
regulations in 43 CFR Part 4, Subpart E,
as revised.

If an appeal is taken, the notice of
appeal must be filed in the Bureau of
Land Management, Alaska State Office,
Division of Conveyance Management
(960), 701 C Street, Box 13, Anchorage,
Alaska 99513, Do not send the appeal
directly to the Interior Board of Land
Appeals, The appeal and copies of
pertinent case files will be sent to the
Board from this office. A copy of the
appeal must be served upon the
Regional Solicitor, 701 C Street, Box 34,
Anchorage, Alaska 89513,

The time limits for filing an appeal
are:

1. Parties receiving service of the
decision by personal service or certified
mail, return receipt requested, shall
have thirly days from the receipt of the
decision to file an appeal.

2. Unknown parties, parties unable to
be located after reasonable efforts have
been expended 1o locate, parties who
failed or refused to sign their return
receipt, and parties who received a copy
of the decision by regular mail which is
not certified, return receipt requested,
shall have until October 24, 1883 to file
an appeal,

Any party known or unknown who is
adversely affected by the decision shall
be deemed to have waived those rights
which were adversely affected unless an
appeal is timely filed with the Bureau of
Land Management, Alaska State Office,
Division of Conveyance Mangement.

To avoid summary dismissal of the
appeal, there must be strict compliance
with the regulations governing such
appeal. Further information on the
mannner of and requirements for filing
an appeal may be obtained from the
Bureau of Land Management, Alaska

Division of Technical Services,
Department of Natural Resources,
Pouch 10-7035, Anchorage, Alaska
89510

Doyon, Limited, Land Department,
Doyon Building, 201 First Avenue,
Fairbanks, Alaska 99701

B. LaVelle Black,

Saction Chief, Branch of ANCSA

Adjudication

fFR Doc. §3-25792 Filed 9-21-83; &45 am)

BILLING CODE 4310-84-3

[F-18155-8)

Doyon, Limited; Alaska Native Claims
Selection

In accordance with departmental
regulation 43 CFR 2650.7(d), notice is
hereby given that a decision to issue
conveyance under the provisions of Sec.
14 of the Alaska Native Claims
Settlement Act of December 18, 1971 (43
U.S.C. 1601, 1611 (1976) [ANCSA)), will
be issued to Doyon, Limited for
approximately 117,651 acres, The lands
involved are within:

Falrbanks Meridian, Alaska (Unsurveyed)

T.1S.RNE
T.1N.R 31 E T.3S.R NE
T.2N,R R2E T.25, R RE
TINSRIIE T.35.R3E

The decision to issue conveyance will
be published once a week, for four (4)
consecutive weeks, in the Tundra Times
upon issuance of the decision. For
information on-how to obtain copies,
contact Bureau of Land Management,
Alaska State Office, 701 C Street, Box
13, Anchorage, Alaska 89513,

Any party claiming a property interest
in lands affected by this decision, an
agency of the Federal Government, or
regional corporation may appeal the
decision to the Interior Board of Land
Appeals, Ofice of Hearings and
Appeals, in accordance with the
regulations in 43 CFR, Part 4, Subpart E,
as revised.

If an appeal is taken, the notice of
appeal must be filed in the Bureau of
Land Management, Alaska State Office,
Division of Conveyance Management
(960), 701 C Street, Box 13, Anchorage,
Alaska 99513, Do not send the appeal
directly to the Interior Board of Land
Appeals. The appeal and copies of
pertinent case files will be sent to the
Board from this office. A copy of the
appeal must be served upon the
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Regional Solicitor, 701 C Street, Box 34,

Anchorage, Alaska 99513.

The time limits for filing an appesl
are:

1. Parties receiving service of the
decision by personal serrvice or
certified mail, return receipt requested,
shall have thirty days from the receipt of
the decision to file an appeal.

2. Unknown parties, parties unable to
be located after reasonable efforts have
been expended to locate, parties who
iailed or refused to sign their return
receipt, and parties who received a copy
of the decision by regular mail which is
not certified, return receipt requested,
shall have until October 24, 1983, to file
an appeal,

Any party known or unknown who is
adversely affected by the decision shall
be deemed to have waived those rights
which were adversely affected unless an
appeal is timely filed with the Bureau of
Land Management, Alaska State Office,
Division of Conveyance Management.

To avoid summary dismissal of the
appeal, there must be strict compliance
with the regulations governing such
appeal, Further information on the
manner of and requirements for filing an
appeal may be obtained from the Bureau
of Land Management, Alaska State
Office, 701 C Street, Box 13, Anchorage,
Alaska 99513,

If an appeal is taken, the parties to be
served with a copy of the notice of
appeal are:

Doyon, Limited, Land Department,
Doyon Building, 201 First Avenue,
Fairbanks, Alaska 99701

State of Alaska, Department of Natural
Resources, Division of Technical
Services, Title Administration, Pouch
10-7035, Anchorage. Alaska 99510

B. LaVelle Black,

Section Chief, Bronch of ANCSA

Adjudication,

172 Doc, 83-26794 Filed 12183 845 am|

BILLING CODE 4310-04-M

[F-19155-11]

Doyon, Limited; Alaska Native Claims
Selection

In accordance with Departmental
regulation 43 CFR 2650.7(d), notice is
hereby given that a decision to issue
conveyance under the provisions of Sec.
14 of the Alaska Native Claims
Settlement Act of December 18, 1971 (43
US.C. 1801, 1611 (1976) (ANCSA)), will
be issued to Doyon, Limited, for
approximately 237,580 acres, The lands
involved are within Kateel River
Meridian, Alaska:

TON.R2OE T.6N,R 20E

T.10N.R.20E. T.7N,R 23
TZN.R2OE T.9N.R 23
T.9N.R 21E T.ON.R 4E
T.6N.R 2E TEN.RUE
T.10N.R. 22E

The decision to issue conveyance will
be published once a wezk, for four (4)
consecutive weeks, in the FAIRBANKS
DAILY NEWS-MINER upon issuance of
the decision. For information on how to
obtain copies, contact Bureau of Land
Management, Alaska State Office, 701 C
Street, Box 13, Anchorage, Alaska 99513.

Any party claiming a property interest
in lands affected by this decision, an
agency of the Federal Government, or
regional corporation may appeal the
decision to the Interior Board of Land
Appeals, Office of Hearings and
Appeals, in accordance with the
regulations in 43 CFR Part 4, Subpart E,
as revised.

If an appeal is taken, the notice of
appeal must be filed in the Bureau of
Land Management, Alaska State Office,
Division of Conveyance Management
(960), 701 C Street, Box 13, Anchorage,
Alaska 99513. Do not send the appeal
directly to the Interior Board of Land
Appeals. The appeal and copies of
pertinent case files will be sent to the
Board from this office. A copy of the
appeal must be served upon the
Regional Solicitor, 701 C Street, Box 34,
Anchorage, Alaska 99513.

The time limits for filing an appeal
are:

1. Parties receiving service of the
decision by personal service or certified
mail, return receip! requested, shall
have thirty days from the receipt of the
decision to file an appeal.

2. Unknown parties, parties unable to
be located after reasonable efforts have
been expended to locate, parties who
failéd or refused to sign their return
receipl, and parties who received a copy
of the decision by regular mail which is
not certified, return receipt requested,
shall have until October 24, 1983 1o file
an appeal,

Any party known or unknown who is
adversely affected by the decision shall
be deemed to have waived those rights
which were adversely affected unless an
appeal is timely filed with the Bureau of
Land Management, Alaska State Office,
Division of Conveyance Management.

To avoid summary dismissal of the
appeal, there must be strict compliance
with the regulations governing such
appeals. Further information on the
manner of and requirements for filing an
appeal may be obtained from the Bureau
of Land Management, Alaska State
Office, 701 C Street, Box 13, Anchorage,
Alaska 99513,

If an appeal is taken, the parties to be
served with a copy of the notice of
appeal are:

Doyon, Limited, Land Department,
Doyon Building, 201 First Avenue,
Faribanks, Alaska 99701

B, LaVelle Black,

Section Chief. Branch of ANCSA

Adjudication,

{FR Doc. 83-25795 Filod §-21-6% 845 am]

BILLING CODE 4310-34-M

[F-14853-A and F-14853-8]

Fairbanks Meridian; Alaska Native
Claims Selection

In accordance with departmental
regulation 43 CFR 2650.7{d), notice is
hereby given that a decision to issue
conveyance under the provisions of Sec.
14 of the Alaska Native Claims
Settlement Act of December 18, 1971 (43
U.S.C. 1801, 1611 (1878)) (ANCSA), will
be issued to Hungwitchin Corporation
for approximately 73,324 acres. The
lands involved are within

TINJ.RME T.1S8,.R2E
T.ZN.RNE T.25,.R2E
TAN.RR2E T.1S. RBE
T.2N,.R. 2E T.25.R.RE
TAN.RBE T.3S.RBE

The decision to issue conveyance will
be published once a week, for four {4)
consecutive weeks, in the Tundra Times
upon issuance of the decision. For
information on how to obtain copies,
contact Bureau of Land Management,
Alaska State Office, 701 C Street, Box
13, Anchorage, Alaska 99513.

Any party claiming a property interest
in lands affected by this decision, an
agency of the Federal Government, or
regional corporation may appeal the
decision to the Interior Board of Land
Appeals, Office of Hearings and
Appeals, in accordance with the
regulations in 43 CFR, Part 4, Subpart E,
as revised.

If an appeal is taken, the notice of
appeal must be filed in the Bureau of
Land Management, Alaska State Office,
Division of Conveyance Management
(960), 701 C Street, Box 13, Anchorage,
Alaska 99513. Do not send the appeal
directly to the Interior Board of Land
Appeals. The appeal and copies of
pertinent case files will be sent to the
Board from this office. A copy of the
appeal must be served upon the
Regional Solicitor, 701 C Street, Box 34,
Anchorage, Alaska 99513.

The time limits for filing an appeal
are:
1. Parties receiving service of the
decision by personal service of certified
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mail, return receipt requested, shall T.10N.R. 22E. K'oyitl'ots'ina, Limited, 1514 Cushman,
have thirty days from the receipt of the  T.-10N.R.23E. Room 206, Fairbanks, Alaska 99701
decision to file an appeal. The decision to issue conveyance will

2. Unknown parties, parties unable to
be located after reasonable efforts have
been expended to locate, parties who
failed or refused to sign their return
receipt, and parties who received a copy
of the decision by regular mail which is
not certified, return receipt requested,
shall have until October 24, 1983 to file
an appeal.

Any party known or unknown who is
adversely affected by the decision shall
be deemed to have waived those rights
which were adversely affected unless an
appeal is timely filed with the Bureau of
Land Management, Alaska State Office,
Division of Conveyance Management.

To avoid summary dismissal of the
appeal, there must be strict compliance
with the regulations governing such
appeal. Further information on the
manner of and requirements for filing an
apeal may be obtained from the Bureau
of Land Management, Alaska State
Office, 701 C Street, Box 13, Anchorage,
Alaska 99513.

If an appeal is taken, the parties to be
served with a copy of the notice of
appeal are:

Title Administration, Division of
Technical Services, Alaska
Department of Natural Resources,
Pouch 10-7035, Anchorage, Alaska
99510

Hungwitchin Corporation, Box 85, Eagle,
Alaska 09738

Doyon, Limited, Land Department,
Doyon Building, 201 First Avenue,
Fairbanks, Alaska 09701

B. LaVelle Black,

Section Chief, Branch of ANCSA

Adjudication.

[FR Doc. #3-25791 Piled $-23-82 843 am|

BILLING CODE 4390-84-1

[F-14867-A and F-14867-8

K'oyitl'ots’ina, Limited; Alaska Native
Claims Selection

In accordance with Departmental
regulation 43 CFR 2650.7(d), notice is
hereby given that a decision to issue
conveyance under the provisions of Sec.
14 of the Alagka Native Claims
Settlement Act of December 18, 1971 (43
U.S.C. 1601, 1611 (1976) (ANCSA)). will
be issued to K'oyitl'ots'ina, Limited, for
approximately 58, 895 acres. The lands
involved are within Kateel River
Meridian, Alaska:

T.6N..R. 21 E,
T.8N.R.21E
T.7N,R.22E.
T.8 N, R 2E.
T.9N,R.22E.

be published once a week, for four (4)
consecutive weeks, in the FAIRBANKS
DAILY NEWS-MINER upon issuance of
the decision,

For information on how to obtain
copies, contact Bureau of Land
Management, Alaska State Office, 701 C
Street, box 13, Anchorage, Alaska 99513.

" Any party claiming a property interest
in lands affected by this decision, an
agency of the Federal Government, or
regional corporation may appeal the
decision to the Interior Board of Land
Appeals, Office of Hearings and
Appeals, in accordance with the
regulations in 43 CFR Part 4, Subpart E,
as revised.

If an appeal is taken, the notice of
appeal must be filed in the Bureau of
Land Management, Alaska State Office,
Division of Conveyance Management
(960), 701 C Street, Box 13, Anchorage,
Alaska 99513. Do nol send the appeal
directly to the Interior Board of Land
Appeals. The appeal and copies of
pertinent case files will be sent to the
Board from this office, A copy of the
appeal must be served upon the
Regional Salicitor, 701 C Street, Box 34,
Anchorage, Alaska 89513.

The time limits for filing an appeal
are:

1. Parties receiving service of the
decision by personal service or certified
mail, return receipt requested, shall
have thirty days from the receipt of the
decision to file and appeal.

2. Unknown parties, parties unable to
be located after reasonable efforts have
been expended to locate, parties who
failed or refued to sign their return
receipt, and parties who received a copy
of the decision by regular mail which is
not certified, return receipt requested,
shail have until October 24, 1983 to file
an appeal,

Any party known or unknown who is
adversely affected by the decision shall
be deemed to have waived those rights
which were adversely affected unless an
appeal is timely filed with the Bureau of
Land Management, Alasks State Office,
Division of Conveyance Management.

To avoid summary dismissal of the
appea), there must be strict compliance
with the regulations governing such
appeals. Further information on the
manner of and requirements for filing an
appeal may be obtained from the Bureau
of Land Management, Alaska State
Office, 701 C Street, Box 13, Anchorage,
Alaska 99513,

If an appeal is taken, the parties to be
served with a copy of the notice of
appeal are:

Doyon, Limited, Land Department,
Doyon Building, 201 First Avenue,
Fairbanks, Alaska 99701,

B. LaVelle Black,

Section Chief, Branch of ANSCA
Adjudication.

[FR Doc. 53-25700 Piled $-21-8%: 845 am)|
BILLING CODE 4310-84-M

Camping Stay Limit Established; Yuma
District, Arizona, and California Desert
District, California

AGENCY: Bureau of Land Management,
Interior.

ACTION: Establishment of camping stay
limit for campgrounds and undeveloped
public lands in the Yuma District,
Arizona and Califarnia, and the
California Deser! District, California.

SUMMARY: Persons may camp within
designated campgrounds or on public
lands not closed to camping within the
Yuma District, Arizona and California,
and the California Desert District,
California for a period of not more than
fourteen days of continuous occupation.
On the fifteenth day, campers must
move outside of a twenty-five [25) mile
radius of the previous location. Under
special circumstances, the authorized
officer may give written permission for
extensions to the fourteen day camping
limit.

EFFECTIVE DATE: Oclober 15, 1963

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:

David Mensing, Outdoor Recreation
Planner, California Desert District,
Bureau of Land Management, {714)
351-6402

or

Hal Hallett, OQutdoor Recreation
Planner, Yuma District, Burean of
Land Managment, (602) 726-6300

SUPPLEMENTAL INFORMATION: This
camping stay limit is being established
in order to assist the Bureau in reducing
the incidence of unauthorized long-term
occupancy being conducted under the
guise of camping, both within
campgrounds and on undeveloped
public lands, Long-term visitor areas
have been established within the Yuma
District and California Desert District to
provide for long-term occupancy.

Authority for this stay limit is
contained in CFR Title 43, Chapter IL,
Part 8365.1-2,
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Dated: September 9, 1983,

Gerald E. Hillier,

California Desert District Manager.
Dated: September 16, 1983,

|. Darwin Soell

Yuma District Monager.

{FR Doc. &3-25873 Filed 9-21-8%; 845 am]

BILLING CODE 4310-34-M

M 46372-C)

Montana; Conveyance of Public Land

September 16, 1863,

AGENCY: Bureau of Land Management,
Montana State Office, Interior.

AcTION: Notice of Conveyance of Public
Land in Lewis and Clark County,
Montana.

suMMARY; Notice is hereby given that
pursuant to Section 203 of the Act of
October 21, 1876 (43 US.C. 1713 (1976)),
the following described land was
conveyed to David E., Seena R., Glen A.
and David |. Walker:
Principal Meridian, Montana
THN,R3W,

Sec. 34, lot 15.

The area described contains 0,05 acre.

The purpose of this notice is to inform
state and local governmental officials
and other interested parties of the
conveyance of the land to the Walkers.
Edgar D. Stark,
Chief, Lands and Adjudication Section.
[P Doc. 83-25872 Pllod 5-21-85 843 am)
BILLING CODE 4310-04-

Regional Coal Team Meeting; Green
River-Hams Fork Reglon Coiorado and
Wyoming

AGENCY: Bureau of Land Management,
Interior,

AcTION: Public notice.

SUMMARY: This notice advises the public
that the Regional Coal Team for the
Creen River-Hams Fork Federal Coal
Production Region will neet to: (1)
Review and analyze public comments
on the Draft Environmental Impact
Statement for Round II leasing in this
coal region; (2) review the results of
public hearings on the Draft EIS held in
the Region; (3) consider the need for
revising tract ranking and selection and
give the EIS team appropriate direction
for the final EIS; (4) allow public
comment on the inclusion of Indian
Springs tract in the preferred leasing
alternative; (5) consider other pending
tssues in this coal region, including but
not limited to Small Business
Administration set-asides, public body

set-asides, and industry tract
exploration activities.

DATE: The Regional Coal Team will meet
Oclober 20, 1983 al 10:00 a.m.

ADDRESS: TraveLodge North, 200 West
48th Avenue, Denver, CO 802186,

FOR FURTHER INFOARMATION CONTACT:

_Ken Smith, Bureau of Land

Management, Colorado State Office—

CO-821, 1037 20th Street, Denver, CO

80202, (303) 234-2855.

SUPPLEMENTAL INFORMATION: Material

concerning the Round Il coal leasing

effort in this region including the Draft

EIS and tract profile delineation

documents can be obtained from the

Colorado State Office, Bureau of Land

Management at the above address.
Comments on the Regional Coal

Team'’s Agenda may be submitted to

Ken Smith, .

Seplember 16, 1883,

George C. Francls,

State Director, Colorado.

[FR Doc. 63-25074 Plied B-21-53; 843 am]

BILLING COOE 4310-84-M

Uinta-Southwestern Utah Reglonal
Coal Leasing; Regional Coal Team
Meeting

ACTION: Notice of regional coal team
meeting.

SuMMARY: This notice is to advise the.
public that the Regional Coal Team
{RCT) for the Uinta-Southwestern Utah
Federal Coal Production Region will
meet to make final RCT
recommendation to the Secretary of
Interior concerning Round Il competitive
coal lease consideration. The RCT will
make recommendation on: (1) specific
tracts for lease sale; (2) special leasing
opportunities; (3) the lease sale
schedule.

DATE: The Regional Coal Team will meet
on October 18, 1983, starting at 10:00
aum.

ADDRESS: Any comments on the agenda
items should be addressed to Edward F.
Spang, Chairman, Regional Coal Team,
Nevada State Director, Bureau of Land
Management, P,O. Box 12000, Federal
Building, 300 Booth Street, Reno, Nevada
89520,

The Regional Coal Team Meeting will
be in Room No. 128 at the Salt Palace,
100 South West Temple Street, Salt Lake
City, Utah.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Max Nielson, Coal Project Manager,
Unita-Southwest Utah Region, Bureau of
Land Management, 136 East South
Temple, Salt Lake City, Utah, telephone
(B801) 524-5328.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The RCT
will meet on October 18, 1983, at 10:00
a.m. in the Salt Palace. The RCT will
make final recommendation at this
meeting to the Secretary of Interior on
Round Il leasing. Opportunity will be
provided for public comment on any of
the issues being considered. A verbatim
transcript will be kept of the meeting
which will be available with payment of
a copy fee.

Material concerning the Round 1l
potential lease sale including the Final
EIS and information on potential lease
tracts can be obtained by contacting the
Bureau of Land Management Public
Room at the Utah State Office 14th floor
University Club Building, 136 East South
Temple, Salt Lake City, Utah.

Roland Robison,

State Director, Utah.

[PR Doc. 83~25875 Filed 8-21-83; 845 am)
BILLING CODE 4310-84-M

Minerals Management Service

Report on Outer Continental Shelf Ol
and Gas Blowouts, 1979-1982 Open-
Flle Report 83-562

AGENCY: Minerals Management Service,
Interior.

ACTION: Notice of availability of report
on blowouts.

SUMMARY: The report presents dala on
the 31 blowouts which occurred on the
Outer Continental Shelf (OCS) from 197¢
through 1982. The information is also
compared with data for earlier periods.
Sixteen blowouts occurred while
drilling 4,449 wells. Only one blowout
occurred during the production of 1,171
million barrels of oil and oil condensate
and 19 trillion cubic feet of natural gas.
Twenty fatalities occurred, and one
mobile drilling vessel and two platform
rigs were destroyed. Nineteen blowouls
(61 percent) were controlled within a
day. Only one blowout required a relief
well to regain control. No identifiable
environmental damage was caused by
the 65 barrels of oil lost into the
environment during two of the blowouts.
The rate of drilling blowouts per wells
started has been decreaseng since 1978;
however, the numer of blowouts
occurring during completion and
workover operations had increased in
recent years. The time required to regain
control of a blowout has been
decreasing. The amount of oil spilled
during nondrilling operations has
decreased to less than one-tenth of what
it was during the early 1970's and to less
than one one-thousandths of the amount
lost during the late 1860's. During the
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past 12 years, 12,167 wells have been
drilled without an oilspiil of one barrel
or more occurring as a result of a
blowout.

ADDRESSES: Copies of the report may be
obtained from the Offshore Rules and
Operations Division, Minerals
Management Service, 12203 Sunrise
Valley Drive, Mail Stop 648, Reston,
Virginia 22001.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Mark Fleury or Margaret Murphy at
(703) 860-7564.

Dated: September 9, 1883,

Andrew V. Balley,

Acting Associate Director for Offshore
Minerals Management,

[FR Doc. 83-25517 Flled 9-21-8%; 845 am)
BILLING COOE 4310-MA-M

Nationa! Park Service

Indiana Dunes National Lakeshore
Advisory Commission; Meeting

Notice is hereby given, in accordance
with the Federal Advisory Committee
Act, 86 Stat. 770, 5 U.S.C. App. 1, as
amended by the Act of September 13,
1976, 90 Stat. 1247, that a meeting of the
Indiana Dunes National Lakeshore
Advisory Commission will be held at 10
a.m., CDT, on Wednesday, October 12,
1983, at the Indiana Dunes National
Lakeshore Visitor Center at U.S.
Highway 12 and Kemil Road,
Chesterton, Indiana.

The Commission was established by
the Act of November 5, 1968, 80 Stat.
1309, 16 U.S.C. 460u-7, as amended by
the Act of October 18, 1978, 90 Stat.
2530, 2533, to mee! and consult with the
Secretary of the Interior on matters
related to the administration and
development of the Indiana Dunes
National Lakeshore.

The members of the Commission are
as follows:

Mr. John R. Schnurlein (Chairperson)
Mr. Ronald Bensz

Ms. Anna R. Carlson
Mr. R. M. Gacki

Mr, James Holland

Ms, Lynne Kaser

Mr. James H. Lahey

Mr. William L. Lieber
Ms. Celia Nealon

Ms. Gail H. Harris

Dr. John A, Rackauskas
Dr. John Tucker

Mr. Norman E. Tufford

Matters to be discussed at this
meeting include:

1. Chairman's Quarterly Report,

2. Status of land protection.

4. Quarterly Status Report of 1963
Operations.

The meeting will be open to the
public. Any member of the public may
file with the Commission prior to the
meeting a written statement concerning
the matters to be discussed. Persons
wishing further information concerning
the meeting, or who wish to submit
written statements, may contract Dale B.
Engquist, Superintendent, Indiana Dunes
National Lakeshore, 1100 North Mineral
Springs Road, Porter, Indiana 46304,
telephone 219-926-7561.

Minutes of the meeting will be
available for public inspection 4 weeks
after the meeting at the office of the
Indiana Dunes National Lakeshore
located at 1100 North Mineral Springs
Road, Porter, indiana.

