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e

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE
Office of the Secretary
7CFR Part 2

Revision of Delegations of Authority

AGeNcy: Office of the Secretary, USDA.
ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: This document revises the
delegations of authority from the
Secretary of Agriculture and from the
Assistant Secretary for Administration
to reflect the abolishment of the Office
of Administrative Systems and to
transfer its functions to the Office of
Finance and Management.

EFFECTIVE DATE: November 4, 1983.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Larry Wilson, Deputy Director, Office of
Finance and Management, U.S.
Department of Agriculture, Washington,
D.C. 20250, (202) 447-7557.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
Office of Finance and Management
(OFM) is responsible for providing
Departmental leadership, development,
and evaluation of programs in finance,
ccounting, Federal assistance
Managemenl, occupational safety and
health, productivity, and management
mprovement. The Director serves as the
Department’s Finance Officer,
Management Improvement Officer, and
(;omplroller of the Working Capital
Fund. OFM provides budget, accounting,
and fiscal services for the Departmental
Staff Offices and the Office of the
Serrc!ury.

The Office of Administrative Systems
[(_)z\S) was responsible for managing the
National Finance Center (NFC), which
ncludes developing, maintaining, and
YPerating manual and automated
?dmlmstr‘ative and accounting systems
or the USDA agencies related to the
Central Accounting System,

Departmentwide payroll and personnel
information, statistics, administrative
payments, billings and collection, and
related reporting systems and program
and administrative accounting systems
that are either requested by USDA
agencies or required by the Department.

The delegations are being revised to
reflect a transfer of functions to OFM
formerly delegated to OAS, and to
reflect the abolishment of OAS. This
consolidation will provide more efficient
and effective management of the NFC
by clarifying and strengthening lines of
reporting responsibility and better
integrating the Department's financial
and fiscal policymaking with
administrative systems and accounting
operations. Further, when the
delegations were revised to reflect a
reorganization in Departmental
Administration (47 FR 24101, June 3,
1982) a delegation to the Assistant
Secretary for Administration authorizing
him to provide management support
services for agencies as may be agreed
upon was inadvertently omitted, That
omission is correcled in the document.
Finally, minor editorial changes have
been made. This rule relates to internal
agency management. Therefore,
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 553, it is found upon
good cause that notice and other public
procedures with respect thereto are
impractical and contrary to the public
interest, and good cause is found for
making this rule effective less than 30
days after publication in the Federal
Register.

Further, since this rule relates to
internal agency management, it is
exempt from the provisions of Executive
Order 12291. Finally, this action is not a
rule as defined by Pub. L. 96-354, the
Regulatory Flexibility Act, and thus is
exempt from the provisions of that Act.

List of Subjects in 7 CFR Part 2

Authority delegations (Government
agencies)

PART 2—DELEGATIONS OF
AUTHORITY BY THE SECRETARY OF
AGRICULTURE AND GENERAL
OFFICERS OF THE DEPARTMENT

Accordingly, Part 2, Subtitle A, Title 7,
Code of Federal Regulation is amended
as follows:

1. The authority citation for Part 2
reads as follows:

Authority: 5 U.S.C. 301 and Reorganization
Plan No. 2 of 1953, unless otherwise noted.

Subpart C—Delegations of Authority
to the Deputy Secretary, the Under
Secretary for International Affairs and
Commaodity Programs, the Under
Secretary for Small Community and
Rural Development, and Assistant
Secretaries

2. Section 2.25 is amended by adding a
new paragraph (d)(2) and by revising
paragraphs (b)(5)(viii), (b){Z)(i), and
(i){1)(iii) to read as follows:

§2.25 Delegations of authority to the
Assistant Secretary for Administration.

(b) ..

(sl ..

(viii) Coordinating the activities of the
Office of Finance and Management, the
Office of Operations, the Office of
Information Resources Management, the
Office of Personnel and other staff
offices in activities related to the
development and maintenance of
accounting and administrative systems
including those activities listed above
and any others which impact on them.

(7) . s »

(i) Implementation of the policies and
procedures set forth in OMB Circulars
No. A-76: Performance of Commercial
Activities, and No. A-117: Management
Improvement and the Use of Evaluation
in the Executive Branch.

(d) - » .

(2) Provide such of the above services
as may be agreed, for other officers and
agencies of the Department.

(d, L

(i) Related to administrative systems.

(1) L .

(iii) Develop new or modified
accounting systems and documentation
supporting the Central Accounting
System which includes working with
USDA agencies to obtain General
Accounting Office approval.

Subpart J—Delegations of Authority
by the Assistant Secretary for
Administration

3. Section 2.75 is revised to read as
follows:
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§2.75 Director, Office of Finance and
Management.

(&) Delegations. Pursuant to § 2.25 (b),
{d), (i), and (j), the following delegations
of authority are made by the Assistant
Secretary for Administration to the
Director, Office of Finance and
Management (OFM):

(1) The Director, OFM, is designated
as the Department's Director of Finance
and Comptroller of the Department
Working Capital Fund.

(2) Establish Departmental policies,
standards, techniques, and procedures
applicable to all USDA agencies for the
following areas:

(i) Developmen!, maintenance, review
and approval of all internal control.
fiscal, financial management and
accounting systems,

(ii) Operation of USDA's Central
Accounting System and related
administrative systems.

(iii) Selection, standardization, and
simplification of program delivery
processes utilizing grants, cooperative
agreements and other forms of Federal
assistance.

(iv) Review and approval of Federal
assistance, internal control, fiscal,
accounting and financial management
regulations and instructions proposed or
issued by USDA agencies for conformity
with Departmental requirements.

(3) Establish and maintain a
Washington headquarters staff to
coordinate the activities of the National
Finance Center and administrative
systems with USDA agencies, staff
offices, Office of the Secretary, and
related Governmental departments and
agencies.

(4) Advise the Assistant Secretary for
Administration on the establishment of
policies related to the Department
Working Capital Fund.

(5) Approve regulations, procedures
and rates for goods and services
financed through the Department
Working Capital Fund which will impact
the financial administration of the Fund.

(6) Exercise responsibility and
authority contained in paragraph (a)(2)
of this section including such activities
as:

(i) Financial administration, including
accounting and related activities,

(ii) Reviewing financial aspects of
agency operations and proposals.

(iti) Management of the National
Finance Center (NFC), which includes
developing, maintaining, and operating
manual and automated administrative
and accounting systems for the USDA
agencies related lo the Central
Accounting system, Departmentwide
payroll and personnel information,
statistics, administrative payments,
billings and collections, and related

reporting systems and those program
and administrative accounting systems
that are either requested by the agencies
or required by the Department.

(iv) Management of the NFC
automated data processing and
telecommunications systems and
coordination with Office of Information
Resources Management to assure that
the hardware and software located at
the NFC will be integrated with and
compatible with all other systems.

(v) Developing new or modified
accounting systems and documentation
supporting the Central Accounting
System which includes working with the
USDA agencies to obtain General
Accounting Office approval.

(vi) Reviewing and approving
accounting systems documentation
including related development plans,
activities, and controls.

(vii) Reviewing and approving the
issuance of accounting and management
instructions related to the operation of
the NFC.

(viii) Furnishing consulting services to
agencies to assist them in developing
and maintaining accounting and
financial management systems and
internal controls, and for other purposes
consistent with delegations in paragraph
{a)(2) of this section.

(ix) Monitoring agencies’ progress in
developing and revising accounting and
financial management systems and
internal controls.

(x) Evaluating financial systems to
determine the effectiveness of
procedures employed, compliance with
regulations, and the appropriateness of
policies and practices.

(xi) Coordinating with the Office of
Operations, the Office of Information
Resources Management, the Office of
Personne! and other staff offices in
activities related to the development
and maintenance of accounting and
administrative systems including those
activities listed above and any others
which impact on them.

(xii) Reviewing and monitoring agency
implementation of Federal assistance
policies.

(xiii) Promulgation of the Department
schedule of fees and charges for
reproductions, furnishing of copies and
making searches for official records
pursuant to the Freedom of Information
Act, 5, U.S.C. 552,

(7) Provide budget. accounting, fiscal
and related financial management
services, with authority to take action
required by law or regulation to provide
such services for Working Capital Funds
and general appropriated and trust
funds for:

(i) The Secretary of Agriculture;

(ii) The general officers of the
Department, except the Inspector
General:

{iii) The offices and agencies reporting
to the Assistant Secretary for
Administration; and

{iv) Any other officers and agencies of
the Department as may be agreed.

(8) Provide management support
services for the NFC, and by agreement
with agency heads concerned, provide
such services for other USDA tenants
housed in the same facility. As used
herein, such management support
services shall include:

(i) Personnel services, as listed in
§ 2.25(e)(10) of this part, and
organizational support services, with
authority to take actions required by
law or regulation to perform such
services.

(if) Procurement, property
management, space management,
communications, messenger, paperwork
management, and related administrative
services, with authority to take actions
required by law or regulation to perform
such services.

(9) The Director, OFM. is designated
as the Department’s Chief Management
Improvement Officer.

(10) Establish Department programs,
policies, standards, systems, techniques
and procedures to improve the
management and operational efficiency
and effectiveness of the USDA
including:

(i) Implementation of the policies and
procedures set forth in OMB Circular
No. A-76: Performance of Commercial
Activities, and OMB Circular A-117:
Management Improvement and the Use
of Evaluation in the Executive Branch

(ii) Increased use of operations
research and management science in the
areas of productivity and management.

(iii) All activities financed through the
Department Working Capital Fund.

(11) Designate the Commercial
Industrial Officer and administer a
program to implement the provisions of
Circular A-76 for:

{i) Office of Finance and Managemen.

{ii) All activities of staff offices
reporting to the Assistant Secretary for
Administration financed through the
Department Working Capital Fund, and

(iii) Other offices and agencies as
agreed upon. y

{12) Develop Departmental policies.
standards. techniques, and procedures
for the conduct of reviews and analysis
of the utilization of the resources of
State and local governments, other
Federal agencies and of the private
sector in domestic program operations.

(13) Represent the Department in
contacts with the Office of Managemen!
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and Budget, General Services
Administration, General Accounting
Office, Department of the Treasury,
Office of Personnel Management,
Department of Health and Human
Services, Department of Labor,
Environmental Protection Agency,
Department of Commerce, Congress of
the United States, State and local
governments, and universities, and other
public and private sector individuals,
organizations or agencies on matiers
related to assigned responsibilities.

(14) Maintain the Departmental
inventory of commercial activities
required by OMB Circular A-76 and
provide Departmentwide technical
assistance to accomplish Circular
objectives,

(15) Improve Departmental
management by: performing
management studies and reviews in
response to agency requests for
assistance or as directed by the
Assistant Secretary for Administration;
enhancing management decisionmaking
by developing and applying analytic
techniques to address particular
edministrative operational and
magagement problems; searching for
more economical or effective
approaches to the conduct of business;
developing and revising systems,
processes, work methods, and
techniques; and undertaking other
efforts to improve the management
effectiveness and productivity of the
Department which shall be coordinated
with other staff offices reporting to the
Assistant Secretary for Administration
whenever they impact upon their
delegated policy authorities.

(16) Administer a productivity
program in accordance with Executive
Order 12089 and other policy and
procedural directives and laws to:

i) Assess and improve productivity of
the Department,

(i) Assist agencies in developing.
'mplementing and maintaining
Dmductivitg measurement systems.

(17) Establish Departmental policies
and procedures for, and administer that
vortion of the Department’s Small and
Disadvantaged Business Program
related to minority bank deposits, and
grants and loan and other Federal
Assistance activities affecting small and
Minority business not delegated to the
Director, Office of Small and
Disadvantaged Business Utilization, in
279 of this part,

(18) Establish Departmentwide safety
and health policy and provide
In;ador.ship in the development,
coordination and implementation of
related standards, techniques, and
Procedures, and represent the
Department in complying with laws,

Executive Orders and other policy and
procedural issuances related to
occupational safety and health within
the Department.

{19) Represent the Department in all
rulemaking, advisory or legislative
capacities on any group, committee, or
Governmentwide activities that affect
the USDA Occupational Safety and
Health Management Program.

(20} Determine and/or provide
Departmentwide technical services and
regional staff support for the safety and
health programs.

(21) Design, develop and maintain
computerized management information
systems for the collection, processing
and dissemination of data related to the
Department's occupational safety and *
health programs.

(22) Administer the Department’s
Occupational Health and Preventive
Medical Program, as well as design and
operate employee assistance and
workers' compensation activities,

(23) Provide education and training on
a Departmentwide basis for safety and
health related issues and develop
resource and operational manuals.

4. Section 277 is removed and
reserved.

§2.77 [Reserved]

For Subpart C:

Dated: October 25, 1983,
John R. Block,
Secretary of Agriculture.

For Subpart J:

Dated: October 25, 1983.
John |J. Franke, Jr.,
Ass/stant Secretary for Administration,
[FR Doc. £3-20068 Filsd 11-3-83. 845 am|
BILLING CODE 3410-01-M

Agricultural Marketing Service
7 CFR Part 910

[Lemon Regulation 436; Lemon Regulation |

435; Amendment 1)

Lemons Grown in California and
Arizona; Limitation of Handling

AGENCY: Agricultural Marketing Service,
USDA.

ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: This action establishes the
quantity of California-Arizona lemons
that may be shipped to the fresh market
during the period November 6-12, 1983,
and increases the quantity of lemons
that may be shipped during the period
October 30-November 5, 1983. Such
action is needed to provide for orderly
marketing of fresh lemons for the

periods specified due to the marketing
situation confronting the lemon industry.

DATES: The regulation becomes effective
November 8. 1983, and the amendment
is effective for the period October 30-
November 5, 1983,

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
William |. Doyle, Chief. Fruit Branch,
F&V. AMS, USDA, Washington, D.C.
20250, telephone 202-447-5975.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: This
final rule has been reviewed under
Secretary’'s Memorandum 1512-1 and
Executive Order 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 markeling of the California-
Arizona lemon crop for the benefit of
producers, and will not substantially
affect costs for the directly regulated
handlers.

This final rule is issued under
Marketing Order No. 910, as amended (7
CFR Part 910) regulating the handling of
lemons grown in California and Arizona.
The order is effective under the
Agricultural Marketing Agreement Act
of 1937, as amended (7 U.S.C. 601-874).
The action is based upon the
recommendations and information
submitted by the Lemon Administrative
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 currently in effect. The
commitiee met publicly on November 1.
1983, at Los Angeles, California, to
consider the current and prospective
conditions of supply and demand and
recommended a quantity of lemons
deemed advisable to be handled during
the specified weeks. The committee
reports the demand for all grades of
lemons is good on larger sizes and
easier on smaller sizes.

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 date when information
became available upon which this
regulation and amendment are based
and the effective date necessary lo
effectuate the declared policy of the Act.
Interested persons were given an
opportunity to submit information and
views on the regulation at an open
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meeting, and the amendment relieves
restrictions on the handling of lemons. It
is necessary to effectuate the declared
purposes of the Act to make these
regulatory provisions effective as
specified, and handlers have been
apprised of such provisions and the
effective time.

List of Subjects in 7 CFR Part 910

Marketing agreements and orders,
California, Arizona, Lemons.

PART 910—{ AMENDED]
1. Section 910.736 is added as follows:

§910.736 Lemons Regulation 436.

The quantity of lemons grown in
California and Arizona which may be
handled during the period November 6,
1983, through November 12, 1983, is
established at 225,000 cartons.

2. Section 910.735 Lemon Regulation
435 (48 FR 49837) is revised to read as
follows:

§910.735 Lemon Regulation 435.

The quantity of lemons grown in
California and Arizona which may be
hundled during the period October 30,
1983, through November 5, 1983 is
established at 220,000 cartons.

(Secs. 1-19, 48 Stat. 31, as amended: 7 US.C.
601-674)
Dated: November 3, 1983,
Charles R. Brader,
Director, Fruit and Vegetable Division,
Agricultural Marketing Service.
FDoc K3-30132 Piled 11383 1028 am|
BILLING CODE 3410-02-M

NUCLEAR REGULATORY
COMMISSION

10 CFR Part 50

Codes and Standards for Nuclear
Power Plants; Summer 1982 Addenda

AGENCY: Nuclear Regulatory
Commission.

ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: The Commission is amending
its regulations to incorporate by
reference the Summer 1982 Addenda of
the American Society of Mechanical
Engineers (ASME) Boiler Pressure
Vessel Code. The sections of the ASME
Code being incorporated provide rules
for the construction on nuclear power
plant components. Adoption of these
amendments will permit the use of
improved methods for construction of
nuclear power plants.
DATES: effective date: December 7, 1983.
The incorporation by reference of
certain publications listed in the

regulations is approved by the Director
of the Federal Register as of December
7, 1983.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Ms. N. ]. Miegel, Office of Nuclear
Regulatory Research, U.S. Nuclear
Regulatory Commission, Washington,
DC 20555, Telephone: (301) 443-7860.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On
December 22, 1982 the Nuclear
Regulatory Commission published in the
Federal Register proposed amendments
to its regulation, 10 CFR Part 50,
“Domestic Licensing of Production and
Utilization Facilities.” The proposed
amendmen! would revise § 50.55a to
incorporate by reference the Summer
1982 Addenda to Section 11, Division 1,
“Rules for the Construction of Nuclear
Power Plant Components,” of the ASME
Boiler and Pressure Vessel Code.

The incorporation of the new
Addenda does not change any of the
previous supplementary requirements
included in the regulation.

Some of the changes effected in the
addenda that are incorporated by this
rule follow:

1. The foreword of all sections of the
Code was revised regarding
interpretations of the Code to restrict
the authority to issue such
interpretations to the American Society
of Mechanical Engineers. Previously,
paragraph thirteen of the foreword had
permitted the National Board of Boiler
and Pressure Vessel Inspectors to issue
interpretations of the ASME Boiler and
Pressure Vessel Code.

2. Paragraph NCA-8230(b) was
revised to delete the requirement that
the location of the nameplate for
component supports be shown on the
support drawing.

3. Code Case N-100, “Pressure Relief
Valve Design." was adopted into the
body of the Code as paragraph NB-3590.
The Code Case will be annulled when
the Summer 1982 Addenda become
effective.

4. Paragraph NB-5520 was revised to
update the reference to the American
Society for Nondestructive Testing
(ASNT) standard SNT-TC-1A, from the
1975 to the 1980 Edition. It was also
revised to clearly state that even if an
outside agency or ASNT provided the
qualification examinations, the
employer is still responsible for
certifying its own personnel.

Interested persons were invited to
submit written comments for
consideration in connection with the
proposed amendment by February 22,
1983. One comment was received on the
proposed rule. The Summer 1982
Addenda invoke the June 1980 Edition of
Recommended Practice No. SNT-TC~

1A, “Personnel Qualification and
Certification in Nondestructive Testing,”
in paragraph NB-5520 in lieu of the 1975
Edition of SNT-TC-1A which was
previously invoked. The commenter
objected to updating the edition of SNT-
TC-1A referenced by the Code because
the commenter was of the opinion that
the 1980 Edition of SNT-TC-1A no
longer requires Level 11 individuals to
demonstrate their ability to perform the
examinations for which they are being
qualified. A detailed comparison of the
1975 and 1980 Editions of SNT-TC-1A
reveals that although the requirements
for qualifications of Level Il individuals
were changed, neither edition
specifically requires a demonstration of
the individual's ability to perform the
examination. No changes to the rule
were made in response to the comment
The NRC staff is currently working
with a committee of industry
representatives that is developing an
improved requirements document for the
qualification and certification of
nondestructive examination personnel.
Additionally, the staff is involved in a
study of the qualification and
certification of various quality
assurance and quality control personne!
that includes consideration of
nondestructive examination personnel
At this time, the staff has not concluded
that hands-on practical examinations for
Level 11l nondestructive examination
personnel are warranted, and finds that
the provisions of the June 1980 Edition of
SNT-TC-1A are acceptable for Section
Il Code activities, pending the
development of any new requirements.
In addition to the public comment,
there was a concern raised by the NRC
staff on the change in the 1980 Edition of
SNT-TC-1A to the use of the word
“should” in numerous places in the
standard where the word “shall” had
been used in the past. The concern
centered around whether or not the
change in language resulted in a change
in the enforceability of the provisions of
SNT-TC-1A. Because of the staff's
concern, an inquiry, NI 83-033, was
submitted to the American Society of
Mechanical Engineers, Boilerand
Pressure Vessel Code Committee, asking
for an interpretation of the Code's
endorsement of SNT-TC-1A. The
response to the inquiry was that A
regardless of the language used in SN 1-
TC-1A., the Code's endorsement of SNT-
TC-1A makes the provisions of SNT-
TC-1A mandatory for Code activities.

Paperwork Reduction Act Statement

This final rule does not contain a new
or amended information collection
requirement subject to the Paperwork
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Reduction Act of 1980 (44 U.S.C. 3501 et
seq.). Existing requirements were

approved by the Office of Management
and Budget approval number 3150-0011.

Regulatory Flexibility Certification

In accordance with the Regulatory
Flexibility Act of 1880, 5 U.S.C. 605(b).
the Commission hereby certifies that
this rule will not have a significant
economic impact on a substantial
number of small entities. This rule
iffects only the licensing and operation
of nuclear power plants. The companies
that own these plants do not fall within
the scope of the definition of “small
entities” set forth in the Regulatory
Flexibility Act of the Small Business
Size Standards set out in regulations
issued by the Small Business
Administration at 13 CFR Part 121. Since
these companies are dominant in their
service areas, this rule does not fall
within the purview of the Act.

List of Subjects in 10 CFR Part 50

Antitrust, Classified information, Fire
prevention, Incorporation by reference,
Intergovernmental relations, Nuclear
power plants and reactors, Penalty,
Radiation protection, Reactor siting
criteria, Reporting and recordkeeping
requirements.

Pursuant to the Atomic Energy Act of
1954, as amended, the Energy
Reorganization Act of 1974, as amended,
and sections 552 and 553 of Title 5 of the
United States Code, the following
amendments to Title 10, Chapter 1, Code
of Federal Regulations, Part 50 are
published as a document subject to
codification,

PART 50—DOMESTIC LICENSING OF
PRODUCTION AND UTILIZATION
FACILITIES

1. Authority: Secs. 103, 104, 161, 182, 183,
?f"h 169, 68 Stal. 936, 637, 948, 953, 954, 955,
%56, as umended, sec. 234, B3 Stat. 1244, as
imended (42 U.S.C. 2133, 2134, 2201, 2232,
2233, 2236, 2249, 2282); secs. 201, 202, 206. 88
_.s,‘,- 1242, 1244, 1246, as amended (42 U.S.C.
41, 5642, 5840), unless otherwise noted.
_Sec 507 also issued under Pub. L. 95-601,
“— 10, 92 Stat, 2951 (42 U.S.C. 5851). Secs,
*).58, 50.91 and 50.92 also issued under Pub.
L. 07-415, 96 Stat, 2073 (42 U.S.C. 2239). Sec.
50.78 also issued under sec. 122, 68 Stat. 939
143 US.C 2152). Secs, 50.80-50.81 also issued
‘n‘n\‘:.-r Sec. 164, 68 Stat, 954, as amended (42

S.C. 2234). Secs. 50.100-50.102 also Issued
under sec. 186, 68 Stat. 955 (42 U.S.C. 2236).

For the purposes of sec. 223, 68 Stat, 958, as
amended (42 U.S.C. 2273). §§ 50.10 (a). (b),
and {c). 50.44, 50.46, 50,48, 50,54, and 50.80{a)
ore tssued under sec. 161h, 68 Sta. 948, as
amended (42 US.C. 2201(b)); §% 50.10 (b) and
[\‘" ;‘"-'5 50.54 are issued under sec. 1611, 88
s L'l 949, a5 amended (42 U.S.C. 22m/(i)); and
¥8 50.55{e), 50.59(b), 50,70, 50.71. 50.72. and

50.78 are issued under sec. 1610, 68 Stat. 950,
as amended (42 U.S.C. 2201(0)).

2. In § 50.55a, paragraph (b)(1) is
revised to read as follows:

§50.55 Codes and standards.

(bl . v

(1) As used in this section, references
to Section Il of the ASME Boiler and
Pressure Vessel Code refer 1o Section
111, Division 1, and include editions
through the 1980 Edition and addenda
through the Summer 1982 Addenda.

Dated at Bethesda, Maryland, this 5th day
of October 1983,

For the Nuclear Regulatory Commission.
Jack W. Roe,
Acting Executive Director for Operations.
[FR Doc. 83-30001 Filed 11-3-81. 8:45 um|
BILLING CODE 7590-01-M

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
Federal Aviation Administration

14 CFR Part 39
[Docket No. 83-CE-75-AD; Amdt. 39-4763]

Airworthiness Directives; Cessna
Models, 152, A152, 172N, 172P, 172Q,
172RG, R172K, 180K, 182Q, 182R,
T182, R182, TR182, A185F, F152,
FA152, F172N, F172P, FR172K, F182Q,
and FR182 Airplanes

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

SUMMARY: This amendment adopts a
new Airworthiness Directive (AD),
applicable to certain Cessna Models,
152, A152, 172N, 172P, 172Q, 172RG,
R172K, 180K, 182Q, 182R, T182, R182,
TR182, A185F, F152, FA152, F172N,
F172P, FR172K, F182Q, and FR182
airplanes. It requires a one time
inspection of the aileron hinges for
correct location of the colter pins which
retain the aileron hinge pins and if
necessary, replacement or correction of
aileron hinges having incorrectly located
cotter pins. It has been determined that
the hole for the cotter pin which retains
the aileron hinge pin may have been
mislocated on some aileron hinges. This
may result in loss of the aileron hinge
pin and aileron control. The inspection
and corrective action will preclude loss
of the hinge pin.
DATES: Effective date: November 8, 1983.
Compliance: As prescribed in the
body of this AD.
ADDRESSES: Copies of Cessna Service
Information Letter SE83-18 dated July
29, 1983, applicable to this AD may be

obtained from Cessna Aircraft
Company, P.O. Box 1521, Wichita,
Kansas 67201, Telephone No. (316) 685-
9111. A copy of this information is also
contained in the Rules Docket, FAA,
Office of the Regional Counsel, Room
1558, 601 East 12th Streetl, Kansas City,
Missouri 64106.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Douglas W. Haig, Aerospace Engineer,
Wichita Aircraft Certification Office,
Room 238, Terminal Building 2299, Mid-
Continent Airport, Wichita, Kansas
67209, Telephone No. (316) 269-7005.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: A
Cessna Model TR182 sirplane
experienced an in-flight aileron control
problem. Upon landing it was found that
the outboard hinge pin on the right
aileron was missing. The normal
airloads, coupled with the loss of the
hinge pin caused the right aileron to
bend upward, temporarily jamming the
controls, The pilot was able to stop the
resulting right roll by applying left
rudder. The airplane assumed a nose
down attitude although full nose up trim
was applied. Subsequently the aileron
broke loose and the airplane was landed
without further incident.

A hole is drilled on each end of this
piano style hinge through which a cotter
pin is installed to retain the hinge pin.
On the airplane involved in this incident
the cotter pin holes were mislocated and
the installed cotter pins did not retain
the hinge pin in the hinge.

Investigation into the manufacturing
of the aileron hinge revealed that it was
possible to misalign the hinge piece in
the tool used to locate and drill the
cotter pin hole. Inspection failed to find
the discrepant parts due to the sampling
techniques utilized. The manufacturer
has, however, isolated the time period
during which this specific tooling was
used and in-turn, the airplanes
potentially affected. Cessna has issued
Service Information Letter SE83-18
dated July 29, 1983, requiring a one time
inspection, plus corrective action if
necessary, on the affected airplanes.

Since the FAA has determined that
the unsafe condition described herein is
likely to exist or develop in other
airplanes of the same type design, an
AD is being issued requiring a one time
visual inspection and replacement or
correction of aileron hinges with
mislocated cotter pin holes in
accordance with Cessna Service
Information Letter SE83-18 dated July
29,1983, on certain Cessna Models, 152,
A152, 172N, 172P, 172Q, 172RG, R172K,
180K, 182Q, 182R, T182, R182. TR182,
A185F, F152, FA152, F172N, F172P,
FR172K, F180Q. and FR182 airplanes.
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Because an emergency condition exists
that requires the immediate adoption of
this regulation, it is found that notice
and public procedure hereon are
impractical and contrary to 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.

Adopﬁon of the Amendment

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

Cessna: Applies to the following airplancs
certificated in any category:

Seriat No

o 15282032 Wwu 15204699, 15264661 vy
15284684, 15234856 theu  1528aBSY,
15284853 vy 15285417, 15205410 thiu
15205621, 15205623  twu 15205629,
15265627 Bwy 15265651, 15265651 twe
15265681, 15285687, 15265685  theu
15285693, 15205608 twu  VS2BST00,
15285702 they 15265713, 15285716 theu
15285718,

» 15285733  fhvu 15285744,
15285748 ey 15285750, 15285751 they
15285753, 15285758, 15285757,
15285754, 152685760, 15285764,
15285765, 15265787, 15285768,
15285772, 15288773, 15285778,
152857709, 15285787, 15286783

AIS520808 theu A1S20080, A1520002 trww
AIS20002, A1520000 s AT521020
A1521022

12274035 they 17274006, -

TIZ74010  fhwu  AT275606, 17274808,
17275817 twu  1727585e, 17275857
17276881 thau 17275881, 1727588 ey
17275010, 17275812 thea  Y)275047,
AT275049 thes 17275053, 17275855 they
17275958, 17275060 ww  1727507Y,
7275973, 17275074, 17275976,
17275078, 17275080 thw 17275962,
VIZTSA0, 17275008 Wwu V7275000,
V7275004, 17275905, \T205000, V12749099
theu 17276002, 1727600%, 172760V,
1227602, 17270014

17275860 ttwo 17275691,
17275810,

AS2 -

TN
17 -

1720 - 17275885 Wwu
l 17275812 oo 17275047,
1727504B By 17275053 V7ETSESS thry
V\I27SG56, 17275960 Wwu  AT2TSATY,
l 17275073, | \TZ7S07A,  VT2TSOTE.
17275078, 17275080 ey 17275062
17075084, 17275086 Wy 17275002,
‘ V7275004, 17275395, 17235097, 17275060
By 17276002, 17276005, 13276010,
|

17278012, 17276014
D AT2RGO0Y ey 172RG1134, 1V 2RG11Y
1 RAT229% they R1723454
-4 18053001 thry 18053201
18266581 thry 18267715
' TE257716 they 18268103, HE5105 ey

1\72RG.
RI72K
180K
1820
18287 and
Tia2 1268107, 1B28106 ey 1208129,
16268131 ey 1E2EE4Y 268143,
16268144, 18265146 Meu  YEIEE203,
18285310, 1R288312  thry

182647309
15265345, 18268348, 18268350
A182 and Inuzoosumnuzomzmmsum
TR182 RIN201933, RIE201835 My MIE201GGE
| RIB201940. RIA201042.  ALE201043
| RW201945,  RIBZIGME. FIE201940
| R18201950, R15201953, R1A201964
| 18503684 ey 99504334, 18504938
18504337, 18504339 thru 18504395

' 18504397, 18504208, 18504400

ATLSF

Morion Sestal No

F152 | F15201529 theu F1520188), F15201885 thru

FI5201006, F1S201838 they F15201831
| F15201833, £1520193%, F152014G6

FA152 ; FAT520348 thwu FA1520082

Fi72N wed F17201750 thyw F17202039.

Fi7e9 F17202040 heu F17202146. F17202148 thry
F1720217%, F17202177 teu FI7202181,
FI7202183 thy F17202W86. F17200166
they FI7202194, F17202197, F 17202200,
F17202202

FRIZ2X | FRIT200631 they FR1 7200675

F1220. . F18200005 they F18200160

FRIS2

; FRIB200021 they FR 18200070

Compliance: Required as indicated. unless
ulready accomplished. To prevent possible
loss of an aileron hinge pin, accomplish the
following:

{a) Within the next 100 hours time in
service, after the effective date of this AD,
visually inspect esch aileron hinge (6 total)
for correct location of the cotter pin in
accordance with Figure 1. of this AD or
Cessna Service Information Letter SEB3-18
dated July 29, 1983.

1. If the cotter pin holes are correctly
located the airplane may be returned to
service without further action.

2. If the cotter pin holes are incorrectly
located, prior to further flight modify or
replace aileron hinges in accordance with
instructions in Figure 1. of this AD or Cessna
Service Information Letter SEA3-18 dated July
29, 1983,

(b) Airplanes may be flown in accordance
with FAR 21.197 o a base where this AD may
be sccomplished.

(c) An equivalent method of compliance
with this AD may be used if approved by the
Manager, Wichila Aircralt Centification
Office, Federal Aviation Administration,
Room 238, Terminal Building 2260, Wichita.
Kansas 67209, Telephone (316) 208-7000.

This amendment becomes effective on
November 8, 1983.

(Secs. 313(a), 601 and 803, Federal Avistion
Act of 1958, as amended (39 U.5.C. 1354{a),
1421 and 1423); 49 U.S.C. 106(g) (Revised. Pub.
L. 97449, January 12, 1983} § 11,80 of the
Federal Aviation Regulations (14 CFR 11.89))

Note.~The FAA has determined that this
regulation is an emergency regulation that is
nol mujor under Section 8 of Executive Order
12291, It is impractical for the agency to
follow the procedures of Order 12201 with
respect to this rule since the rule must be
issued immediately to correct an unsafe
condition in sircrafl. It has been further
determined that this document involves an
emergency regulation under DOT Regulatory
Policies and Procedures (44 FR 11034;
Febiruary 26, 1979). i this action Is
subsequently determined to involve a
significant regulation a final regutatory
evaluation or analysis, as appropriate. will be
prepared and placed in the regulatory docket
[otherwise, an evaluation is not required). A
copy of it, when filed, may be obtained by
contacting the Rules Docket under the
caption “ADDRESSES" al the location
identified.

Issued in Kansas City, Missouri, an
October 21, 1983. '
John E. Shaw,

Acting Director Central Region.
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BILUNG CODE 4910-13-M

14 CFR Part 39

|Airworthiness Docket No. 83-ANE-18;
Amdt. 39-4748)

Airworthiness Directives; AVCO
Lycoming Reciprocating Series
10-540, TIO-540, LTI0-540, TIO-541,
TIGO-541 and Model AEIO-540-L1B5D

Aczu_cy: Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA), DOT.
ACTION: Final rule, request for comments

SUMMARY: This amendment adopts a
few Airworthiness Directive (AD)
f*quiring the replacement of Fuel

Alleron Hinge Inspection. Modification or Heplace ment

Diaphragm Assy. P/N 2539806 installed
in certain Bendix RSA-10 Fuel Injector
Units, with an improved Fuel Diaphragm
Assy., P/N 2541803, performing a flow
bench calibration of the injector unit,
and reidentifying the nameplate. The
AD is necessary to prevent separation of
the fuel diaphragm from the stem
resulting in the cutoff of fuel supply to
the aircraft's engine and subsequent
engine failure.

DATES: Effective date; November 4, 1983.
The Director of the Office of the Federal
Register approved the incorporation by
reference of certain publications in 14
CFR 39.13 effective on November 4.
1983,

Compliance schedule—As prescribed

in the body of the AD.
Comments must be received on or
before December 5, 1983.

ADDRESSES: The applicable service
bulletins may be obtained from Bendix
Energy Controls Division, 717 North
Bendix Drive, South Bend. Indiana
46620. Send comments on the rule in
duplicate to: Federal Aviation
Administration, Office of the Regional
Counsel, New England Region,
Attention: Rules Docket No, 83-ANE-18,
12 New England Executive Park,
Burlington, Massachuseltts 01038,

A copy of each of the service bulletins
is contained in the Rules Docket,
Federal Aviation Administration, Office
of the Regional Counsel. New England
Region, 12 New England Executive Park,
Burlington, Massachusetts 01803, and in
the New York Aircraft Certification
Office, 181 South Franklin Avenue, Rm.
202, Valley Stream, New York 11581,
The service bulletins and all comments
received may be examined in the Rules
Docket weekdays, except Federal
holidays, between 8:00 a.m. and 4:30
p.m.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Mr. I. Mankuta, ANE-174, New York
Aircraft Certification Office, Federal
Aviation Administration, 181 South
Franklin Avenue, Room 202, Valley
Stream, New York 11581, Telephone No.
(516) 791-7421.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: There
have been reports of engine failures,
loss of power, and at least one accident
caused by the separation of the fuel
diaphragm stem from the fuel
diaphragm. Although the failure mode
could not be duplicated. it has been
determined that certain P/N 2539806
stem assemblies manufactured from
AMS 5646 steel annealed during the
latter part of 1979, may not have
adequate strength to withstand the
stresses during operation and are
susceptible to fatigue fracture. Earlier
fabricated stem assemblies {(work
hardened) are exempt from this AD.
Bendix tests on a tougher, higher tensile
strength material, indicate that the new
P/N 2541803 diaphragm stem will
adequately withstand operational
stresses experienced in service.

Request for Comments on the Rule

Although this action is in the form of a
final rule. which involves requirements
affecting Might safety and therefore was
not preceded by notice and public
procedure. comments are invited on the
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rule. When the comment period ends,
the FAA will use the comments
submitted, together with other available
information, to review the regulation.
After the review, if the FAA finds that
changes are appropriate, it will initiate
rulemaking proceedings to amend the
regulation. Comments that provide the
factual basis supporting the views and
suggestions presented are particularly
helpful in evaluating the effects of the
rule and determining whether additional
rolemaking is needed. Comments are
specifically invited on the overall
regulatory, economic, environmental,
and energy aspects of the rule that might
suggest a need to modify the rule.

Since a situation exists that requires
the immediate adoption of this
regulation, it is found that notice and
public procedure hereon are
impracticable, and good cause exists for
making this amendment effective in less
than 30 days.

List of Subjects in 14 CFR Part 39

Engines, Aircraft, and Aviation safety.
Incorporation by reference.

Adoption of the Amendment
PART 39— AMENDED]

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

Avco Lycoming: Applies to all Aveo
Lycoming /O-540-G185 -G1C5, -G1DS, -
K1AS, -K1A5D, -K1B5, -K1C5, -K1D5, -
K1F5, -K1F5D, K165, -K1G5D, -K1]5, -
K1J5D, ~-M1B5D, ~S1AS5, -AAIAS ABIO-
S40-L1BAD; TIO-540-F28D, -] 28D, -
N2ZBD, -S1AD. -U2A, -V2AD; LTIO-540-
FZBD. -]2BD, -N2BD, -U2ZA, -VZAD;
TIO-511-E1A4, -E1B4. -E1C4: TICO-
S41-E1A, series engines equipped with
HBendix Models RSA-100B1, RSA-10DB2.
RSA-10EM. and RSA-10EDZ fuel
injectors as identified in Bendix Service
Bulletin RS-88, including Supplement 1,
Section 1.A. (1), [2) aud (3}

Comphiance required within the next 50
hours in service after the effective date of this
AD. unless previously accomplished.

To prevent engine failure due to fatigee
failure of the injector fue! diaphragm stem,
replace P/N 2539806 fue] dinphragm assembly
with P/N 2541803 and perform flow
calibration and nameplate reidentification in
acuordance with Section 2 Accomplishment
Instructions of Bendix Energy Controls
Division Service Bulletin RS-85, or FAA
Approved equivalent.

An equivalent method of complinnce with
this AD, may be used if approved by the
Minager, New York Alrcraft Certification
Olfice. FAA, New England Regton. Upon
submission of substantiation data by an
vwner or operator through an FAA
maintenance inspector, the Manager, New

York Atrcraft Centification Office, muy sdjust
the compliance time specified in this AD.

In accordance with FAR 21.197 and 21188,
the aircraft may be flown to a location where
the alterations required by this AD can be
performed.

AVCO Lycoming S/B No. 467, Bendix
Energy Control Service Bulletin Nos. RS-85
including Supplement No. 1, Revised August
10, 1983, and R5-88 including Supplement No,
1. Revised August 10, 1983, identified and
described in this directive are incorporated
herein and made by reference a part hereof
parsuant to 5 U.S.C. 552 {a){1). All persons
affected by this directive who have not
already received these documents may
oblain coples upon request to Bendix Energy
Control Division, 717 North Bendix Drive,
Seuth Bend, Indiana 46620, These documents
maty also be examined at the Office of
Regional Counsel, FAA New England
Regional Office, 12 New England Executive
Park, Burlington, Massachusetts 01803. A
historical file on this AD is mafotained at the
New England Regional Office,

This amendment becomes effective on
November 4, 1983.

