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DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE
Agricultural Marketing Service
7CFR Part 1040

Milk in the Southern Michigan
Marketing Area; Order Terminating
Certain Provisions

AGENCY: Agricultural Marketing Service,
USDA.

ACTION: Termination of certain rules.

SUMMARY: This action terminates the 12-
month base-excess plan for paying
producers for their milk under the
Southern Michigan Federal milk order.
The base-excess plan was designed lo
encourage dairy farmers to maintain
stable production levels throughout the
year. The termination was requested by
three dairy farmer cooperative
sssociations whose collective
membership accounts for about 85
percent of the producers wha supply
milk to the market. The cooperatives
contend that the plan is incompatible
with efforts toward a balanced supply
and demand, and that it no longer
accomplishes its intended purpose under
current marketing conditions. As under
the present suspension of the plan, the
minimum federal order price to
producers each month will be a single
uniform price rather than base and
EXcess prices.

EFFECTIVE DATE: June 12, 1985,

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Richard A. Glandt, Marketing Specialist,
Dairy Division, Agricultural Marketing
Service, United States Department of
“'\'duuxllure. Washington, D.C. 20250,
(202) 447-4829,

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Prior
document in this proceeding: Notice of
Proposed Termination: lssued April 28,

:%ﬁ: published May 2, 1985 (50 FR
8677),

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 lessens the
regulatory impact of the order on dairy
farmers and will not affect milk
handlers.

This order of termination is issued
pursuant to the provisions of the
Agricultural Marketing Agreement Act
of 1937, as amended (7 U.S.C. 601 of
seq.), and of the order regulating the
handling of milk in the Southern
Michigan marketing area.

Notice of proposed rulemaking was
published in the Federal Register on
May 2, 1985 (50 FR 18677) concerning a
proposed termination of certain
provisions of the order. Interested
persons were afforded an opportunity to
file written data, views, and arguments
thereon by May 17, 1985, A proponent
cooperative submitted a
recommendation to change the
provisions as proposed along with
additional information in support of the
proposed termination.

After consideration of all relevant
material, including the proposal in the
notice, the comments received, and
other available information, it is hereby
found and determined that the following
provisions of the order no longer tend to
effectuate the declared policy of the Act:

1. In § 1040.32, paragraph (a).

2. In § 1040.32(b), the words
“paragraph (a) of this section and”.

3. In § 1040.61, paragraphs (c), (d), and
(e).

4. In § 1040.62(b), the words ", the
adjusted uniform price, the price for
base milk, and the price for excess
milk",

5. In §§ 1040.71(a)(1)(ii) and 1040.73[c),
the words “for base milk"”.

6. In § 1040.74, the words “the base
price and excess price or”.

7. In § 1040.75(a)(1), the words “base
milk and", and the words “or adjusted
uniform price".

8. Sections 1040.90 through 1040.95.

Statement of Consideration

This action removes the 12-month
base-excess plan provisions from the
Southern Michigan order. These
provisions were suspended for the base-
forming and base-paying periods of
1984-86, with the former scheduled to be
reinstated on Auvgust 1, 1985. Under

these provisions, producers are paid a
higher price for the base milk that they
market and a lower price for all milk
marketed in excess of their base
production level. Producers establish
their bases during the months of August
through December, and then are paid
accordingly the following February
through January. The plan was designed
to encourage dairy farmers to maintain
stable production levels throughout the
vear.

Termination of the base-excess plan
on or before August 1, 1985, was
requested by Independent Co-operative
Milk Producers Association, Inc.
(ICMPA), Michigan Milk Producers
Association (MMPA), and National
Farmers Organization (NFO); three
cooperative associations whose
combined membership accounts for
about 85 percent of the producers who
supply the Southern Michigan milk
market. Interested parties were invited

~ to comment on the proposed termination
of the base-excess plan. The sole
comment received, submitted by one of
the proponent cooperatives (NFOJ, in
addition to support of the proposal,
recommended that the list of the
provisions to be lerminated be modified
o that the remaining paragraphs would
not include references to the deleted
ones. This recommendation is adopted.

The base-excess plan has no direct
effect on handler costs for milk; it is a
method of dividing returns among

roducers in a way that encourages a
E:veling of seasonal production. Since
any action concerning the base-excess
plan is strictly a producer issue, it is
appropriate to take action In accordance
with the wishes of the majority of
producers. As stated, approximately 85
percent of the producers favor the
termination of the base-excess plan;
therefore, on this basis alone, the base-
excess plan should be terminated.

However, this action is also
warranted because the base-excess plan
no longer accomplishes its intended
purpose under current marketing
conditions in that the difference
between the base price and excess price
is no longer an adequate incentive to
gain the desired leveling effect on milk
production. Whereas the differential in
1968 was $1.20, which was 23 percent of
the uniform price, the differential in 1984
was $0.78, only 5.9 percent of the
uniform price. That amount is too low
relative to producer pay-prices to
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effectively encourage level milk
production.

Also, the action is necessary because
the base-excess plan tends to encourage
overproduction through the base-
building incentive. Each year the
potential exists for producers to build
larger fall bases because they are paid a
higher price for base milk throughout a
12-month period. A plan that tends to
encourage an increase in the production
of milk during the base-building months
when supply is more than adequate to
meet the fluid milk needs in the market
should not be continued.

it is hereby found and determined that
thirty days notice of the effective date
hereof is impractical, unnecessary, and
contrary to the public interest in that:

(a) Termination of the provisions is
necessary to reflect current marketing
conditions and to assure orderly
marketing conditions in the marketing
area in that the program would no
longer achieve its intended purpose;

{b) Termination of the provisions does
not require of persons affected
substantial or extensive preparation
prior to the effective date; and

(¢) Notice of proposed rulemaking was ,

given to interested parties and they
were afforded an opportunity to file
written data, views, or arguments
concerning this action. A vast majority
of the producers supplying this market
now favor termination of the payment
plan which has been inoperative for
some time,

Therefore, good cause exists for
terminating the aforesaid provisions of
the Southern Michigan order effective
upon publication in the Federal Register.

List of Subjects in 7 CFR Part 1040

Milk marketing orders, Milk, Dairy
products.

PART 1040—[{AMENDED]

The authority citation for 7 CFR part
1040 continues to read as follows:

Authority: Secs. 1-19, 48 Stat. 31, as
amended:; 7 U.S.C. 601-674.

It is therefore ordered, that the
aforesaid provisions of the Southern
Michigan order are hereby removed as
follows:

§1040.32 [Amended]

1. In § 1040,32, paragraph (a).

2, In § 1040.32(b), the words
“paragraph (a) of this section and".
§ 104061 [Amended]

3. In § 1040.61, paragraphs (c), (d), and
(e).

§ 1040.62 [Amended]
4. In § 1040.62(b), the words “, the
adjusted uniform price, the price for

base milk, and the price for excess
milk™,

58§ 1040.71 and 1040.73 [Amended]

5. In §§ 1040.71(a)(1)(ii) and 1040.73(c),
the words "for base milk".
§ 1040.74 [Amended]

6. In § 1040.74, the words “the base
price and excess price or".
§1040.75 [Amended]

7. In § 1040.75(a)(1), the words "base
milk and”, and the words “or adjusted
uniform price".

§§ 1040.90—1040.95 [Removed)
8. Sections 1040.90 through 1040.95.
Effective Date: June 12, 1985.
Signed at Washington, D.C. on June 6, 1985,
Karen K. Darling,

Deputy Assistant Secretary, Marketing &
Inspection Services.

[FR Doc. 85-14087 Filed 6-11-85; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 3410-02-M

Office of the Secretary
7 CFR Part 3015

Department of Agriculture Programs
and Activities Covered Under

Executive Order 12372

AGENCY: Department of Agriculture,
USDA.

ACTION: Rule-related notice.

SUMMARY: The purpose of this Notice is
to inform State and local governments
and other interested persons of
programs and activities included within
the scope of Executive Order 12372,
“Intergovernmental Review of Federal
Programs.” A full understanding of the
requirements of the Order may be
gained by referring to the final rules

published in 7 CFR Part 3015, Subpart v,

at 48 FR 29100, published June 24, 1983.
EFFECTIVE DATE: June 12, 1985,

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Ms. Lyn Zimmerman, Supervisory
Program Analyst, Office of Finance and
Management, USDA, Room 2117-B,
Auditors Building, 201 14th Street, SW.,
Washington, D.C. 20250, telephone (202
382-1553).

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: It has
been determined that the program listed
below has a direct effect on State and
local governments and therefore
included within the scope of Executive
Order 12372,

10.164 Wholesale Market Development

States interested in adding this
program to their list of programs to be
reviewed under Executive Order 12372
should have their Single Point of
Contact notify the Office of Finance and
Management, Financial Management
Division, USDA, Room 118-W, 14th and
Independence Avenue, SW.,
Administration Building, Washington,
D.C. 20250, Attention: Ms. Lyn
Zimmerman.

Dated: june 8, 1985.
john J. Franke, Jr.,

Assistant Secretary for Administration.
[FR Doc, 85-14088 Filed 6-11-85; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 3410-02-M

Animal and Plant Health Inspection
Service

9 CFR Part 94
[Docket No. 85-044)

Swine, Pork, and Pork Products
Imported From Great Britain

AGENCY: Animal and Plant Health
Inspection Service, USDA.

AcTion: Affirmation of interim rule.

SUMMARY: This document affirms the
interim rule which amended the
regulations concerning the importation
into the United States of swine, pork,
and pork products by adding Great
Britain (England, Scotland, Wales, and
the Isle of Man) to the list of countries
declared to be free of swine vesicular
disease (SVD) and to the list of
countries free of SVD which are subject
to special restrictions on the importation
of their pork and pork products into the
United States. These amendments are
necessary to reflect that SVD has been
eradicated from Great Britain and to
protect against the introduction into the
United States of certain diseases. The
overall effect of the amendments is to
relieve certain restrictions on the
importation into the United States of
swine, pork, and pork products from
Great Britain.

EFFECTIVE DATE: June 12, 1985.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Dr. Samuel S. Richeson, Import-Export
Animals and Products Staff. VS, APHIS.
USDA. Room 843, Federal Building. 6505
Belcrest Road, Hyattsville, MD 20782,
(301) 436-8172.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: .

Background

The regulations in 9 CFR Part 94 (the
regulations) regulate the importation
into the United States of specified
animals and animal products in order o
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prevent the introduction into the United
Stales of various diseases, including
swine vesicular disease (SVD). SVD is
an neute, highly infectious viral disease
of swine. Il is characterized by vesicular
lesions and subsequently by erosions of
the epithelinm of the mouth, nares,
snout, and feet, 7

Section 94,12(a) of the regulations
provides that SVD is considered to exist
in all countries of the world, except
those countries listed in § 94.12(a).

Section 94.13 of the regulations
imposes restrictions on the importation
into the United States of pork and pork
products from countries listed in that
section which are declared to be free of
SVD in § 94.12(a); and which either
supplement their national pork supply
by the importation of fresh, chilled, or
frozen pork from countries where SVD
or other vesicular diseases, such as foot-
and-mouth disease, are considered to
exist: or which have a8 common border
with such countries; or which have
certain trade practices that are less
restrictive than are acceptable to the
United States.

A document was published in the
Federal Register on February 22, 1985
(50 FR 7328-7330), which amended the
regulations in 9 CFR Part 94 by addin,
Great Britain (England, Scotland, Wales,
and the Isle of Man) to the list of
countries in § 94.12(a) considered to be
free of SVD. Also, because Great Britain
supplements its national pork supply by
the importation of fresh, chilled, or
frozen pork from countries where a
vesicular disease is considered o exist,
the document of February 22, 1985,
added Great Britain to the list of
countries in § 94.13.

The interim rule became effective on
the date it was signed, February 19,
1985. Comments were solicited for 60
days following publication. No
comments were received. The factual
situation which was set forth in the
interim rule still provides a basis for the
amendments,

Execulive Order 12291 and Regulatory
Flexibility Act

This action has been reviewed in
accordance with Executive Order 12201
and has been determined to be not a
‘major rule.” The Department has
determined that this rule will not have a
significant annual effect on the
economy; will not cause a major
increase in costs or prices for
consumers, individoual industries,
Federal, State, or local governmental
;)-u,-m:ica. or geographic regions: and will
fave no significant adverse effects on
tompetition, employment, investment,
Productivity, innovation, or the ability of
United States-based enterprises to

compete with foreign-based enterprises
in domestic or export markets.

For this rulemaking action, the Office
of Management and Budget has waived
its review process required by Executive
Order 12201,

It is anticipated that the amount of
swine, park, or pork products imported
into the United States from Great Britain
as a result of this rule will be less than
one percent of the amount of these items
imported into the United States
annually. Further, the importation of any
of these items from Great Britain is not
the primary business activity of any
business in the United States.

Under the circumstances explained
above, the Administrator of the Animal
and Plant Health Inspection Service has
determined that this action will not have
a significant economic impact on a
substantial number of small entities.

List of Subjects in 9 CFR Part 94

Animal diseases, Imports, Livestock
and livestock products, Meat and meat
products, Milk, Poultry and poultry
products, Swine vesicular disease.

PART 94—RINDERPEST, FOOT-AND-
MOUTH DISEASE, FOWL PEST (FOWL
PLAGUE), NEWCASTLE DISEASE
(AVIAN PNEUMOENCEPHALITIS),
AFRICAN SWINE FEVER, AND HOG
CHOLERA: PHOHIBITED AND
RESTRICTED IMPORTATIONS

Accordingly, the interim rule
amending 9 CFR Part 94 published in the
Federal Register at 50 FR 7328-7330 on
February 22, 1985, is adopted as a final
rule.

Authority: 18 U.8.C. 130¢; 21 U.S.C. 111,
134a, 134b, 134c, 134f: 7 CFR 217, 251, and
371.2(d).

Done at Washington, D.C. thix 7th day of
June, 1885,

J. K. Atwell,

Deputy Administrator, Veterinary Servives,
[FR Doc. 85-14203 Filed 6-11-85; 8:45 am)
BILLING CODE 3410-34-M

FEDERAL RESERVE SYSTEM

12 CFR Parts 207, 220 and 221
[Docket No. R-0543)

Regulations G, T, and U; Securities
Credit Transactions; Discussion of
Commants on Final Rule

AGENCY: Board of Governors of the
Federal Reserve System.

ACTION: Discussion of comments on final
rule.

SUMMARY: Four parties responded to the
Board's invitation lo comment on a final

rule (adopted without the customary
notice and public participation period
since the rule amendment was a
relaxation of a restriction). The
comments were all favorable and no
modification of the Board's final rule is
required.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Laura Homer, Securities Credit Officer,
or Douglas Blass, Attorney, Division of
Banking Supervision and Regulation,
(202) 452-2781; Joy W. O'Connell, TDD,
(202) 452-3244.,

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On
March 13, 1985, the Board adopted an
amendment to the margin regulations
which became effective on April 19, 1985
(50 FR 10933, March 19, 1985). Because
the amendment relieved a restriction,
the requirements of the Administrative
Procedure Act with respect to notice
and public participation were not
followed. The rule pertained to an
amendment to the margin regulations
which excluded face-amount certificates
from the definition of margin security
and permitted broker-dealers to sell
them without violating the arranging
prohibition of Regulation T. The public
was invited to comment and
modifications would have been made
had the comments reflected this
necessity. No modification is required
based upon an analysis of the four
comments received.

By order of the Board of Governors of the
Federal Reserve System, June 6, 1985.
William W. Wiles,

Secretary of the Board.
[FR Doc. 85-14081 Filed 6-11-85; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE €210-01-M

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
Federal Aviation Administration

14 CFR Part 39

[Docket No. 84-NM-116-AD; Amdt. 39-
5082]

Alrworthiness Directives: British
Aerospace (BAe) Argosy, AW-650
Series 100 and 200 Airplanes
AGENCY: Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA), DOT.
ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: This amendment adds & new
airworthiness directive (AD) which
requires inspection, replacement, and
modification, as necessary, of certain
components on British Aerospace,
Aircraft Group, Argosy airplanes, to
detect and prevent cracks in the tail
boom structure. This action is necessary
because cracks have been reported in
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this area which could lead to loss of tail
boom structure.

DATES: Effective July 22, 1985.
ADDRESSES: The service bulletin
specified in this AD may be obtained
from British Aerospace, Inc., Box 17414,
Dulles International Airport,
Washington, D.C. 20041. This
information may be examined at the
Seattle Aircraft Certification Office,
FAA, Northwest Mountain Region, 9010
East Marginal Way South, Seattle,
Washington.,

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Mr. Nick Wantiez, Standardization
Branch, ANM-113; telephone (206) 431~
2009, Mailing address: FAA, Northwest
Mountain Region, 17900 Pacific Highway
South, C-68966, Seattle, Washington
98168.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
United Kingdom Civil Aviation
Authority (CAA) has, in accordance
with existing provisions of a bilateral
agreement, notified the FAA of a
number of inspections, replacements,
and modifications contained in British
Aerospace Service Bulletin 55-41, which
has been made mandatory for the
Argosy Model AW-650 Series 100 and
Series 200 airplanes, operated under
registry of the United Kingdom, to
correct reported cracking of the tail
boom skin doubler plates. Failure to
repair cracks could lead to loss of tail
boom structure,

A proposal to amend Part 39 of the
Federal Aviation Regulations to include
an airworthiness directive which
requires the action mentioned above
was published in the Federal Register on
January 15, 1985 (50 FR 5626). The
comment period closed March 18, 1985,
and interested persons have been
afforded an opportunity to participale in
the making of this amendment. No
comments were received,

It is estimated that 2 airplanes of U.S.
registry will be affected by this AD. It
will take approximately 1% hours per
airplane to accomplish the required
inspections. Necessary modification
parts will be locally manufactured and
will require approximately 30 manhours
to install. The average labor cost will be
$40 per manhour. Based on these figures,
the total cost impact of this AD is
estimated to be $2,520.

For the reasons discussed above, the
FAA has determined that this regulation
is not considered to be major under
Executive Order 12291 or significant
under DOT Regulatory Policies and
Procedures (44 FR 11034; February 26,
1979); and it is further certified under the
criteria of the Regulatory Flexibility Act
that this rule will not have a significant
economic effect on a substantial number

of small entities because few, if any,
Argosy Model AW-850 Series 100 and
Series 200 airplanes are operated by
small entities. A final evaluation has
been prepared for this regulation and
has been placed in the dockel. A copy of
it may be obtained by contacting the
person identified under the caption “FOR
FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT."”

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

Accordingly, pursuant to the authority
delegated to me by the Administrator,
the Federal Aviation Administration
amends § 39.13 of Part 39 of the Federal
Aviation Regulations (14 CFR 39.13) as
follows:

1. The authority citation for Part 39
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 48 U.S.C. 1354(a), 1421 and 1423;
40 U.S.C. 108(g) (Revised Pub. L. 87-449,
January 12, 1983); 14 CFR 11.89; and 48 CFR
147,

2. By adding the following new
airworthiness directive:

British Aerospace Argosy: Applies to Argosy
Model AW-850 Series 100 and 200
aircraft Serial Numbers 6651, 6652, 6653,
6656, 6660, 6801, BB02Z, 6803 and 6805,
certificated in all categories. To prevent
possible loss of the vertical fin,
accomplish the following:

A. Within 350 flying hours after the
effective date of this AD, visually inspect the
tail boom frame skin doubler plates, items 5,
8, 7, and 8 on drawing BBH 2702 for cracks in
accordance with British Aerospace Service
Bulletin 55/41 dated May 1984,

B. If no cracks are found, repeat the
inspection at intervals not to exceed 700
flying hours.

C. If any cracks are found, incorporate
repair scheme BBH 2733 within the next 700
flying hours. Incorporation of BBH 2733
eliminates the requirement for the repetitive
inspections required by paragraph A., above.

D. Alternate means of compliance which
provide an acceptable level of safety may be
used when approved by the Manager, Seattle
Aircraft Certification Office. FAA. Northwes!
Mountain Region.

E. Special Rlight permits may be issued in
accordance with FAR 21,187 and 21,189 to
operate ariplanes to a base for the
accomplishment of inspections and
modifications required by this AD.

All persons affected by this directive
who have not already received these
documents from the manufacturer may
obtain copies upon request to British
Aerospace, Inc., Box 17414, Dulles
International Airport, Washington, D.C.
20041. These documents also may be
examined at FAA, Northwest Mountain
Region, 17900 Pacific Highway South,
Seattle, Washington. or Seattle Aircraft
Certification Office, 8010 East Marginal
Way South, Seattle, Washington.

This amendment becomes effective
July 22, 1985.

Issued in Scattle, Washington, on June 5,
1985,
Wayne |. Barlow,
Acting Director, Northwest Mountain Region
{FR Doc. 85-14090 Filed 6-11-85; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE £910-13-M

DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY

Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission

18 CFR Part 271

| Docket No. RM79-76 (Colorado-1);
Appendix to Order No. 124)

High-Cost Gas Produced From Tight
Formations; Colorado; Correction
Issued March 30, 1984.

AGENCY: Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission, DOE,

AcTioN: Correction to final rule.

SUMMARY: This document corrects the
appendix to Order No. 124, a Final Rule
designating portions of the Wattenberg |
Sand Formation as tight formations, The
appendix appeared in the Federal
Register on April 4. 1984 (49 FR 13337)
and contained an incomplete description
of the area excluded from designation as
a tight formation in Docket No. RM79-76
(Colorado-1).

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Frederick W. Peters, (202) 357-8511 or
Victor Zabel, [202) 357-8616.

DATES: This notice was issued June 7,
1885

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
following correction should be made in
FR Doc 84-8882 appearing on page
13338:

On page 13338, the description of the
area of Weld County, Colorado,
excluded from designation as a tight
formation, in “Township 2 North, Range
67 Wesl, 6th P.M.” should read as
follows:

Sections 1-5, 7, 9, 11, 12, 14-18, 18-20, 22-
28, 30, 31 and 33-36: All
Sections 6, 8, 13, 17, and 21: N%
Section 8: S%
Section 32: EV:
Sections 10 and 28: W'k,
Kenneth F. Plumb,
Secretary.
|FR Doc. 14202 Filed 6-11-85; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M
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18 CFR Part 271
[Dockel No, RM79-76-227 (Colorado-1
Amendment Iil) Order No. 425)

High-Cost Gas Produced From Tight
Formations; Colorado
[ssued; June 7, 1985,

AGENCY: Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission, DOE.

AcTION: Final rule,

summARY: Under section 107(c)(5) of the
Natural Gas Policy Act of 1978, the
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission
designates certain types of natural gas
as high-cost gas. High-cost gas is
produced under conditions which
present extraordinary risks or costs and
once designated may receive an
incentive price. Under section 107(c)(5),
the Commission issued a rule
designating natural gas produced from
tight formations as high-cost gas.
Jurisdictional agencies may submit
recommendations of areas for
designation as tight formations. Here the
FERC rejects the recommendation of the
State of Colorado Oil and Gas
Conservation Commission that portions
of the | Sand Formation located in Weld
County, Colorado originally excluded by
the Commission in Order No. 124, be
included in the designated tight
formation under § 271.703(d).

EFFECTIVE DATE: This rule is effective
July 8, 1985,

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Fredrick W. Peters, [202) 357-8115, or
Victor Zabel, (202) 357-8616.

Before Commissioners: Raymond J.
0 Connor, Chairman: Georgiana Sheldon,
AG S]ousn. Oliver G. Richard 11! and Charles
G. Stalon,

On February 24, 1984, the Federal
Energy Regulatory Commission
(Commission) received a
recommendation pursuant to
§ 271.703(d) of the Commission’s
regulations ' from the State of Colorado
Oil and Gas Conservation Commission
(Colorado] that twelve 320-acre drilling
units in the | Sand Formation *
underlying the Wattenberg Field in
Weld County, Colorado, be designated
#s a light formation. The drilling units
were previously excluded from tight
formation designation under
§ 271.703(c)(2)(i)(D). by Order No. 124,
RM79-76 (Colorado-1), issued January
23.1981.% By Order No. 357, Docket No,

18 CFR 271,703(d) (1983},

“The npecified ares underlies about 3,840 scres.
e average depth 10 the top of the | Sand
Farmation is approximately 8000 feet.

'46 FR 9921 (January 30, 1981). A description of
the eleven excluded portions appedrs in the

RM78-76-219 (Colorado-1 Amendment
IT), issued February 6, 1984, Order No.
124 was amended to include one of the
units of the subject recommendation in
the area approved as a tight formation.*
Since this unit currently is in a
designated tight formation area, its
review in the subject recommendation is
moot.

The recommendation toinclude the
previously excluded units in the ] Sand
Formation tight formation description
was proposed in a Notice of Proposed
Rulemaking by the Director, Office of
Pipeline and Producer Regulation
{Director), issued March 22, 1984.%

Background

Under § 271.703(c)(2) of the
Commission's regulations, the
Commission may approve a
recommendation by a jurisdictional
agency that a natural gas formation be
designated a tight formation if certain
geological criteria are met.® Even when
the geological criteria are satisfied, the
jurisdictional agency may not include in
its recommendation a formation, or any
portion of a formation, which was
authorized to be developed by infill
drilling prior to the date of the
recommendation if it is determined that
the formation or portion subject to infill
drilling can be developed absent the
incentive price.”

By Order No. 124, RM79-76
(Colorado-1), issued January 23, 1961,
the Commission designated portions of
the ] Sand Formation as a tight
formation, Order No. 124, as amended
by Order No. 357, excluded the eleven
drilling units at issue here from the tight
formation designation under
§ 271.703(c)(2)(i}(D). Order No. 124
further provided that “the exclusion [of
the drilling units] does not preclude

Appendix to Order No. 124, 49 FR 13337 (April 4,
1884), Colgrado, and the applicant requesting the
tight formation designation, recognize that the
drilling unit described as the “Dier unil,” Township
2 North, Range 67 West, Section 8, S% wus not
excluded in Ordar No. 124, but should have been if
the infill drilling criteria hud been properly spplied.
The Dier unit will be treated for purposes of this
order as I it was excluded by Order No, 124.

449 FR 4938 (Fobruary 9, 1684). The “Johnson-
Niven unit.” Township 2 North, Range 68 West,
Section 13. W,

*48 FR 13378 {April 4, 1984), No comments were
recolved, no party requested a public hearing. and
no hearing was held.

*Section 2170 c)2)1)IA )}-{c) {1984).

"Sectlon 271.703(c)(2)(i)(D} (1084). “Infill drilling"
is defined as “any drilling in a substantislly
developed formation [or a portion thereof) subject
{0 requirements . . , respecting well spacing or
proration units which were umended by the
jurisdictional agency after the formation * * * was
substantially developed and which were adopted
for the purpose of more sffective and efficient
drainuge of the reservoirs in such formations”

§ 271.700(b){6) nesd).

future consideration of these areas as
tight formations, if information and
economic data become available which
show that all or part of the excluded
area would not be developed absent the
incentive price under section 107{c)(5)."

By Order No. 137-A, RM78-76
{Colorado-3), issued June 17, 1981," the
Commission described the type of
economic data jurisdictional agencies
must provide to qualify previously
excluded portions of tight formation
subject o infill drilling. To demonstrate
that the excluded area presents
extraordinary risks or costs which
prohibit further development at existing
prices, data should address factors such
as the actual impact that the incentive
price would have on encouraging
production from the excluded area and
why currently available prices are not
adequate to provide economic incentives
to produce [from the area].®
To obtain such data, Colorado convened
a hearing on September 19, 1983.'°
Discussion

Review of Colorado's submission
reveals the absence of economic data
which show that the excluded area
presents extraordinary risks or costs
which prohibit further development at
existing prices. <

The units were excluded from the
original | Sand Formation tight
formation designation for two reasons:
(1) The units were authorized to be
developed by infill drilling prior to the
date of the recommendation for tight
formation status, and (2) there were no
economic data to support the need for
an incentive price. Indeed, infill drilling
orders suggest that development has
begun. Other evidence to explain why
an incentive price is nontheless
necessary may be offered, even at a
later date, but must demonstrate
extraordinary costs and risks which
prohibit further development at existing
prices.

If the proposed drilling of additional
wells on ten of the eleven units at issue
took place, the wells would qualify
under NGPA section 103 and produce
from a depth greater than 5,000 feet.
Drilling on the eleventh unit has already
begun. The Haley-Gumeson No. 2 well Y
was spudded on December 15, 1981, and
has a section 103 determination. This
well would qualify for the section 107

*46 FR 32235 (June 22. 1961).

*Order No. 137-A, 15 FERC § 61,277 at 61,626

" Coloredo Cavse No, NG-3-4.

! Located In Township 2 North, Range 67 West,
Section 32 E %
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price. retroactively, if designated us a
tight fermation. ™

Staff analysis of cost and production
data submitied by Colorado reveals that
al the section 103 price, the project
would yield a rate of return in excess of
19.9 percent before income taxes.
Further, under section 121 of the Natural
Gas Policy Act of 1978, ™ and Order Nos.
406, 406-A. and 406-B, the Haley-
Gumeson No, 2 well gas was
deregulated on January 1, 1985, Gas
produced from (he other units similarly
would become deregulated wpon
receiving a section 103 determination.
Therefore, the price at which sl of the
subject gas is sold should be established
by the market regardless of the
disposition of this application for tight
formation status. .

The Commission Orders.

Based on the discussion herein, the
Commission rejects the recommendation
of the State of Colorado Oil and Gas
Conservation Commission that portions
of the | Sand Formation. underlying
Weld County, Colorado, be included in
the description of the tight formation
designation as set oul in Commission
Order No. 124.

By the Commission.
Kenneth F. Plumb,
Secretary.
|FR Doc. 85-14201 Filed 6-11-85; 8:45 am|
BILLING COOE 6717-07-M

DEPARTMENT OF fHE TREASURY
Customs Service

19 CFR Part 4

[7.0. 85-87)

Customs Regulations Amendment
Adding Iretand and Sweden to List of
Countries Whose Pleasure Vessels Are
Entitled To Be Issued U.S. Cruising
Licenses

Correction

In FR Doc. 85-11848 beginning on page
20000 in the issue of Tuesday, May 21,
1965, make the following correction: On
page 20901, in the second column, in the
Authority citation, the second entry for
“Section 4.7 should read “Section 4.7a™.

BILLING COOE 1505-0%-M

" The underlying contract provides for paymeat
of $4.00 per MMbiu upon classificalion sy u tight
formation,

115 1.S.C. 3501-34302. 19635 and Order No. 400,
Docket No. RMB4-14. 28 FERC § 01202 (1684}, Order
No. 406-A. 28 FERC § 61,335 [1084), Order No. 406~
1, 30 FERC Y 61,152 [1885),

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND
HUMAN SERVICES

Food and Drug Administration

21 CFR Part 540

Penicillin Antibiotic Drugs for Animal
Use: Amouxicillin Trihydrate Film-
Coated Tablets

AGENCY: Food and Drug Administration,
AcCTION: Final rufe.

SUMMARY: The Faod and Brug
Administration (FDA) is amending the
new animal drug regulations ta reflect
approval of a supplemental new animal
drug application (NADA) filed by
Beecham Laboratories for use of a 150-
milligram ameoxicillin wblet for treating
certain bacterial infections in dogs.
EFFECTIVE DATE: June 12, 1985.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Patricia N. Cushing, Center for
Veterinary Medicine (HFV-142), Food
and Drug Administration, 5600 Fishers
Lane, Rockville, MD 20857, 301-443~
1788.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Beecham
Laboratories, Division of Beecham, Inc.,
Bristol, TN 37620, filed a supplement to
NADA 55-078 which covers use of
amoxicillin trihydrate film-coated
tablets In dogs for the treatment af
infections of the respiratory tract
(tonsillitis, tracheobronchitis],
genitourinary tract [cystitis),
gastrointestinal tract (bacterial
gastroenteritis), and soft tissues
{abscesses, lacerations, wounds),
caused by susceptible strains of
Staphylococcus aureus, Streplococcus
spp.. Escherichia coli, Proteus mirabilis,
and bacterial dermatitis caused by
Staphylococcus aureus, Sreplococeus
spp., and Proteus mirabilis.

The supplement covers use of a tablet
containing 150 milligrams of amoxicillin,
us amoxicillin trihydrate. NADA 55-078
was originally approved by @ final rule
published in the Federal Register of
February 4, 1976 {41 FR 5083) which
covered use of 50-, 100-, and 200-
milligram tablets of amuxicillin, as
amoxicillin tribydrate, {or use in dogs. A
supplement published in the Federal
Register of September 27, 1977 (42 FR
49453), added the 400-milligram tablets.
The supplement for the 150-milligram
tablet is approved and the regulations
are amended to reflect the approval.

The freedom of information summary
made available under the provisions of
Part 20 {21 CFR Part 20} and
§ 514.11(e)(2)(i7) (21 CFR 514.11(e)(2)(01)).
which consisted of a summary of safety
and effectiveness data and information
submitted to support approval of this
original application, applies also to this
supplemental application and may be

seen in the Dockets Managemant Branch

(HFA~305), Food and Drug

Administration. Rm. 4-62, 5800 Fishers

Lane, Rockville, MD 20857, from 9 ia.m

to 4 p.m., Monday through Friday.

The agency has determined under 21
CFR 25.24(d)(1)(i) (April 28, 1985 50 FR
16636) that this action is of a lype tha
does not individually or cumulatively
have a significant effect on the humon
environment. Therefore, neither an
environmental assessment nor an
environmental impact statement is
required.

List of Subjects in 21 CFR Part 530
Animal drugs. Antibiotics. penicillin
Therefore, under the Federal Food.

Drug, and Cosmetic Act and under

authority delegated ta the Commissioner

of Food and Drugs and redelegated to
the Center for Velerinary Medicine, Pur!

540 is amended as follows:

PART 540—PENICILLIN ANTIBIOTIC
DRUGS FOR ANIMAL USE

1. The authority citation for Purt 540
continues to read as follows:

Authority: Sec. 512,82 Stat. 343-351 (21
U.S.C. 380b); 21 CFR 510 and 563,

§540.103a [Amended)

2. In § 540.103a Amoxicillin trihyiro!
film-coated tablets in paragraph (al(1)
by revising the phrase 50, 100, 200, or
400 milligrams of amoxicillin.” to read
“50, 100, 150, 200 or 400 milligrams of
amoxicillin."

Dated: June 5, 1985.

Marvin A. Norcrass,

Acting Jssociate Director for Scientifi
Evalualion.

[FR Doc. 85-14074 Filed 6-11-85. 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 4160-01-M

DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND
URBAN DEVELOPMENT

Office of the Assistant Secretary for
Housing—Federal Housing
Commissioner

24 CFR Parts 215, 236, and 813

[Docket Nos. R-85-981 and 85-1163; FR-
2083]

Delayed Implementation of Income
Definitions for the Section 8 Housing
Assistance Payments, Rent
Supplement, and Section 236
Programs

AGENCY: Office of the Assistant
Secretary for Housing—Federal Housing
Commissioner. HUD.
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acTioN: Final rule.

suMMARY: The Department published
rules concerning definition of income,
income limits, rent and reexamination of
family income on May 10, 1984 (49 FR
19025) for the Section 8 Housing
Assistance programs and on July 23,

1984 (49 FR 29580} for the Rent
Supplement and Section 238 programs.
Those rules stated that the new
definitions of Annual Income and
Adjusted Income were to be used for all
income reexaminations conducted on or
after October 1, 1884 (corresponding to
rent calculations effective on on after
January 1, 1985), and that a recalculation
of rent due for the period from October
1, 1984 until the effective date of the first
reexamination using the new definitions
of Annual Income and Adjusted Income
would be made to determine whether a
rent rebate was due for that period. This
final rule revises the portions of those
rules that prescribe the timing for
implementation. This revision is based
on the Secretary's determination that it
wis impracticable for owners to start
using the new definitions as early as
October 1, 1984, and that

implementation must be delayed until
HUD forms and instructions are
available. No benefits accruing to
tenants under those rules will be
forfeited,

EFFECTIVE DATE: August 1, 1985,

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
For the Section 8 Existing Housing
Certificate Program and Moderate
Rehabilitation Program, Madeline
Hastings, Director, Existing Housing
Division, Office of Elderly and Assisted
Housing, Department of Housing and
Urban Development, 451 Seventh Street,
SW.. Washington, D.C. 20410, telephone
(202) 755-6887; for all other programs,
lames ]. Tahash, Director, Program
Planning Division, Office of Multifamily
Housing Management, telephone (202)
426-3944, [These are not toll-free
lelephone numbers.)

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
Department published a final rule on
May 10, 1984 (49 FR 19925) entitled
Definition of Income, Income Limits,
Rent and Reexamination of Family
Income for the Section 8 Housing
Assistance Payments Programs (“new
rle”), with a stated effective date of
luly 1. 1984. Section 813.110 of that rule
provided that the applicability of the
definitions of Annual Income and
Adjusted Income contained in the rule
was delayed until reexaminations
tonducted on or after October 1, 1084,

“due to the need for distribution of
instructions and forms, instruction of
PHA and Owner staffs, and similar
administrative adjustments."”

Similarly, an interim rule was
published on July 23, 1984 (49 FR 29580),
entitled Definition of Income, Rents and
Recertification of Family Income for the
Rent Supplement and Section 236
Programs (“new rule"), with a stated
effective date of October 1, 1984,
Sections 215.56 and 236.81 contained
provisions similar to § 813.110, requiring
income reexaminations that are
conducted on or after October 1, 1984 to
use the new definitions of Annual
Income and Adjusted Income.

The statutory changes being
implemented by the new rules involve
not only changes in definitions of
Annual Income and Adjusted Income,
but also other changes, including
application of a ten percent annual cap
on rent increases resulting from
statutory and regulatory changes, a
special rent calculation for some tenants
converted from one form of housing
assistance to another, and a limit on the
number of applicants with incomes
between 50 and 80 percent of median
income that can be approved to receive
assistance under the Section 8 and
Public Housing programs. Because the
new rules involve many complex issues,
and HUD is concerned that the
calculations under the new rules be
done correctly, we decided (and
§ 813.110 provided) not to require
implementation until PHAs and project
owners had been provided an
opportunity to establish procedures to
carry out the requirements of the
regulations.