Dated: September 12, 1983,

Randall R. Popse,

Acting Reglonal Director, Midwest Region.
{FR Doc. 83-25777 Filod 9-21-83; 845 am]

BILLING CODE 4310-70-M

Virgin islands National Park and Buck
Island Reef National Monument Virgin
Islands; A of General

Pursuant to Section 102(2)(C) of the
National Environmental Policy Act of
1969, the National Park Service, US.
Department of the Interior, has prepared
environmental assessements for the
proposed General Management Plans/
Development Concept Plans for the
Virgin Islands National Park and Buck
Island Reef National Monument.

The environmental assessments
consider the overall use, preservation,
management and development of the
above two areas. The proposal and two
alternatives (no action and further
expansion of visitor services) were
considered in the assessment for Virgin
Islands National Park. The proposal and
a “no action™” alternative were
considered in the assessment for Buck
Island Reef National Monument.

A limited number of copies are
available upon request to:

Regional Director, Southeast Region,
National Park Service, 75 Spring
Street, SW, Atlanta, Georgia 30303,
Telephone: (404) 221-5835, FTS 242~
5835

Superintendent, Virgin Islands National
Park, Box 7789, St. Thomas, Virgin
Islands 00801, Telephaone: (808) 775~
2050
Public reading copies will be available

for review at the above locations as well

as the following locations:

Office of Public Affairs, National Park
Service, U.S! Department of the
Interior, 18th & C Streets, NW,,
Washington, D.C, 20240

Christiansted National Historic Site, Old
Customs House, Christiansted, St.
Croix, Virgin Islands 00820

Cruz Bay Public Library, Cruz Bay, St.
John, Virgin Islands 00830

Florence A. Williams Public Library, 40-
50 King Street, Christiansted, St.
Croix, Virgin Islands 00820

Cruz Bay Visitor Center, Virgin Islands
National Park, Cruz Bay, St. John,
Virgin Islands 00830

Red Hook Headquarters Office, Virgin
Islands National Park, NPS Dock, St.
Thomas, Virgin Islands 00801

Enid M. Daa Public Library, 20
Dronningens Gade, Charlotte Amalie,
St. Thomas, Virgin Islands 00801

Public Library, Fredericksted, St. Croix,
Virgin Islands 00840
In addition, as part of the Service's

program for public participation in

planning, public meetings to consider
the material in the assessments will be
held at the following locations and
times:

September 28, 1983, at 7:30 p.m. Virgin
Islands Legislature, Senate
Conference Room, Charlotte Amalie,
St. Thomas, VI 00801

Open House, 1-3 p.m. Call 775-2050 for
location.

September 29, 1983, at 7:30 p.m.
Territorial Court Room, Boulon
Center, Cruz Bay, St. John, VI 00830

Open House, 1-4 p.m. Territorial Court
Room

September 30, 1983, 7:30 p.m. Virgin
Islands Legislature, Senate
Conference Room, Christiansted, St.
Croix, VI 00820

Open House, 1-3 p.m. Commandant's
Quarters, Fort Christiansvaemn,
Christiansted, St. Croix, VI 00820
Public comments on the assessments

and their alternatives are solicited.

Wiritten and oral comments will be

received for consideration at the

meetings. In addition, written comments
will be received by the Regional

Director and Superintendent at the

addresses listed above until October 15.
Dated: September 9, 1963.

W. Thomas Brown,

Acting Regional Director, Southeast Region.

[FR Doc. §3-25778 Filed 5-21-8%: 645 am|

BILLING CODE 4310-70-M
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Office of Surface Mining Reclamation
and Enforcement

Intent to Prepare a Draft
Environmental Impact Statement for
the Proposed East Gillette Mine,
Campbell County, Wyoming (Federal
Coal Leases W~0313668, 0311610, W~
0312311)

AGeNCY: Office of Surface Mining
Reclamation and Enforcement, Interior.

action: Notice of Intent to Prepare a
Draft Environmental Impact Statement.

summARY: Notice is hereby given that
the Office of Surface Mining (OSM),
Vestern Technical Center, intends to
prepare an environmental impact
statement (EIS) on the mining and
reclamation plan submitted by the Kerr-
McGee Coal Corporation to OSM and
the State of Wyoming for the proposed
East Gillefte mine. The EIS will evaluate
the alternative actions of approval or
disapproval and other alternatives that
may be developed after all comments
from the scoping process have been
evaluated. This EIS will assist the
Department in making a decision on
Kerr-McGee Coal Corporation's
application for a permit and mining plan
appoval for surface mining of coal east
of the gity of Gillelte, Wyoming,
OATES: Wrilten comments or statements
on the scope of the EIS must be received
no later than 5 p.m. MDT, October 24,
1983,
AUDRESSES: Written comments or
sttements should be mailed or hand
delivered to Allen D. Klein,
Administrator, Attn: Charles Albrecht,
Office of Surface Mining, Western
Technical Center, Second Floor, Brooks
Towers, 1020 Fifteenth Street, Denver,
CO 80202,

Copies of the mining plan and permit
application are available for review at
the above as well as at: the OSM Casper
Field Office, Freden Building, 935
Pendell Boulevard, Mills, Wyoming.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Allen D. Kleln, Atin: Charles Albrecht
(telephone (303) 837-5421) at the Denver,
Colorado, location given under
"ADDRESSES."

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The East
Gillette mine is 8 proposed surface coal
mine to be located approximately 4
miles east of Gillette, Wyoming. Using
truck and shovel mining methods, Kerr-
McGee Coal Corporation plans to cover
256 million tons of coal at a maximum
rate of 12.3 million tons per year for
approximately 25 years. The mining
operations will disturb approximately
2602 acres of State and privately owned
lands. The coal to be mined is owned by

the Federal Government and is leased to
Kerr-McGee Coal Corporation.

Historical and present land use of the
land to be affected by mining and
associated disturbances is livestock
grazing and wildlife habitat. The land
will be restored to these uses. The East
Gillette mine has mutual boundaries
with four other mining operations. They
are Cities Service's Dry Fork mine on
the north, the Carter Mining Company's
South Rawhide mine on the west,
Wyodak Resources Development
Corporation on the south and east, and
Kerr-McGee Coal Corporation's Clovis
Point mine on the east.

In 1977, the U.S. Geological Survey
issued a draft EIS on the proposed East
Gillette mine. A final EIS was never
issued on this 1977 mining plan. The
OSM has received a permit application
filed in accordance with the Surface
Mining Control and Reclamation Act of
1877 and the mining plan filed in
accordance with the Mineral Leasing
Act. The EIS will evaluate
environmental impacts associated with
approval, disapproval, or approval with
conditions as well as other alternatives
identified during scoping review.

Dated: September 15, 1983,
Dean Huni,
Acting Director, Office of Surface Mining.
[FR Doc. 85-25002 Filed D-21-8); 145 am)
BILLING CODE 4310-05-4

INTERSTATE COMMERCE
COMMISSION

Section 5b Application No. 2; Western
Rallroads Agreement

AGENCY: Interstate Commerce
Commission.

ACTION: Application by Western
Railroad Traffic Association (WRTA)
for approval of regional freight bureau
transfers dismissed because appfoval
not required. Employee complaints
concerning labor protective conditions
will be considered in a separate
proceeding.

suMMARY: The Interstate Commerce
Commission has decided that the WRTA
does not need prior Commission
approval to transfer to Chicago, IL, the
headquarters of its: (1) Southwestern
Freight Bureau of St. Louis, MO, and (2)
North Pacific Coast Freight Bureau and
Pacific Southcoast Freight Bureau of San
Francisco, CA. Prior approval is
unnecessary becauvse: (1) It is not
required by statute; (2) the moves will
not materially or substantively affect the
various freight bureaus’ responsibilities
or operations; (3) there is no present or
potential harm to the public interest; and

(4) there is no activity, relating to the
proposed transfers, which requires
insulation from the antitrust laws.

DATE: The decision is effective on
September 22, 1983,

FOR FURTHER INFCRMATION 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.

DATED: September 9, 1983,

By the Commission, Chairman Taylor, Vice
Chairman Sterrett, Commissioners Andre and
Cradison. Chairman Taylor concurred in part,
and dissented in part. He would not have
severed the employee complaint.

Agatha L. Margenovich,
Secretary,

(FR Doc. 53-26803 Piled 0-21-83; 245 am)
BILLING CODE 7035-01-M

DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE
Drug Enforcement Administration

Importation of Controlled Substances;
Appiications

On October 9, 1981, the Acting
Administrator of the Drug Enforcement
Administration published in the Federal
Register, 46 FR 51093, a final order
disposing of matters which were the
subject of Docket No. 80-39.
Circumstances which arose subsequent
to those matters being referred to the
Administrative Law Judge, caused the
Acting Administrator to decline to grant
Penick’s application pending their
resolution. Accordingly, the acting
Administrator ordered the extension of
Penick’s registration in accordance with
the provisions of 21 CFR 1301.47. On
August 26, 1983, these areas of concern
were resolved to the satisfaction of the
parties involved.

Notice is hereby given that on
February 25, 1883, Penick Corporation,
158 Mount Olivet Avenue, Newark, New
Jersey 07114, made application to the
Drug Enforcement Administration to be
registered as an importer of the basic
class of controlled substances listed

Doug Schoedule
DAY s n
Raw Ogrum (2500). ]
Poppy Straw (Opeam Plant Form) (9756) ... L}
Concontrate of Poppy Svaw (S670) . .. n
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Any other applicant, and any other
person who is presently registered with
the Drug Enforcement Administration as
& bulk importer of these substances may
file comments or objections to the
issuance of the above application and
may also file & written request for a
hearing thereon in accordance with 21
CFR 1311.42 and in the form prescribed
by 21 CFR 1316.47.

Any such comments of objections may
be addressed to the Acting
Administrator, Drug Enforcement
Administration, 1405 I Street NW.,
Washington, D.C. 20537, Attention: DEA
Federal Register Representative (Room
1203), and must be filed no later than
October 24, 1983,

Dated: September 18, 1983.

Gene R. Haislip,

Deputy Assistant Administrator, Office of
Diversion Control.

[FR Doc. 3-25001 Piled 8-25-83; 245 am]

DILLING CODE 4410-00-M

Manufacture of Controlled
Substances; Notice of Application

On October 9, 1981, the Acting
Administrator of the Drug Enforcement
Administration published in the Federal
Register, 46 FR 51083, a final order
disposing of matters which were the
subject of Docket No. 80-39,
Circumstances which arose subsequent
to those matters being referred to the
Administrative Law Judge, caused the
Acling Administrator to decline to grant
Penick’s application pending their
resolution. Accordingly, the Acting
Administrator ordered the extension of
Penick's registration in accordance with
the provisions of 21 CFR 1301.47. On
August 28, 1983, these areas of concern
were resolved to the satisfaction of the
parties involved.

Pursuant to § 1301.43(a) of Title 21 of
the Code of Federal Regulations (CFR),
this is notice that on February 25, 1963,
Penick Corporation, 158 Mount Olivet
Avenue, Newark, New jersey 07114,
made application to the Drug
Enforcement Administration (DEA) for
registration as a bulk manufacturer of
the basic class of controlled substances
listed below:

i

F

E

Mixed Abgicids of Opam
Concontrate of Poppy Staw |
Phenszocins

Fantarnd

i
|

Any other such applicant, and any
person who is presently registered with
DEA to manufacture such substances,
may file comments or objections to the
issuance of the above application and
may also file a written request for a
hearing thereon in accordance with 21
CFR 1301.54 and in the form prescribed
by 21 CFR 1316.47.

Any such comments, objections or
requests for a hearing may be addressed
to the Acting Administrator, Drug
Enforcement Administration, 1405 [
Street, Northwest, Washington, D.C.
20537, Attention: DEA Federal Register
Representative (Room 1203), must be
filed not later than October 24, 1983.

Dated: September 18, 1963,

Gene R. Haislip,

Deputy Assistant Administrator, Office of
Diversion Control,

[FR Doc. £3-25600 Filed 6-21-83; 6:45 umi]

BILLING CODE 4410-00-M

Office of Juveniie Justice end
Delinquency Prevention

Habitual Serious and Viofent Juvenile
Offender Program

AGENCY: Office of juvenile Justice and
Delinquency Prevention (OJJDP), Justice.

ACTION: Notice of issuance of guideline
for a new program initiative.

SUMMARY: This guideline announces a
new OJJDP Yrogram initiative entitled
the Habitual and Violent Juvenile
Offender Program.

Office of Juvenile Justice and
Delinquency Prevention Program
Announcement Habitual Serious and
Violent Juvenile Offender Program.

The Office of Juvenile Justice and
Delinquency Prevention (OJJDP)
pursuant to Section 224(a)(12) of the
juvenile Justice and Delinquency
Provention Act of 1974, as amended, is
sponsoring a Habitual Serious and
Violent Juvenile Offender Program.

It is expectad that a jurisdiction will
apply for funding under either the
Habitual Serious and Violent Juvenile
Offender Program or Operation
Hardcore, but not both. A jurisdiction
having both a serious and violent
juvenile recidivist problem and a
juvenile gang problem must make a

selection between these two program
initiatives.

Guideline—Habitual Serious and
Violent Juvenile Offender Program
oJjpp

A. Background
L. Problem Addressed

As stated in the Juvenile Justice and
Delinquency Prevention Act of 1974, as
amended, “juveniles account for almost
half the arrests for serious crimes in the
United States today” and the 1980
Amendments require that “particular
attention be given to the areas of
sentencing, providing resources
necessary for informed dispositions and
rehabilitation.” In response, the
Habitual Serious and Violent Juvenile
Offender Program aims to target those
youth who exhibit a repetitive pattern of
serious delinquent behavior for more
intensive prosecutorial and correctional
intervention. The goals of this initiative
are reducing the propensity to sustain s
criminal lifestyle and to increase public
security.

This program design builds upon
lessons learned from the Law
Enforcement Assistance
Administration's Career Criminal
Program which sought to intensify
prosecutorial efforts of those adult
defendants who appeared to have
established a consistent, serious and
violent pattern of criminal behavior,
This programmatic design reflected an
approach which was both continuous
and consisten! in addressing the career
offender. i

The suggested rehabilitative approac
for the habitual delinquent is comprised
of Key compaonents derived from the
most promi correctional programs
for serious and violent juvenile
offenders. While this program design
allows for considerable local discretion
in determining how best to enhance the
existing juvenile correctional system,
the following three critical treatment
requirements are specified for
adjudicated target youth: individualized
needs assessments, provision of
individualized treatment, and utilization
of continuous case management for
successful community reintegration.

Various research studies have shown
that a very small percentage of the
juvenile population accounts for
majority of juvenile crime. For example.
the 1958 Philadelphia birth cohort study
(Woligang, Figlio and Tracy) recently
indicated that 7.5 percent of the males in
the cohort had more than five police
contacts and these youth accounted for
61 percent of all arrests and the majority
of serious crime. The present technology
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of prediction is not sufficiently
advanced to allow for accurate early
identification of individual delinquents
who will pursue long-term criminal
careers, It is known that certain high
risk factors are associated with a
youth's continued involvement in crime,
with the strongest predictor of future
criminal activity being that of past
delinquent behavior. Research suggests
that those youth who repeatedly come
into contact with the juvenile justice
system experience inconsistency in the
sanclioning and treatment process,
which may partially accouat for failure
of rehabilitative efforts. This program’s
focus or vertical prosecution and
continuous case management is
intended to increase the consistency of
the juvenile justice system in holding a
youth accountable for his actions. It is
this small group of serious juvenile
offenders who repeatedly victimize the
community, that require the most
intensive resources of the entire justice
system in order to protect the public as
well as enhance the likelihood of
successful rehabilitation efforts.

11. Results Sought
(a) Expeditious and

treatment of juvenile offenders whose
juvenile histories indicated repeated
commission of serious and violent
delinquent acts. These delinquent acts
include robbery, burglary in the first
degree, chronic breaking and entering,
forcible sexual offenses, aggravated
assaunlt and recidivist homicide;

(b) Reduction of number of pre
hearing or pre trial release or bond
decisions made without knowledge of
the juvenile’s delinquent history because
juvenile records, court or police, are
unavailable to the proseculor. In
conjunction with this, proseculors are
strongly urged to obtain and employ
these records to the maximum extent
possible in the prosecution and
dispositional process;

(c) Reduction of pre trial, trial and
dispositional delays;

(d) Restriction or elimination of
charge or sentence bargaining;

(e) Reduction in the number of
dismissals for reasons other than on the
merits of the case by:

(1) Ensuring that all evidence
collected by law enforcement
authorities is done in an admissable
manner, and

(2) Enbancing and improving methods
for obtaining the cooperation of victims
and witnesses,

(T) Development of treatment and
rehabilitative initiatives to foster
reintegration into society (e.g.
continuous case management, enhanced

diagnosis and treatment for recidivist
offenders).

1L Program S_tm!egy

{8) Projects funded under this
initiative are expected to expedite the
preparation and presentment of
habitually serious and violent juvenile
offender cases where these offenders
frequently commit robbery, first degree
burglary, forcible sexual offenses,
aggravated assaunlt and recidivist
homicide. A major assumption
underlying this programmatic approach
is a committment to prosecute on a
priority basis those cases which meet a
jurisdiction’s habitual serious and
violent juvenile offender case selection
criteria and to develop treatment modes
directed at rehabilitation and
reintegration. {Note: While a jurisdiction
seeking funding must propose this
threshold selection criteria to OJJDP, at
a minimum one prior juvenile
adjudication for a serious offense is
necessary for qualification under this
program).

Note that funds awarded under this
program cannot be used to pursue
transfer to the adult system unless a
provision exists under State law which
permits the adult system to waive/
transfer back the juvenile to the juvenile
system for treatment following
disposition.

In response to this strategy, the
following elements must be included in
all projects. Plans for their development
and a schedule for implementation must
be thoroughly discussed in the
application.

(a) Proseculor

(1) Screen and evaluate all juvenile
arrests and deli petitions to
identify habitual serious and violent
cases in accordance with predetermined
and uniformly applied case selection
criteria;

(2) Assignment of experienced
prosecutors to these cases;

{9 Individualized case preparation
(vertical prosecution—initiating
prosecutor remains with the case
throughout entire process});

(#) A policy of limited or no charge
and sentence bargaining:

(5) Enhanced victim witness
coordination and notification at each
critical stage of the prosecution process;

(6) Representation of the state at all
critical stages in the juvenile justice
process; and,

(7) A quantitatively trained program
analyst should be assigned to the
project to collect and analyze project
data for assessment of project
performance.

(b) Couris

() Priority case docketing; and
(2) Expeditious preparation of pre-
sentence investigation reports.

(c) Corrections

(1) Development implementation of an
enhanced diagnostic assessment process
for determination of individual youth's
treatment needs in one or more of the
following general areas:

—physical health,

—mental health,

—individual behavioral and social
problems,

—family involvement and background,

—educational status,

—vocational status,

—recreational and leisure time
activities,

—life skills for community living, and

—existing community resources.

{2) Development of goal-oriented
treatment plans and provision of
individualized services which respond
to the needs ideatified in the diagnostic
assessment;

(3) Utilization of the concep! of
continuous case management {0 ensure
individualized advocacy and care for
each youth, continuity of treatment, and
a primary focus on community
reintegration.

(d) Victims and Witnesses

(1) Victims are informed of the
availability of public or private
programs that provide victim counseling,
treatment, or support;

{2) Victims are informed of
compensation for which they may be
entitled under law;

(3) Prosecutors shall consult viclims
for their views on scheduling changes
and/or continuances affecting their
appearances or attendance at judicial
proceedings;

(4) Prosecutors shall consult with
victims for their views on the proposed
terms of any negotiated plea and, notify
the court of the victim's views if the
victim disagrees with the terms of the
plea; and,

(5) Prosecutors shall ensure that
victims have the opportunity at the time
of sentencing to inform the court in
writing and in person of the
circumstances of the crime and the full
impact that the defendant’s crime has
had on them and their families.

IV. Eligibility

Applications are invited from state
and local prosecutors offices having
jurisdiction gver juvenile matters in
jurisdictions where there is a high
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incidence of serious and violent crime
defined by UCR reports. These are:

Alabama
Birmingham

Arizona
Phoenix
California

Long Beach
Los Angeles
*Oakland
Sacramento
San Francisco
San Jose

San Diego

Colorado

Denver

Connecticut
Hartford

District of Columbia
Washington

Florida

Jacksonville
Miami
Tampa
Georgia
Allanta
linois
Chicago
Indiana
Indianspolis
Louisiana
New Orleans
Maryland
Baltimore
Massachuselts
*Boston
Michigan
Detroit

Flint
Minnesota
Minneapolis

Missouri
Kansas City
St. Louis

Nevada

Las Vegas
New Jersey
*Newark
New Mexico
Albuquerque
New York
Buffalo

New York
Ohio

Cincinnati
Cleveland
Columbus
Dayton
Toledo

Oklahoma
Oklahoma City
Oregon
Portland
Pennsylvania
Philadelphia
Pittsburgh
Tennesee
Memphis
Nashville
Texas

Dallas

Fort Worth
*Houston
San Antonio

Washington
Seattle
Wisconsin
Milwaukee
Puerto Rico
*San Juan

V. Deadline for Submission of

Applications

One (1) original and two (2) copies of

* Based on 1079 data; 1980 not yet available.

the application must be delivered to the
Office of Juvenile Justice and
Delinquency Prevention (O]JDP) Room
786, 633 Indiana Avenue, NW.,
Washington, D.C. 20531 by 5:30 p.m. on
December 19, 1983 or, applications may
be mailed to the above address by either
certified or registered mail return
receipt. Date of receipt is evidenced by
the U.S. Postal Service Postmark on the
original receipt from the U.S. Postal
Service, The necessary forms for
applications may be secured by writing
to OJJDP.

Intergovernmental Review of Federal
Programs. On July 14, 1982, the President
signed Executive Order 12372,
“Intergovernmental Review of Federal
Programs,” to provide State and local
governments increased and more
effective opportunities to influence
Federal actions affecting their
jurisdictions. Final regulations (28 CFR
Part 30) implementing the Order for the
Department of Justice were published in
the Federal Register on June 24, 1983 (48
FR 29238). The Order and the
regulations, which become effective
September 30, 1983, permit States to
establish a state process for the review
of Federal programs and activities, to
select which programs (from a
previously published list) they wish to
review proposed Federal programs and
activites, and to make their views
known to the Department through a
State "single point of contact" (SPOC).
The Order and the implementing
regulations revoke the former A-95
clearance process.

Applicants for this program must
submit a copy of their application to the
State “Single Point of Contact,” if one
has been established and if the State
has selected this program to be covered
in its review process. Applications must
be submitted to the SPOC for review
and comment at the same time they are
submitted to OJJDP. Under the
regulations, the State process has up to
sixty (60) days to review and comment.
The review period shall begin on the
date the application is due to OJJDP.

Since this guideline will be published

prior to the identification of State single
point of contact, applicants should write
* * * Benjamin Shapiro, Office of
Juvenile Justice and Delinquency
Prevention, 633 Indiana Avenue, N.W.,
Washington, D.C. 20531.

VL. Application Requirements

All applications must include the
following information in Part IV of the
application form (Standard Form 424),

(a) A profile of the local juvenile
crime problem (UCR's, victimization
data where available) serious and
violent juvenile crime rates; prosecutor
caseloads, adjudication rates by offense,
current juvenile detention center and
secure facility capabilities;

(b) An indication of the number
expressed in percentages of the
jurisdiction’s total serious and violent
crime committed by repeat juvenile
offenders;

fc) A description of each component
of the juvenile justice system including a
system flow chart from point of arrest to
trial to disposition with estimated
elapsed time between key events;

(d) Evidence of cooperation and
support from all parts of the juvenile
justice system [police, prosecutor,
courts, bail or pretrial agencies, and
corrections agencies). Applicants should
candidly discuss real and potential
impediments to such cooperation and
furnish a strategy to remedy the
situation;

(e) The proposed project case
selection criteria to be used to select
cases into the project and the means by
which the prosecutor will ensure
adherence to and uniform application of
the criteria;

(f) A description of the jurisdiction's
roposed processing of these cases and
Eow this procedure will vary from
current practice and the additional
resources required by this proposed
approach;
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() A description and discussion of all  terms of any negotiated plea and, notify  Office of Juvenile Justice and
statutes, court rules and adminsitrative ~  the court of the victim’s views if the Delinquency Prevention under separate
directives pertinent to the program {eg.  victim disagrees with the terms of the solicitation. The evaluation design will
habitual offender statutes, speedy trial plea; and, include comparison of each local site's
rules, and especially, provisions for (5) Prosecutors shall ensure that existing method of handling delinqguent

transfer/waiver to the adult system and
waive-back provisions to the juvenile
system, if any;

(h) Anticipated impact of this program
upon both the juvenile justice and adult
criminal justice systems, how this
anticipated impact may create
difficulties for either or both systems,
and anticipated action to be taken to
alleviate these di ties; and

(i) Anticipated benefits to accrue to
both systems from this program with
emphasis on the juvenile system.