(Secs, 313[a), 601, and 603, Federal Aviation
Act of 1958, as amended (49 U.S.C. 1354(a).
1421, and 1423); (49 U.S.C. 106{g) revised, Pub.
L. 97449, January 12, 1963); 14 CFR 11.89)

Note:—The FAA has determined thut this
decument involves a regulation which is not
considered to beé major under Execulive
Order 12291 or signficant under Department
of Transportation Regulatory Policies and
Procedures (44 FR 11034: February 26, 1979)
on the basis that the total cost impact is
under $3 million. It is certified that the final
rule will not have a significant economic
impact on & substantial number of small
entities because of the phase-down schedule
of compliunce and because the cost of the
action is less the S200 per engine which is
nominal compared to the overall cost of the
aircralt invelved.

A final regulatory evaluation prepared
for this document is contained in the
public docket, and a copy may be
obtained by writing to: FAA, Office of
Regional Counsel, Attn: Rules Docket
No. 83-ANE~18, 12 New England
Executive Park, Burlington,
Massachusetts 01803.

Note:—The incorpotation by reference
provisions of this document were approved
on November 4, 1883. The referenced
Balletins are avallable at the Office of the
Federal Register.

Issued in Burlington, Massachusetts, on
October 11, 1963

Robert E. Whitfington,
Director. New England Region.

(VR Doc. 832900 Filexd 11303, 885 am|
BILLING CODE 4510-13-M

14 CFR Part 39
[Docket No. 82-ASW-82; Amdt. 39-4760)

Airworthiness Directives; Bell
Helicopter Textron, Inc., Model 412
Helicopters

AGENCY: Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA), DOT.

ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: This action publishes in the
Fedral Register and makes effective us
to all persons an amendment adopling a
new airworthiness directive (AD) which
was previously made effective as to all
known U.S. owners and operators of
certain Bell Helicopter Textron. Inc.,
Model 412 helicoplers by individual
telegrams. The AD requires an
immediate reduction in retirement life of
certain part number main rotor yokes,
installation of @ main rotor yoke flex
indicator kit on certain main rotor hub
assemblies, and a daily visuul
inspection of certain main rotor yokes
and flex indicators. The AD is needed lo
prevent main rotor yoke failure which
could result in loss of a helicopter.

DATES: Effective December 2, 1983, as 10
all persons except those persons to
whom it was made immediately
effective by telegraphic AD T82-26-51
issued December 8, 1982, which
contained this amendment.

Compliance required on the effective
date of this AD.

ADDRESSES: The applicible service
bulletin may be obtained from Bell
Helicopter Textron, Inc.. P.O. Box 482,
Fort Worth, Texas 76101, Attention:
Customer Support.

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

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
H. A. Armstrong. Helicopter
Certification Branch. ASW-170, Aircral!
Certification Division, Southwest
Region, Federal Aviation
Administration, P.O. Box 1684, Forth
Warth, Texas 76101, telephone numbe
(817) 877-2079.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On
December 8, 1982, telegraphic Al Ta2-
26-51 was issued and made effective
immediately as to all known U.S.
owners and operators of Bell Helicopter
Textron, Inc.. Model 412 helicoptess. The
AD required a reduction in retirement
life of certain part number main rolor
vokes. Additionally, the AD required
installation of & main rotor yoke flex
indicator kit on certain main rofor hub
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sssemblies. The AD also required a
continuing daily visual inspection of the
main rotor yokes and the flex indicators.
The AD action was necessary to prevent
main rotor yoke failure which could
result in loss of a helicopter.

Since it was found that immediate
corrective action was required, notice
and public procedure thereon was
impracticable and contrary to public
interest, and good cause existed to make
the AD effective immediately by
individual telegrams issued December 8,
1662, to all known U.S. owners and
operators of certain Bell Helicopter
Textron, Inc., Model 412 helicopters.
These conditions still exist and the AD
is hereby published in the Federal
Register as an amendment lo § 39.13 of
Part 39 of the Federal Aviation
Regulations to make it effective as to all
persons,

List of Subjects in 14 CFR Part 39

Air transportation, Aircraft, Aviation
safety, Safety.

Adoption of the Amendment
PART 39— AMENDED)

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

Bell Helicopter Textron, Inc.: Applies to Bell
Helicopter Textron, Inc., Mode 412
helicopters certificated in all categories
hat are equipped with main rotor yokes
PIN $12-010-101-109, -4, -117, and -
121 (Afrworthiness Docket Ne 82-ASW-
82).

Complinnce is required as indicated (unless

Vready accomphished).

Fo prevent fuilure of the main rotor voke,
teeomplish the following:

9] Effective immediately, the retirement

e of yoke assemblies P/N $12-010-101-113,

117, and -121 is reduced to 700 hours. Yokes

with more than 675 hours’ time in service an

fe eflective date of this AD may be opernted
and additional 25 hours maximem.

_ [b) Install Aex indicator kit, Bel P/N 412~

‘W-006-101, on yoke sssemblies P/N 412-

'."-"' 101113, <117, and -121 within 25 hours’

'me in service after the effective date of this

AD Before the first Right of each day perform

n spection of the flex indlcutors and

T:"i"'rm corrective action when deflection is

..w;;'u:'-.-d In accordance with the instructions

7 Bell Adert Service Bulletin 412-82-9, duted

}’--'*;JL'. or an equivalen! procedure approved

[') -‘}'n-- Manager, Aireraft Cortification

¢ Vision, Federal Aviation Administeation,

SOuthwes! Rugion.

] Before the { rst flight of each day

pecform u visya wnspection of yoko

'u-»-uzb,jm‘

LN 4124010001908, ~113, 117, amd <121 in

'* aren of the flexure concentruting on the

Y0 rom the must fo the dumper bridges

including the transition radii from the flexure
to the damper hridge mounting area, on both
upper and lower surfaces of the yoke.

(d) In accordance with FAR 21187, flight is
permitted to a base where the requirements
of this AD may be accomplished.

(e) Any equivalent means of complisnce
with this AD must be approved by the
Manager, Aircraft Certification Division,
Federal Aviation Administration, Southwest
Region,

Note.—Refer to Bell Helicopter Textron,
Inc. Service Bulletin 412-82-9, dated 12-9-82,
or FAA approved equivalent for flex
indicutor installation procedures,

This amendment becomes effective
December 2, 1983, as to all persons
except those persons to whom it was
made immediately effective by
telegraphic AD T82-26-51 issued
December 8, 1882, which contained this
amendment.

{Sec. 313(a), 601, and 803, Federal Aviation
Act of 1958, ss amended (49 U.S.C. 1354(a).
1421, and 1423); 49 U.S.C. 106(g) (Revised.
Pub. L. 87449, January 12, 1983); 14 CFR
11.89)

Note.—The FAA has determined that this
regulation is an emergency reguiation that is
not considered to be major under Executive
Order 12291 It is impracticable for the
agency to follow the procedures of Order
12261 with respect to this rule since the rule
must be issued immediately to correct an
unsafe condition in airceaft. It has been
further determined that this sction involves
an emergency regulation under DOT
Regulatory Policies and Procedures [43 FR
11034; February 26, 1979). If this action is
subsuquently determined to involve o
significant/major regulation, o final
regulatory evaluation or anulysis. as
appropriate, will be prepared and placed in
the regulatory docket {otherwise, an
evaluntion or analysis is not required). A
copy of i1, when filed, may be obtained by
contacting the person identified under the
caplion “FOR FURTHER INFORMATION
CONTACT.”

Issued in Foot Worth, Texas, on October 18,
1983.

Roger G. Knight,

Acting Director, Southwes! Region
[FR Dhor: #2050 Filed 23-3-&3: 848 om|
BILLING CODE 4910-13-M

14 CFR Part 39
|Docket No. 83-NM-94-AD; Admt. 39-4765)

Alrworthiness Directives; BFGoodrich
Emergency Evacuation Slide/Rafts P/
N's 7A1340 Series, 7A1342 Series,
7A1371 Series, and 7A 1373 Serles

AGENCY: Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA), DOT.

ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: This amendment adopts a
new airworthiness directive (AD) which
requires inspection, repair, or

replacement, as necessary, of
BFGoodrich Emergency Evacuation
Slide/Rafts P/N's 7A1340 series, 7A1342
series, 7A1371 series, and 7A1373 series
installed in Boeing 747 airplanes in
accordance with STC SA574GL or
SA575GL. This AD is prompted by
reports of leakage due to fabric porosity
which in one case was severe enough to
significantly degrade to functioning as a
slide after approximately one minute of
inflation, and in several cases was
severe enough to prevent continued
functioning as a raft. It has been
determined that the inspection and
repair procedure contained in
BFGoodrich Service Bulletin 25-081 will
correc! the problem.

DATES: Effective November 15, 1983.

Compliance schedule as prescribed in
the body of the AD.

ADDRESSES: The applicable service
bulletin may be obtained from
BFGoodrich Company, ATTN: Mr. Earl
Lucas, Dept. 1809, Bldg. 17F, 500 South
Main Street, Akron, Ohio 44318,
telephone (216) 374-2193.

A copy of the service bulletin is
contained in the Rules Docket located at
FAA, Northwest Mountain Region, 17900
Pacific Highway South, C-68966. Seattle,
Washington 98168.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Charles Smalley, Aerospace Engineer,
Systems Equipment Branch, ACE-130C,
FAA, Central Region, Chicago Aircraft
Certification Office, 2300 East Devon
Avenue, Des Plaines, lllinois 60018;
Telephone (312) 684-7128.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: There
have been 15 reports of high leakage
rates in BFGoodrich Emergency
Evacunation Slide/Rafts, P/Ns 7A1340
series, 7A1342 series, 7A1371 series, and
7A1373 series. The leakage is believed
to be caused by abrasion by the
packboard and the screws on the
aspirator assembly and fungus
infestation. The problem was uncovered
by an airline during normal overhaul
procedures. The leakage rates are such
that in one case the use of the slide/raft
as a slide was severely degraded
approximately one minute after
inflation, and in several cases use as a
raft was degraded because the leakage
rates exceeded the capability of the
handpump packed with the slide/raft.
Also, during the inspections of the
slide/rafts, three of the handpumps were
found to be inoperative. Both problems
are beliewed Yo be limited to a specific
set of serial numbers called out in the
service bulletin for immediate
inspection. The remaining units of the
same design but different fabric lots and
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handpump design are scheduled for
inspection within 120 days.

Since this situation is Ekely to exist or
develop on other slide/rafts of the same
type design, an airworthiness directive
is being issued which requires a
recurring inspection and repair, as
necessary, of BFGoodrich Emergency
Evacuation Slide/Rafts P/Ns 7A1340
series, 7A1342 series, 7A1371 series, and
7A1373 series.

Since a situation exists that requires
the immediate adoption of this
regulation, it is found that notice and
public procedure hereon are
impracticable and good cause exists for
making this amendment effective in less
than 30 days.

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

PART 39—|AMENDED]

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

BFGoodrich: Applies to BFGoodrich
Emergency Evacuation Slide/Rafts P/Ns
7A1340 series, 7A1342 series, 7A1371
series, and 7A1373 series. These slide/
rafts are installed on Boeing Model 747~
100 and 747-200B airplanes in
accordance with Supplemental Type
Certificate [STC) SA574CL, and on
Boeing Model 747-100B, 747SR. and 747~
300 airplunes in uccordance with STC
SA575GL. Compliance required as
indicated below. To assure proper
functioning of BFGoodrich Slide/Rafts,
accomplish the following unless
previously accomplished in accordance
with the procedures in BFGoodrich
Service Bulletin 25-081, Revision 1. dated
September 27, 1983.

A. For BFGoodrich Slide/Rafts P/Ns
7A1340 series or 7A1371 series S/Ns Gom
thru G289, and P/Ns 7A1342 series or 7A1373
series, S/Ns C001 thru GO87;: Within 20
calendar days after the effective date of this
AD perform the maintenance procedures
contained in BFGoodrich Service Bulletin 25-
081, Revision 1. dated September 27, 1983, or
subsequent FAA approved revisions, on
installed slide/rafts or on slide/rafts prior to
installation. Repeat inspections per
paragraph C.. below.

B. For all BFGoodrich Slide/Rafts, P/N's
7A1340 series, 7A1342 series, 7A1371 series
and 7A1373 series, inspect all serial numbers
installed prior to September 1, 1983, and not
inspected per paragraph A, above, in
accordance with BFGoodrich Service Bulletin
25-081, Rev. 1. dated September 27, 1083, or
subsequent FAA approved revision, within
120 duys of the effective date of this AD.
Slides installed subsequent to August 31,
1983 must be inspected in accordance with

BFGoodrich Service Bulletin 25-081, Revision
1. dated September 27, 1983, or subsequent
FAA approved revision, within 180 days of
last leak check inspection. (Reference Service
Bulletin Section 2B) Repeat inspections per
Paragraph C., below.

C. To prevent undetected deterioration
repeat the inspection of all installed
BFGoodrich Slide/Rafts, P/N's 7A1340 series,
7A1342 series, 7A1371 series and 7A1373
series, in accordance with Section 2B of
BFGoodrich Service Bulletin 25-081, Rev. 1,
dated September 27, 1983, or subsequent FAA
approved revision, within 180 days of last
inspection or within 180 days of installation.

D. Alternate means of compliance which
provide an equivalent level of safety may be
used when approved by the Manager,
Chicago Aircrafl Certification Office. FAA,
Central Region.

E. Upon request of operator, an FAA
Principal Maintenance Inspector, subject to
prior approval by Manager, Chicago Aircraft
Certification Office, FAA, Central Region,
can adjust the compliance times if the request
contains substantiating data to justify the
increase for the operator.

F. Special flight permits may be Issued in
accordance with FAR 21197 and 21.199 to
operate airplanes to a base for the
accomplishment of inspections and/or
modifications required by this AD.

All persons affected by this directive who
have not already received these documents
from the manufacturer may oblain copies
upon request to BFGoodrich Company, Attn:
Mr. Earl Lucas, Dept. 1809, Bldg. 17F, 500
South Main Street, Akron, Ohio 44318.

These documents also may be examined at
the FAA, Northwest Mountain Region, 17900
Pacific Highway South, Seattle. Washington.

This amendment becomes effective
November 15, 1983.

(Secs. 313{a), 314(a), 601 through 610, and
1102 of the Federal Aviation Act of 1958 (49
U.S.C. 1354(a), 1421 through 1430, and 1502);
49 U.S.C. 106(g) (Revised. Pub. 1. 97-449,
January 12, 1983); and 14 CFR 11.89)

Note.—The FAA has determined that this
regulation is an emergency regulation that is
nol major under Section 8 of Executive Order
122091, It is impracticable for the agency to
follow the procedures of Order 12291 with
respect to this rule since the rule must be
issued immediately to correct an unsafe
condition in aircraft. It has been further
determined that this document involves an
emergency regulation under DOT Regulatory
Policies and Procedures (44 FR 11034;
February 28, 1979). If this action is
subsequently determined to involve a
significant/major regulation, & final
regulatory evaluation or analysis, as
appropriate, will be prepared and placed in
the regulatory docket [otherwise, an
evaluation is no! required). A copy of it,
when filed, may be obtained by contacting
the person identified under the caption “FOR
FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT."

Issued in Seattle. Washington on October
26, 1983,

Charles R. Foster,

Director, Northwest Mountain Regilon.
JFR Doc. #2903 Filed 11-05-83 B35 am|
BILLING CODE 4910-13-M

14 CFR Part 39

[Docket No. 83-CE-74-AD; Amendment 39-
4766

Airworthiness Directives; British
Aerospace Aircraft Group, Scottish
Division, Jetstream Model 3101
Airplanes

AGENCY: Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA). DOT.

AcTiON: Final rule

SUMMARY: This amendment adopts a
new Airworthiness Directive (AD],
applicable to British Aerospace Aircraft
Group, Scottish Division, Jetstream
Model 3101 airplanes, which supersedes
Emergency Airworthiness Directive 83-
14-11 issued by priority letter dated July
19, 1983. This superseded AD
established limitations prohibiting flight
of these airplanes into known or
forecast icing conditions and extension
of flaps beyond 20 degrees because of
possible short period pitch oscillations
under these conditions. Subsequent to
the issnance of AD 83-14-11, the
manufacturer has developed a
modification which precludes short
period pitch oscillations caused by an
accumulation of ice on the tail or
extension of the flaps beyond 20
degrees. This modification is
incorporated in the superseding AD as
an allernate corrective action.
Compliance with the restrictions
contained in AD 83-14-11 or
incorporation of this alternate .
modification will reduce the possibility
of development of short period pitch
oscillations and subsequent loss of
airplane control.
DATES: Effective date: November 10,
1983.

Compliance: As prescribed in the
body of the AD
ADDRESSES: British Aerospace Service :
Bulletin 27-A~JM7328, Revision 2. dated
September 12, 1983, and Flight Test
Schedule FTS 397/JM dated August 2
1983, applicable to this AD, may be
obtained from British Aerospace
Incorporated, 13850 McLearen Road.
Dulles Industrial Aerospace Park,
Herndon, Virginia 22070. A copy of this
information is also contained in the
Rules Dockets, FAA, Office of the
Regional Counsel, Room 1558, 601 East
12th Street, Kansas City, Missouri 64100
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FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Mr. A. Astorga, Aircraft Certification
Staff. AEU=100, Europe, Africa and -
Middle East Office, FAA, c/o American
Embassy, 1000 Brussels, Belgium,
lelephone 513.38.30; or Mr. L. Werth,
FAA, ACE-109, 601 East 12th Street,
Kansas City, Missouri 64106, telephone
(816) 374-6932.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: As o
result of two reports of a pronounced
and rapid pitch oscillation during flight
m icing conditions on a Jetstream Series
3100 aircraft, British Aerospace issued
an urgent temporary revision to the
Jetstream Alirplane Flight Manuals
[AFM} which established limitations
prohibiting flight of these airplanes into
known or forecast icing conditions and
extension of flaps beyond 20 degrees.
The FAA found that the condition
addressed by this United Kingdom Civil
Aviation Authority (UKCAA) approved
lemporary revision to the AFM was an
unairworthy condition likely o exist on
iirplanes certificated for operation in
the United States. As a result AD 83-14-
11 applicable to Jetstream 3101

airplunes, was issued by priority letter
dated July 19, 1983, establishing
limitutions prohibiting flight into known
ur forecast icing conditions and
extension of the flaps beyond 20
degrees. Subsequently the manufacturer
conducted extensive flight and wind
tunnel testing and has developed an
airframe modification which will reduce
the possibility of developing these
oscillations. As a result British
Acrospace issued Service Bulletin 27-A-
IM7328, Revision 2, dated September 12,
1983, and Flight Test Schedule FTS 397/
IM dnted August 2, 1983, which contain
instructions for incorporation of
Modification [M7328, Part B, and for
light 1esting the modified airplane. The
UKCAA, who has responsibility and
authority to maintain the continuing
dirworthiness of these airplanes in the
United Kingdom, has classified this
Service Bulletin and the actions
recommended therein by the
'!\l--mlfu(:lumr as mandatory o assure
the conlinued aifworthiness to the
dflected airplanes. On airplanes
perated under United Kingdom
uzistration, this action has the same
vllect as an AD on airplanes certified for
oberation in the United Stales. The FAA
wiies upon the certification of the
UKCAA combined with FAA review of
pertinent documentation in finding
“ompliance of the design of these
Jrptunes with the applicable United
tes airworthiness requirements and
'he sirworthiness and conformity of
products of this design certificated for
Uheration in the United States.

The FAA has examined the available
informution related to the issuance of
British Aerospace Service Bulletin 27-
A-JM7328, Revision 2, dated September
12. 1983, and the mandatory
classification of this Service Bulletin by
the UKCAA,

Based on the foregoing, the FAA has
determined that the condition addressed
by this Service Bulletin is an unsafe
condition that may exist on other
products of the same type design
certificated for operation in the United
States.

Therefore, and AD superseding AD
83-14-11 is being issued that requires
limitations prohibiting flight into icing
conditions and flap extension beyond 20
degrees, or, incorporation of
Modification J]M7328, Part B, and
subsequent flight test per the
instructions in Service Bulletin 27-A-
JM7328, Revision 2, dated September 12,
1983, on British Aerospace Aircraft
Group, Scottish Division, Jetstream
Model 3101 airplanes.

Because an emergency condition
exists that requires the immediate
adoption of this regulation, it is found
that notice and public procedure hereon
are impractical and contrary to 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, pursuant to the authority
delegated to me by the Administrator,
§ 39.13 of the Federal Aviation
Regulations (14 CFR 39.13) is amended

. by adding the following new AD:

British Aerospace: Applies o British
Aerospace Model 3101 (all serial
numbers) airplanes certificated in any
category.

Compliance: Required prior to further
flight, unless alrendy accomplished.

To reduce the possibility of development of
short period pitch oscillations, sccomplish
either puragraphs {a) or (b) as follows:

(a) Placard the airplane and modify the
AFM as follows:

(1) Fubricate und install in full view of the
pilot & temporary placard using letters of

-minimum .10 inch in height which states;

“FLIGHT IN ICING CONDITIONS
PROHIBITED, MAXIMUM PERMITTED
FLAP ANGLE IS 20 DEGREES."”
and operate the airplane In accordance with
these Himitations.

{2) Add the Tollowing information to page
47, Section 5 of the AFM:
“Landings must be made with no 'more than
20 degrees of Map selected. Increuse approach
speed by 10 knots.™

{3} Add the following information to pages
45 und 47, Section 5 of the AFM:

“Landings must be made with no more than
20 degrees of flap selected. The scheduled
field lengths are increased by 20 percent.”

14) 1nsertion of & copy of this AD in front of
the puges specified in paragraphs a)f2) and
(a)(3) ubove satisfies the requirements of
these paragraphs,

{5) The requirements of paragraphs (a)[1)
through [a){4) of this AD may be
accomplished by the holder of a pilot
certificate issued under Part 61 of the Federal
Aviation Regulations (FAR) on any airplane
owned oroperated by him. The person
sccomplishing these actions must make the
appropriate aircraft maintenance record
entry as prescribed by FAR 91.173.
or

(b) Incorporate British Aerospace
Modification JM7328, Part B, in accordante
with the accomplishment instructions of
British Aerospace Service Bulletin 27-A-
JM7328, Revision 2, dated September 12 1963

{1) Until AFM revisions are received and
incorporated, make the following
amendments in the AFM of the modified
airplane:

(A) In Section 2 of page 3, the aft limit of
the center.of gravity envelope is moved from
228 inches aft of datum to 226 inches aft of
datum at all weights. .

(B} In Section 5 of page 31, the weight
limited both engines operating enroute climb
speed is increased 1o the following values:

{thousands
e Arsgoed s A
0 whHo
" 11458
12 1165
3 1243
"W 1201
1455 138

{2) Following incorporation of British
Aerospace Modification JM7328, Part B,
perform a flight test in accordance with
British Aerospace Flight Test Schedule FTS
397 /JM dated Augus! 2. 1983, as referenced in
British Aerospace Service Bulletin 27-A-
JM7328, Revision 2, dated September 12, 1983,
This flight test is to be accomplished either
by a British Aerospace factory test pilot or
under the supervision of an FAA test pilot, or
by a British Aerospace factory approved
pilot.

{¢) An equivalent means of compliance
with this AD may be used, if approved. by the
Maunager, Airgraft Certification staff, AEU-
100, Europe, Africa and Middle East Office,
FAA. c/o American Embassy, Brussels,
Belgium. This AD supersedes AD 83-14-11,
isswed by priority letter dated July 19, 1983,
This amendment becomes effective on
November 10, 1983,

[Sec. 813{a). 601 and 603, Federal Aviation
Act of 1958, as amended (49 U.S.C. 1354(a).
1421 and 1423} 49 U.S.C. 106(g) (Revised, Pub,
L. 97-448, January 12, 1963); § 11.89 of the
Federal Aviation Regulations (14 CFR 11.89).

Note—~The FAA has determined that this
regulation is an emergency regulution that is
not major under Section 8 of Exceutive Order
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12291. 1t is impracticable for the agency to
follow the procedures of Order 12291 with
respect to this rulé since the rule must be
issued immediately to correct an unsafe
condition in aircraft, It has been further
determined that this document involves an
emergency regulation under DOT Regulatory
Policies and Procedures (44 FR 11034;
February 26, 1979). If this action is
subsequently determined to involve a
significant regulation, a final regulatory
evaluation or analysis, as appropriate will be
prepared and placed in the regulatory docket
{otherwise, an evaloation is not required). A
copy of it, when filed, may be obtained by
contacting the Rules Docket under the
caption “ADDRESSES" at the location
identified.

Issued in Kansas City, Missouri, on
October 25, 1983,

Murray E. Smith,

Director, Central Region,

[FR Doc. 83-294932 Filed 11-3-83% 845 am)
BILLING CODE 4910-13-M

14 CFR Part 39

[Docket No. 83-ASW-44; Amdt. 39-4762)
Airworthiness Directives; Robinson
Model R-22 Series Helicopters

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

SUMMARY: This action publishes in the
Federal Register and makes effective as
to all persons an amendment adopting a
new airworthiness directive (AD] which
was previously made effective as to all
known U.S. owners and operators of
certain Robinson Model R-22 series
helicopters by individual letters, The AD
requires replacement of certain
Robinson main rotor blades prior to
further flight. The AD is prompted by a
report of fatigue failure of a main rotor
blade which would result in the crash of
the helicopter.
DATES: Effective November 21, 1983, as
to all persons except those persons to
whom it was made immediately
effective by priority letter AD 83-15-07.
issued July 28, 1983, which contained
this amendment.

Compliance schedule—As prescribed
in the body of the AD.
ADDRESSES: The applicable service
bulletin may be obtained from Robinson
Helicopter Company, 24747 Crenshaw
Boulevard, Tarrance, California 80505. A
copy of the service bulletin is contained
in the Rules Docket at the office of the
Regional Counsel, Federal Aviation
Administration, Southwest Region, 4400
Blue Mound Road, Fort Worth, Texas
76106.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Charles Matheis, ANM-172W, Western

Aircraft Certification Field Office,
Federal Aviation Administration, P.O.
Box 92007, Worldway Postal Center,
Hawthorne, California 90009-2007,
telephone number (213) 536-6378.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On July
28, 1983, a priority letter AD 83-15-07
was issued and made effective
immediately as to all known U.S.
owners and operators of certain
Robinson Model R-22 series helicopters.
This final rule is different from the letter
AD in that the main rotor blade serial
numbers have been correlated with the
affected design revision letter and
insignificant editorial changes have
been made for clarity. The AD required
removal from service of Robinson main
rotor blades, part number (P/N) AO16-1,
Revision “W" (serial numbers (S/N)
0001 through 0810). After the letter AD
was issued, it was noted that the
Revision "“W" blades are S/Ns 0600
through 0810. This AD is applicable to
main rotor blades S/Ns 0600 through
0810. Previous FAA AD action has
removed from service all Robinson main
rotor blades P/N AO16-1, original (no
revision) through Revision “V," [S/Ns
0001 through 0593). Main rotor blades S/
Ns 0594 through 0599 were Revision
“W" test articles which were scrapped
at the end of the test program. The AD
was prompted by a report of a fatal
crash apparently caused by a main rotor
blade failure. The blade, which had
been determined to have a 1000-hour
fatigue limited service life, failed at
approximately 950 hours' of time in
service, It has been determined that the
blade failure originated as a fatigue
failure through the first attachment,
nearest the root, of the root fitting (P/N
A161-1) to the spar (P/N A160-1). This
area is completely enclosed and can
only be viewed after destructive
separation of main rotor blade
components. Since this condition is
likely to exist on other helicopters of the
same type design, an airworthiness
directive is being adopted which
requires that, prior to further, flight
certain main rotor blades be removed
from service on Robinson Model R-22
series helicopters.

Since it was found that immediate
corrective action was required, notice
and public procedure thereon were
impracticable and contrary to public
interest, and good cause existed to make
the AD effective immediately by
individual letters issued July 28, 1983, to
all known U.S. owners and operators of
certain Robinson Model R-22 serigs
helicopters. These conditions still exist
and the AD is hereby published in the
Federal Register as an amendment 10
§ 39.13 of Part 39 of the Federal Aviation

Regulations to make it effective as to all
persons.

List of Subjects in 14 CFR Part 39

Air transportation, Aircraft, Aviation
safety, Safety.

Adoption of the Amendment
PART 39—[AMENDED]

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

Robinson Helicopter Company: Applies to
Model R-22 series helicopters.
certificated in all categories.

Compliance is required as indicated (unless
already accomplished).

To detect cracks and to prevent possible
fatigue failure of main rotor blades,
accomplish the following prior to further
flight after the effective date of this AD:

{#) Conduct an inspection of the main rotor
blades to determine the serial number of the
installed main rotor blades.

(b} Remove from service all Robinson main
rotor blades P/N A016-1 Revision "W."
Revision “W" main rotor blades have S/Ns
0600 through 0810.

Note.—Section 8.100 of the R-22
Maintenance Manual contains pertinent
assembly/disassembly instructions, and
Robinson Helicopter Company Bulletin #33
dated July 25, 1983, contains the same
instructions as this airworthiness directive as
will as shipping/warranty information. Main
rotor blades removed by (b) should be eithes
cut up in accordance with Robinson
Helicopter Company Service Bulletin =33, or
marked "UNAIRWORTHY" on both surfaces
at approximately mid-span with lettering ot
least 2 inches high and “UNAIRWORTHY
impressed on the data plate using a metal
stamp.

(¢) Equivalent means of gampliance with
the AD may be used when approved by (he '
Manager, Western Aircraft Certification Field
Office, FAA, P.O. Box 82007, Worldway
Postal Center, Hawthorne, California 80009
2007

This amendment becomes effective
November 21, 1983, as to all persons
except those persons to whom it was
made immediately effective by prionty
letter AD 83-15-07, issued July 28, 1983,
which contained this amendment.

(Secs. 313(a). 314(a), 601, through 610 'm.‘,\ :
1102, Federal Aviation Act of 1958, (39 US C
1354{a), 1421 through 1430, and 1502}; 49 _
U.S.C. 106(g) (Revised. Pub. L. 97-449, Januaty
12, 1983)

Note.—The FAA has determined tha! this
regulation is an emergency regulation that zsf
not considered to be major under Section 8o
Executive Order 12291, It is impracticable fof
the agency to follow the procedures of Order
12291 with respect to this rule since the rule
must be issued immediately to correct #n
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unsafe condition in aircraft. It is certified that
this action involves an emergency regulation
under DOT Regulatory Policies and
Procedures (34 FR 11034: February 26, 1879),
[f this action is subsequently determined to
involve a significant/major regulation, a final
regulatory evaluation or analysis. us
appropriate, will be prepared and placed in
the regulatory docket (otherwise, an
evaluation or analysis is not required), A

copy of it, when filed, may be obtained by
contucting the person identified under the
caption “FOR FURTHER INFORMATION
CONTACT."

Issued in Fort Worth, Texas, on October 20,

1943,

F. E. Whitfield,

\cting Director. Southwest Region.
TR Doc. 63-29605 Filed 131-0-85 0045 am)
BILLING CODE 4910-13-M

14 CFR Part 71

[Alrspace Docket No. 83-AS0-37]

Alteration of Transition Area;
Wetumpka, Alabama

AGENCY: Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA), DOT.

AcTion: Final rule; request for
comments.

SumMmARY: This amrendment alters the
Wetumpka, Alabama, transition areas
by correcting a deficiency that has gone
unnoticed for several years. On March
21,1978, the transition area was altered
by reducing it in size. When the
transition area was redescribed the
geographical coordinates of the
Wetumpka Municipal Airport, upon
which the area is centered, were
inadvertently omitted from the new
description. This action will correct the
deficiency, No change in airspace
designation is intended by this action.
OATES: Effective date: 0901 GMT,
January 19, 1984, Comments must be
received on or before December 1, 1983,

ADDRESSES: Send comments on the rule
in triplicate to: Federal Aviation
Administration, Attn: Manager,

Airspace and Procedures Branch, ASO-
230, Air Traffic Division, P.O. Box 20636,
f\t‘luma. Georgia 30320.

Ihe official docket may be examined
in the Office of the Regional Counsel,
Room 652, 3400 Norman Berry Drive,
East Point, Georgia 30344, telephone:
[404) 763-7648,

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
§Jt)‘nu|d Ross, Airspace and Procedures
lrdm:_h. Air Traffic Division, Federal
Aviation Administration, P.O. Box

20636, Atlanta, Georgia 30820; telephone:

") 763-7646.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
Request For Comments on the Rule

Although this action is in the form of a
final rule, which involves an editorial
correction to the description of the
transition area. and was not preceded
by notice and public procedure,
comments are invited on the rule. When
the comment period ends, the FAA will
use the comments submitted, together
with other available information, to
review the regulation, After the review,
if the FAA finds that changes are
appropriate, it will initiate rulemaking
proceedings to amend the regulation.
Comments that provide the factual basis
supporting the views and suggestions
presented are particularly helpful in
evaluating the effects of the rule and
determining whether additional
rulemaking is needed. Comments are
specifically invited on the overall
regulatory, aeronautical, economic,
environmental, and energy aspects of
the rule that might suggest the need to
modify the rule.

The Rule

The purpose of this amendment to
§ 71.181 of Part 71 of the Federal
Aviation Regulations (14 CFR Part 71) is
to insert the geographical coordinates of
the Wetumpka Municipal Airport in the
description of the Wetumpka, Alabama,
transition area so that the description
will be technically correct. Section
71.181 of Part 71 of the Federal Aviation
Regulations was republished in
Advisory Circular AC 70-3A dated
January 3, 1883. The change is so minor
and nonsubstantive I find that notice or
public procedure under 5 U.S.C, 553(b) is
unnecessary.

List of Subjects in 14 CFR Part 71

Aviation safety, Airspace, Transition
area.

Adoption of the Amendment
PART 71—{AMENDED]

Accordingly, pursuant to the authority
delegated to me, the Wetumpka,
Alabama, transition area under § 71.181
of Part 71 of the Federal Aviation
Regulations (14 CFR Part 71) (as
amended) is further amended, effective
0901 GMT, January 19, 1984, as follows:
Wotumpha, AL—[Revised]

That airspace extending upward from 700
feet above the surface within a 7-mile radius
of Wetumpka Municipal Airport (Lal
32'31'33" N., Long. 86"1042" W.), excluding
the portion that coincides with the
Montgomery. AL, fransition area.

[Secs. 307(a) and 313(a). Federal Aviation Act
of 1058 (49 U.S.C. 1348(a) and 1354(a)); 40

LLS.C. 106(g) (Revised. Pub. L. 874409, Janusry
12, 1983)

Note.—The FAA has determined thit this
regulation only involves an established body
of technical regulations for which frequent
and routine amendments are necessary 10
keep them operationally current. It therefore,
{1) is not & “major rule” under Exceutive
Order 12201: (2) is not a “significant rule”
under DOT Regulatory Policies and
Procedures (44 FR 11034; February 26, 1979);
and (3) does not warrant preparation of u
regulatory 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 & substantial number of
small entities under the criteria of the
Regulutory Flexibility Act.

Issued in Eust Point, Georgla, on October
14, 1983.
William J. McGill,
Acting Director. Southern Region.
[FR Doc. E3-29607 Flled 11-3-83; 8:35 am|
BILLING CODE 4910-13-M

COMMODITY FUTURES TRADING
COMMISSION

17 CFR Part 145

Schedule of Fees for Requests for
Commission Records, Reports of the
Commission, and Transcripts of
Commission Meetings

Correction

In the correction to FR Doc. 83-27403
beginning on page 49839 in the issue of
Friday. October 28, 1983, the references
to "'§ 145.96" should read § 145.9b".

BILLING CODE 1505-01-M

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND
HUMAN SERVICES

Food and Drug Administration
21 CFR Part 522

Implantation or Injectable Dosage
Form New Animal Drugs Not Subject
to Certification; Estradiol Benzoate
and Testosterone Propionate,
Progesterone and Estradiol Benzoate

Correction

In FR Doc. 83-28531 appearing on
page 48659 in the issue of Thursday,
October 20, 1983, in the middle column,
the first complete paragraph, the tenth
line should be corrected to read
“Administration, Rm. 4-62 5600 Fishers
Lane,".

BILLING CODE 1505-01-M
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DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND Since adoption of the rule, a 1(b) of Executive Order 12291 on Federal
URBAN DEVELOPMENT significant number of HUD field offices Regulations issued on February 17, 1981,

Office of the Assistant Secretary for
Housing—Federal Housing
Commissioner

24 CFR Part 885
[Docket No. R-83-1129]

Housing for the Eiderly to Implement
Cost Savings Procedures

AGENCY: Office of the Assistant
Secretary for Housing—Federal Housing
Commissioner, HUD.

ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: This final rule adopts higher
per unit cost limits for projects for the
elderly or handicapped under Section
202 of the Housing Act of 1959 in order
to compensate for the higher costs
incident to the construction of elevator-
type buildings.

EFFECTIVE DATE: Effective upon
expiration of the first period of 30
calendar days of continuous session of
Congress after publication, subject to
waiver. Further notice of effectiveness
of this final rule will be published in the
Federal Register.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Robert W. Wilden, Director, Elderly,
Cooperative, Congregate and Health
Division, Office of Housing, Department
of Housing and Urban Development, 451
Seventh Street, SW., Washington, D.C,
20410, telephone (202) 246-8730. (This is
not a toll-free number.)

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On
March 18, 1983, HUD published a final
rule (48 FR 11432) which, among other
things, adopted for the Program of
Housing for the Elderly or Handicapped
under Section 202 of the Housing Act of
1959 the per unit cost limits for non-
profit borrowers in the mortgage
insurance program contained in section
221(d)(3) of the National Housing Act.
The rule lowered the per unit limits for
all categories of elevator and non-
elevator type structures, except non-
elevator units with three or more
bedrooms,

In the preamble to the final rule, HUD
recognized that in certain cases the
reduced per unit limits could be too low
to permit construction of Section 202
projects. Specifically. the preamble
noted:

If documentation Is provided that, in an
individual case, development of a project is
infeasible because costs in the area exceed
the high cost limit, the Assistant Secretary
would consider a walver, pursuant to
§ 899.101, of that limit. 48 FR 11434,

have received a substantial number of
requests to waive the elevator structure
limits. A preliminary review of the
requesls indicates that they are justified
and, therefore, most will likely be
granted. Because of this, HUD is revising
§ 885.410(c) to reinstate the higher cost
limitations that were in effect for
elevator type structures before the
March 18, 1983 amendments. No change
is proposed in the limits for non-elevator
type structures,

HUD believes that the amendment
will significantly reduce the number of
justifiable waiver requests submitted for
review. This will save the delay and
consequent increases in project
development costs for projects requiring
waiver of the cost limits. The
Department does not believe that
reinstatement of the former elevator
limits will undermine the goal of cost-
containment in the Section 202 Program,
The increased limits set forth in this rule
represent a ceiling that will exceed what
is required by most Section 202 projects
processed under the Department’s
current cost-containment guidelines.

The final rule will save both Section
202 loan authority and Section 8 subsidy
costs over the term of the Section 8
contract by not delaying pending
projects that would have to await
Departmental review of waiver requests.
In light of this, and the fact that the
amendment is directly responsive to
public comments on the reduction of per
unit cost limits in the final rule making
proceeding, the Department believes
that it is in the public interest to
implement the changes made by this
rule promptly. Offering an opportunity
for public comment before the effective
date of this rule would cause a
significant delay in implementation of
this change, unnecessarily adding to
project development costs. Accordingly,
the Secretary has determined that prior
public comment would be contrary to
the public interest, and that good cause
exists for publishing this amendment as
a final rule.

A Finding of No Significant Impact
with respect to the environment has
been made in accordance with HUD
regulations (24 CFR Part 50)
implementing Section 102(2)(C) of the
National Environment Policy Act of
1969. The Finding of No Significant
Impact is available for public inspection
during regular business hours in the
Office of the Rules Docket Clerk, Room
10276, Department of Housing and
Urban Development, 451 Seventh Street,
SW., Washington, D.C. 20410,

This rule does not constitute a "‘major
rule” as that term is defined in Section

Analysis of the rule indicates that it
does not: (1) Have an annual effect on
the economy of $100 million or more; (2)
cause a major increase in cost or prices
for consumers, individual industries,
Federal, State, or local government
agencies, or geographic regions; or (3)
have a significant adverse effect on
competition, employment, investment,
productivity, innovation, or on the
ability of United States-based
enterprises to compete with foreign-
based enterprises in domestic or export
markets.

Under 5 U.S.C. 605(b) (the Regulatory
Flexibility Act), the Undersigned hereby
certifies that this rule does not have a
significant economic impact on a
substantial number of small entities. The
amendment to increase the per unit cost
limits will give small entities greater
flexibility in designing elevator type
structures, thus keeping overall
development costs at reasonable levels.

This rule is listed at 48 FR 47446 as
Item H-58-83 in the Department's
Semiannual Agenda of Regulations
published on October 17, 1983 (48 FR
47418), pursuant to Executive Order
12291 and the Regulatory Flexibility Act

The Catalog of Federal Domestic
Assistance program number is 14.157.
Housing for the Elderly or Handicapped
(202).