The Section 8 program is divided into
two major categories: Those programs
where determinations of family
eligibility and tenant payment are the
responsibility of the project owner, and
those programs where these functions
are the responsibility of the PHA that
administers the HAP contract. The
programs in the latter category include
the Section 8 Existing Housing
Certificate Program (often referred to as
“Finders-Keepers™) and the Moderate
Rehabilitation program, both
administered under Part 882 of this
chapter, as well as the new Housing
Voucher program. Section 8 programs in
the first category include the Section 8
New Construction and Substantial
Rehabilitation programs and certain
variations on the Section 8 Existing
Housing Program where the subsidy is
tied to specific projects and units. This

category of programs will be referred to
in this rule as “project-based.”

With respect to the project-based
Section 8 programs (i.e., programs
administered under Parts 880, 881, 883
888) and the Rent Supplement and
Section 236 programs, we believed in
September 1984 that we could provide
forms and instructions for the new rule
in October 1984. On September 17, 1984,
the Assistant Secretary for Housing-
Federal Housing Commissioner
informed HUD Field Offices that they
should advise project owners that forms
and instructions would not be available
before October 1, 1984, but were
expected to be available the third week
in October. On November 21, 1984, the
Deputy Assistant Secretary for Housing-
Deputy Federal Housing Commissioner
informed the HUD Field Offices that the
Housing and Community Development
Technical Amendments Act of 1984 had
been enacted, requiring the addition of a
new deduction from income for
handicapped assistance expenses,
which would cause additional changes
in the forms and instructions, and hence
further delay their issuance. The Field
Offices were instructed to advise project
owners to continue lo use the old forms
and instructions until the revised ones
were available. In the meantime, some
private housing consultants trained
owner and PHA staffs on the draft forms
and instructions for implementation of
the new rules. Final forms and
instructions were signed on March 7,
1985 and are now being printed and
distributed.

In the Section 8 Existing Housing
Certificate and Moderate Rehabilitation
programs, there has been no
administrative barrier to implementing
24 CFR Part 813 in accordance with the
schedule in 24 CFR 813.110, Transition
Provisions. In addition, because of the
greater degree of autonomy afforded to
PHASs by Section 2 of the United States
Housing Act of 1937 (“the 1937 Act”)
and the fact that PHAs are government
bodies, HUD traditionally gives PHAs
more latitude than private owners to
develop their own procedures. Some
PHAs have proceeded to implement the
provisions of 24 CFR Part 813 based on
the regulation itself, as well as their
experience with the public housing
program, which has almost identical
requirements (see 24 CFR Part 913),

Other PHAs, however, have hesitated
to implement the provisions of 24 CFR
Part 813 in their Section 8 Existing
Housing Certificate and Moderate
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Rehabilitation programs because of their
desire for additional technicel
assistance from HUD. Although HUD
initially expected that the delay
established in 24 CFR Part 813.110
would be sufficient to respond to the
anticipated needs of the PHAs in this
regard, we have not yet been able to
provide technical assistance directly to
the PHASs. Therefore, we are making this
additional delay applicable to the
Section 8 Existing Housing Certificate
and Moderate Rehabilitation programs
to cover those PHAs that have not yet
implemented 24 CFR Part 813.

Section 206(d)(1) of the Housing and
Urban-Rural Recovery Act of 1983 (Pub.
L. 98-181, approved November 30, 1983)
provides that (notwithstanding certain
other provisions of the Housing and
Community Development Act of 1981
which the abové rules seek to
implement), the Secretary “may provide
for delayed applicability . . . of the
procedures for determining
rents . . . required by such provisions if
the Secretary determines that immediate
application of such procedures would be
impracticable . . ."

Under the authority of Section
206(d)(1) of the 1983 Act, taking into
account the complexity of the new
procedures, the Secretary had
determined that implementation of the
new rules by owners and PHAs on
October 1. 1984 was impracticable and
had to be delayed. HUD is now
amending the rules to require all owners
and PHAs to implement the new rules
for examinations for admission and
reexaminations with effective dates on
or after August 1, 1985.

This delay in implementation will not
alfect a tenant’s underlying rights. but
will merely delay receipt of the full
benefits of reduced rents in the cases
where the new procedures are favarable
to the tenanl. Tenants whose rents
would have decreased for the period
from Oclober 1, 1984 to the next
reexamination date on or after August 1,
1985 had the new rule been implemenated
for that period will receive a rent rebate,
based on the recalculation required by
§§ 813,110, 215.56 and 236.81. Tenants
whose rents would have increased as &
result of the new procedures will not be
required to make any additional
payment for the period starting with
October 1, 1984 during which they
effectively underpaid their rents.

The following examples iflustrate in
general terms the effect of this delayed
implementation on a few common
situations: (1) A tenant firs! receiving
Rent Supplement assistance before
October 1, 1984; (2) a family first
recelving Section 236 Rental Assistance
Payments after October 1. 1984 and

before August 1, 1985; (3) a family in a
Section 8 project that has paid more
than it would have paid from October 1,
1984 to the reexamination effective date
had the new rule been implemented for
that period; and (4} a family in a Section
8 project that has paid less than it would
have paid from October 1, 1884 to the
reexamination effective date had the
new rule been implemented for that
period. These examples do not attempt
to cover all the possible factors. The
forms and instructions must be followed
to correctly determine the rent of any
particular family.

Example (1)

A family first received Rent
Supplement assistance on June 1, 1984.
Thus, the definitions of Annual Income
and Adjusted Income used in performing
the income examination effective June 1,
were those under the pre-July 1984 rules.
When the date for processing the
family’s first annual reexamination
came, on March 1, 1985, the project
owner did not have the new
implementation procedures available.
Therefore, the old rule’s procedures
were used for this first post-October 1,
1984 reexamination. At the first annual
reexamination processed under the new
rule, the family’s rental payment for the
period October 1, 1984 to the date the
rent calculation under the new rule is
effective, is recalculated under § 215.56,
using the income data available for the
initial examination and the new
definitions of Annual Income and
Adjusted Income, and the ten percent
cap on annual rent increases is applied.
This recalculated rent is then used as
described in examples 3 and 4. The
rental payment effective for the next 12
months is based on new income data
and the new procedures,

Example (2)

A family first received Section 236
Rental Assistance Payments on
November 1, 1984. Since implementing
procedures for the new rule were not yet
available when the family’s examination
was being processed. the old definitions
were applied. At the first reexamination
processed under the new rule, the
family’s rental payment for the period
from November 1, 1984 to the date the

.renl calculated under the new rule is

effective, is recaloulated under § 236.81,
similar to the recalculation in example
(1). However, the ten percent cap on
rental increases is not applied. since the
family first received Rental Asgistance
Payments after October 1. 1984, and,
therefore, should have paid, under the
statutes and regulations then in effect, a
rental payment calculated under the
new rule from the date of certification of

eligibility for the Rental Assistance
Payments program.,

Example (3)

A family in occupancy in a Section 8
project on September 30, 1984, whose
head is 63 years of age and which
contains five dependents, qualified in
November, 1984 for the following
deductions under the respective rules:

Old Rule:
Minor deduction ... 5% $300=381.500
Maedical deduction ... 500
Unusual expense deduc-
tion Rt it 2,000
(oo AL LR el 4,000
New Rule:
Dependent deduction ......... §X $480=52.400
Medical deduction ............... 500
Child care deduction.......... 2.000
Elderly deduction ... SIS b 400
Total 5.300

With an Annual Income of $12,000
(based on the old rule), the monthly
rental payments due under the old rule
and under § 813.110(f) of the new rule
based on 30 percent of adjusted income
would be $200.00 and $167.50.
respectively.

If the family were current in its
payments to the owner and it had paid
$200 for its rental payment from October
1, 1984 until November 1, 1985 (the date
the rent calculated under the new rule is
effective), it would then be entitled 1o &
total rent rebate of $422.50 (13 months
times the difference between the old and
recalculated rents). Its rental payment
starting on November 1, 1985 would be
based on new income data and the new
rule.

Example (4)

A nonelderly family in pecupancy in 4
Section 8 project on September 30, 1954
with two dependents and significant
medical expenses would praduce quite
different result:

Old Rule:
Minor deduoction ...
Medica! deduction ..............
Unusgual expense deduce

28300 =S600 *
1.0

RO RY i/ v 3,600
New Rule:
Dependent dedoction ...
Medical deduction ...
Child care deduction

TolRl iraassttorrs TR

With an Annual Income of $10,000
[based on the old rule), the monthly
rental payments due under the old rule
and under § 813.110{f) of the new rule
based on 30 percent of adjusted incom!
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would be $160.00 and $176.00,
respectively.

In this case, the family would have
cifectively underpaid for the period from
October 1, 1984 until its first
reexamination under the new rule. The
family would consequently nof receive a
rent rebale, but neither would it be
required under § §13.110(g] lo pay any
additional rental payment for the prior
period because of the difference in rents
under the old and new rules. The family
would simply start paying rent at the
new level.

Use of Final Rule

This rule is being published as a final
rule without prior notice and comment.
Notice and comment procedures are
considered to be contrary to the public
interest for two reasons: First, any delay
in effectuating the changes made by this
rule would disserve the public interest,
because the delay would perpetuate an
implementation date which has proved
to be impossible. Second, it would
frustrate Congressional policy to delay
the implementation date any longer than
absolutely necessary. The
implementation date contained here is
the carliest precticable date. Morever,
since benefits will be calculated
retroactively to October 1, 1984—the
unaltered date for the accrual of
benefits for families whose income was
reexumined under the old rule after
October 1, 1984—and since proper
rebates will be made, this necessary
delay in implementation will not deprive
families of any substantive right.

Findings and Certifications

Findings of No Significant Impact with
respect to the environment were made
in accordance with HUD regualtions in
24 CFR Part 50 that implement secfion
102(2)(C) of the National Environmental
Policy Act of 1969, 42 U.S.C. 4332, in
connection with the rules that are being
amended herein. Those Findings of No
Significunt Impact are applicable to this
e amending those rules, and the
Findings are available for public
Inspection and copying during regular
business hours in the Office of the Rules
Docket Clerk, Room 10278, 451 Seventh
Street, SW., Washington, D.C. 20410,

This rule does not constitute a “major
fule” as that term is defined in section
1) of thé Executive Order on Federal
Regulation issued by the President on
February 17, 1081, Analysis of the rules
indicates that it does not: 1) Have an
snnual effect on the economy of $100
million or more, (2] cause a major
ncrease in cosls ar prices for
tonsumers, 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 rules does not have a
significant economic impact on a
substantial number of small entities,
because it recognizes the need for most
owners and PHAS to have HUD forms
and instructions before implementing
the new income definition rules.

This rule was not listed on any
Semiannual Agenda of Regulations
published pursuant to Executive Order
12291 and the Regulatory Flexibility Act.

The Catalog of Domestic Assistance
Numbers are 14.103, 14.149 and 14.156.

List of Subjects

_ 24 CFR Port 215

Crant programs—housing and
community development, Rent
subsidies.

24 CFR Part 236

Low and moderate income housing,
Mortgage insurance, Rent subsidies.

24 CFR Part 813

Lower income housing, Rent
subsidies, Utilities.

Accordingly, the Department amends
24 CFR Parts 215, 236 and 813 as follows:

PART 215—RENT SUPPLEMENT
PAYMENTS

1. The authority citation for 24 CFR
Part 215 is revised to read as set forth
below and any authority citation
following any section in Part 215 is
removed:

Authority: Sec. 101(g), Housing and Urban
Development Act of 1985, (12 U.S.C. 1701s);
sec. 7(d), Department of Housing end Urban
Development Act (42 U.S.C. 3535(d)).

2. Section 215.56 is revised lo read as
follows:

§215.56 Transition provision.

(a) Admissions and reexaminations
effective on or after August 1, 1985. All
regular and interim reexaminations and
examinations for admission that are to
be effective on or after August 1, 1985,
and determinations of Annual Income,
Adjusted Income, Total Tenant Payment
and Tenan! Rent based thereon, shall be
made in accordance with the July 1984
revisions to §§ 215.1, 215.21, 215.45 and
215.55.

r

(b) Optional interim reexamination.
Each owner shall have the right, at its
discretion, to require any Qualified
Tenant who paid an assisted rent on or
after October 1, 1984, that was based on
the rule in effect before October 1, 1964,
to undergo an interim reexamination
and determination of Annual Income,
Adjusted Income, Total Tenant Payment
and Tenant Rent based thereon, in
accordance with the July 1984 revisions
to §§ 215.1, 215.21, 215.45 and 215.55,
before the next regularly scheduled
reexamination for such Qualified
Tenant,

(c) Calculation of retroactive
adjustment. For all Qualified Tenants,
other than those whose examination for
admission was based on the July 1984
revisions to §§ 215.1, 215.21, 215.45 and
215.55, the owner shall make an
additional calculation, at the first
reexamination using the 1984 revisions,
with respect to the period between
October 1, 1984 and the effective date of
such reexamination. An adjusted Total
Tenant Payment shall be calculated for
such period, in accordance with HUD
administrative instructions, on the basis
of:

(1) The Annual Income determined for
such period in accordance with
regulations and procedures in effect
immediately before October 1, 1984;

{2) The Dependent and Elderly Family
deductions prescribed in the definition
of Adjusted Income in § 215.1;

(3) Medical Expenses and
Handicapped Assistance Expenses as
prescribed in HUD administrative
instructions implementing the definition
of Adjusted Income in § 215.1, as
adapted to conform to section 102(b){3)
of the Housing and Community
Development Technical Amendments
Act of 1984;

(4) Unusual Expenses taken into
account in the calculation of Adjusted
Income for such period in accordance
with regulations and procedures in
effect immediately before October 1,
1984, but only if such Unusual Expenses
qualify as Child Care Expenses as
defined in § 215.1; and

(5) The percentage applied to one-
twelfth of the tenant's Adjusted Income
in accordance with regulations and
procedures in effect immediately before
October 1, 1984, to determine the actual
monthly rental charge during such
period.

(d) Actual adjustments. (1) If the
adjusted monthly rental charge
calculated under paragraph (c) of this
section is higher than or equal to the
actual monthly rental charge for the
applicable period, no adjustment shall
be made. If the adjusted monthly renta!
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charge calculated under paragraph (c) of
this section is lower than the actual
monthly rental charge for the applicable
period, the amount of such difference
shall be offset first against any amounts
due from the tenant to the owner, and
any remaining balance is the amount
due the tenant. This amount due the
tenant may be paid to the tenant; or it
may be applied as a credit to the Tenant
Rent due immediately after the effective
date of the reexamination; or, if the
amount due to a tenant exceeds 25
percent of the Total Tenant Payment
due from such tenant, it may be applied
as a credit in not more than four
installments.

(2) If a Qualified Tenant vacates a
unit on of after October 1, 1984, and
before the first reexamination based on
the July 1984 revisions to §§ 215.1,
215.21, 215.45 and 215.55, the owner shall
notify the Qualified Tenant of the
possibility of a rent adjustment for the
period commencing October 1, 1984,
subject to the requirement of a request
therefor (made not later than 60 days
after the owner sends the notice)
together with notification of a current
address to which any refund can be
sent. For any tenant making such a
timely request, the owner shall make all
calculations necessary to determine
whether an adjustment is due to the
tenant under this paragraph (d) and, if
80, the amount of any such adjustment
shall be offset first against any amount
due from the tenant to the owner, and
any balance shall be refunded to the
tenant,

(e) Increased subsidy needs. If an
owner notifies HUD that its subsidy
needs exceed the amount available
under its contract with HUD as a result
of reduced rental income caused by
implementation of the July 1984
revisions to §§ 215.1, 215.21, 215.45 and
215.55, HUD will follow regular
procedures appropriate to the
circumstances.

PART 236—MORTGAGE INSURANCE
AND INTEREST REDUCTION
PAYMENTS FOR RENTAL PROJECTS

3. The authority citation for 24 CFR
Part 236 is revised to read as set forth
below and any authority citation
following any section in Part 236 is
removed:

Authority: Secs. 211 and 236 of the National
Housing Act (12 US.C, 1715b and 17152z-1);
sec. 7{d), Department of Housing and Urban
Development Act (42 U.S.C. 3535(d)).

4. Section 236,81 is revised to read as
follows:

§236.81 Transition provision.

(a) Admissions and reexaminations
effective on or after August 1, 1985. All
regular and interim reexaminations and
examinations for admission that are to
be effective on or after August 1, 1985,
and determinations of Annual Income,
Adjusted Income, Total Tenant Payment
and Tenant Rent based thereon, shall be
made in accordance with the July 1984
revisions to §§ 236.2, 236.3, 236.55 {(or
§ 236.735, if applicable).

(b) Optional interim reexamination.
Each owner shall have the right, at its
discretion, to require any Qualified
Tenant who paid an assisted rent on or
after October 1, 1984, that was based on
the rule in effect before October 1, 1984,
to undergo an interim reexamination,
and determination of Annual Income,
Adjusted Income, Total Tenant
Payment, and Tenant Rent based
thereon, in accordance with the July
1984 revisions to §§ 236.3, 236.55, and
236.735, before the next regularly
scheduled reexamination for such
Qualified Tenant.

(c) Calculation of retroactive
adjustment. For all Qualified Tenants,
other than those whose examination for
admission was based on the July 1984
revisions to §§ 236.2, 236.3, 236.55 and
236.735, the owner shall make an
additional calculation, at the first
reexamination using the 1984 revisions,
with respect to the period between
October 1, 1984 and the effective date of
such reexamination. An adjusted Total
Tenant Payment (or Tenant Rent for
tenants not receiving the benefit of
Rental Assistance Payments) shall be
calculated for such period, in
accordance with HUD administrative
instructions, on the basis of:

(1) The Annual Income determined for
such period in accordance with
regulations and procedures in effect
immediately before October 1, 1984;

(2) The Dependent and Elderly Family
deductions prescribed in the definition
of Adjusted Income in § 236.2;

(3) Medical Expenses and
Handicapped Assistance Expenses as

. prescribed in HUD administrative

instructions implementing the definition
of Adjusted Income in § 236.2, as
adapted to conform to section 102(b)(3)
of the Housing and Community
Development Technical Amendments
Act of 1984;

(4) Unusual Expenses taken into
account in the calculation of Adjusted
Income for such period in accordance
with regulations and procedures in
effect immediately before October 1,
1984, but only if such Unusual Expenses
qualify as Child Care Expenses as
defined in § 236.2; and

(5) The percentage applied to one-
twelfth of the tenant's Adjusted income
in accordance with regulations and
procedures in effect immediately before
October 1, 1984, to determine the actual
monthly rental charge during such
period.

(d) Actual Adjustments. (1) If the
adjusted rental charge calculated under
paragraph (c) of this section is higher
than or equal to the actual monthly
rental charge for the applicable period,
no adjustment shall be made. If the
adjusted monthly rental charge
caloulated under paragraph (c) of this
section is lower than the actual monthly
rental charge for the applicable period,
the amount of such difference shall be
offset first against any amounts due
from the tenant to the owner, and any
remaining balance is the amount due the
tenant, This amount due the tenant may
be paid to the tenant; or it may applied
as a credit to the Total Tenant Payment
or Tenant Rent, as appropriate, due
immediately after the effective date of
the reexamination; or, if the amount due
to a tenant exceeds 25 percent of the
Total Tenant Payment or Tenant Rent,
as appropriate, due from such tenant, it
may be applied as a credit in not more
than four installments.

(2) If a Qualified Tenant vacates a
unit on or after October 1, 1984, and
before the first reexamination based on
the July 1984 revisions to §§ 236.2, 236.3,
236.55 and 236.735, the owner shall
notify the Qualified Tenant of the
possibility of a rent adjustment for the
period commencing October 1, 1984,
subject to the requirement of a request
therefor (made not later than 60 days
after the owner sends the notice)
together with notification of a current
address to which any refund can be
sent. For any tenant making such a
timely request, the owner shall make all
calculations necessary to determine
whether an adjustment is due to the
tenant under this paragraph (d) and, if
so, the amount of any such adjustment
shall be offset first against any amounts
due from the tenant to the owner, and
any balance shall be refunded to the
tenant.

(e) Increased subsidy needs. If an
owner notifies HUD that its subsidy
needs exceed the amount available
under its contract with HUD as a resul!
of reduced rental income caused by
implementation of the revisions to
§§ 238.2, 236.3, 236.55 and 236,735, HUD
will follow regular procedures
appropriate to the circumstances.
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PART 813—DEFINITION OF INCOME,
INCOME LIMITS, RENT AND
REEXAMINATION OF FAMILY INCOME
FOR THE SECTION 8 HOUSING
ASSISTANCE PAYMENTS PROGRAMS
AND RELATED PROGRAMS

5. The authority citation for 24 CFR
Part 813 is revised to read as set forth
below and any authority citation
following any section in Part 813 is
removed:

Authority: Secs. 8, 5{b), 8, and 16, United
States Housing Act of 1987 (42 U.S.C. 1437a,
1437¢, 14371, and 1437n}); sec. 7{(d]. Department
of Housing and Urban Development Act (42
US.C, 3535(d)).

§813.107 [Amended]

6. Section 813.107(c)(6) is amended (1)
by removing the phrase “conducted on
or after Oclober 1, 1984" in the four
places where it appears, and
substituting in its place "“using the 1984
revised definitions of income"”; (2] by
Inserting after the phrase “any
remaining balance shall be” the words
“the amount due to the Family. This
amount due the Family may be paid to
the Family, or it may be"; (3] by
removing the phrase “credit to the Total
Tenant Payment" and substituting in its
place “credit to the Tenant Rent'’; and
{4) by inserting after the phrase “any
amounts due from the Family and" the
phrase “any Section 8 damage and rent
claims HUD has paid to the Owner on
the Family's behaif, and",

7. Section 813,110 is revised lo read as
follows:

1813.110 Transition provision.

(a) Delayed implementation for rent
colculations. This Part is effective on
July 1, 1984. However, implementation of
the definitions of Annual Income and
Adjusted Income contained in this Purt
shall take place in time to be applied to
examinations for admission and
reexaminations effective on or after
August 1, 1985.

(b) Examinations and reexaminotions
effective before August 1, 1885, In the
case df the following categories of
lenants, the PHA or Owner shall
conduct the examination or
reexamination as scheduled and may
determine the tenant's contribution in
accordance with regulations and
procedures in effect immediately before
July 1, 1084 (including the percentage to
be applied to adjusted income in the
tase of such tenants pursuant to
1 813,107 based on the effective date of
P examination or reexamination): (1)
Any current tenant for whom the
txamination or regularly scheduled

reexamination process started on or
after July 1, 1984, and whose
examination or reexamination was
effective before August 1, 1985; (2)
current tenants forswhom interim
reexaminations have effective dates
during that period; and (3] applicants for
admission whose initial examinations
have an effective date during that
period.

(c) Admissions. On or after July 1,
1984, and before August 1, 1985, for
purposes of application of §§ 813.103
and 813.105, a Family will be determined
to be a Lower-Income Family or a Very
Low-Income Family on the basis of a
determination of Annual Income made
in accordance with regulations and
procedures in effect immediately before
July 1, 1984. The admission of any
Family on such basis before August 1,
1985, shall not be effected by a
recalculation of Annual Income
pursuant to this Part effective on or after
August 1, 1985,

(d) Admissions and Reexaminations
effective on or after August 1, 1985. All
regular or interim reexaminations, or
examinations for admission, effective on
or afler August 1, 1985, and
determinations of Annual Income,
Adjusted Income, Total Tenant Payment
and Tenant Rent based thereon, shall be
made in accordance with the
requirements of this Part.

(¢) Optional Interim Reexamination.
Each PHA or Owner shall have the right,
at its discretion, to require any Family
that paid an assisted rent on or after
October 1, 1984, that was based on the
rule in effect before July 1, 1984, to
undergo an interim reexamination, and
determination of Annual Income,
Adjusted Income, Total Tenant
Payment, and Tenant Rent based
thereon, in accordance with the
requirements of this Part, before the
next regularly scheduled reexamination
for such Family.

(f) Calculation of Retroactive
Adjustment. For all Families, other than
those whose examination for admission
was based on the revised definitions of
Annual Income and Adjusted Income
established in this Part, the PHA or
Owner shall make an additional
calculation at the time of the first
regulur or interim reexamination using
the 1984 revisions, with respect to the
period between October 1, 1984, and the
effective date of such reexamination. An
adjusted tenant rental payment shall be
calculated for such period, in
accordance with HUD administrative
instructions, on the basis of:

(1) The Annual Income determined for
such period in accordance with
regulations and procedures in effect
immediately before July 1, 1984;

(2) The Dependent and Elderly Family
deductions prescribed by § 813.102;

{3) Estimated Medical Expenses and
Handicapped Assistance Expenses as
prescribed in HUD administrative
instructions implementing the definition
of Adjusted Income in § 813.102, as
adapted to conform to section 102[b){3)
of the Housing and Community
Development Technical Amendments
Act of 1984;

(4) Unusual Expenses taken into
account in the calculation of Annual
Income After Allowances for such
period in accordance with regulations
and procedures in effect immediately
before July 1, 1984, but only if such
unusual expenses qualify as Child Care
Expenses as defined in § 813.102.

(5) The percentage applied to Monthly
Adjusted Income in accordance with
regulations and procedures in effect
immediately before July 1, 1984, to
determine the rental payment actually
charged during such period.

(g) Actual adjustments. (1) If the
adjusted tenant rental payment
calculated under paragraph (f} is higher
than or equal to the tenant payment
actually charged for the applicable
period, no adjustment shall be made, If
the adjusted tenant rental payment
calculated under paragraph ([} is lower
than the tenant rental payment actually
charged for the applicable period, the
amount of such difference shall first be
offset against any amounts due from the
Family to the PHA or Owner and any
remaining balance shall be the amount
due to the Family. This amaqunt due the
Family may be paid ta the Family: or it
may be applied as a credit to the Tenant
Rent due immediately after the effective
date of the reexamination; or, if the
amount due to a Family exceeds 25
percent of the Total Tenant Payment
due from such Family, it may be applied
as a credit in not more than four
ingtallments.

(2) If a Family vacates a unit on or
after October 1, 1984, and before the
first reexamination based on the revised
definitions of Annual Income and
Adjusted Income established in this
Part, the PHA or Owner will notify the
Family of the possibility of a rent
adjustment for the period commencing
October 1, 1984, subject to the
requirement of a request therefor (made
no! later than 60 days after the owner
sends the notice) together with
notification of a current address to
which any refund can be senl. For any
Family making such a timely request,
the PHA or Owner will make all
calculations necessary to determine
whether an adjustment is due to the
Family pursuant to this subsection (g)




24622

Federal Register / Vol. 50, No. 113 / Wednesday, June 12, 1985 / Rules and Regulations

and, if so, the amount of any such
udjustment will first be offset against
uny amounts due from the Family to the
PHA or Owner and any Section 8
damage or rent claims HUD has paid on
the Family's behalf, and any balance
will be refunded to the Family.

(h) Increased subsidy needs. If a PHA
or Owner notifies HUD that its subsidy
needs exceed the amount available
under its contract with HUD as a result
of reduced rental income caused by
implementation of this Part, HUD will
follow regular procedures appropriate to
the circumstances.

Dated: June 5, 1985.
Janet Hale,
Acting General Deputy Assistant Secretory

for Housing—Deputy Federal Housing
Commissioner,

[FR Doc. 85-14097 Filed 6~11-85; B:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4210-27-M

EQUAL EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNITY
COMMISSION

29 CFR Part 1602

State and Local Government
Information Report (EEO-4); Change in
Survey Form and Instructions

AGENCY: Equal Employment Opportunity
Commission.

ACTION: Notice of change in Survey
Form and Instructions, State and Local
Government Information (EEO-4)
Report.

SUMMARY: Starting with the 1986 survey
vear, the salary ranges on the EEO—4
form will be revised to reflect current
earnings levels.

DATE: This change will be effective
heginning with the 1986 EEO-4 survey.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Joachim Neckere, Director, Survey
Division, Office of Program Research,
Equal Employment Opportunity
Commission, 2401 E Street, NW,,
Washington, D.C. 20507 (703/756~6020).
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
above change involves a modification in
the reporting form and does not entail
any additional reporting requirements.
The salary ranges on the EEO-4 form
will be revised to reflect current
earnings level, starting with the 1986
survey, as follows:

[Oollaes in thousands)

Cusrent ranges | Ravead ranges

S0 050

60woe
100 10 128
1301 159

" .| Below—$20
e S80 0 119
1201 150
J 16010 1090

{Dollars in thousands)

Current ranges Revioad ranges

Current renges Rovised ranget

Socrotarial/Clancal  Techn

16.0 10 109
20010249 .
25010329 .
33.0—phs

—d 200 10 24.9
.| 250 t0 329

330w 429

43.0—plus.

Respondents will receive notification
of the above change along with their
EEO-4 forms for the 1985 survey, thus
allowing a year's lead time before the
change is implemented.

Signed at Washington, D.C. this 5th day of
June, 1985,

For the Commission.

Clarence Thomas,

Chairman.

[FR Doc. 85-14088 Filed 8-11-85; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6570-06-M

29 CFR Part 1602

Higher Education Staff Information
Report (EEO-8); Revision of Salary
Ranges

AGENCY: Equal Employment Opportunity
Commission.

ACTION: Notice of change in Survey
Form and Instructions, Higher Education
Staff Information (EEO-6) Report.

SUMMARY: Starting with 1987 survey
vear, the salary ranges on the EEO-6
forms will be revised to reflect current
earnings levels.

DATE: This change will be effective
beginning with the 1987 EEO-6 survey.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Joachim Neckere, Director, Survey
Division, Office of Program Research,
Equal Employment Opportunity
Commission, 2401 E Street, NW.,
Washington, D.C. 20507 (703/756-6020).

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
above change involves a modification in
the reporting form and does not entail
any additional reporting requirements.
The salary ranges on the EEC-8 form
will be revised to reflect current
earnings levels by occupational groups,
starting with 1987 survey, as follows:

Cutront ranges Rovised rangoes

Faculty: 9-10 Month Con-
fract, 11-12 Month Con-
troct,  Exocutive/Adminis-
travwa/Managorial  Profes-
sonal, Non-faculty:

Bolow §7.500,. ! Baetow $10,000
$750010 0909 .| $10,000 10 14,090
10,000 10 12,080 ____| 15,000 1o 19,999
13,000 10 15690 ...] 20,000 10 24,909
1600010 12890 | 25000 0 29,909
12.000 10 24,990 ... 30,000 to 34,909
25,000 10 29,9099 | 35,000 to0 20909
30,000 and above. ... 40,000 and above

cal/Parap

Skitiod Craft
$500010 7400 .. $5,000 10 11,000
7500 o 9,999 12,000 o 15,580
10,000 10 12890 ... | 16,000 to 21,689
13,000 10 15889 .| 22000 to 29,699

30,000 and above

Below $8.000

$8,000 to 11,069
12000 1o 17,889
18,000 to 24,909
25,000 ang above

.| Bolow $8,000

16,000 and above ...
Service/Maintenance

Bolow §3.000. ..

$3.000 04999 ...

500080 7400 .

7.500 %0 9,989,

10,000 and sbove......

Respondents will receive notification
of the above change along with their
EEO-6 forms for the 1985 survey, thus
allowing two year’s lead time before the
change is implemented.

Signed at Washington, D.C. this 5th day of
June, 1885,

For the Commission.

Clarence Thomas,

Chairman.

|FR Doc. 85-14089 Filed 6-11-85; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 8570-06-M

DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE

Department of the Navy

32 CFR Part 725

Disposition of Cases Involving
Physical Disability; Removal

AGENCY: Department of the Navy, DOD.
AcTION: Removal of rule from CFR.

SUMMARY: This document removes the
Navy Disability Evaluation Manual
(DEM) from the Federal Register and the
Code of Federal Regulations. The
purpose of this action is to avoid the
costs associated with publishing the
DEM. The DEM is still effective,
however, and copies may be obtained
from the Naval Council of Personne!
Boards.

EFFECTIVE DATE: June 12, 1985,

ADDRESSES: Copies of the current
edition of the DEM may be obtained
from the Naval Council of Personnel
Boards, Disability Evaluation System,
Room 905—801 North Randolph Street
Arlington, VA 22203.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Capt. J.O. Hall, 801 N. Randolph St. Suite
730, Arlington, VA 22203-1989, (703)
696-4371.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
DEM is being removed from 32 CFR Part
725 to avoid the expense of publishing
this lengthy and oft-changed regulation
in the Federal Register and the Code of
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Federal Regulations. The DEM need not
be published since it does not affect the
public. It applies only to Department of
the Navy military personnel. The DEM
itsell, as amended, is still in effect,
however;

List of Subjects in 32 CFR Part 725
Administrative practice and

procedure, Disability benefits, Military
personnel, Retirement.

PART 725—|REMOVED)

Accordingly, Part 725 is removed from
title 32, CFR.

Dated: June 6, 1985.
William F. Roos, Jr.,
LT, JAGC, USNR. Federal Register Ligison
Officer. .
[FR Doc. 85-14062 Filed 8-11-85; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3810-AE-M

FEDERAL EMERGENCY
MANAGEMENT AGENCY

44 CFR Part 67

Final Flood Elevation Determinations;
Florida et al.

AGeNcY: Federal Emergency Managment
Agency.
AcTiON: Final rule.

suMMARY: Final base (100-year) flood
elevations are established for the
communities listed below.

The base (100-year) flood elevations
are the basis for the flood plain
management measures that the
community is required to either adopt or
show evidence of being already in effect
in order to qualify or remain qualified
for participation in the National Flood
Insurance Program (NFIP).

EFFECTIVE DATE: The date of issuance of
the Flood Insurance Rate Map (FIRM)
showing base (100-year) flood

elevations, for the community. This date
may be obtained by contacting the office
where the maps are available for
inspection indicated on the table below.
ADDRESSES: See table below.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
John L. Matticks, Acting Chief, Risk
Studies Division, Federal Insurance
Administration, Federal Emergency
Management Agency, Washington, DC
2472 (202) 848-2767.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
Federal Emergency Management
Agency gives notice of the final .
telerminations of flood elevations for
tach community listed. Proposed base
lood elevations or proposed modified
base flood elevations have been

published in the Federal Register for
each community listed.

This final rule is issued in accordance
with Section 110 of the Flood Disaster
Protection Act of 1968 (Title XIII of the
Housing and Urban Development Act of
1968 (Pub. L. 80-448)), 42 U.S.C. 4001~
4128, and 44 CFR Part 67. An
opportunity for the community or
individuals to appeal proposed
determination to or through the
community for a period of ninety (90)
days has been provided.

The Agency has developed criteria for
flood plain management in flood-prone
areas in accordance with 44 CFR Part
60.
Pursuant to the provisions of 5 U.S.C.
605(b), the Administrator, to whom
authority has been delegated by the
Director, Federal Emergency
Management Agency, hereby certifies
for reasons set out in the proposed rule
that the final flood elevation
determinations, if promulgated, will not
have a significant economic impact on a
substantial number of small entities.
Also, this rule is not a major rule under
terms of Executive Order 1229, so no
regulatory analyses have been prepared.
It does not involve any collection of
information for purposes of the
Paperwork Reduction Act.

List of Subjects in 44 CFR Part 67

Flood insurance, Flood plains.

The authority citation for Part 67
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 42 U.S.C. 4001 et seq.,
Reorganization Plan No. 3 of 1978, E. O.
12127,

Interested lessees and owners of real
property are encouraged to review the
proof Flood Insurance Study and Flood
Insurance Rate Map available at the
address cited below for each
community.

The modified base (100-year) flood
elevations are finalized in the
communities listed below. Elevations at
selected locations in each community
are shown. Any appeals of the proposed
base flood elevations which were
received have been resolved by the
Agency.
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#Dapth

| inteot

| mbove

Source of flooding and location | m

BN 0

fnot

(NGVD)
Appecadmatoly 3,150 feel wost of intersection of

Durdon Parkway West and Old Burnt Store
Along shoraling north of Yuccs Creek 12
Matlocta Pass:

Intersection of Guifetrearn Packway and NW
indarsaction of Embers Parkway and Burd
Inforsection of SW 20th Averwe and SW 32nd

L TR AT A ATk ‘8
Approximataly 9,000 feet west of Intersection of

Guitstream Parkway and NW 30t Avorwe ... b}
Intersection of SW 26th Place and EL Dorado

L f M UNCA A e LR e SNk ‘?
Appraximately 3,800 feet west of intersecton of

SW 2nd Lane and SW 38Ih Place.. ... 10

Approndmately 9,900 feot west of intersection of
SW 20th Avenue and SW 32nd Street............
; 8,000 foot wast of the
ton of SW 28ih Place and E) Dorado Park-
| AR A A TR .
Caloosahalchee Rver:
Intersection of River SE 48t Stroot and SE 5

Parkway
Intersection of SW 52nd Streot and SW 8th
Intersaction of Del Prado Parsway and Coral
A S LB S Sl ol
Inecsaction of Flamingo Drive and Riverside
Drive

Appraimataly 8,000 feet south of the intersec.
oo of SW 28th Place and £} Dorado Park-

T L B L W S AL e R AR TN~ KL
Maps avallable for Inspection at City Hall, Cape
Coral, Flonda,

Belt (town), Cascade County (FEMA Docket
No. 8640)
Belt Creek: 50 feot downsteam of Bripe Street

#Depth
in foat
above
Source of Boodirg A 10caton fg‘.':
hon n
tost
(NGVD)
FLORIDA

Cape Coral (¢ity), Lee County (FEMA Docket
No. 8614)

Chariotie Hardor
of Okd Burnt Stors Foad and NW

418 Lane,

‘163
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Stantey (township), Coss County (FEMA
Dociet Mo. 6568)
Reg River of the North: \ntersection of Red River
of tha North and center of County Road No. 18
River intersaction of fver and center
of County Hghway 6

Wikd Rice River: intorsection of rvee and centoar of
US Highway 81

Maps avallable for inspection st Staniey Town-

Tributary 201 % MM
men--m_a_.—
Apor y 0.9 mie of conflusnce

-mwm&lf

Approsimately 1.9 nees upsbeam of confusnce
with Wihams

Trbustecy 319 to Gamers Sayox:
Confiyence with Gaioars Saydd ..
Upstegn corporate it |
Tntutary 055 to Tritwtary 319 1o Garoers Bayoir
M‘TMSIO SRR S

Mfm Gnuuaqour

Al downsream corporao bmits . .}

Upstroam side of Efs Bouleverd
Upstream sida of most dowrsirosm Shet Road |
Upsiroam side of most upstroam Shell Road .
Approximately 1,875 fool uwsbeam of m

Al corporate ity with the City of Houston
Upstream side of Fry Roed. . e e
Upstroam side of Park Pine Road ..
05 mio downstream of Infes ..1
state 10/Sste Rovte 90 .|
Up of Int Route 10 e
At Cotomal Pa

Am&tdnmdﬁunnda

upstnam of Confs
once of Tridutary 217 10 Tridutary 528
L R M Sed ST VLA
Trdetvy 217 0 Tributary 528 © Bultad Seyox
Confluence with Tribxtary 52 9 %0 Bufialo Bayou
WWO‘“WUMW
with Tributary S2.9 10 Buftalo Bayou |
Caow lntandt Sranch:
Approsimately 0.8 mie downstroam of courdy

boundary ..