(j) A description of the focus on the
rehabilitative component, the funds to
be awarded and the agency designated
to implement this component. The actual
proposal may be submitted 80 days
following grant award for successful
applicants;

(k) A project implementation plan
which provides for major milestones
and activm?s fnl:m start-up to project
completion for the two-year program:

(1) A one-year detailed bugget
supported by narrative with a second
vear summary budget.

VIL Dollar Range, Number and Duration
of Awards

(1) Award of up to six grants is
anticipated.

(2) Period for this program is two
vears and projects may receive a
continuation grant award if performance
in this first budget year is determined to
be successful,

(3) Grants to state or local prosecutor
offices may range from $250,000 to
$300,000, portion of which is to be
allocated to the jurisdiction’s
Department of Corrections for the
Juvenile Court for enhancement of
rehabilitative services.

VIIL Criteria for Selection

Applications will be reviewed and
decisions made on a comparative basis
of the following criteria. In review of the
applications the selection criteria will be
consistently applied to each application.
Specific criteria may be weighted.

(1) Anficipated impact on results
sought; ; 5

(2) Incidence of serious and violent
juvenile crime;

(3) Documentation of serious and
violent juvenile crime problem and the
ability to collect and analyze
information necessary to identify
serious and violent juvenile recidivist
offenders;

_(4) Prosecutors shall consult with
victims for their views on the proposed

victims have the opportunity at the time
of sentencing to inform the court in
writing and in person of the
circumstances of the crime and the full
impact that the defendant’s crime has
had on them and their families;

{8) Strong commitment to the program
at the policy level of the prosecutorial
agency as evidenced by letters of
commitment;

(7) The quality of the project
implementation plan;

(8) A forecast of the jurisdiction’s
ability to assume the costs of the project
following two one-year grant awards.

Victims and Witnesses

Listed below are the minimum
elements for victim and witness services
required for funding of proposals under
this program. Preference in selection for
funding will be given to those applicants
who address most completely the
services articulated in the U.S, Attorney
General's “Guidelines for Victim and
Witness Assistance,” issued in July 1983
(copies available) and the Final Report
of the President’s Task Force on Victims
of Crime.

The minimum elements required for
funding are the following informationa!
and consultative services for the victims
and witnesses who are involved in the
cases brought under this :

(1) Victims are informed of the
availability of public or private
programs that provide victim counseling,
treatment, or support;

(2) Victims are informed of
compensation for which they may be
entitled under law;

(3) Prosecutors shall consult victims
for their views on scheduling changes
and/or continuances affecting their
appearances or attendance at judicial
proceedings;

(4) Prosecutors shall consult with
victims for their views on the proposed
terms of any negotiated plea and notify
the court of the victim's views if the
victim disagrees with the terms of the
plea; and,

(5) Prosecutors shall ensure that
victims have the opportunity at the time
of sentencing to inform the court in
writing and in person of the
circumstances of the erime and the full
impact that the defendant's crime has
had on them and their families.

XL Evaluation Requirements

The projects funded under this
program will be evaluated by an
independent evaluator selected by the

youth with the handling of target youth
and other cases following the site's
initiation of the program. A process
evaluation of program implementation
as well as an assessment of program
impact will be conducted. The
evaluations will develop a Management
Information System (MIS) and train
locally-hired data collectors to
incorporate this MIS into program
operations in order to enhance the
identification, processing and follow-up
of target youth throughout their
involvement in the justice system. The
MIS will provide critical data regarding
target youth's offense history, juvenile
or criminal justice system experiences,
system processing, correctional
placement, and recidivism.

Each local site will be required to hire
a full-time project data collector as well
as provide full access Yo data. (Written
verification of data access should be
provided in the application. Local
jurisdictions must presently have a
sufficiently sophisticated records system
which would provide for: the generation
of baseline data and project period data,
and the incorporation of the MIS into
the existing records system.)

X. Civil Rights Compliance

1. All recipients of LEAA assistance
must comply with:

(a) Section 815(c) of the Justice System
Improvements Act {JSIA), and its
implementing regulations, found at 28
CFR 42.201, et seq.;

(b) Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of
1964, and its implementing regulation,
found at 28 CFR 42.101, et seq.;

(c) Section 504 of the Rehabilitation
Act of 1973, as amended, and its
implementing regulations;

(d) The Age Discrimination Act of
1975, as amended, and its implementing
regulations; and

(e) Executive Order 12138, 44 FR 206637
(May 22, 1979}, requiring recipients of
federal financial assistance to take
appropriate affirmative action in support
of women's business enterprise.

2. Each recipient of LEAA assistance
within the criminal justice system that
has 50 or more employvees and that has
received grants or subgrants totaling
$25,000 or more since the enactment of
the Omnibus Crime Control and Safe
Streets Act of 1968, as amended, and
that has a service population with a
minority representation of 3% or more is
required to formluate, implement and
maintain an Equal Employment
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Opportunity Program (EEOP). Where a
recipient has 50 or more employees, and
has received grants or subgrants of
$25,000 or more, and has a service
population with a minority
representation of less than 3% such
recipient ia required to formulate,
implement and maintain an EEOP
relating to employment practices
affecting women. This requirement shall
be satisfied prior to the award, An
applicant for LEAA assistance of
$500,000 or more must submit its EEOP
with the application. The EEOP must be
approved by OJARS' Office of Civil
Rights Compliance prior to award.
Failure to address this requirement will
result in rejection of the proposal.

3. Applicants that do not meet any of
the criteria in (2) above, educational
institutions and private not-for-profit
organizations shall maintain such
records and submit to the OJJDP upon
reques| timely, complete and accurate
data establishing the fact that no person
or persons will be or have been denied
or prohibited from participation in,
benefits of, or denied or prohibited from
obtaining employment in connection
with any program activity funded in
whole or in part with funds made
available under this program because of
their race, national origin, sex, religion,
handicap or age. In the case of any
program under which a primary
recipient of Federal funds extends
financial assistance to any other
recipient or contracts with any other
person(s) or group(s), such other
recipient, person(s) or group(s) shall also
submit such compliance reports to the
primary recipient as may be necessary
to enable the primary recipient to assure
its civil rights compliance obligations
under any grant award.

Alfred S. Regnery,

Administrater, Office of Juvenile Justice and
Delinquency Prevention,

[FR Doc. 83-25883 Filed $-21-83; 0:45 am]

BILLING CODE 4410-15-M

Operation Hardcore

AGENCY: Office of Juvenile Justice and
Delinquency Prevention (OJJDP), Justice.
ACTION: Notice of issuance of guideline
for a new program initiative.

SUMMARY: This guideline announces a
new OJJDP program initiative entitled
Operation Hardcore.

Office of Juvenile Justice and
Delinquency Prevention Program
Announcement Operation Hardcore.

The Office of Juvenile Justice and
Delinquency Prevention (O]JJDP)
pursuant to Section 224(a)(12) of the
Juvenile Justice and Delinquency

Prevention Act of 1974, as amended, is
sponsoring a program entitled Operation
Hardcore.

It is expected that & jurisdiction will
apply for funding under either the
Habitual Serious and Violent Juvenile
Offender Program or Operation
Hardcore, but not both. A jurisdiction
having both a serious and violent
recidivist problem and a juvenile gang
problem must make an election between
these two program initiatives.

Guideline—Operation Hardcore
A. Background.
L. Problem Addressed

As stated in the Juvenile Justice and
Delinquency Prevention Act of 1974, as
amended, OJJDP is authorized to
develop and implement special
emphasis and treatment programs
relating to juveniles who commit serious
crimes. Data on the numbers of gangs
and gang members in major cities are
inexact, but available data permit
estimates of a minimum of 760 gangs
and 28,500 gang members in six cities
reporting serious gang problems [New
York, Chicago, Los Angeles,
Philadelphia, Detroit, San Francisco), as
well as a higher estimate of 2,700 gangs
and 81,500 members (based on research
conducted by Walter Miller 1975, cited
in an evaluation of Operation Hardcore
by the Mitre Corporation, 1882). The
minimum estimate is somewhat low in
view of the fact that in Los Angeles
County alone there are more than 400
gangs with a membership in excess of
30,000,

Cang members are predominantly
male and range in age from about 10 to
21. Data suggest that gang violence in
some parts of the United States
constitutes a major crime problem.
Youth gang violence is more serious
today than every before. Security of
citizens is threatened by gangs as never
before and violence and other illegal
activities by members of youth gangs
represents a crime problem of the first
magnitude.

Operation Hardcore, an approach to
gang prosecution, was developed in the
Los Angeles County District Attorney’s
Office with Federal funding support.
Through an approach of selective and
targeted prosecution, Operation
Hardcore handles gang and gang-related
felony cases in a priority manner,
utilizing vertical as opposed to
horizontal prosecution, reduced
prosecutor caseloads enhanced
investigation and the assignment of
more experienced attorneys to handle
these cases. Specialized resources are
made available for witness assistance,
protection and relocation.

1. Results Sought

(a) Expeditous prosecution and
treatment of juvenile gang offenders
whose juvenile histories indicate
repeated commission of serious and
violent (felonies) gang-related
delinquent acts.

(b) Reduction of incidences of gang
victim witness intimidation through the
development of victim witness
protection and relocation programs.

{c) Prevention of gang-related serious
and violent crimes ugh prosecution
of the most serious gang offenders.

(d) Increased cooperation and
coordination between police,
prosecutorial authorities, neighborhood
groups, probation officials, schools,
youth organizations, ete.

{e) Reduction in the number of pre
hearing or pre trial release or bond
decisions made without knowledge of
the juvenile's delinquent history because
juvenile records, court or police, are
unavailable to the prosecutor. In
conjunction with this, prosecutors are
strongly urged to obtain and employ
these records to the maximuom extent
possible in the prosecution and
dispositional process.

(f) Reduction of pre trial, and
dispositional delays.

(g) Restriction or elimination of charge
or sentence bargaining. s

(h) Reduction in the number of
dismissals for reasons other than on the
merits of the case by ensuring that all
evidence collected by law enforcement
authorities is done in an admissable
manner.

(i) Enhancement of treatment and
rehabilitative initiatives to foster
reintegration into society (e.g.
continuous case management, enhanced
diagnosis and treatment for recidivist
offenders).

IIL. Program Strategy

(a) Projects funded under this program
initiative are expected to expedite the
preparation and presentment of serious
and violent gang related cases where
these gang members frequently commit
robbery, burglary in the first degree,
forcible sexual offenses, aggravated
assault, menacing (witness intimidation)
and recidivist homicide. A critical
element of this program is close
coordination between law enforcement
and prosecutorial authorities. (Note:
While a jurisdiction seeking funding
must propose their threshold selection
criteria to OJJDP, at & minimum, one
prior juvenile adjudication for a serious
offense or gang-related offense is
necessary.




Federal Register / Vol. 48, No. 185 / Thursday, September 22, 1983 / Notices

43243

(b) As part of this initiative, a victim/
witness protection and relocation
component must be developed to ensure
to the maximum extent possible their
protection and cooperation with the
juvenile justice system."

(c) Note that funds awarded under
this program cannot be used to pursue
transfer to the adult system unless a
provision exists under State Law which
permits the adult system to waive/
transfer-back the juvenile to the juvenile
system for treatment following
disposition. In addition, funds may not
be used to prosecute adult gang
members, Therefore, cooperative
agreements should be negotiated with
adult prosecutorial authorities.

The following elements must be
included in all projects. Plans for their
development and a schedule for
implementation must be thoroughly
discussed in the application.

{a) Proseculor

(1) Screen and evaluate all juvenile
arrests and delinquency petitions to
identify habitual serious and violent
gang related cases in accordance with
predetermined and uniformly applied
case selection criteria;

(2] Assignment of experienced
prosecutors to these cases;

(3) Individualized case preparation
(vertical prosecution—initiating
prosecutor remains with the case
throughout entire process);

(4) A policy of limited or no charge
and sentence bargaining:

(5) Enhanced victim/witness
coordination and notification at each
critical stage of the prosecution process;

(6) Representation of the state at all
critical stages in the juvenile justice
process; and,

(7) A quantitatively trained program
analyst should be assigned to the
project to collect and analyze project
data for assessment of project
performance.

{b) Courts

(7) Priority case docketing; and
(2) Expeditious preparations of pre-
senlence investigation reports.

(¢) Corrections

(1) Development/implementation of
an enhanced diagnostic assessment
process for determination of individual
youth's treatment needs in one or more
of the following general areas:
—physical health,

—mental health,

—individual behavioral and social
problems,

—educational status,

—vocational status,

—recreational and leisure time
activities,

—life skills for community living, and,

—existing community resources.

(2) development of goal-oriented
treatment plans and provision of
individualized services which respond
to the needs identified in the diagnostic
assessment;

(3) utilization of the concept of
continuous case management to ensure
individualized advocacy and care for
each youth, continuity of treatment, and
a primary focus on community
reintegration.

(d) Victims and Witnesses

(1) Victims are informed of the
availability of public or private
programs that provide victim counseling,
treatment, or support;

(2) Victims are informed of
compensation for which they may be
entitled under law;

(3) Prosecutors shall consult victims
for their views on scheduling changes
and/or continuances affecting their
appearances or attendance at judicial
proceedings;

(4) Prosecutors shall consult with
victims for their views on the proposed
terms of any negotiated plea and, notify
the court of the victim's views if the
victim disagrees with the terms of the
plea; and, ,

(5) Prosecutors shall ensure that
victims have the opportunity at the time
of sentencing to inform the court in
writing and in person of the
circumstances of the crime and the full
impact that the defendant’s crime has
had on them and their families.

* Based on 1979 data; 1860 not yet available.

IV. Eligibility

Applications are invited from state
and local prosecutors offices having
jurisdiction over juvenile matters in
jurisdictions where there is a high
incidence of serious and violent crime
defined by UCR reports. These are:

Alabama
Birmingham

Arizona
Phoneix

California
Long Beach
Los Angeles
* Oakland
Sacramento
San Francisco
San jose
San Diego
Colorado
Denver
Connecticut
Hartford

District of Columbia
Washington
Florida
Jacksonville
Miami

Tampa
Georgia
Atlanta
llinois
Chicago
Indiana
Indianapolis
Louisiana
New Orleans
Maryland
Baltimore
Massachusetts
* Boston
Michigan

Detroit
Flint

Minnesota
Minneapolis

Missouri
Kansas City
St. Louis
Nevada

Las Vagas
Now Jersey

* Newark
New Mexico
Albuquerque

New York
Buifalo
New York
Ohio

Cincinnati
Cleveland
Columbus
Dayton
Toledo

Oklahoma
Oklahoma City
Oregon
Portland
Pennsylvania
Philadelphin
Pittsburgh
Tennesses
Memphis
Nashville
Texas

Dallas

Fort Worth
* Houston
San Antonio

Washington
Seattle
Wiscousin
Milwaukee
Puerto Rico
*San Juan
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Public prosecutor's offices having
jurisdiction aver juvenile matters may
apply. Projects, in order to be
considered for funding must
demonstrate in their applications:

(a) The presence of a significant
number of gangs within the jurisdiction;

(b) That a substantial amount of
serious and violent juvenile crime is
commtted by gangs; and,

(¢} That there is documented evidence
of close cooperation between
prosecutorial and local law enforcement
authorities, This can be demonstrated
by letters of agreement.

V. Deadline for Submission of
Applications

One (1) ariginal and two (2) copies of
the application must be delivered to the
Offize of Juvenile Justice and
Delinquency Prevention (O]JDP), Room
786, 833 Indiana Avenue, NNW.,
Washington, DC 20531 by 5:30 pm on
November 30, 1983 or, applications may
be mailed to the above address by either
certified or registered mail return
receipt. Data of receipt is evidenced by
the U.S. Postal Service Postmark on the
original receipt from the U.S. Postal
Service. The necessary forms for
applications may be secured by writing
to OJJDP.

Intergovernmental Review of Federal
Programs. On July 14, 1982, the President
signed Executive Order 12372,
“Intergovernmental Review of Federal
Programs,” to provide State and local
governments increased and more
effective opportunities to influence
Federal actions affecting their
jurisdictions. Final regulations (28 CFR
30) implementing the Order for the
Department of Justice were published in
the Federal Register on June 24, 1983 (48
FR 29238). The Order and the
regulations, which become effective
September 30, 1883, permit States to
establish a state process for the review
of Federal programs and activities, to
select which programs (from a
previously published list) they wish to
review, to review proposed Federal
programs and activities, and to make
their views known to the Department
through a State “single point of contact"
(SPOC). The order and the implementing
regulations revoke the former A-95
clearance process.

Applicants for this program must
submit a copy of their application to the
State "Single Point of Contacl,” if one
has been established and if the State
has selected this program to be covered
in its review process. Applications must

be submitted to the SPOC for review
and comment at the same time they are
submitted to OJJDP. Under the
regulations, the State process has up to
sixty (60) days to review and comment.
The review period shall begin on the
date the application is due to OJJDP.

Since this guideline will be published
prior to the identification of State single
point of contact, applicants should write
* * * * Benjamin Shapiro, Office of
Juvenile Justice and Delinquency
Prevention, 633 Indiana Avenue, N.W.,
Washington, D.C. 20531.

VL. Applicatian Requirements

All applications must include the
following information in Part IV of the
application form (Standard Form 424).

(a) A profile of the local gang problem
and an indication of the percentage of
serious and violent crime committed by
gang members and what percentage of
total crime is gang-related;

(b) An indication of the number
expressed in percentages of the
jurisdication’s total serious and violent
crime committed by repeat juvenile
offenders;

{c) A description of each component
of the juvenile justice system including a
system flow chart from point of arrest to
trial to disposition with estimated
elapsed time between key events;

(d) Evidence of cooperation and
support from all parts of the juvenile
justice system (police, prosecutor,
courts, bail or pretrial agencies, and
corrections agencies.) Applicants should
candidly discuss real and potential
impediments to such cooperation and
furnish a strategy to remedy the
situation;

(e) The proposed project case
selection criteria to be used to select
cases into the project and the means by
which the prosecutor will ensure
adherence to and uniform application of
the criteria; ~

(f) A description of the jurisdiction's
proposed processing of these cases and
how this procedure will vary from
current practice and the additional
resources required by this proposed
approach;

(g) A description and discussion of all
statutes, court rules and administrative
directives pertinent to the program (e.g.
habitual offender statutes, speedy trial
rules, and especially, provisions, for
transfer/waiver to the adult system and
waiver-back provisions to the juvenile
system, if any; and

{h) Anticipated impact of this program
upon both the juvenile justice and adult
criminal justice systems, how this

anticipated impact may create
difficulties for either or both systems,
and anticipated action to be taken to
alleviate these difficulties; and,

(i) Victims and Witnesses

Listed below are the minimum
elements for victim and witness services
required for funding of proposals under
this program, Preference in selection for
funding will be given to those applicants
who address most completely the
services articulated in the U.S. Attorney
General's "Guidelines for Victim and
Witness Assistance,” issued in July 1983
(copies available) and the Final Report
of the President’s Task Force on Victims
of Crime.

The minimum elements required for
funding are the following informational
and consultative services for the victims
and witnesses who are involved in the
cases brought under this program:

(1) Victims are informed of the
availability of public or private
programs that provide victim counseling,
treatment, or support;

(2) Victims are informed of
compensation for which they may be

'entitled under law;

(3) Prosecutors shall consult victims
for their views on scheduling changes
and/or continuances affecting their
appearances or attendance at judicial
proceedings;

(4) Prosecutors shall consult with
victims for their views on the proposed
terms of any negotiated plea and, notify
the court of the victim's views if the
victim disagrees with the terms of the
plea; and,

(5) Prosecutors shall ensure that
victims have the opportunity at the time
of sentencing lo inform the court in
writing and in person of the
circumstances of the crime and the full
impact that the defendant’s crime has

" had on them and their families.

(j) Anticipated benefits to accrue lo
both systems from this program with
emphasis on the juvenile system. (Note:
If the applicants overall approach is to
tie in adult and juvenile systems in an
amalgamated projec!, a pro-rata cost
allocation plan should be included so
that juvenile justice grant funds are only
allocated to juvenile system activities.

(k) A description of the focus of the
rehabilitation component, funds to be
awarded, and agency designated to
emplement this component. Actual
proposal can be submitted within 60
days of award.

(1) A one-year detailed budget with
supporting narrative and a second-year
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budget summary based on anticipated
second year award.

(m) A project implementation plan
which provides for major milestones
and activities from start-up to project
completion for the two year program.

VL. Dollar Range, Number and Duration
of Awards

Up to five grants will be competitively
awarded to state and primarily local _
prosecutors offices having jurisdiction
over juvenile matters. A portion of the
grant award must be allocated to the
jurisdiction’s Department of Corrections
or the Juvenile Court for enhancement or
rehabilitative services. Grants may
range from $150,000 to $200,000. The
program period is two years with grants
made in yearly increments. Projects may
receive a continuation grant award if
performance in this first budget year is
determined to be successful,

VIIL. Criteria for Selection

Applications will be reviewed and
decisions made on a comparative basis
of the following criteria. In review of the
applications, the selection criteria will
be consistently applied to each
application. Specilic criteria may be
weighted.

(1 )h/\nticipated impact on results
sought;

(2) Incidence of serious and violent
juvenile gang and gang related crime;

(3) Documentation of serious and
violent juvenile gang crime problem and
the ability to collect and analyze
information necessary to identify
serious and violent juvenile recidivist
offenders;

(4) Existence of a procedure to screen
for and select cases for this program;

(5) The extent to which a(ﬂquate
prosecutorial resources are assigned to
expedite the prosecution of the
program's cases;

(6) Strong commitment to the program
at the policy level or the prosecutorial
agency as evidenced by letters of
committment;

(7) The quality of the project
implementation plan;

(6) A forecas! of the jurisdiction's
shility to assume the costs of the project
fnl!luwing two one-year grant awards;
&ng

(9) Listed below are the minimum
elements for victim and witness services
required for funding of proposals under
this program. Preference in selection for
funding will be given to those applicants
who address mast completely the
*ervices articulated in the U.S. Attorney
General's “Guidelines for Victim and
Witness Assistance,” issued in July 1983
(copies available) and the Final Report
of the President’s Task Force on Victims

of Crime. (Refer to VI—Application
Requirements (i)).

IX. Evaluation Requirements

The projects funded under this
program will be evaluated by an
independent evaluator selected by the
Office of Juvenile Justice and
Delinquency Prevention under separate
solicitation. The evaluation design will
include comparison of each local site's
existing method of handling delinquent
youth with the handling of target youth
and other cases following the site's
initiation of the program. A process
evaluation of program implementation
as well as an assessment of program
impact will be conducted: The
evaluations will develop a Management
Information System SMIS) and train
locally-hired data collectors to
incorporate this MIS into program
operations in order to enhance the
identification, processing and follow-up
of target youth throughout their
involvement in the justice system. The
MIS will provide critical data regarding
target youth's offense history, juvenile
or criminal justice system experiences,
system processing, correctional
placement, and recidivism.

Each local site will be required to hire
a full-time project data collector as well
as provide full access to data. (Written
verfication of data access should be
provided in the application. Local
jurisdictions must presently have a
sufficiently sophisticated records system
which would provide for: the generation
of baseline data and project period data,
and the incorporation of the MIS into
the existing records system.)

X. Civil Rights Compliance

1, All recipients of LEAA assistance
must comply with:

(a) Section 815(c) of the Justice System
Improvements Act (JSIA), and its
implementing regulations, found at 28
CFR 42,20, et seq.;

(b) Title VI of Kie Civil Rights Act of
1964, and its implementing regulation,
found at 28 CFR 42,101, o/ seq.;

(c) Section 504 of the Rehabilitation
Act of 1973, as amended, and its
implementing regulations;

(d) The Age Discrimination Act of
1975, as amended, and its implementing
regulations; and

(e) Executive Order 12138, 44 FR 29637
(May 22, 19878), requiring recipients of
federal financial assistance to take
appropriate affirmative action in support
of women's business enterprise.