List of Subjects in 24 CFR Part 885

Aged, Grant programs—housing and
community development, Handicapped.
Loan programs—housing and
community development, Low and
moderate income housing.

PART 885—LOANS FOR HOUSING
FOR THE ELDERLY OR HANDICAPPED

Accordingly, Part 885 is amended as
follows:

Section 885.410(c) is revised to read as
follows:

§885.410 Amount and terms of financing.

{¢) In order to compensate for the
higher costs incident to construction of
elevator type structures of sound
standards of construction and design.
the field office may increase the dollar
limitations per family unit as provided
in paragraph (b) of this section, not to
exceed:

(1) $26.400 per family unit without &
bedroom,

(2) $30.550 per family unit with one
bedroom,

(3) $36,200 per family unit with two
bedrooms,
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(4) 542,750 per family unit with three
bedrooms, restricted to non-elderly
handicapped families, and

(5) $48,700 per family unit with four or

more bedrooms, restricted to non-elderly
handicapped families.
(Ser- 202, Housing Act of 1950 (12 US.C.
1701q) and sec. 7 {d), Department of Housing
and Urban Development Act (42 U.S.C.
3535(d)))

Dated: October 28, 1983.

W. Calvert Brand,

General Deputy Assistant Secretary for
Housing.

R Doc. €3-29081 Filod 11-3-83; 545 am|

BLUNG CODE 4210-27-M

_

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTQRE
Forest Service
36 CFR Part 223

National Forest Timber Sales; Change
in Required Cash Deposits

Correction

In FR Doc. 83-28343 beginning on page
48661 in the issue of Thursday, October
20,1983, the heading at the beginning of
the document incorrectly cited 30 CFR
ll:art 223. The correct reference is 36 CFR

art 223,

BILLING CODE 1505-01-M

POSTAL SERVICE
39 CFR Part 601

Procurement of Property and Services,

Amendments to Postal Contracting
Manual

AGENCY: Postal Service.

AcTioN: Amendments to Postal
Contracting Manual.

SUMMARY: The Postal Service announces
that it is amending the Postal

Contracting Manual to require that
u;hmmlions state more clearly whether
offers will be evaluated on a carload,
fruckload, or less-than-truckload rate
h‘ms. Another amendment makes two
provisions mandatory only when a less-
than-truckload shipment is expected and
the ilems procured fall within the size
4nd weight requirements for fourth-class
:cni. Certain editorial changes are also
fdde,

EFFECTIVE DATE: October 25, 1983,

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
‘gene A, Keller, (202) 245-4818.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
Postal Contracting Manual, which is
ficorporated by reference in the Code of

Federal Regulations (see 39 CFR
601,100), has been amended by the issue
of PCM Circular 83-8, dated October 25,
1983,

In accordance with 39 CFR 601.105,
notice of these changes is hereby
published in the Federal Register and
the text of the changes is filed with the
Director, Office of the Federal Register.
Subscribers to the basic manual will
receive these amendments from the
Postal Service. (For other availability of
the Postal Contracting Manual, see 39
CFR 601.104.)

List of Subjects in 39 CFR Part 601

Government procurement, Postal
Service. Incorporation by reference.

Explanation of these amendments to
the Postal Contracting Manual follows:

Explanation of Changes

Section 26-207.2 is revised so that
solicitations state more clearly whether
carload, truckload, or less-than-
truckload will be used to evaluate
transportation rates.

Section 26-207.3(b) is revised to make
the clauses at (i) and (ii) mandatory only
in contracts where a less-than-truckload
shipment is expected and the individual
shipping units fall within the size and
wei'ghl requirements for fourth-class
mail.

"Shall" was changed to “must"
wherever it appeared.

(5 U.S.C. 552{a), 39 U.S.C. 401. 404, 410, 411)
Fred Eggleston,

Assistant General Counsel, Legislative
Division,

[FR Doc. 83-20088 Filed 11-3-83; &:45 am]

BILLING CODE 7710-12-M

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY

40 CFR Part 271
[SW-4-FRL 2464-7)
Hazardous Waste Management

Programs; Georgla; Interim
Authorization Phase Il, Component C

AGENCY: Environmental Protection
Agency.

ACTION: Approval of State Hazardous
Waste Management Program.

SUMMARY: The State of Georgia has
applied for Interim Authorization Phase
II, Component C. EPA has reviewed
Georgia's application for Phase II,
Interim Authorization Component C,
and has determined that Georgia's
hazardous waste program is
substantially equivalent to the Federal
program covered by Component C. The

State of Georgia is hereby granted
Interim Authorization for Phase 11,
Component C, to operate the State's
hazardous waste program covered by
Component C in lieu of the Federal
program.

EFFECTIVE DATE: Interim Authorization
Phase II, Component C, For Georgia
shall become effective November 4.
1983.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
James H. Scarbrough, Chief, Residuals
Management Branch, Environmental
Protection Agency, 345 Courtland Street,
N.E., Atlanta, Georgia 30365, Telephone
(404) B81-3016.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
Background

In the May 19, 1980, Federal Register
(45 FR 33063) the Environmental
Protection Agency (EPA) promulgated
regulations, pursuant to Subtitle C of the
Resource Conservation and Recovery
Act of 1976, as amended (RCRA), to
protect human health and the
environment from the improper
management of hazardous waste. The
Act (RCRA) includes provisions
whereby a State agency may be
authorized by EPA to administer the
hazardous waste program in that state
in lien of a federally administered
program. For a State program to receive
final authorization, its hazardous waste
program must be fully equivalent to and
consistent with the Federal program
under RCRA. In order to expedite the
authorization of State programs, RCRA
allows EPA to grant a State agency
Interim Authorization if its program is
substantially equivalent to the Federal
program. During Interim Authorization,
a State can make legislative or
regulatory changes that may be needed
for the State's hazardous waste program
to become fully equivalent to the
Federal program. The Interim
Authorization program is being
implemented in two phases
corresponding to the two stages in
which the underlying Federal program
takes effect.

Phase I regulations were published on
May 19, 1980, and became effective on
November 19, 1880. The Phase |
regulations include the identification
and listing of hazardous wastes,
standards for generators and
transportets of hazardous waste, interim
status standards for owners and
operators of treatment, storage and
disposal facilities, and requirements for
State programs. The Phase Il regulations
cover the procedures for issuing permits
under RCRA and the standards that will
be applied to treatment, storage, and
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disposal facilities in preparing permits.
In the July 28, 1982, Federal Register (47
FR 32373), the Environmental Protection
Agency announced that States could
apply for Component C of Phase Il of
Interim Authorization. Component C
published in the Federal Register July 26,
1982 {47 FR 32274), contains standards
for permilting facilities that dispose of
hazardous waste in waste piles, surface
impoundments, land treatment, and
landfills,

A full description of the requirements
and procedures for State Interim
Authorization is included in 40 CFR Part
271, Subpart B (48 FR 14249) April 1,
1983,

The State of Georgia received Interim
Authorization for Phase I on February 3,
1981, and Interim Authorization for
Phase II, Components A and B, on May
21,1982,

Draft Application

The State of Georgia submitted its
draft application for Phase I,
Component C, Interim Authorjzation on
April 25, 1982. After detailed review,
EPA identified only minor concerns and
fransmitted comments to the State on
June 9, 1983, for its consideration. Some
of the issues raised by EPA follow.

EPA requested the Attorney General
to certify that: (1) Georgia can execute
the public participation requirements in
section 7004(b) of RCRA; (2) Georgia's
adoption by reference of 40 CFR Parts
122 and 123 is not affected by EPA's
recodification of those Parts of the
regulations; and (3) Georgia’s Hazardous
Waste rule adopting 40 CFR 270.61-.63
by reference is substantially equivalent
to the federal requirements. EPA also
requested that Georgia approve a
revised MOA which includes new
reporting dates, new language on
delisting and information sharing, and a
new “major facility" definition.

State officials resolved these issues by
submitting the Final Phase 11,
Component C, Interim Authorization
application on July 25, 1983, which
included revisions in the Attorney
General's Statement and the MOA,

Final Application

On July 15, 1983, Georgia submitted to
EPA a Final Application for Interim
Authorization, Phase II, Component C,
under RCRA. An EPA review team
consisting of both Headquarters and
Regional personnel made a detailed
analysis of Georgia's Hazardous Wasle
Managemen! Program.

EPA comments were forwarded to the
State on September 1, 1983. No major
questions were raised in the comments.
I'he comments requested minor

clarification and correction to the
application. Also, a revised MOA was
submitted for the State’s approval.

By letter dated September 15, 1983, the
State responded satisfactorily to the
issues raised by EPA.

Public Hearing and Comment Period

As noticed in the Federa! Register on
August 22, 1983, (48 FR 38010), EPA gave
the public until September 19, 1983, to
comment on the State’s application. EPA
also issued a public notice for a hearing
in Atlanta, Georgia, on September 29,
1983 if significant public interest was
expressed.

EPA, Region IV, received no written
or oral comments, inquiries, or requests
for a hearing.

Decision

EPA has reviewed Georgia's complete
application for Interim Authorization
Phase 1I. Component C, and has
determined that the state program is
substantially equivalent to Phase I,
Component C, of the Federal program as
defined in 40 CFR Part 271, Subpart B
(48 FR 14249) April 1, 1983. In
accordance with Section 3008(c) of
RCRA and implementing regulations,
Georgia is hereby granted Interim
Authorization for Phase II. Component
C, to operate the State's hazardous
waslte program for permitting the
contruction and operation of facilities
that dispose of hazardous waste in lieu
of the Federal program.

Regulatory Flexibility Act

Pursuant to the provisions of 5 U.S.C.
605(b). I hereby certify that this
authorization will not have a significant
economic impact on a substantial
number of small entities. The
authorization suspends the applicability
of certain Federal regulations in favor of
the State program, thereby eliminating
duplicative requirements for handlers of
hazardous wastes in the State. It does
not impese any new burdens on small
entities. This rule, therefore, does not
require a regulatory flexibility analysis.

Executive Order 12291

The Office of Management and Budget
[OMB] has exempted this rule from the
requirements of Section 3 of Execulive
Order 12291.

List of Subjects in 40 CFR Part 271

Hazardous malerials, Indians-lands,
Reporting and recordkeeping
requirements, Waste treatment and
disposal, Intergovernmental regulations,

Penalties, Conflidential business
information.

Authority

This notice is issued under the
authority of Sections 2002(a), 3006, and
7004(b) of the Solid Waste Disposal Act
as amended by the Resource
Conservation and Recovery Act of 1976,
us amended, 42 U.S.C. 8912(a), 69286, and
6974(b).

Dated: October 14, 1983,

Charles R. Jeter, N
Regional Administrator.

|FR Do, 83-20074 Filed 11-3-83: 543 am|
BILLING CODE 8560-50-M

GENERAL SERVICES
ADMINISTRATION

41 CFR Part 101-36
[FPMR Amdt. F-58]

Hardware and Federal
Telecommunication Standards

AGENcY: Office of Information
Resources Management, GSA.

ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: This regulation provides
standard terminology for use in
requirements documents, including
solicitations, regarding the application
of Federal Information Processing
Standards (FIPS) and Federal
Telecommunication Standards (FED-
STD). The purpose of this action is to
implement these standards into Federal
Government information resources
management procedures. The intent is 10
increase economy and efficiency by
applying standards for automatic data
processing and communication systems.

EFFECTIVE DATE: December 1, 1883, but
may be observed earlier.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
P. Patton, Policy Branch, Office of
Information Resources Managemen!
Policy (202-566-0194).
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

1. The following changes are made in
Subpart 101-36.13: 4

a. Section 101-36.1304-15 is modified
to cross-reference the data encryption
standard described in FIPS PUB 46 {0
FED-STD 1027. It also references other
pertinent documents relating o security
and privacy.

b. Section 101-36.1304-30 is added 10
provide standard terminology for use in
requirements documents, including
solicitations, for all automatic data
processing equipment and services
involving character imaging that meet
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certain conditions. They must employ
the character set and encoding
conventions prescribed in FIPS PUB 1-3
and FIPS PUB 35, employ primarily
character-oriented controls, and be
consistent with the architectural
sssumptions for devices given in
Appendix B, American National
Standard X3.64-1979.

¢. Section 101-36.1307-1 is modified to
udd an entry to reference FIPS PUB 95,
Codes for the Identification of Federal
ind Federally-Assisted Organizations.
This data standard provides a four-
character identifier for each Federal and
Federally-assisted organization.

d. Section 101-36.1308-17 is added to
provide standard terminology for use in
requirements documents, including
solicitations, for crytographic
components, equipment, systems, and
services offered to meet encryption
requirements for unclassified digitul
information in a telecommunications
evironment,

e. Section 101-36.1308-21 is added to
provide standard terminology for use in
requirements documents, including
solicitations, for the design,
development, and procurement of Group
3 facsimile apparatus for use over voice
band analog circuits,

f. Section 101-36.1308-22 is added to
provide standard terminology for use in
requirements documents, including
solicitations, for the design,
development, and procurement of
facsimile terminals/systems that follow
'lho procedures specified in FED-STD

063.

2. The General Services
Administration has determined that this
wule is not a major rule for the purposes
of Executive Order 12291 of February 17,
1961, because it is not likely to result in
an annual effect on the economy of $100
million or more;: a major increase in cost
10 consumers or others; or significant
adverse effects. The General Services
Administration’s decisions are based on
“dequate information concerning the
need for and consequences of this rule.
This is a Government-wide management
teeulation that will have little or no
effect on society,

List of Subjects in 41 CFR Part 101-36

_ADP, Computer technology.
‘overnment procurement, Government

Property management, Security
Measures.

(

PART 101-36—ADP MANAGEMENT

1‘,f\‘ulhorily: Sec. 205(c), 63. Stat. 390;
Wwusc 4886(c).

Subpart 101-36.13—Implementation of
Fzderal Information and
Federal Telecommunication Standards
Into Solicitation Documents

2. The table of contents of Subpart
101-36.13 of Subchapter F is amended
by adding four entries as follows:

Sec.

101-36.1304-30 FIPS PUB 86, Additional!
Controls for Use with American Nationul
Stundard Code for Information
Interchange.

101-36.1308-17 FED-STD 1027, General
Securily Requirements for Equipment
Using the Data Encryption Standard.

101-36.1308-21 FED-STD 1062, Group 3
Facsimile Apparatus for Document
Transmission.

101-36.1308-22 FED-STD 1063,
Telecommunication: Procedures for
Document Facsimile Transmission,

3. Section 101-36.1304-15 is amended
by adding paragraphs (e) and (f) to read
as follows:

§101-36.1304-5 FIPS PUB 46, Data
Encryption Standard (DES).

{e) FED-STD 1027, General Security
Requirements for Equipment Using the
Data Encryption Standard {(FPMR § 101-
36.1308-17), contains security
requirements in telecommunications
equipment and systems used by the U.S.
Government when a need exists for
encryption of unclassified information
during transmission using the Data
Encryption Standard {DES) algorithm
described in FIPS PUB 46,

(f) The following documents provide
additional information in this regard:
FIPS PUB 31, Guidelines for ADP

Physical Security and Risk Management;

FIPS PUB 39, Clossary for Computer
Systems Security; FIPS PUB 41,
Computer Security Guidelines for
Implementing the Privacy Act of 1974:
FIPS PUB 65, Guidelines for ADP Risk
Analysis; FIPS PUB 73, Guidelines for
Security of Computer Applications; and
FIPS PUB 74, Guidelines for
Implementing and Using the NBS Duta
Encryption Standard.

4. Section 101-36,1304-30 is added to
read as follows:

§ 101-36.1304-30 FIPS PUB 86, Additional
Controls for Use With American National
Standard Code for Information
Interchange.

(a) FIPS PUB 86 specifies a set of
encoded control functions to supplement
the basic control functions defined in
FIPS PUB 1-1 and FIPS PUB 35 to
facilitate data interchange between data
processing equipment and two
dimensional character-imaging input-
output devices.

(b) The architectural assumptions for
devices for use with FIPS PUB 86 are
contained in ANS X3.64-1979, which is
part of the FIPS PUB.

(c) The standard terminology for use
in requirements documents, including
solicitations, is:

Additional ASCIHI Controls for Character-
Imaging ADP Equipment or Services

All applicable ADP character-imaging
equipment or services [eg., interactive ADI
terminals of the dsisplay and printer type.
line printers, microfilm printers. typesetting
composers, word processors, and related
devices or services using such devices)
offered as a result or the requirements of
which this is a part must comply with the
requirements set forth in FIPS PUB 86 when
such equipment or services employ the
character set and encoding conventions
prescribed in FIPS PUB 1-1 and FIPS PLUR
3&5, employ primarily character-oriented
controls, and are consistent with the
architectural assumptions for dovices in
Appendix B, ANS X3.64-1979. All ADP
terminals that mee! these conditions are
included in this requirement if they contain
alphanumeric keyhoards and CRT displays or
printers that may be used in any form of on-
line interactive application or standalone off-
line data preparation. Computer resident
control software may be used. but is not
required, to implement specific fealures of
FIPS PUB 86, unless specified otherwise m
this document [insert reference).

(End of requiremunts statement)

5. Section 101-36.1307-1 is amended
by revising paragraph (b) as follows:

§ 101-36.1307-1 FIPS PUBS applicable to
the interchange of machine processable
data between and among agencies.

(b) The standard terminology for use
in requirements documents, including
solicitations, is:

Interchange of Application Programs

All application programs resulting from this
requirement that bave been identified os
those that will be interchanged or thut will
record data that will be imterchanged with

Federal agencies, State and local

governments, industry. and the public must

implement the following applicable approved

Federal Information Processing standards

[FIPS):

FIPS PUB 4, Calendar Date,

FIPS PUB 5-1, States and Qutlying Arcas of
the United States.

FIPS PUB 6-3, Counties and County
Equivalents of the States of the United
States and the District of Columbia

FIPS PUB 8-4. Standard Metropolitan
Statistical Areas.

FIPS PUB 9, Congressional Districts of the
United States.

FIPS PUB 10-2, Countries, Dependencives, and
Arcas of Special Sovereignty.

FIPS PUB 58, Representations of Local Time
of the Day for Information Interchange
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FIPS PUB 59, Representations of Universul
Time, Local Time Differentials, and
United States Time Zone References for
Information Interchange.

FIPS PUB 66, Standard Industrial
Classification (SIC) Codes,

FIPS PUB 70, Representation of Geographic
Point Locations for Information
Interchange.

FIPS PUB 95, Code for the Identification of
Federal and Federally-Assisted
Organizations,

{End of requirements statement)

8. Section 101-36.1308-17 is added to
read as follows:

§ 101-36.1308-17 FED-STD 1027, General
Security Requirements for Equipment
Using the Data Encryption Standard.

{a) FED-STD 1027 specifies the
security requirements in
telecommunications equipment and
systems used by the U.S. Government
when unclassified information is
required to be encrypted for
transmission. FED-STD 1027 implements
the Data Encryption Standard (DES)
algorithm described in FIPS PUB 46.
Since FIPS PUB 46 is incorporated, by
definition, into FED-STD 1027, a citation
for FIPS PUB 46 is not required in the
requirements document when FED-STD
1027 is specified.

{b) The heads of departments and
agencies are responsible for determining
when unclassified information must be
encrypted during transmission.

(¢) Implementation Date:
Requirements and/or solicitation
documents released on or after April 1.
1984.

(d) The standard terminology for use
in requirements documents, including
solicitations, is:

Applicability of FED-STD 1027

(Cryptographic Components, Equipment,
Systems, and Services)

If & requirement for the encryption
protection of unclassified digital information
in the lelecommunications environment is
specified elsewhere in this requirements
document, all eryptographic components,
equipment, systems, and services offered 1o
mee! that requirement must comply with
FED-STD 1027 and be endorsed as so
complying by the National Security Agency
prior to being proposed. These items include
standalone DES cryptographic equipment as
well as any Data Terminal Equipment and
Data Circuit-Terminating Equipment utilizing
the DES algorithm {described in FIPS PUB 46)
for digital encryption. Arrangements for
endorsement may be made with the
Communications Protection Special Projects
Office (S84). National Security Agency. 9800
Savage Road. Fort George G. Meade, MD
20755.

(End of requirements statement)

(e) Listings of cryptographic
components. equipment. and systems

that have been previously endorsed as
complying with FED-STD 1027 are
available from the Executive Secretary,
National Communications Security
Committee, Operation Building 3. Room
C2A40, 9800 Savage Road, Fort George
G. Meade, MD 20755.

(f) The following documents provide
additional information in this regard:
NCSC-10, National Policy for Protection
of U.S. National Security-Related
Information Transmitted Over Satellite
Circuits; NCSC-11, National Policy for
Protection of Telecommunication
Systems Handling Unclassified National
Security-Related Information; and
Presidential Directive 24,
“Telecommunications Protection
Policy."

7. Section 101-36.1308-21 is added to
read as follows:

§ 101-36.1308-21 FED-STD 1062, group 3
facsimile apparatus for document
transmission,

{a) FED-STD 1062 establishes
machine specifications for Group 3
facsimile apparatus, as defined in the
FED-STD, for use over voice band
analog circuits. Federal departments
and agencies shall comply with this
standard in the design, development,
and procurement of facsimile terminals/
systems with the following exception:
Military Standard 188-161 applies to
tactical users within the Department of
Defense.

(b) FED-STD 1062 does not apply to
the transmission of mixed mode
information such as coded character
data and image data. (Technical
specifications of the standard are
contained in Electronic Industries
Association Standard RS-465.)

(¢) The standard terminology for use
in requirements documents, including
solicitations, is:

Acquisition, Design or Development of Group
3 Facsimile Apparatus

All Group 3 facsimile apparatus designed,

developed, or offered for use over voice band

analog circuits shall comply with FED-STD
1062,

(End of requirements statement)

8. Section 101-36.1308~22 is added to
read as follows:

§ 101-36.1308-22 FED-STD 1063,
Telecommunication: Procedures for
document facsimile transmission,

{a) FED-STD 1063 specifies
procedures for transmitting facsimile
documents over voice band analog
circuits. Federal departments and
agencies shall comply with this standard
in the design, development, and
procurement of facsimile terminals/
systems with the following exception:

Military Standard 188-161 applies 1o
tactical users within the Department of
Defense.

{b) FED-STD 1063 does not apply to
the transmission of mixed mode
information such as coded character
data and image data. (Technical
specificaitions of the standard are
contained in Electronic Industries
Assaciation Standard RS—466, Groups 1
2, and 3 facsimile apparatus are
described in Electronic Industries
Association Standard RS-465.)

(¢) The standard terminology for use
in requirements documents, including
solicitations, is:

Acquisition, Design or Development of Group
1,2, and 3 Facsimile Apparatus

All group 1, 2, and 3 facsimile apparatus

designed, developed, or offered for use over

voice band analog circuits shall comply with
FED-STD 1063,

[End of requirements statement)

Dated: October 20, 1983,
Ray Kline,
Acting Administrator of General Services
[FR Doc. 8329946 Filed 11-3-82 845 am|
BILLING CODE 6820-25-M

41 CFR Part 101-47
[FPMR Amdt. H-143)

Delegating Authority to the Secretary
of the Interior

AGENCY: Federal Property Resources
Service, GSA.
ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: This rule provides the
Secretary of the Interior with authority
to maintain custody, control, and
accountability for mineral resources
transferred to the Secretary by the
Administrator of General Services and
to dispose of mineral resources by lease
EFFECTIVE DATE: November 4, 1983,

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
James M. Keams, Jr., Office of Real
Property (202) 535-8284.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: GSA !'ms
determined this rule is not a major rue
for the purposes of Executive Order
12291 of February 17, 1981, because 1115
not likely to result in an annual impact
on the economy of $100 million or mor™
a major increase in costs to consutmvrs
or others; or significant adverse & fects
GSA has made all administrative
decisions underlying this rule on
adequate information concerning the :
need for, and consequences of, this it
has determined that the potential
benefits to society from this rule
outweight the potential costs and has
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maximized the net benefits; and has may be disturbed or damaged are DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
chosen the alternative approach restored after removal of the mineral
uvolving the least net cost to society. deposits is completed: and (iv) notifving Bureau of Land Management

The Administrator of General the Administrator when the disposal of
Services has delegulcd uulhoﬁly 10 the all marketable mineral dnpogils has 43 CFR Public Land Order 6440
Secretary of the Interior to dispose of been completed.
mineral resources by lease on a case-by- [AA-2793, AA-4721, A-051615)

case basis, This revision will delegate 1o
the Secretary of the Interior continuing
blanket authority to maintain custody,
control, and accountability for any
mineral resources transferred to the
Secretary by the Administrator, and to
dispose of minerals by lease.

List of Subjects in 41 CFR Part 10147

Surplus government property,
Lovernment property management.

PART 101-47—UTILIZATION AND
DISPOSAL OF REAL PROPERTY

Accordingly, 41 CFR Part 10147 is
imended as follows:

1. The authority citation for Part 101-
i7 is as follows:

Authority: Sec. 205{c), 63 Stat. 390: (40
US.C. 486{c)).

Subpart 101-47.6—Delegations

2. Secction 101-47.603 is revised to read
15 follows:

1101-47.603 Delegations to the Secretary
of the Interior.

_[a) Authority is delegated to the
Secretury of the Interior to maintain
custody and control of an accountability
for those mineral resonrces which may
be designated from time to time by the
Administrator or his designee and which
uderlie Federal property currently
uilized or excess or surplus to the

(ni\ emment’s needs. Authority is also
delegated to the Secretary to dispose of
such mineral resources by lease and to
administer any leases which are made.

(1) The Secretary may redelegate this
authority to any officer, official, or
!"!'lpln)(.‘u of the Depariment of the
mn enor,

(2) Under this authority, the Secretary
of the Iqwrim’. as head of the holding
‘#ency Is responsible for the following:
(i) Maintaining proper inventory records,
hd (11} monitoring the minerals as
ecessary lo ensure that no
inauthorized mining or removal of the
minerals gecurs,

13) Under this authority, the Secretary
of the Interior, as head of the disposal
“II,S” ¥. s responsible for the following:
L vecuning, m accordance with § 101-
V-4, any appraisals deemed
fecessary by the Secretury; (ii)

‘ "mxlinmling with all surface

;u'u.:m ners, Federal or otherwise, so as
'-‘nt‘mﬂl‘mduly interfere with the surface
“se: iil) ensuring that the lands which

(4) The Secretary of the Interior, as
head of the disposal agency, is
responsible for complying with the
applicable environmental laws and
regulations. including {i) the Nationul
Environmental Policy Act of 1969, as
amended (42 U.S.C. 4321, of seq.) and
the implementing regulations issued by
the Council on Environmental Quality
(40 CFR Part 1500); (ii) Section 106 of the
National Historic Preservation Act of

. 1966 {16 U.S.C. 470f}; and (iii) the

Coastal Zone Management Act of 1972
(16 U.S.C. 1451, of seq.) and the
Department of Commerce implementing
regulations {15 CFR Parts 923 and 930).

{5) The Secretary of the Interior will
forward promptly to the Administrator
copies of any agreements executed
under this authority,

(6) The Secretary of the Interior will
provide to the Administrator an annual
accounting of the proceeds received
from leases executed under this
authority.

(b) Authority is delegated to the
Secretary of the Interior to determine
that excess real property and related
personal property under his gontrol
having a total estimated fair market
value, including all components of the
property, of less than $1,000 as
determined by the Secretary. is not
required for the needs and
responsibilities of Federal agencies; and
thereafter to dispose of the property by
means most advantageous to the United
States.

(1) Prior to such determination and
disposal, the Secretary of the Interior
shail determine that the property is not
required for the needs of any Federal
agency.

(2) The authority conferred in this,

§ 101-47.603 (b) shall be exercised in
accordance with the Act and regulations
issued pursuant thereto, except that the
reporting of such property to GSA under
Subpart 101-47.2 shall not be required.

(3) The authority delegated in this
§ 101-47.603(b) may be redelegated 1o
any officer or employee of the
Department of the Interior.

Dated: October 18, 1983,

Ray Kline,

Acting Administeator of General Sérvices.
[FR Doc 0320934 Filod 11382 145 wm)

BILLING CODE §520-95-M

Partial and Total Revocation of Three
Public Land Orders for Selection of
Lands by the State of Alaska

Correction

In FR Doc, 83-19995 beginning on puge
33714 in the issue of Monday, July 25,
1983, make the following corrections:

1. On page 33714, second column,
middie of the page, “Seware Meridian”
should read “Seward Meridian".

2. On the same page, third column
under Crescent Creek Campground
ninth line, "N. 62°44° E..” should read "N,
62700 E.,",

BILLING CODE 1505-01-M

43 CFR Public Land Order 6485

[OR-24428]

Revocation of Secretarial Order of
May 17, 1905; Oregon

AGENCY: Bureau of Land Management,
Interior.

AcTION: Public Land Order.

SUMMARY: This order revokes a
Secretarial order as to 5631.80 acres
withdrawn for use by the Bureau of
Reclamation for the Payetle-Boise
Project. The surfuace and subsurface
estates of 5,631.78 acres have been
conveyed out of Federal ownership and
will nat be restored to surface entry,
mining, or mineral leasing. The balance
of 0.02 acre will be restored lo surface
entry. It has been and remains open to
mining and mineral leasing.

EFFECTIVE DATE: December 2, 1963,

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Champ C. Vaughan, 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 US.C. 1714,
it is ordered as follows:

1. The Secretary’s Second Form
Reclamation Withdrawal Order of May
17, 1905, which withdrew public lands
for use by the Bureau of Reclamation for
the Payette-Boise Projects, is hereby
lrcv(;k(rd as to the following described
ands:




50894

Federal Register / Vol. 48, No. 215 |/ Friday, November 4, 1983 / Rules and Regulations

Willamette Meridian

T.21S.R.46E..
Sec. 13, lots 4 10 8, inclusive. SEMSW Y,
NEYSEYs, and SY%SEYs;
Sec. 14, lots 4 and 5;
Sec. 22, lot 1;
Sec. 23, lots 3. 4, 5, and 6, NEYNEY, S%
NE%, E%.SW%, and SE'4;
Secs. 24 and 25;
Sec. 26, N%. SW%. N%SE%:;
Sec. 27, lots 5. 6, 7, and 8, and ESEYs:
Sec. 34, lots 5, 6. 7, and 8, EY2E%, and
SWYSEYe:
Sec. 35, NYeNE%, SWWUNEY, W%, and
SEY%:
Sec. 36.
T.22S.R.46E,
Sec. 1. lots 1 10 B, inclusive;
Sec. 2, lots 1 to 7, inclusive, S¥%aN%, N%
SWY, SWYSWY, and NWYSEY:
Sec. 3, lots 1, 2, 3, 6, 7, and 10, S}’ ANE'%,
and EY%SEY;
Sec. 10, lots 1 and 2;
Sec. 11, lot 5.
The areas described aggregate 5,631.80
acres in Malheur County,

2. The lunds described in paragraph 1,
except as provided in paragraphs 3 and
4, 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.

3. At 9:30 a.m., on December 2, 1983,
the following described land will be
opened to operation of the public land
laws generally, subject to valid existing
rights, the provisions of existing
withdrawals, and the requirements of
applicable law. All valid applications
received at or prior to 9:30 a.m., on
December 2, 1983, will be considered as
simultaneously filed at that time. Those
received thereafter will be considered in
the order of filing:

Willamette Meridian

T.215.R. 46 E.

Sec. 22, lot 1.

The area described contains 0,02 acre in
Malheor County.,

4. The land described in paragraph 3
has been and remains open to location
and entry under the mining laws and to
applications and offers under the mining
leasing laws,

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

Dated: October 27, 1983,

Garrey E. Carruthers,
Assistant Secretary of the Interior.

[FR Do 83-20000 Filod 11-3-83 845 am|

B'LLING CODE 4310-84-M

43 CFR Public Land Order 6486
|W-71806)

Revocation of Secretarial Order of
June 21, 1940, Air Navigation Site 141;
Wyoming

AGENCY: Bureau of Land Management,
Interior.

ACTION: Public Land Order. ;

SUMMARY: This order revokes a
Secretarial order affecting 80 acres of
public land withdrawn for use by the
Federal Aviation Administration for
maintenance of air navigation facilities.
This action will restore the land to
surface entry and mining. It has been
and will remain open to mineral leasing.
EFFECTIVE DATE: December 2, 1983,

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
W. Scott Gilmer, Wyoming State Office,
307-772-2089.

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, 80 Stal. 2751; 43 U.S.C. 1714,
it is ordered as follows:

1. The Secretarial Order of June 21,
1940, which withdrew the following
described public land for use by the
Federal Aviation Administration for air
navigation facilities, is hereby revoked:

Sixth Principal Meridian
T.A6N.R 115 W,
Sec. 8, NVaNW Y.

The area described contains 80 acres in
Uinta County,

2, At 10 a.m. on December 2, 1983, the
land shall be open to operation of the
public land laws generally, subject to
valid existing rights, the provisions of
existing withdrawals, and the
requirements of applicable law. All
valid applications received at or prior to
10 a.m. on December 2, 1983, shall be
considered as simultaneously filed at
that time. Those received thereafter
shall be considered in the order of filing.

3. At 10 a.m. on December 2, 1983, the
land will be opened to lccation under
the United States mining laws.
Appropriation of lands under the
general mining laws prior to the date
and time of restoration is unauthorized.
Any such attempted appropriation,
including attempted adverse possession
under 30 U.S.C. Sec. 38, shall vest no
rights against the United States. Acts
required to establish a location and to
initiate a right of possession are
governed by State law where not in
conflict with Federal law. The Bureau of
Land Management will not intervene in
disputes between rival locators over
possessory rights since Congress has

provided for such determinations in
local courts.

The land has been and will remain
open to applications and offers under
the mineral leasing laws.

Inquiries concerning the land should
be addressed to the Chief, Branch of
Land Resources, Bureau of Land
Management, P.O. Box 1828, Cheyenne
Wyoming 82001.

Dated: October 27, 1983,

Garrey E. Carruthers,

Assistant Secretary of the Irterior.
PR Doc. 8330005 Filed] 11-3-00; 545 am|
BILLING CODE 4310-84-M

43 CFR Public Land Order 6487
[W-20042]

Revocation of Powersite Reserve Nos.
139, 169, and 413; Wyoming

AGENCY: Bureau of Land Mangement,
Interior,

AcTION: Public Land Order.

SUMMARY: This order revokes three
Executive orders insofar as they affect
2,553.29 acres withdrawn for Powersite
Reserve Nos. 139, 169, and 413. This isa
record clearing action because the lands
have been open o surface entry and
mining subject to Section 24 of the
Federal Power Act for many years. The
Section 24 restriction, as imposed by the
Act of August 11, 1955, was lifted by
Public Land Order No. 6140, dated
February 5, 1982. The lands have been
and remain open to mineral leasing.

EFFECTIVE DATE: November 4, 1983.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONT ACI .
W. Scott Gilmer, Wyoming State Oifice
307-772~2089.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: By virtue
of the authority vested in the Secretary
of the Interior by Section 204 of the
Federal Land Policy and Managemen!
Act of 1976, 90 Stal. 2751: 43 U.S.C. 1714,
and Section 24 of the Federal Power Act
of June 10, 1920, as amended, 41 Stat.
1075; 16 U.S.C. 818 (1976), and pursuan!
to the determination of the Pedc;ul
Energy Regulatory Commission in DA-
164-Wyoming, it is ordered as follows:
1. The Executive Order of April 15.
1910, as modified July 2. 1910, and the
Executive Orders of December 28, 191_(:.
and January 24, 1914, creating Powersite
Reserves No. 139, 169, and 413, are
hereby revoked insofar as they pertain
to the following described lands. The
lands were relieved of the restriction ©
Section 24 of the Federal Power Act a5
imposed by the Act of August 11, 1955
by Public Land Order No. 6140, dated
February 5, 1982.
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Sixth Principal Meridian

T.2Z7NLR. 69 W,

Sec. 18, lot 4, SEVaSW %, and S%SEY%
(formerly S%S%):

Sec. 20, SEY4:

Sec. 21, NWY%SWY, and NE%SEY:

Sec. 22, SWWNEY, SEYSNW %, and
NY%SWYs:

Sec. 23, SWhe:

Sec. 24, NYeSW Y;

Sec. 26, NWWUNW %

Sec. 27, SWHNW Y%;

Sec. 28, NE%, and SY“aNW %

Sec 29, SYNE%, and NEVANW %,

ILZZNL.R.70W,,

Sec. 14, SWYNEYe, NWYNW Y4,
SENWW%, N%BSW 4, SEVMSW 4, and
NWSE Y

Sec. 15, SN, and N%S Y%

Sec. 22, NEYSNEY4;

Sec. 23, NEYa, NEYANW %, and
SWWUNWY:

Sec. 24, SWYHNW Y, NEYSW Y, NY%SE Y%,
and SIZ’NSH"‘

LN RBIW,
- 24, lots 8 through 20, and SW%NW 4,
v.R. BB W,

Sec, 24, EYANEYA.

The areas described aggregate 2,553.29
acres in Carbon and Platte Counties,
Wyoming.

2. The above described lands were
previously restored to the operation of
lhe public land laws, subject to any
valid existing rights, the requirements of
applicable law, and the provisions of
existing withdrawals, subject to the
provisions of Section 24 of the Federal
Power Act, by the Executive Orders of
March 19, 1921, and June 23, 1950, and
Public Land Order No. 2527, dated
October 30, 1961.

i. The lands have been and will
feinain open to applications and offers
inder the mineral leasing laws, and 1o
vedtion under the U.S. mining laws.

. Inquiries concerning the lands should
::«' addressed to the Chief, Branch of
tand Resources, Bureau of Land

““'”‘- igement, P.O. Box 1828, Cheyenne,
Wyoming 82003,

Garrey E. Carruthers,

Lssistunt Secretary of the Interioy.

October 27, 1083,

IR K3-20008 Filed 14385 845 amn}
BILLING CODE 4310-84-M

43 CFR Public Land Order 6488
1C-28832)

;arﬁal Revocation of the Secretarial
s;cu.»r of June 24, 1925; Removal of

cthn 24 Federal Power Act
Restncuon; Colorado

[lech: Bureau of Land Management,
neror -

ACTION: Public Land Order.

SUMMARY: This order partially revokes
Powersite Classification No. 110,
removing the restrictions of Section 24
of the Federal Power Act on 641.76
acres. This action will permit the
acreage o be clearlisted to the State
under its State indemnity selection
program. The land has been and
remains open to surface entry, mining,
and mineral leasing.

EFFECTIVE DATE: November 4, 1983,
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Richard D. Tate, Colorado State Office,
303-837-2592,

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,
and pursuant to the determination of the
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission
by DA-521-Colorado, dated May 17,
1983, it is ordered as follows:

1. The Secretarial Order of June 24,
1925, creating Powersite Classification
No. 110 as modified by Restoration
Order No. 1218, dated July 23, 1947, and
Restoration Orders No. 9, dated August
14, 1953, and July 27, 1955, is hereby
revoked insofar as it affects the
following described land:

New Mexico Principal Meridian
TN, R17W,

See. 34.

The area described aggregules
approximately 641,76 acres in Montrose
County.

This land is hereby relieved of the
restrictions of Section 24 of the Federal
Power Act. Y

Inquiries concerning the land should
be directed to the State Director,
Colorado State Office, Bureau of Land
Management, 1037 20th Sireet, Denver,
Colorado 80202.

Garrey E. Carruthers,

Assistaat Secretary of the Interior,
Qctober 27, 1983

FR Doc. 8390008 Filed 11-3-40 135 win|
BILLING CODE 4310-84-M

43 CFR Public Land Order 6489
IWASH-02621, OR-22201 (WASH)]

Revocation of Executive Order No.
7594, and Partial Revocation of Public
Land Order No. 2249; Washington

AGENCY: Bureau of Land Management,
Interior,

ACTION: Public Land Order.

SUMMARY: This order revokes an
Executive order and partially revokes a
public land order as to 188.09 acres of

public land withdrawn from the Jones
Island National Wildlife Refuge. In
accordance with instruction contained
in the Act of October 15, 1982 (96 Stat.
1624), the surface and subsurface estates
have been conveyed from Federal
ownership. Consequently, the land will
not be open to surface entry, mining. or
mineral leasing.

EFFECTIVE DATE: December 2. 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 No. 7594 of March
30, 1937, as modified by Presidential
Proclamation No. 2417 of July 25, 1940,
which withdrew the following described
land for use by the U.S. Fish and
Wildlife Service, for the Jones Island
National Wildlife Refuge, is hereby
revoked:

Willamette Meridian
T.36N,R3W,
Sec. 11, lots 1, 2, and 3;
Sec. 14, lots 1 to 5, inclusive, and
NEWUNW%,
The area described contains 179.07 sores in
Sun Juan County.