Wuhn oe nlo wonun o! Ilcnw
e AT T SR T
Mnding Sayou
Confluence with Buttalo Bayou ...
Mwww.um(m@mm

Bayou
Contiuence with Butlalo Bayou ...
Upstroam sde of Woodford Drive -
Upstroam side of Waligvie Road . .
Al US. Rowte 90 s i stnsse
rrumuano-wmm
Contivence with Carpariters Bayou
wa--umc__g____ —=

Appr y B50 Jout op of Exghr Roes,

case SN

Enave shoratine, .
Butlslo Bayour:
At confiuenca of Tucker Bayod. ..
Al confiuencs of Tabutary 677
At confluence of Sims Bayou.... -
MM wmammwm

Monrmno'uwood,, =

Dowrmstream of Stete Route 6 ..
Turkey Crowk

Al downatraam City of Houston oorporaie hasts

At frst upalroam HOLSON Coponale bmets.

Tritnstary 38 to Turkey Crevt:

At City of Houston corporate Belte |
MJWNWMGIM
Gienmone Doty
Confluence with Buffalo Bayou
A lenits.
Trbutary 817 10 Butte'y Byyoxr
At coporate bmits
Tucker Sayou:

Confiyence with Bultalo Bayou !
At corporate nils with Doer Park. .
Patnchk Bayour
c«nmmmm___
At corporate it ... ..

Fanther Crevk:
mmme‘m

T S ——

Teitstary 3 10 fo Taylors Sayow:
Mmm!m&m 2 IS
y D65 mwlo of conth

ml’mscm.

Tnbetery 236 fo Taytry Bayow

At corfivence wan Taylors Beyow
wwsmuwdm
crossing
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#Depth Depth #Dopth
n feot 'nnu nDl.::l
above above abaove
Source of floodng and lo . Source of ficoding and locaton P Source of fooding and locaton Touns:
oo n tion n 5O n
oot feot toot
INGVD) INGVD) (NGVD)
Tdwtary 3.93 to Taylors Bayou Tributary 19.82 to Wivte Oak Bayouw Upstream side of Kuyhendahl Road 104
Al confivance wih Teylors Bayou. 4. n Downstroam corporate Wmits.—...—......|  *110 |  Confluence of Sprng Gully....... .. . 107
At corporate kit 1" Jon-ﬂold wde) " Upstream sde of Steubner-Airine Road ‘m
By tsland {ups! side) "z Contivenco ol Dry Gully ... 115
Upstroam face of Red Blut Road ... 2 EuIFatdemM Approximately 1.2 milos upstream of Champion
At ups! P 16 Confluonce with Lake Houston ... . *50 Forest Deive. o ‘18
Spong Guly: Approamately 1.8 mils upstream of confluence Upstream Chicago Rock Isiand and Pacific Rad-
Al upetream lace of Red Bt Rosd. ... = "5 of Cangy Creek i) 58 ot i T Rk R A 18
M Moﬂm Confiuence of Chirch House Gusy ... ... | 74 ‘lg
i “"v Sy S—— b 1
mmm Wast Fork San Jacinto River: 130
Upstream of Red Bl Road i b4 Cony with Lake HOUSION o *50 ‘135
Al comonate mils. 21 Appeoxsmately 1.5 miles upstresm of conflusnce ‘138
Armend of Boar Branch (Tributary 10 Kingwood Vi 141
Aggproximately 0.90 mile upstroam of confluence ). 58 14
of Spring "8 Al US. Route 59 — ‘65
Cow Bayow: White Oak Crosk: ‘145
Downstream corporate ottt 12 Downstream cofporate Smits . . *59 ‘149
Apcroximatoly 620 feet upstroam of £l Camino Up P mits 65
Roal B N6 | Ay Banch: *150
Tobutary 10.08 of Clear Croek: Confliuence with Wiwle Oak Croek... 81
mits, ey "1 Aporaimately 106 feet upsiream of Hamblen *153
MMMMMM- i 7 Foad. 75 157
Approcomadely  1.550 Jeot upstream of thicd Trdutacy 168 10 West Fork San Jecnlo Rver: *160
corporate knits 24 Confluance with West Fork San Jacnto River...| ‘62 "166
Tirtoy Crook: Up P mas 62 *160
Dowr corporate krmits. ‘26 | Trbutey 17.7 fo West Fork Sen Jacnio River “7n
Oownstream corporate Mmita of the City of Mmmrms-:mmw 54
Houston 29 \pp y 0.9 mile up of 64 76
Al most upstream corporate Mmils with the Caty Bens Branch: 76
of M - At downsiream oo *50 ‘00
Trbustary Q.16 fo Turkey Crook: Approdmately 500 feel upstroam of Kingwood
Confluence with Turkoy Creek ... | -} Drive 54 *B4
Appr y 0.7 milo up of conf At county v 74
with Turkoy Croek ‘29 | Jordon Guly: ‘a9
Mals Road Ditch: Al corp mas Wt 61
Al downstream comonmte bmlts ... ‘30 Approximately 2,000 foet upatraam of FM 1960 ‘68 ‘00
Most ups corporate mits. *37 | San Jecinto Aver 980
- O 14 1<
Shovdm of souttwostern Corporate Rmits at interstato Route 10 up *14
‘15 Miasoun Pacific Radroad SRTTDNIE *16 112
MMllmmdm Approximately 2 mies upstroam of Missouri
"8 Pacific Raliroad 7 76
S'mlm-l'“ Channel *19 mzi.mumwm
Wg:mm"mu ‘19 *76
e Baytown 7 mmmsmm" ...... =) 28 ‘82
Wite Qak Bayou: Upstream a2 ‘58
m:ﬂﬁmm“ﬂmdm o mmumaw 5
n .
Upsiream corporate femits with City of Houston .| . *89 mm il
Farbarks-North Road (upstream side) .. e 1 Entire sh within ity *50 100
w Aoad | *100 | Ceodar Bayou *105
Upsteam comporate lmits of City of Jersoy Confi with Gah Bay ‘15
‘10 Upstream side of Tri-Cities Beach Road ... 12 ‘9
Jones Aoad 650 *120 Upstream side of Ferry Road/State Routs 146 15 ‘a2
‘128 m 800 upstream of down- *104
133 W of Southem Pacific R ‘20 115
Upuum Pz o( interstate Route wux
rits. S— *100 22 ‘104
Appradmately 300 foet upstream of Gessnor MW}IW&'H o i, N 125
Road *101 At confluence of Buck o —— ‘35
Col Grook: At confluance of Adiong OIEh ... ... ... 44 127
Dowr P henaty 83 Aporodmately 2.1 mies upstream of contivance
Windlom Road (up wde) w7 of Adiong Dich T %0
Hempatoad Road (Upstream Side) ... ... ... 101 Upstream side of upstream crossing of South- "102
Approdimataly 1,150 foot upsieam of Sommer- om Pacific R . *57 i1
 meyer Road (up: sice) *102 Upstraam side of Crosby-Easigate Road .. ‘63 ‘124
Yope Crowk: Upstroam sicde of Rameey Road....._.._._ 68 132
Doy 88 Upstroam county o SR 72
wamwwmm__. *87 | Cay Bayour *108
(Chopowa Bouk (o o) 55 Confluence with Codar Bayou.....____ 15 *129
Romona fup sice) *101 Up 2ide of S Pacific Rairoad . 21 “m
Sent Wood Lane (upstream side) .|  *10S Upstream side of East Archer Road ... 28
Burkar Wood Lane (upstroam side) 107 mosmwamm *12¢
Aopeodemately 2500 oot Upstream of Fak- T *30
% baks-North Houston i *115 &OOOM 7
utary 15.8 of Wivte Ouk Bayou: Confluence with Coder Bayou..._ *18 "1
with White Oak Bayou .| R m 350 feot upstream of Noodie- 17
Warron Fload (| wde) 1 point Road 2% “1
Radnay Ray Boulevard (up ) *100 29
Taud Road (d *1a "1
PRoling Fork: a4 Goy:
Confusnce with White Oak Bayou ... ... 99 Confluence with F ‘111
Rocnay (Cownstream side) ... 108 76 Downstroam side of Lovetts Aoed ... = 1y
Pracie Drive o) 112 76 Downstream = E 124
‘woumq 1100 fool wostream of Taub 82 Upstream Spring-Cypross Road.. .. *141
‘ 17 ‘88 WISMWNW|
o y 2.0 miles wp of Tauty Road . 120 98 Cypress Road ‘147
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#Depth #Decth #0ecm
n feot n foet n loet
AOOVE sbove above
Surce of Hoodeg and kcsikon o Source of foading and locason | - Source of Sooding and Pt
BON in won In toe n
toet feot foet
(NGVD) INGVD) INGVT
Inbutiacy 2.1 to Speng Gully: * dmately 19 mies upatr of confio
with Speing Gutly ... " e with Cypress Crock 52 .- |
Speing-Cypeess Road ) *130 Approamately 2 4 mies upstreem of confluence
\ppe ¥ 1.2 mios upaw of Spring with Cypross Crook. 153 w
Cypress Road "138 | Trdotary 37.1 10 Oypwess Croek:
: Confivenca with Cypress Creek SEAWZT 140 ‘a
s Approdmately 6,150 feot upstream of conths- "
116 ence with Cyprass Creek *155 ‘%
Tilxtary 40.7 10 Cypenss Crook: K
120 Confiuence with Cypross Civeh. 57
Upstrosm HOouse RO80 ...t e ‘a2
e Approdmadely 5000 teot upstream of MHouse
124 . 189 0
134 Ap y 18 mies wp of MHouse ‘%
143 Hoad. 195
Troutavy 42.7 o Cypeass Crook: 4
149 Confiuence with Cypreas Creek....... .o e o
Approximately 47 mile upetrsam of Katy-Hock- "
"3 oy Road 162
*126 WWM 1,450 feet downstream of Jack =
943 04
W of Southern Pacific Ralroed . 100 ‘0
151 \ppr 14 mies wp ol & 5
155 Pacifc Rairosd ‘e
Approximately 300 foet south of Mound Crees | 105 'R
*158 | Rock Hollow:
Confiuence with Cypross Creek. L
- 14 Approvimately 05 mvie upstream of confuence ;-
Upsiroam side of Xyge Roed . a7 with (- AL OS2 TS Ll o - 4%
y + mdo upsi of Muge Road 141 At confivence of Tributary 1.6 k- *106
Upsiream side of Sprng-Oypress Rosd. . 148 Ay iy 1 mwle upr of of
Vo ely 1 mile ups! of Spring Oy Tributary 183 1
pressFoad. oSt 148 Upstroam Juck RO00. e i ‘176 108
o y 2 milos up of Spring Oy Ao y 1 mile ups of Leve
press Foad . LATLE 152 Dam... e —_—1 1. " P
Approximately 72 mile dow of Cypress Approximately 1450 fost upsiream of Mound sth
Rosehd Rond........... 57 = afotar 208 ,"a
Up Cypress R "e2 Trtutary 1.83 10 Rock Hodow: 12
Al confluence of Trbwtary 956 67 Confluence with Rock Hollow ... *166
Aporoximately 33 mile upstream of Mucschhe Upsiream side of Warren Ranch Road “m “4%0
"2 Approximately 1.1 miles upstroam of Wamron
W?Gm‘ummdw Ranch | 32
R SR TR A e e Appronimately 18 mites upstream of Warren
anma-nhud - 189 v ‘1 yas
Downstream side of Secker Aoad. *197 | Trtutary 44.5 1o Cypress Creek:
Upstream sde of Roberts Road .. 208 Confivence with Cypress Creek .. 186 -
Umn-n sde of BaverHockiey Road (Kdown- Upatream Wamen Ranch Roed . ..o 170 et
| - 210 Appe iy 1 mie op of Wasen "8
Dowruwn sido of MM Rosd (up- Rench Rosl . e | IR "y5e
stream | - 218 AL 2 mies up ol
W 1400 'oo' weteam of Wamen b e ot e P et e 461
1 2 Appr ly 3 mies ups ol Wamen
rmsxmmcwmom Ranch 4w n
Al confloence with Litte Cypreas Crook . 167 Approvimataly 4.1 mdes upstream of Wasren e
Upstream side of Musschke Road 174 *206
Totuwitary 1089 to Litle Cypress Crook: Mound Crook: e
Confiuance with Litthe Cypress Creok .. "3 At most downsiteam county N 92 -~
Dow seof Jugen Road . *380 Appeomainly 246 miles upstream of conflu
Approximately 95 mie wpsteamn of Juergen once with Cypresa Crook and Snake Croak_  "108 30
Road. 202 Approxemaiely 66 mie dowrstream of confis
Approdmately 1.4 miles upstream of Juergen once of Little Mound Croek 200 341
e, —ed 2% At most upsitream county boundery . | *20€
Trbutary 1392 (0 Little Cyprass Crovk. Little Mound Creet: "
Contiuvance with Lnte Cypress Crock “es Confluance wilth Mound Crosk PRERES v *208
Dowrstroam Baver Road . *360 Approxknately 5000 feet upsiream of confls- 156
Approximataly 3,400 foet downateam of Bot encowithCypresa Crooh 4 ‘212
king Road BT e Syl “201 mmumm_____-._ 28 "N
Downstroam Botiins Road . 2w dy .9 mio upsty of Botka Road =2
Approvmately 2000 feet upstresm of Bothine TM?&’DMW "7
Road ko) NUESEEE D ) | 218 MMW S Sa e =—— e 4
Tbwslary C.12 to Tnbutery 15392 fo Lite Cypress PO Y wou- of county 07e
Croww. DOV ool s
Corfluonce with Tributary 1382 10 Late Cp TI&M‘IDDMM Ml
pross Crook NI RTINS | a7 264
Ax - y 1 mie up of Bauer Hock- Apprmbnwleoobnwdww. ™
oy Road at Private road Croesng....... 201 an
Ory Crowa Luw&m "
Contivonce with Cyprass Coool oo} *342 At confiuance with East Fork San Jacolo Rives . *50 m
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Upstroam Stockdick Fload 1 =2 | op y 1 mie up of o | Upstroam side of Addicks Clogoe Rosd | *87
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Upatoam side of Scoft ., - = North Shephard Drive « Scottsboro (eity), Jackson County (FEMA

Wosion Belt and Terminal Ratoad (upeiream West Rttanhouse (W B2 Docket No. 6645}
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£ Avenuss (upstrasm site) £= 1 s Bolin Alced (upstream side) .5 About 1.7 miles upstraam of Comer Beidge.__
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Coe vecoof BraysBmou...____ 1 58 ‘MM,W“W'*MMW 5 mmurmmm..a‘, — 440
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Pinto Creek: Intersection of Stage Coach Trad and

Vrde River:
Irtersection of Peart Drive and Pine Street..... B
Irdorsection of the rver and the center of US.

Route 83

Goaver Crowk (Al Comp Verde): 260 feet north
slong Montezuma Castie Highway from its inter-
jon with Kachioa Lane

Bosgver Crook (At Lake Mootezuna): 1,000 fool

Manzanin Crovk: 80 feot upstream from the
conter of Canyon DO ... oo

Aspen Creek: 190 fost upstream from the center
L R T ——

Willow Croek: At the conter of lron Speings Road..

) pe Creek e
Miler Crook: Al the intersaction of Gold Way,
Norton Way, and Cross Way ..
Model Creek: 10 loet upstream from he Center
o PR e A A e AT
South Rocky Boy Wasth Al the ndersecton of
Laughing Water Pass and White Buftaios Tradl
Shudl Vasloy Wash 3000 test upstream from the
confiuence with Kirkland Croek..... ..

Ramgate Wast:
10 _feol upstream from tha center of kon

30 feet upstream fom the center of the Atchi
son, Topaka & Santa Fo Ralrosd crossing ...
Doad Mule Canyon Wash: A the conter of the
Atchison, Topoka & Santa Fe Ralioad crossing.
Gardener Wash:
400 feet upstream from the confluence with
BN e
100 foot upstroam from the conter of the Aschi-
son, Topeka & Santa Fe Ralroad . ...
Maps avallable for inspection st Department of
Planning and Zoning, 255 East Guriey, Proscoty,

CALIFORNIA

Cloverdale (city), Sonoms County (FEMA
Docket No. 8645)
Russian Rver: Approcdmately 100 leot down-
P L R T
Maps avatlable for inspection at Public Works
Department, 124 North Cloverdale Boulevard,
Cloverdale, Caldormia.

Danvitle (city), Contra Costa County (FEMA
Docket No. 6645)

Groon Valoy Creek: 30 fee! upstream from cen-

terina of George Lano
East Branch Green Valley Creok: AL the Intersac-
Clydesdale Drve.

Boslw Creek: 20 feet upstream from center of
Pomersdo - -

Greon Valey Croek: 20 fet upstream conter
of Orchard Bend Road e

135 from its nlersoc- |
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- S
Depth #Depth #Dopth
'nbo( = lost n feet
above above above
Source of flooding and location m Source of Nooding and location m Source of floodng 2nd ICabon m
Bon i tion n BON in
foet feet foot
| mavoy wav) | . (NGVD)
Waps svailable for Inspection at Shasta County About 300 foat west of shoroline from about 2.3 About 2,500 feet upstream of Shores Bousevrd. b
Viwier District, 1558 West Stoet, Roeding, Cak- mios south of inlersection of State Fcad A1A Moses Creek Trbutary No. 3.
ormia and State Road 206 10 southern corporste At mouth = "
Smits of Town of St Augustine Boach.... ‘e Amz_momwoom 23
COLORADO At Intersection of State Roed AIA and Ocean | 5 Moses Creok Tributary No. 4
County {unincorporated arsas) FEMA- e — B MO e — *12
Qo ol 8640 ) A|mmnda-ms»mmuw Abouoasmhmmdmm T 7
Swoot. ..o - "B | Moses Croek Trbutay Mo, 5:
Atansas Rivor: About 300 feet west of intersection of Francie- Py 4 e g
wmersection of Chaimers Street and Obve 057 can Way and Barcelona Avenve. ... ‘® m.or;mwam e 2%
okl L — X Along eastern shoreline of Salt Run ... 10 | soses Creok Trxstavy No. 6
m,mtmmwasunnw 4315 Along shoroline from about 5.5 mies south of At mouth. 28
way 167 ... ni County Highway 203 and State A”ﬁo]mqmmdm — e 28
nwmwmumamd 4008 fioad A1A 10 southem county boundary....... 13 | ssottre Croed
Bames Averwe and Tonth Street y from county boundary Al mouth ; e ‘8
Kng Aoyo: sommmmu&m *4.070 10 sbout 55 miles south of intersection of Just - o" . Sohwey 214 3
b= L p— T TR Highway 203 and Siate Road AJA ... 14 e A >
frs Croak 300 oot Upstioam wrom cente o casry. | SJo0 e e et ke "0 | A conmience wits Movie Cresk. . 8
US. Highweay 50... .- s Matanzas Rvee/intaconstal Jot Lokt of Lawis Point Rosde 1 w25
m-vmwwuwu-oo shoredine from about 2.3 mies south of y T No 2 " 3
pariment, Jrd and Colorado Avenues, La Jumta, State Road 206 10 southemn 7 | Moutne Creek Tridutary 5
Cotorado Along shoreline from State Road 312 o about AMmosth ... . ;
1 dmouth 2
ek 2.3 mies south of State Road 206....... = s About 1, lﬂ?m.::‘ oo
Mantanzas River/. Sebastinn Mouttro Croek Tridutary
Rangely (ossi, Nie Bisae County (PEMA mmsus:mmzuuum ALmOGth__. ... =it ‘9
Docket Mo: 8645) 9 | Just upstream of State Road 207 = “38
ke Aver Intersoction of East Rangely Avenue M-M(va&mmm Sixtoonmie Croek:
wd Nichols Sireet e f *5212,| " Along shoreline om ‘Guano. Lake 8o Lake A O e L N 9
(o Mo Orawe mumw Porte Vedra. 5 Al southern county boundary ety bt} "4
w-umwzﬂu_...-‘—.. ————— 5244 | About 400 feet west of County 209 St Johns Trdxitay No, 1:
dage Canyon Dvaw: 60 loal upstream from | from Siate Road A1A 10 County Highway 210 6| Amouth. = *6
owte 1o "'“'P'd e 5.221 Along shoreline of Lake Vodra..—...._.. '8 | Just downstream of State Road 13 16
oo Muul’mM Guano Rwer: Nong shoreline from mouth 10 Just upstream of State Road 12 A3 R
"'“’"‘“"""'9"’ Lake "8 | St Jonns Bver Tibutwry No. 2
£ shoreline from about 3,000 foet south of . ream © e
mgmc“mmgm 4 Mwo‘&‘ﬂmtﬁoﬂﬂ?
Ragway b mouth of Smith Creok 10 northom county UPSORM Of MO ot 2
DAY e 'S | St Jotns River No. 3 Branch No. I
mmwwmrmuwmm Along shoreline from about 2,000 feet south of Al mouth 1. e s 6
o Sute Highway 42 (Shammen SVee) .. 6875 mouth of Tokomato Rwer Tributary No. 1 to About 0.5 mile upstream of State Road 13 .| 22
hwmmmnvmc&n about 3,000 feet south of mouth of Smith St Johns Rver Tt No. 2 Branch 2
Orice. Tonm Ho%, ooy, Crosk ... - ST 1 O e e e st R T
X ooV R, i g il 1B W e euy poreemsov mnese s iy it "4
CONNECTICUT Aong shoreline from Carcaba 0 about &w"w'.r.u’::‘-m
), New London 2.000 feet south of mouth of Tokomato Aiver . ey -,
New Londan (city! County Tributary NO, ¥ ... - X e Yy 5
(FEMA Docket No. 840) Along shoretine kom Vilano Beach Bridge 1o o | e "",';""""Hh“',s“"““‘ ' g
Loy Island Sound Carcaba Road Al moush.. 6
oreind 8 Ooewn Aecsie ibended) odd s '&”;",g;,“’:g:""“mw About 0.7 mie upstream of State Aoad 13| *17
ook Drive . » :
< S "9 | From Vait Poirt Rosd fo Shores Bowevard . 33, | Tooul B TRy M0 B o o S a2
Soring at Montauk Avenue {extended) . a ] Mraomd s . Cxeons oo o 1 et dmabeant of US. Pote 1o ] 20
Soreine at Granada Terrace (extonded) . 13 -
upstroam of Doltona d B S TLL. 21
Sorvane at Smith Street (extended) . o *10 Cunningham s
l?numwwuuz:mo At mouth _ .. 24
caiment, 33 Union Swoel, London,
Comnocliorkt About 4,600 feet upstream of Unnamed Road 3 ,:
==} " AUk &
‘LORID Dvap Crook:
—— i Al confluence. of West Run Cracker Branch_ ‘6 %
Fager Beach (city), Flagiler County (FEMA R O e B e |y s toi AT TRy oty
Docket No. 6645) Ourtis Crook: Kontuchy Branch x
Ao Ocoan: Al confuence with g T 6 | Atmoud..._ 2
‘m:mmmwoum,.,_ =t » Just upsteam of Race Track Road.... . 12 About 1.4 mies upstream of State Road 13... 2
Aong shoreline... A el Y B B *13 | Dwdin Creok Tridutary: Kentucky Sranch Tributary: %
Nwsrmmr ! Al mouth.... 6 At mouth ... - . .8
Aeng nonheast shoreline froem abowt 1200 feet mmamrmwh_- *13 mmaw~mnu¢ et 19
\\"xolww\omrhp Korctak Ovange Grove Branch )
Lounty Wov s S S S o At mouth. A . 8 Atmouth. ... .6
Seng Flagler A o i 5 Just upstoam of Dt Hoad....__ ... 24 Just downsiream of State Roed 13, 7
Aot 200 feet west of North Daytona Averce M Crook: Just upstream of State Road 13, 14
hom 13th Siroet north o City of Fiager Atmouth . - ‘6 About 1.85 mies upstream ol State Road 13 27
Beach northern corporate fimits 5 Just downatream of Old Airport Road. r— *28 Fn:y&mw -
gt avallabie Inspecton Trout Creek: mouth,. ...
PO Bow 758 F':'deF:u:.mm At mouth s Just downstream of State Roed 13 .'l
mmdcwtymzw_ e *13 Just upstrean of State Road 13.... 15
2 Moses Crook: About 2.0 mies upstream of State Aoad 13.... 27
“-wmmaumcm P8 PO SR e i 3 ‘8 | Bod Mouse Seanch:
(FEMA Docket No. 8645) J\.Mmdwﬂoﬁng ..... = Al mouth._. ‘9
4 Ocoan Moses Creok Trdutary No. 1. Just upstream of Chichen Farm Road ]
0 150 feet west of shoreline tom southem AL et S *8 | West Aun Cracker Branch:
tunty boundary 10 about 2.3 mes south of | Just vpstream of State Aoad 206 20 RO it it | ‘8
Tersection of Stale Road ATA and State Moses Creek Trbutary No. 2 Al wastem county DOUndsey ... ... n
ek T ) Atmouth, .o LS N S TR 2
W’Wumammm‘ Just downstream of Dt Road . 15 "rm vowm s."""'ﬂ
tunty houndary 19 St Augusting (et 6 | Moses Creek Trbutary No. 2 (cont'd). oning Otfice, Drawer Acgustine,
Just upstream of Dyt Road - *20 Florida
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" e
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Mape svaliable for inspection at the Post Otice,
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#Dopth #Dapth
n foot n feol
above above
Source of toodng end locaton VE”": Source of 1oodng and cation m Source of Boodng and OCalon
Bon n Bon n
feat oot
. (NGVD) (NGVD)}
GEORGIA —_— —_

VT o Fults (village), Morwoe County (FEMA Docket Vaimeyer (vilage) Monroe Counly (FEMA |
mammwmmu No. 6840) Docket No. 8840) [
Lose Cocler O ' Wississgpe River: Within corporgte Smils. *408 | Misssoggy River:

Croed Maps svellable for Inspection at the Vilage Al southem conperate ety o g }
WI:OHMMG'C«-SRN wezg | e Omos, PO, Box 6, Fults, Mok Al northem comorste RS . !
i e e == Maps available for inapection o e Viiage Hal
About 2.200 et upstream of Siaie Aoule 100 | "650 200 Mavie Shoct. Valatayer, Mino
A Race Cresk Kzskaskia {villege), Randolph County (FEMA : s B e
Al mouth... "5a3 Docket No. §440) T
mewmdm..__.... ‘656 | Missssppy Rver
Maps aveliable for inspection at City Hal, Cave Al scuthern corporete enlts e M oo T, ~ TSRS
Sprng. Georpa. Al nodherm coporate Wmits | "3 County
- Meps avallable tor inspection al Me Kashuskia (Docket No. FEMA-6640)
1DAMO School, Principsl Office, Village of Kaskackia, fowa Rwer:
IR e Ar Southern county boundary (about 1.3 mies
umm(mmmmb S downsueam of Tn-County Budge)
0640) Aot 8.1 miles op of County HIQ
Kootanal River Al intorsecsion of Kootenms Fever “W‘:M oot g e e
o US um’su.__..____ 1769 Just up ot 80 a
Wops svoable for incpection at Engneer’s Ono River: Just downstrearn of Coratvito Dam ..}
Otfice, 102 Main Steel, Boonws Fary, Maho About 1,600 feat downstieam of Garliold Sreat_|  *367 Just upstream of Corwhvile Dom
About 3000 feat upsvoam of Garfield Street. | *368 At Western County boundary y
Maps avalisble for Inspection al the Vidage Hall,
Kamiah (city), Lewls County (FEMA-6840) AL 1, 00 Shawneatown, e e |
Cloarwater Croek Intorsocson of Cloarwater Rives et Al Weossern County boundary s |
and center of US, Highway 12 (3d Saet)...{ “1I84 Mans Sypass: |
Lawywr Crook: Infervection of Lawyes Crook and 0“"""'"""‘.“:“""0‘.‘ a:‘m I [N l
e L 29N maat. =l o, At dhvargence from Ok Mana Croeh—
Mzps svallable for Inapection af Ciy Had o Fiver. Cloar Croat- —_.
Kacae, owha: mmlt):? ."_",“'"-" o Byt & :b:ﬂ\’ml:ln?mdhm::w_-.
About 0.75 mile upstrearn of State Rowte 23§ 473 Sy bt A & vtumant|
Malad City (city), Oneica County (FEMA Fox River- Cacar River;
Docset Ho. 6845) AL moeth. %72 NEMMW b tbueri }
Doep Croek indorsoction of Deep Crosh and 90 About 2,500 foet upateer of LS Rowe 6 | *476 At N Conrty Y —
SouthSweet, 1 4538 | Goose Owok Raped Croek !
soamu::o» m. A ol :MzAMWUMW! &
wvmum‘dwmﬂ 518 <
— ] Maos avaliable for inepection at e Gy Cloms ”:?.’:"‘""‘""“M“"f
e e e DI Y L. ONotin, o, Just downstream of Chicago, Rlock talend anc |
Unincorporsiad Areas of Coles County -+ Pacilic R !
(Docket No. FEMA-6840) Palesting (viilage), Crawford County (FEMA East Fork Raped Creek: :
Kaskaskie River: Docket No. 6540) At mouth
About 7.7 mies downstroem of County Route Supar Crmok: mowmmaaqmm
- — 4 en Just upsiromn of Frankin Streot_ | "440 | Rapia Cwek Trtxtary No 3 |
wumm-do:wymn 4 ‘e About 05 mile ppsteam of Main Stoet_______ 445 At mouth. . 4
Embarias Rever Lamoite Crook: About 0.45 rivies. apsteaam of MOMh. .|
About 31 miles Cownstieam of State Route About 1200 feet downsteam of confence of Jovdan Creed.
0. - “580 T AL e *420 About 24 migs upstream of Lake MecBude |
About 22 eiles vpatreamy of Cooesll .. 808 Atconfvencoct Tridbvtery A .| “aat Oam . {
Rivy Creok: Trbxstary A mmmdmmi__.» |
About 0.95 mie downstream of State Rocte 16 503 Al confivence with Lamotte Craek 441 Just upstream of State Mighwey V |
moummumm wosmmaum 449 About 0.6 més vpsiream Of State Highway ' |
ROWEY..oo . L mmmmnuv-@ A Croak: !
Gassoll Crovk: Contre. 301 South Main Swoot, Pavstina, 18- Aboul 34 miles upstream of Lake MecSnoe |
Mouth ot Ftoy Creek - e 609 nos Dam.... s s Lt
Just downstream of Conealt A T ) ‘a0 Just dowrstream of Chicago, Rock lsland ane
Town Sranch Crook: f d -
Mouth ot Casan® Crook . . = 811 Chty of Pary, La Salis County (Dochet New Jus! upstream of Chicago, Fock leland, and
About 0.43 mile upseam of Nodol Southem FEMA-8640) Paciic RO, . e A
Rabway...... e - — *830 | Moo Aber: Just downstream of State Highway 382 :
KcAapo0 About 2 2 miles downstrowm of US Route ST “480 Just upstream of State Highwey 362 . 1
Just upstroam of Odd Fellow Rosd.__.. .. 700 About 0.65 mées upstroam of US. Route 51 *a62 mnwmwa&mwx '
About 032 mile downalream of O Sveet . 02 | West Creot: McANrtor Crook: |
Maps svailadie for Inspection at the Colus About 830 foel downatresm of 4th Street ... ‘40 About 12 mden upatream of mouth —
County Regonal Plannng Commission, About 130 feet Jownsiream of 4ih Street el 4N About DAS mie upstream of eastwest County |
County Courthouse, Chartesion, linois. wvnuwum&u.—. rass Road (sbout 2.6 miles upstream of oty :
e About 130 feal downsiraam of Tih Street . *aht | Swishor Crook N
About 130 foet upstream of 7t Sweed . 522 Avout 400 feot doamsream of Coumty
Rt ininge Suvelix Comis (ramth Sysnes About 1,850 feet upstroem of Tih Sweel____| 643 F20. ey o gy
> Mops aveilable for Inspeciion st the Ofice of mm 8 County Fond (about
o FRver: WHNG COmmunty. ... 464 the Gy Gk, Communty Buiding. £0O. Bas miles upstroam of County Highway F20)
Maps svallebie for Mapection &t the Olerks 262, Pory, nos. Aring Croek
Oftice, Do Pue Woler Plant, 111 West 2nd Al mouth
Sireat. Do-Pos, Minok. . > Aboit 2.0 mies Wstream of St %08 |
o " um
Equality (vilisge), County (FEMA (PIEMA Doshior M. Shen AL mouth |
Docket No, 6640} Aessescppy Fiver. Abcat 155 mies upsteam of & Cosnty Rosd |
Sotre Rwer Wiltva s0ky 1 ess7 Al southeastem coporie s | 400 (Road s sbout 5.5 wiles upsiream of movih) ;
Mo Favk Sulba Alvar: Watics Commanity —— )+ =307 | - M norSmestem comorate S} . 401 | Lake AacOnbts Ay shoreine -
Maps

Praire du Rochar, ook

mmvwnnw’
County Courthoune. lown City, lome 52240

|

Twny
on m

INGVTY

am
.

N

7

e




#Dopth
in foot
above
grownd
Elova-
Bon n

| fout
| INGVD)

KANSAS

(C) E) Dorado, Butier County (Docket No.
FEMA-6358)

ot Rver:
Downstroam coporate ime .
Upstream corporate Smat ..
Constant Crook:
Just downstream Douglas Foad ... ... ’
Just downstream Central Avenue......
About SO0 feat upsream Sixth Avenwe ..
West Sranch Walnt River:
Mouth ol Walnut River...

About |nmmam1\m ﬂ—

Tdutary A'

Nouth at Wost Branch Walnut River..
Jnt downstroam Topeka Street
mmnmuu(mﬂu
9060-7028&»«:

KENTUCKY

City of Calvert City, Marshall County (Docket
No. FEMA-6640)

Tevwssoe River:

Aot 20 miles upstroam of confluence of
Cypross Crook ...
Avout oommumm
Cypress Croek ..

Cipress Crook:
Aoout 1.4 milen
1523 e

Saps svallable for Inspection at the City Hall,
CGatvant City, Kentucky,

WMLVMMMM
W(\svum

me-adsu-mn_‘m_m X
Upstream side of Shapleigh Pond Road ... .|
Ty L T —
Waps avaltable for lm M the Clerk's
Vi Shapleigh, Maine.

MARYLAND

mmn).mmc«my
(FEMA Dockst No. 8540)
Wi Strowm Branch:
‘ooromw ‘.vwmmuw

%m*d“ﬂmtﬂ

et eam
Gravel Aun: Al Co Street
Tolow Bank Stroam; Mwﬂmmm

Run

Mwmmmm&n
Route 213,

MMhWnnm

Town Hall, 101 Lawyrs FRoad. Ceotroville,
Naryiand.

Warcela Springs (town), Wicomico County
(FEMA Docket No. 1604)

Wos available for inspection at the Town Hal
Rarpiown, Maryland.
Queen Anoe (town), Queen Annes County
(FEMA Docket No. 6640)
Ticxahoo Cronk:
Downstieam corporate fenits ..
Uosm comorato s,

for inspection st the 0»0«]

Post Office, Ouean Anne, Maryland. |
MASSACHUSETTS

Bamnstable (town), Barnstable County (FEMA
Docket No. 6640)

Cape Cou Bay:
MGWWMWLW

Maps availadie
Annes

wmumamawwn
and Froeezor Road ...

swmummmuommu
Mussel Pont....

Moammumwam
Thatch lssand .

monmmmwmw
(extor

smmoomunusmmnm

knmmmammu
Sandy Neck Road.....
MNantuchet Sount:
Arca sl intensection of Old Colony Road and
Nantucket Stroot ittt
swmumummwusmou
Mumm-wm
|000bamo'mumol0wm
Avenus and Studley Road ...
Shoreline st Hyannis Pont........
huisoohﬂdmmolaaaw»w
South Main Steeet
Shordine at West Stroot (exdended) ...
Shoreling of Eol Aver at Hathaway Road (ex-
tended)...

smundcansqcooomwa
nlersection of Putnam Avenue and Lowel

Shoreline 3,000 feet southwest of Bluft Point,..

coporate
Mnmumarm
YMMIM lia

AxmmmmA_ﬂ —td
Whipple Road, upstream side .
mumamm

Ipswich (town), Essex County (FEMA Docket
No. 6640)

Atlantic Ocoan.
Shorelne at Rowley ipswich corporate kmits
Shoreline at confluence of Pine Croek ...,
Shacolne of Middle Ground....
swmuamnon(
wumnooommasq
Road (extended) ...
Mvummw
MMMM(W
Mucwamwwmm
Entire shoroline of Castle Neck River,. ...
Entire shoreline of Rowley River.. ...
mawmmmmm
Sound....

Al confivence of Trandwell Island Creek.. .

At Jurding HE Road (extended) ...

At Boston & Maino Raiiroad ...