2. Each recipient of LEAA assistance
within the criminal justice system that
has 50 or more employees and that has
recelved grants or subgrants totaling
$25,000 or more since the enactment of

the Omnibus Crime Control and Safe
Streets Act of 1968, as amended, and
that has a service population with a
minority representation of 3% or more is
required to formulate, implement and
maintain an Equal Employment
Opportunity Program (EEOP). Where a
recipient has 50 or more employees, and
has received grants or subgrants of
§25,000 or more, and has a service
population with & minority
representation of less than 3%, such
recipient is required to formulate,
implement and maintain and EEOP
relating to employment practices
affecting women. This requirement shall
be satisfied prior to the award. An
applicant for LEAA assistance for
$500,000 or more must submit its EEOP
with the application. The EEOP must be
approved by OJARS' Office of Civil
Rights Compliance prior to award.
Failure to address this requirement will
result in rejection of the proposal.

3. Applicants that do not meet any of
the criteria in (2) above, educational

- institutions and private not-for-profit

organizations shall maintain such
records and submit to the OJJDP upon
request timely, complete and accurate
data establishing the fact that no person
or persons will be or have been denied
or prohibited from participation in,
benefits of, or denied or prohibited from
obtaining employment in connection
with any program activity funded in
whole or in part with funds made
available under this program because of
their race, national origin, sex, religion,
handicap or age. In the case of any
program under which a primary
recipient of Federal funds extends
financial assistance to any other
recipient or contracts with any other
person(s) or group(s), such other
recipient, person(s) or group(s) shall also
submit such compliance reports to the
primary recipient as may be necessary
to enable the primary recipient to assure
its civil rights compliance obligations
under any grant award.

Alfred S. Regnery,

Administrator, Office of Juvenile Justice and
Delingquency Prevention,

(FR Doc. 83-25804 Piled 9-21-83; 848 |

BILLING CODE 4410-18-M

NUCLEAR REGULATORY
COMMISSION

[Docket No. 50-285)

Omaha Public Power District; Issuance
of Amendment to Facllity Operating
License and Negative Declaration

The U.S. Nuclear Regulatory
Commission (the Commission) has
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issued Amendment No. 75 to Facility
Operating License No. DPR-40 issued to
Omaha Public Power District (the
licensee), which revised the license and
the Technical Specifications for
operation of the Fort Calhoun Station,
Unit No. 1, located in Washington
County, Nebraska. The amendment is
effective as of its date of issuance.

The amendment allows an increase in
the storage capacity for the spent fuel
pool from 483 whole fuel assemblies to
729 whole fuel assemblies.

The application for the amendment
complies with the standards and
requirements of the Atomic Energy Act
of 1954, as amended (the Act), and the
Commission's rules and regulations. The
Commission has made appropriate
findings as required by the Act and the
Commission's rules and regulations in 10
CFR Chapter I, which are set forth in the
license amendment. Notice of
Consideration of Issuance of
Amendment to Facility Operating
License in connection with this action
was published in the Federal Register on
May 10, 1982 (47 FR 20056). No request
for a hearing or petition for leave to
intervene was filed following notice of
the proposed action.

The Commission has prepared an
environmental impact appraisal for this
action and has concluded that an
environmental impact statement for this
particular action is not warranted
because there will be no significant
environmental impact attributable to the
action other than that which has already
been predicted and described in the
Commission's Final Environmental
Statement for the facility.

For further details with respect to this
action, see (1) the application for
amendment dated March 12, 1983, as
supplemented by letters dated April 26,
June 23, November 23, 1982, January 21,
April 29, June 8, August 1, and August
23, 1983, (2) Amendment No. 75 to
License No. DPR-40, (3] the
Commission's related Safety Evaluation,
and (4) the Commission related
Environmental Impact Appraisal. All of
these items are available for public
inspection at the Commission’s Public
Document Room, 1717 H Street, Omaha,
Nebraska 68102. A copy of items (2), (3)
and (4) may be obtained upon request
addressed to the U.S. Nuclear
Regulatory Commission, Washington,
D.C. 20555, Attention: Director, Division
of Licensing.

Dated at Bethesda, Maryland this 9th day
of September, 1983,

For the Nuclear Regulatory Commission.
James R. Miller,

Chief, Operating Reactors Branch No. 3,
Division of Licensing.

{FR Doc. 63-25604 Filed 9-27-83: #45 am]

BILLING CODE 7590-01-M

[Docket No. 50-354~-OL.; ASLBP No. 83-492-
050L]

Public Service Electric and Gas Co.,
Atlantic City Electric Co., Hope Creek
Generating Station Construction
Permit No. CPPR~120; Reconstitution
of Board

Pursuant to the authority contained in
10 CFR 2.721, the Atomic Safety and
Licensing Board for Public Service
Electric and Gas Co. and Atlantic City
Electric Co. [Hope Creek Generating
Station), Docket No. 50-354-OL, is
hereby reconstituted by appointing
Administrative Judge Peter A. Morris in
place of Administrative Judge Emmeth
A. Luebke who is unable to continue to
serve.

As reconstituted, the Board is
comprised of the following
Administrative Judges:

Marshall E. Miller, Chairman
Dr. Peter A. Morris
Dr. James A. Carpenter

All correspondence, documents and
other material shall be filed with the
Board in accordance with 10 CFR 2.701
(1980], The address of {the new Board
member is: Administrative judge Peter
A. Morris, Atomic Safety and Licensing
Board, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory
Commission, Washington, D.C. 20555.

Dated at Bethesda, Maryland, this 16th day
of September, 1983.

B. Paul Cotter, Jr.,

Chief Administrative [udge, Atomic Sofety
and Licensing Board Panel.

{FR Doc. 53-250085 Filed §-21-83 £48 am)]

BILLING CODE 7590-01-M

[Docket No. 50-362)

Southern California Edison Company,
et al.; San Onofre Nuclear Generating
Station, Unit 3; Issuance of

Amendment to Facility Operating
License NPF-15

Pursuant to the Commission's
authorization granted at a meeting held
on September 16, 1983, the U.S. Nuclear
Regulatory Commission (the
Commission), has issued Amendment
No. 8 to Facility Operating License No.
NPF-15, issued to Southern California
Edison Company, San Diego Gas and
Electric Company, the City of Riverside,
California and the City of Anaheim,
California (licensees) for the San Onofre

Nuclear Generating Station, Unit 3
(facility) located at the licensees® site in
San Diego County, California. This
amendment is effective as of the date of
issuance.

This amendment authorizes operation
at power levels up to 100% of full rated
power, 3390 megawalts thermal, in
accordance with the provisions of the
License as amended, the Technical
Specifications as amended, and the
Environmental Protection Plan. In
addition, this amendment contains
changes to the license which (1) change
the Technical Specifications to reflect
changes in fire protection equipment
required by the Operating License, (2)
require the installation of a cooling
system for the auxiliary feedwater pump
motor bearings, {3) require resolution of
an issue relating to excessive axial fuel
growth, (4) require that isolation
capability be provided for the primary
EOF, (5) require the correction of a
software error in the CPC, (8) delete
Paragraph 2.C{18)c (Medical Services) of
Facility Operating License No. NPF-15
in accordance with ASLBP No. 78-365-
010L, dated August 12, 1983, and (7)
requires that until the first refueling,
auxiliary feedwater system failures shall
be reported to the NRC staff.

Issuance of the amendment complies
with the standards and requirements of
the Atomic Energy Act of 1954, as
amended (the Act), and the
Commission’s regulations. The
Commission has made appropriate
findings as required by the Act and the
Commission regulations in 10 CFR
Chapter I, which are set forth in the
license amendment. Prior public notice
of the overall action involving the
proposed issuance of an operating
license authorizing full power operation
was published in the Federal Register oo
April 7, 1977 (42 FR 18460).

The Commission has determined that
the issuance of this amendment will not
result in any environmental impacts
other than those evaluated in the Fins!
Environmental Statement and its Errata,
since the activity authorized by this
amendment is encompassed by the
overall action evaluated in the Final
Environmental Statement and its Errata.

For further details with respect to this
action, see (1) Amendment No. 8 to
Facility Operating License No. NPF-15
and (2) the Commission’s related Safety
Evaluation. These items are available
for public inspection at the
Commission's Public Document Room,
1717 H Street, NW,, Washington, D.C.,
and the San Clemente Library, 242
Avenida Del Mar, San Clemente,
California 92672. A copy of the above
items may be obtained upon request
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addressed to the U.S. Nuclear
Regulatory Commission, Washington,
D.C. 20555, Attention: Director, Division
of Licensing.

Dated at Bethesda, Maryland, the 16th day
of September, 19683,
For the Nuclear Regulatory Commission.
George W. Knighton,
Chief, Licensing Branch No, 3, Division of
Licensing.
[FE Doc. 8325000 Filod 9-21-&X% 8:45 am|
BLLING CODE 7550-01-M

Shipment of High-Level Nuclear Power
Plant Waste Through and to liiinols;
Issuance of Director's Decision Under
10 CFR 2.206—DD-83-12

Notice is hereby given that the
Director, Office of Nuclear Material
Safety and Safeguards, on September 13,
1983 denied the request for action filed
by Edward Gogol on behalf of Citizens
Against Nuclear Power—Chicago,
Pollution and Environmental Problems—
Palatine, Lake County Defenders—Lake
County, Citizens for a Better
Environment—Chicago, and
Creenpeace—Great Lakes—Chicago. By
letter dated July 27, 1983, the petitioners
requested that the Commission order all
shipments of high-level nuclear waste
through and to Illinois be postponed and
hold a series of public hearings on the
radioactive waste shipments. The
pelitioners also asked a number of
factual questions about the shipments.
As described in the Director's Decision,
based on the information available to
the NRC, it is the staff's view that the
regulations governing the transportation
of radivactive material including spent
fuel are adequate (o protect the public
health and safety. Consequently, the
petitioners’ first request regarding
postponement of shipments was denied.
Because of the extensive public
participation involved in the
Commission’s recent reexamination of
ils transportation regulations, the
petitioners" second request regarding the
holding of public hearings was also
denied.

A copy of the "Director's Decision
under 10 CFR 2,206, DD-83-12 and the
Petitioners® letter are available in the
Commission's Public Document Room,
located at 1717 H Street, N.W..
Washington, D.C. 20555.

A copy of the decision is being filed
with the Secretary for the Commission's

review in accordance with 10 CFR
2.208(c).

Dated at Silver Spring, Maryland this 16th
day of September, 1983,

For the Nuclear Regulatory Commission.
Donald B, Mausshardt,
Deputy Director, Office of Nuclear Material
Safety and Safeguards.
[FR Doc. 83-25007 Filed §-21-83. 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 7500-01-M

RAILROAD RETIREMENT BOARD
Privacy Act of 1974; New System of
Records

AGENCY: Railroad Retirement Board.

ACTION: Notice of a new system of
records.

SUMMARY: The Railroad Retirement
Board proposes to establish a new
system of records subject to the Privacy
Act. The system notice for this new
system of records is published below.

DATE: This new system of records will
become effective as proposed without
further notice in 30 calendar days from
the date of this publication (October 22,
1983), unless comments are received
that would result in a contrary
determination.

ADORESS: Send comments to James T,
Brown, Executive Director, Railroad
Retirement Board, 844 Rush Street,
Chicago, Nllinois 60611,

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
LeRoy Blommaert, Railroad Retirement
Board, 844 Rush Street, Chicago, lllinois
60611, Telephone 312-751-4548.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
Railroad Retirement Board is required to
administer certain provisions of the
Rock Island Railroad Transition and
Employee Assistance Act. This Act
provides for the payment of a lump-sum
reimbursement or a subsistence
allowance to qualified former employees
of the Chicago, Rock Island and Pacific
Railroad. To carry out its
responsibilities, the Board must
establish a new system of records to
document and verify its payments and
certifications.

On August 22, 1883, the Railroad
Retirement Board filed a new system
report for this system with the Speaker
of the House of Representatives, the
President of the Senate and the Office of
Management and Budget. This was done
to comply with Section 3 of the Privacy
Act of 1974 and OMB Circular No, A-
108, Transmittal Memorandum No. 1,
dated September 30, 1975, and
Transmittal Memorandum No. 3, dated
May 17, 1978,

Dated: September 13, 1983.

By Authority of the Board.
Beatrice Ezerski,
Secretary.

RRB-41

SYSTEM NAME:

Rock Island Railroad Transition and
Employee Assistance Act Benefit
System—RRB.

SYSTEM LOCATION:

U.S. Railroad Retirement Board, 844
North Rush Street, Chicago, lllinois
60611,

CATEGORIES OF INDIVIDUALS COVERED BY THE
SYSTEM:

Any employee of the Chicago, Rock
Island and Pacific Railroad Company
who may be eligible for a lump-sum
reimbursement or a retroactive
unemployment subsistence allowance
under the Rock Island Railroad
Transition and Employee Assistance
Act.

CATEQORIES OF RECORDS IN THE SYSTEM:

Identifying information such as name,
address, social security number, date of
birth, and employee identification
number; information relating to
employment with the Rock Island
Railroad and the estate of the railroad
including occupation, date last worked,
work location, and reason not working;
information as to creditable railroad
service and creditable military service;
information as to offers of permanent
employment made by railroads
acquiring portions of the Rock Island
Railroad; information as to schools
attended, courses tdken and proof of
payment of retraining expenses;
information as to the payment of
Railroad Unemployment Insurance Act
benefits; and information as to the
amount of lump-sum reimbursement and
retroactive unemployment subsistence
allowance and dates paid, erroneous
payment investigations and benefit
recovery information.

AUTHORITY FOR MAINTENANCE OF THE
SYSTEM:

Sections 108 and 114 of the Rock
Island Railroad Transition and
Employee Assistance Act (45 U.S.C. 1005
and 45 U.S.C. 1011).

ROUTINE USES OF RECORDS MAINTAINED IN
THE SYSTEMS, INCLUDING CATEQORIES OF
USERS AND THE PURPOSES OF SUCH USES:

a. Identifying information such as full
name, social security number, employee
identification number, occupation,
location and date last worked and
reason not working may be released to
the Trustee of the Chicago, Rock Island,
and Pacific Railroad Company, an
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acquiring carrier, or an educational
institution to verify entitlement to
benefits under the Rock Island Railroad
Transition and Employee Assistance
Act.

b. Information may be released to the
General Accounting Office for auditing
purposes and for collection of debts
arising from yments under the
Rock Island Railroad Transition and
Employee Assistance Act.

c. If a request for information
pertaining to an employee is made by an
official of a labor organization of which
the employee is a member and the
request is made on behalf of the
employee, information may be released
to the extent needed to respond to the
inquiry.

d. Disclosure may be made to a
congressional office from the employee's
record in response to an inquiry from
the congressional office made at the
request of the employee.

e. Information in this system of
records pertaining to an employee may
be released to the attorney representing
such employee with respect to his claim,
upon receipt of a written letter or
declaration stating the fact of
representation, subject to the same
procedures and regulatory prohibition as
the subject employee.

f. Records may be disclosed to
contractors to fulfill contract
requirements pertaining to specific
activities relating to the Rock Island
Railroad Transition and Employee
Assistance Act.

8. The last addresses and employer
information may be released to the
Department of Health and Human
Services in conjunction with the Parent
Locator Service.,

h. Beneficiary identifying information,
address, check rate, date and number
may be released to the Treasury
Department to control for reclamation
and return of outstanding benefit
checks, to issue benefit checks, respond
to reports of non-delivery and to insure
delivery of checks to the correct address
of the beneficiary or representative
payee.

i. In the event that this system of
records, maintained by the Railroad
Retirement Board to carry out its
function, indicates a violation, or
potential violation of law, whether civil,
criminal or regulatory in nature, and
whether arising by general statute or
particular program statute, or by
regulation, rule or order issued pursuant
thereto, the relevant records in the
system of records may be referred, as a
routine use, to the appropriate agency,
whether federal, state, local or foreign,
charged with the responsibility of
investigating or prosecuting such

violation or charged with enforcing or
implementing the statute, rule,
regulation or order issued pursuant
thereto.

j. Beneficiary identifying information,
address, check rate, date and number.,
plus other necessary supporting
evidence may be released to the U.S.
Postal Service for investigation of
alleged forgery or theft of benefit
checks.

k. A record from this system of
records may be disclosed to a federal
agency, in response to its request, in
connection with the hiring or retention
of an employee, the issuance of a
security clearance, the reporting of an
investigation of an employee, the letting
of a contract, the issuance of a license,
grant, or other benefit by the requesting
agency, (o the extent that the
information is relevant and necessary to
the requesting agency's decision on the
mafter.

L Information may be released to the
Department of Justice and to courts of
competent jurisdiction in response to
properly issued subpoenas.

m. Benefit rate, entitlement and
periods paid may be disclosed to the
Social Security Administration, Bureau
of Supplemental Security Income, to
federal, state and local welfare or public
aid agencies to assist them in processing
applications for benefits under their
respective programs.

n. In the event the Board has
determined to designate a person to be
the representative payee of an
incompetent beneficiary, disclosure of
information concerning the benefit
amount and other similar information
may be made to the representative
payee from the record of the individual

0. Records may be disclosed in & court
proceeding relating to any claims for
benefits under the Rock Island Railroad
Transition and Employee Assistance
Act and may be disclosed during the
course of an administrative appeal
hearing in which such records are
relevant to the issue.

POLICIES AND PRACTICES FOR STORING,
RETRIEVING, ACCESSING, RETAINING, AND
DISPOSING OF RECORDS IN THE SYSTEM:
STORAGE:

Paper, magnetic tape, microforms.

RETRIEVABILITY:
Social security number.

Records are maintained in areas not
accessible to the public and are not
permitted io be removed from
headquarters without authorization.
Magnetic tape is maintained in
computer and computer storage rooms

which are restricted to authorized
personnel.

RETENTION AND DISPOSAL:

All records will be retained for five
years following the ending date of the
benefit program, after which they will be
destroyed. Paper documents and
microforms will be destroyed by
shredding: magnetic tape records will be
written over.

SYSTEMS MAMAGER AND ADDRESS:

Director of Unemployment and
Sickness Insurance, Railroad Retirement
Board, 844 Rush Street, Chicago, lllinois
B80611.

NOTIFICATION PROCEDURE:

Request for information regarding an
individual's record should be addressed
to the System Manager identified above
and should include the name and social
security number of the individual
involved. Before information about any
record will be released, the System
Manager may require the individual to
provide proof of identity or require the
requester to furnish an authorization
from individual to permit release of
information.

RECOAD ACCESS PROCEDURES:
See Notification section above.

CONTESTING RECORD PROCEDURES:
See Notification section above.

RECORD SOURCE CATEGORIES:

The information in this system of
records is obtained from the railroad
employee or his representalive,
employers, labor organizations, other
Railroad Retirement Board files, and
educational institutions (for payment of
new career training expenses).

(PR Doc. 83-25807 Filed $-X1-53: 5:45 am|
BILLING CODE 7505-01-M

P ———————————

SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE
COMMISSICN

[Release No. 20178; File No. SR-CBOE-83-
14]

Chicago Board Options Exchange,
Inc.; Filing of Amendment No. 3 to
Proposed Rule Change and Order
Granting Accelerated Approval of
Proposed Rule Change

L Introduction

Pursuant to Section 19(b)(1) of the
Securities Exchange Act of 1934, 15
U.S.C. 78s(b)(1). (the “Act”), and Rule
19b-4 thereunder, the Chicago Board
Options Exchange, Incorporated
(“CBOE"), LaSalle at Jackson, Chicago.
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IL, 60604, on June 9, 1983, filed with the
Commission & proposed rule change to
permit CBOE to list and trade
standardized options on the Standard
and Poor's (“S&P") Office and Business
Equipment Industry Index (File No. SR-
CBOE-83-14) a “narrow-based" or
“industry”index.! On June 30 and July
14, 1983, CBOE submitted amendments
to this filing.* On September 9, 1983,
CBOE submitted Amendment No. 3 to
this filing containing a description of the
composition and economic uses of
options on narrow-based indices, and
the contract specification for the option
on Office and Business Equipment
Industry Index. Notice of Amendment
No. 3 is being given by publication of
this release.

1. Description of the Proposal
A. Description of the Index

The Office and Business Equipment
Industry Index is a market weighted
index® contai 12 stocks. As of March
31, 1983, the total capitalization of this
index was $87 billion. Each of the
component stocks is actively fraded and
currently is the subject of individual
options trading.* Because it reflects the
office and business equipment industry,
the index clearly is the dominated by
one stock. International Business
Machines ("IBM"). IBM comprises 70.2
percent of the index, with the next four
largest companies reflecting only an
additional 20.4 percent of the index.®

'On the same date, CBOE submitted separate
proposed rule changes relating to four other
proposed narrow-based indices, File Nos. SR-
CBOE-83-15, 17, 18 and 19, File No. SR-CBOE-83~
16, reluting 1o the options on the Ol {Integrated
lotermational) Index was approved on August 26,
1883 (Securities Exchange Act Reloase No. 20125, 48
FR 40016, Saptember 2, 1983) (the “August
Releayn™}

"Netion of the proposed rule change, as revised
by Amendment Nos. 1 and 2, was given in Securties
Euchiange Act Release No. 20008, July 26, 1983, 48 FR

BN

irket weighted index is calculated by (1)
ving the price of one shire of stock by the

of shares outstanding for each issuer in the
(2} ndding these values: and (3) multiplying
that sum by u pre-established divisor, which reflects
the value of the index at a fixed historical point in
fime,

‘Options exchunges provide that only stocks
setiing certain standards, Including a liquidity test,
may be the subject of options trading. For example,
the underlying security must have & public fioat of
£.000.000 shares owned by » minimum 10,000 public
tharcholders, and the troding volume for each of the
'wo previous calendur years must be at least
;""-Hno shares. See #.5.. Amex Rule 8.5 and CBOE

we 5.3

‘Following IBM, the four largest companies
“uded in the index by capitalization are Digital
Equipment Carporation (7.9 percent); Wang Labs,
|‘r < [4.7 percant]; Xerox Corp. (4.4 percent): and
'CR Corp. (3.4 percent).

CBOE has licensed the index from
S&P for securities options trading. While
S&P has its own guidelines for
composing and adjusting its indices,® the
CBOE has not submitted as a part of its
filing its own standards for making
adjustments to the index. CBOE Rule
24.2, however, effectively requires that
each change to the index be submitted
to the Commission pursuant to Rule
19b—4 under the Act. In addition, CBOE
has previously committed itself to
“shortly” submitting such standards to
the Commission pursuant to Rule 18b-4
under the Act.”

B. Contract Specifications

The proposed contract specifications
for the Office and Business Equipment
Industry Index are basically the same as
those that apply to the CBOE's
previously approved * Oil (Intergrated
International) Industry (*Oil") Index: an
index multiplier of $100 and an
expiration cycle of March-June-
September-December, Exercise prices
will be at five point intervals.®

C. Other Applicable Rules

In approving CBOE's Oil Index, the
Commission also approved rules
governing margin, position and exercise
limits and trading halt procedures that
apply to all CBOE stock index options,
The margin rule and position and
exercise limits, like those the American
Stock Exchange (“Amex") applies to its
narrow-based index options, are
identical to the margin rule and position
and exercise limits applicable to
individual stock options. CBOE's trading
halts provision is also identical to the
one Amex applies to its narrow-based
index options.®

D. Economic Uses of the Index

CBOE has previously described the
general economic uses of both market
index options and narrow-based index

*For a fuller description of the S&P guidalines, see
the August Release.

"See the August Release.

' See the August Release, supro.

*The exercise strike price intervals for the Oil
Index option are currently the same as those for
CBOE individual stock options: 5 points if the strike
price is below and 10 points if the strike price is
above 100. CBOE has filed a proposs! that would
make the exercise price intervals for the Oil Index 5
paints, regardless of the strike price. See File SR~
CBOE-83-32,

'*For the details of these rules, see the August
Release. The Commission notes that positon and
excrcise limits of 4,000 contracts apply to this index
option under the three-tiered position and exercise
limit rule that applies to these products.

! See File Noa. SR-CBOE-82-11 and 83-15,
:Tcndmenl No. 3. respectively, see also the August

clease.

options.** In Amendment No. 3 to this
filing, CBOE states that the Business
Equipment Industry Index relates to an
accepted and established industry group
within the securities industry and will
afford investors a straight-forward
means of hedging “industry risk" and
participating in the market for office and
business equipment companies.

111 Solicitation of Comments

As indicated above, Amendment No. 3
has not previously been published for
comment. Interested persons are invited
to submit written data, views and
arguments concerning the contents of
Amendment No. 3 to SR-CBOE-83-14
within 21 days after the date of .
publication in the Federal Register.
Persons desiring to make written
comments should file six copies thereof
with the Secretary of the Commission,
Securities and Exchange Commission,
450 Fifth Street, NW., Washington, DC
20549. Reference should be made to File
No. SR-CBOE~-83-14.