2. Public Land Order No. 2249 of
December 24, 1960, which withdrew
public land for use by the U.S. Fish and
Wildlife Service as an addition lo the
Jones Island National Wildlife Refuge. is
hereby revoked as to-the following
described land:

Willamette Meridian
T.36N,R. 3 W,

Sec. 10, Tract B;

Sec. 11, Tracts A and B;

Sec, 14, Tract C.

The arce described containg 9.02 sores in
San Juan County.

3. The Act of October 15, 1982 (96 Stat,
1623), removed the above described land
from the National Wildlife Refuge
System and mandated that it be
transferred to the State of Washington.
The ldnd has been conveyed out of
Federal ownership and will not be
restored to the 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 Operation, Bureau
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of Land Management, P.O. Box 2965,
Portland, Oregon 97208.

October 27, 1983,

Garrey E. Carruthers,

Assistant Secretory of the Interior.

[FR Doc. 83-30007 Filed 13-3-83: 845 am]

SILLING CODE 4310-84-M

43 CFR Public Land Order 6490
[CA 3518)

Partial Revocation of Reclamation
Withdrawals; California

AGENCY: Bureau of Land Management,
Interior.

ACTION: Public Land Order.

SUMMARY: This order revokes a
Secretarial order and a Bureau of
Reclamation order insofar as they affect
7,439 acres of lands withdrawn for the
American River Division of the Central
Valley Project. This order will open
approximately 3,423 acres of public and
national forest lands to mining. of which
1,109 acres will also be opened to
surface entry. The remaining 4,016 acres
are either privately owned or lie within
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission
licensed power projects and are not
affected by this order. All lands
involved, except those which are
privately owned, have been and remain
open to mineral leasing.

EFFECTIVE DATE: December 2, 1953,

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Marie M. Getsman, California State
Office, 916-484-4431.

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. Secretarial Order dated September
14, 1942, and the Order of the Bureau of
Reclamation dated February 19, 1952,
concurred in by the Bureau of Land
Management on February 26, 1952, are
hereby revoked insofar as they affect
the following described lands:

Mount Diablo Meridian

T.10N..R.SE,
Sec 4, lots 1, 2, WANEY, EVAaNW %,
NSSW, NWWSEY;
Sec. 12, lot 7;
Sec. 14, NEUSWYSEY, NEYSEY,
T.11 N.R.SE,
Sec. 2, SEYANEY%;
Sec. 10, NWNW Y, S%:
Sec. 12, WUNEWUSEYMNW Y, ELSWY,
SWYSEY, SWYHNWXSEY:
Sec. 14, $%SW%:
Sec, 20, NEVSW Ve, NYaSE%, SEY4SEY4;
Sec. 24. SWYUSE%;

Soc. 26, SWWUNW Y% WRSW Y, SEVSW Y

Sec. 32. NEYWNEYs, WHUNEW, Wik, S'%
SEY%.
T. 12N R 9 E.
Sec, 34, SEVSW %, NW%SE ',
T.11N.R.12E,
Sec. 11, SWYSEYs:
Sec. 12, N%SWY. NWWSEY;
Sec. 14, NWY%NEY%, N%ANWY,,
SWHUNWY, NWWSWY, S1SW Y
Sec. 15, SEYNEY, SWY, NESEVW.,
S%SEY:
Sec. 16, S%SW Y, E%SE %;
Sec. 20, NEY4, SYUINW Y, NASW %,
N%SEY%:
Sec. 21, N%:
Sec. 22, N%ANY:
Sec. 23, NW .
T.13N,.R.12E,
Sec. 4, WWHNEY, N¥%BNWY;
Sec. 6, lot 3.
T.14 N, R.12E..
Sec. 28, S¥%SEY:
Sec. 32, SHSWW, SWSEY:
Sec. 34, NYaN Y%, SEWNE%.
T.11N.R.13E.,
Sec. 3, lots 7 and 8;
Sec. 4, lots 5 1o 11, inclusive:
Sec. 5, lots 2, 3, and 5 10 12, inclusive;
Sec. 8, lots 8 to 13, inclusive:
Sec. 7, lots 8 to 11, inclusive;
Sec. 18, lots 7 and 8.
T.12N.R.13E.,
Sec. 32, SEVGSEY4:
Sec. 33, $%S%:
Sec. 34, S%S%;
Sec. 35, N%SE Y, S%S%.
T.11IN.R. M4E,
Sec. 1, lots 2, 3, 4, SWYHNWY, NW4
SW4%.

The area described aggregates 7.438 acres
in Placer and E! Dorado Counties.

2. Of the lands described in paragraph
1, the following described public lands
shall at 10 a.m. on December 2, 1983, be
opened to operation of the public land
laws generally, subject to valid existing
rights, the provisions of existing
withdrawals, and the requirements of
applicable law. All valid applications
received at or prior to 10 a.m. on
December 2, 1983, shall be considered as
simultaneously filed at that time. Those
received thereafter shall be considered
in the order of filing.

Mount Diablo Meridian

T.10N.R.9E.,
Sec. 4, lot 2, NW¥%SEYs;
Sec. 12, lot 7.
T.11N.R.9E,
Sec. 12, W%NEWSEVUINWY:
Sec. 20, NEYaSW %, N%SE%:
Sec. 28, SYaSW Ya:
Sec. 32, SWYNEY, SWSW %, SW%
SE%.
T.12N,R.9E,,
Sec. 34, WHSEXSWY, NWYSE%.

The area described aggregates 480.88 scres
in Placer and El Dorado Counties.

8. The public lands described in
paragraph 2 will be opened to location
under the United States mining laws at
10 a.m. on December 2, 1983.

4. At 10 a.m. on December 2, 1983. the
following described national forest
lands which lie within the Eldorado
National Forest will be apened to such
forms of disposition as may by law be
made of national forest lands, including
mineral location and entry under the
United States mining laws, subject to
valid existing rights and the
requirements of applicable regulations.

Mount Diablo Meridian

T. 1IN, R 12E.

Sec. 14, SE%SW %;

Sec. 15, SWWSEY:

Sec, 18, SEYSEY;

Sec, 22, Portion of NE¥4NE%.
T.14N..R.12E.,

Sec. 28, S'2SE%.
T.11N,.R.13E.,

Sec. 4, lot 11;

Sec. 5. lots 10 and 11;

Sec. 7, lots 6, 10 and 11.
T.12N.R. 13 E,

Sec. 32, SEYASEY%.

The area described aggregates 618.21 aces
in Placer and El Dorado Counties.

5. The following described public and
national forest lands shall at 10 a.m. on
December 2, 1883, be opened lo location
under the United States mining laws.
These lands remain withdrawn from
operation of the public land laws by
virtue of Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission licensed power project
withdrawals.

Mount Diablo Meridian

T.10N.,R.OE.
Sec. 4, lot 1, franctional SW %NE Y4,
fractional SEYAaNW %, N¥aSW.
T.11N,R.9E,
Sec. 2, SEXaNEY:;
Sec. 10, NW¥%NW Y%, S¥%:
Sec. 12, E¥%SWY, SWHSEY,
SWYUNW%SEX.
Sec. 14, S%SEY;
Sec. 20, SEY4SEY%:
Sec. 24, SWWUSEY:
Sec. 28, SWYHNW Ve, NWLSW ¥, excep!
M.S. 5163,
Sec. 32, NYNEY, NW ¥, NWHSW %
E'%2SWY, SE%SEW.
T.12N,.R.9E,
Sec. 34, EYASEYSW Y.

Eldorado National Forest

T.11 N, R. 12E,

Sec. 12, NASW %, NW%SE%:

Sec, 14, W%HSW Y

Sec. 15, N%ASW%:

Sec. 16, NEYSEY;

Sec. 22, Portion of NEYaNEY%:

Sec. 23, NEWUWNW %,
T.13N,R.12E,

Sec. 4. lots 2, 3, and 4.
T.11N.R. 13, E,,

Sec. 4 lot 10;

Sec. 5, lots 3 and 12

Sec. 6, lot 13;

Sec. 18, lots 7 and 8.
T.12N.R.13E.,

Sec. 35, NWSEY.
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THUN.R WE,

See. 1, lot 2

The aren described aggrogates 2.314.34
acres in Plucer and El Dorado Counties,

6. Public Land Order No. 2128 dated
June 15, 1960, revoked a Departmental
Order dated September 9, 1942, as to the
following described lands. The land
shall at 10 a.m. on December 2, 1983, be
opened to applications and offers under
the public land laws generally, and to
location under the United States mining
laws, but shall not be opened to
application under the General Allotment
Act of February 8, 1887, as amended.

Mount Diablo Meridian
T'1ON.R.OE.,

Sec. 14, NEVASWSE Y,

Ihe area described aggregates 10 acres In
K Dorado County.

7. Of the lands described in paragraph
1, the following lands which lie within
the Eldorado National Forest remain
withdrawn from the public land laws
generally and from the United States
mining laws by virtue of Federal Energy
Regulatory Commission licensed power
profects,

Mount Diablo Meridian
ENINJRIZE.,

Sec. 11, SWWKSEY::

Sec 14, NWYINEYS, NSNW L, SWiG
NW%
0. 15, SEXNEY, STHSW G, EMSEN.
16, STeSW i
20, NEYa, S'TeNW Y, NSt
21, N&:
22, NWUNEW NYBENW Y
23, NWYINWL, SYHNW Y,
N.R12E,
. 6, lot 3.
¢NLR.1ZE.
. 32, SYHSWY, SWILSEY,

W, N1aNY%, SEVINE'.
N.R 13E.,

3, 1018 7 and 8
c. 4. lots 5 to 9, inclusive:
.3 lots 2, 5 to 9, inclusives;
c. 6, lots 8 to 12, inclusive;
7. 101% 7 10 9, inclusive.
'NL.R13IE.
. 39, S":Sl::

'l

LR PP DLL = PP D= DL

. 35, St H’

DN.R WE.,

Sec, 1, 1oty 3. 4. SW NWLCNWYLSW L,
¢ area described spgregales 3,845.54

s in Plager and El Dorndo Counties:

8. O the lands listed in paragraph *,
the fn]}()“”lg are privately owned and
ol subject o dispoesition under the
public land Yaws or the mining laws.

Mount Diablo Meridian

TI1ON.R.OE.,
Sec. 14. NEYSE%,
T 1IN, R.QE,
Sec. 14, SESWA,
Sec. 28, MS-5163.
TN, RI2E,
Sec. 4, SWWNE Y.
The arca described aggregates 170.03 acres
in Placer and El Dorado Counties.

9. Appropriation of the lands
described in paragraphs 3, 4, 5, and 6
under the general mining laws prior to
the date and time of restoration is
unauthorized. Any such attempted
appropriation, including attempted
adverse possession under 30 U.S.C.
Section 38, shall ves! no rights against
the United States. Acts required to
establish a location and to initiate a
right of possession are governed by
State law where not in conflict with
Federal law. The Bureau of Land
Management will not intervene in
disputes between rival locators over
possessory rights since Congress has
provided for such determinations in
local courts.

All of the lands described in
paragraph 1 have been and continue to
be open to applications and offers under
the mineral leasing laws, except those
privately owned lands described in
paragraph 8,

Inguiries concerning the lands should
be addressed to the Bureau of Land
Management, Room E-2341, Federal
Office Building, 2800 Cotlage Way,
Sucramento, California 95825.

Garrey E. Carruthers,

Assistant Secrelary of the Interior
October 27, 1983,

[FR Do 5520006 Filed 13-5-82 1045 an }
BILLING CODE 4310-84-M

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS
COMMISSION

47 CFR Parts 2, 21, 74, and 94

|Gen. Docket No. 79-188; RM-3247; RM-
3497; FCC 83-392)

Use of Radio in Digital Termination
Systems and in Point-to-Point
Microwave Radio Systems for
Provision of Digital Electronic
Message and Other Specific Services
Correction

In FR Doc. 83-28784 beginning on page

50322 in the issue of Tuesday, November
1, 1983, make the following correction:

On page 50329, first column, second
paragraph. tenth line, "November 1,
1983" should have read “December 1,
1983". Y
BILLING CODE 1505-01-M

INTERSTATE COMMERCE
COMMISSION

[Ex Parte No. 346 (Sub-No. 8)
49 CFR Part 1039

Rall Carriers; Exemption From
Regulation; Boxcar Traffic

AGENCY: Interstate Commerce
Commission.

ACTION: Modification of final rules
(exemption).

SUMMARY: In a decision issued May 2,
1983, the Commission adopted a
regulation, to be codified at 49 CFR
1039.14, partially exempting railroad
boxcar service from regulation. A notice
of the decision was published May 6,
1983 at 48 FR 20412. The Commission
has issued a further decision in this
proceeding in which it denies petitions
for reconsideration. The Commission
also extended the effective date of the
exemption to January 1, 1984, in order to
allow time for consideration of petitions
for stay by the Commission and by the
reviewing court before the exemption
becomes effective. The car hire portion
of the exemption, as it pertains to Class
I carriers, was further extended to July
1, 1984, in order to afford these carriers
adequate time to negotiate bilateral car
hire agreements.
DATES: The exemption is effective on
January 1, 1984, except that the car hire
portion of the exemption, as it applies to
ciars owned or leased by Class 1
carriers 49 CFR 1039.14(c), is effective
July 1, 1984
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Louis E. Gitomer, (202) 275-7245

or
Thomas Gire, (202) 275-7759.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Additional information is contained in
the Commission 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.




50898 Federal Register / Vol. 48, No. 215 / Friday, November 4, 1983 / Rules and Regulations

List of Subjects in 49 CFR Part 1039

Agricultural Commodities, Intermodal
transportation, Railroads.

§ 1039.14 [Amended]

The citation of authority for 49 CFR
1039.14 is amended by removing the
reference to 49 U.S.C. 11122,

(49 U.S.C. 10321{a) and 10505}

Decided: Oclober 21, 1983.

By the Commission, Chairman Tavlor, Vice
Chairman Sterrett, Commissioners Andre and
Gradison. Chairman Taylor concurred in part
and dissented in part with a separate
expression.

Agatha L. Mergenovich,
Secretary

|FR Doc. £3-29005 Filed 11-3-8% 848 am|
BILLING CODE 7035-01-M




Proposed Rules

Federal Register
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Friday, November 4, 1983

Ths section of the FEDERAL REGISTER
contzins notices 1o the public of the
proposed issuance of rules and

requiations. The purpose of these notices
5 o give interested persons an

opportunity to participate in the rule
making prior 1o the adoption of the final
rles

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
Federal Aviation Administration

14 CFR Part 39
[Docket No. 83-NM-99-AD)

Airworthiness Directives; Boeing
Model 767 Series Airplanes

AGeNCY: Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA), DOT.

AcTion: Notice of proposed rulemaking
(NPRM).

SuMmARY: This notice proposes a new
sirworthiness directive (AD) which
would require structural inspections and
modifications of certain Boeing Model
787 series airplanes to ensure that the
structural integrity of the horizontal
stabilizer pivot hinge fitting and

adjacent structure are maintained. This
action is prompted by the discovery of
tracking of this structure during The
Boeing Company’s fatigue testing of the
airplane. This condition, if not corrected,

cmlx!d result in a catastrophic structural
daliure,

OATES: Comments must be received on
or before January 1, 1984.

ADDRESSES: The service documents
tited in this notice may be obtained
upon request from the Boeing
Commercial Airplane Company, P.O.
Box 3707, Seattle, Washington 98124,
This information also may be examined
8t Federal Aviation Administration,
Northwest Mountain Region, Seattle
.‘\'ncrgm Certification Office, 9010 East
Marginal Way South, Seattle,
Washington.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION, CONTACT:

Mr; Richard Yarges, Airframe Branch,

ANM-1208, at the above address,

lelephone, (206) 431-2925, Mailing

o({i{dre ss: Seattle Aircraft Certification

% ice, FAA, Northwest Mountain

°gion, 17900 Pacific Highway South, C-

, Seattle, Washington 98168.

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
number and be submitted in duplicate to
the address specified below. All
communications received on or before
the closing date for comments, specified
above, 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,
both 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 NPRMS

Any person may obtain a copy of this
Notice of Proposed Rulemaking (NPRM)
by submitting a request to the Federal
Aviation Administration, Northwest
Mountain Region, Attention:
Airworthiness Rules Docket No. 83-NM-
99-AD, Office of the Regional Counsel,
17900 Pacific Highway South, C-68966,
Seattle, Washington 98168.

Discussion

During fatigue testing of the Boeing
Model 767 airplane performed by the
manufacturer, several cracks were
found in both the left and right upper
support fittings that support the upper
end of the horizontal stabilizer pivot
hinge fitting. The cracks initiated at
approximately 5600 flight cycles. These
cracks are attributed to landing and
taxiing loads and propagated by fatigue.
If the corrective action contained in this
notice is not accomplished, the
structural integrity of the horizontal
stabilizer pivot fitting and major
structural components would
progressively deteriorate and separation
of the horizontal stabilizer from the
airplane could ultimately occur. Such
separation would render the airplane
uncontrollable.

The manufacturer has designed a
modification for the airplane which
should eliminate the possibility of
cracking. This modification consists of
replacement of the existing upper

support fitting with a redesigned fitting
and reinforcement of the upper and
lower backup intercostal fittings. This
notice proposes that the manufacturer's
modification, or an equivalent
modification acceptable to the Manager,
Seattle Aircraft Certification Office, be
accomplished on affected Boeing 767
series airplanes prior to the
accumulation of 8000 landings and prior
to such modification, repetitive
inspections of the affected area be
commenced upon accumulation of 3000
landings. Repetitive inspections are
proposed to be accomplished at
intervals not to exceed 300 landings. If
cracks are found during inspection, the
modification must be accomplished
before further flight.

Thirty airplanes of U.S. registry and 4
U.S. operators would be affected. It is
estimated that 64 manhours would be
required to modify each aircraft at a
labor rate of $35 per hour. The
manufacturer will supply parts at no
charge. This would result in a total cost
for modificetion of less than $68,000.

The total annual cost for the
inspections is estimated to be $54,000.
This is based on 7 inspections per year
per aircraft and 8 manhours per
inspection. Therefore, the total annual
cost of this proposed AD is estimated to
be less than $100,000.

For these reasons, the proposed rule is
not considered to be a major rule under
the criteria of Executive Order 12291,
Few, if any, small entities within the
meaning of the Regulatory Flexibility
Act would be affected.

List of Subjects in 14 CFR Part 39
Aviation safety, Aircraft.
The Proposed Amendment

PART 39—{AMENDED]

Accordingly, the Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA) proposes to
amend § 39.13 of Part 39 of the Federal
Aviation Regulations (14 CFR 39,13) by
adding the following new airworthiness
directive:

Boeing: Applies to Model 767-200 series
asirplanes, certificated in all categories,
listed in Boeing Service Bulletin No, 767~
53-2, dated August 19, 1883, or later FAA
approved revisions. Compliance required
s Indicated in the body of the AD.

To ensure the structural integrity of the
horizontal stabilizer pivot hinge fitting and
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adjacent structure accomplish the following,
unless already accomplished:

A. Prior to the accumulation of 3000
landings. and thereafter at intervals not to
exceed 300 landings, perform the following
inspections:

1. Penetrant inspect the upper support
fittings for cracks, and check the holts
common to the pivot hinge fitting and the BS
1809.5 bulkbead intercostal fitting for
breakage in accordance with Boeing Service
Bulletin 767-53-2 dated August 19, 1083, or
later FAA approved revisions; and

2, Visually inspect the surrounding
structure for cracks. If cracks are found in the
upper support fitting and not in the
surrounding structure sccomplish the
modification described in the Service Bulletin
before further flight. If cracks are found in the
surrounding structure, repair the airplane
before further flight in a manner approved by
the Manager, Seattle Aircraft Certification
Office.

B. Prior to accumulation of 6000 landings.
accomplish the modification described in
Boeing Service Bulletin 767-53-2 dated
August 19, 1983, or later FAA approved
revisions, This action terminates the
repetitive ingpections required by paragraph
A. above.

C. Aircraft may be ferried to a maintenance
base for repair in accordance with FAR
21.197 and 21.199,

D. 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.

E. Upon request of the operator, an FAA
Maintenance Inspector, subject to prior
approval of the Manager. Seattle Aircraft
Certification Office, may adjust the repetitive
inspection intervals specified in this AD to
permit compliance at an established

+inspection period of the operator, if the
request contains substantiating dats to justify
the adjustment period.

F. For the purpose of this AD, and when
approved by an FAA Maintenance Inspector,
the number of landings may be computed by
dividing each airplane’s time in service by
the operator's fleet average time from tukeoff
to landing for the aircraft type.

All persons affected by this directive who
have not already received Boeing Service
Bulletin 767-53-2 dated August 19, 1963, may
obtain copies upon request 1o Boeing
Commercial Afrplane Company, P.O. Box
3707, Seattle, Washington 98124. These
documents may also be examined at FAA,
Northwest Mountain Region, 9010 Easl
Marginal Way South, Seattle, Washington.
(Secs. 313(a), 314(a), 601 through 610, and
1102, Federal Aviation Act of 1858 (49 U.S.C.
1354(a). 1421 through 1430 and 1502); 49
LLS,C. 108(g) (Revised, Pub. L. 97449, January
12, 1983): and 14 CFR 11.85)

Note.—For the reasons discussed earlier in
the preamble: the FAA has determined that
this document (1} involves & proposed
regulation which is not major under
Executive Order 12291 and (2) is not &
significant rule pursuant to the Department of
Transportation Regulatory Policies and
Procedures (44 FR 11034; February 26, 1970);
and it is certified under the criteria of the

Regulutory Flexibility Act that this proposed
rule, if promulgated, will not have a
significan! economic impact on i substantial
number of smull entities. A regulutory
evaluation has been prepared and has been
placed in the public docket.

Issued in Seattle, Washington on October
26, 1983,

Charles R. Fosler,

Northwest Mountain Region,
[FR Doc. 832930 Filed 13-3-83 145 am)
BILLING CODE 4910-13-M

—

CIVIL AERONAUTICS BOARD
[Special Regulations Policy Statements;
SPDR-90; PSDR-82; Docket 41184; Dated:
October 14, 1983|

14 CFR Parts 380 and 399

Public Charters and Statements of
General Policy

AGENCY: Civil Aeronautics Board.,
AcTiON: Notice of Proposed Rulemaking.

SUMMARY: The CAB proposes to prohibit
the practice of advertising the price of
air transportation packages as a base
amount plus an additional amount
which must be paid to obtain the
advertised package. This action is taken
in response to a petition from Donald
Pevsner.

DATES:

Comments by January 3, 1984.

Reply comments by January 18, 1984,

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

Requests to be put on Service List by:
November 28, 1983,

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

ADDRESSES: Twenty copies of comments
should be sent to Docket 41184, Civil
Aeronautics Board, 1825 Connecticut
Avenue, NW., Washington, D.C. 20428.
Individuals-may submit their views as
consumers withoul filing multiple
copies. Comments may ge examined in
Room 711, Civil Aeronautics Board, 1825
Connecticut Avenue, NW., Washington,
D.C. as soon as they are received.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Paul Wallig. Office of the General
Counsel, Civil Aeronautics Board, 1825
Connecticut Avenue, NW., Washington,
D.C. 20428; 202-873-5937.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Donald
L. Pevsner filed a petition for rulemaking
on December 27, 1982, asking the Board
to amend 14 CFR 380.30(b). That section
currently sets standards for the

materials used by public charter
operators to solicit charter passengers.
Mr. Pevsner would have the Board add a
requirement that states: "Any
solicitation material that states a price
per passenger shall state such price as a
single figure of total cost, including
taxes and services."”

In support of his petition, Mr. Pevsner
alleged that a number of large charter
operators have engaged in deceptive
advertising, in violalion of section 411 of
the Act and 14 CFR 380.27, by failing to
list the total cost of charter trips in sales
literature. Mr. Pevsner offered an
example of this practice, sometimes
called ‘lowballing’, as an advertisemen!
that lists a tour price such as “$499" in
conspicuous type, while stating “plus
15% taxes and service” in smaller, less
conspicuous type. Pevsner alleged that
this type of advertising made valid price
comparisions by consumers impossible.

Pevsner also stated that his suggested
rule change was similar to a past Board
proposal involving affinity charters
(EDR-311, 41 FR 46464, October 21,
1976), and would offer the same
protection to public charter passengers
as is now given to travelers on group
inclusive tours (GIT's), under 14 CFR
399.84. Mr. Pevsner concluded that the
current prohibition on unfair and
deceptive practices by charter operators
in 14 CFR 380.27 does not provide
sufficient protection.

Several answers were filed in support
of this petition, Economy Traveler, a
travel periodical, had complained abou!
“add-on™ or “lowball" pricing by tour
operators in a letter to the Board's
Office of Congressional, Community and
Consumer Affairs on November 11, 1982,
Economy Traveler also wrote to the
Board on March 9, 1983, in suppor!t of
Mr. Pevsner's petition. Economy
Traveler's March 9th letter stated that
the allegedly deceptlive practice was no
longer confined to winter vacation
markets, such as Florida and the
Caribbean, but had spread to the
summer vacation markets, especially
Europe, Further, Economy Traveler
alleged that travel agents as well as
consumers were affected by the charter
operators’ altempts to disguise true price
levels, since the tax and service portion
of the total tour price have been
excluded from the base on which agents
compute their commissions. Economy
Traveler suggested that the Board adop!
@ “truth in tour promotion™ requirement,
with only a single price advertised. This
price would include: all tour components
that ads or brochures indicate are
included; all services, taxes, or charges
that must be paid to governments,
airports, land package operators, and
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carriers: all service charges and taxes
normally “bundled” with the
trunsportation such as accommodations.
[ood services, and other tour

omponents in the countries where such
churges are normally added to hotel and
restaurant bills; and all markups,
hundling charges, fees, sales
commissions, and profits of the tour
operdtor. Economy Traveler was
convinced that such a move would
protect consumers and travel agents,
und would be supported by all ethical
lour operators, One travel agency wrote
in support of the petition and Economy
Traveler's answer, stating that “plus tax
and service™ tour pricing was deceptive,
and deprived travel agents of part of
their legitimate commissions. One
individual cgmment also supported
Pevsner's petition.

The National Indirect Air Carrier
Association (NIACA) filed an answer
questioning the petition. NIACA
acknowledged that the public has a right
lo know all charges associated with a
cherter but cautioned that excessive
regulation may unduly constrain
comparative price advertising, restrict
decisions to “bundle” ar “unbundle”
charter trip elements, and block
meaningful disclosure of the value of
different elements of a charter package.
Italso urged the Board, if it decides to
issue a rule, to include tours operated on
scheduled service. It stated that
roverage of scheduled service was
talled for by both common sense and
tompetitive equity.

I'he Board previously addressed the
issue of whether the practice of stating
lexes and incidental charges as an item
scparale from the basic tour price was
unfair or deceptive in two separate
rulemakings. In PSDR-39 FR 15309, April
29,1974, the Board asked for comment
on a proposal to declare the advertising
of prices for Group Inclusive Tours
(GIT's) 1o be an unfair or deceptive
priactice and an unfair method of
competition violating section 411 of the
:\::!. unless the advertisement included a
ticar statement of the total tour price.
Ihe proposal was adopted as s policy
Slatement and issued as PS-62, 40 FR
1906, February 8, 1975. The advertising
s the total tour price for GIT's was not
'mited to a single amount, however.
Rd'-h:‘l'. PS-62 stated that operators
should be permitted to advertise the air
and land portions of & tour separately,
provided both portions were
Prominently displayed, and the
ddvertisement clearly stated that both
bortions would have to be added in
uldnfr‘lu determine the total tour price.
\1'11[‘1' EDR-328/SPDR-58/PSDR—48, 42 FR
W57, June 14, 1977, which incorporated

EDR-311, the Board sought comment on
changing the rules on advertising
charters generally. In EDR-328B, 45 FR
61640, September 7, 1980, however, the
Board terminated this rulemaking.
Among the reasons cited for the
termination were: the establishment of a
new charter category, Public Charters,
in Part 380 of the Board's regulations
(SPR-149, 43 FR 36604, Augus! 18, 1978).
which replaced several categories of
charters and their separate, inconsistent
rules, and added significant consumer
protection provisions; the absence of
complaints from consumers about
charter price advertising: and, the fact
that a mechanism already existed
(section 411 of the Act) to handle any
problems that might arise.

In response to Mr. Pevsner's petition,
the Board's Enforcement Division
conducted an investigation of charter
price adverlisements. It sent an industry
letter to all airlines and charter
operators warning them that advertising
charters by stating a basic charter price
plus a percentage add-on may be unfair
and deceptive in violation of section 411
of the Act if the add-on is less
conspicuous than the basic price or if
the add-on does not represent actual
taxes and services. It stated that add-
ons themselves are not necessarily
unfair or deceplive provided they are
clear, noticeable, and honest.

In following up on its industry letter,
the Enforcement Division requested tour
operators that continued to use
percentage add-ons to justify the
percentage attributed to taxes and
services. None could without attributing
a significant portion of the add-on to the
tour operator’s own overhead, profit, or
commission to travel agents. Indeed, it
was clear that the percentage used was
but an arbitrary amount that the tour
operator alone decided were not part of
the base price,

Further, the Enforcement Division
discovered that for some advertisers the
use of percentage add-ons was a matter
of competitive pressure—they are used
only when other competitors in the
market use them. In one instance, which
occurred shortly after the Enforcement
Division's letter was sent, an operator
advertised a tour at “$343" while
another advertised a similar tour at
"8249" but with an asterisk stating “plus
15% tax and service.” Shortly thereafter
the first tour operator changed its
advertisements to “$299 plus 15% tax
and service.”

The Better Business Bureau of
Metropolitan New York, Inc., has
provided the Board with a copy of &
letter it sent print media in the New
York area, and a copy of its August 17,

1983 advertising review case report,
both of which express the opinion that
the use of percentage add-ons may
mislead copsumers and that they should
nol be used.

The Enforcement Division's
investigation indicates that the use of
add-onsis a problem that cannot be
rectified through informal methods. The
Board believes that competition will
best be served if consumers can easily
determine the price of the product. The
Board is therefore granting Mr.,
Pevsner's pelition and proposing a rule
that would required all price
advertisements (o state the total price
the consumer must pay the seller in
order to purchase the advertised air
transportation package. The proposed
rule would not prohibit the listing of
options separately. Although Mr.
Pevsner's petition was directed toward
the advertising of charter prices, there
have been similar problems in the
advertising of prices for scheduled
service. See Orders 79-12-184,
December 27, 1979 and 82-12-119,
December 27, 1982 where the Board
found price ads for scheduled service 1o
be unfair and deceptive because they
did not comply with the lax laws. The
proposed rules therefore would apply to
the advertising of prices for all types of
air service. The provision in § 399.84
that now regulates price advertising of
only Group Inclusive Tours (GITs)
would be broadened to cover all carriers
and all forms of air transportation
regardless of how it is sold.

The rules as proposed would prohibit
add-ons or the practice of stating some
mandatory charges separately from the
basic price. They would require
advertisements to clearly state as one
figure the total amount of money that
the passenger will have to pay for the
services described.

Regulatory Flexibility Act

In accordance with the Regulatory
Flexibility Act, Pub, L. 96-354, the Board
certifies that this rule would not, if
adopted, have a significant economic
impact on a substantial number of small
entities. The rule would not affect the
prices carriers charge the public for their
services. It merely ensures that the
public is aware of all carrier charges for
services, and the advertising of those
prices is not done in a deceptive
manner.

List of Subjects in 14 CFR Parts 380 and
399

Administrative practice and
procedure, Advertising, Air carriers,
Antitrust, Archives and records, Charter
flights, Consumer protection,
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Educational study programs. Freight
Forwarders, Grant programs—
Transportation, Hawaii, Motor Carriers,
Puerto Rico. Railroads, Reporting and
recordkeeping requirements, Surely
bonds, Travel agents, Virgin Islands.

PART 380—[AMENDED]

Accordingly, the Board proposes to
amend Chapter I of 14 CFR as follows:
1. In Part 380, Public Charters.
§ 380.27 would be revised by
redesignating the current paragraph as
paragraph (a) and adding a new
paragraph (b), as follows:

§380.27 Methods of competition.

{a) No charter operator shall engage in
unfair or deceptive practices or unfair
methods of competition in air
transportation or the sale thereof.

(b) Any advertisement for a public
charter that includes any price shall
clearly state in one figure the total
amount of money, including taxes, that a
passenger must pay to the seller for the
sdvertised flights or packages.

2. Also in Part 380, paragraph (b) of
§ 380.30 would be revised, as follows:

§380.30 Solicitation materials.

(b) Any solicitation material that
states a price per passenger shall
comply with the requirements for
advertisements in § 380.27 and shall also
include one of the following:

PART 399—| AMENDED|

3. In Part 399, Statements of General
Policy. § 399.84 would be revised to
read:

§ 399.84 Price advertising.

The Board considers any
advertisement or solicitation material
for air transportation of persons that
includes the price of that transportation
to be unfair and deceptive in violation of
section 411 of the Act unless the
advertisement clearly states in one
figure the total amount of money,
including taxes, that a passenger must
pay to the seller.

(Secs. 204, 401, 402 403, 411, 418, Pub. L. 85~
726,72 Stul. 743, 754, 757, 758, 768, 771; 49
US.C, 1324, 1371, 1372, 1373, 1381, 1386)

By the Civil Aeronuutics Board
Phyllis T. Kaylor,
Secretary

1FH Doc 8300016 Flhod 11-3-80 845
BILLING CODE 6320-01-M

DEPARTMENT OF LABOR

Occupational Safety and Health
Administration

29 CFR Part 1908
|Docket No. C-1]
Consultation Agreements

AGENCY: Occupational Safety and
Health Administration (OSHA), Labor.

ACTION: Extension of time for
submission of written comments and
notice of additions to the record.

SUMMARY: On October 5, 1983, OSHA
published a notice describing proposed
amendments to 29 CFR Part 1908 (48 FR
45411-45420). Comments were requested
to be submitted on or before November
4. 1983, Recently, OSHA has received
requests from interested parties for an
extension of this comment period. These
requests indicated that additional time
is needed to prepare an adequate
response. OSHA believes that the
information-gathering process will be
improved if all interested parties are
granted additional time for submission
of comments. Thus, OSHA has decided
to extend the date for submission of
comments to December 23, 1983,

OSHA, Additionally, has received a
request that various documents relevant
to the proposed amendments to 29 CFR
Part 1908 be placed in the record for
public inspection. In the interest of
improving the information gathering-
process, additional documents are being
added to the record. (See Supplementary
Information for list of added
documents).

DATES: Comments in response to the
October 5, 1983 notice of proposed
rulemaking (48 FR 45411-45420) should
be submitted on or before December 23,
1983.

ADDRESS: Written comments should be
submitted, in quadruplicate, to the
Docket Office, Docket No, C-1, Room S-
6212, 200 Constitution Avenue, NW.,
Washington, D.C. 20210, Telephone (202]
523-7894.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Mr. James F. Foster, Office of
Information and Consumer Affuirs,
Room N-3637, Occupational Safety and
Health Administration, U.S. Department
of Labor, 200 Constitution Avenue, NW.,
Washington, D.C. 20210, Telephone (202)
523-8151.

In the interest of improving the
information-gathering process. the
following documents are being added o
the record at this time.

A list of State agencies providing, or
schedoled to provide, consullative services
under the current and propased regulations

OSHA Notice TED 2 (July 25, 1983),
Experimental Program for Inspection
Exemption Through Consultation,

A letter from Emmett Jones, Dicector Cal
OSHA Consultation Service, describing the
impact of the California experimental
exemption program,

The most recent evaluation reports on the
State consultation projecty participating in
the prograny.

Testimony on proposed revisions to the
consultation regulation before the Nationa!
Advisory Committes on Occupational Safety
and Health.

Comments by a Sibcommittee of the
National Advisory Committes on
Occupational Safety und Health on wn earfive
draft of the proposed revisions, and a briv!
summary of the rationale for OSHA's
response to these comments.

A Solicitor of Labor opinion on release 1
the public of consultant reports to smployers

This document was prepared under
the direction of Thorne G. Auchter.
Assistant Secretary of Labor for
Occupational Safety and Health, 200
Constitution Avenue, NW,, Washington.
D.C. 20210,

[Secs. 7(c)(1). 21(c), 84 Stat, 1598, 1019 (29
LLS.C. 656(c) (1) 670(c)): 28 CFR Part 1904
Secretary of Labor's Order No. 9-83 (48 FR
35736))

Thome G. Auchler,

Assistant Secretary of Labor.

IFR Doc. b 2sd Filed 11-0-50 K85 wm)]

BILLING CODE 4510-26-M

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY

40 CFR Part 85
|AMS FRL 2464-5)

Air Pollution Control; Importation of
Nonconforming Motor Vehicles and
Motor Vehicle Engines

AGENCY: Environmental Protection
Agency,
ACTION: Notice of Public Workshops

SUMMARY: This announces that EPA will
conduct two workshops to discuss
options for revising portions of the EPA
regulations at 40 CFR 85.1501 el seq.
which control the importation of
nonconforming motar vehicles and
motor vehicle engines, The purpose of
the workshaps is to provide interestcd
individuals and organizations an
additional opportunity to comment on
the revisions proposed in a Notice of
Proposed Rulemiking (NPRM) published
on July 21, 1980 (45 FR 48812), and on
other options for revising these
regulations. Discussion is also solicited
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regarding the adequacy of EPA small
volume certification procedures and
assigned deterioration factors at 40 CFR
86.082-14 and 40 CFR 86.084-24 for
certifying imported vehicles for resale.
Changes to these regulations, if
necessary, will be considered in a
separate rulemaking.

Since publication of the NPRM, EPA
has implemented several changes to the
administrative procedures and
enforcement policy applicable to
imported motor vehicles (see 48 FR
16485, April 18, 1983). As a result of
comments received in response lo the
NPRM, and experience gained from
monitoring the automotive imports
program since publication of the NPRM
and from changes in the certification
program, EPA believes that additional
comments on revisions proposed in the
NPRM plus other options for revising
these regulations may be useful in
forming the basis for final rulemaking. A
range of options is described in the
'SUPPLEMENTARV INFORMATION section
helow,

?A”TES: The workshops are scheduled as
Olows:

Workshop #1: 8 a.m. EDT, Tuesday,
November 29, 1983—Washington, D.C.

Workshop #2: 8 a.m. PDT, Wednesday,
December 7, 1983—San Diego,
California

Interested parties desiring to
participate at either workshop should
notify EPA, at the address given below,
not later than November 22, 1983, for the
Washington, D.C. workshop and not
later than November 30, 1983, for the
San Diego, California workshop. A copy
of this notification should also be sent to
the contact listed below. Any relevant
written comments must be received on
or before January 9, 1984,

ADDRESSES: All comments should

be submitted to the Central Docket
Section (LE=131), ATTN: Docket EN-79-
9 West Tower Lobby, Gallery 1, U.S,
Environmental Protection Agency, 401 M
Street SW., Washington, D.C. 20460, If
possible, a copy of the comments should
be .fubmilled to the contact listed below.

Copies of testimony presented at the
workshops, written comments and all
relevant information submitted in
response to the NPRM will be available
for public inspection and copying in
Public Docket No. EN-79-9 at the
dddress given above. The docket is open
Monday through Friday from 8:00 a.m. to
300 p.m. A reasonable fee may be
charged for copying services.

The November 29, 1983 workshop will
be held in Room S353, EPA
*\lfr‘_n!mmrmrs. Waterside Mall, 4th and
M Strects, SW.. Washington, D.C. 20460,

The December 7, 1983 workshop will
be held at The Holiday Inn
Embarcadero, 1355 North Harbor Drive,
San Diego, California 92101. Telephone:
(619) 232-3861.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Stanley B. Durkee, Investigation/Imports
Section, Manufacturers Operations
Division (EN-340F), U.S. Environmental
Protection Agency, Washington, D.C.
20460. Telephone: (202) 382-2496.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

L. Discussion

The Clean Air Act, as smended (the
"Act”), 42 U.S.C. 7401 et seq., prohibits
the importation of any motor vehicle or
engine (hereinafter “vehicle™), 42 U.S.C.
7522, unless it is covered by a certificate
of conformity with Federal emission
requirements applicable during the
maodel year in which it was built or
unless it is excluded from the Act or
exempted by the Administrator of EPA.
Joint EPA and U.S. Customs Service
{Customs) regulations at 40 CFR 85,1501
et seq. and 19 CFR 12.73, respectively,
allow the conditional importation of a
nonconforming vehicle, provided that a
bond is posted with Customs and the
vehicle is then brought into conformity
with EPA emission requirements. This
may be done either by modifying the
vehicle to make it identical to a vehicle
certified for sale in the U.S. or by
successfully testing the vehicle in
accordance with the Federal Test
Procedure (“FTP") at a laboratory which
has demonstrated to EPA that it can
perform a proper FTP.