WOSMWo‘ Bonunl
Mane Rairoad

Maps avallable for Inspection at the Board of
Selectmen’'s Office, Town Mall, Kingston, Mas-
sachusotis.

mnm).uw::::mmm
Crartes River:
Downstroam corporate kmits

!

mwtwm;;ﬂ, i
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#Depth #0opth ]l[‘m
n feot n tont | 0 test
Sowrs of loodng ord I0caton m Sowrce of fooding and locaton m Source of fiooding and location V{"ﬁ
BOn n wnn Son
teet oot fow
INGVD) INGVD) NGy
Approdmately 2900 feet downstresm of Nor- Shoreling  approximately 250 foet south of Mops svaillable for inspection st the Totows
folk Road s Winter istand Road fextonded). ... 20 Clerk's Otfice, Municpal Bulding, 537 Tolowa
Norfolk Road (upstroam ssde) il s g Easton shoreine of Cat bsland . a1 Road, Tolows, Now Jersoy.
Approwimately 240 foot upstream of Pleasant Wessorn shoredne of Cat Isfand ... 12
oM 1290 | Eastern shoredne of Tinkors iand — o 15 NEW YORK
\op y 80 foat up of Myda Sweely  "136 Westorn shorefine of Tirkoes tsland ... 12
\ P Wenils 138 Eastern shoreling of Great Misery island .. — 24 ml’mu:-mmm
Al conchusmce Wi Chartes, River s | oo do g ] 30 | v ooat
e by 190 Joek: W) of Ouchicd | | s shorene of Bakors ttand 12 |  Downstream corporate Bt . ———{ S
Strept by Partridge Hil. ,'3' Salorn Hardor: Shorefine st Carttion Street (e Upsiroam side Glasco Tumpke o n
Fudge Street (upstream sede) e £ 2 tended). “a Appe 1ty 865 foet 8
Orchard Street by School House HEl (upstraam 3 Shaliow Upstream side of CONRAIL... ~ o aadll @
e 243 | Dunes n the vty of Swem Neck | #) | Apprcaimatoly 510 feet upsiresm of upsenr
Maps svallable for inspection st the Select Dunes in the vicinity of JUnipar AVenoe ... 02 P *_!;
men's Office, Town Hall, Milks. Massactusetts Dunes in e vory of Winier s Road | | ror Wapection ot e Town
T Maps avaitable for inspection at the City Clurk's Clork's Offices, Saugerties Town Hak, Sauger
Nortotk (town), Norfolk County (FEMA Docket Office, Salem, tos, Now York.
Mo, 6614) e
Chavkes Fiver: MISSOURT Saugerties, Village, Ulster County (FEMA
Appraxenatedy 400 feet of Hariow Docket No. 8640)
Pond Latersd ... P 25 City of Chillicathe, Livingeton County (Docket Escpus Creek:
Approvimatety 800 toet upstream of Harlow No. FEMA-0640) Cantne Dam e
Pond 125 | Grang Rver Tobutary: Al US. composaio temits —y e
Approximately 700 foef dowrateam of Myrtle About 3.000 foet of State Hgiway Huctson Rrver
Sur e - 133 S 3 “208 Entire S witren P -3 )
Approamately 4000 feet upstream of Myrte I About 1,250 leet upstream of US. Mighway 65 730 m.onuumc-no-n’;__‘ "
g Mape available tor inspection st the Municipal
Al upatream coporato ewis ... ot s 138 *w,wwm Buldng. Parttion Street, Saugerties, New York.
Hartow Pond Laterat -
Harlow Pond Dam (upsveam mde) .. "o MONTANA NORTH CAROLINA
Approximately 3340 feet upsteam of Coolge i o
Dem. . —— e 129 Town of Alllance, Pamiico County (Docket No.
Pong East Holena (city), Lewis and Clark County
Ayrtle Stuel Latewat g (FEMA Docket No. 6540)
Upsiream woe of Myttie Sueet beidge . 139 o . o South River:
§ 7 ey g gt e g oattanio MY e G Bt sap70 | Abot 145 miss downstusm of Campen
- Mops svallable for inspection &t Fiood Plan e e — b/
Upsteam side of River Rosd._... A S <14 Administrator's Office, 7 Esst Man, East \bout i - v “w
Upatroam side of Mein Strest Dem.__........ 151 Helora, Moniane S0635. » "°'°“" for Inapection i e Town Hak,
Upstroam mide of Bush PFond Dam .. I 178 —_— Aliance, North Caroling.
Upstream corporate Semits — 181 Lewis and Clark (unincorpor sted _—
(ress Brook areas)
Confloonce with Mt River ... ... - "7 Arsas. Carteret County
Apprommatety 5000 feet upstroam of confis Prickly Pear Croek: (Dochet No. FEMA-6640)
once with W Rever *146 | 170 fest pstream from the center of Sera | Adarns Creok: Along eastern bank Fom As fnouth
Appronmatoly 5,640 feot vpstream of confiu- Road East... 3681 1o mouth of Back Creek .. 4
encowth MB Rver_ BT At the Holona Valiey imgation Caned ‘399 | asantic Ocean
MR Srook: South Braxd of Prickly Pear Crosk: 50 fee\ W~ wmumuwm,
Confluonce with Ml Fiver a7 stroam om the center of Wybe Drive ... ] ‘ABAS Drum fnlot 1o sbout 2500 feet southeast of
Upstroam componate St *360 | Esst Overfiow of Prickly Pear Creek: 160 fest he Hgh Hies. b |
Siop Rver upstieam om the centar of the Helena Valley About 500 feet northwest of shoreline from The
Dow 3 24 pation Canal — *3,001 T R — %
Upstream se of C oath of Mas Novth Overfiow of Prickly Paar Gresk: 470 leot About 0.75 mie east of Wreck Powi on Core
satls Raload bridge. ... 147 west from the northwest comes of the East Banks b
Confluence weh Prison Farm Latoes...... | *149 Helona Sewaje Lagoon holdng ponds ‘380 Aboul 300 feet norhwest of shorwiine hom
Dowrstresm side of Prison Roed Dem____ “150 | Teamse Greek about 0.75 mie southeast of Dariel Swash o
Approvimaiely 5000 foet upstiosm of Prison 30 feot upsteam from the center of Siema Ocracoke Inlet . ?
e Ay e R e fAoad East T Aong o south cubne of Look-
Al p P s e 85 feet upsteam fom the centec of Country out Bight . 7
Mann Pond Lasersl Cub A a2 Along shorkne om southern tp of Shackle-
Coniiuence with Siop Rivet ... bl Shadow Foodng: tord Banks 10 sbout 0.55 mile northwest of B
Boardman Seeet brdge (Wpsveem side) 7 900 feot west of ™o inlersection of Frankin southarn 8p of Shackielord Banks. .. - 8
Prison Faom Lateal Mine Road and Green Meadow Orive___{ "37%0 Along shoreline rom about 0.85 mie north of
Contiuence with SI00 NP ..o errrmmees *140 | Mape svallable for inspection at DES Deecior's mmmumma .
Aggrosmaiedy 1 200 toot upstream of Needham Office, 207 South Man, Hellena, Montana Capa Pont 10 Ox a0 Irdot 0
Swveet N e o "e2 About 300 feet north of shoreling from about
Sy Srook. NEW JERSEY mia southeast of Shackleford Point 1o about .
Contuence with Slop Fvee ...—.._...._...] *153 ou-n-umm.*_;_”nél "
Upstroam ol mm .. 176 Totows, Borough, Morris County (FEMA Along shoreline from about 0.4 south
Upstream comorste Mms ... ... 303 Docket No. 8540) Horse Pont 10 sbout 0.75 mie norwest of |
Mape avallable for inspection at e Select southem tp of Shackietord Banks_ .. "
men's Ofice, Norfok Town Offce, Norfollc, About 100 feet norh of shoreine botween
Massactusettn 126 andd ction of Town .
o s12s & 50 feet M of Tou l
Salem (city), Essex County (FEMA Docket No. “129 of Pise Kol Shores
6640) 132 Povel ot vt "t
Aante Cosan ‘18 Aong shorekne trom
Entee shoteline of Danvirs River withn commy- Bakd Hll 10 about :
wt L W B “10 Downatream corporate fmits -t 13 Poit . e
Shorokine of Coins Cove_ . 13 Agpeoximately 200 feet upsteam of upstroam About 150 feet norh of shoreline om Town of =
Massachusstts Say coponmte hnits . sallle T s 175 Attansc Beach 10 Beautoet S %
Shorohino 1 Sutton Avenue (extended) . 35 | Naschipunit Srook: Along shoresing from about | mile southeast of
Shoreine of Junipor Cove st Dustin Steet chson Road (do wdo) s Shackloford Pomt to sbout 085 mile west of |
loxtonced). SERGWTRPATESSRMS "0 Totown Road (dow wdo) 163 Bald Hl _ $
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#Doptn #Daptn | #Dopth
o teat o foat n ot
above above sbove
Source of llooding snd location w Scurce of Rooding and tocaton m Scwrce of fioadng and tocafion m
son in won n bon n
taet foot feat
INGVD) INGVDY INGVO)
Alng shoreline from Shackieiced Point to about Aong shorskne of Leww Croek . 7 Aong shoreline of South Rivee from north of
1 mile southeast of Shackiutord Poimt . " Aong shorlines of Horse lstend and Dump confivence of Eastman Creek %o mouth of
Acag shoreline between Town of Pne Knolt Islang *7 East Forx .. ‘s
Snores and Town of Atlantic b -] Nong shoseline iom Drum okt 10 Kathnyme Along shorefine rom Horton Point 0 about
Aoog shorelne from the Town of Atiantic Jene X 2 2,000 lowt southwent of Westwaed Point | b |
Beach 10 about 1500 feet west of wesiem Al intersaction of Marshaliberg Rosd and Amouthof Broad Creed . ‘8
oot Deafort et b Gk Foad. 7 Along shorelne of Ol Canal oo ‘s
Aorg shorelne botweon esstern section and Al ntersoction of Skadts Road and Gloucester shoreline from Winttrop Point to about
wustom section of Town of indian Beach. .} 16 Ve s o= =2 2N 27 0SS miseastof Haring Pons | e J
fack Soundt Al intorsection of Harkers island Rosd and SR Along shoreline of South River ponh of mouth
morg shoreline of Groat Mersh iatasd | ‘s 1340 _— 7 of Lintie Croek  J
nong shorelines of Morgen iand and Wisie- Along shorelines of Leo Cockle Marsh lslend, Newport River:
tornt Sland. 7 Litte Dosp Marsh istand, g Deep Marsh AL interyocton of New Gemn Road and SR 1106 . (4
Aong shomline of B, lodet 7 Isfand, and Teal Island 2 About 500 fest southwest of kdersection of
Aong nocthem shoredro of Shackloford Barks__| 'S A R PN e, 7 NewBemRoadand SR 1248 . .. 7
Mong shoreine from about 2000 leet nocth of Nong shoteline trom Swash 10 Drum injet 7 About 200 feet south of intersection of NC 101
Shet Point 1o aboot 2900 leet northwest of Along shorelne rom mouth of Fork Cives %o and SR 1161 s
Srefl Point sale A i The Spht o7 Al infersection of New Bern Road and SR 1185 i}
Nong shoraline from aboct 2600 teet northwest Aong shoreine of Jarert Bey from mouth of About 100 feat north of Intersection of SR 1158
of Sl Poirt to Rush Polet | b ] Soyrma Crook 10 Powt 7 and SR 1159 etr ‘a
Ruge Sound! At intersection of US Route 70 and SR 1411 | 7 About 0.65 mile east of iMersecton of SR 1176
Korg e trom of Town Al intorsaction of US Route 70 ans SR 1354___| 7 O I U e vttt ‘s
of Incian Beach 0 sbout 1200 foot northwest At intorsection of US Route 70 and SR 1250 | 7 Al Infersection of US Rowte 70 and SR 1178 | e
of mitersection of SR 1163 and NC 58 s Al intorsection of USMC Hoed and US Route Aong shoreline of Morehead Cannel._.... ‘s
Al INC 24 bridge over Jutnping Ren | 4 70 7 Al mouth of Aligator Crowk ! ‘.
mmummmmm_, 7 Al intersection of US Route 70 and SR 1377 | vid Aong shoreline of Adams Crook Canel from
Aceg shoreline of Woat Prong from conflosnce M intersection of US Route 70 and SR 1379 .| b mouth of Bell Creok 10 mouth of Easiman
win Broad Cook fo conflance of Wolt Norg Safters Creek noch of NC 12 ; 7 Crook i
Beanch 7 Al intersection of US Route 70 and SA 1371 | 7 Aong shoreine from just south of mouth of
Moot 300 leot sout of intersection of SA Along shoreines of Chain Shot lsland, Ware Cresk 0 sbout 055 mie scuth of
1122 and SR 1258 vt / Island, Wamwright istand, and Shell istand | ) mouth of Russelt Creck e ]
Ast north of indersection of SR 1122 snd SR Along sh of Back Bay s Along shoreline of Bullhhead Chennel -
123 ' Along shoroline of South Island b ] Aong shoreline of Mill Craok b ]
Acut 300 feet landward of shorefine along SR Al imtarsection of NC 12 and SR 1388 s Along shorelina  rom Core Croek 10 Oy
" - . Along shorelne of Thorotare Bay from mouth of Crook W
torg shorsline betwson Town of Pine Xnol Morklo Hammock Creek 10 Groon Pont .| e Nong shorekne rom mouth of Hariow Creek to
Shores and the Town of Atlantic Besch_____ 7 Al Crickot island Point. ‘8 about 1,500 feet east of mouth ol M Creek .| 10
Mong shorehne from Town of Atiantic Besch 10 | Aong shoreline from mouth of Middens Cresk Aong shoreline rom moush of Ware Croek 10
Fort Macon Creeh . 7 0 end of SH 1347 ‘e mouth of Cora ‘w0
Hoeg Salter Path Road between Town of Pine Along shorelines of Sallers Lumps and Big Nong shoredng of The Narmows just west of
rnoll Shores snd Town of Atlentic Beach 7 Isdand ‘s confivence of Litte Creok Swamp. w0
Ao BOO foet noth of Salter Path Rowd Al Pastuse Pokt . Nong shorelina of ME Pond ... 0
tatwoon Town of Pine Knoll Shores and At intersection of US Route 70 and SR 1350 b ] Along shorelinge of Hull Swamp ... e o
Town of Atantic Beach........ oo 7 Along shoreline of Belts island BN = ) Aong shoreling kom sbout 1,000 feet sculhy
At Harbar Drive tadge over Spooner Creek.. b Nong southern shoreline of Barry Bay .| s wast of mouth of Oyaler Cieek 10 sbout
About 100 feet norh of shoreline fom mouth of M Thorolare Beidge .- | e} 2200 fest southwos! of mouth of Oysbes
Spoorer Crook 10 mouth of Gulos Croek .| ‘s Along shoreine from 14 miies souttwes? Crooh.. N
M US Foute 70 bridge over Peleter Croeh | ‘s of Halt Point to Staap POInt.. e 2 | Nom Rver:
Aot north of intersection of SR 1249 and SR Aong eastern shorgline of Bay ) About SO feol west of inlersection of SR 1301
128Y e ] Along shomsiine from Cadar Poirt 10 mouth of e, S e S 7
Kong shoretine of southeastern hat of Wood Mara Crook 5 Along shorefioe kom sbout 0.2 mile wost of
wiang 8 At Cowpen Porit % Harkors Island Road 1o Crow Mt Roed..._. s
Aong sherine of Dog lelands | b ] Al Hog istand Pont - At intorsoction of SR 133 and SR 1328 | .
Aorg shoreline of northeentorn halt of Wood Aong shorekne from Ceday Infef Poke to Fish Nong shorekne of Ward Creok north of US
fsand ‘e Hawk Point ‘8 Fioute 70 e J
Al contiuence of Stkes Branch and East Prang | . Along northesn shorgline of Thorotare Bay.. - A«mawmmumcm_ﬁ be J
AL NC 24 brdige over Sanders Creek he J Aong shoredne of Burry Soy tom Green Along shorsénes of Gull Istand and Simons
A NC 24 brdge over Hunsng ilend Creek . 0 10 about 0.9 mée souttmest of Green Poind ... ] Istand. . ‘e
Abost 250 toet tendward of shoreline tom Nong shorelne of Jarett Bay om mouth of Along shoreling from Goose Bay 10 mouth of
about 1,500 loet southwest of mouth of Skes Wiliston Creok 10 mouth of Middens Cree__| b South Leop . v
Banch 19 sbout 2000 fest southwest of Aong shoreine om Ma? Point 10 about 1.4 At moutty of Felton Croek 0
riersaction of SH 1119 and SH 1218 “ mies southwest of Halt Point - At intogsection of US Route 70 and SR 1228 | 10
Aong whorelings of Piney sland Boan Along shoredne from Sioep Poind 10 about 0.4 Along shoceline rom mouth of South Lecpwd
g O NS B RS IR 10 miég sast of Drum Point 9 Coskomouthof Ward Creek | "
Aorg shorokine fram mouth of Pelasier Creek 3o Aong shoreine of Nelson Bay bom Broad Along shorelne from Thomas Morsh 1o Marsh
00t 06 mile southwest of mouth of Booad Crook 10 mouth of Pasture Croek. - Mon e “r
Ceonk i T W0 | Govw Sound/The Strads: Along shoreine fom sbout 1 mile south of US
Aong shorelne trom about 06 miée southwest Along shceeline from mouth of Sleepy Cresk to Foute WO USRouwte 70 ..o ] 12
of mouth of Broad Creek 10 about 0.1 mie Harkers tsland Road baidge over The Siepits | “® | Pamico Socune
werlofend of SR V5. .. S— | 1 Goose Acng shoreline of Big Swan lstand 7
Aoog shoreling from about 0.85 mite south of Along hored - Aong shoreline of West Bay from Doep Hole
riarsection of NG 24 and SR 1225 10 mouth Intraconstal Waterway: Pont o Dowdy Poit. ... ... .| L
of Huring Istand Creok.... ... e a— ‘12 About 0.6 mile south of intersection of NG 24 Along shoretne of Long I ot s
_Nong soushenn shoruline of Hurting island | I3 and NC 58 - ‘10 Along shoreine of West Tnorola SD— 8
one Soved At imtersection of Easy Steet and Leiswe Lane._| 0 Aoy shoreling of West Bay '8
Mout 1.300 feet morthwest of intersocton of ANong shorsine om sbout 1,700 fost south- At ntersection of Cedmt inland Roed and SR
SRIMZeNdSRISEd .. s weost of interseciion of NC 24 snd SR 1117 g e i i S N o
Moy western shoreiine of Core Barks 10 NC 24 tridge over White Ouk e - | Along shoreine from Raymond Sand 1o Camg
ot 06 mie southeast of Wihiiohurst Istend ANong shorohne rom Cameron Langston Brdge Pont . o e rrerrrromiry sl ‘s
0 Deat PONG J fo about 1.800 foot south of inlersecsion of Along shorelines of Kathyne Jane Istends | e
Kerg shorelnes of Guaning Hammock Istand NCAMASRIVIT — “12 Along shoreline from High Hils iniel 1o Oors-
& PR MBI e e ‘s Along shoreline kom about 1,800 feal south of coke Inket — s
Mg shorelne from Geeat island Bay to The inersecton of NC 24 and 1117 © sbout Aong shorelines of North Rock, Stell Castie,
Swash DRV % A0 - 1700 leut southwast of infersecton of NC adCasoy istend.__ - ]
Accg shoreline of Oyster Creeh | ] G BR NOL L e Y 14 | The Swars
Mong shoreéne of Spit By, ... wid ‘6 | Mouse Awer Al intersection of SR 1414 and SR 1416 7
“"ﬂmha“hm&hu Along shoreline fom Wastsard Point o Point northemn shorelne of Harkers laland. . 4
Deen Cove.... o MR 2 k]
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umawuevwm =

Chavies Creek:

From mouth at Pm Rver 10 pﬂ up-
stream of Hak

mwdmum

ity . - L
Maps avallable for inspection a! the Town Hall,

Arapahos, North Carolina,

Us porated Aress of Pamiico County
(Docket No. FEMA-6640)
Parmico Sovnd:
Al intersaction of SR 1327 and SR 1328
Al intersection of SR 1320 and SR 1321 ...
mmmvmwm
1o Big Propoise Pont .o

Mmmmrmmum

MMMS@M\&)MM
Pamiéco Rver:

Aicng shoreline of intracoastal Woterway from
nothem boundary of Goose Creok State
Game Retuge 1o Cow Hole Bay... —_—

Anmo«smm-usmm

mmmumuma
g (o T TR svblasiite
mmmaw

mmmmmum

mmmmmnmu
Croek

Bay
MWUSR!:M:-...... ity e
About 5,000 feet upstream of SR 1344
maurumancssusa
b TR ATy CLLLEL L Sk
womuwuuw
County Courthouse, Bayboro, North Carolina

90, Beaufort County (Dock:
No. FEMA 6840)
MWWM

MM&MUYM!&
North Carolira.

wanmmwdsannwms
Maps availlable for inapection at City Hall. P.O.
Box 808, 132 East Water Street, Plymouth,
North Carolna 27962

Town of Roper, Washington County (Docket
No. FEMA-6640)

M Croek:

WJNOMMMMUS Hghway

Aboulmvh'ot wnwndam
Avorwe .

About 1.8 mies upstroam of NC 45_ ...

About 4,550 feet upstream ol SR 1108

About 7,100 feet upstream of SA 1108
Conaty Creek Thbutarny:

About 250 feal downstream of SR 1117

Just downstream ot NC 32
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#Depin #Depth #0upth

r teat n feot n fool

above above ahove

Sorwce of fooding and focaton Vg:: Source ot Noodng and koceon ?'é’.‘““; Source of fiooding and iocation V&":
tion n oo in ton in

foot tnet toel

NGVD) wevo) | NGV

W Croek Maps svailable for Ingpection af the Oty Auds About 0.9 mile upstzoam of Keystone Ststion
Lot 185 mides upstresm of confluence with or's Ofice, South Main Stest, Miisboro, Norin Roed.... o R ‘680
({7~ s O N et )] Dehota. Fgeon Crosk
Accut 26 mies upsteam of conBuence with P Al mouth - ‘s02
Nerliy Ofpek L} 5 Just downstream of Big Rock Road.. 851

Sppamong Fvee Horace (city), Cass County (FEMA Dochet Mo. & -

From ihe oasterm County Boundary Yo SR 1155 b1 ) I Wl e RERSL LW o7
memm;maom s:'nmmumdmmm s Juat downstresm of Townuhip Road 068
3.000 toat upstroaem of M 'S ¥ - JAsco Lake Croek:

\enanke Soond: Maps avallable for inepection at Cay Hal, At confluonce of Parkviaw Lasorsl. ... 640
Avout 300 fool norh of intersection of Crost Horace, Morth Dakots. m‘mmmuum
ﬁocdu-aNCu s B - 27 — Tolado and I i it -8t

mmuuamumm Lisbon (city). Ransom County (FEMA Docket Supar Run:
tm'ﬂlw e ——— 7 6645) About 1,800 feet downstream of State Ficule

Nong Shoreline from sbout 500 foet weat of Shoyere Fver: Intersection of Fifth A 788 (Gownstroam R e A 53
ntessechon of SR 1323 and SR 1343 10 (State Highway 27) and Hams Street .| *1088 About 3200 feet ups of Chwasie Systeny o7
M0k D (el 7 available for inepection ai Clly Hall, 18 Four Mis Crook:

Just downstream of US. Routs &4 bridge Gver 4ih Avenue Weat, Lisbon, Noan Dakola. IR T T — ‘885
Deep Croak e 7 Aboul 1,000 foet upsiream of Four Méx Rosd.__ | "898
_v.lmo"K:JGWMM = Parkviow Laterst
nobe RV e 14T e North River (city), Cass County (FEMA Docket
At confivence with Jaco Lake Creek . e ‘o
nong shoresne from mouth of Roancke Fiver No. 8645) About 400 fest upstream of State Stioot 850
Fmgwmdmdm % Roa Awer of e Noalx 100 fost sast of e Oivorsion No. 1!
e e mmuc«mao.auamuuw *
Anout 500 teet norih of intorsaction of SR 132¢ Drive..... S’} TR At confhuence wih Litte Sot Crosh ... g
“amuc:m:-;m_.i_..‘_ L1 ‘S | Maps avallsble for Inspection at the Oty Aud-
o avallable inspection at the Washagton o North  River, North

Lounty Counthouse, Pymouth, Nerth Carolina ¥ A Gy 1 Sy

72 664
R (wrsk P d aress) (FEMA

Town of Windsor, Bertie County (Docket No, Dockel No. 6645)

s FEMA-8840) Shayenne Fiver (af Lisbom): Intorsection of

Contest Filver: Shoyore River and conter of an unnamed
About 1,700 feet downstroam of King Street . b road locsted in Ssctions 23 and 24 of Township
Avout 3.7 miles upsiream of King Suvoet ... 12 23 and 24 of Township 134 North dnd Range

m‘;mn:nwwnhmbﬂ. 56 West ... Lo
1
78 South Street, Windsor, North Carclina. Shoyvone River (&t Fort Ransom); 150 leet up-

———— siroam from State Park B1090... ... ...| *1.34% Mape svailadble for inspection at the Municipat
NORTH DAXOTA Maps avallabie for inspection st the County Bulldng, 145 Hgh Swost, Wadsworth, Oho
P R g SR AT Auciior’s Office, Ransom 44261
Mvo-mxmc«mmm Libsor, North o
Ho. 6645) OREGON

Srwy Fiver Intersecton of Sheyenno Rever R RO TET CR T B S AR o
L-:"c:mnous_.,f ~009 mmc;:wcmm mmazymmm

m:mmmnmrm -

o Supervisor's Home, Ruewl Route 1, Fasgo, Sheywnne Rier: Intorsection of Sheyarne River Chatco River: 50 foel Upstream from the conter of
Nerth Diskoa, ard Burington Norhern e 900 US HighweytOV 13

County ODrain 21. intersection of County Dewin 21 Maps svalieble for inspection at the Oty Mall,
e and Burfington Northorn Hakoad ... %00 #88 Ik Drive, Brookings, Oregon.
Brarwood (town), Cass County (FEMA Docket Maps avalabdle for inepection af the Dopartmont
Ko, 6845) of Planning and Zoning, 108 West Mein
! Hivir of the Noctly Al southam coxporate Avenue, Rivarside, Creswelt (city), Lane County, [FEMA Docket

"rsdhfmdw — | —_ 5%

h:wtnﬂhhmlhimm Coast Fork Willsmethe Rwor: Nong Park Street,

- 22 wmrmmxc:mmmu & 200 toot wost of fis it -

’.‘.mc; e ) %) with Pacific Highwey ... ... E—

Sh River: clion of 7 Westl Mzps avaladle for inspection uf ihe Clty Hal,
and Sheyanne Sweel. . e 902 | Croowed, Oregon

Eureigh County (Unincorporated areas) (FEMA County Drain 21. Wntersoction of County Highway

Docket No. $122) |0“Mmy10__.____... 500 ———

. . Maps tion &t the Engrieer's Springfield (city), Lane County (FEMA Docket

e S Sisich M o ol T | - o i o, W Sores oot Wo.

0 fodt upstream from contor of Old FAS. Ouhota McKenoa Al the cantarins of the Southem Pacl- | -

B0 Y647 i Raikoad Bedge ... e AL 467

“OMWMMWMU& S ——— —— ity Willametio Rvar: Al the centerting of the South.
gy 83.., 174 OO orn Pacfic Ratkoad 340

lucmaoowwmmd et 1 Mie Fork Withmette Rier: 1730 feat south

Bamarch Avenue.. 088 Mummmm wong 281h Streat from its intersaction with the

““MMMIMEW (Docket No. FEMA-6640) Southern Pacific Aaslroad...... S—— a6z
noenng Dopartmont, Stih and Bomarch. Bis- The irsket- Within community .. T “pos | Maps avallable for inapection &t the Pubic
march, North Dakota ‘“N”W““’m’u Works Department, 225 North Sth, Springfield,

~dd. P.O. Box 25, Chippews Lake, Ohio. Oregon.

'odm(mxmmm Po—.

Docket No. 6845 Viliage of Gloria Giena Park, Medina County Westfie (city), Lane County (FEMA Decket No.

f-\\\vwmumh (Dockat No. FEMA-6540) 8405
AMWOIMWH el 0033 | Cippewa Croek: Within communtly ... e 035 | Miidle Fork Wiklemotie Fiver: Al conBiuence with

Vaps .yr‘ MMMWMNTMM North Fork Middte Fork Wilamette River ...l  *1028
‘nmngmummrmm PO, Box 457, Chppewa Lake, Ohio, North Fork Mkl Fock YWillometle Faer: 15 ‘oot
soma, North Dakota. upstroam from the conter of Wost Osk Roed ..}  *1072

Maps avallsblo for inspection a! the Cay Mall,
VT Areas of Juckson County Recorder’
Hilsboro (city), Trall County (FEMA Docket {Docket No. FEMA-6640) M0 Mg Qoo
No. 8645) Lirtke St Croek

NVMMGG“MN About 2.200 feot downstream of condivence of

centor of By ‘8o Pigoon Crook ... oot 1 Ry Tt X SIS 802




1. The Commission has before it for
consideration the Notice of Proposed
Rule Making, 50 FR 4712, published
February 1, 1985, proposing the
allocation of Channel 249A to Big Flats,
New York, as that community's first
local FM service, at the request of the
Heron Corporation (“petitioner™).
Petitioner filed comments supporting the
proposal and reiterating its intention to
apply for the channel. No other
comments were received,

2. Channel 249A can be allocated in
conformance with the Commission's
minimum distance separation
requirements if the transmitter is
restricted to an area at least 1.13
kilometers northwest of the community,
to prevent a short-spacing to Station
WSQV, Channel 249A, Jersey Shores,
Pennsylvania. Canadian concurrence in
the allocation has been received as Big
Flats is located within 320 kilometers
{200 miles) of the U.S.-Canadian border

3. We believe the public interest
would be served by allocating the
channel to Big Flats, as it could provide
the community with its first local FM
service. Accordingly, pursuant to the
authority contained in sections 4(i),
5(c)(1), 303 (g) and (r) and 307(b) of the
Communications Act of 1934, as
amended, and §§ 0.61, 0.204(b) and 0.283
of the Commission’s Rules. it is ordered,
that effective July 12, 1985, the FM Table
of Allotments, § 73.202(b) of the Rules, is
amended with respect to the community
listed below, to read as follows:

Chareal
Gy Mo

Bg R Ny 2454

4. The window period for filing
applications will open on June 13, 1965
and close on July 12, 1985.

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

6. For further information concerning
this proceeding. contact Leslie K.
Shapiro, Mass Media Bureau, (202) 634-
6530,

Federal Communications Commission.

Charles Schott,

Chief, Policy and Rules Division, Mass Media
Bureau,

|FR Doc. 85-14148 Filed 8-11-85; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 6712-01-M

47 CFR Part 73
[MM Docket No. 84-17; RM-4624)
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above above

Sowrce of Noodng and locaon PR Source of Fooking ANG iocanon e
bon mn ton n
feot feot
alem (NGVD) NGVD)
TENNESSEE Tomahawk (city), Lincoin County (FEMA
L amaasedaciilise ” Docket No. 6640)
Tomahawk Raer:
City of Dayton, Rhea County (Docket No. 360" feel Cob
) Tomshawk and Westorn rairoad bidge ... *1435
Rchiand Cropk: Just downstroam of Jorsey Caty Dam ... *1436
About 800 feet downsbieam of US. Route 27 .|  "689 |  Just upstream of Jersey City Dam... *1450
About 1,800 feet up of Nodoik South mamuwummm 1450
Roiway.—... et #7190 |  WiscONSIn River: Within community 1435
Litte Richiand Crook: Maps avallable for W u N m-g
Y RS — 685 Wuo«u Caty Hatt. P.O. Box 469, 2nd
Ao:nmsolouwmaww&ow Tomahawk, Wisconsn.
............. e 701
ar,
T aocu 1950 test dowmairarn of Byihes Fory Issued: june 4, 1985,
&mﬁo ] 2089 Jeffray S. Bragg,
Aebsiesy r,:;ym Aot s 720 | Administrator, Federal Insurance
At mouth.. ST TS «720 | Administration.
wmmdmw, i ‘122 ¥ - R
e 722 | [FR Doc. 13990 Filed 6-11-85; 8:45 am]
mmmwunwm BILLING CODE 6718-03-M
anw\ Tonnessoo
] WASHINGTON il FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS
Deringlon (lowri) -u:oy County (FEMA- COMMISSION
Savk Rvec: On Alvord Streel extended 500 foet 47 CFR Part 73
east from intarsoction of Montague Avenue ... *535
Mops avaliable for inspection &t Town Hall, [MM Docket No. 85-1; RM-4726)
Darrington, Washington.
_— FM Broadcast Stations in Big Flats, NY
Elena Grays Harbor County (FEMA-6640) -
a‘w:::)‘ ok Mt ol ot AGENCY: Federal Communications
Creok and \ntorstats 12 .o st | Commission.

g oo s A s ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: Action taken herein allocates

Orting Pierce County (FEMA Docket No. 3

5 e £645) Channel 249A to Big Flats, New York, as

Pyt Rvar—With Conaideration of Leves: 110 that community's first local FM service,

:: “9":;'“ "°'"."' Canter, of 01*10"‘1‘* vos | 8 the request of the Heron Corporation.
Pomhe m—mmz.: Caud:w of Lowee: EFFECTIVE DATE: July 12, 1985.
! nbersoction Kansas Avonue . .
N L I AT s “m +iaa | ADDRESS: Federal Communications
Carton Rivec—With Consideration of Lovea: 100 Commission, Washington, D.C. 20554.
'N' downstream from the southemn corporate
»200 | FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
C«'w' Rver—Wnout Consderaton of Levee: Leslie K. Shapiro, Mass Media Bureau,
100 leet East on Calsioga Avenve from
intersoction  of o'(:-*bgo Avenue  and R:: (202] 634-6530.
SDOD( . - 182 o
= o o 0'7 ™y SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
C"“""'“‘“' List of Subjects in 47 CFR Part 73
Pacific County Wm arnas) (FEMA Radio broadcasting.
Dokt The authority citation for Part 73
R o o ot s i e continues to read:
won County Road...——— o "3 | Authority: Secs. 4 and 303, 48 Stat. 1066, as
ol Ocesn Besch mm Road. #1 | amended, 1082, as amended: 47 U.S.C. 154,
Maps avadlable for inspection at Planing De- 303. Interpret or apply secs. 301, 303, 307, 48
‘D:"M 300 Memanal Avenvo, South Bend. Stat, 1081, 1082, as amended, 1083, as
S 25 T amended, 47 U.S.C. 301, 303, 307, Other
WISCONSIN statutory and executive order provisions
— authorizing or interpreted or applied by
Rock Springs (vilage), Sauk County (FEMA specific sections are cited to texL
No.
Barkboo Fver: Report and Order (Proceeding
Aho; .63 mite downstream 1o State s Terminated)
1 s 470
About 0.15 mie uwn-n of o-cooo “and In the matter of Amendment of § 73.202(b),
Northwestern Ra&oad ... *872 | Table of Allotments, FM Broadcast Stations
'“'m” «a7y | (Big Flats, New York): MM Docket No. 85-1,
About 104 mies. wperean of Suate Hghwey RM-4728,
136 A 872

Clerk’s Otfice, Village Mall. Rock Sprngs, Wis-
conin,

Adopted: May 21, 1965,
Released: June 5, 1985.

By the Chief, Policy and Rules Division.

FM Broadcast Stations in Billings, MT

AGENCY: Federal Communications
Commission.
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acTioN: Final rule.

SUMMARY: Action taken herein allots
Class C FM Channel 231 to Billings,
Montana, in response to a petition for
reconsideration filed by Champion
Broadcasting. The allotment could
provide a sixth FM service for the
community.

EFFECTIVE DATE: July 15, 1985.
aoDRESS: Federal Communications
Commission, Washington, D.C. 20554,

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Kathleen Scheuerle, Mass Media
Bureau, (202) 634-6530,
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

List of Subjects in 47 CFR Part 73
Radio broadcasting.

The authority citation for Part 73
continues to read:

Authority: Secs. 4 and 303, 48 Stal. 1068, as
amended, 1082, as amended; 47 U.S.C, 154,
3. Interpret or apply secs. 301, 303, 307, 48
Stat. 1081, 1082, as amended, 1083, as
amended, 47 U.S.C. 301, 303, 307. Other
statutory and executive order provisions
authorizing or interpreted or applied by
specific sections are cited to text.

Memorandum Opinion and Order;
Proceeding Terminated

In the matter of amendment of § 73.202(b),
tuble of allotments FM broadcast stations,
(Billings, Montana); MM Docket No. 84-17,
RM-4624.

Adopled: May 21, 1885,

Released: June 8, 1985,

By the Chief. Policy and Rules Division.

1. The Commission has before it for
consideration, the Petition for
Reconsideration of the Memorandum
Opinion and Order, which dismissed a
proposal to allot Channel 231 to Billings,
Montana. Reconsideration of that
decision is sought by Champion
Broadcasting.

2. In response to the Notice of
Proposed Rule Making, 49 FR 3887,
published January 31, 1984, seeking
comments on the proposal to allot FM
Channel 231 to Billings, Montana, the
Commission failed to receive comments
from the original petitioner, Charles
Thompson, or any other party. Therefore
consistent with our policy and
procedures set forth in the Appendix to
the Notice, we dismisssed the petition.
Champion Broadcasting, in its petition
lor reconsideration, advises the
Commission that it was unaware of the
ongoing rule making proceeding and
therefore did not file its comments.
However, it states that it intends to
apply for Channel 231, if allocated.

3. We believe that the public interest
would be served by the allotment of

Channel 231 to Billings, Montana, since
it could provide the community with a
sixth FM channel. Inasmuch as the
channel would have been allocated
earlier had it not been for the lack of an
expression of interest, we believe that a
reversal of our earlier decision is
warranted.

4. Accordingly it is ordered, that
effective July 15, 1985, the FM Table of
Allotments, § 73.202(b) of the
Commission's Rules, is amended with
respect to Billings, Montana, as follows:

City Channel No.

BHNOS, MY

227, 231, 248, 253, 275, and
2n

5. The window period for filing
applications will open on June 13, 1985,
and close on July 12, 1985,

6. Authority for the action taken
herein is found in sections 4(i}, 5{c)(1)
and 303 (b) and (r), and 307(b) of the
Communications Act of 1934, as
amended, and §§ 0.61, 0.204(b) and 0.283
of the Commission's Rules.