IV. Comments Received

The Amex sent the only comments
regarding CBOE's proposed narrow-
based index options; ** the comments
are described and discussed in the
August Release.

V. Discussion

The proposed stock index option
differs from the ones previously
approved by the Commission in that itis
more dominated by a single stock than
any other previously approved stock
index option: IBM comprises 70.2
percent of this index, as contrasted to
IBM's 54 percent share of Amex
Computer Technology Index.*

The Commission does not feel that
this difference is sufficient to justify any
different regulatory treatment of the
index. CBOE, like Amex, applies the
same regulatory framework {such as
margin requirements and position and
exercise limits) to its industry index
options that it applies to individual
stock options. As a result, the
Commission does not believe that the
existence of this index option will
undermine Commission regulation of the
stocks included in the index or options
on those stocks. Moreover, the
Commission believes that the index will
prove more useful for persons who wish
to speculate or hedge against price

¥ See letter dated July 8 1983, from Robert J.
Birnbaum, President, Amex, to George A.
Fitzsimmons, Secretary, SEC.

*The two previously approved of! industry index
options are not dominated by any one stock.
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movements in a representative group of
Business Equipment Industry stocks
than would an option in any individual
stock. In addition, the Commission does
not believe there are any manipulation,
surveillance or related issues raised by
this proposed index option that have not
been previously addressed in
connection with the Commission's
review and approval of Amex's and
CBOE's narrow-based index options
proposals.' For all the reasons set forth
in the previous Commission releases
approving stock index options,** the
Commission finds that the proposed rule
change is consistent with the
requirements of the Act and the rules
and regulations thereunder applicable to
a national securities exchange, and in
particular, the requirements of Section 6
and the rules and regulations
thereunder,

The Commission finds good cause for
approving the amended proposed rule
change before the thirtieth day after the
date of publishing notice of filing. The
basic CBOE proposal was published for
comment over 21 days ago; comments
on that basic proposal have been
received and considered by the
Commission; the portions of the
proposal noticed today are technical in
nature and similar to the rule changes
previously approved by the Commission;
and the entire proposal raises no
significant issues that were not
previously addressed by the
Commission in either its November 22,
1982 release on the initial Amex, CBOE
and NYSE index options filing; the
August 12, 1983 Amex release; or the
August 26, 1983 CBOE release.

It is therefore ordered, pursuant to
Section 19(b)(2) of the Act, that the
above-mentioned proposed rule change,
as amended, be, and hereby is,
approved.

For the Commission by the Division of
Market Regulation pursuant to delegated
authority.

George A. Filzsimmons,
Secretary.

|FR Doc. 83-25797 Filed 8-21-8% &4% am|
BILLING CODE 5012-01-M

" As with previous approvals of these products,
the Commission is conditioning the start-up of
trading on the submission by CBOE of a satisfactory
surveillance program for the Office and Business
Equipment Industry Index option. In addition, the
Commission reemphasizes the need for CBOE to
submit standards for adjustments to its indices, See
the August Release,

¥ See Securities Exchange Act Release No. 18204,
November 22, 1883; Securities Exchange Act
Release No. 20075, August 12, 1883; and Securities
Exchange Act Release No. 20125, August 26, 1083

[Release No. 23057; 70-6900]

Columbus and Southern Ohio Electric
Co.; Proposed Acquisition of
Evidences of Indebtedness From
Residential Electric Utility Customers
Pursuant to a Residential Insulation
Financing Program

Columbus and Southern Ohio Electric
Company (“C&SOE"), 215 North Front
Street, Columbus, Ohio, 43215, an
electric utility subsidiary of American
Electric Power Company, Inc., a
registered holding company, has filed an
application with this Commission
pursuant to Sections 8(a)(1) and 10 of
the Public Utility Holding Company Aclt
of 1935 (“Act”) and Rule 40 promulgated
thereunder.

C&SOE proposes to acquire evidences
of indebtedness from its residential
electric utility customers pursuant to a
planned Residential Insulation
Financing Program whereby C&SOE
would offer to lend an amount up to
§750 to each of its financially
responsible residential electric utility
customers for the purchase and
installation of insulation in existing
customer owned and occupied single-
family houses, duplexes, triplexes, or
four-family residences. Such loans
would bear interest at the rate of 8% and
would be repayable over a period of up
to three years. The maximum aggregate
amount of loans outstanding at any one
time from C&SOE would not exceed
$2,000,000. C&SOE states that it has
proposed the Residential Insulation
Financing Program as a means of
curtailing the rate of growth in electric
energy consumption so as to avoid the
necessity of construction of power
plants and transmission and distribution
facilities sooner then anticipated.

The application and any amendments
thereto are available for public
inspection through the Commission's
Office of Public Reference. Interested
persons wishing to comment or request
a hearing should submit their views in
writing by October 11, 1983, to the
Secretary, Securities and Exchange
Commission, Washington, D.C, 20549,
and serve a copy on the applicant at the
address specified above. Proof of

‘service (by affidavit or, in case of an

attorney at law, by certificate) should be
filed with the request. Any request for a
hearing shall identify specifically the
issues of fact or law that are disputed. A
person who so requests will be notified
of any hearing, if ordered, and will
receive a copy of any notice or order
issued in this matter. After said date, the
application, as filed or as it may be
amended, may be granted.

For the Commission, by the Division of
Carporate Regulation, pursuant to delegated
authority.

George A. Fitzsimmons,
Secretary.

{FR Doc. 83-25798 Filod 9-21-83; 845 am)
BILLING CODE 8010-01-M

[Release No. 13498; 812-5614)

Landesbank Schleswig-Holstein
Girozentrale; Filing of Application for
an Order Exempting the Applicant

September 13, 1983,

Notice is hereby given that
Landesbank Schleswig-Holstein
Girozentrale (“Applicant”) ¢/o Barry
Dastin, Esq., White & Case, 280 Park
Avenue, New York, New York 10017,
filed an application on july 29, 1983, for
an order of the Commission pursuant to
Section 6(c) of the Investment Company
Act of 1940 ["Act") exempting the
Applicant from all provisions of the Act.
All interested persons are referred to the
application on file with the Commission
for a statement of the representations
contained therein, which are
summarized below, and to the extent of
the Act for the various provisions
thereof, including Section 6(c), pertinent
to a consideration of the application.

Applicant states that it was
incorporated in Germany in 1917 and is
now the 17th largest bank in the Federal
Republic of Germany and ranks 157th
among the banks of the free world, with
total assets of $10,541,000,000 at
December 31, 1982. The State of
Schleswig-Holstein and the Savings and
Giro Association of Schleswig-Holstein
each own 50% of the capital stock of
Applicant and are jointly liable for
Applicant’s obligations as far as claims
cannot be settled from Applicant's own
funds. Applicant states that it engages in
all standard types of domestic and
international commercial banking
business, including deposit taking,
commercial lending, trade credit, foreign
exchange, fund transfer and securities
trading and underwriting. At December
31, 1982, Applicant had total deposits of
$3,309,000,000 and, on that date, loans
and deposits with other banks
accounted for 82% of Applicant's total
assets. For the year ended December 31,
1982, interest on loans and deposits with
banks accounted for 86.9% of
Applicant’s total gross income.
According to the application, at
December 31, 1982, Applicant's
investment securities (including stock
for trading activities) amounted to
$1,003,000,000, or 9.5% of Applicant’s
total assets. With respect to securities
underwriting, brokering and trading
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activities of Applicant, annual revenues
from such activities in the five years
ended December 31, 1982, never
exceeded 0.3% of annual gross revenues
of Applicant.

Applicant represents that it is
extensively regulated by German
banking authorities, which regulation
includes supervision by the Federal
Banking Supervisory Office in Berlin
and the State Government of Schleswig-
Holstein. Reports are periodically
required to be made to the Deutsche
Bundesbank and the Federal Banking
Supervisory Office. In addition,
Applicant states that German banking
legislalion cointains certain liquidity
and capital requirements and lending
limits.

Applicant proposes to issue and sell
in the United States short-term
negotiable promissory notes of the type
generally referred to as commercial
paper (the “Notes") denominated in
United States dollars, in order to
provide an alternative source of supply
of United States dollars. It is stated that
the Notes will be of prime quality and in
minimum denominations of $100,000.
The Notes will be issued and sold by
Applicant to or through one or more
commercial paper dealers in the United
States which will reoffer the Notes to
investors in the United States. Applicant
represents that the Notes will not be
advertised or otherwise offered for sale
to the general public, but instead will be
sold to institutional investors and other
entities and individuals who normally
purchase comercial paper. Applicant
also states that it undertakes to ensure
that each offeree of the Notes will
receive prior to purchase a
memorandum which briefly describes
Applicant's business and includes its
most recent publicly available fiscal
year-end balance sheet and income
statement, which shall have been
audited in @ manner customarily done
for Applicant by German auditors.
Applicant represents that such
memorandum will describe any material
differences between accounting
principles applied in the preparation of
such financial statements and generally
accepted accounting principles
employed by United States banks.
Applicant states that such memorandum
will be at least as comprehensive as
those customarily used in offering
commercial paper in the United States
and will be updated perodically to
reflect material changes in Applicant's
financial status,

The application states that the Notes
will be direct liabilities of Applicant and
will rank pari passu among themselves
and equally with all unsecured and

unsubordinated indebtedness (including
deposit liabilities) of Applicant.
Applicant plans to sell the Notes
without registration under the Securities
Act of 1933 (the 1933 Act"), in reliance
upon an opinion of its United States
counsel! that the Notes will qualify for
the exemption from the registration
requirements of the 1933 Act provided
for certain short-term commercial paper
by Section 3(a)(3) thereof. Applicant
states that it will not issue and sell the
Notes until it has received such opinion.
Applicant does not request Commission
review or approval of such opinion, and
the Commission expresses no opinion as
to the availability of any such
exemption.

Applicant further represents that the
presently proposed issue of securities
and all future issues of its securities in
the United States shall have received
prior to their respective issuances one of
the three highes! investment grade
ratings from at least one of the
nationally recognized statistical rating
organizations and that its United States
counsel shall have certified that such
rating has been received, provided,
however, that no such rating shall be
required to be obtain if in the opinion of
United States counsel for Applicant,
such counsel having taken into account
for the purpose there of the doctrine of
integration referred to in Rule 502 under
the 1933 Act and various releases and
relevant non-action letters made public
by the Commission, an exemption from
registration is available with respect to
such issue pursuant to Section 4(2) of
the 1933 Act.

Applicant states that it may, from time
to time, offer other debt securities for
sale In the United States. Applicant
represents that any such future offering
of its securities in the United States will
be made only pursuant to a registration
statement under the 1933 Act or
pursuant to an applicable exemption
from registration under such Act, and
any such offering will be made on the
basis of disclosure documents
appropriate for such registration or
exemption, as the case may be. In no
event will such disclosure documents be
less comprehensive than is customary
for United States offerings of similar
debt securities. Applicant undertakes to
ensure that any such disclosure
documents will be provided to each
offeree who has indicated an interest in
the securities than being offered, prior to
any sale of such securities to such
offeree, except that in the case of an
offering made pursuant to a registration
statement under the 1933 Act, such
disclosure documents will be provided
to such persons and in such manner as

may be required by such Act and the
rules and regulations thereunder.
Applicant consents to having any order
granting the relief requested under
Section 6(c) of the Act expressly
conditioned upon its compliance with its
undertakings regarding disclosure
documents.

Applicants states, in connection with
the presently proposed offering of Notes
and any future offering in the United
States of its securities, that it will
appoint an agent to accept any process
which may be served in any action
based on any such security and
instituted in any state or federal court
by the holder of any such security.
Applicant further represents that it will
expressly accept the jurisdiction of any
state or federal court in the City and
State of New York in respect of any
such action, and that such appointment
of an agent to accept service of process
and such consent to jurisdiction will be
irrevocable so long as such securities
remain outstanding and until all
amounts due and to become due in
respect of such securities have been
paid. Applicant states that it will also be
subject to suit regarding such action in
any other court in the United States
which would have jurisdiction.

Applicant states that it is applying to
the Commission because of uncertainty
as to whether or not foreign commercial
banks would be defined as “investment
companies” under the Act. Applicant
contends the approval of its application
is both necessary and appropriate in the
public interest. Because compliance with
the Act would conflict with its
commercial banking practices,
Applicant would effectively be
precluded from selling securities in the
United ‘States if it is required to register
as an investment company. Applicant
asserts that is activities are extensively
regulated by the German banking
authorities, that it is substantially
different from the typical investment
company that Congress intended the Act
to regulate and that there is ample
investor protection provided by the 1933
Act.

Notice is further given that any
interested person wishing to request a
hearing on the application may, not later
than October 7, 1983, at 5:30 p.m., do s0
by submitting a written reguest setting
forth the nature of his interest, the
reasons for his request, and the specific
issues, if any, of fact arlaw that are
disputed, to the Secretary, Securities
and Exchange Commission, Washington,
D.C. 20549, A copy of the request should
be served personally or by mail upon
Applicant at the address stated above.
Proof of service (by affidavit or, in the
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case of an attorney-at-law, by
certificate) shall be filed with the
request, After said date an order
disposing of the application will be
issued unless the Commission orders a
hearing upon request or upon its own
motion.

For the Commission, by the Division of
Investment Management, pursuant to
delegated authority.

George A. Fitzsimmons,
Secretary.

[FR Doc. 63-25890 Flled 8-21-8; 8:45 am]
DILLING CODE 8010-01-M

[Release No. 13499; 812-5586]

Seligman Capital Fund, Inc., et al,;
Filing of Application for an Order
Amending a Previous Order

September 13, 1883.

Notice is hereby given that Seligman
Capital Fund, Inc., Seligman Common
Stock Fund, Inc., Seligman
Communications and Information Fund,
Inc., Seligman Growth Fund, Inc.,
Seligman Income Fund, Inc. (the
“Funds"), One Bankers Trust Plaza, New
York, New York 10006, all registered,
diversified open-end management
investment companies under the
Investment Company Act of 1940
(“Act”), and J. & W. Seligman & Co.
Incorporated ("Manager”'), the Funds'
investment manager, and J. & W.
Seligman & Co. Marketing, Inc.
(“Seligman Marketing"), the distributor
of the Funds' shares (together with the
Funds and Manager, the “applicants”),
filed an application on June 28, 1983, and
an amendment thereto on July 20, 1883,
for an order of the Commission
amending a previous order pursuant to
Section 6(c) of the Act exempting
Applicants from certain provisions of
Section 22(d) of the Act and Rule 22d-1
thereunder to permit, under certain
conditions, sales of shares of the Funds
at net asset value without a sales
charge. All interested persons are
referred to the application on file with
the Commission for a statement of the
representations contained therein,
which are summarized below, and are
referred to the Act and rules thereunder
for the complete text of the provisions
referred to herein and in the application.

On April 29, 1881, the Commission
issued an order {Investment Company
Act Release No. 11751) granting
exemptions from the provisions of
Section 22(d} of the Act and Rule 22d-1
thereunder to the predecessor
organizations of the Funds to permit
sales of their securities at net asset
value to two trusteed employee benefit
plans covering employees of Manager

and its subsidiaries. Applicants seek an
amendment of the existing order to
permit sales of shares of the Funds, and
of certain other investment companies
as may be added to the group of
investment companies having the same
investment adviser as the Funds, at net
asset value without a sales charge to or
for the benefit of the Seligman
Associated Persons, defined as (a) any
officer, director, trustee, general partner,
or employee of Manager, of Union Data
Service Center, Inc., of any investment
company managed by Manager, or of
any parent or subsidiary or other
affiliate of Manager and (b) any
investment advisory, custodial, trust, or
other fiduciary account managed or
advised by Manager or any parent or
subsidiary or other affiliate of Manager.
The terms “officer”, "director”,
“trustee", “‘general partner", or
“employee" include any such person's
spouse and minor children and also
retired officers, directors, trustees,
general partners, and employees and
their spouses and minor children.

Applicants state that sales of shares
of the Funds to the Seligman Associated
Persons at net asset value may conflict
with the provisions of Section 22(d) of
the Act and Rule 22d-1 thereunder.
Applicants submit, however, that these
sales are supported by policy
considerations, should result in
demonstrable economies in sales efforts
and related expenses as compared with
other sales, and would not be unjustly
discriminatory. Applicants state that the
association of the Funds with the other
organizations and accounts that are
managed or advised by or are
subsidiaries of Manager forms the basis
for a unique relationship that can be
expected to result in such economies in
sales efforts and sales related expenses
that justify elimination of all sales
charges on the share of the Funds
purchased by Seligman Associated
Persons.

Notice is further given that any
interested person wishing to request a
hearing on the application may, not later
than October 7, 1883, at 5:30 p.m,, do so
by submitting a written request setting
forth the nature of his interest, the
reasons for his request, and the specific
issues, if any, of fact or law that are
disputed, to the Secretary, Securities

and Exchange Commission, Washington,

D.C. 20549, A copy of the request should
be served personally or by mail upon
Applicants at the address stated above.
Proof of service (by affidavit or, in the
case of an attorney-at-law, by
certificate) shall be filed with the
request, After said date an order
disposing of the application will be
issued unless the Commission orders a

hearing upon request or upon its own
motion. e
For the Commission, by the Division of

Investment Management, pursuant lo
delegated authority.

George A. Fitzsimmons,
Secretary.

(PR Doc. &5-251 Filed 5-21-43; 645 am|
BILLUING CODE 8010-01-M

[Release No. 20183; SR-Phix-83-10)

Philadelphia Stock Exchange, inc,;
Order Approving Proposed Rule
Change

The Philadelphia Stock Exchange, Inc.
(“Phix"), 1900 Market Street,
Philadelphia, Pa. 19103, submitted on
June 24, 1983, copies of a proposed rule
change pursuant to Section 19{b)(1) of
the Securities Exchange Act of 1934 [the
“Act") and Rule 19b-4 thereunder, to
require specialist units, floor brokerage
units, clearing firms, floor brokers and
registered options traders to have
available on the floor at specified times
a representative authorized to make
appropriate changes and corrections to
trades. The proposal would also
establish fines for those failing to
comply:

Notice of the proposed rule change,
together with the terms of substance of
the proposed rule change, was given by
the issuance of a Commission Release
(Securities Exchange Act Release No.
20041, August 2, 1983) and by
publication in the Federal Register (48
FR 30546, August 11, 1983). No
comments were received with respect to
the proposed rule filing.

The Commission finds that the
proposed rule change is consistent with
the requirements of the Act and the
rules and regulations thereunder
applicable to a national securities
exchange and, in particular, the
requirements of Section 6, and the rules
and regulations thereunder,

It is therefore ordered, pursuant to
Section 19(b)(2) of the Act, that the
above-mentioned proposed rule change
be, and hereby is, approved.

For the Commigsion, by the Division of
Market Regulation pursuant to delegated
authority.

George A. Fitzsimmons,
Secrstary.

|FR Doc. 53-2582 Filed B-21-81, 4% am)
BILLING CODE 8010-01-M
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE Regisle;:‘nd in so doing amends Dated: September 7, 1983.
accordingly Department of State Public  Earl S. Barbely,
(Public Notice CM-8/663] Notice No. 703 (45 FR 6877-6878, January  Dijrector, Office of International
Advisory Committee to the United 30, 1980) effective Seplember 1, 1983: Communications Policy.
States National Section of the Inter- James J. Nolan, Director, Office of [FR Doc. 83-25310 Filed 5-21-83: 845 am]
American Tropical Tuna Commission; Foreign Missions, Bureau of SILLING DODE £749-07+4
Partiaily Closed Meeting Management Operations —_—
Notice is hereby given, pursuant to the Richard E. Curl, Director, Office of NESSEE VALLEY AUTHORITY

provisions of Pub, L. 82-463, that a Intelligence Resources. Bureau of AEN NASEA
meeting of the Advisory Committee to Intelligence and Research Record of Decision; Edgemont, South

the United States National Section of
the Inter-American Tropical Tuna
Commission will be held on October 8,
1983 from 8:30 AM. to 11:30 A.M. and
from 1:30 P.M. to 5:00 P.M., in the
auditorium of the Southwest Fisheries
Center of the National Marine Fisheries
Services at 8604 La Jolla Shores Drive,
La Jolla, Califoria,

The morning meeting will be open to
the public and the public may
participate in the discussions subject to
the instructions of the Committee
Chairman. Subjects to be discussed
include an evaluation of the 1983 fishery
experience, a preliminary outlook for the
1984 fishery and U.S. views on the
overall quota and other aspects of the
management program.

The Advisory Committee will meet in
closed session on the afternoon of
October 8. At this session documents
classified in accordance with Executive
Order 12356 of April 12, 1982 will be
circulated and discussed and matters
will be considered which the public
interest requires be withheld from
disclosure, Accordingly, the
determination has been made te close
this session pursuant to section 10(d) of
the Federal Advisory Committee Act, 5
U.S.C. App. I, S10(d) and 5 U.S.C. 552b
(€)1} and (c)(8).

Requests for further information on
the meeting should be directed to Brian
Hallman, OES/OFA, Room 5808,
Department of State. He may be reached
by telephone on (202) 632-1073.

Dated: September 1, 1883,
Theodore G. Kronmiller,

Deputy Assistant, Secretary for Oceans and
Fisheries Affairs,

(TR Doc. 53-25008 Filed 5-21-53; 848 am)

BULLNG CODE 4710-08-M

[Public Notice 881]

State Department Performance
Review Board Members

In accordance with section 4314(c) (1)
through (5) of the Civil Service Reform
Act 01 1978 (Pub. L. 95-454), the
Executive Resources Board of the
Department of State has appointed the
following additional persons to the State
Department Performance Review Board

Adam Herbert, Dean, School of Public
Affairs, Service, Florida International
University

Nancy H. Ely, Assistant Legal Adviser,
Office of the Legal Adviser

William H. Marsh, Senior Foreign
Service Officer, Bureau of Near
Eastern and South Asian Affairs

Michael G. Matheson, Assistant Legal
Adviser, Office of the Legal Adviser
Dated: September 8, 1963

Joan M. Clark

Director General of the Foreign Service and

Direcior of Personnel.,

{FR Doc. £3-25011 Filed 9-21-53 845 azi)

BILLING CODE 4710-15-M

[Public Notice CM-8/664]

Study Group D of the U.S. Organization
for the International Telegraph and

Telephone Consultative Committee
(CCITT); Meeting

The Department of State snnounces
that Study Group D of the U.S.
Organization for the International
Telegraph and Telephone Consultative
Committee (CCITT) will meet on
October 14, 1983 at 9:00 a.m. at the
Sunnyvale-Sheraton Hotel, Mathilda
Avenue, Sunnyvale, California. This
Study Group deals with matters in
telecommunication relating to the
development of international digital
data transmission.

The agenda for the meeting will
include the following:

1. Report of the Modem Working
Party.

2. Consideration of contributions for
meetings of Working Parties of CCITT
Study Group XVII, October 2-11,
Vienna, Austria,

3. Any other business.

Members of the general public may
attend the meeting and join in the
discussion subject to the instructions of
the Chairman. Requests for further
information may be directed to Mr. Earl
Barbely, State Department, telephone
202 632-3405 or Mr. T. de Haas,
Chairman of U.S. Study Group D,
Department of Commerce, Boulder,
Colorado, telephone 303 497-3728.

Dakota; Uranium Miil Decommissioning

AGENCY: Tennessee Valley Authority
(TVA).

ACTION: Record of Decision for the
Edgemont uranium mill
decommissioning (Edgemont, South
Dakota).

SUMMARY: In accordance with TVA
procedures implementing the National
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA),
Federal Register (1983), and consistent
with 40 CFR 1506.3 (1982), TVA adopted
the final environmental (impact)
statement related to decommissioning of
the Edgemont (South Dakota) uranium
mill on March 16, 1883. The statement
was prepared by the Officer of Nuclear
Material Safety and Safeguards of the
Nuclear Regulatory Commission (NRC)
(NUREG-0848). Notice of the
availability of NUREG-0846 was
initially published in the Federal
Register on October 14, 1982 (47 FR
46001 (1982)). TVA hes determined that
NUREG-0846 adequately assesses the
decommissioning of the Edgemont mill
and that the adopted statement is still
generally available to the public.