EPA's NPRM, published on July 21,
1980, proposed revising these
regulations by abolishing the
“modification” and "testing" options
and by banning the importation of
nonconforming vehicles, subject to
certain exemptions. One proposed
exemption was to allow an individual to
import one such vehicle, for personal
use and not for resale, without bringing
it into conformity with Federal emission
requirements. EPA also proposed
making several other changes to the
regulations, including clarification of the
definition of a racing vehicle and of the
procedures and restrictions applicable
to the importation of vehicles under
several other exemption categories.

EPA has received more than 520
written comments on this NPRM from
various individuals in both private and
public sectors, as well as testimony from
12 parties at a public hearing held at
EPA headquarters on November 3, 1980.
Mos! commenters were individuals who
favored the proposed revision because it
would allow them to import exotic
European automobiles not available in

U.S.-certified configurations, or not
similar to those available in the U.S.
Several manufacturers (both foreign and
domestic), automotive dealership
associations and three states objected to
the proposed revisions. They cited
possible adverse air quality impacts,
loss of sales by U.S. domestic dealers
who sell certified domestic and foreign
vehicles, and the inequity of requiring
domestic vehicles to meet Federal
emission requirements while allowing
the importation of foreign vehicles
which do not.

Based on these comments, EPA
decided to conduct additional analyses
before proceeding to final rulemaking.
These analyses of the numbers and ages
of vehicles imported by individual and
commercial importers led to the changes
in EPA administrative procedures and
enforcement policy which were
implemented in October and November
1981 (and which were announced in an
EPA press release at that time),

The changes in procedures and policy
are discussed more fully in a Notice
published on April 18, 1983 (48 FR
16485). In brief, these revised procedures
provide that EPA will request that
Customs release the EPA obligation on
the bond for a nonconforming vehicle
imported by an individual, without
requiring that it be brought into
conformity with Federal emission
requirements, provided that: (a) It is the
first nonconforming vehicle imported by
that person since 1970; (b) it is being
imported for personal use and not for
commercial resale: (c) the vehicle is at
least five model years old at the time of
importation. Similar changes in policy
but without model year age restriction,
were implemented at the same time with
respect to importations by immigrants,
handicapped persons and others
experiencing special hardships.
Additionally, final rulemaking was
deferred while the 97th Congress was
considering revisions to the Act which
would have affected the provisions
applicable to the importation of
nonconforming vehicles.

II. Recent Trends

Since the publication of the NPRM
and these other changes, the
approximate number of nonconforming
vehicles imported annually has
increased from 1,500 vehicles in 1980 to
5,000 in 1982. In 1983, EPA estimates
8.400 such vehicles will be imported.
Although the total number of bonded
importations is increasing, the relative
proportions between commercial and
individual bonded importations and the
relative ages of imported vehicles have
not materially changed. Specifically. in
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1980 approximately 47% of bonded
nonconforming vehicles were imported
by commercial importers for resale and
approximately 53% by individuals. Of
the individual importations,
approximately 54% were more than five
model years old at the time of
importation. In 1983, EPA estimates that
these percentages will be approximately
44% for commercial and 56% for
individual importations with 55% of the
individual importations (i.e.,
approximately 2,600 vehicles) being
vehicles which were five or more model
years old when imported.

Other changes have occurred in areas
related to the imports program which
may affect the final rulemaking. First, at
the time of the NPRM, ten testing
laboratories had demonstrated the
ability to conduct the FTP on imported
vehicles and were submitting test
documentation regularly on these types
of vehicles to EPA: this number since
has grown to twenty and EPA has
received inquiries concerning
establishment of other such laboratories.
However, an increasing number of
allegations have been made of possible
falsification of test data by some test
laborateries, and of modifications made
on vehicles to pass an FTP that are not
safe or no! durable, and of violations of
various State laws and regulations. The
investigation of such allegations is
difficult and expensive. If such
allegations are true, importers, modifiers
and test laborateries who comply fully
with the regulations may be at a
competitive disadvantage to other
parties who may perform unsafe or non-
durable modifications or inaccurate
tests. Consumers may also be adversely
affected if they purchase imported
vehicles which are unsafe or which do
not meet emission requirements. Such
vehicles may fail State safety or
emission tests and may not be covered
by any warranties.

A second important change is in the
certification procedures. Under Section
216(1) of the Acl. importers for resale
are deemed to be manufacturers, Thus
such importers can apply for
certification as manufacturers for
vehicles that were originally
manufactured by someone else. In
accordance with regulations at 40 CFR
86.082~14, promulgated on March 12,
1981 (46 FR 16266), manufacturers whose
.S. sales of motor vehicles are less
than 10,000 units per year may certify
such vehicles under the “small-volume™
certification procedures. These
procedures reduce paperwork and, in
some instances, allow for reduction in
the number of test vehicles. The Agency
is concerned that these “small volume™

certification rules, which were designed
to reduce the certification burdens of
small manufacturers who use emission
control systems previously
demonstrated to be durable in full
certificate durability testing, may be
inadeguate to assure durable emission
performance when used by small
manufacturers, including certain
importers, to certify systems whose
durability has no! previously been
demonstrated. As a result, the Agency
may consider policy and regulatory
changes to these rules as a separate
maller.

An additional concern regarding the
imports regulation is an apparent
increasing violation of the prohibition on
the sale of nonconforming vehicles
imported by “nonresidents.” Under the
Customs regulations at 19 CFR
12.73(b)(v). a nonresident of the U.S.
may impart a nonconforming vehicle for
personal use for up to one year without
posting a bond or bringing the vehicle
into conformity. This provision of the
regulations also prohibits sale of the
vehicle in the U.S. While it appears that
most nonresidents who import vehicles
abide by the requirements of the
regulations, a small, but apparently
increasing, number sell the vehicles they
import without bringing them into
conformity with U.S. requirements. A
violation of‘;‘ﬁs type is particularly
difficult to detect or remedy since the
importer has not posted a bond, and
experience has shown that the address
given on the importation documents by
some nonresidents may be temporary or
inaccurate.

I11. Issues

EPA has identified seven issues
concerning importation of motor
vehicles on which it specifically solicits
additional comments. Interested parties
are also encouraged to identify and
discuss other issues which they believe
are useful in forming the basis for final
rulemaking. The Agency requests,
however, that any comments be as
factual as possible (e.g., the exact effect
in numbers of lost sales, the quantitative
effect on air quality or model
availability of the current and proposed
regulatory requirements). These issues
are as follows:

1. Equity. Major manufacturers who
wish to sell vehicles in the United States
must conduct extensive certification
programs to demonstrate that their
vehicles will meet Federal emission
requirements for five years ar 50,000
miles. These vehicles are required to be
covered by emission and product
warranties, must meet fuel economy
requirements and are subject to gas
guzzler taxes and the assembly line

testing and recall provisions of the Act.
On the other hand, nonconforming
vehicles which are imported under the
current imports regulations may eithe:
be modified to be identical to a U.S.
certified-version vehicle or must pass
the FTP. This results in differential
treatment between U.S.-certified
versions and imported-and-modified or
tested versions of the same model
vehicles. Due to the increasing numbers
of imported nonconforming vehicles, the
magnitude of the potential inequity of
this differential treatment has increased.
EPA requests further comments on
whether such differential treatment
affects prices and, if so, the magnitude
of the price differentials. For example.
how much does a U.S. version of a
vehicle cost the consumer at a U.S.
dealership compared to the same
vehicle when purchased in Europe and
imported and brought into conformity
under the current imports regulations?
What is the cost, in dollars or as a
percentage of the purchase price, that «
dealer must incur to provide warranties
and other mandated coverage on U.S.
version vehicles? Is service for foreign
version modified vehicles available at
U.S. dealers and service facilities? If nol,
why not? Are warranty costs incurred?
If so, estimate the costs.

2. Improper Modifications. EPA has
received allegations that conversion
work done on nonconforming vehicles
so they can pass an FTP is either not
done or is not durable for the useful life
of the vehicle. EPA requests specific
information to support such allegations
including examples of inadequate
workmanship and supporting emissions
data, if available, which shows lack of
durability or safety of emission
modification work.

3. Small Volume Certification
Procedures/Assigned Deterioration
Factors. Various importers for resale
have requested EPA certification of
specific imported models, including use
of the “small volume" procedures (40
CFR 86.082-14). The “small volume”
procedure applies a 10,000 unit limilt to 8
small manufacturer’s total U.S. sales 10
determine eligibility. Also, any large
manufacturer may use assigned ;
deterioration factors for any segment 0!
its product line up to 10,000 units
annually (40 CFR 86.082-24). z

This application of the “small volume
certification and deterioration factor
procedures to importers, however, poses
two concerns. The first is, since
experience has shown that these
vehicles may use emission control
systems that have not been previously
demonstrated to be adequate to mee! 217
pollution standards over a useful life,
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the assigned deterioration factor may be
inappropriate. EPA's second concern,
since achieving compliance through
retrofit modification is very difficult and
expensive under today's stringent
standards, is that commercial importers
may be tempted to cul corners to remain
profitable in this very competitive
market. This possibility is particularly
troublesome because EPA has limited
resources to conduct compliance
investigations and such compliance
slippage could quickly erode confidence
in the integrity of this program.

An additional concern is that large
manufacturers may attempt to avoid the
durability testing requirements of
certification when marketing a small
sales volume engine family by marketing
such models through an importer for
resale under the “small volume"
certification rules. EPA is aware of one
major manufacturer planning such a
marketing tactic to bring in a small
number of special units which it has not
currently certified,

Such practices raise questions
regarding whether the applicability of
the 10,000 unit limit for eligibility should
be changed so as to apply to the
aggregate U.S. sales of the original
manufacturer of foreign vehicles rather
than to apply, as it does now. to each
importer's total individual sales. Or,
should applicability of the “small
volume” certification procedures and
assigned deterioration factors to the
situation of imported nonconforming
vehicles simply be eliminated entirely?
Is the technology which is used or may
be expected 1o be used by imparters for
resale similar to that used by original
manufacturers and is it likely to exhibit
similar durability? If not, should
importers for resale be permitted to
certify under such “small volume"
provision, and if so, should modification
1o certified configurations not
demonstrated to be durable be
permitted under the imports rules? As
mentioned earlier, EPA may also
consider changes in the “small volume"
certification procedure in a separate
])l’()f;mrding‘

1. Effectiveness of Regulations. FPA
equests comments on whether the
modification and test provisions of the
current regulations are effective in
assuring that vehicles comply with

lean Air Act requirements. If
dppropriate, provide specific evidence of
abuse, Does improved compliance result
from use of the certification process (as
opposed to use of modifications)? If so,
how? If not, why not?

5. Effect on Businesses. If the imports
tegulations were changed to abolish the
‘esting and modification options, how
would this affect parties currently

engaged in such activities? EPA request
comments on the possible specific
effects with respect to each of the
options described below.

6. Air Quality. The number of vehicles
imported under the current imports
regulations is very small compared to
the annual sales of new domestic and
imported certified vehicles, EPA
requests commenters to submit any data
(e.g., air quality analyses) which might
indicate the presence of (or the absence
of) air quality impacts attributable to
these uncertified vehicles. EPA also
requests comments on whether importod
nonconforming vehicles tend to be
operated in certain areas (e.g.,
California or Texas), and whether this
has resulted in any local adverse air
quality impacts.

7. Sales by Nonresidents. EPA
requests specific information concerning
sales of nonconforming vehicles that
were imported under the “nonresident”
category. How many vehicles are so
sold and what percentage of total
nonresident importations do they
represent? What problems do
individuals encounter when they
unknowingly purchase such vehicles?
Are they able to obtain title and register
the vehicles?

IV. Options for Revision of Regulations

Given the issues discussed above,
EPA has determined that there is good
cause to hold workshops to discuss
additional options for revising these
regulations and receive comments
regarding various options. After the
close of the comment period and
analysis of the testimony presented at
the workshops and submitted to the
docket, EPA intends to proceed to a
final rulemaking.

EPA has developed four options
which it believes represent the range of
alternatives available for revising the
current regulations. Interested persons
are also invited to suggest additional
options,

Option A. Finalize NPRM as Proposed

This option would require individual
and commercial importers of vehicles to
demonstrate that all vehicles are
certified to meet applicable air pollution
requirements prior to entry into the
United States, with exemptions for
vehicles that are imported by
individuals for personal use. Other
exemptions or exclusions for vehicles
falling into a special listed category (e.g.
diplomatic and test vehicles) also apply.

A key point of controversy with this
option which emerged from comments
received in response to the NPRM in
1980 involved the personal use
exemption. Although the exemption is

limited to one non-conforming vehicle
per person, and not for commercial
resale, various private and public
institutions, including manufacturers
{both foreign and domestic), abjected to
this revision on the basis of possible air
quality impacts, loss of sales and the
inequily of requiring domestic vehicles
to meet Federal emission requirements
while allowing the importation of
foreign vehicles which do not. On the
other hand, most individuals who
commented favored the exemption
because it would allow them to import
exotic automobiles not available in the
uUs.

Since publication of the NPRM,
importations have increased
considerably and thus EPA solicits
additional comments. Specifically: _

1. What effects would this option have
on sales of vehicles from U.S,
dealerships?

2, What effect would this option have
on repair and maintenance services,
including any effects on establishments
that might provide the service and on
the consumers whose vehicles are being
serviced?

3. What effect would this have on air
quality, especially on a regional or local
basis?

Option B. Maintain Current Procedures
and Policies

This option would maintain the
existing regulations which require
individual and commercial importers of
vehicles to demonstrate evidence of
conformity with air pollution
requirements for all vehicles within 80
days after entry into the United States
with a “one time" exemption for
vehicles imported by individuals for
personal use and at least five model
years old at time of entry, Other
exemptions or exclusions may also
apply to vehicles falling into a special
listed category (e.g., diplomatic and test
vehicles). Evidence of conformity is
given through either 1) modification of
the vehicle to make it identical in all
material respects to a vehicle covered
by a certificate of conformity or 2}
successful tesling at a laboratory in
accordance with the FTP,

As noted previously, this option
creates various problems for the public
and for EPA and Customs in
administration of the program. There are
two key problem areas, The first is the
modification and testing requirements
themselves. As discussed in this Notice
and in the NPRM, the modifications may
not be adequate and their adequacy is
difficult to monitor effectively by EPA.
Testing requirements also have created
a number of problems. For example,
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nllegations have arisen of possible
falsification of data by some test
laboratories so that some vehicles tested
therein may be in violation of emission
requirements. EPA monitoring of such
situations is difficult. Such falsification.
il it exist, can result in an unfair and
costly situation for laboratories and
importers who adhere to the
requirements of the law. EPA requests
factual information as follows:

1. Under the curent procedures and
policies, what have been the effects on
consumers with respect to prices of both
certified and uncertified vehicles.
service and availability of models?

2. What have been the guantitative
effects, if any, on air quality?

3. What problems have consumers
experienced under these procedures
with importing nonconforming vehicles?

Option C. Tighter Restrictions than
NPRM

This option would require individual
and commercial importers of vehicles to
certify all vehicles to meet air pollution
requirements prior to entry into the
United States. Exemptions and/or
exclusions would apply only to vehicles
falling into a special listed category (e.g.
diplomatic and test vehicles). No
personal use exemptions would be
permitted

This option has some potential for
imposing hardships on individuals who
purchase vehicles overseas and then
discover that they cannot import them
into the U.S. EPA specifically requests
factual information and comments as
follows:

1. What would be the specific effects,
in terms of sales and availability of
vehicle models, on U.S, dealerships.
commercial importers and on
consumers?

2. Are there any data to indicate that
this option would have a beneficial
effect on air quality?

3. Should the small volume
certification procedures with respect to
commercial importers be modified? If so,
how and on what basis?

Option D. Combine NPRM and Certain
Current Procedures

This option would require individual
and commercial importers of vehicles
after a specified effective date to certify
all vehicles to meet air pollution
requirements prior to entry into the
United States, with a “one time"
exemption for vehicles at least five
model years old imported by
individuals. Exemptions and/or
exclusions may also apply to vehicles
falling into a special listed category (e.g.,
diplomatic and test vehicles.)

This option would implement the
proposal in the NPRM to abolish the
modification and testing procedures of
the current regulations. In lieu of an
unlimited personal use exemplion,
however, it would formalize in the
regulations the current policy of
allowing individuals to import one
vehicle for personal use provided it was
at least five model years old at the time
of importation. Commercial importers
for resale would be allowed to certify
vehicles so consumers would still be
permitted to purchase vehicles normally
not available in the U.S. As with the
other options, EPA solicits factual
comments as follows:

1. What are the likely effects on this
option on U.S. dealerships, commercial
importers, model availability, test
laboratories, service facilities and
consumers?

2. What would be the magnitude of
any possible effect on air quality?

List of Subjects in 40 CFR Part 85
Imports, Labeling, Motor vehicle

pollution, Reporting and recordkeeping

requirements, Research, Warranties.
Dated: October 26, 1983,

Richard D. Wilson,

Acting Assistant Administrator for Air. Noise

and Radiation.

[FR Doc. #3-30034 Flled 11-3-8% 845 am)

BILLING CODE 6550-50-M

40 CFR Part 421
[OW-FRL-2464-8]

Nonferrous Metals Manufacturing
Point Source Category; Effluent
Limitations Guidelines Pretreatment
Standards, and New Source
Performance Standards

AGENCY: Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA).

ACTION: Notice of data availability and
request for comment.

SUMMARY: EPA proposed effluent
limitations guidelines and standards for
the nonferrous metals manufacturing
category, on February 17, 1983 (48 FR
7032). Since the close of the comment
period EPA has obtained additional data
and information which will become part
of the administrative record for the final
regulation. EPA is now making these
data and information available for
public inspection and comment.

DATES: Comments must be submitted by
November 25, 1983.

ADDRESSES: Send comments to Mr.
James R. Berlow, Effluent Guidelines
Division (WH-552), Environmental
Protection Agency, 401 M Street, SW.,

Washington, D.C. 20460. Attention: EGD
Docket Clerk. The supporting
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 regulations
{40 CFR Part 2) provide that a
reasonable fee may be charged for
copying. :

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Technical information may be obtained
from Mr. Ernst P. Hall, at (202) 382-7126

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On
February 17, 1983, the EPA propased
effluent limitations guidelines,
pretreatment standards, and new souorce
performance standards for phase 1 of the
Nonferrous Metals Manufacturing Point
Source Category (48 FR 7032), The
comment period closed on May 27, 1983
EPA received over 1500 individual
comments on this proposal from 100
commenters.

Comments were submitted by the
Aluminum Association and several
individual primary aluminum
manufacturers stating that the cyanide
treatment technology proposed by the
Agency as the basis for best available
technology [BAT) effluent limitations
guidelines and new source performance
standards cannot remove cyanide to the
amounts the Agency proposed. In
addition, the Association disagreed with
EPA's assumption that activated carbon
absorption treatment would be
necessary to assure removal of
polynuclear aromatic hydrocarbons
(PAH) found in primary aluminum
wastewater. Instead, the Association
stated that data produced by its
members showed that 90 percent or
more of the PAH would be removed by
lime precipitation and sedimentation
(lime and settle) treatment. EPA agreed
to conduct pilot scale studies of the
treatability of cyanide and PAH in
primary aluminum wastewater to help
resolve those comments. The results of
the two studies (conducted at a primary
aluminum plant in July and August.
1983) are discussed in two draft reports
available for public inspection in the
EPA Public Information Unit.

The Agency also received a commen!
from the Aluminum Recycling
Association concerning the need for 4
discharge allowance for ingot conveyor
casting and stationary casting
operations in secondary aluminum
production. The Association correctly
points out that the proposed regulation
did not expressly discuss ingot conveyor
casting as 8 method of casting for
secondary aluminum. In order to assure
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complete consideration of this comment
EPA contacted 8 plants in its data base
that did not clearly report the type of
casting used (all other plants having
reported use of casting methods other
than ingot conveyor casting), We have
summarized the results of that telephone
survey, and of casting data submitted in
the 1976 data collection portfolios, and
these summaries are available for
inspection in the Public Information
Refernce Unit,

The Agency also is providing copies
of other data collected since proposal in
the Public Information Reference Unit.
This informaltion consists of trip reports
and analytical data from sampling a
primary tungsten, primary zinc, and two
secondary lead plants, data collection
portfolio data from several primary
gluminum, primary copper, primary zinc,
primary tungsten, secondary aluminum,
secondary silver and secondary lead
facilities not previously included in the
data base and discharge monitoring
reports collected for plants reporting use
of lime and settle technology with or
without polishing filtration. The data
will be incorporated into the data base
used for developing the final regulation.

Our preliminary analysis of the new
data and information suggests the
following:

a. The treatability study appears to
support an increase in the achievable
toncentrations of cyanide used to
establish BAT effluent limitations
suidelines and new source of
performance standards for primary
aluminum production. The revised
monthly average indicated by the study
would be 2.0 mg/1 and the revised daily
maximum would be 4.5 mg/1. This
performance is based on & mean
performance of 1.1 mg/1 and is
ichievable by use of cyanide
Precipitation, sedimentation and ~
filtration. The Agency also has reviewed
dvailable literature and data submitted
by Kaiser Aluminum (correspondence
dated February 11, 1980) that supports a
conclusion that these revised cyanide
encentrations are achievable using ion
exchange technology.

In addition, the Agency is considering
“pplying a monitoring requirement for
tyanide immediately after cyanide
Pretreatment. The treatability study
iPpears to establish that lime and settle
technology will not remove cyanide
adequately, Further, not every
Wastestream from primary aluminum
Production contains cyanide. Thus,
rntralized lime and settle treatment not
only is ineffective treatment for cyanide,

u‘t could result in dilution of cyanide

elow the allowable level {contrary to
;Ju. ‘cu-r.zclusions in the proposed rule at
8 FR 7056). In order to assure that

cyanide limitations are not achieved by
dilution, an at-the-source monitoring
requirement may be appropriate. If EPA
promulgates an at-the-source
requirement, we will include separate
cyanide pretreatment costs in our cost
estimates for complying with cyanide
limitations,

b. The treatability study appears to
support a conclusion that treatment of
primary aluminum wastewater with lime
precipitation, sedimentation, and
filtration does remove PAH. Therefore,
EPA is considering modifying its
pollutant removal estimates (which
assumed no removal of PAH without
treatment with activated carbon) to
reflect the results of the treatability
study. The data also appears to support
a conclusion that benzo(a)pyrene
limitations based on an achievable
concentration of 0.01 mg/1 are
achievable without use of activated
carbon treatment. Several other more
soluble PAH such a pyrene and
fluoranthene are removed by lime
precipitation, sedimentation, and
filtration, but may require treatment by
activated carbon absorption in order to
achieve removals to 0.01 mg/1. As such,
benzo(a)pyrene removal may not be an
indicator of complete PAH removal. The
Agency solicits comments as to whether
activated carbon pretreatment should
continue to be part of BAT treatment in
order to remove fully these more soluble
PAH.

c. Our follow-up study of ingot
conveyor casting practices in the
secondary aluminum industry appears
to indicate that no discharge allowance
is justified for ingot conveyor casting.
EPA'’s study identified three secondary
aluminum plants achieving 100 percent
recycle of contact cooling water used on
ingot conveyors. In addition, the Agency
has identified 18 secondary aluminum
plants achieving 100 percent recycle of
stationary casting contact cooling water.

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 November 25, 1983, to ensure
their consideration,

Dated: October 28, 1983,
Rebecca W. Hanmer,
Acting Assistant Administrator for Water.

[FR Doc. £3-29976 Filed 11-3-62. 845 am|
BILLING CODE 6560-50-M

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS
COMMISSION

47 CFR Part 73
[Gen. Oodt’t No. 83-1009; FCC 83-440)

Multiple Ownership of AM, FM and
Television Broadcast Stations

Correction

In FR Doc. 83-28801 beginning on page
49438 in the issue of Tuesday, Oclober
25, 1983, certain footnote references
should be corrected to read as follows;

T Should have
On page ' In footnote mot:;o 0 tead
i :
49443 i | 59 ‘58
49443, | 81 | 50 | 58
45443 | 83 qranacil OF ie:
45443 i & l &0
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I footnote 1 | footngte 1
40445 _ Table 5, 2 7
footnote 1 l
49445 | Table 6, | 78 (2 bmos). | Table 4.
| footnote 1 i footnoto 1
49448, | Table 6. ™ Table 5,
| footnote 1 ‘ footnote 1
49445 ' 73 7 Table 5,
5 7 l {nuo& ¥
49445, R 7N LS
! D
49445 b Faile |m o Tatee 5
! l | goomes
40448, S 83
ol i, b W
C o, S " SN " E_——
40447 - S— N 86
49447 [ I— .| 68
a04a7_. ]m.... RSN 5 TSR
a0y tor. .. lod |88
40447_____| Tabia 8, - S
I footnote 1
40448 198 90 (2 umes). | 85
43448 4“.“,“ s e wilda & T
4B4a8 . 199 70 &9
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49450 .| 118. 70 89
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49450 {120 0. 1 69
9450 | 120. 1974 IETE
43451 Y W, A | Table 2.
‘ I tootote 1
BILLING CODE 1505-01-M
GENERAL SERVICES
ADMINISTRATION
48CFRCh.5
Implementation of the Federal

Acquisition Regulation (FAR), General
Services Administration Acquisition
Regulations (GSAR)

AGENCY: Office of Acquisition Policy,
GSA.

ACTION: Notice of proposed rulemaking.
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SUMMARY: This notice invites written
comments on the General Services
Administration proposal to establish the
General Services Administration
Acquisition Regulations (GSAR) as
Chapter 5 of the Federal Acquisition
Regulations System. The GSAR will
implement and supplement the Federal
Acquisition Regulations. The new GSAR
will supercede the current General
Services Administration Procurement
Regulations. The following Parts of the
proposed GSAR are available for review
and comment:

Part 501—Federal Acquisition
Regulations System

Part 502—Definitions of Words and
Terms

‘art 529—Taxes

Part 530—Cost Accounting Standards

Part 531—Contract Cost Principles and
Procedures

Part 550—Extraordinary Contractual
Actions

DATE: Comments are due not later than
December 5, 1963,

ADDRESS: Request for copies of the
proposals and comments should be
addressed to the Office of GSA
Acquisition Policy and Regulations,
Office of Acquisition Policy, Room 4026,
18th & F Streets, NW., Washington, D.C.
20405,

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Ida Ustad, Office of GSA Acquisition
Policy and Regulations, Office of
Acquisition Policy, (202) 523-4754.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
Impact

The Director, Office of Management
and Budget (OMB), by memorandum
dated October 4, 1982, exempted agency
procurement regulations from Executive
Order 12201. The General Services
Administration (GSA) certifies that
these documents will not have a
significant economic effect on a
substantial number of small entities
under the Regulatory Flexibility Act (5
U.S.C. 601 et. seq.). The rule does not
contain information collection
requirements which require approval by
OMB under 44 U.S.C. 3501 et. seq. This
rule provides uniformity with other
Federal agencies and reduces the
administrative impact on bidders as set
forth in OFPP Policy Letter 83-2.

List of Subjects in 48 CFR Chapter 5

General Services Administration
Acquisition Regulations, Government
procurement,

Dated: October 21, 1963,
William B. Ferguson,
Acting Assistant Administrator for
Acquisition Policy.
[FR Doc. £3-2045 Filed 13-3-83 845 win|
BILUING COOE 6820-61-M

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Research and Special Programs
Administration

49 CFR Part 192
|Docket No. PS-78; Notice 1)

Transportation of Natural and Other
Gas by Pipeline; Design of Pipeline
Components, General Requirements

AGENCY: Materials Transportation
Bureau (MTB), DOT.

ACTION: Notice of Proposed Rulemaking
(NPRM). -

SUMMARY: This notice proposes to revise
the general requirements for design of
pipeline components to recognize that
limiting stresses to “unit stresses
equivalent to those allowed for
comparable material in pipe in the same
location and kind of service" is not an
appropriate criterion, from a safety
standpoint, for many pipeline
components. In response {o a petition
from the American Society of
Mechanical Engineers, the Malterials
Transportation Bureau proposes to
clarify the requirements.

DATE: Interested persons are invited to
submit written comments on this
proposal. All comments must be filed by
January 3, 1983. Late filed comments will
be considered so far as practicable.
Interested persons should submit as part
of their written comments all the
material that is considered relevant to
any statement of fact or argument made.
ADDRESS: Communications should be
sent to the Dockets Branch, Room 8426,
Materials Transportation Bureau, U.S.
Department of Transportation, 400
Seventh Street, SW., Washington, D.C.
20590, and identify the docket and
notice numbers.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Paul J. Cory, (202) 426-2082.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

American Society of Mechanical
Engineers' Petition

The Gas Piping Technology
Committee of the American Society of
Mechanical Engineers (ASME), by letter
of April 6, 1983, petitioned the MTB to
revise § 192,143, General requirements,

Subpart D of Part 192, This section,
limiting the stress in components to
"unit stresses equivalent to those
allowed for comparable material in pipe
in the same location and kind of
service” in the context of “Each
component of a pipeline . . ." is both
impractical and technically
inappropriate for valves, flanges, and
some other components, according to
the petition. These components achieve
primary pressure containment through
bolting, gaskets, elastomer seals, and
sealing compounds. The basis for design
of the metallic parts is unit strain (i.e.,
elastic deformation) at critical locations
under rated pressure.

The ASME stated that the objective in
designing such components is to limit
the strain at these critical locations so
that the pressure seal will remain
functional. These components have an
irregular contour and the stress levels at
rated pressure vary from very low to
highly localized conditions that
approach or may exceed the yield
strength. Thus, the actual stress levels
can only be determined by a finite
element stress analysis.

The "unit stress" language entered
§ 192.143 through paragraph 831 of the
1969 Edition of the B31.8 Code for
Pressure Piping, Gas Transmission, and
Distribution Piping Systems. The Code
Committee realized the error of the
statement and revised paragraph 831 in
1969. This revision would have been in a
1970 Edition, but was not published due
to the adoption of Part 192, However,
this revision is contained in the 1975
Edition,

The petitioner further pointed out that
it has been common practice in design of
pipelines to limit operating pressure of
valves, flanges, and similar componen!s
in accordance with their design raling.
e.8.. ASA 150 (WOG 275), ASA 300
(WOG 720 psi), ASA 400 (WOG 960 psi).
ASA 600 (1440 psi), etc. This practice is
based upon sound engineering
standards (see standards listed in Part
192, Appendix A—Incorporated by
Reference) that have proven to provide
safety at least equal to the pipe design
level for the same design pressure, This
has been the intent of the present
wording of § 192.143. In addition, the
listed specifications have been required
for such components since Part 192 was
first issued.

In view of the above, MTB concurs
with the ASME petition that clarification
of § 192.143 is needed. Therefore, MTB
proposes to amend § 192.143 to prov ide
an option to designing pipeline ‘
components on the basis of unit stresses
by permitting the design to be based on
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the pressure being rated in accordance
with the requirements of an appropriate
specification listed in Appendix A of
Part 192. In addition, components that
were manufactured to an edition of a
listed specification that has not been
referenced in Part 192 would be
permitted to be used by compliance with
§ 192.144. This standard permits the use
of components made to an unlisted
edition of a specification listed in
Appendix A, Components not covered
by a specification listed in Appendix A
or § 192.144 would be’'considered for
waiver upon appropriate application
and justification by the pipeline
operator,

Cost Impact

This rulemaking is not “major" under
Executive order 12291 because it will
have a positive effect on the economy of
less than $100 million a year, and no
adverse effects are anticipated. Also, it
15 not “significant” under Department of
Transportation Policies and Procedures
(DOT Order 2100.5).

The Regulatory Flexibility Act (5
US.C. 801 et seq.) requires a review of
certain rules proposed after January 1,
1981. for their effects on small
businesses, organizations, and
governmental bodies. I certify that the
proposed rules will not, if promulgated,
have a significant economic impact on a
substantial number of small entities
because there will be no direct or
indirect costs of compliance or other

adverse effects and overall effects will
be minimal,

List of Subject in 49 CFR Part 192

Pipeline safely, Design of pipeline
components.

PART 192—{ AMENDED]

In consideration of the foregoing, MTB
froposes that § 192.143 of Title 49 of the

Code of Federal Regulations be revised
as follows:

1192143 General requirements.

Each component of a pipeline must be
able to withstand operating pressures
ind other anticipated loadings with unit
Stresses equivalent to those allowed for
(mparable material in pipe in the same
location and kind of service or must be
Pressure rated in accordance with the
"quirements of the applicable
Specification listed in Appendix A or
Meet the requirements of § 192.144,
Authority: 49 US.C. 1672: 49 U.S.C.1804: 49

A R 153; Appendix A to Part 1, and
Pendix A 1o Part 106,

Issued in Washington, D.C., on October 31,
1983,
Richard L. Beam,
Associate Director for Pipeiine Safety
Regulotion, Materiols Transportotion Bureau.
{FR Doc. §3-29634 Filed 11-3-83 8:35 am|
BILLING CODE 4910-60-M

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
Fish and Wildlife Service

50 CFR Part 17

Endangered and Threatened Wildlife
and Plants; Status Review for the
Amber Darter (Percina antesella),
Trispot Darter (Etheostoma trisella),
and Reticulate Logperch (Percina sp.)
AGENCY: Fish and Wildlife Service,
Interior.

ACTION: Notice of review.

SUMMARY: The U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service is reviewing the status of the
amber darter (Percina antesella), trispot
darter (Etheostoma trisella), and
reticulate logperch (Percina sp.) to
determine if these species and their
habitat should be provided protection
under the Endangered Species Act of
1973, as amended. These fishes are
currently known from the Conasauga
River (Murray and Whitfield Counties,
Georgia; Bradley and Polk Counties,
Tennessee). The amber darter is also
known from one site on the Etowah
River (Cherokee County, Georgia), The
distribution of these fishes could be
reduced if water development projects
now being considered for the upper
Conasauga River are implemented
without adequately considering the
requirements of these species. Due to
the limited distribution of the three
fishes, any factors which degrade water
quality in this short river reach, i.e., land
use changes, chemical spills, increases
in agricultural and urban runoff, could
threaten the survival of these species.
Based on information gathered through
this review process plus the results of a
status survey being conducted under a
Service contract and other presently
available data, the Service will
determine if the three fishes should be
proposed for inclusion on the Federal
List of Endangered and Threatened
Wildlife. Comments and information are
sought from the public.

DATES: Comments from all interested
parties must be received by February 2,
1984.

ADDRESSES: Interested persons,
organizations, agencies. and
governments are requested to submit
comments to Mr. Warren Parker, Field
Supervisor, Endangered Species Field

Office. U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service,
100 Otis Street, Room 224, Asheville,
North Carolina 28801 (704/259-0321),

Comments and material relating to
this notice are available for public
inspection by appointment during
normal business hours at the above
address.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Mr, Richard G. Biggins (704/258-0321)
(see above address).

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
Background

The amber darter (Percina antesella),
trispot darter (Etheostoma trisella), and
reticulate logperch (Percina sp) are
known from tributaries of the Coosa
River drainage in Georgia and
Tennessee. Specifically, the trispot
darter and reticulate logperch appear to
be restricted to approximately 20 miles
of the Conasauga River in Murray and
Whitfield Counties, Georgia and Bradley
and Polk Counties, Tennessee, The
amber darter exists in this same short
stretch of the Conasauga River and at
one locality in the Etowah River,
Cherokee County, Georgia, where a
single specimen of the species was
found in 1980 (Etnier, et al,, 1981). The
amber darter was once known 1o exist
near the mouth of Shoal Creek, a
tributary of the Etowah River, Cherokee
County, Georgia, but this population
was apparently lost in the 1950's when
the Allatoona Reservoir was flooded.
The trispot darter once existed in
Cowans Creek, a tributary of Spring
Creek which flows into the Coosa River
in Cherokee County, Alabama (Bailey
and Richards, 1863), and the Coosa
River proper in Etowah County,
Alabama (Ramsey, 1976). However,
these are now flooded by backwaters of
Weiss Dam and Neely Henry Dam
respectively.

The Tennessee Wildlife Resources
Agency and the Tennessee Heritage
Program of the Tennessee Department of
Conservation list all three darters as
Threatened. In a publication edited by
both agencies, Tennessee Rare Wildlife
Volume I: The Vertebrates, they stated,
relative lo amber darter habitat, that
“the combination of gently flowing runs
and silt-free substrate is rare in these
times of widespread siltation due to
poor watershed management or
impoundments. The Conasauga River in
Tennessee remains clear in ail but the
heaviest of floods indicating its
uniqueness and importance in
preservation of the amber darter . . "
Ramsey (1973), in a report on extinct
and rare freshwater fishes in Georgia,
classified the amber and trispot darters
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as-"'rare-1 species” which he defined, in
parl. as species not known to survive in
reservoirs of channelized streams,
Ramsey further categorized these two
darters as "vyulnerable” which he
defined as *. .. species whose range is
extremely limited and a species that
could be rendered extinct by a single
land-use change."”

The amber and trispot darters and the
reticulate logperch apparently require
unpolluted clear water streams. The
amber darter utilizes areas with
moderate current over gravel and silt-
free sand substrate (Williams and
Etnier, 1977). The trispo! inhabits the
sluggish current along the stream margin
over detritus substrate (Ryon, 1981). The
reticulate logperch occurs in flowing
pool areas and riffles over clean
substrate of rubble, sand, and gravel
{Starnes and Etnier, 1980), Siltation
which often results when lands are
cleared for agriculture or other land uses
is a major factor affecting the quality of
these habitats. Siltation changes the
character of the stream so that gravel
riffle areas become infiltrated with silt
and the detritus substrates are
smothered with fine silt particles.

The upper Conasauga River flows
through the Cherokee National Forest.
This provides some protection for
downstream habitat sections where the
fish are found. However, the fish are
threatened from agricultural and urban
runoff in the agricultural and developed
sections of the watershed. There is also
the potential that a toxic chemical spill
could eliminate a major portion of the
population. Another threat could come
from the water development and flood
control projects being studied for the
upper Conasauga River near Dalton,
Georgia. These projects, depending on
type and extent, could severely impact
the species if biological requirements of
these fishes are not considered in the
planning process.

Effects of This Notice of Review

This notice is a public announcement
of the Service's intent to collect data on
the status of the trispot and amber
darters and reticulate logperch and their
habitat, and to solicit information on
likely impacts which could result from
the species and their Critical Habitat
being proposed and listed.

This notice does not formally bring
either species under the protection of
the Endangered Species Act.
Consequently, there will be no effect on
Federal activities through Section 7 of
the Act. This notice also does not imply

any prohibitions on taking of the species
as stated in Section 9. The Service does
believe, however, that these fishes may
qualify for Endangered Species Act
protection. For this reason and due to
their apparent rarity, the amber darter,
trispot darter, and reticulate logperch
should be given some consideration in
environmental planning for projects
which could impact the Conasauga
River in Whitfield and Murray Counties,
Georgia, and in Bradley and extreme
southwestern Polk Counties, Tennessee.
The amber darter should also be
considered for projects which could
impact the Etowah River in the area of
Cherokee County, Georgia.

Public Comments Solicited

The Service is seeking comments from
State agencies in Tennessee and
Georgia on the species and their
potential Critical Habitat. With this
Notice of Review, the Servive is also
inviting and requesting anyone who may
have information on these species to
contact Mr. Warren Parker, U.S. Fish
and Wildlife Service (see Addresses
section). Although all comments are
welcome, the Service has particular
interest in receiving comments on the
following:

1. Biological, commercial, or other
relevant data concerning any threat (or
the lack thereof) to these species;

2, The location of and the reasons
why any habitat occupied by these
species should or should not be
determined to be Critical Habitat as
provided for by Section 4 of the Act;

3. Additional information concerning
the range and distribution of these
species;

4. Current or planned activities which
may adversely affect these species or
their habitat; and

5. Possible impacts to Federal
activities if Critical Habitat is
designated.

The Service will analyze all existing
data, as well as data resulting from this
review, and from any future research. If
our analysis indicates that any one or all
of these species merit Endangered or
Threatened status, the Service will
propose the species for listing. Such a
proposal would afford additional
opportunity for interested parties to
comment prior to any decision by the
Service to formally list these species.

Author

This Notice of Review was prepared
by Richard G. Biggings, U.S. Fish and
Wildlife Service, Endangered Species

Field Office, Plateau Building, Room A-
5. 50 South French Broad Avenue,
Asheville, North Carolina 28801 (704/
258-2850).
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List of Subjects in 50 CFR Part 17

Endangered and threatened wildlife.
Fish, Marine mammals, Plants
[agriculture).

{Pub. L. §3-205, 87 Stal. 885; Pub, L. 95-632. %2
Stal. 3761; Pub. L. 96-159, 93 Stat. 1225: Pub
L. 97-304, 96 Stat, 1411 {16 U.S.C. 1531 ol
seq.))