7. It is further ordered, that this
proceeding is terminated.

8. For further information concerning
this proceeding, contact Kathleen
Scheuerle, Mass Media Bureau, (202)
634-6530.

Federal Communications Commission,
Charles Schott,

Chief, Policy and Rules Division, Mass Media
Bureau.

Appendix

1. Pursuant to authority found in
sections 4(i), 5(d)(1), 303 (g) and (r), and
307(b) of the Communications Act of
1934, as amended, and §§ 0.61, 0.204(b)
and 0.283 of the Commission's Rules, it
is proposed to amend the FM Table of
Allotments, § 73.202(b) of the
Commission's Rules and Regulations, as
set forth in the Notice of Proposed Rule
Making to which this Appendix is
attached.

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

3. Cut-off Procedures. The following

procedures will govern the
consideration of filings in this
proceeding.

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

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

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

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

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

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

[FR Doc. 85-14157 Filed 6-11-85; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 6712-01-M
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47 CFR Part 73

| MM Docket No. 84-720; RM-4588, RM
4654]

FM Broadcast Stations in Boston and
Quitman, GA

AGENCY: Federal Communications
Commission.
ACTION: Final rule.
SUMMARY: Action taken herein allots
Channel 292A 10 Boslon, Georgia, and
Channel 287A to Quilman, Georgia, in
response Lo petitions filed by Donald E,
White and Sons, Inc. and Nankin
Broadcasting, respectively. The
channels could provide a first FM
service to each community.

EFFECTIVE DATE: July 12, 1985.

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

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTA(.:T:
Montrose Tyree, Mass Media
Bureau, [202) 834-6530.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

List of Subjects in 47 CFR Part 73

Radio broadcasting.

The authority citation for Part 73
continues 10 read:

Authority: Secs. 4 snd 303, 48 Siat. 1066, as
amended. 1082, as amended; 47 U.S.C. 154,
303 Interpret or apply secs. 301, 303, 307, 48
Stal, 1081, 1082, as amended, 1083, as
amended, 47 U.S.C. 301, 303, 307, Other
statulory and executive order provisions

authorizing or interpreted or applied by
specific sections are ciled to \ext.

Report and Order; Proceeding
Terminaled

In the matter of amendment of § 73.202(b),
tuble of allotmeats, FM broadcast stations,
(Boston and Quitman, Georgia): MM Docket
84-720, RM-4588, RM-4654.

Adopted: May 22, 1985,

Released: June 5, 1965

By the Chiel, Policy mnd Rules Division

1. The Commission has under
consideration the Notice of Proposed
Rule Making, 48 FR 30758, published
Augus! 1, 1984, proposing the allotments
of Channel 292A 1o Boston, Georgia, and
Channel 287A lo Quitman, Georgia, as
each commumity's first FM service, The
proceeding was institated in response 10
petitions filed by Donald E, White and
Sons, Inc, {“White") and by Naokin
Broadcasting {"Nankin™), respectively.
Both petitioners filed comments
restating their intention to apply for the
channel, if allotted to their requested
community.

2. The Commission believes that the
public interest would be served by the

proposed allotments, as it could provide
each community with a first FM service.
Both the allotment of Channel 282A to
Boston and Channel 287A to Quitman
can be made in compliance with the
minimum distance separation
requirements.

3. Accordingly, pursuant to the
authority comained in section 4(i),
5{c)(1), 303(g) and [r), and 307(b) of the
Communications Act of 1934, as
amended, and §§ 0.61, 0.204(b) and 0,283
of the Commission's Rules, it is ordered,
that effective July 12, 1985, the FM Table
of Allotments, § 73.202(b) of the Rules, is
amended with respect fo the following
communities:

Channat
No

Bagton. GA
Qutman, GAL

292A
57A

|
b
\

4, The window period for filing
upplications will open on June 13, 1985,
and close July 12, 1985.

5, It is furthered ordered, that this
proceeding is terminated.

6. For further information concerning
this proceeding, contact Montrose H,
Tyree (202) 634-6530.

Federal Communications Commission
Charles Schott,

Chief, Policy and Rules Division, Mass Mediu
Bureau.

[FR Doc. 85-14152 Filed 6-11-85; 8:45 4m]
BILLING CODE §712-01-M

47 CFRPart 73
[ MM Docket No. 84-600; RM-4641)

FM Broadcast Stations in East Jordan,
Mi

AGENCY: Federal Communications
Commission.
AcTION: Final rule.

suMmARY: This action allots Channel
265A to East Jordan, Michigan, in
response to a petition filed by Midwest
Radio Consultants, The allotment could
provide a first local broadcast service
for East Jordan.

EFFECTIVE DATE: July 15, 1985,
ADDRESS: Federal Communications
Commission, Washington, D.C. 20554.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Kathleen Scheuerle, Mass Media
Bureau, (202) 634-6530,

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
List of Subjects in 47 CFR Part 73
Radio broadcasting.

The authority citation for Part 73
continues to read:

Authority: Socs. 4 and 303, 48 Stat. 1066, ns
amended, 1082 as amended: 47 U.S.C. 154,
203. Inerpret or apply secs. 301, 303, 307, 48
Stat. 1041, 1082, as amended, 1083, as
amended, 47 U.S.C. 301, 303, 307, Other
stntutory and executive order provisions
authorizing or interpreted or applied by
specific secfions are cited 1o text.

Report and Order

In the matter of amendmen! of § 73.202{b;
Table of Allotments, FM Broadcast Stations
{East Jordan, Michigan) MM Docket No. 82
600; RM-<4641).

Adopted: May 21, 1985,

Released: June 6, 1985,

By the Chief, Policy and Rules Divisions

1. The Commission has before it the
Notice of Proposed Rule Making. 49 FR
26115, published June 26, 1984, in
response to a petition filed by Midwes!
Radio Consultants {"petitioner"). The
Notice proposed the allotment of FM
Channel 265A to East Jordan, Michigan,
as that community’s first FM service.
Petitioner filed comments in support of
the Notice and stated its intention to
apply for the channel.

2, A staff study indicates that Channel
265A could be allotted to East Jordan
Michigan, in compliance with the
minimum distance separation
requirements of § 73.207 of the
Commission’s Rules, Canadian
concurrence has been oblained since the
proposed assignment is within 320
kilometers (200 miles) of the common
U.S.-Canadian border.

3. In view of the above considerations
we believe the public interest would be
served by a grant of the petitioner’s
request since it could provide for the
first FM servioe in that community.

PART 73—{AMENDED]

§73.202 [Amended]

4. Accordingly, pursuant to the
authority contained in sections 4(i).
5(c)(1), 303 (g) and (r) of the
Communications Act of 1934, as
amended, and §§ 0.61, 0.204(h) and 0.281
of the Commission's Rules, it is ordered.
that effective July 15, 1985, the FM Table
of Allotments, § 73.202(b) of the
Commission's Rules is amended with
respect 1o the community listed below

Caty

EastSordan NI

5. The window period for filing
applications will open Jane 13, 1985, and
close july 12, 1985,

o, It is further ordered, that this
proceeding is terminated.
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7. For further information concerning
(his proceeding, contact D, David
Weston, Mass Media Bureau, (202) 634-
6530,

Federal Communications Commission.
Charles Schott,

Chief, Policy and Rules Divisions, Mass
Media Bureaa.

[FR. Doc. 85-14161 Filed 6-11-85; 8:45 am)|
BLUNG CODE 6712-01-M

{7CFRPart73
(MM Docket No. 84-506; RM-4698

FM Broadcast Stations in Eureka, CA

aGENCY: Federal Communications
Commission.

acrion: Final rule

SUMMARY: Action taken herein allots
Channel 288A to Eureka, California, as
that community’s fourth FM service, at
the request of Thomas Renteria.
EFFECTIVE DATE: July 12, 1885,

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

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

List of Subjects in 47 CFR Part 73

Radio broadcasting.

The authority citation for Part 73
continues to read:

Authority: Secs. 4 and 303, 48 Stat. 1066, as
amended, 1082, as amended: 47 U.S.C. 154,
¥0. Interpret or apply secs. 301, 303, 307, 48
Sual. 1081, 1082, as amended, 1083, us
imended, 47 U.S.C. 301, 303, 307. Other
#atutory and executive order provisions
suthorizing or interpreted or applied by
specific sections are cited to text.

Report and Order (Proceeding

Terminated)

In the matter of amendment of § 73.202(b),
Table of Allotments, FM Broadcast Stations.
[Eureka, California) (MM Docket No. 84-508.
iM-4698), *

Adopted: May 21, 1985,

Released: June 5, 1085,

By the Chief, Policy and Rules Division.

1. Before the Commission for
tonsideration is the Notice of Proposed
flule Making, 49 FR 24410, published
lune 13, 1984, proposing the allotment of
Channel 249A to Eureka, California, as
that community’s fourth FM channel, in
ftsponse to a petition filed by Thomas
Renteria (“petitioner”), Petitioner filed
“mments reaffirming his intention in
“pplying for the channel. KPDJ-FM, Inc.
UKPDJ"), licensee of Station KPDJ-FM,
tureka, California submitted comments
ind 3 counterproposal.

2. KPDJ urges the allocation of an
alternative channel 1o Eureka and
suggests Channel 288A is best suited for
allotment there. KPD] states that the
instant proposal would cause
interference to translators at Ferndale,
California (Channel 252) and Willow
Creek, California (a recently applied for
translator on Channe! 249). Petitioner
did nol respond.

3. The Commission does not generally
provide protection for translator stations
from a full service station. See, 47 CFR
74.1203(a). Our main concern is to
provide an allotment to Eureka as
requested by the petitioner. Of course
we do not want to intentionally disrupt
any service to the public when a
suitable alternative allotment is
available. Therefore, the Commission
believes that the public interest would
be served by the allotment of FM
Channel 288A to Eureka, California, in
order to provide a fourth FM gervice to
that community. The allotment can be
made in compliance with the minimum
distance separalion requirements of
§ 73.207 of the Commission’'s Rules.

PART 73—{AMENDED]

§73.202 [Amended)

4. Accordingly, pursuant to the
authority contained in §§ 4(i), 5(c)(1),
303 (g) and (r), and 307(b) of the
Communications Act of 1934, as
amended, and §§ 0.61, 0.204(b) and 0.283
of the Commission’s Rules, It is ordered,
That effective July 12, 1985, the FM
Table of Allotments is amended with
regard to the community listed below:

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

6. The window period for filing
applications will open June 13, 1985, and
close July 12, 1985.

7. For further information concerning
this proceeding, contact Patricia
Rawlings, Mass Media Bureau. (202)
834-6530.

Federal Communications Commission.

Charles Schott,
Chief, Policy and Rules Division, Mass Media
Bureou.

[FR Doc. 85-14161 Filed 6-11-85; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 6712-01-M

47 CFR Part 73
[MM Docket No, 84-788; RM-4821]

TV Broadcast Stations in Islamorada,
Key West, and Marathon, FL

AGENCY: Federal Communications
Commission.

ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: This action assigns
noncommercial educational television
channels to Islamorada, Key West and
Marathon, Florida, in response to a
petition filed by Florida Educational
Television, Inc. The assignments could
provide a first noncommercial
educational service to each community.

EFFECTIVE DATE: July 12, 1985,

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

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Montrose H. Tyree (202) 634-6530.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
List of Subjects in 47 CFR Part 73

Television broadcasting,
The authority citation for Part 73
continues to read:

Authority: Secs, 4 und 303, 48 Stal. 1068, as
amended, 1082, as amended; 47 U.S.C. 154,
303, Interpret or apply secs, 301, 303, 307, 48
Stat. 1081, 1082, as amended, 1083, as
amended, 47 U.S.C. 301, 303, 307, Other
statutory and executive order provigions
authorizing or interpreted or applied by
specific section are cited to text.

Report and Order; Proceeding
Terminated

In the matter of Amendment of § 73.606(b),
table of assignments, TV broadcast stations,
(Islamorada, Key West, and Marathon,
Florida): MM Docke! 84-788. RM-4821.

Adopted: May 22, 1985.

Released: June 5, 1985,

By the Chief, Policy and Rules Division.

1. The Commission herein considers
the Notice of Proposed Rule Making, 49
FR 334865, published August 23, 1984,
issued in response to a petition filed by
Florida Educational Television, Inc.
(“petitioner”). The Notice proposed to
assign UHF Channel *18 to Islamorada,
Florida, VHF Channel *13 to Key West,
Florida, and VHF Channel *8 to
Marathon, Florida. The proposed
assignments could provide a first
noncommercial educational television
service lo each community. Supporting
comments were filed by the petitioner
restating the need for the requested
assignments and its intention to apply
for the channels, if assigned.

2. We believe that the public interest
would be served by the proposed
assignments. The petitioner has

-
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adequately demonstrated the need for a
first noncommercial television service at
euch community. The channels ¢an be
assigned in compliance with the
minimum distance separation
requirements of §§ 73.610 and 73.698 of
the Rules.

8. Accordingly, pursuant to the
authority contained in Section 4{i),
alc)(1), 303{g) and [r) and 307(b) of the.
Communications Acl of 1934, as
amended, and §§ 0.61, 0.204(b) and 0.283
of the Commission's Rules, it is ordered,
that effective July 12, 1985, the FM Table
of Assignments § 73.606(b) of the
Commission’s Rules, is amended as
follows:

4. It is further ordered, that this
proceeding is terminated.

5. For information concerning this
proceeding, contact Montrose H. Tyree,
Mass Media Bureau {202) 834-6530

Federal Communications Commission.
Charles Schott,

Chief. Policy and Rules Division, Mass Media
Bureou.

[FR Doc. 85-14155 Filed 6-11-85 8:45 am)
BILLING CODE 6712-01-M

47 CFR Part 73
[MM Docket No. B4-626; RM-4723)

FM Broadcast Stations In Lisbon, ND

AGENCY: Federal Communications
Commission.

ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: Action taken herein allots FM
Channel 282A to Lisbon, Narth Dakota,
in response to a petition filed by Charles
Thompson, Terry Loomis, and Bob Hein
us that community’s first FM chaonel.
EFFECTIVE DATE: July 15, 1985,

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

D. David Weston, Mass Media Bureau,
(202) 634-6530.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

List of Subjects in 47 CFR Part 73

Radio broadcasting.

The authority citation for Part 73
continues to read:

Authority: Secs. 4 and 303, 48 Stat. 1060, as
amended, 1082, as amended: 47 US.C. 154,
303. Interpre! or apply secs. 301, 303, 307, 48
Stat. 1081, 1082 as amended, 1063, as
umended, 47 U.S.C. 301, 303, 307, Other

stalutory and executive urder provisions
nuthorizing or interpreted or applied by
spocific sections are cited to text,

Report and Order; Proceeding
Terminated

In the matter of smendment of § 73.202{b),
tuble of allotments, FM broadcast stations,

{Lisbon, North Dakota); MM Docket No. 84-
626, RM-4723.

Adopled: May 21, 1885,
Released: June 6, 1985,
By the Chief, Policy and Rules Division.

1. Before the Commission for
consideration is the Notice of Proposed
Rule Making, 49 FR 27330, published
July 3, 1984, in response lo a petition
filed by Charles Thompson, Terry
Loomis and Bob Hein ("petitioners")
proposing the allotment of FM Channel
292A to Lisbon, North Dakota, as that
community’s first FM channel.
Petitioners have filed supporting
comments reaffirming their intention to
file for the channel.

2. The Commission believes that the
public interest would be served by the
allotment of FM Channel 292A to
Lisbon, North Dakota, since it could
provide that community with its first FM
service, The assignment can be made in
compliance with the minimum distance
separation requirements of § 73,207 of
the Rules.

3. The concurrence of the Canadian
government has been received as Lisbon
is located within 320 kilometers {200
miles) of the U.S.-Canadian barder.

4. Accordingly, pursuant to the
authority contained in Sections 4{i),
5{c)(1), 303 {g) and (r) and 307(b) of the
Communications Act of 1934, as
amended, and §§ 0.61, 0.204(b) and 0.283
of the Commission's Rules, it is ordered,
that effective July 15, 1985, the Table of
FM Allotments, § 73.202(b) of the Rules.
is amended with respect to the following
community:

5. The window period for filing
applications will open June 13, 1985, and
close July 12, 1985.

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

7. For further information concerning
this proceeding. contact D. David
Weston, Mass Media Bureau, [202) 634
6530.

Federal Communications Commission.
Charles Schott,

Chiel, Policy and Rules Division, Mass Madig
Bureau,

[FR Doc. 85-14160 Filed 6-11-85; 845 am)|
BILLING CODE 6712-01-M

47 CFR Part 73
MM Docket No. 84-653; RM-4713]

FM Broadcast Stations in Oxford, MS

AGENCY: Federal Communicutions
Commission.

ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: Action taken herein allots
Channel 238A to Oxford, Mississippi, in
response to comments filed by |. Boyd
Ingram. The allotment could provide &
third FM service to the community.

EFFECTIVE DATE: July 12, 1985,

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

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Kathleen Scheurele, Mass Media
Bureau, (202) 634-6530.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: .

List of Subjects in 47 CFR Part 73

Radio broadcasting.

The authority citation for Part 73
continues to read:

Authority; Secs. 4 and 303, 48 Stut. 1068, «»
amended, 1082, as amended; 47 US.C 154,
300. Imterpret or apply secs. 301, 303, 307, 48
Stal. 1081, 1082, gs amended, 1083, as
umended, 47 U.S.C. 301, 303, 307, Other
statutory und executive order provisions
authorizing or interpreted or applied by
specific ssctions are cited to text.

Report and Order; Proceeding
Terminated

In the matter of amendment of § 73.202(0).
Table of Allotments, FM Broadcast Stations
(Oxford, Mississippi}; MM Docket No. 84653,
RM-4713.

Adopted: May 21, 1985,

Released: June 5, 1985.

By the Chief, Policy and Rules Division

1. The Commission has before it the
Notice of Proposed Rule Making. 49 FR
20423, published July 20, 1984, in
response o pelition filed by North
Mississippi Broadcasters [“petitioner”)
The Natice proposed the allotment of
FM Channel 238A to Oxford,
Mississippi, as that community's third
FM assignment, Petitioner failed to file
supporting comments but J. Boyd Ingram
filed comments expressing his intention
to apply for the channel,

2. Channel 238A can be allotted to
Oxford in compliagnce with the minimum
distance separation requirements of
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§73.207 of the Commission’s Rules,
provided there is a site restriction of 1.7
miles southeast of the community, The
site restriction will prevent a short
spacing to FM Station WVIM-FM,
Channel 237, Coldwater, Mississippi.

3. In view of the above considerations,

we believe the public interest would be
served by & grant of the petitioner's
request, since it could provide for the
third FM service to Oxford.

4. Accordingly, pursuant fo the
authority contained in Sections 4(i),
5(c)(1), 303 [g) and (r} of the
Communications Act of 1934, as
amended, and §§ 0,61, 0.204(b) and 0 253
of the Commission’s Rules, it is ordered,
That effective July 12, 1085, the FM
Table of Allotments, § 73.202{b) of the
Commission's Rules is amended with
respect to the community listed below:

Cay Channal No.

Oxtord, MISS, .| 238A, 248, and 206A.

5. The window period for filing
spplications will open june 13, 1985, and
tlose July 12, 1985,

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

7. For further information concerning
the above, contact Kathleen Scheuerle,
Mass Media Burea, (202) 634-8530.
tedera) Communications Commission.

Charles Schote,

g.am,r. Policy and Rules Division, Mass Medic
UNeou.

{fR Doc. 85-14150 Filed 6-11-85; 8:45 am]

BLLING CODE 6712-01-M

{ICFR Part 73
IMM Docket No. 84-504; RM-4708]
g Broadcast Stations in Rapid City,

AGENCY: Federal Communications
Commission.

AcTion: Final rule.

SUMMARY: Action taken herein assigns
Class C FM Channel 282 to:Rapid City,
South Dakota, in response to a petition
fled by William H. Payne as that
ammunity’s fourth FM allotment.
EFECTIVE DATE: July 15, 1985

Aooress: Federal Communications
Commission, Washington, D.C. 20554.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
0.David Weston, Mass Media Burean,
(202) 834-6530,

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

List of Subjects in 47 CFR Part 73
Radia broadcasting.

The authority citation for Part 73
continues to read:

Authority: Secs. 4 and 303, 48 Stat. 1000, as
amended, 1082, as amended; 47 U.S.C. 154,
303. Interpret or apply secs. 301, 300, 307, 48
Stat. 1081, 1082, as amended, 1083, as
amended, 47 US.C. 301, 303, 307, Other
statutory and executive order provisions

authorizing or interpreted ar applied by
specific sections are cited to text.

Report and Order; Proceeding
Terminated

In the matter of amendment of § 73.202(b),
table of allotments, FM broadcast stations,
(Rapid City, South Dakota); MM Docket No,
84-504, RM-4708.

Adopted: May 22, 1985.

Released: June 6, 1985,

By the Chief, Policy and Rules Division.

1. The Commission has before it for
consideration the Notice of Proposed
Rule Making, 48 FR 24402, published
June 13, 1984, propesing the allotment of
Class C FM Channel 282 to Rapid City,
Sauth Dakota, as that community's
fourth FM channel. The Notice was
adopted in response to a petition filed
by William H. Payne (“petitioner").
Petitioner submitted a late-filed letter
reaffirming its intention to apply for the
channel, if allotted. Tom-Tom
Broadcasting (“Tom-Tom"”) also
submitted late filed comments.
Petitioner submitted an opposition
thereto,' We find that it is in the public
interest to accept petitioner’s late filed
comment for the purpose of expressi
his interest in applying for the chann

2. The Commission believes that the
public interest would be served by the
allotment of Channel 282 to Rapid City,
South Dakota, since it could provide a
fourth FM service to the community. The
assignment can be made in complianee
with the minimum distance separation
requirements of § 73.207 of the
Commission's Rules.

3, Accordingly, pursuant to the
authority contained in sections 4{i),
5(c)(1), 303 (g) and (r) and 307(b) of the
Communications Act of 1934, as
amended, and §§ 0.81, 0.204(b) and 0.283
of the Commission’'s Rules, it is ordered,
that effective July 15, 1985, the Table of
FM Allotments, § 73.202{b) of the Rules,
is amended with respect to the following
community:

Caty Channel No.

Ropd City, SO [ 230, 250, 262, and 282

! Petitioner’s opposition is besed on Tom-Tom's
ussestion that no party filed comments in suppart. In
view of our action luken herein, Tom-Tom's late:
filed comments expressing an intesest in the
propasal and petitioner’s opposition thereto are
mool.

4. The window period for filing
applications will open June 13, 1985, and
close July 12, 1985.

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

6. For further information concerning
this proceeding, contact D, David
Weston, Mass Media Bureau, (202) 634
6530.

Federal Communications Commisslon,
Charles Schoty,

Chief, Policy and Rules Division, Moss Medio
Bureay.

[FR Doc. 85-1415@ Filed 6-11-85; 8:45 am}
BILLING CODE 6712-0%-M

47 CFR Part 73

[MM Docket No. 83-514; RM-4431, M-
4561}

FM Broadcast Stations in Susanville,
CA and Reno, NV

AGENCY: Federal Communications
Commission.

ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: Action taken herein
substitutes Class C FM Chamnel 227 for
Channel 224A at Susanville, California,
and modifies the Class A license of
Station KSUE-FM, in response to a
petition filed by Radio Lassen. Also,
Class C FM Channel 225 is allocated to
Reno, Nevada, as that community's sixth
commercial broadcast service, in
response to a proposal filed by David E.
and Kathryn S. Caldwell.

EFFECTIVE DATE: July 15, 1985.
ADDRESS: Federal Communications
Commission, Washington, D.C. 20554,
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Nancy V. Joyner. Mass Media Bureau,
(202) 634-6530.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

List of Subjects in 47 CFR Part 73

Radio broadcasting.
The authority citation for Past 73
continues to read:

Authority. Secs. 4 and 303, 48 Stat. 1066, as
amended, 1082, as amended: 47 US.C. 154,
303, Interpret or apply secs. 301, 303, 307, 48
Stat. 1081, 1082, as amended, 1063, as
amended, 47 U.S.C, 301, 309, 307. Other
statutory and executive order provisions
authorizing or interpreted or applied by

specific sections are cilad to text.
Report and Order; Proceeding

Terminated

In the matter of amendment of § 73.202(b),
table of allotments, FM broadcast stations,
(Susanville, California and Reno, Nevada ")

'This community has been added 10 the caption.
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MM Dockel No. 83-514, RM-4431, and RM-
4561,

Adopted: May 22, 1985.

Released: June 6, 1985,

By the Chief, Policy and Rules Division.

1. The Commission herein considers
the Notice of Proposed Rule Making, 48
FR 28494, published June 22, 1983,
proposing the substitution of Class C FM
Channel 226 for Channel 224A at
Susanyille, California, in response to a
request filed by Radio Lassen
(“petitioner”),? licensee of Station
KSUE-FM, Susanville. Petitioner desires
to expand its coverage area lo serve the
rural areas of Lassen County. In
response to the Notice, David E. and
Kathryn S. Caldwell (“Caldwell”) filed a
counterproposal requesting the
allotment of Channel 226 to Reno,
Nevada, as that community's sixth
commercial FM broadcast service.? Both
parties stated their intention to apply for
the channel, if allocated. Reply
comments were filed by each party.*

2.In the counterproposal, Caldwell
notes that due to technical
considerations, Channel 226 cannot be
assigned to Susanville and Reno
simultaneously. (The distance between
the two communities is approximately
120 kilometers, whereas 280 kilometers
is required to accommodate co-channel
allotments.) Thus, Caldwell requests, as
an alternative, that Channel 226 be
allotted to Reno, Nevada, and that
Channel 277 be allotted to Susanville to
accommodate petitioner’s proposal.
According to Caldwell's engineering
study, Channel 226 would require a site
restriction on Spanish Springs Peak,
while Channel 277 would necessitate a
site on Shaffer Mountain. According to
Caldwell, each restricted site would

Potitioner is also the licensee of co-owned
Station KSUE{AM).

* Public Notice of the filing of the counterproposal
wis given on August 3, 1083, Report No. 1418

‘Petitioner’s reply comments elicited additional
comments from Caldwell to which petitioner
responded. However, § 1.415(d) of the Commission’s
Rules does nol generally contemplate such filings
after the record has closed. The unsolicited
comments in response to petitioner’s roply are
immaterial due to the fact thut they relate to site
availability problems on the proposed channels.
However ultimate determination reached herein
involves different channels which can be used at
sites unrelated to the (ssues raised in the late
comments. Thus, no analysis thereof is required.
end their acceptance will be denied. Those
commaent Include: “Response of David E. Caldwell
and Kathryn S. Caldwell to Reply Comments of
Radio Lassen™ “Reply 1o Caldwell Response™;
“Motion to Enlarge the Pleading Schedule to Permit
# Response to the Reply of Radio Lassen'™;
Supplement to Reply to Caldwell Response™;
*Opposition . , , to Second Reply and Supplement
of Radio Lassen”; Reply to Request to File
Supplement”; and “"Motion to Strike Redio Lassen's
Reply of Pebruary 16, 1984, or o Enlarge the
Ploading Schedule to Permit the Caldwell's 1o
Respond.”

provide 70 dBu line-of-aight coverage to
Reno and Susanville, respectively.

3. In response, petitioner states that
the proposed reference sites suggested
by Caldwell are not feasible. According
to petitioner’s engineer, the Spanish
Springs Peak is under the authority of
the Bureau of Land Management
(“BLM"), which has advised it would be
adverse to the use of that location for a
transmitter site for several reasons.
First, it is currently undeveloped with a
steep terrain. Also, there are no access
roads nor electrical power available.
Moreover, it is asserted that line-of-site
coverage to Reno's dense population to
the north would not be possible due to
the intervening moutainous terrain,
culminating in severe shadowing and
poor reception quality.

4. With regard to Shaffer Mountain,
petitioner's engineer asserts that such
site would result in shadowing of large
areas of Susanville. Further, petitioner
advises that the BLM is opposed to the
use of a proposed transmitter orr Shaffer
Mountain since it is the location of a
developed two-way repeater radlo site
under its jurisdiction, that is utilized by
approximately 17 concerns, including
various Federal, State and local
governments, as well as private users.

5, Since the parties differ on the
useability of transmitter sites on
Spanish Springs Peak and Shaffer
Mountain to serve Reno, Nevada and
Susanville, California, respectively, a
staff engineering study was undertaken
in an attempt to resolve the dispute to
mutual satisfaction. As a result, we have
determined that other channel allotment
schemes are feasible.

6. We have determined that Channel
227 can be allocated to Susanville and
located at the present site of Station
KSUE-FM, while Channel 225 can be
allocated to Reno with a site restriction
17.4 kilometers (10.8 miles) northeast of
the community. Such location would
appear to provide a transmitter site at a
sufficiently elevation from which Reno
could be provided city grade service.

7. In view of the above, and absent
any other expressions of interest in the
Susanville, California, proposal, we
have authorized, /nfra, a modification of
the license of Station KSUE-FM. See,
Cheyenne, Wyoming, 62 F.C.C. 2d 63
(1976).

8. Accordingly, pursuant to the
authority contained in sections 4(i),
5{c)(1). 303 {g) and (r) and 307(b) of the
Communications Act of 1934, as
amended, and §§ 0.61, 0.204(b) and 0.283
of the Commission's Rules, it is ordered,
that effective July 15, 1985, the FM Table
of Allotments, § 73.202(b) of the
Commission's Rules, is amended with

respect to the communities listed below
as follows:

Oy ) Channel No.

Susanville, CA .. et 0L,
Reno, NV 226, 238, 2V2A, 281
and 195,

9, It is further ordered, that, pursuant
to section 316{(a) of the Communications
Act of 1934, as amended, the license of
Radio Lassen for Station KSUE-FM,
Susanville, CA, is madified effective July
15, 1985, to specify operation on Channel
227 in lieu of Channel 224A. This license
modification for Station KSUE-FM is
subject to the following conditions:

(a) The licensee shall submit to the
Commission a minor change application
for a construction permit (Form 301),
specifying the new facilities.

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

(c) Nothing contained herein shall be
construed to authorize a major change in
transmitter location or to avoid the
necessity of filing an environmental
impact statement pursvant to § 1.1301 of
the Commission’s Rules.

10. It is further ordered, that the
Secretary of the Commission shall send
a copy of this Order by certified mail,
Return Receipt Requested, to Radio
Lassen, 3015 Johnstonville Road.,
Susanville, CA 94130, and to petitioner's
counsel, George M. Malti, Esq., Farrand,
Malti and Cooper, 701 Sutter Street, 7th
Floor, San Francisco, CA 94109.

11. It is further ordered, that this
proceeding is terminated.

12. The filing window for application
on Class C Channel 225 at Reno, NV,
will open on June 13, 1985 and close on
July 12, 1985,

13. For further information concerning
the above, contact Nancy V. Joyner,
Mass Media Bureau, {202) 634-8530.

Federal Communications Commission,

Charles Schott,

Chief. Policy and Rules Division Mass Medio
Bureau.

[FR Doc. 85-14158 Filed 6-11-85; 845 am|
BILLING CODE 6712-01-M

47 CFR Part 73

[MM Docket No. 84-895; RM-4799]

TV Broadcast Stations in Santa
Catalina island or Avalon, CA

AGENCY: Federal Communications
Commission,

AcTiON: Final rule.
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SUMMARY: Action taken herein assigns
UHF TV Channel 54 to Avalon,
California, as that community's first
television assignment in response to
comments fited by Catalina Television
Corparation.

EFFECTIVE DATE: july 12, 1885,

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

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:

D. David Weston, Mass Media Bureau,

(202) 634-6530.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

List of Subjects in 47 CFR Part 73
Television broadcasting.

The autherity citation for Part 73
conlinues to read:

Authority: Secs. 4 and 303, 48 Stat. 1006, as
amended, 1062, as amended: 47 U.S.C. 154,
303. laterpret or apply secs. 301, 303, 307, 48
Stal. 1087, 1082, as amended, 1083, as
amended, 47 US.C. 301, 303, 307. Other
lnlutoty and executive order provisions
suthorizing or interpreted or applied by
specific sections sre cited to text.

Report and Ordes; Proceeding
Terminated

In the matter of amendment of § 73.606(b),
Tuble of Allotments, TV Broadcast Ststions
[Santa Catalina island or Avelon, California);
MM Docket No. 84-895, RM-4799,

Adopted: May 21, 1885,

Released: June 5, 1965,

By the Chief, Policy and Rules Divigion.

1. The commission has under
consideration the Notice of Proposed
Rule Making, 49 FR 38678, published
October 1, 1984, proposing the
sssignment of UHF TV Channel 55 to
Santa Catalina Island, California,” or
Avilon, California, as its first television
assignment. The Notice was adopted in
response to a petition filed by Jin Nok
Wi (“petitioner”™). Petitioner failed to file
fupporting comments in response lo the
Notice. However, comments were filed
by Catalina Television Corporation
["Catalina™), in which it expressed an
intention to apply for the channel, if
sssigned to Avalon, California.

2 In view of Catalina’s expressed
interest in the assignment of UHF TV
Channel 54 to Avalon, California, the
Commission believes that the pubiic
intcrest would be served by the
issignment to that community since it
tould provide Avalon with a first local
television service. The assignment can
—

P litioner requested the assignment of TV
'.H:u‘:.»l 54 fo the entive island of Sanis Cataline
"tther than to the principal island community of
Avalon and was requested to supply information to
demonatrate thal the istand was # comeunity for
frenment purposes. Petitioner fatled 1o file

Smeents and no olber comments were received on
his matter.

be made in compliance with the
minimum distance separation and other
technical requirements of the
Commission’s Rules. Mexican
concurrence in the proposed assignment
has been obtained.

3. Accordingly, pursuant to the
authority contained in sections 4(i),
5(c}(1), 303 (g) and (r) and 307(b) of the
Communications Act of 1934, as
amended, and §§0.61, 0.204(b} and 0.283
of the Commission’s Rules, it is ordered,
That effective July 12, 1985, the
Television Table of Assignments,

§ 73.808(b) of the Rules, is amended,
with respect to the following community:

CQy No.

Avalon, CA . =

.

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

5. For further information contact D.
David Weston, Mass Media Buresu,
(202) 634-6530.

Federal Communications Commission.
Charles Schott,

Chief, Policy and Rules Division, Mass Media
Bureau.

[FR Doc, 85-14151 Filed 6-11-85; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6712-01-4

47CFRPart 73

[MM Docket No. 84-521; RM-4700]

FM Broadcast Stations in Walla Walla,
WA

AGENCY: Federal Communications
Commission.

ACTION: Final rule,

SUMMARY: Action taken herein assigns
FM Channel 265A to Walla Walla,
Washington, as that community’s fourth
channel in response to a petition filed by
Thomas D. Hodgins.

EFFECTIVE DATE: July 12, 1885.

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

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
D. David Weston, Mass Media Bureau,
(202) 634-6530,

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
List of Subjects in 47 CFR Part 73

Radio broadcasting.

The authority citation for Part 73
continues to read:

Authority: Secs. 4 and 203, 48 Stat. 1068, as
amended, 1082, ax amended: 47 U.S.C. 154,
303. Interpre! or apply secs. 3011, 303, 307, 48
Stat. 1081, 1082, as amended, 1083, as
amended, 47 U.S.C. 301, 303, 307. Other
statutory and executive order provisions
authorizing or interpreted or applied by
specific sectlons are cited to text.

Report and Order; Proceeding
Terminated

In the matter of Amendment of § 73.202(b).
Table of Allotments, FM Broadcast Stations
(Walla Walla, Washington, MM Docket Ne.
84-521, RM-4700,

Adopted: May 21, 1565,

Released: June 5, 1985

By the Chief, Policy and Rules Divsion.

1. The Commission has under
consideration the Notice of
Rule Making, 49 FR 24415, published
June 13, 1984, proposing the allotment of
FM Channel 265A to Walla Walla,
Washington, as that community’s fourth
channel. The Notice was adopted in
response 1o a petition filed by Thomas
D. Hodgins (“petitioner”). Supporting
comments were filed by petitioner
reaffirming his intention to apply for the
channel. No oppositions or other
commenis expressing an interest in the
proposal were received.

2. The Channel can be allotted in
compliance with the minimum distance
separation requirements of §73.207 of
the rules with a site resiriction 5.3 miles
south to avoid short spacing to pending
applications for Channel 266 at Cheney,
Washington.!

3. Accordingly, in view of the fact that
the allotment could provide a fourth FM
service, pursuant to the suthority
contained in section (i}, 5{c){1). 303 (g}
and (r) and 307(b) of the Communication
Act of 1934, s amended, and §§ 0.61,
0.204(b) and 0.283 of the Commission’s
Rules, it is ordered, That effective July
12, 1985, the FM Table of Allotments,

§ 73.202(b) of the Rules, is amended with

respect lo the following community:
City Channad No.
Walta Walla, WA.___{ 227, 229, 248, and 20SA.

4. It is further ordered, That this
proceeding is Terminated.

5. The window period for filing
applications will open June 13, 1985, and
close July 12, 1985.

8, For further information concerning
this proceeding, contact D. David

' The applicants are; Delta Radio, Inc. (BPH-
BI0G16AI), Cheney Broadeusting Company (BPH-
B30929AA) and High Tech Industries, Inc. (BP-
8306810AC). If High Tech Industries, Inc.'s
application is granted. no site restriction is
necessary.
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Weston, Mass Media Bureau, (202) 634~
6530.

Federal Communications Commission.
Charles Schott,

Chief. Policy and Rules Division, Mass Medio
Bureau,

[FR Doc. 85-14149 Filed 6-11-85; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 6712-01-M

47 CFR Part 73

[MM Docket No. 84-517; RM-4697, RM-
4836]

FM Broadcast Stations in Tranquillity
and San Joaquin, CA

AGENCY: Federal Communications
Commission.

ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: Action taken herein allots FR
Channel 288A to San Joaquin,
California, in response to a petition filed
by Stanley Soho as that community's
first FM channel. .
EFFECTIVE DATE: July 15, 1885.