TVA will implement the perferred
alternative identified in NRC's "Finz]
Environmental Statement Related to the
Decommissioning of the Edgemont
Uranium Mill." TVA has decided to:

1. Decommission the inactive mill
including building removal and
decontamination.

2. Conduct the decommissioning
operation using a disposal site remote to
the mill and city of Edgemont.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Write Dr, Mchamed T. El-Ashry,
Director of Environmental Quality,
Tennessee Valley Authority, Knoxville,
Tennessee 37902, or call TVA's Citizen
Action Office toll free: 1-800-362-8250
(in Tennessee) or 1-800-251-9242 (in
Alabama, Georgia, Kentucky,
Mississippi, North Carolina, Virginia,
Missouri;, and Arkansas).

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: TVA
purchased an existing uranium mill in
Edgemont, South Dakota, together with
mineral rights in the surrounding area on
August 16, 1974 as one of its activities to
ensure an adequate supply of uranium.
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At the time of purchase, the mill was
licensed and inoperative. Based on
extensive engineering, economic, and
environmental evaluation, TVA decided
against renovation and operation of the
mill and praceeded to consider its
decommissioning. TVA will utilize a site
remote to the mill and the city of
Edgemont for tailings disposal.

Approximately 2.1 10 *MT (2.3 10 *
tons) of tailings were produced at the
Edgemont mill from 1956 to 1972. These
tailings, contaminated soil, certain
building equipment, and debris will be
removed from the Edgemont mill site to
the proposed disposal site
approximately 3.2 km (2 miles) to the
southeast,

Al the disposal site, a diversion
system will be constructed to divert
uncontaminated offsite runoff around
the disposal area during operations, an
impoundmen dike will be constructed
across the lower end of the sile, and the
disposal area will be excavated into
shale to provide sufficient volume to
contain the contaminated material.

Tailings, structures and equipment
destined for burial, and any other
contaminated materials wiil be removed
from the mill site by trucks over a
specially constructed haul road.

Reclamation of the disposal site will
involve covering the contaminated
material with overburden, a clay cap,
and topsoil. It is expected that all
borrow material required for
reclamation of the mill site will be
obtained from the disposal site.
However, nearby land has been secured
by TVA to serve as an additional
potential borrow area if needed. The
mill site will be recontoured, covered
with topsoil, and revegetated.

Notice of the availability of the NRC's
final environmental (impact) statement
was published in the Federal Register on
October 14, 1982 (47 FR 46001 {1982)).
The notice of TVA's adoption was made
available to the public and sent to the
* Environmental Protection Agency (EPA)
on March 186, 1983 (48 FR 14037 (1983)).

The following alternatives to the
proposed action were considered by
TVA in reaching its decision:

1. No action.

2. Alternative methods of tailings
disposal.

3. Alternative tailings disposal sites.

4. Alternative disposal impoundment
designs.

.5. Alternative seepage control
measures.

6. Material transportation
alternatives.

7. Mill site decommissioning
alternatives.

These alternatives were evaluated in
the environmental (impact) statement,

and the environmentally preferable
alternative was ldentiﬁetf as TVA's
preferred alternative, i. e.,
decommissioning and offsite disposal.
While TVA does not necessarily
subscribe to every judgment rationale,
or methodology used by NRC, TVA
sgrees with the key conclusions
presented in the analysis of alternatives.

The project involves major land
disturbance on 207 ha (514 acres), plus
tha potential removal of about 17 ha (41
acres) of ponderosa pine and surface
soil (east of the mill site}, which has
been affected by windblown tailings. All
disturbed areas will be reclaimed and
revegetated. The tailings disposal site
will be in the control of the State or
Federal government to assure that future
land use will be consistent with the
health and safety of the public.

TVA will conduct specific radiological
and nonradiological environmental
monitoring for air quality, soils, land
use, surface and groundwater quality,
and biota. Mitigation measures aimed at
reducing radiological exposures, fugitive
dust emissions, and surface and
groundwater quality impacts will be
established.

These together with the NRC's
licensee conditions will ensure that the
project will be subject to continuing
regulatory review and will be conducted
in an environmentally acceptable
manner.

W. F. Willis,

Generol Manoger, Tennessee Valley
Authority,

[FR Doc. £3-25691 Filed 0-23-&% &:45 am)]
BILLING COOE 8120-01-M

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Federal Aviation Administration
[Docket No. 23634}

Regulatory Negotiation Advisory
Committee; Meeting

Pursuant to section 10(a)(2) of the
Federal Advisory Committee Act (Pub.
L. 92-463; 5 U.S.C,, App. I), notice is
hereby given of a meeting of the
Regulatory Negotiation Advisory
Committee for flight and duty time
rulemaking to be held September 26-27,
1983, at the Shoreham Hotel, 2500
Calvert Street, NW., Washington, D.C.,
commencing at 9:00 a.m.

The agenaa for the meeting is as
follows: A continuation of the
Committee's review of present flight
time, duty time, and rest requirements
for flight crewmembers utilized by air
carriers and the development of a report
including a recommended rulemaking
proposal.

Every attempt was made to publish
notice of this meeting at least 15 days
prior to the scheduled meeting date,
however, timely notice was impossible
because the site of the meeting was not
established until September 186, 1983,

Attendance is open to the interested
public, but limited to space available,
With the approval of the Chairperson,
members of the public may present oral
statements at the meeting. Persons
wishing to present statements or obtain
information should contact Mr. William
] Sullivan, Executive Secretary,
Regulatory Negotiation Advisory
Committee, Office of Aviation Safety,
ASF-400, 800 Independence Avenue,
SW., Washington, D.C. 20591, telephone
202-426-7815.

William J. Sullivan,

Execotive Secretary, United Stales
Regulatory Negotiation Advisory Committee.
[FR Doc. 83-25808% Filed 9-21-85; 845 am)

BILLING CODE 4910-13-M

Federal Highway Administration

Environmental impact Statement;
Cariton and St. Louis Counties,
Minnesota

AGENCY: Federal Highway
Administration (FHWA), DOT.

AcTion: Notice of Intent.

SUMMARY: The FHWA is issuing this
notice to advise the public that an
environmental impact statement will be
prepared for a proposed highway project
in Carlton and St. Louis Counties,
Minnesota.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Ronald Lacy, District Engineer, Federal
Highway Adminisiration, Suite 490
Metro Square Building, St. Paul,
Minnesota 55101, Telephone: (612) 725-
5053; or Paul LaTour, Project Manager,
Minnesota Department of
Transportation, 1123 Mesaba Ave.,
Duluth, Minnesota 55811, Telephone:
{218) 7234846,

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
FHWA in cooperation with the
Minnesota Department of
Transportation intends to prepare a
draft Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS) for & proposed highway
construction project in Carlton and St.
Louis counties. The proposed project
would consist of the construction of a
four-lane expressway along Trunk
Highway (T.H.) 33 between Interstate 35
in Cloquet, Minnesota and T.H. 53 at
Independence, Minnesota, a distance of
19.7 miles. This project would involve a
crossing of the St. Louis River.
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Alternatives being considered at this
time include constructing a companion
pair of lanes to the existing two-lane
facility, a four-lane roadway on new
alignment, two bypass alternatives
around the city of Cloquet on new
alignment and though-town alternate on
existing alignment. Several of these
alternatives may be dropped from
consideration or others added, as a
result of the scoping process. A scoping
meeting will be held to receive agency
and public comment into the EIS
process, This project will be developed
using accelerated processing referred to
as the FAST program—to Facilitate
Acceleration through Special
Techniques.

Information has been sent to federal,
state and local agencies that may have
an interest in the project to inform them
of the proposed project, scoping
meeling, and to solicit their comments
and concerns. To ensure that the full
range of issues related to this project are
addressed and all significant issues
identified, comments and suggestions
are invited from all interested parties.
Comments or questions concerning this
proposed project and the EIS should be
directed to the FHWA at the address
provided above.

Issued on: September 15, 1983,
Roger Borg,
Division Administrator.
[FR Doc. 83-25624 Filed 8-21-8% 845 «m]
BILLING CODE 4910-22-M

Maritime Administration
[Docket No. S-743)

Acturus Shipping Inc.; Application for
Permission under Section 506 of the
Merchant Marine Act, 193€, as
amended for the “Williamsburgh™ to
operate in the Alaskan oil trade

Notice is hereby given that Acturus
Shipping, Inc. (Acturus), by letter dated
September 16, 1983, has applied for
wrilten permission under section 506 of
the Merchant Marine Act, 1938, as
amended (Act), for its vessel,
Williamsburgh, to operate in the
Alaskan oil trade for six months. The
22,000 deadweight ton Williamsburgh.
which was built with construction-
differential subsidy, would carry crude
oil from Valdez, Alaska, to Panama for
transshipment for oncarriage only to a
U.S, port. Acturus states that suitable
Jones Act vessels of competitors will not
be available for the carriage of this
cargo.

The Williamsburgh would operate
under sub-time charter from American
Petrofina, Incorporated to SPC Shipping,
Inc., a subsidiary of Standard Oil

Company of Ghio. First loading of the
vessel at Valdez.would commence
between November 15 and December 10,
1983.

Interested parties may inspect the
application in the Office of the
Secretary, Maritime Administration,
Room 7300A, Nassif Building, 400
Seventh Street, SW., Washington, D.C.
20590.

Any person, firm, or corporation who
is a “competitor,” as defined in § 250.2
of the regulations as set forth in 46 CFR
Part 250 published in the Federal
Register issue of June 29, 1977 (42 FR
33035), and desires to protest such
application for carriage of oil in the
domestic trade from Alaska to Panama
should submit such protest in writing, in
triplicate, to the Secretary, Maritime
Administration, Washington, D.C. 20590,

Any person, firm or corporation who
desires to protest such application for
carriage of oil in the domestic trade from
Alaska directly to the U.8. Gulf should
submit such protest in writing, in
triplicate, to the Secretary, Maritime
Administration, Washington, D.C. 20560.

Protests must be received within five

working days after the date of
publication of this Notice in the Federal
Register. If a protest is received, the
applicant will be advised of such protest
by telephone or telegram and will be
allowed three working days to respond
in @ manner acceptable to the Maritime
Administrator. Within five working days
after the due date for the applicant’s
response, the Maritime Administrator
will advise the applicant, as well as
those submitting protests, of the action
taken, with a concise written
explanation of such action. If no protest
is received concerning the application,
the Maritime Administrator will take
such action as may be deemed
appropriate.
(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance
Program No. 20.800 Construction-Differential
Subsidy (CDS)).

By Order of the Maritime Administrator.

Dated: September 18, 1983,

Georgia P. Stamas,

Secretary.

[FR Doc. 83-25000 Filed 9-21-8% £:48 am)
BILLING CODE 4910-01-M

DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY

Performance Review Board

AGENCY: Department of the Treasury.

ACTION: Notice of Change in
Membership of a Senior Executive
Service Performance Review Board.

SUMMARY: This notice announces the
revised membership of the Departmental
PRB, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 4314(c)(4), the
Civil Service Reform Act of 1978. The
purpose of the Board is to review
performance appraisals, ratings,
recommendations for performance
awards (also SES incentive awards and
Presidential Ranks if requested), and
other appropriate personnel actions for
incumbents of non-delegated SES
positions. These positions include SES
bureau heads, deputy bureau heads,
bureau chief inspectors, Associate
Commissioners of the Internal Revenue
Service, and certain other positions. The
Board makes recommendations to the
Secretary or his designee as Appointing
Authority. In addition, the Board will
perform PRB functions for other top
bureau positions if requested. Three
members constitute a quorum, at least
two of whom must be career appointees.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Paul T. Weiss, Acting Director of
Personnel, Room 2426, 1500
Pennsylvania Avenue NW., Washington,
D.C. 20220; telephone 566-2701.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
revised membership of the Departmental
PRB is as follows:

Cora P. Beebe, Assistant Secretary
{Administration)

Paul K. Trause, Inspector General

Carole |. Dineen, Fiscal Assistant
Secretary

Gerald Murphy, Deputy Fiscal Assistant
Secretary

Roscoe L. Egger, Jr., Commissioner,
Internal Revenue Service

Robert J. Leuver, Director, Bureau of
Engraving and Printing

Richard L. Gregg, Deputy Commissioner,
Bureau of the Public Debt

John A. Kilcoyne, Assistant Fiscal
Assistant Secretary (Banking)

John P. Simpson, Director, Office of
Regulations and Rulings, U.S. Customs
Service

David E. Pickford, Executive Secretary,
Office of the Executive Secretary

James 1. Owen, Deputy Commissioner,
IRS

Michael F. Hill, Director, Office of
Revenue Sharing

William H. Russell, Comptroller, U.S.
Customs Service

Diane Herrmann, Director, Office of
Equal Opportunity Program

George N, Carlson, Deputy Director,
International Taxation Division.
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This notice does not meet the
Department's criteria for significant
regulations,

Cora P. Beebe,

Assistant Secretary (Administration),
[FR Doc. 63-25008 Filad 0-21-85; 245 asn)|
BILLING CODE 4810-25-M

Public Information Collection
Requirements Submitted to OMB for
Review

On September 16, 1983 the
Department of Treasury submitted the
following public information collection
requirement(s) to OMB (listed by
submitting bureaus), for review and

clearance under the Paperwork
Reduction Act of 1680, Pub, L. 96-511,
Copies of these submissions may be
obtained from the Treasury Department
Clearance Officer, by calling (202) 634~
2179. Comments regarding these
information collections should be
addressed to the OMB reviewer listed at
the end of each bureau's listing and to
the Treasury Department Clearance
Officer, Room 309, 1625 "I" Street, NW.,
Washington, D.C. 20220.

Internal Revenus Service

OMB Number: 1545-0108
Form Number: 5227
Type of Review: Existing Regulations

Title: Split-Interest Trust Information
Return L

OMB Number: 1545-0013

Form Number; 56

Type of Review: Existing Regulations

Title: Notice Concerning Fiduciary
Relationship

OMB Reviewer: Norman Frumkin (202)
395-6880, Office of Management and
Budget, Room 3208, New Executive
Office Building. Washington, D.C,
20503,

Rita A. DeNagy,

Departmental Reports Management Office.

September 16, 1983,

[FR Doc. 25890 Filed B-23-8% #:48 um)

BILLING CODE 4810-25-M
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

PREVIOUSLY ANNOUNCED DATE AND TIME:
Thursday, September 22, 1983, 10 a.m.
CHANGE IN MEETING: The open meeting
scheduled for this date has been
cancelled.

DATE AND TIME: Thursday, September 29,
1983, at 10 a.m.

PLACE: 1325 K Street NW., Washington,
D.C. (fifth floor).

sTATUS: This meeting will be open to the

public,

MATTERS TO BE CONSIDERED:

Setting of dates of future meetings

Correction and approval of minutes

Fligibility report for candidates to receive
Presidential Primary Matching Funds

Administrative terminations

1984 Management plan

Routine administrative matters

» » - »
DATE AND TIME: Thursday, September 29,
1983 immediately following close of
open session.

rt.ecz: 1325 K Street NW., Washington,
).C,

STATUS: This meeting will be closed to
the public. 2

ITEMS TO BE DISCUSSED: Compliance.
Litigation. Audits. Personnel.

PERSON TO CONTACT FOR INFORMATION:
Mr. Fred Eiland, Information Officer,
telephone: 202-523-4065.

Marjorie W. Emmons,

secretary of the Commission,

5130783 Filed 9-20-8% 323 pe)

DULLING CODE 8715-01-M

2

FEDERAL RESERVE SYSTEM
Board of Governors

TIME AND DATE: 10 a.m., Wednesday,
September 28, 1983.

PLACE: Marriner S. Eccles, Federal
Reserve Board Building, C Street
entrance between 20th and 21st Streets
NW., Washington, D.C. 20551.

STATUS: Open.

MATTERS TO BE CONSIDERED: Summary
Agenda: Because of its routine nature,
no substantive discussion of the
following item is anticipated. This
matter will be voted on without
discussion unless a member of the Board
requests that the item be moved to the
discussion agenda.

1. Technical changes to Regulation Q
{Interest on Deposits) to conform with actions
taken by the Depository Institutions
Deregulation Committee,

Discussion Agenda:

2. Consideration under Regulation D
(Reserve Requirements of Depository
Institutions) of the reserve ratio for
nonpersonsl time deposits and the minimum
maturity or required notice period for all time
deposits, in light of actions of the Depository
institutions Deregulation Committee effective
October 1, 1983,

8. Any items carried forward from a
previously announced meeting.

Note~This meeting will be recorded for
the benefit of those unable to attend.
Cassettes will be available for listening in the
Board's Freedom of Information Office, and
copies may be ordered for $5 per cassette by
calling (202) 452-3684 or by writing to:
Freedom of Information Office, Board of
Govemors of the Federal Reserve System,
Washington, D.C, 20551.

CONTACT PERSON FOR MORE

INFORMATION: Mr. Joseph R. Coyne,

Assistant to the Board (202) 452-3204.
Dated: September 20, 1083,

James McAlee,

Associate Secretary of the Board,

[S-1335-83 Piled 9-20-83; 242 pm)
BILLING CODE 6210-01-M

3

FEDEARAL RESERVE SYSTEM

Board of Covernors

TIME AND DATE: Approximately 10:30
a.m., Wednesday, September 28, 1983,
following a recess at the conclusion of
the open meeting.

PLACE: 20th Street and Constitution
Avenue N.W,, Washington, D.C. 20551.

STATUS: Closed.
MATTERS TO BE CONSIDERED:

1. Personne! actions (appointments,
promotions, assignments, reassignments, and
salary actions) involving individual Federal
Reserve System employees.

2. Any items carried forward from a
previously announced meeting.

CONTACT PERSON FOR MORE

INFORMATION: Mr, Joseph R. Coyne,

Assistant to the Board (202) 452-3204.
Dated: September 20, 1983.

James McAfee,

Associate Secretary of the Board.

[S~1336-83 Filed 9-20-83; 252 pm]

BILLING CODE 6210-01-M

4

NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSICON

DATE: Week of September 19, 1983
(Revised).

PLACE: Commissioners' Conference
Room, 1717 H Street NW., Washington,
D.C.

sTATUS: Open and closed.

MATTERS TO BE DISCUSSED: Wednesday,
September 21:

9:30 a.m.:

Motion to Quash Subpoenas, TMI—
Hartman (Closed—Exemptions 5 and 7)
{New Item)

10:00 a.m.:

Discussion of Management-Organization
and Internal Personnel Matters [Closed—
Exemptions 2 and 6) (As Announced)

2:00 p.m.;

Discussion of Public Comments on Waste
Confidence Decision and Proposed
Revisions to Parts 50 and 51 (Public
Meeting) (As Announced)

3:30 p.m.:

Affirmation/Discussion and Vote (Public
Meeting) (Date Change) (Items Revised):

a. Final Rule: 10 CFR 50—Fitness for Duty
of NPP Personnel (Posiponed)

b. Final Rule on Temporary Operating
Licensing Authority

¢. Washington Legal Foundation's Motion
to Disqualify Commissioner Gilinsky

Friday, September 23:
3:00 p.m.
Discussion of Management-Organization

and Internal Personnel Matters (Closed—
Exemptions 2 and 8) (As Announced)

AUTOMATIC TELEPHONE ANSWERING
SERVICE FOR SCHEDULE UPDATE: (202)
634-1498. Those planning to attend a,
meeting should reverify the status on the
day of the meeting.

CONTACT PERSON FOR MORE
INFORMATION: Walter Magee (202) 634-
1410.
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September 16, 1983,
Walter Magee,

Office of the Secretary.
[S-1234-83 Filed 0-16-82 500 pm|
BILLING CODE 7590-01-M

5
TENNESSEE VALLEY AUTHORITY
[Meeting No. 1318]

TIME AND DATE: 9:00 a.m. (e.d.L.),
Tuesday, September 27, 1983,

PLACE: TVA West Tower Auditorium,
400 West Summit Hill Drive, Knoxville,
Tennessee.

STATUS: Open.
AGENDA ITEM: Approval of minutes of
meetings held on September 7, 1983.

B—Purchase Awards

B1. Cooperative Marketing Agreement No,
V2-CMA001—Blanket bill of sale and
agreement with General Electric Trading
Company (CETC) covering the sale of
surplus material and equipment to GETC.

B2. Amendment to contract 75P66-8598 with
Kerr-McGee Nuclear Corporation
covering UsOy to UFs conversion services
for power system requirements,

B3. Requisition 72—Barge services for coal
transportation to Gallatin and Allen
steam plants,

C—Power Items

*C1. Renewal of power contract with
Sevierville, Tennessee,

C2. Amendment to letter agreement between
Kentucky Utilities Company (KU) and
TVA covering delay of the Pineville 500-
kV Interconnection between the systems
of TVA and KU.

C3. Letter agreement with East Kentucky
Power Cooperative providing for TVA to
wheel up to 100 MW across TVA's
system.

C4. Letter agreement with Southern Illinois
Power Cooperative providing for TVA to
whesl up to 150 MW across TVA's
system.

C5. Extension of avallability of experimental
price schedule and experimental
cogeneration program options under the
dispersed power production program.

D—Personnel Items

D1. Recommendations on rate of pay and
certain monetary fringe benefits for
salary policy employees in represented
positions resulting from the thirty-second
(1883) annual salary negotiations; and for
certain other employees.

D2. Renewal of consulting contract with
Robert E. Jansen, Mead, Washington, for
consultation on the design and
construction of major hydro projects,
requested by the Office of Engineering
Design and Construction,

*D3, Personal services contract with CLS
Consultants and Designers, New York,
New York, for engineering support
services, requested by the Office of
Engineering Design and Construction,

D4. Personal services contract with P-D
Auctioneers International, Inc., Dallas,

Texas for auction services, requested by
the Division of Purchasing.

E—Real Property Transactions

E1. Grant of permanent easement to the
Tennessee Valley Public Power
Association for the construction of an
office building located in Hamilton
County, Tennessee—Tract No, XTCOFC-
2E

E2. Proposed abandonment of a portion of
TVA’s Banner Elk-Newland transmission
line right of way in Avery County, North
Carolina,

E3. Proposed abandonment of & portion of
TVA's Columbia-South Nashville
transmission line right of way in
Davidson County, Tennessee—Tract No.
CNR-1,

E4. Proposed abandonment of certain
easement rights affecting approximately
0.13 acre of TVA's Fort Loudoun
Reservoir land located in Knox County,
Tennessee—Tract No. PL-870F.

E5. Grant of 30-year easement to the City of
Lafollette, Tennessee, for construction,
operation, and maintenance of public
recreational facilities affecting
approximately 22.9 acres of Norris
Reservoir Land located in Campbell
County, Tennessee—Tract No. XTNR-
B9E.

EB. Grant of permanent easement to Thereas
Y. Cox for a road, affecting a 0.30-acre
parcel {Tract No. X8H-18B) in exchange
for release and abandonment of existing
access rights over an 0.83-acre parcel
(Tract No. SH-43): both located on South
Holaton Reservoir land in Sullivan
County, Tennessee.

E7. Proposed sdjustments in land interests
previously conveyed to Nickajack Port
Authority for development of an
industrial park and public use terminal,
effecting Nickajaok Reservoir Land in
Marion County, Tennessee—Tract Nos.
XNJR-18, XNJR-17, and ITNJR-18E.

F—Unclassified

F1. Revised TVA policy code relating to
water quality management.

F2. Short-term borrowing from the Treasury.

F3. Payments to States and counties in lieu of
taxes for fiscal year ending September
30, 1983, as provided under Section 13 of
the TVA Act, as amended.

F4. Authority to write off uncollectible
accounts receivable.

F5, Contribution rate to the TVA Retirement
System for fiscal year 1984. ’

F6, Proposed arrangements for financing of
Chattanooga Office of Power building.

F7. Cooperative agreement between TVA and
the Land Between The Lakes Association
covering arrangements for cooperation in
the expansion of opportunities for direct
public involvement in the conservation,
education, and recreation work of Land
Between The Lakes.

F8. Proposed contract with Stearns Roger
Services, Inc., for architect/engineer
services for the north Alabama coal-to-
methanol project,

Fo. Contract No. TV-82343A between Local
Initiatives Support Corporation and TVA
to promote the economic development of

the Beale Street Historical Area in
Memphis, Tennessee.

None.—The meeting will recess after
completion of Item 7-9 and reconvene at 1
p.m. for completion of agenda,

F10. Fiscal Year 1084 Capital Budge! for the
Power Program comprising expenditures
for ongoing and new projects during the
fiscal year and the estimated total
project cost for those projects.

a. Major Generaling Projects.

(1) Sequoyah Nuclear Plant: The
construction phase of the plant will be
officially complete before the end of the
current fiscal year.

(2) Watta Bar Nuclear Plant: Continuation
of construction.

(3) Bellefonte Nuclear Plant: Continuation
of construction.