Dated: October 26, 1023
G. Ray Arett,

Assistant Secretary for Fish and Wildlife o1 /
Parks. ;

[FR Doc 8320681 Filed 11-3-83 845 am|
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DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE
Food and Nutrition Service

Food Stamp Program; Thrifty Food
Plan; Guam and the Virgin Islands

AGENCY: Food and Nutrition Service,
USDA.
ACTION: General notice,

SUMMARY: The Department is changing
the Thrifty Food Plan (TFP) amount of
food stamps which participating
households receive. TFP changes for the
48 States and D.C,, Alaska, and Hawaii
have already been published, The TFP
changes in this Notice are for Guam and
the Virgin Islands.

EFFECTIVE DATE: October 1, 1983.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Daniel Woodhead, Supervisor, Issurance
and Benefit Delivery Section, Program
Design and Rulemaking Branch, Program
Planning, Development and Support
Division, Family Nutrition Programs,
Food and Nutrition Service, USDA,
Alexandria, Virginia 22302,
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Publication

The Guam and Virgin Islands State
agencies must implement this action on
UOctober 1, 1983, and these offices need
adequate advance notice of the new
“mounts o carry out all steps necessary
for them to meet the implementation

cadline. Based on regulations
published at 47 FR 46485-46487 (October
19.1982) annual statutory adjustments
o the TFP are issued by General
Notices published in the Federal
Register and not through rulemaking
Proceedings,
Classification

> This action has been reviewed under
\'\"LU!I\'O Order 12201 and Secretary's
Memorandum 1512-1. It will not result in

a major increase in costs or prices, nor
will it affect competition. productivity,
employment, investment, or innovation.
Therefore, this action has been
classified as not major,

Regulatory Flexibility Act

Robert E. Leard, Administrator of the
Food and Nutrition Service, has certified
that this action will not have a
significant economic impact on a
substantial number of small entities, The
action will increase the amount of
money spent on food through food
stamps in Guam and the Virgin Islands,
However, this money will be distributed
among ai! food vendors in these places,
so the effect on any one vendor will not
be significant.

Paperwork Reduction Act

This action does not contain reporting
or recordkeeping requirements subject
to approval by the Office of
Management and Budget (OMB).

Background =

The TFP is a plan for the consumption
of foods of different types (food groups)
that families might use to provide
nutritious meals and snacks for family
members. The plan suggests amounts of
food for men, women, and children of
different ages, and it meets all dietary
standards. As the cos!t of food rises, the
cost of the TFP also increases.

The TFP constitutes the basis for
uniform allotments for food stamp
households. The TFP allotment amount
is the maximum benefit level payable to
a household of a particular size. The
maximum benefit is paid to households
which have no net income. For
households which have some income,
the allotment is determined by reducing
the TFP amount for the household's size
by 30 percent of the household's net
income. As prescribed by the statute,
the TFP allotment amounts for each
household size are based on the TFP for
a particular four-person household.
There are separate TFP amounts for the
48 States and D.C., Alaska, Hawaii,
Guam, and the Virgin Islands. By law,
the TFP allotment amounts for Guam
and the Virgin Islands cannot exceed
those in the 50 States.

The TFP amounts are adjusted
periodically to reflect changes in price
levels. Section 3(0) of the Food Stamp
Act of 1977, as amended. provides that

the next adjustment will take place
October 1, 1983, based upon June 1983
TFP costs for a family of four persons
consisting of @ man and woman ages 20-
54 and children 6-8 and 9-11. To obtain
allotment amounts for each household
size, this number is divided by four,
reduced by one percent, multiplied by
the appropriate houschold size and
economy of scale factor, and the final
result is rounded down to the nearest
lower dollar.

The Department published adjusted
TFP amounts for the 48 States and D.C.,
Alaska, and Hawaii at 48 FR 45442,
October 5, 1983. TFPs developed in 1975
or prior to 1975 were used for all areas,
June 1983 TFP costs for Guam and the
Virgin Islands were delayed so the
appropriate adjustments could not be
made until now. June 1983 TFP costs for
a four-person household were $376.10 in
Guam and $328.10 in the Virgin Islands.
After appropriate calculations were
made, final amounts for Guam and the
Virgin Islands were $372 and $324
respectively. These amounts were
compared to results in the 50 States and
D.C. to insure that they did not exceed
allotment amounts there,

The following table shows the new
allotments for Guam and the Virgin
Islands. Allotments are increased for all
household sizes.

THRIFTY FOOD PLAN AMOUNTS—JUNE 1983,

AS ADJUSTED

Household size Guam * ; m '
1 s/ a7
2 204 78
S ] 208 255
“ } A2y 324
g 0 | a2 385
" S | 530, 482
(e M | 586/ 571
| WU 670 584
Each adamonal membet + 83 ‘ +73

' Adjustod to reflect the cost of food In Juno

for pach household see, economws of scalo, percomt
reducton, and roundng

{91 Stat. 858 (7 U.S.C. 2011-2029))
(Catalogue of Federal Domestic Assistance
Programs No. 10.551, Food Stamps)
Dated: October 31, 1983,
Robert E. Leard,
Administrator.
{FR Doc. #3-20008 Filed 13-3-83: 5:45 am|
BILLING CODE 3410-30-M
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CIVIL AERONAUTICS BOARD

Uniform System of Accounts and
Reports for Certificated Air Carriers;
Passenger Origin-Destination Survey

AGENCY: Civil Aeronautics Board.
AcTION: Notice of Proposed Collection of
Information under the Provisions of the
Paperwork Reduction Act (44 U.S.C. 35).

SUMMARY: The Civil Aeronautics Board
is requesting the Office of Management
and Budgel's approval of extension of
CAB Form 2787, “Passenger Origin-
Destination Survey Report,” (O & D)
filed pursuant to section 19-7 of Part 241
of the Board's Economic Regulations.
Extension is requested for one year
through January 1, 1985.

DATE: October 27, 1963,

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Linda K. Koman, Data Requirements
Section, Information Management
Division, Office of Comptroller, Civil
Aeronautics Board, 1825 Connecticut
Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 20428,
(202) 673-6042.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Agency Clearance Officer from Whom a
Copy of the Collection of Information
and Supporting Documents is
Avnilag e: Robin A. Caldwell (202)
673-5922

How Often the Collection of Information
Mus! Be Filed: Quarterly

Who is Asked or Required to Report:
U.S. Certificated Air Carriers

Estimate of Number of Annual
Responses: 180

Estimate of Number of Annual Hours
Needed to Complete the Collection of
Information: 70,200

Phyllis T. Kaylor,

Secretary.

{FR Doc. 1RO-30006 Fided 13-3-83 %45 um|

BILLING CODE 6320-01-M

[Order 83-11-8]

Application; Aeroleon, S.A,; Order To
Show Cause

AGENCY: Civil Aeronautics Board.
ACTION: Notice.

SUMMARY: The Board proposes to
dismiss as moot the applications of
Aeroleon, S.A., Docket 35803 and 38823,
The application in Docket 35803
requests @ foreign air carrier permit to
conduct non-scheduled cargo flights
between points in Mexico and specified
points in the United States. In Docket
38923, the applicant seeks unlimited all-
cargo exemption authority,

Objactions: All intrerested persons
having objections to the Board's
tentative findings and conclusions that
these applications are moot and should
be dismissed, as described in the order
cited above, shall, no later than
November 25, 1983, file a statement of
such objections with the Civil
Aeronautics Board (20 copies) and mail
copies to the applicant, the Department
of Transportation, the Department of
State, and the Ambassador of Mexico in
Washington, D.C. A statement of

objections must cite the docket numbers
and must include a summary of
testimony, statistical data, or other such
suppaorting evidence.

If no objections are filed, the
Secretary of the Board will enter an
order which will make final the Board's
tentative findings and conclusions and
dismiss the applications of Aeroleon
S.A. in Docket 35803 and 38823.

ADDRESSES:

Dockets 35803 and 38823, Dockel
Section, Civil Aeronautics Board,
Washington, D.C. 20428

Robert E. Cohn, Esquire, Butler, Binion,
Rice, Cook & Knapp, 818 Connecticu!
Avenue, N.W., Washington, D.C.
20006
To get a copy of the complete order,

reques! it from the C.A.B. Distribution

Section, Room 101, 1825 Connecticut

Avenue, N.W., Washington, D.C. 20428

Persons outside the Washington

metropolitan area may send a posteard

request.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Nancy Pitzer Trowbridge, Regulatory
Affairs Division, Bureau of International
Aviation, Civil Aeronautics Board—202-
673-5134.

By the Civil Aeronautics Board: November
1. 1983,
Phyllis T. Kaylor,
Secretary.
|FR Doc. 83-30024 Filod 13-5-85; 245 am]
BILLING CODE 8320-01-M

Applications for Certificates of Public Convenience and Necessity and Foreign Air Carrier Permits Filed Under Subpart O
of the Board's Procedural Regulations; Week Ended October 28, 1983

Subpart Q Applications

The due date for answers, conforming application, or motions to modify scope are set forth below for each application
Following the answer period the board may process the application by expedited procedures. Such procedures may consisi‘ of
the adoption of a show-cause order, a tentative order, or in appropriate cases a final order without further proceedings. (S¢¢

14 CFR 3021701 et seq.).

Date filod No

Description

Cet 24, 1983 .| L1760

Uct 24, 1963 “ura

Arrow As, Inc., ©/0 Lawrence D. Wasko, Seamon, Wasko & Ozment, 1211 Connecticut Ave., N.W., Suite 300, Washingion, D.C. 20036,
Conforming Appiicason of Arrow Ax, Inc. pursuant 1o Secion 401 of the Act and Subpan O of the Board's Procedueal Rogulations for & cerificate of pubi
ond 1o

9age in schoduled OGN aif FanspOrtation of persons, proparty and mad as follows:

3 of its centd for

A. Batwoen the coterminal paints Miami, Flonds and San Juan, Puarto Rico, 00 1he 0ne hand, and the coterminal points Fko de Janeiro and Seo Pak
Brazk, on the other hand, nonsiop and via the intermodate pomt Caracas Venazuels, &nd Other intormacats pointy in the Caribbean and South Amanct
8. Between the colerminal points Mami, Fiords and San Juan, Puorio Rico, on the one hand, and the cotorminal points Ria de Janero and Sio Paso
Brazi, and Buenos Aenes, Argenting, on the othee hand, noas1op and via the intermodiate poinl Caraces, Vi e
Carnibbasn and South Amerca.
Answars may be Hod by Novomber 7, 1083
Northwest Arfines. Inc., Minneapols/St. Paul international Avport, St Paul, Minnosots 55111,
Applcation of Northwest Aidines. Inc. for an amend: 0 Segr
schedulod air tarsportation of persona, property and mall On an uvestricted basis batweon Detrost and London as foliows:
“3. a. Botwoon the terminal point Minneapois/SL Paul, MN and the terminal point, London, Uried Kingdom;
b. Betwoen Iho toeminal pont Boston, MA and the terminal point London, United Kingdony,
¢ Batwoon the terminal point Detrolt, Mi and the terminal pont London, Uniled e

Siate points I e

other

Roule 179 which would authorize Northwest 1o engage in 170

]
| Conlorming Applcations, Mations 1o Modily Scope and Answers may be filad by November 23, 1083,
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Date tilod ach Descrgbon
Oct 26, 1983 41776 | Asrotranaponies Entre Rios SA L (AER), c/o Paul Roibar, 6714 Whaber Avenue, McLean, Vegrsa 22101
Appication of Aergtransportos Entie Rios SAL. (AER) pursuant 1o Section 402 of the Act and Subpart Q of the Board's Procedural Regulihons sevhs a
renewsl of its currontly offocthve Pormst to authonze # 10 engaga In the non-schedulad foroign air ransponation of proporty and mail over tha routen
descrvod bolow:
0) Botwean & terminal pown o points in Asgonting, infermediate poiots in Uruguay, Paraguay, Chile, Bolvia, Pery, Ecuador, Brazi, Venezuela, Colombia,
Panama, Mati, The Bahama lstands, Cuba, Costa Rico, Nicaragua, and Guatomala, and the ternwnal ponts, Miamy, Fionda and New York, New York.
() Botweoon a terminel pomt or ponts in Argentina. Infermediate pomts in Unagualy, Paraguny, Onée, Bosvia, Colombia, Peru, Ecuador, Braad, Venezuets,
Parama, Costa Rico, Guaternala, and Mexico, and the point, Los Angol
Answors may be ed by November 23, 1683
Oct 26, 1983 _ £1777 | Transp Aareo Riopl SAC. ¢ |, c/o Paul Roibar, 6714 Wnater Averue, McLoan, Vieginia 22101
Application of Transporte Aereo Ruaplatense SAC. e |, pursuant 1o Section 402 of the Act and Subpan O of the Board's Procedural Regulations seek &
ronowal of its curmantly effectve Permit 1o authorze it 10 engage in the non-schaduled loregn air transportation of properdy and il over the roulos
doscrbed below:
0} Botwoon & point or points in Asgenting intermediale points in Uruguay. Paraguay, Chie, Bolnde, Peru, Ecusdor, Brasd. Venoruela, Colombia. Panama,
the Bahama fslancs and terminal points Miami, Florda: Houston, Texas: Cricago, Iilnows; and New York, New York,
() Batweon a pont or ponts in Argentina, intermediate points in Uruguay, Paraguay, Chile. Bokvia, Colombna, Pary, Ecusdor, Brast, Venezusln, Panarna,
| Costa fica and Mexico, And the teeminal point, Los Angeles, California
| Answers may be Sed by November 23, 1963
0ct. 20, 1983 41783 | Ar Jamaica Limiled, c/0 Albert F. Geisard, Galland, Khavasch, Calving & Morse, P.C., 1044 Thirty-fest St., N.W., Washington, 0.C. 20007
Apphcation of ‘Ar Jamaica Limited pursuant 10 Sechon 402 of the Act and Subpan O of the Board's Pr dural Roguiaty the | and
amendment of By existng permit 10 authodize f 10 Operate the schedulod SErvics I &8 NOw Operating under the permit issued @ by Order 50-11-60. In
addiion 4rxs as & result of the by the G of J n & oph note 10 the US Department, reproduced n Exhitst JM-8. of
l Atianta, Georgia #s a US. colerminal n Seu of Boston, Massachusetts, Air Jamaica will ingugurate nonstop service botwoen Atlanta snd Jamaica and with
i the schedulo frequency shown in Exhibit JM-10 in Decembor 1883
Answers may be Sed by Novernber 2%, 1883
Oc 25, 1983, 41681 | Baker Aviation, Inc.. P.O. Box 116, Kotzabue, Alaska 99752
! Coeroctod Apphcation of Bakor Aviation, inc pursuant 1o Section 401 of the Act and Subpart Q of the Board's Procedursd Reguiations.
< ' Answers may be Med by November 25, 1963,
Oct 27, 1983 35034 | Kuwait Arways Corporation, c/0 G. Joseph Minettl, Dickstoin, Shapiro 8 Monn, 2101 L Street. N'W., Washmgton, D.C. 20037
Amand 10 the Appl of Kuwait Arways Corporation pursuant 1o Secton 402 of the Act and Subpart Q of the Board's Procedural Fegulations seeks
Suihorization 10 engago in foreign air transportation of passengers. proporty and mail botween Kuwait and Now York, New York v London. England. by
& % Frandtunt, Ge w lor London, England as the intarmediale point on one of the four round-irip Iroquencies per wook.
Answers may be fled by Novomber 25, 1683

Phyllis T. Kaylor,

Secre lary.

1% Doc. 8330010 Filed 11-3-83; 845 am|
BILLING CODE 6320-01-M

IDocket 41639)

Frontier Horizon, Inc., Fitness
Investigation; Prehearing Conference

Notice is hereby given that a
prehearing conference in the above-
litled matter will be held on November
9,1983 al 10:00 a.m. local time in Room
1027, Universal Building, 1825
Connecticut Avenue, N.W., Washington,
D.C., before the undersigned,

The conference will consider any
requests for additional evidence which
Board Order 83~10-90 required to be
submitted no later than November 4,
1983, Parties shall also submit by
November 4, 1983, proposed
stipulations, statements of position and
Proposed dates for further procedures in
this case. One copy of the foregoing
shall be furnished to each party and four
opies to the Judge.

1(}:3J~ﬂwl al Washington, D.C., October 28,

Willlam A, Kane, Jr.,
Administrative Law Judge.

R Uoc. £3-30023 Filed 11-3-8% 845 am]
BiLLing COOE 6220-01-M

[Docket 41781)

Rainbow Air, Inc., Fitness

Investigation; Assignment of
Pl’OC“dlﬂﬂ

This proceeding has been assigned to
Administrative Law Judge John M.
Vittone. Future communications should
be addressed to him.

Dated: Washington, D.C.; November 1,
1983,
Elias C. Rodriguez,
Chief Adminfstrative Law Judge.
[FR Doc. 53-30020 Filed 11-3-83; 845 am|
BILLING CODE 6320-01-M

[Order 83-10-112; Docket 41781]

Rainbow Air, Inc; Fitness Investigation

AGENCY: Civil Aeronautics Board,
ACTION: Notice of Order Instituting the
Rainbow Air, Inc. Fitness Investigation:
Order 83-10-112, Docket 41781.

SUMMARY: The Board is instituting the
Rainbow Air, Inc. Fitness Investigation
(1) to determine whether the applicant is
a citizen of the United States, within the
meaning of section 101(16) of the Federal
Aviation Act; (2) to determine the fitness
of the applicant to operate interstate,
overseas and foreign charter air
transportation of persons, property, and
mail and to comply with the Act and our

rules, regulations and requirements; and
(3) to approve, exempl, or disclaim
jurisdiction over any interlocking
relationships which may exist under
sections 408 and 409 of the Act. The
complete text of Order 83-10-112 is
available as noted below.

DATES: Requests for additional evidence
and petitions for leave to intervene shall
be filed by November 10, 1983.

ADDRESSES: All pleadings should be
filed in the Docket Section, Civil
Aeronautics Board, Washington, D.C.
20428 in Docket 41781, *

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Nicholas Lowry, Bureau of International
Aviation, Civil Aeronautics Board, 1825
Connecticut Avenue NW., Washington,
D.C. 20428, {202) 673-5203.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
complete text of Order 83-10-112 is
available from our Distribution Section,
Room 100, 1825 Connecticut Avenue
NW., Washington. D.C. 20428. Persons
outside the metropolitan area may send
a postcard request for Order 83-10-112
to that address.

By the Civil Aeronautics Bourd: Oclober 28,
1983,

Phyllis T. Kaylor,
Secretary.

[FR Doc. 83-30021 Piled 13-3-8% 845 am|
BILLING CODE 6320-01-M
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[Docket 40813) January 12, 1978). The Department has Dated: October 31, 1983,
now completed that administrative Alan F. Holmer.

Regent Air Corp., Fitness review, in accordance with section 751

Investigation; Prehearing Conference

Naotice is hereby given that a
prehearing conference in the above-
entitled matter is assigned to commence
on November 7, 1983, at 10:00 a.m. (local
lime), in Room 1027, Universal Building,
1825 Connecticutl Avenue, N.W.,
Washington, D.C., befare the
undersigned administrative law judge.

Dated at Washington, D.C., October 31,
1963,

Jolm M. Vittone,
Aduinistrative Law Judge.

[FR Ooc 03-50022 Flod T1-3-8% 845 am|
BILLING CODE $220-01-M

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

International Trade Administration
|C-580-051]

Bicycle Tires and Tubes From Korea;
Final Results of Administrative Review
of Countervailing Duty Order

AGENCY: International Trade
Administration. Commerce.

ACTION: Notice of final results of
administrative review of countervailing
duty order,

suMMARY: On September 29, 1983, the
Department of Commerce published the
preliminary results of its administrative
review of the countervailing duty order
on bicycle tires and tubes from Korea
manufactured by Korea Inoue Kasei Co,,
Ltd. (KIK). The review covers the period
January 1, 1981 through December 31,
1981,

We gave interested parties an
opportunity to comment on the
preliminary results. We received no
comments. Based on our analysis, the
final results of the review are the same
a§ the preliminary results.

EFFECTIVE DATE: November 4, 1983.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
John McKean or Brian Kelly, Office of
Compliance. International Trade
Administration, U.S. Department of
Commerce, Washington, D.C. 20230;
telephone (202) 377-2786.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
Background

On September 29, 1983, the
Department of Commerce (“the
Department”) published in the Federal
Register (48 FR 44601) the preliminary
results of its administrative review of
the countervailing duty order on bicycle
tires and (ubes from Korea (44 FR 25701,

of the Tariff Act of 1930 (*'the Tarifl
Act”).

Scope of the Review

Imports covered by the review are
shipmen!s of pneumatic bicycle tires
and tubes, of rubber or piastic, whether
such tires and tubes are sold together as
units or separately, manufactured by
KIK. Such merchandise is currently
classifiable under items 772.4800 and
772.5700 of the Tariff Schedules of the
United States Annotated. The review
covers the period January 1, 1981
through December 31, 1981 and seven
programs: (1) The foreign capital
inducement law ("'FCIL"), (2) short-term
preferential financing, (3] tax
exemptions for land acquisition, (4) tax
exemptions for imported capital
equipment, (5) accelerated depreciation,
(6) reserve funds for export market
development, and (7) reserve funds for
export losses,

Final Results of the Review

We gave interested parties an
opportunity to comment on the
preliminary results. We received no
comments. Based on our analysis, the
final results of the review are the same
as the preliminary results. We determine
the aggregate net subsidy to be 1.06
percent for the period January 1, 1981
through December 31, 1981.

The Department will instruct the
Customs Service to assess
countervailing duties of 1.06 percent of
the f.o.b, invoice price on any shipments
exported on or after January 1, 1981 and
entered, or withdrawn from warehouse.
for consumption on or before August 9,
1981.

Because the International Trade
Commission (the ITC) determined that
no industry in the United States would
be injured by importations of this
merchandise if this countervailing duty
order were revoked (48 FR 24795), the
Department revoked this order effective
August 10, 1981, the date the ITC
notified the Department that the
Government of Korea had requested an
injury determination. The Department
will instruct the Customs Service to
liquidate with no countervailing duties
due all shipments entered. or withdrawn
from warehouse, for consumption on or
after August 10, 1981.

This administrative review and notice
are in accordance with section 751(a)(1)
of the Tariff Act (919 U.S.C 1675(a)(1))
and § 355.41 of the Commerce
Regulations (919 CFR 355.41).

Deputy Assistant Secretary, Import
Administration.

[FR Doc 832000 Filed 13380 £45 wn|
BILLING CODE 3510-D5-M

[C~401-056]

Viscose Rayon Staple Fiber From
Sweden, Final Results of
Administrative Review of
Countervailing Duty Order

AGENCY: International Trade
Administration, Commerce.

AcTion: Notice of final results of
administrative review of countervailing
duty order.

SUMMARY: On September 8, 1983, the
Department of Commerce published th
preliminary results of its administrative
review of the countervailing duty order
on viscose rayon staple fiber from
Sweden. The review covers the period
Qctober 1, 1981 through September 30
1982,

We gave interested parties an
opportunity to comment on the
preliminary results, We received no
comments. Based on our analysis, the
final results of the review are the same
as the preliminary results.

EFFECTIVE DATE: December 5, 1983,

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Bernard Carreau or Joseph Black. Office
of Compliance, International Trado
Administration, U.S. Department of
Commerce, Washington, D.C. 20230:
telephone: (202) 377-2786.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Background

On September 8, 1983, the Departmen!
of Commerce (the Department) ;
published in the Federal Register [48 FR
40539) the preliminary results of its
administrative review of the
countervailing duty order on viscose
rayon staple fiber from Sweden (44 FR
60486, January 17, 1979). The Departmen!
has now completed that administrative
review in accordance with section 751 of
the Tariff Act of 1930 (the Tariff Act]

Scope of the Review

Imports covered by the review arv
shipments of Swedish regular viscose
rayon staple fiber and high-wet modulus
(modal) viscose rayon staple fiber. Such
merchandise is currently classifiable
under items 309.4320 and 309.4325 of 1he
Tariff Schedules of the United States
Annotated. The review covers the
period October 1, 1981 through
September 30. 1982 and two programs
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(1) Capital loans/grants and (2) elderly
employment compensation.

Final Results of Review

We gave interested parties an
opportunity to comment on the
preliminary results, We received no
comments. Based on our analysis, the
final results of the review are the same
as the preliminary results. We determine
the aggregate net subsidy to be 10.48
percent for the period October 1, 1981
through September 30, 1982.

On October 30, 1980, the International
Irade Commission (the ITC) notified the
Department that the Swedish
government had requested an injury
determination for this order under
section 104(b) of the Trade Agreements
Act of 1979, On March 15, 1983, the ITC
notified the Department of its
determination that an industry in the
United States would be materially
injured or threatened with material
injury if the order were revoked. The
Department announced in the final
results of its last administrative review
of this arder that it would instruct the
Customs Service to assess
countervailing duties, in the amount of
the estimated duties required to be
deposited, on all unliquidated entries of
this merchandise entered, or withdrawn
from warehouse, for consumption on or
a{ter October 30, 1980 and on or before
March 15, 1983.

The Department will instruct the
Customs Service to collect a cash
deposit of estimated countervailing
duties of 1048 percent of the entered
vitlue, as provided for by section
“51(a)(1) of the Tariff Act, on any
shipment of Swedish modal or regular
viscose rayoq staple fiber entered, or
withdrawn from warehouse. for
consumption on or after the date of
publication of this notice. This deposit
requirement shall remain in effect until
publication of the final results of the
next administrative review. The
Department now intends to conduct the
next administrative review.

The Department encourages
‘mterested parties to review the public
record and submit applications for
i':ntoclive orders as early as possible
dller the Department's receipt of the
"equested information.

This administrative review and notice
:n:a- n accordance with section 751(a)(1)
of the Tariff Act (19 U.S8.C. 1675(a)(1)),
ind § 355.41 of the Commerce
Regulations (19 CFR 355.41),

Duted: October 31, 1983,
Alan F. Holmer,
Depuly Assistanl Secretary, lmport
Administration.
1FR Doc. 83-29830 Flled 13-3-83 8:46 sm)
BILLING CODE 3510-D5-M

State University of New York at
Buffalo; Decision on Application for
Duty-Free Entry of Scientific
Instrument

The following is a decision on an
application for duty-free entry of a
scientific instrument pursuant to Section
6(c) of the Educational, Scientific, and
Cultural Materials Importation Act of
1966 {Pub. L. 89-651, 80 Stal. 897) and the
regulations issued pursuant thereto (15
CFR Part 301).

A copy of the record pertaining to this
decision is available for public review
between 8:30 a.m. and 5:00 p.m. in Room
1523, Statutory Import Programs Staff,
U.S, Department of Commerce, 14th and
Constitution Avenue, NW., Washington,
D.C. 20230.

Docket No.: 83-240. Applicant: State
University of New York at Buffalo,
Buffalo, N.Y. 14214. Instrument: LHS-10
SIMS/00 Secondary lon Mass
Spectrometer/Ultra High Vacuum
Surface Analysis Chamber,
Manufacturer: Leybold Heraeus GMBH.
& Co., West Germany. Intended use of
instrument: See notice on page 31684 in
the Federal Register of July 11, 1983,

Comments: No comments have been
received with respect to this application.

Decision: Application approved. No
instrument or apparatus of equivalent
scientific value to the foreign
instrument, for such purposes as this
instrument is intended to be used. is
being manufactured in the United
States.

Reasons: The foreign instrument
provides, inter alia, an ultra-high
vacuum (5 X 10— "' torr); an ion gun
with a stable beam current in the 10—-*
amphere range; and an analysis
chamber bakeable to 400" C. The
National Bureau of Standards advises in
its memorandum dated October 4, 1983
that: (1) The capabilities of the foreign
instrument described above are
pertinent to the applicant’s intended
purpose and (2) it knows of no domestic
instrument or apparatus of equivalent
scientific value to the foreign instrument
for the applicant's intended use.

Department of Commerce knows
of no other instrument of apparatus of
equivalent scientific value to the foreign
instrumenl, for such purposes as this
instrument is intended to be used, which
is being manufactured in the United
States.

(Catnlog of Federal Domestic Assistance
Program No. 11.105, Importation of Duty-Free
Educational and Scientific Muterials)

Frank W. Creel,

Acting Director, Statutory Import Programis
Staff.

[FR Do 53-25055 Filod 11-9-8 545 am]

BILLING CODE 3510-DS-M

National Oceanic and Atmosphe
Administration )

Marine Mammal Permits; Sea World,
Inc.; Issuance

On March 17, 1983, Notice was
published in the Federal Register (48 FR
11310) that an application had been filed
with the National Marine Fisheries
Service by Sea World, Inc., 1720 South
Shores Road, San Diego, California
92109 for a Public Display/Scientific
Research permit under the Marine
Mammal Protection Act of 1972 to take
killer whales. Sea World requested to
take a total of up to 100 killer whales
over a 5-year period in order to study
the biology, reproduction, and
population dynamics of this species. Up
to 10 animals were requested to be
permanently maintained for public
display and captive breeding, and up to
80 were requested to be captured, some
maintained up to three weeks, studied,
sampled, marked and/or tagged and
released. Up to 10 of these animals were
requested to be radio tagged and
tracked. Also, Sea World requested to
recapture and reexamine some animals.
These activities were requested to be
conducted in the waters off Alaska and
California.

The public comment period orginally
closed April 16, 1983, and was
subsequently extended until August 26,
1983 (48 FR 16934, 22976, and 32376). A
public hearing was held on August 16,
and 17 in Seattle, Washington, and the
hearing record remained open until
August 26, 1983, All comments and
documents postmarked by that date
were evaluated and considered in the
final decision.

Notice is hereby that on November 1,
1983, as authorized by the provisions of
the Marine Mammal Protection Act of
1972 (16 U.S.C. 1361-1407), the National
Marine Fisheries Service issued a permit
to Sea Waorld, Inc., subject to certain
conditions set forth therein. The Permit
establishes restrictions on the number
and locations of animals which may be
removed from the wild each year, and
requires a preliminary survey of each
area prior to the collection of animals.
The Permit does not authorize any
extended temporary removal, capture
activities in California waters, or liver
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biopsy, stomach lavage, tooth

extractions, hearing tests or respiratory

studies at this time, but these aclivities
may be autharized in the future based
on additional information which may be
submitted by Sea World. The Permit
requires suspension of activities in the
event of any mortality, and provides for
annual review and required
reauthorizations in order for the Permit

Holder to continue activities each

subsequent year.

The Permit is available for review in
the following offices:

Assistant Administrator for Fisheries,
National Marine Fisheries Service,
3300 Whitehaven Street NW.,
Washington, D.C.;

Regional Director, National Marine
Fisheries Service, Southwest Region,
300 South Ferry Street, Terminal
Island, California 90731;

Regional Director, National Marine
Fisheries Service, Alaska Region, P.O.
Box 1668, Juneau, Alaska 99802;

Regional Director, National Marine
Fisheries Service, Northeast Region,
14 Elm Street, Federal Building,
Gloucester, Massachusetts 01930; and

Regional Director, National Marine
Fisheries Service, Southeast Region,
9450 Koger Boulevard, St. Petersburg,
Florida 33702; and :

Regional Director, National Marine
Fisheries Service, Northwest Region,
7600 Sand Point Way, NE., BIN
C15700, Seattle, Washington 98115

The complete record, including the
application, all supplemental
information and the hearing record, is
available for review in the Office of
Protected Species and Habitat
Conservation. For further information,
contact the Office of Protected Species
and Habitat Conservation, National
Marine Fisheries Service, U.S.
Department of Commerce, Washington,
D.C. 20235 (telephone 202-634-7529).

Dated: November 1, 1983.
Carmen J. Blondin,
Deputy Assistant Administrator for Fisheries
Resource Management, National Marine
Fisheries Service.
[FR Doc. 83-20077 Filed 11-3-63: £45 am|
BILLING CODE 3510-22-M

Caribbean Fishery Management
Council and Its Administrative
Subcommittee; Public Meetings

AGENCY: National Marine Fisheries
Service, NOAA, Commerce.
SUMMARY: The Caribbean Fishery
Management Council, established by
Section 302 of the Magnuson Fishery
Conservation and Management Act
(Pub. L. 94-265, as amended), has

established an Administrative
Subcommittee. The Council and its
Administrative Subcommittee will hold
separate meetings. The Council will hold
its 48th regular public meeting to
consider status reports on fishery
management plans (FMPs) under
development (Draft FMP on Coastal
Migratory Pelagic Resources; draft FMP
for the Fishery Resources of the Puerto
Rican and St. Croix Geological
Platforms), and to discuss other Council
matters. The Administrative
Subcommittee will meet to discuss
regular administrative operations.

DATES: The Council's public meeting
will convene on Tuesday, December 6,
1983, at approximately 2:00 p.m.,
adjourning at approximately 5:00 p.m.,
reconvening on Wednesday, December 7
at approximately 8:00 a.m., and will
adjourn at approximately noon. The
Council's Administrative Subcommittee
will convene on Tuesday, December 8,
at approximately 10:30 a.m., and will
adjourn at approximately noon. All
meetings will take place at the
Conference Room of the SeaFarer's
Hotel, Culebra, Puerto Rico.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION:
Caribbean Fishery Management
Council, Suite 1108, Banco de Ponce
Building, Hato Rey. Puerto Rico 00918,
Telephone: (809) 753-4926.

Dated: November 1, 1883,
Carmen J. Blondin,
Deputy Assistant Administrator for Fisheries
Resource Management, National Marine
Fisheries Service.
[FR Doc. &3-29979 Filed 11-3-83; 145 am)|
BILLING CODE 3510-22-M

South Atlantic Fishery Management
Council; Public Meetings

AGENCY: National Marine Fisheries
Service, NOAA, Commerce

sUMMARY: The South Atlantic Fishery
Management Council, established by
Section 302 of the Magnuson Fishery
Conservation and Management Act
(Pub. L. 84-265, as amended), will meet
to conduct preliminary discussions on
the Data Collection Fishery
Management Plan (FMP); review
activities relating to the Coastal
Migratory Pelagics (Mackerels) FMP;
discuss status of the Bluefish and
Swordfish FMPs, as well as to discuss
other fishery management business.

DATES: November 28-December 1,
1983—9 a.m. to noon.

ADDRESS: The public meeings will take
place at the Holiday Inn, Salter Path
Road (Morehead City), Atlantic Beach,
North Carolina.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
David H. G. Gould, Executive Director,
South Atlantic Fishery Management
Council, Southpark Building, Suite 306,
One Southpark Circle, Charleston, South
Carolina 29407, Telephone: 803571~
4366.

Dated: November 1, 1983
Carmen J. Blondin,
Deputy Assistant Administrator for Fisheries
Resource Management, National Marine
Fisheries Service.

|FR Doc. 63- 20678 Filed 11-3-83: 845 am)|
BILLING COOE 3510-22-M

COMMITTEE FOR THE
IMPLEMENTATION OF TEXTILE
AGREEMENTS

Announcing Additional Officals of the
Government of Mexico Authorized to
Issue Export Visas and Exempt
Certifications for Certain Cotton,
Wool, and Man-Made Fiber Textile
Products

November 1, 1983,

ACTION: Announcing two new officials
of the Government of Mexico who are
authorized to issue export visas and
exempt certifications for certain cotton,
wool, and man-made fiber textile
products, produced or manufactured in
Mexico, replacing two others who will
no longer issue these documents.

SUMMARY: Under the terms of the
Bilateral Cotton, Wool, and Man-Made
Fiber Textile Agreement of February 26.
1979, as amended and extended,
between the Governments of the United
States and Mexico, the Government of
Mexico has notified the United States
Government that Julia Medina Medina
and Tomas Rodriquez Weber have been
authorized to issue export visas and
exempt certifications for certain cotlon.
wool, and man-made fiber textile
products produced or manufactured in
Mexico and exported to the United
States, replacing Rafael Ney Lizardy and
Yolanda Perez Nunez.

EFFECTIVE DATE: November 15, 1983

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
William J. Boyd, International Trade
Specialist, Office of Textiles and
Apparel, U.S. Department of Commerce,
Washington, D.C. (202/377-4212).

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On May
20, 1981, a letter dated May 15, 1981 to
the Commissioner of Customs from the
Chairman of the Committee for the
Implementation of Textile Agreements
was published in the Federal Register
(46 FR 27516) which established a new
export visa requirement and exemp!
certification for certain cotton, wool.
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ind man-made fiber textile products,
produced or manufactured in Mexico
and exported to the United States. One
of the requirements is that the visas and
exempt certifications must be signed by
in official authorized by the
Government of Mexico. The
Government of Mexico has designated
two new officials to issue these
documents. A complete list of Mexican
Officials who are currently authorized to
issue visas and exempt certifications
follows this notice.

Walter C. Lenahan,

Chairman, Committee for the Implementation
f Textile Agreemeonts.

Officials of the Government of Mexico
Authorized to Issue Export Visas and Exempt
Certifications for Textile and Apparel
Products Exported to the United States

Leopoldo Diaz Aldecoa

C. P. Ma. Guadalupe Perez Alvarado
Javier Inzunza Angulo

Ruben Ramirez Banda

Roberto Vargas Brito

[oaguin Lozano Chavez

Jorge Luis Robles Contreras
Serafin Martinez Cruz

Antonio Gonzalez Cue

Emesto B, Ascencio Esparza
Carlos McGregor Garute

Angel Francisco Marroquin Garza
Bolivar Hernandez Garza
Argimiro Reyes Genis

lurge Montiel Hernandez

Jose Serralta Hermandez
Margarita Aparicio Hernundez
Miguel Angel Hernandez
Gerardo Solis Laredo

Alberto Diaz Lopexz

Pedro Lechuga Lopez

Radames Calva Lopez

Rogelio Lopez Lucio

Antonio Garaia Martinez

[ose Luis Ferretis Martinez
Julin Medina Medina

Alfredo Ortega Mena

Hector M. Pastrana Mendivil
Gerardo Pesqueira Mendoza
Almu Rosa Curiel Montiel

( P. Delfino Gonzalez Munoz
Fernando Auretio Avila Nava
Reyna Ramirez Nieves

Manuel Pereyra Novelo
Gabriel Oseguera Olvera
Carlos Feo, Ostos O,

Guillermo Teutli Otero

Hugo Humberto Villarreal Pena
Jose Carmelo Gutierrez Ramos
( }l;l.i\‘io Ascencio Reynoso
Carlos E. Martinez Rivera
Flariberto Patino Rivera

Miguel A. Rivera V.

Hedilberto Cobos Rodriguez
Ruben Morales Ruiz

Arnulfo Pulgarin Soto

Adan Ravelers Vazquez

Tomas Rodriquez Weber

C Miguel Angel Rueda Young

FR Doe 3-285 Filod 13-3-% %45 um|
BLLING CODE 3510-25-M

Increasing the Import Limit for Certain
Wool Apparel Products From the
Socialist Republic of Romania

November 1, 16883,

The Chairman of the Committee for
the Implementation of Textile
Agreements (CITA), under the authority
contained in E.O. 11651 of March 3, 1972,
as amended, has issued the directive
published below to the Commissioner of
Customs to be effective on November 8,
1983. For further information contact
Diana Bass, International Trade
Specialist [202-377-4212).

Background

A CITA directive establishing import
limits for certain specified categories of
wouol and man-made fiber textile
products, including Category 435/444,
produced or manufactured in Romania
and exported during the twelve-month
period which began on January 1, 1983
was published in the Federal Register on
February 28, 1983 (48 FR 8325). The two
governments have agreed to amend the
Bilateral Wool and Man-Made Fiber
Textile Agreement of September 3 and
November 3, 1980, as amended and
extended, to establish a specific limit for
Category 435/444 at 7,250 dozen. The
following letter to the Commissioner of
Customs establishes the new limit and
applies flexibility in the form of swing in
the amount of 363 dozen and
carryforward of 435 dozen, adjusting the
specific limit from 7,250 dozen to 8.048
dozen for 1983. The amount of
carryforward used this year will be
deducted from the limit established for
this category in the 1984 agreement year.

A description of the textile calegories
in terms of T.S.U.S.A. numbers was
published in the Federal Register on
December 13, 1982 (47 FR 55709), as
amended on April 7, 1983 (48 FR 15175)
and May 3, 1983 (48 FR 19924).

Walter C. Lenahan,
Chairman, Committee for the Implementation
of Textile Agreements.

November 1, 1683,

Committee for the Implementstion of Textile
Agreements
Commissioner of Customs, Department of the
Treasury, Washington, D.C. 20229
Dear Mr. Commissioner: This directive
further amends, but does not cancel, the
directive of February 22, 1983 from the
Chairman of the Committee for the
Implementation of Textile Agreements which
established levels of restraint for certain
specified categories of wool and man-made
fiber textile products, produced or
manufactured in the Soctalist Republic of
Romania and exported during the twelve-
month period which began on January 1. 1983,
Effective on November 8, 1983, the
directive of February 22, 1983 is hereby
further amended to increase the previously

established level of restraint for Category
435/444 1o 8,048 dozen.'