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

D. David Weston, Mass Media Bureau,
(202) 634-8530.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

List of Subjects in 47 CFR Part 73
Radio broadcasting.

The authority citation of Part 73
continues to read:

Authority: Secs. 4 and 303, 48 Stat, 1066, as
amended, 1082, as amended; 47 U.S.C. 154,
303. Interpret or apply secs. 301, 303, 307, 48
Stat. 1081, 1082, as amended, 1083, as
amended, 47 U.S.C. 301, 303, 307, Other
statutory and executive order provisions
authorizing or interpreted or applied by
specific sections are cited to text.

Report and Order (Proceeding
Terminated)

in the matter of Amendment of § 73.202(b),
Table of Alloiments, FM Broadcast Stations,
{Tranguillity and San Jeaquin,’) California
(MM Docket No, 84-517, RM-4697, RM-4836)

Adopted: May 22, 1985,
Released: June 6, 1985.

By the Chief. Policy and Rules Division..

1. Before the Commission for
consideration is the Notice of Proposed
Rule Making, 49 FR 24394, published
June 13, 1984, proposing the allotment of
FM Channel 288A to Tranquillity,
California, as that community's first FM
channel, The Notice was adopted in
response o a petition filed by Stanley
Soho (“petitioner”). Petitioner filed
comments requesting that the channel

'This community has been added to the caption.

be allotted to San Joaquin, California,*
rather than Tranquillity, California,

2. Generally, we require the petitioner
or interested parties Lo express in their
comments a continuing interest in the
proposed allotment. Since petitioner has
failed to express a continuing interest
and no other expressions of interest
were received, we will, in accordance
with Commission policy, give no further
consideration to the proposal to allot
FM Channel 288A to Tranquillity, See
West Memphis, Arkansas, 38 R.R. 2d
970{1978). However, we are treating
petitioner's comments as a
counterproposal to allot Channel 288A
to San Joaquin, California. In view of
petitioner's expressed interest in the
allotment, and having received no
oppositions or counter-proposals, the
Commission believes the public interest
would be served by adopting the
proposal to allot FM Channel 288A to
San Joaquin, as its first local FM
channel.

3. The Channel can be aliotted in
compliance with the minimum distance
separation requirements of § 73.207 of
the Rules.

PART 73—{AMENDED]

§73.202 [Amended]

4. Accordingly, pursuant to the
authority contained in §§ 4{i), 5(c)(1),
303 (g) and (r) and 307(b) of the
Communications Act of 1934, as
amended, and §§ 0.61, 0.204(b) and 0.283
of the Commission’s Rules, it is ordered,
That effective July 15, 1885, the Table of
FM Allotments, § 73.202(b) of the Rules,
is amended with respect to the following
community:

5. The window period for filing
applications will open June 13, 1985, and
close July 12, 1985.

6. It is further ordered, that this
proceeding IS TERMINATED.

7. For further information concerning
this proceeding. contact D. David
Weston, Mass Media Bureau, (202) 634~
6530.

Federal Communications Commission.
Charles Schott,

Chief, Policy and Rules Division, Mass Medio
Bureau,

[FR Doc. 85-14165 Filed 6-11-85; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6712-01-M

*This petition was treated as a counterproposal
and Public Notice was given on August 2, 1964,
Report No. 1472

47 CFR Part 73

[MM Docket No. 84-786; RM-4655, RM-
4721, RM-4746)

FM Broadcast Stations in Fenwick
Island, DE and Hurlock, MD
AGENCY: Federal Communications
Commission.

ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: Action taken herein allots
Channel 221A to Fenwick Island
Maryland, in response to a petition filed
by Gregory W. Guise, and Channel 265A
to Hurlock, Maryland, in response 10 a
petition filed by the Muir Corporation.
The allotments could provide a first
local broadcast service to both
communities,

EFFECTIVE DATE: July 15, 1985,
ADDRESS: Federal Communications
Commission, Washington, D.C. 20554.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Kathleen Scheurele, Mass Media
Bureau, (202) 634-6530.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

List of Subjects in 47 CFR Part 73
Radio broadcasting.

The authority citation for Part 73
continues to read:

Authority: Secs. 4 and 303, 48 Stat, 1066, as
amended, 1082, as amended; 47 US.C. 154,
303. Interpret or apply secs. 301, 303, 307, 46
Stal. 1081, 1082, as amended, 1083, as
amended, 47 U.S.C. 301, 303, 307. Other
statutory and executive order provisions
authorizing or interpreted or applied by
specific sections are cited (o text,

Report and Order (Proceeding
Terminated)

In the matter of amendment of § 73.202(b).
Table of Allotments, FM Broadcast Stations.
(Fenwick Island, Deloware, and Hurlock,
Maryland) (MM Docket No. 84-766, RM-4655
RM—4721, RM-4746 ).

Adopted: May 21, 1985.
Released: June 6, 1985.

By the Chief, Policy and Rules Division

1. The Commission has before it the
Notice of Proposed Rule Making, 49 FR
33461, published August 23, 1984, in
response to petitions filed by Gregory
W. Guise (“Guise") seeking the
allotment of FM Channel 221A to
Fenwick Island, Delaware (RM-4721),
and the Muir Corporation (*Muir"),
requesting the allotment of Channel
265A 2 to Hurlock, Maryland (RM-4655)-

'\ Genesis Communications, Incorporated filed o
petition for rule making (RM—4746) seeking the
allotment of FM Channel 265A to Hurlock.
Maryland. The petition has been treated ns
comments in support of the Hurlock assignment.

*The Mulr Corporation originally requested
Channel 221A, but that channel could not be

Continsed
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Guise and Muir filed comments in
support of the Notice and reaffirmed
their intention to apply for the channel.
Fenwick Island Communications
("Fenwick”) also filed supporting
comments and stated its intention to
apply for the channel alloted to Fenwick
lsland.

2. Channel 221A can be alloted to
Fenwick Island in compliance with the
Commission’s minimum distance
separation requirements provided there
is a site restriction of approximately 3.2
miles south of the community. The site
restriction will prevent a short spacing
to the allotment of Channel 222A at
Wildwood Crest, New Jersey. At the
same time, Channel 265A can be allotted
to Hurlock, Maryland, in compliance
with the Commission’s mileage
separation requirements provided there
is a site restriction. The Hurlock
allotment requires a site restriction of
0.3 miles south of the community.

3. In view of the above considerations,
we believe the public interest would be
served by a grant of each petitioner's
request, since it could provide for a first
M service to Fenwick Island, Delaware
and Hurlock, Maryland.

PART 73—[AMENDED]

§73.202 [Amended]

4. Accordingly, pursuant to the
suthority contained in §§ 4(i), 5(c)(1),
33 (g} and (r) of the Communications
Act of 1934, as amended, and §§ 0.61,
0.204(b) and 0.283 of the Commission's
Rules, it is ordered, that effective July
15, 1985, the FM Table of Allotments,
§73.202(b) of the Commission's Rules, is
imended with respect to the
communities listed below:

Caty om" ol
Formach Msland, MO ,___._J 221A
Mrlock, MD ... el 265A

5. The window period for filing
#pplications will open on June 13, 1985
ind close on July 12, 1985.

6.1t is further ordered, that this
proceeding is terminated.

7. For further information concerning
the above, contact Kathleen Scheuerle,
Mass Media Bureau, (202) 634-6530.

—

igned to Hurlock and Fenwick Island. Maryland.
Therelore, we proposed Channel 265A ut Hurlock as

Faubatitute,

Federal Communications Commissio:
Charles Schott,

Chief. Policv and Relps Nivision. Mass Medio
Bureau,

|IFR Doc. 85-14167 Filed 6-11-85; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 6712-01-M

47 CFR Part 73
[MM Docket No. 84-656; RM-4710)

FM Broadcast Stations in
Mechanicsville, MD

AGENCY: Federal Communications
Commission.

ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: Action taken herein allots
Channel 252A to Mechanicsville,
Maryland, in response to a petition filed
by Roy Robertson d/b/a Southern
Maryland Broadcasting Co. The
allotment could provide a first local
broadcast service for Mechanicsville.

EFFECTIVE DATE: July 12, 1985,

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

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Kathleen Scheuerle, Mass Media Bureau
(202) 634-6530.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
List of Subjects in 47 CFR Part 73
Radio broadcasting.

The authority citation for Part 73
continues to read:

Authority: Secs. 4 and 303, 48 Stat. 1066, as
amended, 1082, as amended; 47 U.S.C. 154,
303, Interpret or apply secs. 301, 303, 307, 48
Stal. 1081, 1082, as amended, 1083, as
amended, 47 U.S.C. 301, 303, 307. Other
statutory and executive order provisions
authorizing or interpreted or applied by
specific sections are cited to text.

Report and Order (Proceeding
Terminated)

In the matter of amendment of § 73.202(b).
Table of Allotments FM Broadcast Stations.
(Mechanicsville, Maryland) (MM Docket No.
84-656, RM-4710).

Adopted: May 22, 1985,

Released: June 5, 1985,

By the Chief; Policy and Rules Divisions.

1. The Commission has before it the
Notice of Proposed Rule Making, 49 FR
28422, published July 20, 1984, in
response to a petition filed by Roy
Robertson d/b/a Southern Maryland
Broadcasting Co. (“petitioner”), The
Notice proposed the allotment of FM
Channel 252A to Mechanicsville,
Maryland, as that community's first FM
service. Petitioner filed comments in
support of the Notice and stated its
intention to apply for the channel.

2, Channel 252A can be allotted to
Mechanicsville, in compliance with the
minimum distance separation
requirements of section 73.207 of the
Commission's Rules, provided there is a
site restriction of approximately 1.8
miles southwest of the community. The
site restriction will prevent a short
spacing to FM station WSUX, Channel
252A, Seaford, Delaware.

3. In view of the above considerations,
we believe the public interest would be
served by a grant of the petitioner's
request, since it could provide for the
first FM service to Mechanicsville.

PART 73—[AMENDED]

§73.202 [Amended]

4. Accordingly, pursuant to the
authority contained in §§ 4(i), 5(c)(1),
303 (g) and (r) of the Communications
Act of 1934, as amended, and §§ 0.61,
0.204(b) and 0.283 of the Commission's
Rules, it is ordered, that effective July
12, 1985, the FM Table of Allotments,

§ 73.202(b) of the Commission's Rules is
amended with respect to the community
listed below:

Cay | Channel No

Mechancsvile, MD 2B2A

5. The window period for filing
applications will open June 13, 1985, and
close July 12, 1985.

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

7. For further information concerning
the above, contact Kathleen Scheuerle,
Mass Media Bureau (202) 634-8530.

Federal Communications Commission.
Charles Schott,

Chief, Policy and Rules Division, Maoss Media
Bureau.

[FR Doc. 85-14164 Filed 6-11-85; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6712-01-M

47 CFR Part 73
[MM Docket No. 84-297; RM-4596)

FM Broadcast Stations in Eastland, TX

AGENCY: Federal Communications
Commission.

ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: Action taken herein allots FM
Channel 249A to Eastland, Texas, as
that community’s second FM allotment
in response to a petition filed by
Breckenridge Broadcasting Company,
EFFECTIVE DATE: July 15, 1985.

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

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

List of Subjects in 47 CFR Part 73
Radio broadcasting.

The authority citation for Part 73
continues 1o read:

Authority: Secs. 4 and 303, 48 Stat. 1068, us
amended, 1082 as amended; 47 US.C. 154,
303, Interpeet or apply secs, 301, 303, 307, S8
Stat. 1081, 1082 as amended, 1083, us
amended, 47 U.S.C. 301, 303, 307, Other
statulory and executive order provisions
authorizing or interpreted or upplied by
specific sections are cited fo text.

Report and Order (Proceeding
Terminated)

In the matter of amendment of § 73.202(b),
Tuble of Allotments, FM Broadcust Stations.
[Eastinnd, Texas) (MM Docket Nn. 84-297
RM-4588).

Adopted: May 21, 1985,

Released: june 6, 1985,

By the Chief. Policy and Rules Division

1. Before the Commission for
consideration is its Notice of Proposed
Rule Making: 49 FR 14545, published
April 12, 1884, proposing the allotment
of Channel 248A 1o Eastland, Fexas, as
that community's second FM
assignment. The Notice was adopted in
response to & petition filed by
Breckenridge Broadcasting Company
{“petitioner”), licensee of Stations KEAS
{AM), Eastland, Texas, and KROOQ (FM),
Breckenridge, Texas. Petitioner filed
supporting comments restating its
intention to apply for the channel, if
assigned. Micromedia, a parfnership
composed of Don Pierson, Ann Pierson,
and Gray Pierson ("Micromedia™} ' filed
opposing comnents to which. petitioner
responded.

2, In its opposition Micromedia asserts
that “any new broadcast facility in
Eastland would not only fail to be
economically viable but would, in fact,
imperil the economic viability of the two
existing stations.” Further, if petitioner
“is ultimately granted a license for the
new facility” its awnership of an AM
station im Eastland and an FM station
within 23 miles" of Eastland would
lead 1o "an over-concentration of
facilities bordering on monopolistic” in
the Eastland, Texas, market. In
nonclusion, Micromedia urgues that if
Channael 249A is allocated to Eastland, it
will “make this channel unavailable for
yssignment lo & number of cities
currently lacking any broadcast
facilities whatsover. . , "

(Micromedla is the leenses of Station KVMX
{EM]), Bantland. Texan

3. In response, petitioner argues that
Micromedia's opposition should be
“rejected as an unwarranted attempt to
protecl its competilive position in
Eastland.” In support, petitioner points
out the "Commission long ago rejected
the argument that a propesed FM
assignment should be denied on
economic viability grounds.”™ Further,
Micromedia’s assertions of
“monopolistic” impact are not a
“legitimate issue” since “the issue in this
proceeding is not whether [it] should be
granted a permit but whether the
assignment should be made by the
Commission.” As to the preclusive effect
of this assignment upon surrounding
communities, petitioner argues that
“Micromedia has made no showing that
the channe! could techniczlly be
assigned [elsewhere] ar that there is any
interest in such alternative
assignments.”

4, As.a preliminary matter, tha
Commission eliminated many of its
previous policy considerations including
its criteria for determining when a
community presumably hasits fair share
of channel assignments, Ag a resull, the
Commission no longer considers the
preclusive impact on surroundjng
communities, See Revision of FM
Assignment Policies and Procedures, 90
F.C.C. 2d:88 (1882). However, the focal
point of Micromedia’s apposition
appears to be its concern of economic
harm to ils existing station. That
argument is not a sufficient justification
for denial of this proposal. For as we
have held on other occasions, if the
community’s status is not guestionable,
and a proponent believes that there is a
need for additional service, the
Commission has no reason o question
such judgment. See Sacremento,
California, 50 RR 2d 951 (1982); and
Chadron, Nebraska, 52 RR 2d 1480
(1982) and cases cited therein.
Micromedia's objections relate to the
consequences if petitioner should
become the successiul applicant and
that is a matter which can best be
addressed at the application stage
rather than in a rulemaking proceeding.
See Kankakee and Crete. lliinois,; et. al,
48 Fed. Reg. 53178, published September
22, 1983; Sacramento, Cafifornia. and
Chadren, Nebroska, supro.

5. In view of the above considerations
and finding no policy objections to the
proposal, we believe the public interest
would be served by the allotment of
Channel 249A ta Eastland, Texas, since
it could provide that community with its
second FM channel The channel can be
allotted in compliance with the
minimum distance separation and other
technical requirements.

PART 73—[AMENDED]

§73.202 [Amended]|

6. Accordingly, pursuant to the
authority conlained in §% 4(). (5)(c){1)
303(g) and (r) and 307(b) of the
Communications Act of 1934, as
amended, and §§ 0.61, 0.204(b) and 0.283
of the Commission’s Rules; it is ordered
that effective July 15, 1885, the FM Table
of Allotments, § 73.202(b) of the Rules, s
amended with respect to the following
community:

Ciy

Easttand, TX

7. It is further ordered, that this
proceeding is terminated.

8. The windaw period for filing
applications will open June 13, 1985, and
close July 12, 1985.

9. For further information goncerning
this proceeding, contact D. David
Westan, Mass Media Bureau, (202) 634
6530,

Federal Communications Commission
Charles Schott,

Chief, Policy ond Rules Division, Mass M:
Burecu.

FR Doc. 85-141606 Filed 6-11-85; 8:45 am)
BILLING CODE 6712-01-M

INTERSTATE COMMERCE
COMMISSION

49 CFR Part 1057
[Ex Parte No. MC-43 (Sub-14)]

Lease and Interchange Regulations
(Master Leases); Correction

AGENCY: Interstate Commerce
Commisston.
AcTION: Correction of final rule.

SUMMARY: AL 49 FR 47268, December 3.
1984, the Commission adopted final
rules modifying existing leasing
regulations, The new rules allow the use
of master leases and allow required
receipts to be transmitted by mail,
telegraph, or other similar means of
communications. Those rules added a
new sentence to 49 CFR 1057.11(d)(1)
which was inadvertently removed at 39
FR 47850, December 7, 1985, (Ex Parle
MC-43 [Sub-No. 15)). when paragraph
(d)(1) was revised, This notice corrects
§ 105711 by adding the sentence that
was removed.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Judy Ann Barnes, {202) 275-7962.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: To
correct the rule originally published at
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49 FR 47268, December 7, 1984, 49 FR
47650, December 7, 1984, the following
gentence is added to the end of
§1057.11(d)(1):

§1057.11 General leasing requirements.,

[d, (2 1K

(1)* * * As to lease agreements
negotiated under a master lease, this
provision is complied with by having a
copy of @ master lease in the unit of
equipment in question and where the
bulance of documentation called for by
this paragraph is included in the freight
documents prepared for the specific
movement,

James H. Bayne,

Secretary.

[FR Doc, 85-14094 Filed 6-11-85; 8:45 am|
BLUNG CODE T035-01-M

9 CFH Part 1152
[Ex Parte No, 274 (Sub-8B)

Exemption of Out of Service Rail
Unes; Notice to the Department of
Defense

AGENCY: Interstate Commerce
Commission.

AcTio: Final rule; procedural change.

suMMARY: The Commission is modifying
its regulations at 49 CFR Part 1152,
Subpart F, to require railroads to notify,
in writing, the Department of Defense
(Military Traffic Management
Command), at least 10 days prior to the
fling of a notice of exemption, that a
rilroad line out of service for at least
two years will be abandoned, or that
srvice or trackage rights over the line
will be discontinued. DOD requests that
we provide them the same advance
wlification as they now must provide to
Public Service Commissions.
Modification of our regulations to
require railroads to notify MTMC as
well as Public Service Commissions will
not unduly burden the railroads and will
ncrease the time available for DOD to
tvaluate the relation of a specific rail
ine to the Nation's defense needs,
EFFECTIVE DATE: July 12, 1985.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Louis E. Gitomer, (202) 275-7245;

or
Wayne A. Michel, (202) 275-7657.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Under 49
CFR Part 1152.50(d)(1), at least 10 days
#ior to filing a notice of exemption with
the Commission, a railroad seeking
“emption under 49 CFR Part 1152,
Subpart F, is required 1o notify the

Public Service Commission (or
equivalent agency) in the State(s) where
a line will be abandoned or the service
or trackage rights discontinued.

The United States Department of
Defense (DOD) requests that we require
railroads to provide the same advance
notification to the Military Traffic
Management Command (MTMC) as they
now must provide to Public Service
Commissions, Modification of our
regulations to require railroads to notify
MTMC as well as Public Service
Commissions will not unduly burden the
railroads and will increase the time
available for DOD to evaluate the
relation of a specific rail line to the
Nation’s defense needs. Accordingly, the
revigion in the Appendix is adopted.

The proposed minor procedural
change will not have a significant
economic impact on a substantial
number of small entities,

This action does not significantly
affect either the quality of the human
environment or energy conservation.

Comments: Since this is a minor
procedural change, formal comments are
unnecessary. 5 U.S.C, 553(b)(A).

List of Subjects in 48 CFR Part 1152

Administrative practice and
procedure, Railroads, Reporting and
recordkeeping requirements.

These final rules are issued pursuant
lo 5 U.S.C, 553, and 553(b)(A) and 49
U.S.C. 10321 and 10903, et seq.

Dated: May 28, 1985,

By the Commission, Chairman Taylor, Vice
Chairman Gradison, Commissioners Sterrett,
Andre, Simmons, Lamboley and Strenio.

James H. Bayne,
Secretary.

Appendix

Title 49 of the Code of Federal
Regulations is amended as follows:

PART 1152—[AMENDED]

1. The authority citation for Part 1152
continues to read as follows:

Autbority: 49 U.S.C. 10321 and 10903-10905;
5 U.S.C. 559; 45 U.S.C. 904 and 915, unless
otherwise noted.

2. Paragraph (d)(1) of § 115250 is
revised to read as follows:

§ 1152.50 Exempt abandonments and
discontinuances of service and trackage
rights.

(d) Notice of exemption. (1) At least 10
days prior to filing a notice of exemption
with the Commission, the railroad
seeking the exemption must notify in
writing (i) the Public Service
Commission (or equivalent agency) in

the State(s) where the line will be
abandoned or the service or trackage
rights discontinued, and (ii} the United
States Departmen! of Defense (Military
Traffic Management Command), The
notice shall name the railroad, describe
the line involved, indicate the exemption
procedure is being used, and include the
approximate date that the notice of
exemption will be filed with the
Commission.

FR Doc. 85-14092 Filed 6-11-85; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 7035-01-M

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
Fish and Wildlife Service
50 CFR Part 17

Endangered and Threatened Wildlife
and Plants; Determination of
Threatened Status and Critical Habitat
for the Niangua Darter (Etheostoma
Nianguae)

AGENCY: Fish and Wildlife Service,
Interior.

ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: The Service determines the
Niangua darter (Etheostoma nianquag)
to be a threatened species and
designates its critical habitat under the
authority contained in the Endangered
Species Act of 1973, as amended. A
special rule allowing take for certain
purposes in accordance with State laws
and regulations is established. This fish
is presently known only from the Osage
River Basin of west-centeral Missouri. It
is rare, localized in occurrence, and
vulnerable to extinction. Reservoir
construction, stream channelization,
accelerated erosion and sedimentation,
nutrient enrichment, and introduction of
potential predators are threats to the
Niangua darter. The final rule will
provide the protection of the
Endangered Species Act to this species.
The Service will initiate recovery efforts
for the Niangua darter.

EFFECTIVE DATE: July 12. 1985.

ADDRESSES: The complete file for this
rule is available for inspection during
business hours (7:00 a.m.-4:30 p.m.) at
the Endangered Species Office, U.S. Fish
and Wildlife Service, Federal Building,
Fort Snelling, Twin Cities, Minnesota
55111,

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Mr. James M. Engel (see ADDRESSES
section) (612/725-3276 or FTS 725-3276).
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SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Background

The Niangua darter, a percid fish, was
first described by Gibert and Meek in
1888 (Gilber\, 1888]. Pilieger (1975)
described the fish as a slender darter
with about eight dark cross-hars on the
back, readily distinguished from other
Missouri darters by the presence of two
small jet-black spots at the base of the
caudal fin. Adults are 3 to 4 inches long.
Life colors and other characteristics
were given by Pilieger (1975). The only
near-relative of the Niangua darter is the
arrow darter (Ethecstoma sagitta),
which occurs in eastern Kentucky and
northern Tennessee, The Niangua darter
is known only from a few tributaries of
the Osage River in Missouri (Pllieger.
1971). The species inhabils clear,
medium-sized streams draining hilly
areas underlain by chert, dolomitic
bedrocks, It perfers the margins of
shallow pools with silt-free gravelly or
rocky bottoms, Spewning occurs on
swift, gravel riffles. Nymphs of
stoneflies and mayflies gleaned from
crevices of the stream bottom comprise
the diet of the Niangua darter.

Pllieger (1978) reported 8 populations
of the Niangua darter along 128 miles of
the Osage River Basin, Missouri.
Specifically, these populations were
located in the Maries River and lower
Maries Creek, Osage County: Big Tavern
Creek and upper Little Tavern Creek,
Burren Fork, and Brushy Fork, Miller
County: Niangua River and Greasy
Creek, Dallas County; Little Niangua
River. Starks Creek, Thomas Creek, and
Cahoochie Creck, Camden, Hickory and
Dallas Counties; Little Pomme de Terre
River, Benton County; Pomme de Terre
River, Greene and Webster Counties;
Brush Creek, Cedar and St. Clair
Counties; and the North Dry Sac River,
Polk County. The Niangua durter is part
of a diverse fish fauna of 107 species in
the Osage Basin. Although historical
numbers are unknown, it is believed
thal the Niangua durter population bas
declined al most sites in recent years.
Pllieger (1978) searched extensively for
the species in the Osage River Basin
where it was found at 64 of 168 stations
sampled. Intensive analyses of habitat,
abundance, and life history were made
al these 64 sites. The species is rare,
localized in oceurrence, and vulnerable
to extinction.

In 1979, the American Fisheries
Society's Endangered Species
Committee expressed its opinion thet
the Niangua darter was a threatened
species (Deacon ef /., 1979). On
December 10, 1980, the Service received
a petition from the Ozark Endangered
Species Task Force to list the Niangua

darter as a threatened species. The
petition was based on the
comprehensive report on the Niangua
darter by William L. Pflieger (1878] of
the Missouri Department of
Conservation. The report by Pflieger
was based on research carried out
between 1974 and 1977, It included a
thorough review of the literature, and
information on the distribution and life
history of the Niangua darter. It also
recommended threatened status for the
darter throughout its range. The Service
accepted the petition on April 9, 1981,
and indicated its intent to prepare a
proposed rule to list the Niangua darter
as a threatened species (46 FR 21208).
The Niangua darier was also included in
the Service's Notice of Review of
Vertebrate Wildlife published December
30, 1982 (47 FR 58454-60).

On April 17, 1984, the Service
published a proposed rule in the Federal
Register (49 FR 15102-09) to list the
Niangua darter as a threatened species
with critical habitat. The proposal
solicited comments from any interested
parties concerning threats to this
species, its distributien and range,
whether or not critical habitat should be
designated, and activities that might
impact the species.

Summary of Comments and
Recommendatious

In the proposal of April 17, 1984, all
interested parties were requested to
submit information on the status of the
Niangua darter that might contribute to
the development of & final rule:
Subsequently, letiers were sent to
appropriate State agencies, county
governments, Federal agencies,
scientific organizations, and other
interested parties notifying them of the
proposal and soliciting their comments
and suggestions. Newspaper notices
were published in three Missouri
newspapers which invited general
public comment. Three comments were
received and are discussed below.

The Missouri Department of
Conservation supported the praposed
rule. Most of the data for the proposal
are from the Missouri Department of
Conservation, One public comment
recommended endangered status but
offered no supporting data. The U.S.
Army Corps of Engineers recommended
that the downstream limit of the
proposed critical habitat en Bresh Creek
be reestablished at feast 1,000 feet
upstream from the currently proposed
downstream limit at County Road |. The
Corps reasoned that the operation of
two Corps” projects; Hasry S. Truman
Reservoir and Steckton Lake, may affect
brush Creek. Specifically, the hydrologic
evaluation indicates that the maximum
flood control pool of the reservior and

lake may be exceeded on the average of
once every 100 years. If the flood
storage capacities of both the lake and
reservoir are concurrently exceeded the
water surface would extend
approximately 1,000 feet upsiream from
county Road |. the current downstream
limit of the Niangua darter's proposed
critical habitat. The Service believes
that deletion of the small area on the
lower portion of this segment of the
crilicarhabiwt would not reduce the
protection of the Niangua darier and its
habitat. The Service accepted the
Corps's reason for this deletion and
reestablished the critical habitat
boundary for Brush Creek.

Summary of Faclors Affecting the
Species

After a thorough review and
consideration of all informatien
available, the Service has determined
that the Niangua darter should be
classified as a threatened species.
Procedures found at section 4(a)(1) of
the Endangered Species Act (16 U.S.C.
1531 ef seq.) and regulations
promulgated to implement the listing
provisions of the Act (50 CFR Part 424
were followed, A species may be
determined to be endangered or
threatened due to one or more of the five
factors described in Section 4{a)(1).
These factors and their application to
the Niangua darter (Etheostoma
nianguae) are as follows:

A. The present or threatened
destruction, modification, or curtai/ment
of its habitat or range. Reservoir
construction, siltation, and stream
channelization are threats to the
Niangua darter. One of the eight
populations of Nfangua darters reported
by Pflieger (1978) has been extirpated.
the Truman Reservior has inundated al!
of the know distribution of the species i
the Little Pomme de Terre River and
repeated sampling has failed to collec!
any Niangua darters. The reservior also
presents a barrier to the movement of
the species between habitable tributary
streams. Such movements are importan!
to the long-term survival of the species
Stream channelization projects, often
associated with highway and bridge
construction, straighten and widen
stream channels and frequently cause
increased erosion and siltation.
Landowners channelize streams to
control local flooding. These practices.
leading to sedimentation and pollution
are general and pervasive throughou!
the range of the Niangua darter and
represent a major threat to the species.
In addition to stream channelization, the
practice of removing woody vegetation
from stream channels causes increascd
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erosion, changes in the character of the
stream subsirate, elimination of pools,
and the alteration of stream flow, all of
which seriously disrupt the stream
ecosvsiem.

B. Overutilization for commercial,
recreational. scientific, or edusational
purposes. There is o indication that the
Niangua darter is overutilized for any of
these purposes,

C. Disease or predation. Although
disease is not known to be a factor
affecting the species, the introduction of
piscivorous fishes could be detrimental
lo the Niangua darter. The spotted bass
(Micropterus punctulatus) and rock bass
(Ambloplites rupestris) were introduced
into the Osage Basin before 1940 and are
now widely distributed. Reservior
habitat is ideal for these predators and
serves as large population cenfers. The
movement of these predatory fishes
from reservoirs into tributary streams
inhahited by the Niangua darter could
further reduct the darter population.

0. The inadequacy of existing
regulatory mechanisms. Current
requlations protecting the Niangua
darter are limited to the State of
Missouri's collecting permit
requirements for fishes. Al present,
there Is ne-mechanism for habitat
protection. The Endangered Species Act
will provide protection for the species
und its habitat through the requirements
of sections 7 and 9.

E. Other notural or manmaode factors
offecting its continued existence. None
are known.

T'he Service has carefully assessed the
best scientific and commercial
information available regarding the past.
present, and future threats faced by the
Ninngua darter in determining to make
this rule final. Based on this evaluation,
the preferred action is to list the
Niangua darter as threatened with
critical habitat. Threatened status is
appropriate because, although nat
immediately in danger extinction, the
species is likely to become endangered
il trends in population decline and
habitat alteration continue. Proper and
adequate management could prevent the
species from becoming endangered.
Reasons for critical habitat designation
ire discussed in the “Criticsl Habitat™
section of this rule.

Critical Habitat

Critical habitat, as defined by Section
3 of the Act, means: (i) The specific
areas within the geographic area
occupied by the species, at the time it is
listed in accordance with the Act, on
which are found those physical or
biological features (I) essential to the
tonservation of the species and (1) that
may require special management

considerations or protection, and (ii)
specific areas outside the geographical
area occupied by the species at the time
it is listed, upon a determination that
such areas are essential for the
conservation of the species.

Section 4(a)(3) of the Acl, as amended,
requires thal critical habitat be
designated to the maximum extent
prudent and determinable concurrent
with the determination thal a species is
endangered or threatened. Critical
habitat is being designated for the
Niangua darter to include 90 of the 128
miles of streams inhabited by the
species plus a 50 fool riparian zone
along each side of the 90 miles of
stream. The critical habitat is Jocated in
Camden, Cedar, Dallas, Greene,
Hickory, Miller; and St. Clair Counties,
Missouri. The critical habitat is based
primarily on the recommendation of the
Missouri Department of Conservation,

In considering designation of critical
habitat, 50 CFR 424.12(b) requires
cansideration of the biological or
physical constituent elements within the
defined area that are essential to the
conservation of the species involved.
With respect to the Niangua darter, the
critical habitat satisfies all known
criteria for the ecological, behavioral,
and physiological requirements of the
species. The streams are largely
undisturbed and possess the habitat
characteristics described for the
Niangua darter by Pilieger (1978). The 50
fool riparian zone along each side of the
stream is included in the eritical habitat
designation because this zone is helpful
in preventing runoff pollutants from
entering the stream and reduces
siltation, and thereby protects the

‘chemical and physical properties of the

stream ecosystem. The vegetation in the
riparian zone provides shading to the
stream which helps stabilize the water
temperature and dissolved oxygen
levels. Populations of the fish survive
and reproduce within the designated
critical habitat.

Section 4(b)(8) of the Ac! requires, for
any final regulation that determines
critical habitat, a brief deseription and
evuluation of those activities [public or
private} which may adversely modify
such habitat, if undertaken, or may be
affected by such designation. In the case
of the Niangua darter, such activities
could include reservoir construction,
stream channelization, removal of
stream channel vegetation, erosion,
sedimentation; nutrient enrichment from
adjoining land. sewage discharge, and
introduction of nonnative fishes that are
predators or competitors of the species.
Two Corps projects, the Harry S.
Truman Reservoir and Stockton Lake,
are located in the vicinity of the Brush

Creek portion of the proposed critical
habitat. A 100-year flood event would
cause the waters of the reservoir and
Stockton Lake to back up and inundate
about 1,000 feet of Brush Creek. This
inundation renders the habitat
unsuitable for the Niangua darter.
Consequently, the area affected by the
inundation was removed from the
critical habitat designation. For these
reasons, the two Corps projects are not
expected to affect or be affected by the
designation of critical habitat.

Stream channelization projects, often
associated with road and bridge
construction and maintenance, may
result in erosion and siltation and affect
the proposed critical habitat. Currently,
there are no known or planned road or
bridge projects within or in the vicinity
of the proposed critical habital. In
addition, there is no known involvement
of Federal funds or permits for the
activities occurring on private land
within the proposed critical habitat
area.

Section 4(b)(2) of the Act requires the
Service to consider economic and aother
impacts of specifying a particular area
as critical habitat. To obtain this
information the Service contacted
Federal agencies that could possibly be
involved in constructing, authorizing, or
funding projects within the critical
habitat. The Service has evaluated the
critical habitat designation after
considering all available information
and concludes that no additional
adjustments to the area proposed as
critical habital are warranted.

Available Conservation Measures

Conservation measures provided to
species listed as endangered or
threatened under the Endangered
Species Act include recognition,
recovery actions, requirements for
Federal protection, and prohibitions
against certain practices. Recognition
through listing encourages and results in
conservation actions by Federal, State.
and private agencies, groups, and
individuals. The Endangered Species
Act requires that recovery actions be
carried out for all listed species and
these are initiated by the Service
following listing. The section 7
responsibilities of Federal agencies and
the Act's general prohibitions are
discussed, in part, below.

Section 7(a) of the Act, as amended,
requires Federal agencies to evaluate
their actions with respect lo any species
that is proposed or listed as endangered
or threatened and with respect to its
critical habitat, if any is being
designated. Regulations implementing
this interagency cooperation provision
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of the Act are codified at 50 CFR Part
402 and are now under revision (see
proposal at 48 FR 29990; June 28, 1983),
Section 7(a)(2) requires Federal agencies
to ensure that activities they authorize,
fund, or carry out are not likely to
jeopardize the continued existence of a
listed species or to destroy to adversely
modify its critical habitat. If a Federal
action may affect a listed species or its
critical habitat, the responsible Federal
agenc{ must enler into formal
consultation with the Service. At present
there are no known Federal actions
which will be affected by this rule.

The Act and its implementing
regulations found at 50 CFR 17.21 and
17.31 sel forth a series of prohibitions
and exceptions that generally apply to
all threatened wildlife. These
prohibitions, in part, make it illegal for
any person subject to the jurisdiction of
the United States to take, import or
export, ship in interstate commerce in
the course of commercial activity, or sell
or offer for sale in interstate or foreign
commerce any listed species. It also is
illegal to possess, sell, deliver, carry,
transport, or ship any such wildlife that
was illegally taken. Certain exceptions
apply to agents of the Service and State
conservation agencies,

Permits may be issued o carry out
otherwise prohibited activities involving
threatened wildlife species under
certain circumstances. Regulations
governing permits are at 50 CFR 17.32.
Such permits are available for scientific
purposes, to enhance the propagation or
survival of the species, and/or for
incidental take in connection with
otherwise lawful activities. For
threatened species there are also
permits for zoological exhibition,
educational purposes, or special
purposes consistent with the purposes of
the Acl.

The above discussion generally
applies to threatened species of fish or
wildlife. However, the Secretary has
discretion under section 4(d) of the Act
to issue such special regulations as are
necessary and advisable for the
conservation of a threatened species.
The Niangua darter is threatened
primarily by habitat disturbance or
alteration, not by intentional, direct
taking of the species for commercial
purposes. Given this fact and the fact
that the State effectively regulates direct
taking of the species through the
requirement of State collecting permits,
the Service has concluded that the State

regulation is adequate to protect the
species from excessive taking, so long as
taking is allowed only for educational
purposes, scientific purposes, the
enhancement of propagation or survival
of the species, zoological exhibition, and
other conservation purposes consistent
with the Endangered Species Act. A
separate Federal permil system is not
required to address the current threats
10 the species. Therefore, the Service
issues a special rule allowing take for
the above-stated purposes without the
need for a Federal permit, if a valid
collection permit is obtained and all
other State wildlife conservation laws
and regulations are satisfied. It should
be recognized that any activities
involving the teking of this species not
otherwise enumerated in the special rule
are prohibited. Without this special rule,
all of the prohibitions under 50 CFR
17.31 would apply. The Service believes
that this special rule will allow for more
efficient management of the species,
thereby facilitating its conservation. For
these reasons, the Service has
concluded that this special rule is
necessary and advisable for the
conservation of the Niangua darter.

_ National Environmental Policy Act

The Fish and Wildlife Service has
determined that an Environmental
Assessment, as defined by the National
Environmental Policy Act of 1969, need
not be prepared in connection with
regulations adopted pursuant to section
4(a) of the Endangered Species Act of
1973, as amended. A notice outlining the
Service's reasons for this determination
was published in the Federal Register on
October 25, 1983 (48 FR 49244).