{4) Harteville Nuclear Plant A:
Expenditures during deferral period,

(5) Yellow Creek Nuclear Plant:
Expenditures during deferral period.

b, Plant additions and improvements for fossil

and hydroelectric plants.

Ongoing Projects

(1) Bull Run Steam Plant: (a) Complete the
coal Ignition system and (b) construct
ash disposal area.

{2) Colbert Steam Plant: (a) Rehabilitate
and modify boiler turbine and {(b)
complete conversion of unit 5 to
balanced draft.

{3) Cumberland Steam Plant: {a) Boiler
bypass system, (b) complete unit 1-2
precipitators, and (c) replace feedwator
heaters.

(4) Johnsonville Steam Plant: Work on
stacks, ducts, and structural steel
required in conversion to new
precipitators.

-{5) Paradise Steam Plant: {a) Coal-receiving
facility, (b) complete unit 3 precipitator,
{c) unit 1-2 scrubber, (d) coal-washing
facility, (e) replace generator stator
winding, (f) replace cyclone furnace-unit
1, (g) replace cyclone furnace-unit 2, (h)
cyclone furnace replacements-unit 3, (i)
replace inner cylinder, (j) install boiler
superheater, and (k) blades and
accessories.,

(6) Shawnee Steam Plant: Completion of
the baghouse filter,

(7) Widows Creek Steam Plant: (8) Unit 7
scrubber and (b) sludge removal system.

(8) Blue Ridge Hydro Plant: Increase of
spillway capacity,

(9) No. 2 Hydro Plant: Completion of
the rehabilitation of the plant.

(10) Wilson Hydro Plant: Replace the
governors on units 8-18.

New Authorizations

{11) Bull Run Steam Plant: Removal of
original precipitators and installation of
new ductwork.

{12} Cumberland Steam Plant: (a) Replace
high-pressure feedwater heaters-unit |,
(b) emergency reclaim facility, and (c)
replacement of hot and hot intermediate
air preheater baskets.

{13) Gallatin Steam Plant: Replace unit 2
reheater outlet pendant assemblies.

(14) John Sevier Steam Plant: replace botler
tubes,
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(15) Paradise Steam Plant: (a) acquire
heavy equipment for dry stacking
disposal, (b} installation of automatic
condenser tube cleaning system-units 1
and 2, (¢) replace combustion and steam
temperature controls and related
instrumentation, and (d) replace cyclones
and lower furnace tubes-units 1-3,

(18) Shawnea Steam Plant: (a) Construct
dredge settling pond and (b) replace four
obsolete tractor scra 5

(17) Widows Creek Steam Plant: Raise ash
pond dike.

(18} Pickwick Hydro Plant: Turbine
modernization and unit rehabilitation.

(19) Wilson Hydro Plant: (a) Replace
generator breakers-units 1-18, (b) replace
generator lead cable-units 9-12, and (c)
replace rubber-insulated control cables-
units 8-18.

. Plant Additions and Improvemants for
Nuclear Plants. Various projects at Browne
Ferry, Sequoyah, and Watts Bar and the
following.

Ongoing Projects
(1) Browne Ferry Nuclear Plant: (a)

Postaccident sampling facility, (b)
volume reduction and low-level
radwaste facility, (c) interim office and
shop building. (d) medifications for long
term torue integrity program, (&) install
generator breakers and replace three unit
station service transformers, (f) replace
generating unit process computers, (g)
modifications to complete the plant, and
{h) inatall promp! notification system.

New Authorizations

(2) Browne Ferry Nuclear Plant: (a)
Environmental qualification of safety-
related equipment, (b) replace specified
switches with analog transmitter/trip
unit system, (c) installation of preaction
sprinkler system, (d) additional office
building, () modify scram discharge
system, (1) appendix E electrical
modifications, (g) technical support
center, and (h) turbine modification.

(3) Sequoyah Nuclear Plant: {a) Provide
design for lechnical support center—
covers design only, (b) addition of a
postaccident sampling facility, (c)
addition of a reactor vessel level
instrumentation system, (d) install filter
cartridge analyzers for iodine radiation
monitoring, (e) replace nonqualified plant
electrical/instrumentation equipment, (f)
modifications to secondary systems for
sleam generator preservation, (g) replace
copper alloy tubing in feedwater heaters
and main feed pump condensers, (h)
condensate demineralizer systems, (i)
install fifth battery bank, (j) security
power block and watch towers, (k)
postaccident monitoring instrumentation,
(1) emergency raw cooling water (EECW)
changeout, {m) liquid and dry active
waste (DAW) radwaste processing, (n)

convert elevation 680 power stores area
into hot tool and machine shop activity
area, (o] install an additional makeup
waler treatment plant, and (p) office
building and power stores.
d. Other Additions and Improvements.
Ongoing Project
(1) Chattanooga Office Complex.
. System Facilities. Numerous
Small Projects and the Following.
Ongoing Projects

(1) 500-kV Transmission projects: (a)
construct Murphy Bill, Alabama, 500-kV
substation, (b) new 500-kV substation,
Union, Mississippl, (c) new
interconnection, Appalachian Power
Company, (d) transmission line
connections, Phipps Bend, (e) add
sychronism check relaying scheme, all
TVA terminals, and (f) connections for
Plant A, Hartsville.

{2) 161-kV Transmission Profects: {a)
construct substation, Shell Oil Company
pumping station, Langsford, Mississippi,
(b) strengthen the system, Winchester-
Tullahoma-Wartrace area, (¢) rebuild for
161-kV: Franklin-Portland and Gallatin-
Portland, and (d) new substation,
Fomoca, Tennessee.

New Authorizations .

{3) Maury, Tennessee, 500-XV substation.

{4) Install tertiary reactors at various 500-
kV substations.

{5) Uprate various 500-kV transmission
lines for 100°C operation.

(8) Increase capacity, Albertsville,
Alabama, 161-kV substation,

(7) Uprate various 161-kV transmission
lines for 100°C operation

{8) Install 161-kV capacitors, East Bowling
Green, Kentucky, 181-kV substation,

{9) Convert Savannah, Tennessee, 46-kV
substation to 161-kV,

(10) Install 161-kV power circuit breaker to
establish 161-kV interconnection with Big
Rivers Electric Corporation (BREC) at
Shawnee Steam Plant.

f. General Service Facilities. Various
requirements of less than $1 million each
a fiscal year 1884 budget of $8.1
million the following.
Ongoing Projects

(1) Office facilities and equipment:
Improveimnents to the Administrative
Telecommunications System.

New Authorization

(2) Computing facilities and equipment: (a)
word processing and (b) minicomputers.

{3] Transportation facilities and equipment;
Vehicles.

8. Miscellaneous Power Facilities. A variety
of small projects and the following.
New Authorization

(1) Muscle Shoals Power Service Shops:
Shop Building No. 4.

h. Other Capital Requirements.
Ongoing Programs

(1) Acquisition of Fuel Reserves: (a)
Edgemont decommissioning and {b) other
activities related to fuel reserves.

(2) Energy Conservation Programs,

(3) Loan Program Advances.

(4) Other Deferred Charges.

(5) Change in Power Inventories.

(8) Sinking Fund Requirement.

{7) Expense on Canceled Nuclear Units.

F11. Fiscal Year 1984 Capital Bodget
Financed from Appropriations
Establishing the Allocation of Funds for
the Fiscal Year's Capital Activities
Financed From Regular Appropriations.

a. New lock at Pickwick Landing Dam—

Ongoing Project.

b. Columbia Dam and Reservoir—Ongoing

Project.
c. Additions and Improvements—Ongoing
Projects.
d. Recreation Facilitics—Ongoing Projects.
e. Land Between The Lakes Facilities—
Ongoing Projects.
f. Local Fleod Facilities—Ongoing Projects.
g Chemical Facilities.
Ongoing Projects.
(1) Railroad Tank Car Replacements.
(2} UAN/UAS Suspension Unit.
{3) Dust Removal System for Granular
Combination Fertilizer Unit (GCFU).
(4) Other Chemical Facilities.
New Authorizations.
(5) Optimize Ammonla Plant,
(6) Fluid Fertilizer Storage.
(7) Energy-efficient Fertilizer Process.
h. Ammonia from Coal Facility—Ongoing
Project.
i. North Alabama Coal-to-Methanol Project—
Onging Project.
j. General Facillties—Ongoing Project.
F12. Fiscal year 1984 operating budget
financed from power revenues.
F13. Fiscal year 1984 operating budget
financed from regular appropriations.
F14. Fiscal year 1984 operating budget
financed from manpower proceeds.

*Items approved by individual Board

members. This would give formal ratification
to the Board's action.

CONTACT PERSON FOR MORE
INFORMATION: Craven H. Crowell, Jr.,
Director of Information, or a member of
his staff can respond to requests for
information about this meeting. Call
(615) 632-8000, Knoxville, Tennessee.
Information is also available at TVA's
Washington Office (202) 245-0101.

Dated: September 20, 1983.

[5-1338-53 Filed 0-20-&3; 4900 pm|
BILLING CODE 8120-01-M
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DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE

GENERAL SERVICES
ADMINISTRATION

. NATIONAL AERONAUTICS AND
SPACE ADMINISTRATION

48CFRCh. 1

Establishing the Federal Acquisition
Regulation

Correction

In FR Doc. 83-25334 beginning on page
42102 in the issue of Monday, September
19, 1983 (Book 2), page 42482 was
omitted and a duplicate of page 42282
was printed in its place. The correct text
of page 42482 appears on the following
page.

BILLING CODE 1505-01-M
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Sec.
52.247-27

52.247-28
52.247-29
52.247-30
52.247-31
52.247-32
52.247-33
52.247-34
52.247-35
52.247-38
52.247-37
52.247-38
52.247-39
52.247-40
52.247-41
5224742
52.247-43
5224744
5224745
52.247-46
52.24747
52.247-48

52.247-49
52.247-50

52.247-51
52.247-52

52.247-53
52.247-54

52.247-55
52.247-56
52.247.57
51.247-58
52.247-59
52.247-60
52.247-61

52.247-82
52.247-63

52.247-64

52.248-1
52.248-2

52.248-3
52.249-1

52.249-2

Contract Not Affected by Oral
Agreement.

Contractor's Invoices.

F.o.b. Origin.

F.0.b. Origin, Contractor's
Facility.

F.o.b. Origin, Freight Allowed.

F.0.b. Origin, Freight Prepaid.

F.0.b. Origin. with Differentials.

F.o.b. Destination.

F.0.b. Destination. within
Consignee's Premises.

F.a.s. Vessel, Port of Shipment

F.o.b. Vessel, Port of Shipment.

F.0.b. Inland Carrier, Point of
Exportation.

F.o.b. Inland Point, Country of
Importation.

Ex Dock, Pier, or Warehouse,
Port of Importation.

C.& [. Destination.

C.if Destination.

F.o.b. Designated Air Carrier's
Terminal, Point of Exportation.

F.o.b. Designated Air Carrier's
Terminal, Point of Importation,

F.o.b. Origin and/or F.o.b.
Destination Evaluation.

Shipping Point(s] Used in
Evaluation of F.o.b, Origin
Offers.

Evaluation—F.0.b. Origin.

F.0.b. Destination—Evidence of
Shipment.

Destination Unknown.

No Evaluation of Transportation
Costs,

Evaluation of Export Offers.

Clearance and Documentation
Requirements—Shipments to
DOD Air or Water Terminal
Transshipment Points.

Freight Classification Description.

Diversion of Shipment under
F.o.b. Destination Contracts.

F.0.b. Point for Delivery of
Government-Furnished
Property.

Transit Arrangements.

Transportation Transit Privilege
Credits.

Loading. Blocking, and Bracing of
Freight Car Shipments.

F.o.b. Origin—Carload and
Truckload Shipments.

Guaranteed Maximum Shipping
Weights and Dimensions.

F.o.b. Origin—Minimum Size of
Shipments.

Specific Quantitics Unknown.

Preference for U.S.-Flag Air
Carriers,

Preference for Privately Owned
U.S.-Flag Commercial Vessels.

Value Engineering.

Value Engineering Program—
Architect-Engineer.

Value Engineering—Construction.

Termination for Convenience of
the Government (Fixed-Price)
(Short Farm).

Termination for Convenience of
the Government (Fixed-Price).

Sec.

52.249-3  Termination for Convenience of
the Governmen! (Dismantling,
Demolition, or Removal of
Improvements).

522494  Termination for Convenience of
the Government (Services)
(Short Form).

52.248-5 Termination for Convenience of
the Government (Educational
and Other Nonprofit
Institutions).

52.249-6 Termination (Cost-
Reimbursement).

52.248-7 Termination (Fixed-Price
Architect-Engineer).

52.249-8 Default (Fixed-Price Supply and
Service).

5224689  Default (Fixed-Price Research
and Development).

5224810 Default (Fixed-Price
Construction).

5224911 Termination of Work
{Consclidated Facilities or
Facllities Acquisition).

52.248-12 Termination (Personal Services).

52.24913 Failure to Perform.

52.249-14 Excusable Delays.

52.250-1  Indemnification Under Public
Law 85-804.

522511  Government Supply Sources.

§2.251-2  Interagency Motor Pool Vehicles
and Related Services,

522521  Solicitation Provisions
Incorporated by Reference, .

52.252-2 Clauses Incorporated by
Reference.

52.252-3  Alterations in Solicitation.

52.252-4 Allerations in Contracl.

52,252-5 Authorized Deviations in
Provisions,

522528  Authorized Deviations in Clauses

SUBPART 52.3—PROVISION AND CLAUSE
MATRICES

52,300 Scope of subpart.

52.30 Fixed-price supply,

52,302 Cost-reimbursement supply.

52.303 Fixed-price research and
development.

52.304 Cost-reimbursement research and
development.

52.305 Fixed-price service.

52.306 Cost-reimbursement service.

52.307 Fixed-price construction.

52.308 Cost-reimbursement construction.

52,300 Time-and-material and labor-
hours,

52310 Leasing of motor vehicles.

52311 Reserved.

52312 Communication services,

52.313 Dismantling. demolition, or
removal of improvements.

52314 Architect-engineering.

52.315 Facilities,

52316 Reserved.,

52.317 Indefinite delivery.

52.318 Transportation,

52319 Small purchases.

52.320 Utility services.

52321 Small Business Administration-
&(a)

Authority: 40 U.S.C, 486{c): Chapter 137, 10

U.S.C.: and 42 US.C. 2453(c).

52.000 Scope of part.

This part (a) gives instructions for
using provisions and clauses in
solicitations and/or contracts, (b) sets
forth the solicitation provisions and
contract clauses prescribed by this
regulation, and (c) presents matrices
listing the FAR provisions and clauses
applicable to each principal contract
type and/or purpose (e.g., fixed-price
supply, cost-reimbursement research
and development).

SUBPART 52.1—INSTRUCTIONS FOR
USING PROVISIONS AND CLAUSES

52.100 Scope of subpart.

This subpart (a) gives instructions for
using Part 52, including the explanation
and use of provision and clause
numbers, prescriptions, prefaces, and
matrices; (b) prescribes procedures for
incorporating, identifying, and modifying
provisions and clauses in solicitations
and contracts, and for using alternates;
and (c) describes the derivation of FAR
provisions and clauses.

52.101 Using Part 52.

(a) Definitions. “Alternate" means a
substantive variation of a basic
provision or clause prescribed for use in
a defined circumstance. It 1) adds
wording to, (2) deletes wording from, or
(3) substitutes specified wording for a
portion of the basic provision or clause.
The alternate version of a provision or
clause is the basic provision or clause as
changed by the addition, deletion. or
substitution (see 52.105(a)).

“Contract clause” or "clause” means a
term or condition used in contracts or in
both solicitations and contracts, and
applying after contract award or both
before and after award.

“"Modification,” as used in this
subpart, means a minor change in the
details of a provision or clause thal is
specifically authorized by the FAR and
does not alter the substance of the
provision or clause (see 52.104).

"Saolicitation provision™ or “provision”
means a term or condition used only in
solicitations and applying only before
contract award.

“Substantially as follows" or
“substantially the same as,” when used
in the prescription and preface of a
provision or clause, means that
authorization is granted to prepare and
utilize a variation of that provision or
clause to accommodate requirements
that are peculiar to an individual
acquisition; provided, that the variation
includes the salient features of the FAR
provision or clause, and is not
inconsistent with the intent, principle,
and substance of the FAR provision or

Page 42482 of the Federal Regisfer of Monday, September 19, 1963
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DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
Office of the Secretary

49 CFR Part 71
[OST Docket No. 9; Amdt. 71-19)

Standard Time Zone Boundaries In the
State of Alaska; Relocation

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

SUMMARY: DOT is relocating the
boundaries between Pacific and Yukon
time, Yukon and Alaska-Hawaii time,
and Alaska-Hawaii and Bering time in
the State of Alaska in order to reduce
from four to two the number of time
zones in that State. The relocation
differs slightly from that originally
requested by the State—but now
supported by the State—in that it places
Nome and related areas of western
Alaska on the same time as Anchorage.
EFFECTIVE DATE: Sunday, October 30,
1983:

For relocation of the Pacific/Yukon
boundary: 2:00 a.m. PST;

For relocation of the Yukon/Alaska-
Hawaii boundary: 2:00 a.m. AHDT;

For relocation of the Yukon/Bering
boundary: 2:00 a.m. BDT.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Robert L. Rosg, Office of the General
Counsel, (202) 426-4723.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Background

Under the Standard Time Act of 1918,
as amended by the Uniform Time Act of
1966 (15 U.S.C. 260-64), the Secretary of
Transportation has authority to issue
regulations modifying the boundaries
between time zones in the United States
in order to move an area from one time
zone to another. The standard in the
statute for such decisions is “regard for
the convenience of commerce and the
existing junction points and division
points of common carriers engaged in
interstate or foreign commerce".

A formal request from the Guvernor
and Legisiature of the State of Alaska
wis submitted to the Secretary
requesting that the present four time
zones in Alaska be reduced to two
zones by moving the portion of the State
in the Pacific zone to the Yukon zone,
the portion in the Alaska-Hawaii zone
also to the Yukon zone, and the portion
in the Bering zone to the Alaska-Hawaii
zone. One effect of the proposal’s
implementation would have been to
reduce from two hours to zero the time
difference between Juneau, the State
Capital, and Anchorage, the State's most
populous city; and to reduce from three
hours to one the time difference

between Juneau and Nome. DOT
published a Notice of Proposed
Rulemaking on the State's request (June
30, 1983; 48 FR 30307) and provided a
period of sixty days—until August 29,
1963—for public comment. In addition,
public hearings were conducted in the
State from August 1 through 5, 1983,

For the reasons discussed below, DOT
is granting the State's request to reduce
the number of time zones from four to
two. In one important respect, however,
this decison differs from the original
request, and that relates to the
westernmost portion of the mainland of
Alaska (and its outlying islands). That
area—including Nome—is one hour
behind Anchorage and three hours
behind Juneau. The State's original
proposal would have continued this one-
hour difference with Anchorage while
reducing the difference with Juneau to
one hour, As more fully set forth below,
and as now supported by the State, this
decision removes the one hour
difference between Nome and
Anchorage, and reduces the difference
between Nome and Juneau to zero, by
including Nome in the Yukon time zone.
This means that the only part of the
State not to be included in Yukon time is
that portion of the Aleutian chain of
islands west of the Fox Islands
(approximately 169 degrees 30 minutes
west longitude). This area includes only
four small communities (Atka, Adak,
Shemya, and Attu); these currently
observe Bering time and will be moved
to Alaska-Hawaii time by this decision.

Factors in the decision

Commerce is the important
consideration in DOT’s decision
because that is the principal standard
established by the Congress. Commerce
in all its varied forms is at the heart of
why we have time zones, which were
established in North America by the
railroads one hundred years ago to
standardize their schedules and
facilitate the movement of passengers
and cargo. DOT construes the term
“commerce” to include the intimate
impact time has on individuals and
families, in addition to its impact on
businesses and other organizations;
however, commerce means movement—
of people, things, and ideas. Hence, we
examine transportation, communication,
travel, recreation, education, and all
other aspects of organized society in
judging time zone proposals. From these
perspectives, the evidence supports the
proposal.

In its request, the State set forth four
arguments in support of the requested
time change: (1) Alaska is the only State
that spans four time zones; (2) time
differences between communities in

Alaska create an artificial barrier that
impairs efforts to improve
communications among the widely
scattered population centers of this vast
State; (3) elimination of the time
differential between the State Capital
and the other centers of finance, trade,
and commerce in Alaska would bring
State government closer to all the people
of the State; and (4) the transfer of most
of Alaska to the Yukon Standard Time
Zone would place most Alaskans on an
identical time schedule that would avoid
inconvenience to the traveler, the
transportation industry, and other
commercial enterprises. As further
developed during the public comment
period and in the public hearings, these
and related considerations more
ﬁ}znerally divided into three categories:

ifestyle, economic development, and
governmental operation.

Governmental operation. 1t is clear
from the comments that the operation of
every level of government in Alaska will
be made more efficient and effective by
reducing the time differences among
regions of the State. Government plays a
larger role in the life of the people of
Alaska than perhaps it does in the lives
of any other group of Americans. First,
government at all levels employs over
50% of the workers in the State; second,
because of its size, its natural resources,
and its long history as a Federal
territory, the Federal government is the
major landowner in Alaska; third,
because of its sparse population, the
State provides local government
services in parts of the State, In this
regard, it is not surprising (especially
since the initiating request was
submitted by the State), that every State
agency and official (including former
Governors Jay Hammond and Walter
Hickel) providing comment supports the
proposal. What is noteworthy is that
every local government providing
comment does also. They emphasize the
wrequency of their contacts with State
agencies, particularly in Juneau, and the
difficulties in conducting necessary
public business with so much time
difference between Juneau and most of
the rest of the State. They strongly favor
being on the same time as Juneau.
Finally, the operations of major Federal
agencies in Alaska, including DOT's
own Coast Guard and Federal Aviation
Administration, will be enhanced by the
change, since these agencies have
operations and employees in many parts
of the State (mostly the area between
Anchorage and Fairbanks, known as the
“Railbelt" where the majority of the
State’s population resides), (In the case
of the Coast Guard, the District
Commander’s office is in Juneau, but
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more than 2,000 of his personnel are in
the Alaska-Hawaii zone (on Kodiak
Island)). In fact, every Federal agency
submitting an opinion supported the
State's proposal and no Federal agency
registered opposition toit.

This centrality of the State's role is
emphasized also by commercial
interests providing comment on the
proposal. State government plays a
more active role in economic
development in Alaska than in perhapa
any other State. In some respects, this is
a heritage from the days of territorial
status, when the Feders!l government
played such a central role in Alaskan
life and affairs; in others, it reflects a
judgment that, in a land of such
extremes of weather, size, and
population density, only government can
afford the types of investment required
for long-term economic development. In
a recent report of the attitudes of over
ninety Alaskans surveyed because of
their expertise in government,
education, industry, Native life, or
advocacy (“A Delphi Forecast of
Alaska's Development: The Year 2000 &
Beyond"—]June 1983), it was stated that
“State government has, and will have,
the largest role in Alaska's economic
development”, The roles most clearly
seen for the State government in
Alaska’s future were assuring cheap and
abundant electric power, determining
optimal land use, protecting the
environment, and providing
ransportation 1o resource sites,
Emphasis was also given to future
commercial relations between the State
and countries of Asia that are seen as
major markets for Alaskan natural
resources, and the role that State
government must play in arranging and
facilitating these relations. Not only
vould implementation of the proposal
bring Juneau in closer contact with these
Asian countries (particularly Japan and
South Korea), but it would also bring
State agencies in Juneau in closer
contact with major private enterprises in
Anchorage which seek to develop these
Asian markets,

The question of efficiency of State
operation is highlighted by the fact that
the State revenues—00% of which derive
from the petroleum indusiry—are
declining while the State's population is
increasing,

Economic development. Twenty-five
years ago, when the Congress approved
Statehood for Alaska, not all parts of
Alaska supported the move. Southeast
Alaska had most of the State’s
commercial development {in fishing and
timber) and questioned whether that
was a sufficient tax base to support a
State, particularly since there was not

then much commercial development
elsewhere in the State. At that time, of
course, no one could foresee the
discovery of vast stores of petroleum at
Prudhoe Bay and elsewhere; for
whatever the reason, however, the fears
expressed in Southeast a quarter
century ago have not become a reality.
The recent history of the State is rife
with examples of commercial and
demographic movement away from
Southeast and toward other portions of
the State, particularly the Railbelt. The
petroleum industry in the State is
headquartered in Anchorage. As
mentioned earlier, Government employs
over 50% of the workers in the State
(most of them in the Railbelt), while
Southeast's fishing and seafood
processing industries now employ only
4%. The State's economic history has
many examples of companies beginning
operations in Alaska controlled by
offices in other States and having those
expanded operations controlled now by
an office in Anchorage. Submissions by
the banking, insurance, and legal
communities bear strong witness to this
evolution in the State’s economy. To a
large extent, it can be said that the
State's proposal reflects the
development of a more self-sufficient
Alaskan economy, more reliant on its
own resources and less dependent on
contacts and supplies from the Lower 48
which justified the current time zones
which more closely tied Southeast to the
rest of the continental United States,
The docket submissions amply support
this view of the State's economic
growth, as well as the belief that
implementing the proposal will further
this development to the general benefit
of Alaska.