The Committee for the Implementation of
Textile Agreements has determined that
these actions fall within the foreign affairs
exception to the rulemaking provisions of 5
U.S.C. 553.

Sincerely,
Walter C. Lenahan,
Chairman, Committee for the Implementation
of Textile Agreements.
[FR Doc. &5-20045 Filed 113401 845 am|
BILLING CODE 3510-25-M

Increasing the Import Limit for Certain
Man-Made Fiber Apparel Products
From the Socialist Republic of
Romania

November 1, 1983,

The Chairman of the Committee for
the Implementation of Textile
Agreements [CITA). under the authority
contained in E.O. 11651 of March 3, 1972,
as amended, has issued the directive
published below to the Commissioner of
Customs to be effective on November 8,
1983. For further information contact
Diana Bass (202/377-4212).

Background

A CITA directive establishing import
limits for certain specified categories of
wool and man-made fiber textile
products, including Category 635,
produced or manufactured in Romania
and exported during the twelve-month
period which began on January 1, 1983,
was published in the Federal Register on
February 28, 1983 (48 FR 8325). The two
governments have agreed to amend the
Bilateral Wool and Man-Made Fiber
Textile Agreement of September 3 and
November 3, 1980, as amended and
extended, to establish a specific limit for
Category 635 at 43,000 dozen. The
following letter to the Commissioner of
Customs establishes the new limit and
applies flexibility in the form of swing
and carryforward, provided under the
terms of the bilateral agreement,
adjusting the specific limit from 43,000
dozen 10 48,590 dozen during 1983. The
amount of carryforward used this year
will be deducted from the limit
established for this category in the 1964
agreement year,

A description of the textile categories
in terms of T.S.U.S.A. numbers was
published in the Federal Register on
December 13, 1982 (47 FR 55709}, as

""The level of restraint has not been adjusted 10
reflect any imports exported after December 31,
1562
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amended on April 7, 1983 (48 FR 15175)
and May 3. 1983 (48 FR 19924).
Walter C. Lenanan,

Chairman, Committee for the implementation
of Textile Agreements.

November 1. 1983,

Committee for the Implementation of Textile

Agreements

Commissioner of Customs,

Department of the Treasury, Washington,
D.C. 20229

Dear Mr. Commissioner: This directive
further amends, but does not cancel, the
directive of February 22, 1983 from the
Chairman of the Committee for the
Implementation of Textile Agreements which
established levels of restraint for certain
specified categories of wool and man-made
fiber textile products, produced or
manufactured in the Socialist Republic of
Romania and exported during the twelve-
month period which began on January 1, 1983,

Effective on November 8, 1983, the
directive of February 22, 1983 is hereby
further amended to increase the previously
established level of restraint for Category 635
10 48,590 dozen.'

The Committee for the Implementation of
Textile Agreements has determined that
these actions fall within the foreign affairs
exception to the rulemaking provisions of 5
U.S.C. 553.

Sincerely,
Walter C. Lenahan

Chairman, Committee for the Implementation
of Textile Agreements.

[FR Doc. 83-30010 Filed 11-3-43: &4 am)

BILLING CODE 3510-25-M

DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE
Office of the Secretary

Defense Intelligence Agency Advisory
Committee; Closed Meeting

Pursuant to the provisions of
Subsection (d) of Section 10 of Pub. L.
92-463, as amended by Section 5 of Pub.
L. 94-409, notice is hereby given that a
closed meeting of a Panel of the DIA
Advisory Committee has been
scheduled as follows: Friday, 16
December 1983, the Pentagon,
Washington, DC.

The entire meeting, commencing at
0900 hours is devoted to the discussion
of classified information as defined in
Section 552b(c)(1), Title 5 of the United
States Code and therefore will be closed
to the public. Subject matter will be
used in a special study on SIGINT
Support to Naval Operations.

The level of restraint has not been adjusted to
reflect any imports exported after December 31,
1982,

Dated: November 1, 1983,
M. S. Healy,
OSD Federal Register Liaison Officer,
Department of Defense.
[FR Doc. #3-20068 Filed 11-3-83: §45 am|
BILLING CODE 3810-01-M

Defense Science Board Task Force on
Long Endurance Aircraft; Advisory
Committee Meeting

The Defense Science Board Task
Force on Long Endurance Aircraft will
meet in closed session on 9 February
1984 in the Pentagon, Washington, D.C.

The mission of the Defense Science
Board is to advise the Secretary of
Defense and the Under Secretary of
Defense for Research and Engineering
on scientific and technical matters as
they affect the perceived needs of the
Department of Defense.

At the meetings on 9 February 1984
the Task Force will consider the mission
potential for long endurance aircraft.

In accordance with Section 10(d) of
the Federal Advisory Committee Act,
Pub. L. 92-463, as amended (5 U.S.C.
App. 1, (1976)), it has been determined
that this DSB Task Force meeting,
concerns matters listed in 5 U.S.C.
552b{c)(1) (1976), and that accordingly
this meeting will be closed to the public.

Dated: October 31, 1883,
M. 5. Healy,

0SD Federal Register Linison Officer,
Washington Headquarters Service,
Department of Defense,

[FR Doc. 83-29966 Filed 11-3-83: 845 am|
BILLING CODE 3810-01-M

Defense Science Board Task Force on
Defense Data Network; Advisory
Committee Meeting

The Defense Science Board Task
Force on Defense Data Network will
meet in closed session on 17-18 January
1984 in the Pentagon, Washington, D.C.

The mission of the Defense Science
Board is to advise the Secretary of
Defense and the Under Secretary of
Defense for Research and Engineering
on scientific and technical matters as
they affect the perceived needs of the
Department of Defense.

At the meetings on 17-18 January 1984
the Task Force will review the progress
in implementing the Defense Data
Network Program.

In accordance with Section 10(d) of
the Federal Advisory Committee Act,
Pub. L. 92-463, as amended (5 U.S.C.
App. 1, (1976)), it has been determined
that this DSB Task Force meeting,
concerns matters listed in 5 U.S.C.

552b(¢)(1) (1976), and that accordingly

this meeting will be closed to the public.
Dated: October 31, 1983,

M. S. Healy,

OSD Federal Register Liaison Officer,

Washington Headquarters Service,

Department of Defense,

{FR Doc. £3-29907 Piled 11-3-83: 845 am)

BILLING CODE 6717-01-M

DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION

Application Notice for the Secretary’s
Discretionary Program—Planning
Grants To Develop Teacher Incentive
Structures

AGENCY: Department of Education.

ACTION: Application notice for the
transmittal of applications for fiscal
year 1984,

SUMMARY: The Secretary of Education
(the Secretary), under the Secretary's
Discretionary Program for Fiscal Year
1984, announces a grant competition and
invites applications for new grants for
planning projects to develop teacher
incentive structures to improve the
quality of elementary and secondary
education by influencing teacher
recruitment and teacher personne!
systems, and by making the teaching
profession more attractive to a wider
range of talented individuals. The
Secretary is especially interested in
projects that develop master teacher
structures,

Authority for this program is
contained in section 583 of the
Education Consolidation and
Improvement Act of 1981 (ECIA) (20
U.S.C. 3851),

Closing Date for the Transmittal of
Applications

An application for a grant must be
mailed or hand-delivered by December
22,1983,

Program Information

ECIA (20 U.S.C. 3851) was enacted as
Title V of the Omnibus Budget
Reconciliation Act of 1981 (Pub. L. 97-
35). The ECIA has two principal
purposes: Chapter 1 provides financial
assistance to State and local
educational agencies to meet the special
needs of educationally deprived
children, and Chapter 2 consolidates 28
elementary and secondary level
education grant programs funded in
Fiscal Year 1981 into a single
authorization of grants to States for the
same purposes set forth in the programs
consolidated.
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Section 583(a) of Chapter 2 authorizes
the Secrefary to carry out directly; or
through grants or contracts, programs
and projects that: (1) Provide a national
source for gathering and disseminating
information on the effectiveness of
programs designed to meet the special
educational needs of educationally
deprived children and others served by
the ECIA, and for assessing the needs of
such individuals; (2) carry out research
and demonstrations related to the
purposes of the ECIA; (3) are designed
to improve the training of teachers and
other instructional personnel needed to
carry out the purposes of the ECIA; or
() are designed to assist State and local
educational agencies in the
implementation of programs under the
ECIA.

Eligible Applicants

State and local educational agencies,
institutions of higher education, and
other public and private agencies,
organizations, and institutions may
apply for a grant. An applicant may
apply singly or jointly with another
eligible applicant, as provided in 34 CFR
75127 through 75.129.

Applicable Regulations

Regulations applicable to this program
include the following:

(a) Any final annual priority, required
ectivities, or statement of geographical
distribution adopted by the Secretary. A
notice of proposed annual funding
privrities, proposed required activities,
ind proposed geographical distribution
for the Secretary's Discretionary
program—Planning Grants to Develop
Teacher Incentive Structures— is
published in this issue of the Federal
Register. Applicants should prepare
their applications based on the roposed
Priorities and proposed requiretf
activities. If there are any substantive
chunges made in these proposed
Provisions when published in final form,
applicants will be given the opportunity
to i;mund or resubmit their applications;
ang

_[b) The Education Department
(-c-ngraul Administrative Regulations
x_!:il])(..-\n) (34 CFR Parts 74, 75, 77 and -

Selection Criteria and Procedures

. @) In evaluating applications, the
?‘»‘C'-'t’yury uses the selection criteria set
orth in 34 CFR 75.210, The maximum
smss:b_le point score for all the criteria is
bU’O points. the minimum value assigned
¥ 34 CFR 75,210 for each criterion is as
ollows:
(1) Meeting the purposes of the

«uthon’zing statute. (30 Points)

(2) Extent of need for the project. (20
Points)

(3) Plan of operation. (15 Points)

(4) Quality of key personnel. (7 Points)

(5) Budget and cost effectiveness. [5
Points)

(6) Evaluation plan. (5 Points)

{(7) Adequacy of resources. (3 Points)

Furthermore, 34 CFR 75.210(c)
authorizes the Secretary to distribute an
additional 15 points among the criteria
listed above. The Secretary distributes
these additional points as follows:

(3) Plan of operation. 7 additional
points will be added for a possible total
of 22 points.

(4) Quality of key personnel. 8
additional points will be added for a
possible total of 15 points. £

(b) The Secretary uses the procedures
set forth in 34 CFR 75.215 through 75.222
to select applications for funding.

Private School Children Participation

To receive a grant under the
competition described in this notice, a
local educational agency must comply
with the provisions of section 586 of the
ECIA, governing equitable participation
of private school ¢hildren in the
purposes and benefits of chapter 2.
Applicants are referred to the
regulations implementing Chapter 2 of
the ECIA published in the Federal
Register on November 19, 1982 (47 FR
52368) as a guide to the extent and
nature of the required consultation with
private school officials and the required
provision of benefits to private school
children.

Length of Awards

Applicants may apply for funding for
a project from 6 to 12 months in
duration.

Available Funds

It is estimated that up to 50 awards
will be made for $10,000 to $20,000 each.
This estimate assumes that applications
of satisfactory quality will be received.
This estimate does not bind the
Department of Education to a specifie
number of grants or to the amount of
any grant unless that amount is
otherwise specified by statute or
regulations. Applicants should be aware
that the availability of funds for this
competition is being contested in
litigation in the United States District
Court for the Northern District of
linois, Eastern Division (United States
of America v. Board of Education of the
City of Chicago, Docket No. 80 C 5124).
Any obligations of these funds are
currently enjoined by the court.

Application Information

Applications are required to be
prepared and submitted in accordance
with 34 CFR Part 75. Application forms
may be obtained by writing to: Office of
the Secretary, U.S. Department of
Education, 400 Maryland Avenue, S.W.,
Room 4181, Washington, D.C. 20202.

The Secretary requires an applicant to
submil an original and two copies of its
application to the above address, and
the Secretary strongly urges that the
narrative portion of the application not
exceed 10 pages in length.

Instructions for Transmittal of
Applications

Applications Delivered By Mail

An application sent by mail must be
addressed to the Department of
Education, Application Control Center,
Altention: 84:122A, Washington, D.C.
20202. Applications will be accepted
only if they are mailed on or before
December 22, 1983,

An applicant must show one of the
following as proof of mailing:

(a) A legibly dated U.S. Postal Servige
Postmark.

(b) A legible mail receipt with the date
of mailing stamped by the U.S. Postal
Service. '

(c) A dated shipping label, invoice, or
receipt from a commercial carrier.

(d) Any proof of mailing acceptable to
the U.S. Secretary of Education.

If an application is sent through the
U.S. Postal Service, the Secretary does
not accep! the following as proof of
mailing: (1) A private metered postmark;
(2) & mail receipt that is not dated by the
U.S. Postal Service.

An applicant should note that the U.S.
Postal Service does not uniformly
provide a dated postmark. Before relying
on this method, an applicant should
check with its local post office.

An applicant is encouraged to use
registered or at leas! first-class mail.
Each applicant whose grant application
does not meet the closing date in this
notice will be notified that the
application will not be considered and
that the application will be returned.

Applications Delivered By Hand

An application that is hand-delivered
must be taken to the U.S. Department of
Education, Application Control Center,
Regional Office Building 3, Room 5673,
7th and D Street, S.W,, Washington, D.C.
20202.

The Application Control Center will
accept a hand-delivered application
between 8:00 a.m. and 4:30 p.m.,
Washington, D.C. Time, daily except
Saturdays, Sundays, and Federal
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holidays. An application that is hand-
delivered will not be accepted after 4:30
p.m. on December 22, 1983,

For Further Information Contact: Dr.
Thomas E. Enderlein, Office of the
Secretary, U.S. Department of
Education, 400 Maryland Avenue, S.W.,
Room 4181, Washington, D.C. 20202.
Telephone: {202) 245-7914.

(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance

84.122, Secretary's Discretionary Program)
Dated: November 1. 1983,

T. H. Bell,

Secretary of Education,

|FR Doc. 8329680 Filed 11-3-83; 145 am|

BILLING CODE 4000-01-M

Secretary's Discretionary Program;
Planning Grants to Develop Teacher
Incentive Structures

AGENCY: Department of Education.
ACTION: Notice of proposed annual
funding priorities, required activities,
and geographical distribution for fiscal
yvear 1984

SUMMARY: The Secrelary proposes
annual funding priorities for planning
grants to be funded under the
Secretary's Discretionary Program. To
ensure that an unmet need within the
scope of the Discretionary Program is
addressed, the Secretary proposes to
reserve funds for the development of
teacher incentive structures designed to
improve the quality of elementary and
secondary education. The Secretary
further proposes to give a competitive
preference for the development of
master teacher structures, The Secretary
also proposes to require certain
activities as a condition of funding
under the above proposed priorities and
to make geographical distribution a
factor to be considered in the selection
of applications to be funded under the
proposed priorities.

The Secretary will announce other
funding priorities for the Secretary’s
Discretlionary Program in separate
notices.

DATE: Comments mus! be received on or
before December 5, 1983,

ADDRESSES: Comments should be
addressed to the Office of the Secretary,
U.S. Department of Education, 400
Maryland Avenue SW., Room 4181,
Washington, D.C. 20202.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Dr
Thomas E. Enderlein. Office of the
Secretary. Telephone: (202) 245-7914.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
Program Information

The Education Consolidation and
Improvement Act of 1881 (ECIA) (20

U.S.C. 3851) was enacted as Title V of
the Omnibus Budget Reconciliation Act
of 1981 (Pub. L. 97-35). The ECIA has
two principal purposes: Chapter 1
provides financial assistance to State
and local educational agencies to meet
the special needs of educationally
deprived children, and Chapter 2
consolidates 28 elementary and
secondary level education grant
programs funded in Fiscal Year 1981 into
a single authorization of grants to States
for the same purposes set forth in the
programs consolidated.

Section 583(a) of Chapter 2 authorizes
the Secretary ta carry out directly, or
through grants or contracts, programs
and projects that: (1) Provide a national
source for gathering and disseminating
information on the effectiveness of
programs designed to meet the special
educational needs of educationally
deprived children and others served by
ECIA, and for assessing the needs of
such individuals: (2) carry out research
and demonstrations related to the
purposes of the ECIA: (3] are designed
ot improve the training of teachers and
other instructional personnel needed to
carry out the purposes of the ECIA; or
(4) are designed to assist State and local
educational agencies in the
implementation of programs under the
ECIA.

The Secretary has determined that
certain unmet national needs exist
within the scope of the Discretionary
Program. More specifically, the National
Commission on Excellence in Education
has identified improving the quality of
elementary and secondary level
teaching through incentives as an urgent
national educational need. The Report
of the Commisssion recommended that
salaries for the teaching profession be
prefessionally competitive, market-
sensitive, and performance based. The
Report further recommended that school
officials and teachers cooperate to
develop career ladders for teachers
which distinguish among the beginning
instructor, the experienced teacher, and
the master teacher.

Funding Priorities and Required
Activities

Absolute Funding Priority

To address the need to improve the
quality of elementary and secondary
teaching and to stimulate interest in this
area, the Secretary proposes to reserve
funds under the Discretionary Program
for the development of teacher incentive
structures designed to improve the
quality of elementary and secondary
education,

The Secretary proposes to fund
planning grants. These planning grants

would be intended to assist in the
development of plans for teacher
incentive structures to improve the
quality of elementary and secondary
level teaching by influencing teacher
recruitment and teacher personnel
systems, and by making the teaching
profession more attractive to a wider
range of talented individuals.

Activities

The Secretary proposes to require
certain activities as a condition of
funding under this priority. The teacher
incentive structure to be planned would
have to combine well-specified teacher
performance standards and a teacher
evaluation system, which may include
peer judgment arrangements, with one
or more of the following elements:

—Pay differentials based on a merit
pay system, that is, one in which limited
numbers of teachers could qualify for
the highest payment. :

—A career ladder structure that
clearly specifies successive levels or
teaching positions, for example, a
master teacher structure as described
below in detail.

—Nonsalary forms of recognition for
superior teaching or contribution to the
improvement of the overall instructional
program.

The Secretary proposes to require the
incentive structure to be developed by
or in conjunction with a local school
district and to be suitable for
implementation by States or by local
school districts. The incentive structure
being planned would also have to
include staff development and in-service
training and would have to provide for
collecting and reporting results and
making information available to other
school districts.

Planning of the incentive structures
would have to be conducted with the
participation of appropriate interested
local groups. The Secretary proposes 10
encourage activities aimed at achieving
wide support for the final plan from
high-level school officials and
commitment from the various interested
local groups, including support from the
private sector. In other words, the gran's
would be intended to assist in the
development of incentive structure plans
to be implemented in a particular local
schaol district or districts.

The Secretary proposes to require the
plan which would be developed to be
submitted to the U.S. Department of
Education for dissemination upon
request. Funding for projects under
these grants would be limited to the cos!
of developing a workable plan.
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Competitive Funding Priority

The Secretary proposes to give a
competitive preference to an application
proposing a masler teacher structure, A
master teacher structure would be
analogous to the system of academic
rank in higher education. Under a
master teacher structure, an outstanding
teacher would be able to progress along
a career ladder that haa clearly
specified levels or teaching positions,
ending in @ master teacher position.
Each successive level or position would
be distinguished by increasing teacher
responsibilities and opportunities while
the teacher would be maintaining
superior classroom performance.
Analogous to the system used in higher
education, progress from one level to the
next would be based on an evaluation
system that includes peer review,
leacher participation, and objective
criteria.

The Secretary also proposes to
encourage collaboration with
institutions of higher education in the
planning and development of master
teacher structures. An appropriate
university for such collaboration would
be one, for example, that pays its faculty
on & merit basis and that uses peer
review, faculty participation, and
objective criteria in evaluating faculty
members. The purpose of the
collaboration would be to enable the
applicant/planner to learn from the
university's experience in this area as
well as to promote interest, on the part
of the university, in the need for teacher
incentive structures at the elementary
ind secondary level.

I the proposed competative funding
priority related to the development of
master teacher structures is finalized,
the Secretary may award up to 10
points, in addition to those awarded
';!r.dn:r the applicable selection criteria,
‘or those applictions that propose a
promising master teacher structure as
described above. (See 34 CFR 75.105.)

Geographical Distribution

Ihe Secretary proposes to make
seographical distribution a factor to be
tonsidered in the final selection of
ipplications for funding under the above
Proposed priorities. After evaluating the
“pplications according to the criteria
tontained in the application notice, the
Secretary would detérmine whether or
n0t the most highly rated applications
were broadly and equitably distributed
throughout the Nation. The Secretary
would be able to select other
applications for funding if doing so
would improve the geographical
“istribution of projects funded under the

aboy

Ve proposed priorities.

Invitation to Comment

Interested persons are invited to
submit comments and recommendations
regarding the proposed absolute and
competitive priorities, the proposed
required activities, and the proposed
geographical distribution. Written
comments and recommendations may
be sent to the address given at the
beginning of this document. All
comments submitted in response to this
notice will be available for public
inspection, during and after the
comment period, in Room 4161, 400
Maryland Avenue, S.W., Washington,
D.C.. between the hours of 8:30 a.m. and
4:00 p.m., Monday through Friday of
each week except Federal holidays.
(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance
84.122, Secretary's Discretionary Program)

Dated: November 1, 1883,

T. H. Bell,

Secretary of Education.

[FR Doc. 85-20000 Flled 11-3-83: 545 am)
BILLING CODE 4000-01-M

_— —

DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY
Bonneville Power Administration

Extension of Comment Period on
Cost-Effectiveness Requirement in
Billing Credits Policy

AGENCY: Bonneville Power
Administration (BPA), DOE.

ACTION: Notice of comment period
extension. BPA File No. BCE-1.

SUMMARY: BPA is extending the period
in which comments will be accepted on
the issue of the cost-effectiveness
determination for billing credit
resources. A public meeting will be held
during the extended comment period to
discuss technical aspects of the issue.
Responsible Official: Ms. Eleanor Y.
Adelman, Billing Credits Coordinator.
DATES: Comments will be accepted
through January 27, 1984. The meeting
on the cost-effectiveness determination
for billing credit resources will be held
on November 15, 1983, 8 a.m. to 12 noon,
Room 464, BPA Headquarters Building,
1002 NE. Holladay Street, Portland,
Oregon.
ADDRESS: Comments should be
submitted to Ms. Donna L. Geiger,
Public Involvement Manager, Bonneville
Power Administration, P.O. Box 12999,
Portland, Oregon 97212,
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Ms. Donna L. Geiger, Public Involvement
Manager, al the above address, 503-230-
3478. Oregon callers outside of Portland
may use the toll-free number 800452~
8429; cullers in California, Idaho,

Montana, Nevada, Utah, Wyoming, and
Washington may use 800-547-6048.

Information may also be obtained
from:

Ms. Eleanor Y. Adelman, Billing Credits
Coordinator, Bonneville Power
Administration, P.O. Box 3621,
Portland, Oregon 97208, 503-230-3602.

Mr. George E. Gwinnutt, Lower
Columbia Ared Manager, Suite 288,
1500 Plaza Building, 1500 NE. Irving
Street, Portland, Oregon 97208, 503-
230-4551.

Mr. Ladd Sutton, Eugene District
Manager, Room 206, 211 East Seventh
Avenue, Eugene, Oregon 97401, 503-
687-6952,

Mr. Ronald H. Wilkerson, Upper
Columbia Area Manager, Room 561,
West 820 Riverside Avenue, Spokane,
Washington 99201, 509-456-2518.

Mr. Ronald K. Rodewald, Wenatchee
District Manager, P.O. Box 741,
Wenatchee, Washington 98801, 500-
6624377, extension 379,

Mr. George E. Eskridge, Montana
District Manager, 800 Kensington,
Missoula, Montana 59801, 406-329-
3860,

Mr. Richard D. Casad, Puget Sound Area
Manager, Room 250, 415 First Avenue
North, Seattle, Washington 98109,
206-442-4130.

Mr. Thomas Wagenhoffer, Snake River
Area Manager, West 101 Poplar,
Walla Walla, Washington 99362, 509-
525-5500, extension 701.

Mr. Robert N. Laffel, Idaho Falls District
Manager, 531 Lomax Street, Idaho
Falls, Idaho 83401, 208-523-2708.

Mr. Frederic D. Rettenmund, Boise
District Manager, Owyhee Plaza, Suite
245, 1109 Main St., Boise, Idaho 83707
208-334-9138.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: BPA
issued its final Billing Credits Policy on
September 23, 1983 (48 FR 43484), The
policy does not now require a cost-
effectiveness determination to establish
the eligibility of a resource for billing
credits. On September 23, 1983, BPA
also published a notice (48 FR 43512)
that it was seeking public comment on
whether to require a potential billing
credit resource to undergo & cost-
effectiveness determination. That notice
stated that comments would be
accepted until November 7, 1983. BPA
has since determined that a public
discussion of the issue and an extension
of the comment period are desirable in
order to obtain the fullest public
response. BPA is therefore scheduling a
public meeting on the ussue and
extending the original comment period
until January 27, 1984. Discussion
material on the cost-effectiveness
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determination for billing credit
resources may be obtained from the
office of the Public Involvement
Manager.

Issued in Portland, Oregon. on October 28,
1983,
Marvin Klinger,
Acting Administrator.
(FR Doc. 53-20083 Filed 11-3-8% 845 am|
BILLING CODE 6450-01-M

Economic Regulatory Administration

Martin Exploration Co.; Proposed
Remedial Order

AGENCY: Economic Regulatory
Administration, DOE.

AcTioN: Notice of proposed remedial
order to Martin Exploration Company.

SUMMARY: Pursuant to 10 CFR 205.192(c},
the Economic Regulatory Administration
(ERA) of the Department of Energy
(DOE) hereby gives Notice of a

Proposed Remedial Order which was
issued to Martin Exploration Company,
3501 North Causeway Boulevard,
Metairie, Louisiana 70002. This Proposed
Remedial Order alleges violations in the
pricing of crude oil of 10 CFR 212.73 and
212.74 for the period February 1, 1976
through May 31, 1979. The principal
amount of the alleged violations for this
period is $92,291.56.

A copy of the Proposed Remedial
Order, with confidential information
deleted, may be obtained from: U.S.
Department of Energy, Economic
Regulatory Administration, ATTN:
Sandra K. Webb, Director, One Allen
Center, Suite 610, 500 Dallas Street,
Houston, Texas 77002

Within fifteen (15) days of publication
of this Notice any aggrieved person may
file a Notice of Objection with the Office
of Hearings and Appeals, U.S.
Department of Energy, Room 3304,
Federal Building, 12th and Pennsylvania
Avenue, NW., Washington, D.C. 20461,
in accordance with 10 CFR 205.193.

Issued in Houston, Texas, on the 18th day
of October 1983.

Sandra K. Webb,

Director. Houston Office, Economic
Regulatory Administration,

[FR Doc. #3-29960 Filed 11-3-8% #:45 am|
BILLING CODE 6450-01-M

Office of Energy Research

High Energy Physics Advisory Panel;
Open Meeting

Pursuant to the provisions of the

Federal Advisory Committee Act (Pub.
L. 92-463, 86 Stat. 770), notice is hereby
given of the following meeting:

Name: High Energy Physics Advisory Panel
(HEPAP).

Date and Time: Sunday, November 20,
1963, 9:00 &.m.~5:00 p.m.

Place: National Science Foundation, Room
540 (Board Room), 1800 G Street, NW..
Washington, DC 20550,

Contact: Dr. P. K. Williams, Executive
Secretary, High Energy Physics Advisory
Panel, U.S. Department of Energy. ER-221,
Washington, DC 20545, Telephone: 301/353-
4829.

Purpose of Panel: To provide advice and
guidance on a continuing basis with respect
to the high energy physics research program.

Tentative Agenda: Sunday. November 20.
1983:

—Discussion of Subpanel report on
management issues related 1o advanced
accelerator R&D required for future facilities
and other matters related to the U.S. high
energy physics program.

—Public Comment (10-minute rule),

Public Participation: The meeting is open to
the public. The Chalirperson of the Panel is
empowered to conduct the meeting in a
fashion that will, in his judgment, facilitate
the orderly conduct of business. Any member
of the public who wishes to file a written
statement with the Panel will be permitted 10
do so either before or after the meeting.
Members of the public who wish to make oral
statements pertaining to agenda items should
contact the Executive Secretary al the
address or telephone number listed above.
Requests must be received at least five days
prior to the meeting and reasonable provision
will be made to include the presentation on
the agenda.

Minutes: Available for public review and
copying at the Public Reading Room, Room
1E-190, Forrestal Building, 1000 Independence
Avenue, SW., Washington, DC between 8:00
a.m. and 4:00 p.m., Monday through Friday,
except Federal holidays.

Issued at Washington, DC, on November 1,
1983,

Howard H. Raiken,

Deputy Advisory Committee Management
Officer.

[FR Doc. 53-29964 Filed 11-3-53: 245 am)

BILLING COOE 6450-01-M

Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission

[Docket Nos. CP83-372-000 and CP83-372-
001)

Arkansas Oklahoma Gas Corp.;
Application

October 31,1983,

Take notice thal on June 2, 1983,
Arkansas Oklahoma Gas Company
(Applicant), P.O. Box 2408, Fort Smith,
Arkansas 72902, filed in Docket No.
CP83-372-000 an application, as
amended on September 21, 1883, in

Docket No. CP83-372-001, pursuant to
Section 311{a)(1) of the Natural Gas
Policy Act of 1978 and § 2684.107 of the
Commission's Regulations for authority
to transport natural gas for Delhi Gas
Pipeline Corporation (Delhi), all as more
fully set forth in the application which is
on file with the Commission and open to
public inspection.

Applicant states that it has entered
into an agreement to transport natural
gas for Delhi. Applicant proposes to
receive a maximum daily volume of
30,000 Mcf of gas at Section 9, TSN,
R26E, LeFlore County, Oklahoma, and
redeliver such gas to Delhi at Section 28,
T9N, R24E, LeFlore County, Oklahoma.
It is stated that the estimated total
quantity of natural gas to be transported
in an average of 7,000 Mcf per day. It is
further stated that service is conditioned
upon the availability of capacity
sufficient to provide the service without
detriment or disadvantage to
Applicant's existing customers,
Applicant proposes to render this
service through August 31, 1985, and
thereafter for 18 more years. The
proposed rate to be charged for this
service is Applicant’s approved FERC
tariff rate.

Any person desiring to be heard or to
make any protest with reference to said
application should on or before
November 21, 1983, file with the Federal
Energy Regulatory Commission,
Washington, D.C. 20426, a motion to
intervene or a prolest in accordance
with the requirements of the
Commission’s Rules of Practice and
Procedure (18 CFR 385.214 or 385.211)
and the Regulations under the Natural
Gas Act (18 CFR 157.10). All protests
filed with the Commission will be
considered by it in determining the
appropriate action to be taken but will
not serve to make the protestants
parties to the proceeding. Any person
wishing to become a party to a
proceeding or to participate as a party in
any hearing therein must file a motion l0
intervene in accordance with the
Commission's Rules.

Take further notice that, pursuant to
the authority contained in and subjec! 0
jurisdiction conferred upon the Federal
Energy Regulatory Commission by
Sections 7 and 15 of the Natural Gas Ac!
and the Commission’s Rules of Practice
and Procedure, a hearing will be held
without further notice before the
Commission or its designee on this
application if no motion to intervene is
filed within the time required herein. if
the Commission on its own review of the
matter finds that a grant of the
certificate is required by the public
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convenience and necessity, If a motion transportation rate of 58.57 cents per [Docket No. CP84-11-000}
for leave to intervene is timely filed, or if Mcf at 14.65 psia.
the Commission on its own motion Applican! states that no new facilities  Columbia Gas Transmission Corp.;
believes that a formal hearing is are required or proposed in effectuating  Application

required, further notice of such hearing
will be duly given.

Under the procedure herein pravided
for, unless otherwise advised, it will be
mnecessary for Applicant to appear or
be represented at the hearing.

Kenneth F. Plumb,
Secretary.

¥ Doc. &-20023 Filed 11-3-8; 248 am)
BILLUNG CODE 8§717-01-M

|Docket No. CP84-19-000]

Colorado Interstate Gas Co.;
Application -

November 1, 1983,

Take notice that on October 17, 1983,
Colorado Interstate Gas Company
[Applicant), Post Office Box 1087,
Colorado Springs, Colorado 80944, filed
in Docket No. CP84-19-000 an
application pursuant to Section 7(c) of
the Natural Gas Act for a certificate of
public convenience and necessity
authorizing the transportation, on a
best-efforts basis, of up to 11,000 Mcf of
ras per day for Husky Oil Company
(Husky), which operates a refinery near
Cheyenne, Wyoming, all as more fully
sct forth in the application which is on
file with the Commission and open to
public inspection.

Specifically, Applicant requests
certificate authority for the
Iransportation of natural gas for Husky.
Itis submitted that Applicant would
nitially receive up to 11,000 Mcf of gas
per day with an estimated average of
frproximately 6,000 Mcf per day from
Mountain Fuel Supply Company
Mountain Fuel) for Husky's account at
the existing Kanda delivery point and/or
it the existing Green River, Wyoming,
mlerconnection, both in Sweetwater
County, Wyoming, Applicant states that
 would redeliver these volumes to
L:ht-,\'mme Light, Fuel and Power
Company for Husky’s account at the
tusting Cheyenne Station. The volumes
o gas delivered to Applicant for
.lusk_\'s account would have & thermal
tontent equal to the aggregate thermal
‘ontent of the volumes delivered to
f:\l'r'hc.lml for Husky's account after
l'.l'dut‘.tlng appropriate volumes of fuel
;‘:d. “naccounted-for gas, it is asserted,

urther it is stated that Husky would be
"tsponsible for the fuel and un-
“counted-for gas associated with the
Volumeg transported under this
Proposal, Applicant proposes a

the proposed transportation.

Applicant also requests blanket
authorization to add or delete delivery
and redelivery points and has indicated
that it would submit a Variff filing prior
to January 31 of each year reflecting the
currently effective points*In addition,
Applicant has requested pregranted
abandonment of service upon
termination of the transportation
contract.

Any person desiring to be heard or to
make any protest with reference to said
application should on or before
November 22, 1983, filing with the
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission,
Washington, D.C. 20426, a motion to
intervene or a protest in accordance
with the requirements of the
Commission’s Rules of Practice and
Procedure (18 CFR 385.214 or 385.211)
and the Regulation under the Natural
Gas Act (18 CFR 157.10). All protests
filed with the Commission will be
considered by it in determining the
appropriate action to be tuken but will
not serve to make the protestants
parties o the proceeding. Any person
wishing to become a party to a
proceeding or to participate as a party in
any hearing therein must file a motion to
intervene in accordance with the
Commission's Rules.

Take further notice that, pursuant to
the authority contained in and subject to
jurisdiction conferred upon the Federal
Energy Regulatory Commission by
Sections 7 and 15 of the Natural Gas Act
and the Commission's Rules of Practice
and Procedure, a hearing will be held
without further notice before the
Commission or its designee on this
application if no motion to intervene is
filed within the time required herein, if
the Commission on its own review of the
matter finds that a grant of the
certificate is required by the public
convenience and necessity. If a motion
for leave to intervene is timely filed, or if
the Commission on its own motion
believes that a formal hearing is
required, further notice of such hearing
will be duly given.

Under the procedure herein provided
for, unless otherwise advised, it will be
unnecessary for Applicant to appear or
be represented at the hearing.

Kenneth F. Plumb,

Secretary.

[FR Doc. 85-20011 Piled 13- 543 am)
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M

November 1, 1983,

Take notice that on October 11, 1983,
Columbia Gas Transmission
Corporation (Columbia), 1700
MacCorkle Avenue, SE., Charleston,
Wesl Virginia 25314, filed in Docket No.
CP84-11-000 an application pursuant to
Section 7(c]) of the Natural Cas Act for a
certificate of public convenience and
necessily authorizing the trunsportation
of nutural gas on behalf of UG
Corporation (UGI) for the account of
PPG Industries, Inc. (PPG), all as more
fully set forth in the application which is
on file with the Commission and open to
public inspection.

Columbia proposes to transport up to
4,500 dt equivalent of natural gas per
day on a best efforts basis for one year
after commencement of deliveries. It is
stated that Columbia would receive the
gas to be transported from Castle Gas
Company, Inc. (Castle) at existing points
of receipt in Indiana County,
Pennsylvania and redeliver like
quantities of gas (less 2.85 percent of
delivered quantities for company use
and unaccounted for gas) to UGI at an
existing point near Carlisle,
Pennsylvania, and that UG, a
distribution company, would then
redeliver these quantities to PPG at its
plant in Carlisle, Pennsylvania. As
stated in the transportation agreement,
dated August 10, 1983, Columbia
proposes to charge UGI 4011 cents per
dt for the proposed one-year service.

It is alleged that the transportation
service is necessary to effectuate a sales
arrangement made by Castle through
Industrial Energy Service Company fo
sell the quantities of gas to PPG. It is
further alleged that these quantities
previously purchased by Columbia from
Castle were the subject of a release
agreement, dated July 21, 1983, whereby
Castle agreed to release Columbia
temporarily from its contractual
obligation to purchase such volumes for
a period of ane year. It is noted that
Castle on September 30, 1983, filed in
Docket No. CS83-452-000. an
application for a one-year limited-term
abandonment authorization with respect
to its producer sale to Columbia for
volumes which are still subject to the
Commission's Natural Gas Act
jurisdiction. Finally, in Docket No,
CP84-11-000, Columbia states that it has
pursuant to the August 10, 1983,
transportation agreement, initiated a
transportation service of 4,000 di of gas,
pursuant to § 284.202, of the
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Commission’s Regulations. These
quantities of gas are currently being
utilized at PPG's Carlisle plant for fuel
oil displacement, it is said.

Columbia asserts that its proposal is
in the public interest since it would aid
PPG in its control of energy costs which
PPG has represented are critical to its
ability to continue the operation if its
glass factory in Carlisle, Pennsylvania.

Any person desiring to be heard or to
make any protest with reference to said
application should on or before
November 22, 1983, file with the Federal
Energy Regulatory Commission,
Washington, D.C. 20426, a motion to
intervene or a protest in accordance
with the requirements of the
Commission's Rules of Practice and
Procedure (18 CFR 385.214 or 385.211)
and the Regulations under the Natural
Gas Act (18 CFR 157.10). All protests
filed with the Commission will be
considered by it in determining the
appropriate action to be taken but will
not serve to make the protestants
parties to the proceeding. Any person
wishing to become a party to a
proceeding or to participate as a party in
any hearing therein must file a motion to
intervene in accordance with the
Commission's Rules.

Take further notice that, pursuant to
the authority contained in and subject to
jurisdiction conferred upon the Federal
Energy Regulatory Commission by
Sections 7 and 15 of the Natural Gas Act
and the Commission’s Rules of Practice
and Procedure, a hearing will be held
without further notice before the
Commission or its designee on this

the Commission.on its own review of the
matter finds that a grant of the
certificate is required by the public
convenience and necessity. If a motion
for leave to intervene is timely filed, or if
the Commission on its own motion
believes that a formal hearing is
required, further notice of such hearing
will be duly given.

Under the procedure herein provided
for, unless otherwise advised, it will be
unnecessary for Applicant to appear or
be represented at the hearing.

Kenneth F, Plumb,

Secretary.

{FR Doc. 83-29012 Filed 11-3-83; 845 am)
BILLING CODE 8717-01-M

[Docket No. ST80-100-002)

Consolidated Gas Supply Corp.;
Extension Reports

November 1, 1983,

The companies listed below have filed
extension reports pursuant to Section
311 of the Natural Gas Policy Act of 1978
(NGPA) and Part 284 of the
Commission's regulations giving notice
of their intention to continue
transportation and sales of natural gas
for an additional term of up to 2 years.
These transactions commenced on a
self-implementing basis without case-
by-case Commission authorization. The
sales may continue for an additional
term if the Commission does not act to
disapprove or modify the proposed
extension during the 90 days preceding
the effective date of the requested
extension.

transporting pursuant to Part 284; the
party receiving the gas; the date that the
extension report was filed; and the
effective date of the extension. A letter
“B" in the Part 284 column indicates a
transportation by an interstate pipeline
which is extended under § 284.105. A
letter "C" indicates transportation by an
intrastate pipeline extended under

§ 284,125. A "D" indicates a sale by an
intrastate pipeline extended under

§ 284.146. A “G" indicates a
transportation by an interstate pipeline
pursuant to § 284.221 which is extended
under § 284.105. A “G(HS)" indicates
transportation, sales or assignments by
a Hinshaw Pipeline pursuant to a
blanket certificate issued under

§ 284.222 of the Commission's
Regulations.