Regulatory Flexibility Act and Executive
Order 12291

The Department of the Interior has
determined that designation of critical
habitat for this species will not
constitute a major action under
Executive Order 12291 and certifies that
this designation 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 critical habitat
areas are located entirely on private
land. There is no known involvement of
Federal funds or permits for these
private lands. Consequently, no adverse
effects on small entities within the area
affected by the designation of critical
habitat have been identified and none

are expected. No direct costs,
enforcement costs, or information
collection or recordkeeping
requirements are imposed on small
entities by the designation. These
determinations are based on a
Determination of Effects that is
available at the Regional Office address
(see ADDRESSES section).
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List of Subjects in 50 CFR Part 17

Endangered and threatened Wildlife
Fish, Marine mammals, Plants
{agriculture),

Regulations Promulgation
PART 17—{AMENDED]

Accordingly, Part 17, Subchapter B of
Chapter I, Title 50 of the Code of Federal
Regulations, is amended as set forth
below:

1: The authority citation for Part 17
continues to read as follows:

Authority: Pub, L. 83-205, 87 Stat, 884; Pub
L. 94-359, 90 Stal. 811; Pub. L. 85-632, 92 Stat
3751: Pub, L. 96-159, 93 Stal, 1225; Pub. L, 97-
304, 96 Stal. 1411 (16 U.S.C. 1531 ot seq.).

2. Amend § 17.11(h) by adding the
following, in alphabetical order under
“Fishes," to the List of Endangered and
Threatened Wildlife:

§ 17.11 Endangered and threatened
wildlife.

(h)o ..
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5. Add the following as a special rule
0§ 17.44:

§17.44 Special rules—fishes.

(k) Niangua Darter, Etheostoma
nanguae,

(1) No person shall tuke the species,
EXCH m in accordance with applicable
State fish and wildlife conservation
faws and regulations in the following
nslances: educational purposes,
scienlific purposes, the enhancement of

opagation or survival of the species,
logical exhibition, and other

conservalion purposes consistent with
the Act.

2) Any violation of applicable State
fish and wildlife conservation laws or
regulations with respect to the tuking of
this species will also be a violation of
he Endangered Species Act.

(3) No person shall possess, sell,
deliver, carry, transport, ship, import, or
export, by any means whatsoever, any

h species taken in violation of these

tations or in viclation of applicable
State fish and wildlife conservation
laws or regulations.

(4) It is unlawful for any person to
mpl to commit, solicit another to
imit, or cause to be committed, any

ffense defined in paragraphs (1)
through (3) of this paragraph.

HIANGUA DARTER
Wi Coenty WISSOUN

JEFFEMSON CITY S e WS
A ' 4
N
i

Missouri, Niangua River, Dallas County
Niangua River and 50 feet on each side of the
river from county road K upstream to 1 mile
beyond county road M 1o the Webster
County line.

Missouri, Pomme de Terre River, Greens
County. Pomme de Terre River and 50 feel on
each side of the river from Highway 65
upstream to the Webster County line.

NIANGLUA DARTER

Dertes ood Greene Countion WELSOUM

Miasourl. Brush Creck, Cedae; and St Clair
Counlies. Brush Creek and 50 feet on ench
side of the creek from 1000 feet upstream of
county road | to the boundary of Sections 34
and 35, Township 38 N, Range 25 W

NIANGUA DARTLR
Cotw oot 3t Clou Chuntn. B TDG

/ {lru'n‘v L TRINAN
(NS Nosxvom

—r

i

Missouri. Little \mnylm qu-' ( umh'n
Dallas, and Hickory Counties. Little Niangoy
River and 50 feet on each side of the river
from 1 mile bolow (downsiream of) Highway
54, Camden County, to county road E. Dilles
County

MIANGUA DARTER

Camten Dotat o Muspry Cawrrtas WASOUM

sl Uy ¥l | 7 nle
o ok B 3/ &
i. Amend § 17.95(e) by adding critical S X
bitat for the Niangua darter, in the 2 7 ¥ CANDES (O .
ime sequence that it appears in g ¢ 3

"A1(h), as follows:

11795 Critical habitat—fish and wildlife. 5 |
:
Niangua Darter ‘
heostoma nianguoe)
W ainled

Missouri, Big Tavern Creek, Miller County
Hig Tavern Creek and 50 [eet along gach side
of the creek from Highway 52 upstream lo

i “;'\\n.\‘ 17,

ASFRING FIRLD
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Constituent elements, for all areas
designated as critical habitat, consist of
medium-sized creeks with silt-free pools and
riffles and moderately clear water draining
hilly areas underlain by chert and dolomite
Water ranges from 8 to 46 inches in depth
over gravel with scattered rubble
. . . . .

(Final: Niangua darter {Etheostoma
nianguce}—threatened with critical habitat)

Dated: May 15, 1685,
J. Craig Polter,

Acting Assistant Secretary for Fish and
Wildlife and Parks,

[FR Doc. 85-13093 Filed 6-11-85; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 4310-55-M
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Ths section of the FEDERAL REGISTER
contains notices to the public of the
proposed issuance of rules and
requiations. The purpose of these nolices
is 10 give interested persons an
opportunity to participate in the rule
making prior to the adoption of the final
nies.

NUCLEAR REGULATORY
COMMISSION

10 CFR Part 50
[Docket No. PRM-50-39]

Southern California Edison Co.; Filing
of Petition for Rulemaking

AGeNCY: Nuclear Regulatory
Commission.

AcTION: Notice of receipt of petition for
rulemaking from Southern California
Edison Company; correction.

SUMMARY: In the notice of receipt of
petition for rulemaking PRM-50-39 filed
by Southern California Edison Company
and published in the Federal Register on
May 20, 1985 (50 FR 20799), the 60 day
comment expiration date for receiving
comments was inadvertently omitted.
The comment period expires July 22,
1885.

Dated at Washington, DC this 6th day of
June 1985,
For the Nuclear Regulatory Commission.
Samuel . Chilk,
Secretary of the Commission.
[FR Doc, 14176 Filed 6-11-85; 8:45 am)
BILLING CODE 7520-01-M

DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY
Internal Revenue Service

26 CFR Part 301
[LR-10-83]

Administrative Summonses

AGENCY: Internal Revenue Service,
Treasury.

ACTION: Notice of proposed rulemaking.

SuMMARY: This document contains
proposed regulations relating to
administrative summonses. Changes to
the applicable tax law were made by the
lax Equity and Fiscal Responsibility

Act of 1082, The regulations provide the
public with the guidance needed to
comply with that Act and affect persons

who received summonses, third party
recordkeepers who receive summonses,
and persons with respect to whose tax
liability a summons is issued.

DATES: Written comments and requests
for a public hearing must be delivered or
mailed by August 12, 1985. The
regulations pertaining to section 7602 of
the Code are proposed to be effective
after September 3, 1982.

The regulations pertaining to section
7609 of the Code are proposed to be
effective for summonses served after
December 31, 1982,

ADDRESS: Send comments and requests
for a public hearing to: Commissioner of
Internal Revenue, Attention: CC:LR:T
{LR-10-83], 1111 Constitution Avenue,
NW, Washington, D.C. 20224.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Bruce H. Jurist of the Legislation and
Regulations Division, Office of Chief
Counsel, Internal Revenue Service, 1111
Constitution Avenue, NW., Washington,
D.C. 20224, {Attention: CC:LR:T) 202~
566-3238, not a toll-free call.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Background

These proposed regulations would
amend the Regulations on Procedure
and Administration (26 CFR Part 301)
under sections 7602 and 7608 of the
Internal Revenue Code of 1954. Changes
to the applicable tax law were made by
sections 331, 332, and 333 of the Tax
Equity and Fiscal Responsibility Act of
1982 (TEFRA) (96 Stat. 620). The
proposed regulations are to be issued
under the authority contained in section
7805 of the Internal Revenue Code of
1954 (68 A Stat. 917; 26 U.S.C. 7805).

Administrative Summonses

Under prior law the Secretary could
issue summonses allowing for the
examination of books, records, or
witnesses for the purpose of
ascertaining the correctness of any
return, making a return where none has
been made, determining the liability of
any person for any internal revenue tax,
or collecting such liability, The
Secretary could not issue an
administrative summons once the
Internal Revenue Service had referred
the case to the Justice Department for
criminal prosecution, or had made an
institutional commitment to refer the
case to the Justice Department for
criminal prosecution. This judicially
conceived limitation, articulated in the

case of United States v. Lasalle, 437 U.S,
298 (1978), spawned protracted
litigation.,

In order to simplify the determination
of when the power to issue an 4
administrative summons exists and
when it does not exist in cases with a
criminal aspect, Congress promulgated
section 333 of TEFRA. The Act expands
the Secretary's authority by including
the right to issue a summons for the
purpose of inquiring into any offense
connected with the administration or
enforcement of the internal revenue
laws, Concurrently, the Act establishes
a mechanical test for determining when
the Secretary no longer has the power to
issue a summons, The former test, based
on institutional commitment, is
abolished. Under the new test, the
Secretary ceases to have authority to
issue a summons once a case is referred
to the Department of Justice.

These proposed regulations provide
guidelines for determining when a
referral to the Department of Justice is in
effect.

Special Procedure for Third-Party
Summonses

Generally, when a summons is served
upon a third-part recordkeeper
(recordkeeper) to examine records,
section 7609(a) requires that notice be
given of the service of the summons to
the taxpayer and any other person who
is identified in the description of the
records contained in the body of the
summons (the notified person). Under
prior law, the notified person could
prevent the recordkeeper from
complying with a third-party summons
by notifying the recordkeeper in writing
not to comply with the summons and
mailing a copy of this notice to the
Secretary by registered or certified mail.
The burden was on the Service to
commence a proceeding to enforce the
summons. These provisions were used
frequently by taxpayers, solely to delay
enforcement of summonses without
regard to the merit of any objection they
might have. :

Section 331 of TEFRA shifts the
burden of commencing litigation with
respect to the validity of a third-party
summons to the notified person. The
notified person’s right to stay
compliance is replaced with the right to
institute a proceeding to quash.

In addition, under prior law, there was
no requirement that third-party
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recordkeepers immediately proceed to
assemble summoned records. Section
332 of TEFRA requires recordkeepers to
assemble the summoned records within
the time allotted on the face of the
summons.

These regulations contain
interpretative guidelines as to how a
notified person may institute a
proceeding to quash. They also contain
guidelines setting forth the duty of
recordkeepers fo assemble records, and
procedures by which recordkeepers may
be relieved of liability for disclosing
records under certain circumstances.

Comments and Request for a Public
Hearing

Before adopting these proposed
regulations, consideration will be given
to any wrilten comments that are
submitted (preferably eight copies) to
the Commissioner of Internal Revenue.
All comments will be available for
public inspection and copying. A public
hearing will be held upon written
request to the Commissioner by any
person who has submitted written
comments. If a public hearing is held,
notice of the time and place will be
published in the Federal Register.
Special Analyses

The Commissioner of Internal
Revenue has determined that these
proposed regulations are not major rules
as defined in Executive Order 12291,
Therefore, a Regulatory Impact Anaylsis
is nol required. Although this document
is a nolice of proposed rulemaking that
solicits public comments the Internal
Revenue Service has concluded that
these regulations are interpretive and
that the notice and public procedure
requirements of 5 U.S.C. 553 do not
apply. Therefore, & Regulatory
Flexibility Analysis is not required.
Drafting Information

The principal author of these
proposed regulations is Bruce H. Jurist
of the Legislation and Regulations
Division of the Office of Chief Counsel,
Internal Revenue Service. However,
persorme! from other offices of the
Internal Revenue Service and Treasury
Department participated in developing
the regulations, both on matters of
substance and style.

List of Subject in 26 CFR Part 301

Administrative practice and
procedure, Bankruptcy, Courts, Crime,
Employment taxes, Estate taxes, Excise
taxes, Gift taxes, Income taxes,
Investigations, Law enforcement,
Penalties, Pensions, Statistics, Taxes,
Disclosure of information, Filing
requirements.

Proposed Amendments to the
Regulations

The proposed amendments to 26 CFR
Part 301 are as follows:

PART 301—{AMENDED]

Paragraph 1. The authority for Part 301
continues in part to read:

Authority; 20 USC.7808* * *

Par. 2. Section 301.7602-1 is amended
by revising paragraphs (a) and (b) and
adding new paragraphs (c) and (d). The
amended section reads as follows:

§301.7602-1 Examination of books and
witnesses.

(&) In general. For the purpose of
ascertaining the correctness of any
return, making a return where none has
been made, determining the liability of
any person for any internal revenue tax
(including any interest, additional
amount, addition to the tax, or civil
penalty) or the liability at law or in
equity of any transferee or fidociary of
any person in respect of any internal
revenue tax, collecting any such
liability, or inquiring into any offense
connected with the administration or
enforcement of the internal revenue
laws, and any authorized officer or
employee of the Internal Revenue
Service may examine any books. g:pen.
records or other data which may
relevant or material to such inquiry; and
take such testimony of the person
concerned, under oath, as may be
relevant to such inquiry.

(b) Suinmons. For the
described in paragraph (a) of this
section the Commissioner is authorized
to summon the person liable for tax or
required to perform the act, or any
officer or employee of such person or
any person having possession, custody,
or care of books of accounts containing
entries relating to the business of the
person liable for tax or required to

* perform the act, or any other person

deemed proper to appear before a
designated officer or employee of the
Internal Revenue Service at a time and
place named in the summons and to
produce such books, papers, records, or
other data, and to give such testimony;
under oath, as may be relevant or
material to such inquiry; and take such
testimony of the person concerned,
under oath, as may be relevant or
material to such inquiry. This summons
power may be utilized in an
investigation of either civil or criminal
tax-related liability. The Commissioner
may designate any employee of the
Internal Revenue Service as the
individual before whom a person
summoned pursuant to section

6420(e)(2), 6421(f)(2), B424(d)(2),
6427(e)(2), or 7602 shall appear. Any
such employee, when so designated in a
summons, is authorized to take
testimony under oath of the person
summoned and to receive and examine
books, papers, records, or other data
produced in compliance with the
SUMMOons.

(c) Proscription on issuing of
administrative summons when a Justice
Department referral is in affect—(1) In
general. The Commission may neither
issue a summons under this title nor
initiate a proceeding to enforce a
previously issued summons by way of
section 7604 with respect to any person
whose tax liability is in issue, if a Justice
Department referral is in effect with
respect to that person for that lability.

(2) Justice Department referral in
effect. A Justice Department referral is
in effect with respect to any person
when:

(i) The Secretary recommends, within
the meaning of this paragraph, that the
Attorney General either commence a
grand jury investigation of or criminal
prosecution of such person for any
alleged offense connected with the
administration or enforcement of the
internal revenue laws, or

(ii) The Attorney General [or Deputy
Attorney General or Assistant Attorney
General) under section 6103(h){3)(B)
requests in writing that the Secretary
disclose a return of, or return
information relating to, such person. The
request must set forth that the need for
disclosure is for tax administration
purposes. The referral is effective at the
time the document recommending
criminal prosecution or grand jury
investigation is signed by the Secretary
or upon the Secretary's receipt of the
seclion 6103(h}(3)}(B) request.

(3) Cessation of Justice Departmen!
referral. A Justice Department referral
ceases to be in effect with respect to 2
person:

(i) When the Secretary receives
written notification from the Attomey
General that the Justice Department:

(A) Will not prosecute that person for
any offense connected with the
administration or enforcement of the
internal revenue laws that gave rise 1o
the referral under paragraph (2)(i) of this
section, or

(B) Will not authorize a grand jury
investigation of thal person with respect
to such offense, or

(C) Will discontinue any grand jury
investigation of that person with respec!
to such offense;

(ii) When a final disposition with
respect lo a criminal proceeding brought
against that person has been made; or
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(iii) When the Secretary receives
written notification from the Attorney
General, Deputy Attorney General, or an
Assistant Attorney General, that the
Justice Department will not prosecute
such person for any offense connected
with the administration or enforcement
of the internal revenue laws, based upon
a previous request for disclosure under
section 8103(h)(3)(B).

(4) Taxable years and taxes imposed
by separate chapters of the Code
treated separately—{i) In general. For
purposes of this section, each taxable
period (or, if there is no taxable period,
ecach taxable event) and each tax
imposed by a separate chapter of the
Code is treated separately.

(i1) Examples. The following examples
illustrate the application of this
paragraph (c)(4):

Example (1) A Justice Department referral
is in effect for D's criminal evasion of income
tax for the taxable year 1979. The
Commissioner may issue a summons
respecting D's 1980 criminal and/or civil tax
liability, The Commissioner may not issue a
summons respecting D's 1979 income tax
liability.

Example (2) A referral has been made to
the Department of Justice for the criminal
proscecution of F with regard to F's income
tax liability for the taxable year 1978, The
Commissioner may issue a summons
respecting F's gift tax liability for the taxable
year 1978,

Example (3) A referral has been made to
the Department of Justice for a grand jury
investigation respecting G's 1880 income tax
liability. The Commissioner may issue a
summons related to an investigation of G's
liability for Federal Insurance Contribution
Act (FICA) taxes for the taxable year 1980,

Example (4) A referral has been made to
the Department of Justice respecting I's
criminal evasion of windfall profit tax for all
quarters of the calendar year 1982. The
Commissioner may issue a summons
respecting J's liability for highway motor
vehicle use tax covering the same periods.

(d) Effective date. This section is
effective after September 3, 1982. For
rules effective on or before September 3,
1982, see 26 CFR 301.7602-1 (revised as
of April 1, 1984).

Par. 3. Section 301.7608-1 is amended
by designating the original text as
paragraph (a), revising redesignated
paragraph (a), and adding a new
paragraph (b). The amended section
reads.as follows:

§301.7609-1 Special procedures for third-
party summonses.

(a) In general. Section 7609 requires
the Internal Revenue Service to follow
special procedures when summoning the
records of persons defined by section
7609(a)(3) as “third'party
recordkeepers.” Under these special
procedures, the person about whom

information is being gathered must be
notified in advance in many cases. If the
person about whom information is being
gathered has received a notice, that
person has the right to institute, until
and including the 20th day following the
day such notice was served on or mailed
to such notified persons, a proceeding to
quash the summons. During the time the
validity of the summons is being
litigated, the statutes of limitations are
suspended under section 7609(e).
Section 7608 does not restrict the
authority under section 7602 (or under
any other provision of law) to examine
records and witnesses without serving a
summons and without giving notice of
an examination. Sections 301.7609-1
through 301.7609-5 relate to section 7609;
§ 301.7609-2, discusses matters under
sections 7609({a)(3) and 7609 (i) relating
to third-party recordkeepers; § 301.7609-
3 discusses matters under section
7609(b), relating to intervention rights;
and the institution of a proceeding to
quash; § 301.7608-4 discusses matters
under section 7609(c), relating to
summonses excepted from the section
7608 procedures; and § 301.7609-5
discusses matters under section 7609(e),
relating to the suspension of the statute
of limitations.

(b) Effective dates. This section
applies to summonses served after
December 31, 1982. For the rules
applicable to summonses issued on or
after March 1, 1977 and served before
January 1, 1983, see 26 CFR 301.7609-1
(revised as of April 1, 1984).

Par. 4. Section 301.7609-2 is amended
by adding new paragraphs (c) and (d).
The amended section reads as follows:

§ 301.7609-2 Third-party recordkeepers.

(¢) Duty of third-party recordkeeper—
(1) In general. Upon receipt of a
summons, the third-party recordkeeper
(“recordkeeper’’) must begin to
assemble the summoned records. The
recordkeeper must be prepared to
produce the summoned records on the
date which the summons states the
records are to be examined regardless of
the institution or anticipated institution
of a proceeding to quash or the
recordkeeper’s intervention (as allowed
under section 7609(b}(2)(C)) into a
proceeding to quash.

(2) Disclosing recordkeepers not
liable—{1) In general. A recordkeeper,
or an agent or employee thereof, who
makes a disclosure of records as
required by this section, in good faith
reliance on the certificate of the
Secretary (as defined in paragraph
(€){2)(ii) of this section) or an order of a
court requiring production of records,

will not be liable for such disclosure to
any customer, or lo any party with
respect to whose tax liability the
summons was issued, or to any other
person.

(ii) Certificate of the Secretary. The
Secretary may issue to the recordkeeper
a certificate stating both:

(A) That the 20-day period, within
which & notified person may institute a
proceeding to quash the summons, has
expired: and

(B) That no proceeding has been
properly instituted within that period.

The Secretary may also issue a
certificate to the recordkeeper if the
taxpayer, with respect to whose tax
liability the summons was issued,
expressly consents to the examination
of the records summoned.

(3) Reimbursement of costs.
Recordkeepers may be entitled to
reimbursement of their costs of
assembling and preparing to produce
summoned records, to the extent
allowed by section 7610, even if the
summons ultimately is not enforced.

(d) Effective dates. This section, with
the exception of paragraph (c), applies
generally to all summonses issued on or
after March 1, 1977. Paragraph (c)
applies only to summonses seved after
December 31, 1982.

Par. 5. Section 301,7609-3 is amended
by revising paragraphs (a), (b), (¢), and
by adding new paragraph (d). The
amended section reads as follows:

§301.7609-3 Right to intervene; right to
institute a proceeding to quash.

{a) Notified person. Under section
7609(a), the Internal Revenuve Service
must give notice of summons to any
person, other than the person
summoned, who is identified in the
description of the books and records
contained in the summons in order that
such person may contest the right of the
Service to examine the summoned
records by instituting a proceeding to
quash the summons. Thus, if the Service
issues a summons to a bank requesting
checking account records of more than
one person all of whom are identified in
the description of the records contained
in the summons, then all such persons
are notified persons entitled to notice
under section 7609(a). Therefore, if the
Service requests the records of a joint
bank account of A and B both of whom
are named in the summons, then both A
and B are notified persons entitled to
notice under section 7609(a).

(b) Right to institute a proceeding lo
quash—{1) In general. Section 7609(b)
grants a notified person the right to
institute a proceeding to quash the
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summons in the United States district
court for the district within which the
person summoned resides or is found.
Jurusdiction of the court is based on
section 7609(h). The act of filing a
petition in district court does not in and
of itself institute a proceeding to quash
under section 7609(b)(2). Rather, the
filing of the petition must be coupled
with notice as required by section
7600(b)(2){B).

(2) Elements of institution of a
proceeding to guash. In order to institute
a proceeding to quash a summons the *
notified person (or the notified person’s
agent, nominee, of other person acting
under the direction or control of the
notified person) must, not later than the
20th day following the day the notice of
the summons was served on or mailed
to such notified person:

(i) File a petition to quash in a district
court having jurisdiction,

{ii) Notify the Service by sending a
copy of that petition by registered or
certified maiﬁo the Service employee
and office designated lo receive the
copy in the notice of summons that was
given to the notified person, and

(iit) Notify the recordkeeper by
sending to that recordkeeper by
registered or certified mail a copy of the
petition. Failure to give timely notice to
either the summoned parfy or the
Service in the manner described in this
paragraph means that the notified
person hasg failed to institute &
proceeding to quash and the district
court has no jurisdiction to hear the
proceeding. Thus, for example, if the
notified person mails a copy of the
petition to the summoned person but not
to the designated Service employee and
office, the notified person has failed to
institute a procecding to quash.
Similarly, if the notified person mails a
copy of such petition to the summoned
person but, instead of sending a copy of
the notice by registered or certified mail
to the designated employee and office,
the notified person gives the designated
employee and office the petition by
some other means, the notified person
has failed to institute a proceeding to
quash.

(3) Failure to institute o proceeding to
quash. If the notified person fails to
institute a proceeding to quash within 20
days following the day the notice of the
summons was served on or mailed to
such notified person, the Service may
examine the summoned records
following the 23rd day after notice of the
summons was served on or mailed to
the notified person [see section
7608{d}(1)).

(¢} Presumption no notice has been
mailed. Section 7609(b)}{2)(B) permits a
notified person to institute a proceeding

to quash by filing & petition in district
couirt and notifying both the Service and
the summaoned person. Unless the
notified person has notified both the
Service and the summoned person in the
appropriate manner, the notified person
has failed to institute a proceeding to
quash. If the copy of the petition has not
been delivered 1o the summoned person
or the person and office designated to
receive the notice on behalf of the
Service within 3 days from the close of
the 20-day period allowed to institute a
proceeding to quash, it is presumed that
the notification has not been timely
mailed.

(d) Effective date. This section applies
to summonses served afler December 31,
1982. For the rules applicable to
summonses issued on or after March 1,
1977 and served before January 1, 1983,
see 26 CFR 301.7609-3 (revised as of
April 1, 1984).

Par. 8. Section 301.7608-4 is amended

by adding new paragraph (c). The
amended section reads as follows:

§ 301.7609-4 Summons excepted from
section 7609 procadures.
» - - - Ll

(c) Effective date. This section applies
to all summonses issued after Febrnary
28, 1977.

Par. 6. Section 301.7609-5 is amended
by revising paragraphs (b) and (c) and
by adding new paragraph (d).

The amended section reads as

follows.

§ 301.7609-5 Suspension of statutes of
Himitation.

(b) Period during which a proceeding,
ete., is pending. Under section 7609(e),
the statute of limitations may be
suspended for the period during which a
proceeding. and appeals therein, with
respect to the enforcement of such
summons is pending. This period begins
on the date the petition to quash the
summons is filed in District Court. The
period continues until all appeals are
disposed of, or until the expiration of the
period in which an appeal may be taken
or a reques! for a rehearing may be
made. Full compliance, partial
compliance, and noncompliance have no
effect on the suspension provigions. Of
course, if the nolified person takes no
action provided in subsection (b) of
section 7609, no suspension of the
statutes of limitations takes place. The
periods of limitations which are
suspended under section 7609(e) are
those which apply to the taxable periods
to which the summons relates.

(c) Taking of action as provided in
section 7609(b). Section 7609(b) allows

intervention by a notified person as a
matter of right upon compliance with the
Federal Rules of Civil Procedure, The
phrase “takes any action as provided in
subsection (b)", found in section 7609(e),
includes any intervention, whether or
not section 7609(b) is specifically
mentioned in the order of the court
allowing intervention. The phrase also
includes the fulfilling of only part of the
requirements of section 7609{b){(2),
relating to the right of a person to
institule a proceeding to quash. Thus, for
instance, if a notified person notifies a
person who has been summoned by
sending a copy of the petition by
registered or certified mail but does not
mail a copy of that notice to the
appropriate person and office under
section 7608{b)(2}(B), the notified persen
has taken an action under section
7609(e).

(d) Effective dates. This section
applies to summonses served after
December 13, 1982. For the rules
applicable to summonses issued on or
after March 1, 1977 and before Januvary
1, 1933, see 26 CFR 301.7608-5 (revised
as of April 1, 1984).

Roscoe L. Egger, Jr.,

Commissioner of Internal Revenue.

[FR Doc. 85-13857 Filed 8-11-85; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4830-01-M

_

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY

40 CFR Pant 261

[SW-FRL-2849-7]

Hazardous Waste Management
System; Identification and Listing of
Hazardous Waste; Correction

AGENCY: Environmental Protection
Agency [EPA].
AcTION: Proposed rule; correction.

 SUMMARY: The Environmental Protection

Agency [EPA] today is correcting
several typographical errors and
omissions in & proposed rule that was
published in the Federal Register on
June 5, 1985 |50 FR 23721-23728}. That
rule proposed to exclude solid wastes
generated by EPA's Mobile Incineration
System at the Denney Farm Site in
McDowell, Missouri.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
RCRA Hotline, toll free at (800) 424-9346
or at (202) 382-3000. For technical
information, contact Dr. Doreen Sterling.
Office of Solid Waste (WH-5628), US.
Environmental Protection Agency, 401 M
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Street SW., Washington, D.C. 20460,
(202) 475-8775.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
following corrections and additions are
made in FR Doc. 85-2845-7 appearing on
23721 in the issue of june 5, 1985,

1. On page 23722, column 1, fine 3,
msert after “{POHCs} which are”, the
word, “as™.

2. On page 23722, column 2, line 22,
delete the comma between “hazardous”
and “waste",

3. On page 23722, column 2, line 2
under heading Petitioner, change
involes” to “involves™.

4. On page 23724, column 2, line 33,
msert & period after the word “capacity”
and change “if”" to “If".

5. On page 23725, Table 4, delete
vertical lines between columns
"wastewater” and "Detection Limit™;
between columns “kiln ash” and
“Detection Limit™; end between columns
“CHEAF" and “Detection Limit". Delete
leaders in colamn 3, Detection Limit and
column §, Detection Limit.

6. On page 23725, Table 4, parameter
17, Polychlorinated Biphenyls
(commercial Alochlor), second column
(wastewater} Detection Limit, change “1
ppb™ 10 *1 ppm".

7. On page 23725, Table 4, parameter
21, change "Dibenzo{a,h)anathracene™
lo “Dibenzofa h)anthracene”; parameter
22, change “Indo(1.2.3-c.d) pyrene™ to
“Indeno(1.2,3-c.d) pyrene™.

8. On page 23728, Table 5, parameter
21, change “tetrachloroethlene’ to
‘letrachloroethylene™.

9. On page 23726, Table 6, parameter
1. change “AS" to "As"; parameter 6,
change “SE™ to “Se'".

10. On page 23726, column 2, footnote
10, change “(See Footnote 2)" to “{See
Footnote 3)".

11. On page 23728, column 1, insert
between last complete paragraph,
ending with the words “Agency will
drop these conditions.” and the
paragraph beginning with the words
“This regulation” the following
paragraphs:

Regulatory Impact

Under Executive Order 12291, EPA

must juclge whether a regulation is

major” and therefore subject to the
requirement of & Regulatory Impact
Analysis. This proposal to grant an
exclusion is not major since its effect is
‘o reduce the overall costs and
tConomic impact of EPA's hazardous
Wasle management regulations. This
reduction is achieved by excluding
Wastes generated at a specific facility
frum EPA's list of hazardous wastes,
thereby enabling the facility 1o treat its
waste as non-hazardous.

Regulatory Flexibility Act

Purseant to the Regulatory Flexibility
Act, 5 US.C. §§ 801-612, whenever an
Agency is required to publish a general
notice of rulemaking for any proposed or
final rule, it must prepare and make
available for public comment a
regulatory flexibility analysis which
describes the impact of the rule on small
entities {ie., small businesses, small
organizations; and small governmental
jurisdictions). The Administrator may
certify, however, that the rule will not
have a significant economic impant on o
substantial number of small entities.

This amendment will not have an
adverse economic impact on small
entities since its effect will be to reduce
the overall costs of EPA’s hazardous
waste regulations. Accordingly, | hereby
certify that this proposed regulation will
not have a signficant economic impact
on a substantial number of small
entities.”

12, On puage 23728, Table 1 under
column labeled “waste description”,
change “[Insert date of publication in
the Federal Register]" to “June 5, 1985".

Dated: June 8, 1885,

Stephen R. Wassersug,
Acting Assistant Administrator.

{FR Doc. 85-14G83 Filed 8-12-85; 8:45 am)
BILLING CODE 6560-50-M

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS
COMMISSION

47 CFR Part 73
[MM Docket No. 85-158; RM-4868]

FM Broadcast Stations in Falmouth,
MA

AGENCY: Federal Communications
Commission.

ACTION: Proposed rule.

sUMMARY: This action proposes the
substitution of Channel 268A for
Channel 265A, and modification of the
permit for Station WFAL at Falmouth,
Massachusetts, to specify operation on
Channel 266A, in response to a petition
filed by Schooner Broadcasting, Inc.

DATES: Comiments must be filed on or
before July 26, 1985, and reply comments
must be filed on or before August 12,
1985. -

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

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Kathleen Scheuerle, Mass Media
Bureau, (202) 634-6530.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
List of Subjects in 47 CFR Part 73

Radio broadcasting.
The authority citation for Part 73
continues to read:

Authority: Secs. 3 and 303, 48 Stat. 1066, as
amended 1082, as amended; 47 US.C. 154,
308. Interpret or apply secs. 301, 303, 307, 48
Stal. 1081, 1082, as amended, 1083, as
amended, 47 US.C. 301, 303, 307. Other
statutory and executive order provisions
authorizing or interpreted or spplied by
specific seclions are cited 1o lext.

Notice of Proposed Rule Making

In the matter of amendment of § 73.202(b),
Table of Allotments, FM Broadcast Stations.
(Falmouth. Massachusetts} MM Docket No.
85-168, RM-4868.

Adopted: May 8, 1955

Released: June 4, 1985.

By the Chiel, Palicy and Rules Division

1. Before the Commission for
consideration is a petition for rute
making filed by Schooner Broadcasting.
Inc., (“petitioner”), permittee of FM
Station WFAL, Channel 265a, Fulmouth,
Massachusetts, requesting the
substitution of FM Channel 266A for
Channel 265A and modification of its
permit to specify operation on Channel
266A. Channel 266A can be assigned to
Falmouth in compliance with the
Commission’s minimum distance
separation requirements, provided there
is a site restriction of 4.7 miles northeast
of Falmouth to prevent a short spacing
to Station WKKT, Boston,
Massachusetls.

2. Petitioner states that the
substitution of channels is necessary to
alleviate current siting problems for
Channel 265A at Falmouth. Petitioner
relates that adjacent channel Station
WKKT (Chiinnel 264) Boston,
Massachuselts, was previously
permitted to move its tansmitler site
approximately 7 miles closer to
Falmouth. According to petitioner, this
move has created 6 miles of short
spacing with respect to the WFAL site
and preclades the use of any area in
Falmouth as a site for Channel 285A on
a fully spaced basis.' Moreover,
petitioner states that the owner of the
property on which WFAL inteneded to
place its transmitting tower has
indicated that he is no longer willing 1o
have radio tower constructed on his
property. Petitioner asserts that it is
unable to find an alternate site without

"In the rule making proceeding which allotted
Channel 265A to Falmouth. Station WKKT had
represented that it had an application pending lo
move its transmitter 1o & site 8 miles short spaced to
the Falmouth proposal. Station WKKT stated that |t
was willing 1o provide equivalent protection 1o the
60 dbu service contour to the proposed Fulmouth
station
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creating additional short spacing and
unacceptable interference. We are told
that substitution of Channel 266A for
265A would remedy this situation by
providing an adequate area of site
selection. Petitioner alleges that grant of
the proposed channel change will serve
the public interest by allowing Schooner
Broadcasting to expeditiously construct
the station, providing a second
broadcast service to Falmouth.

3. We believe the petitioner's proposal
warrants consgideration. The channel
can be assigned in compliance with the
Commission's minimum distance
separation requirements, In addition, we
shall propose to modify the permit of
Station WFAL, Channel 265A, as
requested by petitioner, to specify
operation on Channel 266A.

PART 73—[AMENDED]

§73.202 [Amended)

4, In view of the above, the
Commission proposes to amend the FM
Table of Allotments, § 73.202(b) of the
Commission’s Rules, as follows:

Channed No

City

Presont |  Proposed

Falmouth, MA.___| 265A and 270 | 266A, and 270,

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

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

6. Interested parties may file
comments on or before July 26, 1985, and
reply comments on or before August 12,
1985, and are advised to read the
Appendix for the proper procedures.
Additionally, a copy of such comments
should be served on the petitioner, as
follows:

Linda R. Bains, Vice President &
Treasurer, Schooner Broadcasting,
Inc., P.O. Box. 671, Pocasset, MA
02559
7. The Commission has determined

that the relevant provisions of the

Regulatory Flexibility Act of 1980 do not

apply to rule making proceedings to

amend the FM Table of Assignments

§ 73.202(b) of the Commission's Rules.

See, Certification that Sections 603 and

604 of the Regulatory Flexibility Act Do

Not Apply to Rule Making to Amend
§§ 73.202(b), 73.504 and 73.606(b) of the
Commission’s Rules, 46 FR 11549,
published February 9, 1981,

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

Federal Communications Commission.
Charles Schott,

Chief, Policy and Rules Division, Mass Media
Bureau.

Appendix

1. Pursuant to authority found in
sections 4(i) 5(d)(1), 303 (g) and (r), and
307(b) of the Communications Act of
1934, as amended, and §§ 0.61, 0.204(b)
and 0.283 of the Commission's Rules, it
is proposed to amend the FM Table of
Allotments, section 73.202(b) of the
Commission's Rules and Regulations as
set forth in the Notice of Proposed Rule
Moaking to which this Appendix is
attached.

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

[FR Doc. 85-14156 Filed 6-11-85; 8:45 am)|
BILLING CODE §712-01-M
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s section of the FEDERAL REGISTER
conlaing documents other than ndes or
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gecsions and rulings, delegations of
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goanization and functions are examples
¢! documents appeanng in this saction

ADVISORY COUNCIL ON HISTORIC
PRESERVATION

Programmatic Memorandum of
Agreament with USDA Forest Service;
impiementation of Small Tracts Act

acency: Advisory Council on Historic
Preservation,

ACTION: Notice,

suMmAaRY: The Advisory Council on
{listorie Preservation proposes (o
evecute o Programmatic Memorandum
of Agreemen) under § 800.8 of its
regulations (36 CFR Part 800} with the
USDA Forest Service and the National
Conference of State Historic
Freservation Officers regarding the
protection of historic properties during
implementation of the Small Tracts Act
Pub. L. 97-465; 2535). The Act provides
for the transfer of public lands
idministrated by the Fores! Service to
private parties whose buildings and
other improvements have through

nudverténce been placed on such lands.

The Programmatic Agreement will
provide for the identification of any
fistoric vilues potentially affected by
such conveyances, and establish
mechanisms for their protection.
Comments are solicited on approaches
1o this matter that will afford adequate
protection to historic values without
innecessarily encumbering the Forest
Service's administration of the Act’s
provisions. Working drafts of the
frogrammatic Agreement are available
il the address given below.