The negatives in this regard basically
fall into two categories. The first is a
general denial that implementation of
the proposal will have the effects
described above; related to this are two
claims, one that time zone changes
categorically cannot have such effects
and the other that proponents for the
change have not shown a causal
connection between the two. These
contentions are unavailing; as discussed
above, we are satisfied tha!
impiementation will in fact have the
impacts urged in its behalf. We take this
position because it has been shown over
sixteen years of DOT's administration of
this program that time zones can both
bring together and set apart people, their
businesses, and their communities. The
displacement westward of the line
between eastern and central time
evidences a desire for commercial
reasons for communities in the near-
Midwestern United States to be on the

same time as New York and other
eastern cities. Similarly, the
displacement westward of the line
between central and mountain
evidences a desire for commercial
reasons for communities in the far-
Midwest to be on the same time as
Chicago.

The second category is support of the
converse of the arguments made in
support of the time change; that is, to
argue that the detriments of making the
change outweigh any benefits. For
example, it is argued that implementing
the State's proposal would have the
following undesirable impacts;
increasing the time difference between
Juneau and the Lower 48; lessening the
opportunity each work day for direct
communication betewen Anchorage and
Tokyo; and encumbering long- .
established commercial and personal
relationships between Southeast and the
Seattle area, and Southeast and
adjoining Canadian communities. There
is merit to all of these; it is not enough,
however, to overcome the arguments in
favor of making the time zone change.

For instance, increasing the time
difference between Juneau and the
Lower 48 is less important, given the
evolution of the State's economy, then
decreasing the time difference between
Anchorage and the Lower 48; lessening
the opportunity each work day for direct
communication between Anchorage and
Tokyo is less important, given the
central role that the State government is
expected to play in developing Asian
markets for Alaskan natural resources,
than increasing the opportunity for such
communication between Juneau and
Tokyo; and encumbering long-
established commercial and personal
relationships between Southeast and the
Seattle area, and Southeast and
adjoining Canadian communities, is less
important than reducing to one hour the
present two-hour time difference along
most of the Alaska-Canada border and
bringing Anchorage into closer contact
with nearby Canadian centers of
commerce, This last has a double edge
to it; as one commenter from Southeuast
remarked during a teleconference,
putung Seattle one hour later than
Southeast would enable people in
Southeast to have telephone contact
with Seattle in the morning at the lower
interstate telephone rates that apply
before 8:00 a.m. Rather than encumber
these long-standing relationships, the
time change would foster them by
reducing their cost.

Lifestyle

This third category is the most
difficult to explain, because it
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encompasses so much of what people
who live there fee/ about Alaska. One
particularly noteworthy aspect of the
public hearings and teleconferences was
the tendency of speakers to mention the
number of years they had lived in
Alaska; if they had lived in another part
of the State than the one in which they
live now, they mentioned that too. The
degree of commitment to Alaska as
evidenced by the duration of living there
was seen almost as a credential for
speaking on the proposal. There are
many aspects of Alaskan lifestyle that
were discussed; the more significant are
addressed below. .

Alaska is the only State that spans
four time zones. There are many unique
aspects of Alaska and this is just one of
them. The State is in as many time zones
as the continental United States. This
has been characterized by the tourist
industry as one of the more exotic
aspects of Alaska (although,
interestingly, one representative of the
tourist industry commented that the time
differences among parts of the State was
confusing to tourists and interfered with
their making connections while in the
State and with their general enjoyment
of their time in the State). The vastness
of the State (the word “Alaska" comes
from a Native word meaning “Great
Land") is a source of much pride to
Alaskans; it contributes to the sense of
many who live there that Alaska is a
world apart from the rest of the United
States (which some moved to Alaska to
get away from).

Sunrise/sunset. The impact that
implementation of the proposal would
have upon the hours of sunrise and
sunset was a matter of much concern
and debate. Numerous commenters from
Ketchikan (far southeast Alaska, the
portion of the State closest to the Lower
48 States) oppose the proposal because
it would work a “reverse daylight saving
time (DST)" effect—that is, it would
make the sun rise and set one hour
earlier than if Southeast were left in the
Pacific zone. These commenters highly
value that extra hour in the afternoon
for outdoor activities. Many of them
acknowledged that, in a sense,
Southeast is improperly included in the
Pacific zone and actually belongs,
geographically, in the Yukon zone. (The
Pacific time zone, were it precisely
drawn without concern for commerce,
would extend no farther west than 127
degrees 30 minutes west longitude and
would not include any part of Alaska;
however, shortly before World War 11,
apparently to improve communication
between Juneau and the continental
United States, Southeast was put on
Pacific time; this provides later sunrises

and sunsets, in a form of year-round
DST). They nonetheless did not want to
lose that hour.

Some of these people are State
employees; when Governor Sheffield
first took office, he adjusted backward
by one hour the work hours of State
employees in Southeast to increase the
period during each day for
communications with other parts of the
State. This, of course, decreased the
period of sunlight after work by one
hour. The State announced that, if the
State's request for a time zone change
for Southeast were granted, State
employees work hours would be
returned to their prior schedule, thereby
giving to State employees the hour after
work that this decision would otherwise
deny them. Many Ketchikan
commenters agreed that this adjustment
by the State would solve their problem.
For others, less affected by State
working hours, the loss is real.

People in Fairbanks had much the
converse reaction. They saw the
proposal as delaying sunrise and sunset
for one hour and objected. Some of them
(and persons in other parts of the State)
analogized placing such a vast
geographic area on the same time to
putting the entire continental United
States on the same time. Since the latter
lacks wisdom, they believe the former
does also.

For much of the past ten years, DOT
has examined numerous proposals to
reduce to three or two or even one the
number of time zones in the continental
United States and consistently opposed
them. Our principal reason has been the
dislocation of people's lives from the
natural rise and set of the sun that these
proposals would create. Despite the
urbanization of much of our population,
the American people in general
consistently evidence a desire to have
their daily pattern of living remain in at
least rough adjustment with natural
sunlight. Much of the opposition in
recent years to extending DST into
January and February was generated by
a feeling by many that too much early
morning activity best and most safely
done in daylight would be thrust into
darkness. Time zones and DST generally
reflect a compromise between the needs
of commerce and the desires of people
for usable sunlight during certain parts
of the day.

Very little of this applies to Alaska,
since it has the greatest extremes of
sunrise and sunset of any part of the
United States. During the shortest days
of the year—December 20 to 22—there
are only about four hours of sunlight in
Fairbanks; conversely, on the longest
days—TJune 20 to 22—there are about

twenty-three hours of sunlight. (In other
parts of the State, the situation is even
more extreme; in Barrow, on the far
northern coast, there is round-the-clock
daylight from May 10 to August 3 and
round-the-clock darkness from
November 19 to January 24. Even in
Southeast, the portion closest to the
Lower 48, the mix of light and dark
throughout the year is unusual in
comparison with what is experienced in
the Lower 48. The numbers for Juneau,
for example, are approximately eight
hours of daylight on the shortest and
eighteen on the longest.) Hence,
comparisons between Alaska and more
temperate portions of the United States
do not prove as much as suggested.

Much of the sunrise/sunset debate in
Fairbanks and elsewhere concerned the
perception of increased hazard to
children walking along the side of a
road traveling to school from having the
sunrise later. The hazard was claimed to
be particularly acute because of the
harsh weather conditions prevalent
throughout the State in winter,

On most days, of course, there will not
be any impact. The sun rises so early
and sets so late, or rises so late and sets
so early, that this decision will not
change the amount of ambient light
during the trip to or from school. It
appears that this decision will affect
whether schoolchildren travel to school
in light or dark on only about twenty
days each year (since it takes
approximately twenty days for the time
of sunrise to change by one hour and
this decision affects only one hour of the
day. The number of days when this
decision will affect whether they come
home in light or dark is about the same.)
On each one of those days, what is lost
in the morning is gained in the
afternoon, and one commenter—a
mother of small children—supported the
change just for this reason, that it would
provide opportunity for outdoor
recreation after school in a season of the
year when that is scarce.

In sum, the impact appears to be as
follows: for twenty days each year, this
decision will cause children to go to
school in darkness; for twenty days, it
will enable them to come home in
daylight. To this extent, the net impact
would appear zero. DOT studies from
the mid-1870's indicate that the trip
home in the afternoon or evening is
more hazardous than the trip to school
or work in the morning, since there is
more fatigue and alcohol use among
automobile drivers then. Thus, the
impact may be a net improvement in
safety for schoolchildren, since it will
permit more of their traveling to be done
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in afternoon daylight. Either way, the
net impact seems quite minor,

Regionalism. The vast phy of
the State, its topography, and the
existing time differences all contribute
to a sense of severe regionalism, almost
isolationism, in parts of the State. Many
commenters in Southeast, for example,
stated their willingness to have the
Railbelt move closer to them in time but
saw no reason for they themselves to
change their time. Conversely, many in
the Railbelt resisted changing their time,
stating that Southeast was in the wrong
zone and should be moved. Some
suggested that Yukon time—between
Pacific and Alaska-Hawali—is the
obvious compromise between these two
positions and regions. Others—and
there are very many of these (including
the State government)—hoped that a
result of implementing the State's
propesal would be a defeat of such
regionalism and growing sense of unity
among the people.

Unavoidably intertwined with the
time change proposal, at least in the
minds and comments of many people, is
the controversy on whether to move the
State Capital from Juneau to the
Railbelt. In November 1982, the voters
rejected a specific proposal to move the
capital to Willow, 35 miles north of
Anchorage. Many saw this vote as
killing the capital move forever; many
see the move as alive. They believed
that all that the voters did was reject a
specific proposal, not the basic idea
(which the voters approved earlier).
Supporters of the move from Juneau saw
this time zone proposal as a ploy by
Juneau interests to moot opposition to
Juneau as the capital. Opponents of the
move saw the issue of the capital move
as wasteful of the people's time and
money and hoped that a lessening of
lime differences would lessen the sense
that many people have that Juneau is
not a real part of the State and therefore
unacceptable as the capital. Hence,
many commenters spoke in terms of the
capital move, even though that is not the
issue that DOT was deciding.

The interests of Juneau seemed
separale from those of Southeastern
communities closer to Seattle; as one
moved down the coast, the time zone
proposal seemed less popular. Similarly,
people in Fairbanks seemed more
opposed to any time change for the
Railbelt than did people in Anchorage.
DOT, therefore, examined whether it
would be feasible to separate each of
these major regions into smaller ones;
that is, to put Juneau on Yukon time
while leaving Petersburg, Ketchikan,
Metlakatla, and other Southeastern
communities on Pacific time. Similarly,

we examined whether it would be
feasible to move Anchorage to Yukon
time while leaving Fairbanks on Alaska-
Hawali time. To the extent that
comments were received on these ideas,
they were negative. It was specifically
pointed out that the time difference
between Juneau and the rest of
Southeast was what led to the rescission
of the earlier move of Juneau to Yukon
time. Similarly, opposition to the
proposal seemed stronger in Fairbanks
than in Anchorage. Whatever
differences they may have that result in
different views on this proposed time
zone change, the community of interest
between Fairbanks and Anchorage is
too strong to put them on different times.
We therefore decided against further
divisions.

Native life. Alaska's Natives present a
unique situation. With the passage of
the Alaska Native Claims Settlement
Act, which cleared the way for
construction of the oil pipeline from
Prudhoe Bay to Valdez, Alaska Natives
became owners of large corporations
established by the Congress to
administer and invest the wealth
transferred to the Natives in satisfaction
of their claims. At the same time, many
Natives live—as they have for
generations—a subsistence form of
existence; that is , they live by hunting,
trapping, and fishing, participating in the
cash economy very little or not at all.
The preservation of that unique lifestyle
is a high priority, of both the State and
the Federal governments and of the
Natives themselves. At the same time,
the Native corporations at the regional
level (although not at the village level)
are required by the Congress to seek a
profit on their investments. Every Native
corporation—regional or otherwise—
that commented on the proposal
supported it because of the commercial
advantages it would present. At the
same time, the Department of the
Interior has stated its belief that
implementation of the proposal would
not detract from this traditional lifestyle
that many Natives still lead.

Nome and related areas

Ever since time zones were formally
established in Alaska, there has been a
one-hour time difference between Nome
and Anchorage. The State's proposal
would have continued that difference.
However, at the behest of a radio
station in Nome, DOT in its public
hearings and teleconferences raised the
issue of whether that difference any
longer should remain. (In its proposal
published June 30, 1983, DOT reserved
the right to consider and implement any
variation on the original proposal which
met the statutory criteria,)

Radio stations in the area pointed out
that much of their audience is on
Anchorage time, in part because
teleconferences for that part of the State
are conducted in Anchorage on Alaska-
Hawaii time. The expense of recording
programs for delayed broadcast was
seen as wasteful. An airline operating in
the area discussed its difficulties in
having reliable schedules when
communities regularly disregard the
time zone line drawn by DOT in that
area. A study by the State indicates a
strong tendency for smaller communities
to observe the time of the larger
communities which provide them
various services, Thus, communities that
are in Bering, but near Bethel, which is
in Alaska-Hawaii, nonetheless observe
Alaska-Hawaii because Bethel does,
Similarly, communities that are in
Alaska-Hawaii but near Kotzebue, in
Bering, nonetheless observe Bering
because Kotzebue does. On August 8,
1883, the Common Council of the City of
Nome, the largest community in the
Bering time zone portion of Alaska,
unanimously passed a resolution
opposing a continuation of any time
difference between Nome and
Anchorage, Fairbanks, Juneau, and the
rest of the State. Finally, the State, in a
letter from Governor Sheffield,
supported inclusion of this part of the
State in Yukon time, for the reasons
discussed above. The Governor
suggested drawing the line between
Yukon and Alaska-Hawaii at a point
just west of the Fox Islands in the
Aleutian chain, leaving only four
sparsely populated communities of the
State not on Yukon time—Atka, Adak,
Shemya, and Attu.

An examination of the factors used to
decide the time zone question elsewhere
in the State leads us to the conclusion
that Nome and its environs should be
moved to the same time as the rest of
the State. The prevalence of electronic
communication and general aviation,
with the sharp extremes in sunrise and
sunset in the area (four hours of sunlight
on the shortest day of the year and
twenty-four on the longest), demonstrate
to our satisfaction that this part of the
State should be integrated into the
commercial life of the rest of the State,
at least insofar as it is within our power
to do so. As suggested by the Governor,
the line between Yukon time and
Alaska-Hawaii time is being set at the
western end of the Fox Islands, at 169
degrees 30 minutes west longitude,

Timing
The State requested thal the entire

change take effect when DST ends this
year [2:00 a.m. local time Sunday,
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October 30, 1983). Insofar as the changes
west of Yakutat are concerned, this
comports completely with DOT pratice.
If a decision is made to move an area to
the zone to its east, that is done when
DST next ends. Since, for example,
Bering DST is the same time on the
clock as Alaska-Hawaii standard time,
making the requested change from
Bering to Alaska-Hawaii effective at the
moment DST ends means that clocks in
the affected area do not have to be
changed. Thus, confusion is minimized.
On the other hand, when a decision is
made to move an area to the zone to the
wesl, that is done at the moment when
DST next begins, for the converse
reasans of those above, (What
particularly concerned us was that a
two-hour time change back would, for a
moment, change the calendar date in
Southeast to midnight of the previous
day.) Consequently, DOT proposed that,
if that portion of the proposal relating to
the Pacific time zone is implemented, it
be made effective at 2:00 a.m. PST
Sunday, April 30, 1984. Comments were
invited on this issue.

It is interesting to nole that no
commenter supported the phased
implementation scheme recommended
by DOT. Even those opposing the
substance of the State's proposal urged
that, were any change made, it be made
all at once, A number of reasons were
expressed. First, many found the phased
implementation proposal confusing.
Second, many felt it would be to the
best interests of all concerned to have
the change implemented quickly so that
adjustment could be made quickly and
cheaply. Third, making any part of the
change effective in April 1084 would
mean that the time relationship between
the Capital and most of the rest of the
State would change during the annual
session of the Legislature, disrupting
communication and transportation
schedules related to the legislative
session. For these reasons, DOT has
decided to implement the changes on the
schedule requested by the State; all
aspects of the change will take effect on
the day that DST ends this year. The
concern about the calendar is mooted by
staging the change for Southeast over
two hours on the morning of October 30,
1983.

Specifically, the changes will occur in
four steps, each one hour apart, as
follows. (The discussion which follows
is technical and is included for the
record. We expect that, as with time
changes generally, people will reset
their clocks to the new time before
retiring the night before.) First, at 2:00
a.m. PDT (9:00 a.m. Greenwich Mean
Time (GMT)), the part of the State in the

Pacific zone will fall back to 1:00 a.m.
PST, as DST ends for the year in that
zone. Second, one hour later, at 2:00 a.m.
PST (10:00 a.m. GMT), the part of the
State in the Pacific zone will fall back
another hour to 1:00 a.m. YST as the
boundary between Pacific and Yukon is
relocated in accordance with this
decision, and as DST ends for the year
in the Yukon zone. This will leave the
State with three time zones: Yukon,
Alaska-Hawaii, and Bering. Third, one
hour later, at 2:00 a.m. AHDT (11:00 a.m.
GMT), the part of the State which
presently is in the Alaska-Hawaii zone
will be moved to the Yukon zone; thus,
clocks will not change in that part of the
State, as 2:00 a.m. AHDT becomes 2:00
a.m. YST. This will leave the State with
two time zones: Yukon and Bering.
Fourth, one hour later, at 2:00 a.m. BDT
(12:00 noon GMT), the boundary
between Yukon and Bering will be
relocated in accordance with this
decision as DST ends for the year in the
Bering zone; this will require that clocks
in the portion of the Bering zone which
is being moved to the Yukon zone be
moved ahead one hour (instead of back,
as would normally be done when DST
ends). Clocks in the area of the Bering
zone to be moved to the Alaska-Hawaii
zone would stay the same, as Bering
daylight is the same on the clock as
Alaska-Hawaii standard.

The name of the resulting zone

As originally proposed by the State,
and as implemented in this decision, the
Yukon time zone becomes very much
the dominant time zone for Alaska. To
reflect its new position, it was suggested
that the name of this zone be changed.
The City of Yakutat, the only local
government on the mainland of Alaska
whose time will not change under this
decision, urges that the Yukon zone be
renamed the “Yakutat" zone. Others
urge that the name be “Alaska” time:

Whether to change the name of any of
the zones involved in this proceeding
was not raised by DOT in its NPRM
because we do not have the authority to
change the name of a time zone. The
time zones in the United States are
established and named in the Uniform
Time Act of 1968, an Act of Congress.
The Secretary's authority to realign
boundaries between zones does not
include the authority to rename those
zones. The Congress alone has that
authority. We have discussed this
aspect of the proceeding with the State's
Congressional delegation.

Public participation
Public participation in this proceeding

has taken many forms, In fact, because
of the great distances from many points

in Alaska to Washington, D.C., and the
vast size of the State, more methods
were used to register opinion in this
than in any other time zone rulemaking
that DOT has ever conducted, in order
to assure the widest possible
participation by people in Alaska. (All
comments, regardless of method by
which they were submitted, appear in
the docket.) The predominant means, as
with most informal rulemakings, was
written comment submitted to the
docket; there were over 200 of these.
Further, numerous petitions were
submitted with multiple signatures.
Among these were two petitions from
the Ketchikan area opposing any change
for Southeast (484 and 86 signatures);
one from the Metlakatla area (even
closer to Seattle) also opposing any
change for Southeast (42 signatures);
one from the Petereburg area (farther
north in Southeast Alaska, toward
Juneau) also opposing any change for
Southeast (237 signatures); one from the
Fairbanks area opposing any change in
the Railbelt area (245 signatures); three
from the Juneau area supporting the
proposal entirely (152, 32, and 22
signatures); one from the Anchorage
area supporting the proposal entirely (22
signatures); and one from various
portions of the State containing 41

signatures supporting the proposal
entirely and 2 opposing it. (Numbers

. shown for the petitions are raw totals;

no attempt was made to remove
duplicates or to determine the validity of
any signatures.)

Five other means of public
participation were also utilized.
Principal among these was a series of
three public hearings, one each in
Juneau, Fairbanks, and Anchorage. Also,
the legislative teleconference network of
the State Legislature was utilized, from
Juneau for Southeast and from
Anchorage for Interior and Western
Alaska. The teleconference permits two-
way conversation by satellite and
telephone line with remote areas of the
State. In this way, persons far removed
from the public hearing sites were able
to discuss the proposal with a DOT
representative. Total participation in the
public hearings and teleconferences was
approximately 200. Purther, meetings
were held with business and local
government leaders in the three cities
mentioned above to explain the
proposal and learn their views. Entries
appear in the docket for these meetings.

The State also submitted to the docket
two other sources of public
participation. First were records of
inquiries that the State made before
submitting its proposal to DOT; included
are written comments, as well as
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transcripts and summaries of a series of
public hearings and teleconferences
conducted by the State. Second were
summaries and audiorecordings of
interviews with business leaders in the
State concerning their opinions of the
proposal and its impact on the
operations of their businesses.

Impact on observance of daylight saving
time

This time zone change has no relation
to the observance of daylight saving
time (DST). Under the Uniform Time Act
of 1966, the standard time of each time
zone in the United States is advanced
one hour from 2:00 a.m. on the last
Sunday in April until 2:00 a.m. on the
last Sunday in October, except in any
State that has, by law, exempted itself
from this observance. (A State in more
than one time zone may have its
exemption apply only to that part of the
State which is in the more easterly time
zone.) Although the State of Alaska did
not observe DST before the 1966 Act
took effect, it has done so every year
since then. (A number of commenters
addressed whether DST should be
observed in Alaska, some in support
and some in opposition; that however is
a matter for the State, not the Federal,
government.) This decision does not in
any way affect the State's power to
observe DST or not.

Regulatory impact
I certify under the criteria of the

* Regulatory Flexibility Act that this rule

will not have a significant economic
impact on a substantial number of small
entities, hecause of its highly localized
impact. Further, it is not a major rule
under Executive Order 12291, nor a
significant rule under DOT Regulatory
Policies and Procedures, 44 FR 11034, for
the same reason. The economic impact
is so minimal that it does not warrant
preparation of a regulatory evaluation.
Finally, DOT has determined that this
rulemaking is not a major Federal action
significantly affecting the quality of the
human environment under the National
Environmental Policy Act and therefore
that an environmental impact statement
is not required.

List of Subject in 49 CFR Part 71
Time.
PART 71—{AMENDED]

In consideration of the foregoing, Title
49, Code of Federal Regulations, is
amended by revising §§ 71.10 through
71.13 to read as appears below.

§71.10 Pacific zone.

The fifth zone, the Pacific standard
time zone, includes that part of the
continental United States that is west of
the boundary line between the mountain

and Pacific standard time zones
described in § 71.9, but does not include
any part of the State of Alaska.

§71.11  Yukon zone.

The sixth zone, the Yukon standard
time zone, includes the entire State of
Alaska, excepl as provided in § 71.12 of
this title.

§71.12 Alaska-Hawali zone.

The seventh zone, the Alaska-Hawaii
standard time zone, includes the entire
State of Hawaii and, in the State of
Alaska, that part of the Aleutian Islands
that is west of 169 degrees 30 minutes
west longitude.

§71.13 Bering zone.

The eighth zone, the Bering standard
time zone, includes that part of the
United States that is between 169
degrees 30 minutes west longitude and
172 degrees 30 minutes west longitude,
but does not include any part of the
States of Hawaii and Alaska.

Authority: Act of March 19, 1918, as
amended by the Uniform Time Act of 1966
and Pub. L. 97-449, 15 U.S.C. 260-64; 40 CFR
1.59(a).

Issued in Washington, D.C., on September
15, 1983,

Elizabeth Hanford Dole,
Secretary of Transportation,
[FR Doc. 83-25774 Piled 8-21-83: 845 am)
BILLING CODE 4910-62-M
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