Any person desiring to be heard or to
make any protests with reference to said
extension report should on or hefore
December 2, 1983, file with the Federal
Energy Regulatory Commission,
Washington, D.C. 20426, a petition to
intervene or protests in accordance with
the requirements of the Commission's
Rules of Practice and Procedure (18 CFR
385.211 or 385.214).

All protests filed with the Commission
will be considered by it in determining
the appropriate action to be taken but
will not serve to make the protestants
party to a proceeding.

Any person wishing to become a party
to a proceeding or to participate as a
party in any hearing therein must file 2
petition to intervene in accordance with
the Commission’s Rules.

application if no motion to intervene is The table below lists the name and Kenneth F. Plumb,
filed within the time required herein, if addresses of each company selling or Sacretary.

Doket No Transpocter /somer Frecpront Daie fled | Fan 288 | EUS"
ST80-100-002 .| Consolidated Gas Supply Corp., 445 Wast Main St Clarksburg. WV 26301 ... | Elizabothiown Gas 0., oirrionns 8 O'Wﬁ
STR0-84-002__..._| Cranbarry Pipetine Comp.. P.O. Box 3710, Chartoston, WV 25337 ... ....| Tennesses Gas POow CO. ... G | 01032
STE0-108-002 | United Texas Transmission Co., P.0. Box 1478, Houston, TX 77001 | United Gas Pipe Line Co...... c °'-'»"[*“
§780-113-002 .| Valero Transmiasion Co., P.0. Bax 500, San Ankonko, TX 78292.....—.......... | € Paso Natural Gas Co. e
ST62-116-001 .... | Tennesses Gas Ppetoe Co., P.O. Box 2511, ¢ TX 77001 Trunesne Gas €O ... G 0160
ST82-125-001 1. | United Gas Pips Line Co. P.O. Box 1478, Mouston, TX 77001.... . ... | Tennosses Gas Pipstos Co._ A gy
ST82-120-001 '.__ | Transcontinental Gas Pipe Ling Corp., P.0. Box 1396, Houston, TX 77251, | Coksmbus Gulf Trar G O"‘l'iu
ST82-158-001 ... 10-”0. Line Co., P.O, Box 1478, Houston, TX 77001 ..—......| Delti Gas Pipeiine Com. - e
5782-159-001 ... | Lousiana Gas Symm Inc., P.O. Box 2197, Houston, TX 77252........ iR S Tt 1 Mdes
STR2-181.001 ]Nnnl CANM'IMWAWMK Ubecty Natural Gas Co 91“‘4'

£0803 |
ST62-186-001 1w Gas Co. 2223 Dodge Sweet Omaha. NE 00102... b Gas Co_ B 08-0+-20
$782-183-001 | Producer's Gas Co.. 950 One Energy Square, Dallas, TX 75206 v SouthEM Natural Gas Co . A oot
STB2-195-001 . ‘mlGuCo..OSOOmEWM.D*TanO&. {7 Pipetos Co ) [k
| These axtension regorts wore Mod after the dote spocified by the G ‘s Rogulations, and shall be the subject of a further Commission Crder
NOTE:—The noticing of these Hings does not constitule a defermination of whather the Ings oty with the G s Regulatons.

* [FR Doc 83-20013 Filod 13-3-83 8:45 am]

BILLING CODE 6717-01-M
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[Docket No, CP84-14-000]
Couch Gas Storage Co.; Application

October 31, 1883,

Take nolice that on October 13, 1983,
Couch Gas Storage Company
[Applicant), 2211 East Jefferson, Suite
680, Detroit, Michigan 48207, filed in
Docket No. CP84-14-000 an application
pursuant to Section 7{c) of the Natural
Cas Act for a certificate of public
convenience and necessity authorizing
Applicant to provide gas storage service
in interstate commerce for Trans-
continental Gas Pipe Line Corporation
{Transca) and fo develop and operate
certain gas storage fields and
sppurtenant facilities, to drill and
operate certain wells, and construct and
operate certain other facilities, all as
mote fully described in the application
which is an file with the Comnmission
and open to public inspection.

Applicant proposes to develop and
operate the Washington 28 gas storage
field located in Washington Township,
Macomb County, Michigan. It is stated
that this field is presently under
production for natural gas and that
Applicant would acquire all necessary
oll and gas leases, property interest,
sloruge and mineral rights and the gas
producing properties in the field and
convert the field to storage. Applicant
states that when developed. the field
would have a maximum slorage
tapacity of 16,000,000 McE. It is
submitted that to provide the necessary
deliverability eleven total wells would
be required, six old and five new, and
that in addition, Applicant would
tonvert five plugged wells to
Ybservation wells, and construct 2.44
miles of 16-inch pipeline header, 0.5 mile
of 10-inch pipeline header, 0.8 mile of 6-
nch header, and a 7,500 hossepower
class compressor station.

The total estimated cost of developing
the Washington 28 storage facility is
$32.978,500 (in 1983 dollars). This
Estimate includes the cost of 2,050,000
21(’_’ of native gas which the Washington
“lield will require as base gas to
perfurm as designed, it is said. Costs
will be financed initially through equity
contributions and short-term loans. The
#hort-term loans will be repaid with
Proceeds from long-term debt securities.
f\p;vjhcunt seeks permission to utilize
the Washington 28 field to provide
Horuge services in interstate commerce
"o Transco in connection with
(.’l'”}'s‘ids application in Docket No.
+62-503-001 and related dockets, to
Provide storage services for its
“istomers through the importation of
Mitural gas from Canada. Applicant

proposes that a minimum of 10,000,000
Mcf of gas for the account of Transco be
injected inlo storage in the Washington
28 field in summer months to be made
available to Transco and its customers
during the winter. Under Applicant's

.proposal, during 1985 and subsequent

summer periods (April 1-October 31),
Transco weuld cause Great Lakes Gas
Transmission Company (Great Lakes) to
transport (by displacement or
otherwise} a minimum of 10,000,000 Mcf
of natural gas from Emerson, Manitoba,
to the Belle River Mills interconnection
between Great Lakes and Michigan
Consolidated Gas Company (Mich Con)
in southeastern Michigan. Applicant
states that Mich Con would then deliver
the gas to Applicant for storage through
an existing 36-inch pipeline. During the
1985-1986 and subsequent winter
periods (November 1-March 31),
Applicant proposes to make thermally
equivalent volumes of gas available to
Mich Con for redelivery to Great Lakes
for the amount of Transco at the Belle
River Mills interconnection. It is
explained that the gas would then be
transported east by Greal Lakes to the
international boundary at St. Clair
County, Michigan, for ultimate
redelivery to Transco. Applicant states
that capacity is available within existing
transmission lines of Great Lakes and
Mich Con to transpert these volumes.

Applicant states that its proposal is
offered as a competitive alternative to
the amended applications of ANR
Storage Company (ANR Storage) in
Docket No. CP82-420-001, ANR
Michigan Storage Company (ANR
Michigan) in Docket No. CP82-478-001,
and Mich Con in Docket No. CP82-502-
001, and is mutually exclusive with
them. Applicant states that the storage
and transportation services proposed in
its application would cost Transco
approximately 46.95 cents per Mcf less
than the alternative storage proposals of
ANR Storage, ANR Michigan and Mich
Con. Applicant furtherstates that if its
application is approved it would enter
into an agreement with Transco to
provide such services on terms no less
favorable than those contained in the
gas storage agreement dated May 17,
1983, between Transco and ANR
Storage. Applicant indicates that Mich
Con has authorized it to state that. if the
application is granted, Mich Con would
agree lo transport storage gas to and
from the Washington 28 field as herein
described. Moreover, Applicant notes
that the Washington 28 field would be
operated and managed by Mich Con
under contract with Applicant. Finally,
approval of the application would,
Applicant notes, require modifications
in the present gas transportation

agreement between Great Lakes and
Transco dated August 5, 1983, J

Any person desiring to be heard or to
make any protest with reference to said
application should on or before
November 21, 1983, file with the Federal
Energy Regulatory Commission,
Washington, D.C. 20426, a motion to
intervene or a protest in accordance
with the requirements of the
Commission’s Rules of Practice and
Procedure (18 CFR 385.214 or 385.211)
and the Regulations under the Natural
Gas Act (18 CFR 157.10). All protests
filed within the Commission will be
considered by it in determining the
appropriate action to be taken but will
not serve to make the protestants
parties to the proceeding. Any person
wishing to become a party to a
proceeding or to participate as a party in
any hearing therein must file a motion to
intervene in accordance with the
Commission’s Rules.

Take further notice that, pursuant to
the authority contained in and subject to
jurisdiction canferred upon the Federal
Energy Regulatory Commission by
Sections 7 and 15 of the Natural Gas Act
and the Commission’s Rules of Practice
and Procedure, a hearing will be held
without further notice before the
Commission or its designee on this
application if no motion to intervene is
filed within the time required herein, if
the Commission on its own review of the
matter finds that a grant of the
certificate is required by the public
convenience and necessity. If a motion
for leave o intervene is timely filed. or if
the Commission on ils own motion
believes that a formal hearing is
required, further natice of such hearing
will be duly given.

Under the procedure herein provided
for, unless otherwise advised. it will be
unnecessary for Applicant to appear or
be represented at the hearing.

Kenneth F. Plumb,

Secretory.

[FR Doc. 83-29004 Filed 11-3-81 #45 am)
BILLING CODE 6777-01-M

[Docket No. CP84-26-000)
Mantaray Pipeline Co.; Application

October 31, 1983,

Take notice that on October 21, 1983,
Mantaray Pipeline Company
(Applicant), P.O. Box 1642, Houston,
Texas 77001, filed in Docket No. CP84~
26-000 an application pursuant to
Section 7(c) of the Natural Gas Act for &
certificate of public convenience and
necessity authorizing the construction
and operation of certain pipeline and
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_ appurtenant facilities and the
transportation of natural gas in
interstate commerce, all as more fully
set forth in the application which is on
file with the Commission and open to
public inspection.

Applicant, a wholly-owned subsidiary
of Panhandle Eastern Corporation
(Panhandle), proposes to construct and
operate a new offshore system generally
extending from supply sources in the
Matagorda Island Area of offshore
Texas to an interconnection with
Trunkline Gas Company's (Trunkline)
mainline in Victoria County, Texas.
Applicant proposes to construct the
system in two phases. Phase I, it is
stated, would consist of two separate
24-inch laterals extending from
Matagorda Island Blocks 824 and 568,
respectively, to a common junction on a
valving platform in Matagorda Island
Block 622, together with 64 miles of 24-
inch and 36-inch pipeline extending from
Matagorda Island Block 622 across
Espiritu Santo Bay at Calhoun County,
Texas, and thence onshore to an
interconnection with Trunkline's
mainline near the Edna compressor
station in Victoria County, Texas. Phase
I facilities, it is stated, would have a
capacity of 762,000 Mcf of gas per day
and would cost approximately $155
million.

Phase Il facilities, it is asserted, would
consist of 18 miles of 24-inch pipeline
extending from the proposed valving
platform in Matagorda Island Block 622
southward to Matagorda Island Block
710. Phase Il facilities, it is estimated,
would increase the capacity of the
proposed system to 880,000 Mcf of gas
per day at an additional cost of $31
million. Applicant states that Phase 1
facilities would be ready for service for
the 1984-1985 winter season while Phase
Il facilities would be available for
service by the 1987-1988 winter season.

Initially, Applicant would propose to
provide transportation service for its
affiliates, Trunkline Gas Company and
Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line Company.
However, since the proposed system
would cross the mainlines of many other
pipelines, Applicant also states its
willingness to enter into transportation
arrangements with other pipelines.
Applicant has projected reserves in the
general area of the proposed system of
2.27 Tcf with a maximum daily
deliverability of 879,500 Mcf per day.
Applicant estimates it can provide
transportation service at a cost of 12.9
cents per Mcf by the fourth year of
system operation.

It is indicated that Applicant's captial
structure would be based on a debt to
equity ratio of 67 percent debt and 33
percent equity and that the equity

portion would be contributed by
Panhandle. It is contemplated that the
debt portion would be initially financed
through short-term loans during the
construction phases to be repaid with
proceeds from long-term debt
obligations to be issued by Applicant. It
is anticipated that Applicant's parent
company, Panhandle, would back the
debt obligations through the
construction phase of the project. Once
the project is completed and operational
it is Applicant’s objective to fund this
venture on a project funding basis. Thus,
it is stated, any debt issuances floated
by Applicant to meet its cash needs
would be issued and guaranteed by
Applicant and not the parent company.

Applicant also requests authorization
for a rate of return on equity of 16
percent and on debt of 14 percent, thus
resulting in an overall rate of return of
14.67 percent, it is maintained. The
requested 14 percent return on debt is
based upon projections of future cost of
debt, it is explained. Applicant further
proposes that this amount be adjusted
upwards or downwards when the actual
long-term financing takes place to
reflect the actural interest cost incurred.

Any person desiring to be heard or to
make any protest with reference to said
application should on or before
November 21, 1983, file with the Federal
Energy Regulatory Commission,
Washington, D.C. 20426, a motion to
intervene or a protest in accordance
with the requirements of the
Commission's Rules of Practice and
Procedure (18 CFR 385.214, 385.211) and
the Regulations under the Natural Gas
Act (18 CFR 157.10). All protesis filed
with the Commission will be considered
by it in determining the appropriate
action to be taken but will not serve to
make the protestants parties to the
proceeding. Any person wishing to
become a party to a proceeding or to
participate as a party in any hearing
therein must file a motion to intervene in
accordance with the Commission’s
Rules.

Take further notice that, pursuant to
the authority contained in and subject to
jurisdiction conferred upon the Federal
Energy Regulatory Commission by
Sections 7 and 15 of the Natural Gas Act
and the Commission’s Rules of Practice
and Procedure, a hearing will be held
without further notice before the
Commission or its designee on this
application if no motion to intervene is
filed within the time required herein, if
the Commission on its own review of the
matter finds that a grant of the
certificate is required by the public
convenience and necessity. If a motion
for leave to intervene is timely filed, or if
the Commission on its own motion

believes that a formal hearing is
required, further notice of such hearing
will be duly given.

Under the procedure herein provided
for, unless otherwise advised, it will be
unnecessary for Applicant to appear or
be represented at the hearing.

Kenneth F. Plumb,

Secrelary.

IFR Doc. 8329325 Piled 11-3-83: 845 am|
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M

[Docket No. RP84-15-000]

MIGC, Inc., Proposed Changes in FERC
Gas Tariff

October 31, 1983,

Take notice that MIGC, Inc. ("MIGC"),
on October 27, 1983, tendered for filing
proposed changes in its FERC Gas
Tariff, Original Volume No. 1. The
proposed changes would increase
revenues from jurisdictional sales and
service by $3,766,191 based on the 12
month period ending June 30, 1983, as
adjusted.

MIGC states that the principal
reasons for the proposed rate change are
increased costs of labor, operation and
maintenance expenses, working capital
requirements, and taxes. In addition,
MIGC states that the cost and revenue
study submitted with this filing in
support of MIGC's new Base Tariff Rate
is filed to comply with the requirements
of § 154.38(d){4)(vi)(a) of the
Commission's regulations (18 CFR
154.38(d)(4)(vi)(a)).

Copies of this filing were served upon
MIGC's jurisdictional customers, as well
as interested State Commissions.

Any person desiring to be heard or to
protest said filing should file a petition
to intervene or protest with the Federal
Energy Regulatory Commission, 825
North Capitol Street, NE., Washington.
D.C. 20426, in accordance with Rules 214
and 211 of the Commission’s Rules of
Practice and Procedure (18 CFR 385214
and 385.211). All such petitions or
protests should be filed on or before
November 16, 1983. Protests will be
considered by the Commission in
determining the appropriate action 0 be
taken, but will not serve to make
protestants parties to the proceeding.
Any person wishing to become a party
must file a petition to intervene. Copies
of this filing are on file with the _
Commission and are available for public
inspection.

Kenneth F. Plumb,

Secretary.

{FR Doc. 83-20925 Filed 11-3-83: 845 am)
BILLING CODE §717-01-M
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[Docket No. CP84-007~000]

National Fuel Gas Supply Corp.;
Application

November 1, 1983,

Take notice that on October 6, 1983,
National Fuel Gas Supply Corporation
(Applicant), 10 Lafayette Square,

Buffalo. New York 14203, filed in Docket
No. CP84-007-000 an application
parsuant to Section 7(c¢) of the Natural
Gas Act for a certificate of public
convenience and necessity authotizing
the sale of natural gas in interstate
cwmmerce, all as more fully set forth in
the application which is on file with the
Commission and open to public
inspection.,

Itis stated that Applicant seeks
cerlificate authorization to sell natural
25 lo Algonguin Gas Transmission
Company, The Brooklyn Union Gas
Company, Bay State Gas Company,
Connecticut Light & Power Company,
Consolidated Edison Company of New
York. Inc., Long Island Lighting
Company, New Jersey Natural Gas
Company and Public Service Electric
ind Gas Company under the following
lerms and conditions: (1) 40 million
tquivalent Mdt of natural gas per day on
i best-efforts basis commencing as soon
45 possible up to October 31, 1984 at the
tffective 100 percent load factor RQ
fate; (2) from November 1, 1984 through
October 31, 1992, the same volumes on a
firm basis, at the effective rate
“ntained in Applicant's RQ Rate
Schedule; and (3) year to year thereafter
until terminated by the parties.

Itis stated that the proposed sales
would be made pursuant to gas sales
égreements signed between Applicant
and its eight customers.

Applicant further states that its
proposal is structured to compete with
the proposal currently pending before
the Commission in Docket No. CP81-
107-000, et al,

The application states that Applicant
would deliver the gas for the account of
the purchasers to Tennessee Gas
Pipeline Company, a Division of
Tenneco Inc., Texas Eastern

ransmission Corporation, or
Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line
Corporation at the existing points of
nterconnection between their facilities.
The application further states that the
*ource of the gas proposed to be sold is
'r‘;]i"phc‘unl‘a general system supply, and

“t this gas is surplus to the needs of
f\p[‘)h(:anl's customers.

No new or additional facilities are
Proposed to be constructed.

Any person desiring lo be heard or to
make any protest with reference to said
application should on or before
November 22, 1983. file with the Federal
Energy Regulatory Commission,
Washington. D.C. 20426, a motion to
intervene or a protest in accordance
with the requirements of the
Commission’s Rules of Practice and
Procedure (18 CFR 385.214 or 385.211)
and the Regulations under the Natural
Gas Act (18 CFR 157.10). All protests
filed with the Commission will be
considered by it in determining the
appropriate action to be taken but will -
not serve to make the protestants
parties to the proceeding. Any person
wishing to become a party to &
proceeding or to participate as a party in
any hearing therein must file a motion to
intervene in accordance with the
Commission’s Rules.

Take further notice that, pursuant to
the suthority contained in and subject to
jurisdiction conferred upon the Federal
Energy Regulatory Commission by
Sections 7 and 15 of the Natural Gas Act
and the Commission’s Rules of Practice
and Procedure, a hearing will be held
without further notice before the
Commission or its designee on this
application if no motion to intervene is
filed within the time required herein, if
the Commission on its own review of the
matler finds that a grant of the
certificate is required by the public
convenience and necessity. If a motion
for leave to intervene is timely filed, or if
the Commission on its own motion
believes that a formal hearing is
required, further notice of such hearing
will be duly given.

Under the procedure herein provided
for, unless otherwise advised, it will be
unnecessary for Applicant to appear or
be represented at the hearing.

Kenneth F. Plumb,

Secretary.

[FR Doc. 83-20614 Filod 11-3-83. 545 am)
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M

[Docket No. CPB4-16-000]

Natural Gas Pipeline Company of
America; Application

October 31, 1983.

Take notice that on October 14, 1983,
Natural Gas Pipeline Company of
America (Applicant), 122 South
Michigan Avenue, Chicago. lllinois
60603, filed in Docket No. CP84-16-000
an application pursuant to Section 7 of
the Natural Gas Act for permission and
approval to abandon approximately

89.78 miles of its Amarillo No. 1 line and
an intermediate compressor station in
lowa and for a certificate of public
convenience and necessity authorizing
the construction and operation of 38.47
miles of 42-inch and 29.49 miles of 36-
inch loop line as part of its Amarillo No.
4 line in lowa, all as more fully set forth
in the application which is on file with
the Commission and open for public
inspection.

Applicant states it seeks authorization
to continue the ongoing program of
upgrading its Amarillo Line. Applicant
submits that its Amarillo system
consists of 3 pipelines (Nos. 1. 2 and 3)
and in places looping that has been
termed the Amarillo No. 4 line and that
the No. 1 line is Applicant’s original
pipeline and was placed in service in
1931, It is said the the No. 1 line
traverses some 901 miles from Fritch,
Texas, to Joliet, llinois, and is
predominantly of 24-inch pipe.
Applicant states that the pipeline
construction techniques used at the time
of construction involved the mechanical
coupling of alternate joints of pipe and
that since about 1940 the use of
couplings has been replaced by the
welding of all pipe joints. Applicant
claims that certain of the compressor
stations along the Amarillo Line also
have compressor units that are old and
expensive to maintain and operate.
Applicant plans in its long range,
upgrade programs to replace the No. 1
line from Beatrice, Nebraska, to Joliet,
Illinois, and certain of the compressor
units along that segment of the Amarillo
Line.

Applicant proposes herein to retire
approximately 89.78 miles of the No. 1
line in Mills, Montgomery, Adams,
Adair, Madison and Warren Counties,
lows, and an intermediate compressor
station located in Adams County, lowa.
When practical, the line and all above
ground compressor facilities would be
salvaged, it is asserted. Applicant
proposes to install 38.47 miles of new 42-
inch pipeline as part of its No. 4 line
from compressor station No. 107 to the
site of the to be retired compressor
station No. 197 traversing parts of Mills,
Montgomery and Adams Counties,
lowa. Applicant proposes also to install
28.80 miles of 36-inch pipeline extending
from the end of the existing No. 4 line in
Adair County, lowa eastward to
compressor station No. 108 located in
Warren County, lowa. Approximately
0.69 miles of 36-inch pipeline would also
be installed upstream of compressor
station No. 107 replacing part of the No.
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1 line in Mills County, lowa. it is said.
Applicant states that the capacity of the
Amarillo System will be unchanged by
the proposal.

Applicant states that the estimated
wost of retirement and installation of
replacement facilities (including
$971,000 in non-jurisdictional facilities)
is $56,005,000, which cost would initially
be financed with funds on hand,
borrowings under Applicant's revolving
credit arrangements or short-term
financing.

Any person desiring to be heard or to
make any protes! with reference to said
application should on or before
November 21 1883, file with the Federal
Energy Regulatory Commission,
Washington, D.C. 20426, a motion to
intervene or a protest in accordance
with the requirements of the
Commission's Rules of Practice and
Procedure (18 CFR 385.214 or 385.211)
and the Regulations under the Natural
Gas Act (18 CFR 157.10). All protests
filed with the Commission will be
considered by it in determining the
appropriate action to be taken but will
not serve to make the protestants
parties to the proceeding. Any person
wishing to become a party to a
proceeding or to participate as a party in
any hearing therein must file a motion to
intervene in accordance with the
Commission’s Rules.

Take further notice that, pursuan! to
the authority contained in and subject to
the jurisdiction conferred upon the
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission
by Sections 7 and 15 of the Natural Gas
Act and the Commission’s Rules of
Practice and Procedure, a hearing will
be held without further notice before the
Commission or its designee on this
application if no motion to intervene if
filed within the time required herein, if
the Commission on its own review of the
matter finds that a grant of the
certificate and permission and approval
for the proposed abandonment are
required by the public convenience and
necessity, If a motion for leave ta
intervene is timely filed, or if the
Commission on its own motion believes
that a formal hearing is required, further
notice of such hearing will be duly
given.

Under the procedure herein provided
for, unless otherwise advised, it will be
unnecessary for Applicant to appear or
be represented at the hearing.

Kenneth F. Plumb,

Secretory

[FR Doc. 83-20027 Filed 15-3-80 8 48 |
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M

| Docket Nos. ER83-728-000 and ER83-396-

000]

Northern Indiana Public Service Co.;
Order Accepting Rates for Filing
Subject To Refund, Granting
Intervention, and Consolidation
Dockets

Issued: October 28, 1983,

On-August 29, 1983, Northern Indiana
Public Service Company [NIPSCO)
tendered for filing (Docket No. ER83-
728-000) revised rates to substitute for
the company's Phase B rates previously
filed in Docket No. ER83-396-000."
NIPSCO's submittal would produce test
year revenues approximately $5.5
million less than the Phase B rates that
would otherwise become effective,
subject to refund, on October 21, 1983.
NIPSCO states that its filing, which
reflects the results of a State
commission decision on retail rates, is
designed to alleviate price squeeze
concerns. NIPSCO has agreed to collect
the reduced rates subject to refund
pending the outcome of the proceedings
in Docket No. ER83-396-000,

Background

On March 21, 1983, NIPSCO filed a
two-phased rate increase in Docket No,
ER83-396-000, requeslting that the Phase
B rates (representing a $32.8 million
increase) become effective, without
suspension, on May 20, 1983.
Alternatively, NIPSCO proposed that its
Phase A increase ($28.5 million) be
made effective during any suspension of
the Phase B rates.

On May 10, 1983, NIPSCO filed
revised tariff sheets which reduced the
proposed Phase A $28.5 million rate
increase to $15.9 million. At that time,
NIPSCO further proposed a five month
suspension period for the originally

proposed Phase B rate increase. NIPSCO

stated in its transmiltal letter that a
proposed rate increase was pending

before the Public Service Commission of

Indiana (Indiana Commission). and that
upon receipt of the Indiana

Commission's order, the company would
file revised rates to be effective as of the

end of the suspension period.

By order dated May 19, 1983, the
Commission, /nter alia, suspended
NIPSCO's Phase B rates for five months
and made the reduced Phase A rates
effective following a one day
suspension. 23 FERC { 61,249, On July
18, 19483, the Commission denied a
request for rehearing filed by the
Indiana Municipal Power Agency and
the city of Rensselaer, Indiana (IMPA).
24 FERC { 61.076.

! Soe Attachment for rate schedule designations

According to NIPSCO, the Indiana
Commission issued & final order in
NIPSCO's retail electric rate case (Case
No. 37023) on August 3, 1983. In
accordance with its earlier
representation, NIPSCO now proposes
that its $32.8 million Phase B rate
increase scheduled to become effective
on Qctober 21, 1983, be reduced by
approximately $5.5 million to $27.3
million. NIPSCO requests any necessary
waivers of applicable Commission
regulations so that the current filing may
become effective in lieu of the originaily
proposed rates for service rendered on
and after October 21, 1983,

Notice of NIPSCO's submittal was
published in the Federal Register with
comments due on or before October 3,
1883. On October 3, 1983, Wabash
Valley Power Association, Inc.
{Wabash) and the Towns of Bremen, et
al. (Bremen) *filed separate motions to
intervene and to consolidate Docket
Nos. ER83-728-000 and ER83-396-000.
Both Wabash and Bremen support
NIPSCO's request to substitute reduced
Phase B rates, but if the Commission
chooses not to consoliddte these two
dockets, they request a separate hearing
lo determine whether the reduced rates
are just and reasonable.

On October 7, 1983, IMPA filed an
untimely motion to intervene and
protest. IMPA notes that it is already an
intervenor in Docket No. ER83-396-000
and states that it had not anticipated the
need to intervene in a second docket
since it assumed that NIPSCO's revised
rates would be treated simply as
substitute rates in the original docket.
While IMPA supports NIPSCO's reques!
to collect the lower rates subject o
refund, it protests the lower rate level
and suggests thst a price squeeze may
continue to exist. IMPA also requesis
consolidation of the instant dockets.

On October 13, 1983, NIPSCO filed an
answer. The company indicates that it
does not oppose the motions to
intervene and supports the requests for
consolidation. NIPSCO further states
that suspension of the reduced rate filing
is unnecessary since the company
expressly agrees to collect the rates
subject to refund.

Discussion

Under Rule 214 of the Commission’s
Rules of Practice and Procedure (18 CIR
385.214), the timely motions lo interven®
serve to make Wabash em}; l}mmﬁ:\
parties to this proceeding. Given the
relationship between Docket Nos. ERE3-

*Bremen's filing Ix on behalf of itvelf und the
following Towns: Winimac, Walkerton. Argos
Brookston. Kingsford Helghts. Etna Green and
Chulmers, Indiana
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396-000 and ER83-728-000, the status of
IMPA as an intervenor in the former
docket, and the relatively short delay in
filing. we find that good cause exists to
allow IMPA to intervene out of time in
Docket No, ER83-728-000.

Inasmuch as NIPSCO is proposing to
substantially reduce its original rate
request in order to ameliorate price
squeeze concerns, the affected
customers support this proposal
(including the requested effective date],
and the company has agreed to collect
lhe lower rates subject to refund, we
find that good cause exists both to
waive the 60 day notice requirement and
lo grant special permission, pursuant to
§35.17 of the Commission's regulations,
to allow NIPSCO to file substitute rates
during the original Phase B suspension
period. We shall accept the reduced
rates for filing to become effective on
October 21, 1963, subject to refund, and
shall set these rates for hearing. Given
the substantial identity of factual and
legal questions between this docket and
Docket No. ER83-396-000, we shall
consolidate the two dockets for
purposes of hearing and decision.

The Commission orders: (A) The
untimely motion by IMPA to intervene
in Docket No. ER83-728-000 is hereby
granted subject to the Commission’s
Rules of Practice and Procedure.

(B) Waiver of the notice requirements
and permission for NIPSCO to substitute
rates under § 35.17 of the regulations is
hereby granted,

(C) NIPSCO's August 29, 1983
submittal is hereby accepted for filing.
The proposed reduced rates shall
become effective as of October 21, 1983,
subject to refund.

(D) Pursuant to the authority
tonlained in and subject to the
lurisdiction conferred upon the Federal
E""ny Regulatory Commission by
$eclion 402(a) of the Department of
Energy Organization Act and by the
Federal Power Act, particularly sections
205 and 206 thereof, and pursuant to the
Commission's Rules of Practice and
Procedure and the regulations under the
Federal Power Act (18 CFR Chapter I), a
public hearing shall be held concerning
the justness and reasonableness of
NIPSCO's raes,

U'-) Docket Nos. ER83-728-000 and
fRB3<-'i96—()00 are hereby consolidated

"" purposes of hearing and decision.

(F) The Secretary shall promptly

publish this order in the Federal
egister,

By the Commission,
Xenneth F. Plumb,
“Crotary
::’fthem Indiana Public Service Company
iHocket No. ERK!—7Z&M]

RATE SCHEDULE DESIGNATIONS

Shoel Nos 5, &, 10, 16 and 19)
) Sup Mal No. € 1o Seppk 1
No. 1 1o Rate Schodue FERC No

<

Rate Schedue
VAL11—Praw B

-

Toriff Customers

Rate Schedule VA1: Towns of Argos. Bremen,

Brookton, Chalmers, Etna Green,
Kingsford Heights. Walkerton and
Winamac

Rate Schedule VA11: Wabash Valley Power
Association at Carrol County, Fulton
County, Jasper County, Kankakes
County, Koscuiskio County, Lagrange
County, Marshall County, Stueben
County, Warren County and White
County

Rate Schedule VA111: None

Non-Tariff Customers

Rate Schedule VA111: Indiana Municipal
Power Agency ut Clty of Rensselaer

[FR Doc. 83-20022 Flled 11-3-8Y 845 am|

BILLING CODE 8717-01-M

[Docket No. CP83-507-000]

Northern Natural Gas Co., Division of
InterNorth, Inc.; Request Under
Blanket Authorization

November 1, 1983.

Take notice that on September 12,
1983, Northern Natural Gas Company,
Division of InterNorth, Inc. (Northern),
2223 Dodge Street, Omaha, Nebraska
68102, filed in Docket No. CP83-507-000,
a request pursuant to § 157.205 of the
Regulations under the Natural Gas Act
that Northern proposes to modify one
delivery point in LaCrosse, Wisconsin,
to accommodate natural gas deliveries
to certain of its utility customers under
the authorization issued in Docket No.
CP82-401-000 pursuant to Section 7 of
the Natural Gas Act, all as more fully
set forth in the request which is on file
with the Commission and open to public
inspection.

Specifically, Northern proposes to
modify one delivery point in LaCrosse,
Wisconsin, for Northern States Power
Co. of Wisconsin (NSP-Wisconsin) in
order to provide a more efficient means
of gervicing the rapidly expanding
LaCrosse, Wisconsin, area, Northern
states that the modified delivery point
would be designed to serve volumes up
to 500 Mcf of gas per hour. Further,
Northern states that peak day and
annual gas requirements for the first

year are estimated to be 2,248 Mcf und
62,200 Mcf, respectively, and that they
are expected to reach 12,848 Mcf and
101,700 Mcf, respectively, over the nex!
five years. Such peak day and annual
requirements would remain within NSP-
Wisconsin's present entitlements, it is
submitted. Estimated cost of the
proposed facilities is $103,750, excluding
interest and overhead. it is asserted.
Any person or the Commission’s staff
may, within 45 days after issuance of
the instant notice by the Commission,
file pursuant to Rule 214 of the
Commissjon’s Procedural Rules (18 CFR
385.214) a motion to intervene or notice
of intervention and pursuant to § 157.205
of the Regulations under the Natural
Gas Act (18 CFR 157.205) a protes! to the
request, If no protest is filed within the
time allowed therefor, the proposed
activity shall be deemed to be
authorized effective the day after the
time allowed for filing a protest. If a
protest is filed and not withdrawn
within 30 days after the time allowed for
filing a protest, the instant request shall
he treated as an application for
authorization pursuant to Section 7 of
the Natural Gas Act.
Kenneth F. Plumb,
Secretary.
(FR Doc. 83-20015 Filed 13-3-&% 845 am|
BILLING CODE 8717-01-M

[Docket No. TAB4-1-59-001)

Northern Natural Gas Co.; ANGTS
Transportation Adjustment Rate

Change

October 31, 1883.

Take notice that on October 27, 1983,
Northern Natural Gas Company
(Northern) tendered for filing. as part of
Northern's FERC Gas Tariff, Third
Revised Volume No. 1 and Original
Volume No. 2, the following tariff sheets:

Third Revised Volume No. 1

Thirty-Third Revised Sheet No. 4a
Twenty-Fourth Revised Sheet No. 4b
First Revised Sheet No. 74d
First Revised Sheet No. 74¢
First Revised Sheet No. 74f

Original Volume No. 2

Thirty-Fourth Revised Sheet No, 1¢
First Revised Sheet No. 1p
First Revised Sheet No. 1q
First Revised Sheet No. 1r

Such revised tariff sheets are required
in order that Northern may place revised
rates into effect on December 27, 1983 to
reflect (1) the change in the costs of
transportation of gas through the Alaska
Natural Gas Transportation System
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{ANGTS); and (2) to modify certain
procedures used to determine the
ANGTS rate adjustment pursuant to
Paragraph 21 of Northern's FERC Gas
Tariff, Third Revised Volume No. 1 and
Paragraph 4 of Northern's FERC Gas
Tariff, Original Volume No. 2.

The Company states that copies of the
filing have been mailed to each of its
Gas Utility customers and to interested
State Commissions.

Any person desiring to be heard or lo
protes! said filing should file a petition
to intervene or protest with the Federal
Energy Regulatory Commission, 825
North Capitol Street, NE. Washington,
DC 20428, in accordance with Rules 211
and 214 of the Commission's Rules on
Practice and Procedure {18 CFR 385.211,
385.214). All such petitions or protests
should be filed on or before November
16, 1983. Protests will be considered by
the Commission in determining the
apprapriate action to be taken, but will
not serve lo make protestants parties to
the proceeding. Any person wishing to
become a party must file a petition to
intervene. Copies of this filing are on file
with the Commission and are available
for public inspection.

Kenneth F. Plumb,
Secretary.

[FR Doc #83-20029 Piled 11283, 545 am)
BILLING CODE ¢717-01-M

[Dacket No. TA84-1-59-000]

Northern Natural Gas Co.; Purchased
Gas Cost Adjustment Rate Change

October 31, 1963,

Take notice that on October 27, 1983,
Northern Natural Gas Company
(Northern) tendered for filing. as part of
Northern's F.ER.C. Gas Tanff, Third
Revised Volume No. 1 and Original
Volume No. 2, the following tariff sheets:

Third Revised Volume No. 1

Thirty-Second Revised Sheel No. 4a
Twenty-Third Revised Sheet No. 4b
Fourth Revised Sheet No. 4¢
Fifth Revised Sheet No. 69
Fourth Revised Sheet No. 70
Third Revised Sheet No. 70¢

Original Volume No. 2

Thirty-Third Revised Sheet No. 1
Fourth Revised Sheet No. 1g
Third Revised Sheet No. 1h
Second Revised Sheet No. 1i.2

(1) The estimated increase in the cost

of purchased gas pursuant to Paragraph
18 of Northern's FER.C. Gas Tariff,
Third Revised Volume No. 1;

(2) The decrease in the surcharge to
amortize the unrecovered cost of
purchased gas account and also certain
cost and revenue tracking adjustments
pursuant to Commission Orders in
Docket Nos. RP80-88, RP81-52 and
RP82-71;

(3) No change in Northern's costs
associated with Research and
Development Expenditures;

{4) The increase in Gas Research
Institute unit charge pursuant to
Paragraph 19 of Northern's F ER.C. Gas
Tariff, Third Revised Volume No. 1.

Fifth Revised Sheet No. 69 and Fourth
Revised Sheet No. 70 of Third Revised
Volume No. 1 and Fourth Revised Sheet
No. 1g and Third Revised Sheet No. 1h
of Original Volume No. 2 have been
revised to provide for the cost of gas to
be adjusted for only the excess of gas
delivered or received for non-concurrent
exchange pursuant to Commission -
Order issued Augus! 9, 1982 in Docket
No. TA#82-1-59-001. Third Revised Sheet
No. 70c of Third Revised Volume No. 1
and Second Revised Sheel No. 1i.2 of
Original Volume No. 2 have been
revised to provide for the tolal system
sales to be adjusted to reflect the actual
BTU of the shrinkage sales to Northern
Gas Products Company &t Bushton,
Kansas.,

The Company states that copies of the
filing have been mailed to each of the
Gas Utility customers and interested
State Commissions.

Any person desiring to be heard or to
protest said filing should file a petition
to intervene or protest with the Federal
Energy Regulatory Commission, 825
North Capitol Street, NE., Washington,
D.C. 20426, in accordance with Rules 211
and 214 of the Commission’s Rules of
Practice and Procedure (18 CFR 385.211,
385.214). All such petitions or protests
should be filed on or before November
16, 1983, Protests will be considered by
the Commission in determining the
appropriate action to be taken, but will
not serve to make protestants parties to
the proceeding. Any person wishing to
become a party must file a petition o
intervene. Copies of this filing are on file
with the Commission and are available
for public inspection.

Kenneth F. Plumb,

Secrelary.

[FR Doc. 53-200208 Filod 19-3-82. 845 am}
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M

|Docket No. ST83-668]

Red River Pipeline; Seif-Implementing
Transactions

November 1, 1983,

Take notice that the following
transactions have been reported to the
Commission as being implemented
pursuant to Part 284 of the Commission’s
Regulations and Sections 311 and 312 of
the Natural Gas Policy Act of 1978
(NGPA). The “Recipient” column in the
following table indicates the entity
receiving or purchasing the natural gas
in each transaction.

The “Part 284 Subpart” column in the
following table indicates the type of
transaction. A "B" indicates
transportation by an interstate pipeline
pursuant to § 284.102 of the
Commission's Regulations.

A “C" indicates transportation by an
intrastate pipeline pursuant to § 284.122
of the Commission’s Regulations. In
those cases where Commission approval
of a transportation rate is sought
pursuant 1o § 284.123(b), the table lists
the proposed rate and expiration date
for the 150-day period for staff action.
Any person seeking lo participate in the
proceeding to approve & rate listed in
the table should file a petition to
intervene with the Secretary of the
Commission.

A “D" indicates a sale by an
intrastate pipeline pursuant to §264.142
of the Commission’s Regulations and
Section 311(b) of the NGPA. Any
interested person may file a complaint
concerning such sales pursuant to
§ 284.147(d) of the Commission's
Regulations.

A “E" indicates an assignment by an
intrastate pipeline pursuant to § 284.163
of the Commission’s Regulations and
Section 312 of the NGPA.

An "F" indicates a fuel oil
displacement transaction implement=d
pursuant to §§ 284.202 or 157.209 of the
Commission’s Regulations. Any
interested persons may file a complaint
conceming such transaction pursuunt (0
§ 284.205(d) of the Commission’s
Regulations.

A “G" indicates transportation by an
interstate pipeline on behalf of another
interstate pipeline pursuant to a blanke!
certificate issued under § 284.221 of the
Commission’s Regulations.

A “G (HT)" or "G [HS)" indicates
transportation, sales or assignments by
a Hinsha