Comments Due: July 12, 1685,
Duted: June 6, 1985,
Robert R. Garvey, Je.,
Executive Director.
IR Doc. 85-14001 Filed 6-11-85 #:45 am)
BLUNG CODE 4310-10-M

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE

Forms Under Review by Office of
Management and Budget

June 7, 1985,

The Department of Agriculture has
submitted to OMB for review the
following proposals for the collection of
information under the provisions of the
Paperwork Reduction Act (44 US.C,
chapter 35} since the last list was
published. This list is grouped into new
proposals, revisions, extensions, or
reinstatements. Each entry contains the
following information:

(1) Agency proposing the information
cpllecting (2] Title of the information
collection; (3) Form number(s), if
applicable; {4) How often the
information is requested; (5) Who will
be required or asked 1o report; [6) An
estimate of the number of responses; (7)
An estimate of the total number of hours
needed to provide the information; (8)
An indication of whether section 3504(h)
of Pub. L. 96-511 applies; (8) Name and
telephone number of the agency contact
person.

Questions about the items in the
listing should be directed to the agency
person numed al the end of each entry
Copies of the proposed forms and
supporting documents may be obtained
from: Department Clearance Officer,
USDA, OIRM, Room 404-W Admin.
Bldg., Washington, D.C. 20250, (202)447-
2118

Comments on any of the items listed
should be sumitted directly to: Office of
Information and Regulatory Affairs,
Office of Management and Budget,
Washington, D.C. 20503, Attn: Desk
Officer of USDA.

If you anticipate commenting on 2
submission but find that preparation
time will prevent you from doing so
promptly. you should advise the OMB
Desk Officer of your intent as early as
possible.

Revision

* Farmers Home Adminéstration

7 CFR 1930-C, Management and
Supervision of Multiple Family
Housing

Borrowers and Grant Recipients

FmHA 444-27A, 1944-8, =25, -27, =29,
1950-5, -6, -7. -8

On occasion: Monthly

Individuals or households: State or local
governments; Farms:

Federal Register
Vol. 50, No, 113
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Businesses or other for-profit; Non-profit
institutions: Small businesses or
arganizations; 1,694,385 respanses;
1.872.734 hours; not applicable under
3504(h)

jack Holston {202) 382-9736

* Food and Nutrition Service

Inmtergated Quality Control Review-
Worksheet

FNS 380

On occasion, Recordkeeping

Individuals or households; State or local
governments; 68,700 responses:
619,921 hours; not applicable under
3504(h)} Joe Bonelli (703) 756-3431%

* Food and Nutrition Service

Report of School Program Ogperations

FNS-10.

Monthly, Annually

State or local goverdments: 2.976
responses: 110,112 hours; not
applicable under 3504(h)

Alan Rich {703) 756-3100

* Food Nutrition Service

Report of the Child Cure Food Program

FNS 44

Monthly, Quarterly, Armually

State or local governments; 1,584
responses; 4.752 hours; not applicable
under 3504(h)

Alan Rich {703) 756-3100

Extension

* Food and Nufrition Service

Report of Coupon Issuance and
Commodity Distribution for Disaster
Reliel

FNS 202

On occasion

State or local governments: 100
responses: 42 hours; not applicable
under 3504(h)

Alan Rich {703) 758-3100

Jane A. Benoil,

Deportmental Clearance Officen

[FR Doc. 85-14204 Filed 6-11-85; 45 am|

BILLING COOE 3410-01-M

Forest Service

Bridger-Teton National Forest Grazing
Advisory Board; Meeting

The Bridger-Teton National Forest
Gruzing Advisory Board will mest at
1:00 PM, July 2, 1965 in the US Forest
Service Office in Big Piney, Wyoming.
The purpose of this meeting is to discuss
utilization of range betterment funds
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and the development of allotment
management plans,

The meeting will be open to the
public. Persons who wish to attend
should notify Forest Supervisor Reid
Jackson, Box 1888, Jackson, Wyoming
83001, telephone (307) 733-2752. Written
stalements may be filed with the board
before or after the meeting.

The board has established the
following rules for public participation:

1. If a group wishes to be heard at the
meeting, they are required to select a
chairman to voice their ideas.

2, Persons or groups may send written
statements to the Forest Supervisor for
presentation at the meeting.

3. The Chairman of the Forest Grazing
Advisory Board will set aside a time
period on the agenda for public
comment.

Reid Jackson,

Forest Supervisor.

[FR Doc, 85-14190 Filed 6-11-85; 8:45 am)
BILLING COOE 3410-11-M a

Soil Conservation Service

Cumberland Head Critical Area
Treatment RC&D Measure, New York;
Finding of No Significant Impact

AGENCY: Soil Conservation Service,
USDA.

AcTion: Notice of a finding of no

significant impact.

SUMMARY: Pursuant to section 102(2)(C)
of the National Environmental Policy
Act of 1969; the Council on
Environmental Quality Guideline (40
CFR Part 1500); and the Soil
Conservition Service Guidelines (7 CFR
Part 650); the Soil Conservation Service,
U.S. Department of Agriculture, gives
notice that an environmental impact
statement is not being prepared for the
Cumberland Head Critical Area
Treatment RC&D Measure, Clinton
County, New York.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Paul A. Dodd. State Conservationist,
Soil Conservation Service, James M.
Hanley Federal Building, 100 S. Clinton
Street, Room 771, Syracuse, New York
13260, telephone (315) 423-5521.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
environmental assessment of this
federally assisted action indicates that
the project will not cause significant
local, regional, or national impacts on
the environment. As a result of these
findings, Paul A, Dodd, State
Conservationist, has determined that the
preparation of an environmental impact
statement is not needed for this project.
The measure concerns of plan for
reducing critical erosion along a 90 foot

reach of shoreline of Lake Champlain in
the Town of Plattsburgh which results
from wave action and periodic ice
action. The integrity of the adjacent
roadbank will be maintained and the
annual cost of maintenance will be
reduced through the installation of
project measures. The planned works of
improvement include the construction of
a wall consisting of pre-cast, jack-type
structures which interlock to preclude
movement. The structures will be placed
beyond the toe of the existing bank with
rock rip-rap placed between the
structures and the bank.

The Notice of Finding of No
Significant Impact (FONSI) has been
forwarded to the Environmental
Protection Agency and to various
Federal, State, and local agencies and
interested parties. A limited number of
copies of the FONSI are available to fill
single copy requests at the above
address. Basic data developed during
the environmental assessmen! are on
file and may be reviewed by contacting
Paul A. Dodd.

No administrative action on
implementation of the proposal will be
taken until 30 days after the date of this
publication in the Federal Register.

(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance
Program No. 10.901, Resource Conservation
and Development Program. Office of
Management and Budget Circular A-95
regarding state and local clearinghouse
review of Federal and federally assisted
programs and projects is applicable)

Dated: June 3, 1985,
Paul A, Dodd,
State Conservationist,
|FR Doc. 85-14199 Filed 11-6-85; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 3410-16-M

Otisco Lake Watershed, NY; Finding of
No Significant Impact

AGENCY: Soil Conservation Service,
USDA.

ACTION: Notice of a finding of no
significant impact.

SUMMARY: Pursuant to section 102(2)(C)
of the National Environmental Policy
Act of 1969; the Council on
Environmental guidelines (40 CFR Part
1500); and the Soil Conservation Service
Guidelines (7 CFR Part 650); the Soil
Conservation Service, U.S, Department
of Agriculture, gives notice that an
environmental impact statement is not
being prepared for the Otisco Lake
Watershed, Onondaga County. New
York.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Paul A. Dodd, State Conservationist,
James M. Hanley Federal Building,
Room 771, 100 S. Clinton Street,

Syracuse, New York 13260, telephone
(315) 423-6521.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
environmental assessment of this
federally assisted action indicates thui
the project will not cause significant
local, regional, or national impacts on
the environment. As a result of these
findings, Paul A. Dodd, State
Conservationist, has determined that the
preparation of an environmental impact
statement is not needed for this project

The project concerns a plan for
accelerated application of conservation
land treatment measures to control
ongoing erosion, sustain long-term soil
productivity, reduce sediment and
phosphorus delivered 1o Otisco Lake,
thereby improving the overall quality of
the lake. Planned works of improvemen!
include the use of conservation tillage
systems (minimum and no-till),
stripcropping systems, diversions, grass
and stone centered waterways, fencing
agricultural waste storage facilities,
critical area seedings, and agricultural
waste management systems,

The Notice of a Finding of No
Significant Impact (FONSI) has been
forwarded to the Environmental
Protection Agency and to various 1
Federal, State, and local agencies and
interested parties. A limited number of
copies of the FONSI are available to fill
single copy requests al the above
address. Basic data developed during
the environmental assessment are on
file and may be reviewed by contacting
Paul A. Dodd.

No administrative action on
implementation of the proposal will be
taken until 30 days after the date of this
publication in the Federal Register.
(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance
Program No. 10.904, Watershed Protection
and Flood Prevention Program. Office of
Management and Budge! Circular A-85
regarding state and local clearinghouse
review of Federal und federally assisted
programs and projects is applicable)

Paul A. Dodd,

State Conservationist.

[FR Doc. 85-14200 Filed 6-11-85; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 3410-16-M

COMMISSION ON CIVIL RIGHTS

Winois Advisory Committee; Agenda
for Notice of Public Meeting

Notice is hereby given, pursuant to the
provisions of the Rules and Regulations
of the U.S. Commission on Civil Rights,
that a planning meeting of the Illinois
Advisory Committee to the Commission
will convene at 10:00 a.m. and adjourn
at 3:30 p.m. on July 1, 1985, in the
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Midwestern Regional Office Conference
Room, 230 South Dearborn Street, Room
3280, Chicago, Illinois. The purpose of
the meeting is to discuss plans for future
Committee projects.

Persons desiring additional
information, or planning a presentation
to the Committee, should contact Clark
G. Roberts, Director of the Midwestern
Regional Office at (312) 353-7371.

The meeting will be conducted
pursuant to the provisions of the Rules
and Regulations of the Commission.

Dated at Washington, D.C., June 5, 1985,
Bert Silver,

Assistant Staff Director for Regional
Programs.

[FR Doc. 85-14067 Filed 6-11-85; 8:45 am)
BLUNG CODE 6335-01-M

Montana Advisory Committee; Agenda
and Notice of Public Meeting

Notice is hereby given, pursuant to the
provisions of the Rules and Regulations
of the U.S. Commission on Civil Rights,
that @ meeting of the Montana Advisory
Committee to the Commission will
convene at 10:00 a.m. and will adjourn
at 1:00 p.m. on July 13, 1985, at the
Sheraton Great Falls, 400 10th Avenue
South, Board Room, Great Falls,
Montana. The purpose of the meeting is
to provide an orientation for new
members and develop plans for future
projects.

Persons desiring additional
information, or planning & presentation
to the Committee, should contact
Committee Chairperson Lawrence D.
Huss or William Muldrow, Acting
Director of the Rocky Mountain
Regional Office at (303) 844-2211.

The meeting will be conducted
pursuant to the provisions of the Rules
and Regulations of the Commission.

Dated at Washington, D.C., June 5, 1985,
Bert Silver,

Assistant Staff Divector for Regional
Programs,

[FR Doc. 85-14085 Filed 6-11-85; 8:45 am|
FLUNG CODE 6335-01-M

Montana Advisory Committee; Meeting
Cancellation

Notice is hereby given, pursuant to the
provisions of the Rules and Regulations
of the U,S. Commission on Civil Rights
that a meeting of the Montana Advisory
Committee to the Commission originally
scheduled for June 22, 1985, at the
Sheraton Great Falls Board Room, 400
10th Avenue, South, Great Falls,
Montana, has been cancelled.

Dated at Washington, D.C., June 5, 1085,
Bert Silver,

Assistant Staff Director for Regional
Programs.

|FR Doc. 85~14064 Filed 6-11-85; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 6335-01-M

Dated at Washington, D.C., June 5, 1985
Bert Silver,
Assistant Stoff Director for Regional
Programs.
[FR Doc. 85-14066 Filed 6-11-85; 8:45 am)
BILLING CODE 6335-01-M

New York Advisory Committee;
Agenda and Notice of Public Meeting

Notice is hereby given, pursuant to the
provisions of the Rules and Regulations
of the U.S. Commission on Civil Rights,
that a meeting of the New York
Advisory Committee to the Commission
will convene at 4:00 p.m. and will
adjourn at 6:00 p.m. on July 2, 1985, at
the Summit Hotel, 51st Street and
Lexington Avenue, New York, New
York. The purpose of the meeting is to
discuss and select program activities for
the coming year.

Persons desiring additional
information, or planning a presentation
to the Committee, should contact
Committee Chairperson Arch
Puddington or Ruth J. Cubero, Director
of the Eastern Regional Office at (212)
264-0400.

The meeting will be conducted
pursuant to the provisions of the Rules
and Regulations of the Commission.

Dated at Washington, D.C.. June 6, 1885,
Bert Silver,

Assistant Staff Director for Regional
Programs.

|FR Doc. 85-14063 Filed 6-11-85; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 5335-01-M

South Dakota Advisory Committee;
Agenda and Notice of Public Meeting

Notice is hereby given, pursuant to the
provisions of the Rules and Regulations
of the 11.S. Commission on Civil Rights.
that a meeting of the South Dakota
Advisory Committee to the.Commission
will convene at 8:00 a.m. and will
adjourn at 1:00 p.m., on July 19, 1985, at
the South Dakota State Capitol Building,
Conference Room, Pierre, South Dakota,
The purpose of the meeting is to hold an
orientation session for new members
and discuss current projects.

Persons desiring additional
information, or planning a presentation
to the Committee, should contact
Committee Chairperson Francis
Whitebird or William Muldrow, Acting
Director of the Rocky Mountain
Regional Office, at [303) 844-2211.

The meeting will be conducted
pursuant to the provisions of the Rules
and Regulations of the Commission.

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
Foreign-Trade Zones Board

[Order No. 304)

Resolution and Order Approving the
Application of the Ogdensburg Bridge
and Port Authority, for a Foreign-
Trade Zone in Ogdensburg, NY

Proceedings of the Foreign-Trade
Zones Board, Washington, D.C.

Resolution and Order

Pursuant to the authority granted in
the Foreign-Trade Zones Act of June 18,
1934, as amended (19 U.S.C. 81a-81u),
the Foreign-Trade Zones Board has
adopted the following Resolution and
Order:

The Board, having considered the
matter, hereby orders:

After consideration of the application of
the Ogdensburg Bridge and Port Authority,
filed with the Foreign-Trade Zones Board [the
Board) on April 17, 1884, requesting a grant of
authority for establishing, operating. and
maintaining a general-purpose foreign-trade
zone in Ogdensburg, New York, within the
Ogdensburg Customs port of entry, the Board,
finding that the requirements of the Foreign-
Trade Zones Act. as amended, and the
Board's regulations are satisfied. and that the
proposal is in the public intorest, approves
the application,

As the proposal involves open space on
which buildings may be constructed by
parties other than the grantee, this approval
includes authority to the grantes to permit the
erection of such buildings. pursuant to
§ 400.815 of the Board's regulutions, as are
necessary to catry oul the zone proposal,
providing that prior to its granting such
permission it shall have the concurrences of
the local District Director of Customs. the
U.S. Army District Engineer, when
appropriate, and the Board's Executive
Secretury. Further, the grantee shall notify
the Board's Executive Secretary for approval
prior to the commencement of any
manufacturing operation within the zone. The
Secretary of Commerce, as Chairman and
Executive Officer of the Board, is hereby
authorized to issue a grant of authority and
appropriate Board Order,

Grant To Establish, Operate, and
Maintain a Foreign-Trade Zone in
Ogdensburg, New York

Whereas, by an Act of Congress
approved June 18, 1934, an Act “To
provide for the establishment, operation,
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and maintenance of foreign-trade zones
in poris of entry of the United States, to
expedite and encourage foreign
commerce, and for other purposes.” as
amended (19 U.S.C. 81a-81u) (the Act),
the Foreign-Trade Zones Board (the
Board) is authorized and empowered to
grant o corporations the privilege of
establishing, operating, and maintaining
foreign-trade zones in or adjacen! to
ports of entry under the jurisdiction of
the United States;

Whereas, the Ogdensburg Bridge and
Port Authority (the Grantee), has made
application (filed April 17, 1984, Docket
No. 14-84, 49 FR 17060} in due and
proper form to the Board, requesting the
establishment, operation, and
maintenance of a foreign-trade zone in
Ogdensburg, New York, within the
Ogdensburg Customs port of entry;

Whereas, notice of said application
has been given and published, and full
opportunity has been afforded all
interested parties to be heard; and,

Whereas, the Board has found that the
requirements of the Act and the Board's
regulations (15 CFR Part 400} ure
satisfied;

Now, therefore, the Board hereby
grants to the Grantee the privilege of
establishing, operating, and maintaining
a foreign-trade zane, designated on the
records of the Board as Zone No. 118 at
the location mentioned above and more
partitularly described on the maps and
drawings accompanying the application
in Exhibits IX and X, subject lo the
provisions. conditions, and restrictions
of the Act and the regulations issued
thereunder, to the same extent as though
the sume were fully set forth herein, and
also to the following express conditions
and limitations:

Activation of the foreign-trade zone
shall be commenced by the Crantee
within a reasonable time from the date
of issuance of the grant, and prior
thereto the Grantee shall obtain all
necessary permits from Federal, State,
and municipal authorities.

The Grantee shall allow officers and
employees of the United States free and
unrestricted access to and throughout
the foreign-trade zone site in the
performance of their official duties.

The Grantee shall notify the Executive
Secretary of the Board for approval prior
to the commencement of any
manufacturing operations within the
zone:

The grant shall not be construed to
relieve the Grantee from liability for
injury or damage to the person or
property of others occasioned by the
construction, operation, or maintenance
of said zone, and in no event shall the
United States be liable therefor.

The grant is further subject lo
settlement locally by the District
Director of Customs and the Army
District Engineer with the Grantee
regarding complisnce with their
respective requirements for the
protection of the revenue of the United
States and the installation of suitable
facilities.

In witness whereof, the Foreign-Trade
Zones Board has caused its name to be
signed and its seal to be affixed hereto
by its Chairman and Executive Officer
at Washington, D.C. this 3rd day of june
1985, pursuant to Order of the Bo
Foreign-Trade Zones Board.

Malcolm Baldrige,

Chairman and Executive Offiver.

|FR Doc. 85-14114 Filed 6-11-85: 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 3510-DS-M

National Oceanic and Atmospheric
Administration

South Atlantic Fishery Management
Council; Public Meeting

AGENCY: National Marine Fisheries
Service, NOAA, Commerce.

The South Atlantic Fishery
Management Council will convene a
public meeting, June 17-20, 1985, in Kill
Devil Hiils, NC, to discuss the Billfish,
Mackerel, Snapper-Grouper, and
Swordfish Fishery Management Plans,
as well as discuss other fishery
management business. A detailed
agenda will be made available to the
public around June 10. For further
information, contact David H.G. Gould.
Executive Director, South Atlantic

. Fishery Management Council, 1

Southpark Circle, Suite 306, Charleston,

SC 29407; telephone: (803) 571-4366.
Dated: June 6, 1985,

Richard B. Roe,

Directar, Office of Protected Species and

Hoehitat Conservation, National Marine

Fisheries Service.

[FR Doc. 85-14100 Filed 6-11-85; 8:45 am]|

DILLING CODE 3510-22-N

[Modification No. 1 to Permit No. 445
(PE7A}]

Marine Mammals Permit Modification;
Marineland, Inc.

Notice is hereby given that pursvant
to the provisions of § 216.33 (d) and (e)
of the Regulations Governing the Taking
and Importing of Marine Mammals (50
CFR part 216), Public Display Permit No.
445 issued to Marineland, Inc.,, Route 1,
Box 122, St. Augustine, Florida on
December 28, 1983, (49 FR 653), is
modified as follows:

Section A-1 is deleted and replaced
by:

“A-1 Two (2] short-finned pilot
whales (Globicephala macrorhynchivs)
may be taken from Florida waters or
may laken and imported from the
Bahamas."
< Section B-5 is deleted and replaced

Vi

“B-5 This Permit is valid with respec
to the taking authorized until December
3, 1987."

This modification became effective on
June 5, 1985.

The Permit as modified and
documentation pertaining to the
modification are available for review i
the following offices:

Assistant Administrator for Fisheries
National Marine Fisheries Service,
3300 Whitehaven Streel, NW.,
Washington, D.C, 20235; and
Regional Director, National Maring

Fisheries Service, Southeast Region.

8450 Koger Boulevard, Duval Building

St. Petersburg, Florida 33702
Duted: jJune 5, 1965,

Richard B. Roe,

Director, Office of Protected Species and

Habitat Conservation, National Marine

Fisheries Service.

|FR Doc. 85-14102 Filed 68-11-85; 845 am)|

BILLING CODE 3510-22-%

Marine Mammalis; Issuance of Permit;
Mystic Marinelife Aquarium (P13R)

On November 9, 1984, notice was
published in the Federal Register (49 FR
44781) that an application had heen filed
by Mystic Marinelife Aquarium, Mystic,
Connecticut 08355 for a permit to take
and import two {2) Beluga Whales
(Delplinaterus leucas) for the purpose
of public display.

Notice is hereby given that on June 5,
1985 and as authorized by the provisions
of the Marine Mammal protection Act of
1972 (18 U.S.C. 1361-1407), the National
Marine Fisheries Service issued a Permil
for the above taking and importing
subject to certain conditions set forth
therein.

The Permit is available for review by
interested persons in the following
offices:

Assistant Administrator for Fisheries.
National Marine Fisheries Service,
3300 Whitchaven Street, NW.,
Washington, D.C. 20235; and

Regional Directar, National Marine
Fisheries Service, Northeast Region.
14 Elm Street, Federal Building,
Gloucester, Massachusetts 01930
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Dated: June 6, 1885,
Richard B. Roe,
Dpirecton, Office of Protected Species and
Hubitat Conservation. National Marine
fisheries Service.
[FR Doc. 85-14101 Filed 6-11-85; 8:45 am|
SLLING CODE 3510-22-M

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

National Technical Information
Service

NTIS Shipping and Handling Charges

Effective on Orders received June 1,
1685, the following NTIS shipping and
handling charges apply:

1.8, Canada, Mexico—ADD 83 per

TOTAL ORDER
All other Countries—ADD $4 per

TOTAL ORDER

Exceptions—Does NOT apply to:
ORDERS REQUESTING NTIS RUSH

HANDLING
ORDERS REQUESTING PREMIUM

SERVICE
ORDERS FOR SUBSCRIPTION OR

STANDING ORDER PRODUCTS

ONLY
Thomas P. Bold, Jr.,

Director, Office of Administrotive
Management,

{FR Doc, 85-14191 Filed 6-11-85; 8:45 am|
BALING CODE 3510-04-M

Intent to Grant Exclusive Patent
License

The National Technical Information
Service (NTIS), U.S. Department of
Commerce, intends to grants to Cetus
Corporation, having a place of business
in Emeryville, California, an exclusive
right to manufacture, use and sell
products embodied on the invention
entitled “"Psendomonas Exotoxins
Conjugate Immunotoxin® U.S. Patent
Application SN 6-574,173. The patent
rights in this invention will be assigned
to the United States of America, as
represented by the Secretary of
Commerce,

The proposed license will be royalty-
bearing and will comply with the terms
and condition of 35 U.S.C. 209 and 41
CFR 101-4.1. The proposed license may
be granted unless, within sixty days
from the date of this published Notice,
NTIS receives written evidenge and
argument which establishes that the
grant of the proposed license would not
serve the public interest, ;

Inquiries, comments and other |
materials relating to the proposed

license must be submitted to the Office
of Federal Patent Licensing, NTIS, Box
1423, Springfield, VA 22151.

Douglas J. Campion,

Office of Federal Patent Licensing, U.S.
Department of Conmunerce, National Technical
Information Service.

|FR Doc. 85-14189 Filed 6-11-85; 8:45 am|
BILUING CODE 3510-04-M

Patent and Trademark Office

Interim Protection for Mask Works of
Nationals, Domiciliaries and Sovereign
Authorities of Australia

AGENCY: Patent and Trademerk Office,
Commerce.

ACTION: Praceeding for issuance of
interim order.

SUMMARY: The Secretary of Commerce
has delegated to the Assistant Secretary
and Commissioner of Patents and
Trademarks by Amendment 1 to
Department Organization Order 10-14.
the authority to make findings and issue
orders for the interim protection of mask
works.

Chapter 9 of 17 US.C., the
Semiconductor Chip Portection Act
[SCPA), established a system to
encourage the development of
international regime for the protection of
mask works, through the provisions of
section 914, dealing with the
establishment of interim or transitional
protection, and section 902 providing for
the recognition of long-term bilateral or
multilateral relations among states. The
Government of Australia has submitted
an diplomatic nofe requesting that they
be accorded protection under section
902 by a Presidential proclamation that
the Australian copyright law affords
protection for mask works and that, by
virtue of their membership along with
the United Statees in the Universial
Copywright Convention (UCC), this
protection is available to mask works of
United states national s and
domiciliaries. In the event that this
request cannot be honored before July 1.
1985, they have alternatively requested
the issuance of an order under section
914 of the SCPA. Because of the
divergent approach in Australia to chip
protection from that of the SCPA and
the complexity of the issues arising from
this fact, the impracticability of fully
evaluating before July 1, 1985, these
factors in light of the Congressional
intent embodied in the SCPA to develop
an international regime assuring
generally similar protection for mask
works, and the desire to promote
international comity by taking effective
action to assure the full benefit of the

SCPA to Auslralia, a proceeding under
§ 914 has been initiated. Comments are
requested.

DATES: Comments must be submitted on
or before June 18, 1985,

ADDRESS: Address wrillen comments 1o;
Commission of Patents and Trademarks.
attention Assistant Commission for
External Affairs, Box 4. Washington,
D.C. 20231.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Michael K. Kirk, Assistant
Commissioner for External Affairs, by
telephone at (703) 557-3065 or hy mail
marked to his attention and addressed
to Commissioner of Patents and
Trademarks, Box 4, Washington, D.C.
20231

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Chapler
9 of 17 U.S.C. establishes an entirely
new form of intellectual property
protection for mask works that are fixed
in semiconductor chip products. Mask
works are defined in 17 U.S.C. 901{a)(2)
as:

A series of related images, however, fixed
or encoded—

(A) Having or representing the
predetermined, three-dimensional patiern of
metallic, insulating or semiconductor materisl
present or removed from the layers of a
semiconductor chip product; and

{B) In which series the relation of the
images to one another is that each image has
the pattern of the surface of one form of the
semiconductor chip product.

Chapter 9 further provides for a 10-
vear term of protection for original mask
works measured from their date of
registration in the U.S. Copyright Office.
or their first commercial exploitation
anywhere in the world. Mask works
must be registered within 2 years of
their first commercial exploitation to
maintain this protection. Section
813(d)(1) provides that mask works first
commercially exploited on or after July
1, 1983, are eligible for protection
provided that they are registered in the
U.S. Copyright Office Before July 1, 1985.

Foreign mask works are eligible for
protection under this Chapter under
basic criteria set out in section 902; first.
that the owner of the mask works is a
national, domiciliary, or sovereign
authority of a foreign nation that is a
party to a treaty providing for the
protection of the mask works to which
the United States is also a party, or a
stateless person wherever domiciled:
second that the mask work is first
commercially exploited in the United
States; or that the mask work comes
within the scope of a Presidential
proclamation. Section 902(a)(2) provides
that the President may issue a
proclamation upon a finding that:
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A foreign nation extends to mask works of
owners who are nationals or domiciliaries of
the United States protection (A) on
substantially the same basis as that on which
the foreign nation extends protection to mask
works of its own nationals and domiciliaries
und mask works first commercially exploited
in that nation, or {B) or substantially the
same basis as provided under this chapter,
the President may by proclamation extend
protection under chapler to mask works (f) or
owners who are, on the date on which the
mask works are registered under section 908,
or the date on which the mask works are first
commercially exploited anywhere in the
world, whichever occurs first, nationals,
domicillaries, or sovereign suthorities of the
nation. or [ii) which are first commercially
exploited in that nation.

Although this chapter generally does
not provide protection to foreign owners
of mask work unless the works are first
commerceally exploited in the Uniled
States, it is contemplated that foreign
nationals, domiciliaries and sovereign
authorities may obtain full protection if
their nation enters into an appropriate
treaty or enacts mask works protection
legislation. In order to encourage steps
toward a regime of international comity
in mask works protection, section 914(a)
provides that the Secretary of
Commerce may extend the privilege of
obtaining interim protection under
chapter 9 to nationals, domiciliaries and
sovereign authorities of foreign nations
if the Secretary finds:

{11 That the foreign nation is making good
faith efforts and reasonable progress
toward—

(A) entering into a treaty described in
section 902{a){1)(A). or

{B) enacting legislation that would be in
compliance with subparagraph (A) or (B) of
section 802(a)(2); and (2} that the nationals,
domiciliaries, and sovereign authorities of the
foreign nation, and persons controlled by
them, are not engaged in the
misappropriation, or unauthorized
distribution or commercial exploitation of
mask works: and

(3] that issuing the order would promote
the purposes of this chapter and international
comity with respect to the protection of mask
works.

In remarks in the Congressional
Record of October 3, 1984, &t page
$12919, and of October 10, 1984, at page
E4434, both Senator Mathias and '
Representative Kastenmeier suggest that
“[ijn making determinations of good
faith efforts and progress . . ., the
Secretary should take into account the
attitudes and efforts of the foreign
nation's private sector, as well as its
government. If the private sector
encourages and supports action toward
chip protection, that progress is much
more likely to continue . . . With
respect lo the participation of foreign
nationals and those controlled by them

in chip piracy, the Secretary should
consider whether any chip designs, not
simply those provided full protection
under the Act, are subjected to
misappropriation. The degree to which a
foreign concern that distributes products
containing misappropriated chips knows
or should have known that it is selling
infringing chips is a relevant factor in
making a finding under section 914(a)(2).
Finally, under section 914(a)(3), the
Secretary should bear in mind the role
that issuance of the order itself may
have in promoting the purposes of this
chapter and international comity."
Further they both acknowledge that for
the issuance of an interim order for
“those countries already having a
system allowing mask work protection

. . expedited action may be
particularly appropriate to encourage
and facilitate international comity.”

Unlike the United States, the
Government of Australia states that the
Australian copyright legislation is
applicable to the protection of mask
works, and that this protection is
available to U.S. nationals and
domiciliaries because of their obligation
under the UCC to provide national
treatment for the copyrighted work of
U.S. citizens. This approach raises a
number of concerns relating to
international as well as domestic U.S.
law and policy.

In enacting the SCPA, Congress
specifically concluded that mask works
per se were not subject to copyright

rotection under the U.S. copyright law
use of its prohibition of the
protection of the utilitarian aspects of
pictoral, graphic and sculptural works.
Congress further concluded that, since
mask warks were not subject to
copyright protection, they were not
subject matter protectable under the
UCC. The issues raised by the divergent
positions of the Government of the
United States and the Government of
Australia require careful evaluation and
study both in the U.S. context and in
appropriate international fora,

While the Government of Australia
has stated that the Australian copyright
law protects mask works and that the
reproduction of a mask work in three-
dimensional form in a semiconductor
chip product would constitute an
infringement of copyright, the statutes
do not expressly deal with mask works
and no cases on mask work protection
have been decided in the courts.
However, Australian case law has
established that vtilitarian works, in
appropriale circumstances are
protectable by copyright. See, Ancher
Mortlock. Murray and Woolley Pty Ltd.
and Others v. Hooker Homes Pty
Limited, {1971) 2 NSWLR 278; LA.

Randell Pty Ltd. v. Millman Servites
Pty Limited, (1877) 17 ALR 140; Concrete
Systems Pty Limited v. Devon Symonds
Holdings Lid., (1978) 20 S.A.S.R. 78;
Ogden Industries Pty Ltd. and Others v
Kis (Australia) Pty Ltd., (1982 45 ALR
129); Timbs v. Miller, (1983) 1 LP.R. 125,
and Edwards Hot Water Systems v.
S.W. Hart and Co., Pty Ltd., (1983) 49
ALR 605. However section 71 of the
Australian Copyright Act of 1968
provides that:

(8) The making of an object of any kind
that is in three dimensions does not infringe
the copyright in an artistic work that is in two
dimensions; and

(2) The making of an object of any kind
that is in two dimensions does not infringe
the copyright in an artistic work that is in
three dimensions.

If the object would not appear lo persons
who are not experts in relation to objects of
that kind to be a reproduction of the artistic

work.

Further study of these features of the
Australian law is appropriate. No
incidents of misappropriation,
unauthorized distribution or commercial
exploitation of mask works in Australia
have been reported to the Department of
Commerce, In addition, we would not
wish, in any way. by the issuance of a
Presidential proclamation, to limit a
foreign government’s policy options thal
may be more available under a section
914 order with its great flexibility.

Consequently, I am considering
issuing on my own motion an interim
order extending the protection of the
SCPA to the nationals, domiciliaries and
sovereign authorities of Australia, in
accordance with the suggestion that
such expedited action would be
appropriate in instances where a nation
has “a system allowing mask work
protection.” Public comment on this
action will be considered if received in
the Office of the Commission of Patents
and Trademarks on or before 5:00 p.m.,
June 18, 1985,

Dated: June 5, 1985.

Donald ). Quigg,
Acting Commissioner of Potents and
Trodemarks.

|FR Doc. 85-14133-Filed 6-11-85; 8:45 am)
BILLING CODE 38510~ 16-M

Interim Protection for Mask Works of
Nationals, Domiciliaries and Sovereign
Authorities of the United Kingdom of
Great Britain and Northern Ireiand

AGENCY: Patent and Trademark Office.
Commerce.

ACTION: Proceeding for insurance ol
interim order.
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SUMMARY: The Secretary of Commerce
has delegated to the Assistant Secretary
end Commissioner of Patents and
Trademarks by Amendment 1 to
Department Organization Order 10-14,
the authority to make findings and issue
orders for the interim protection of mask
\\‘Urkﬂ.

Chapter 8 of 17 US.C. the
Semiconductor Chip Protection Act
(SCPA), established a system to
encourage the development of an
Jinternational regime for the protection of
mask works, through the provisions of
section 914, dealing with the
establishment of interim or transitional
protection, and section 902 providing for
the recognition of long-term bilateral or
multilateral relations among states. The
Covernment of the United Kingdom of
Great Britain and Northern Ireland [UK)
has submitted a diplomatic nate
requesling that they be accorded
protection under Section 902 by a
Presidential proclamation that UK
copyright law affords protection for
mask works and that, by virtue of the
membership of the UK and the United
States in the Universal Copyright
Convention (UCC), this protection is
available to mask works of U.S,
nationals and domiciliaries. Because of
the divergent approach to chip
protection from that of the SCPA in the
UK and the complexity of the issues
arising from this fact, the
impracticability of fully evaluating
before July 1, 1985, these factors in light
of the Congressional intent embaodied in
the SCAP to develop an international
regime assuring generally similar
protection for mask works, and the
desire to promote international comity
by taking effective action to assure the
full benefits of the SCPA to the UK, a
proceeding under section 914 has been
initisted. Comments are requested.

DaTES: Comments must be submitted on
or before June 18, 1985,

ADDRESS: Address wrilten comments ta:
Commissioner of Patents and
Trademarks, attention Assistant
Commission for External Affairs, Box 4,
Washington, D.C. 20231.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Michael K. Kirk, Assistant
Commissioner for External Affairs, by
lelephone at (703) 557-3065 or by mail
murked to his attention and addressed
o Commissioner of Patents and
Trademarks, Box 4, Washington, D.C.
20231,

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Chapter
90 17 U.S.C. establishes an entirely

new form of intellectual property
protection for mask works that are fixed
o semiconductor chip products. Mask

works are defined in 17 11.S.C. 901{a)(2)
as:

A series of relsted images, however. fixed
or encoded—

(A) Having or representing the
predelermined, hree-dimensional pattemn of
metallic, insulating or semiconductor material
present or removed fram the layers of &
semiconductor chip product; and

(8] In which series the relation of the
images to one another is that each image has
the pattern of the surface of one form of the
semiconductor chip product.

Chapter 9 further provides for a 10
year term of protection for original mask
works measured from their date of
registration in the U.S. Copyright Office,
or their first commercial exploitation
anywhere in the world. Mask works
must be registered within 2 years of
their first commercial exploitation to
maintain this protection. Section
913(d)(1) provides that mask works first
commercially exploited on or after July
1, 1983, are eligible for protection
provided that they are registered in the
U.S. Copyright Office before July 1, 1985.

Foreign mask works are eligible for
Erolec(ion under this Chapter under

asic criteria set out in section 902: first,
that the owner of the mask works is a
national, domiciliary, or sovereign
authority of a foreign nation that is a
party to a treaty providing for the
protection of the mask works to which
the United States is also a party, or a
stateless person wherever domiciled;
second that the mask work is first
commercially exploited in the United
States; or that the mask work comes
within the scope of a Presidential
proclamation. Section 802(a)(2) provides
that the President may issue such a
proclamation upon a finding that:

A foreign nation extends to mask works of
owners who are nationals or domiciliaries of
the United States protection {A) on
substantially the same basis as that on which
the foreign nation extends protection to mask
works of its own nationals and domiciliaries
and mask works first commercially exploited
in that nation. or (B} on substantially the  °
same basis as provided under this chapter,
the President may by proclamation extend
protection under this chapter to mask works
(i) of owners who are, on the date on which
the mask works are registered under section
808, or the date on which the mask works are
first commercially exploited anywhere in the
world, whichever occurs first, nationals,
domiciliaries, or sovereign authorities of that
nation, or (i) which are first commercially
exploited in that nation.

Although this chapter generally does
not provide protection to foreign owners
of mask works unless the works are first
commercially exploited in the United
States, it is contemplated that foreign
nationals, domiciliaries and sovereign
authorities may obtain full protection if

their nation enters into an appropriste
treaty or enacts mask works protection
legislation. In order to encourage steps
toward a regime of international comity
in mask works prolection, section 914{a)
provides that the Secretary of
Commerce may extend the privilege of
obtaining interim protection under
chapter 9 o nationals, domiciliuries and
sovereign authorities of foreign nations
if the Secretary finds:

(1) That the foreign nation is making good
[aith efforts and reasonable progress
toward—

[A) Entering into o treaty described in
section S02{a){1)(A), or

IB) enacting legislation that would be in
compliance with subparagraph (A) or {B] of
section 902{a)2); and

(2) that the nationals, domiciliuries. and
sovereign authorities of the foreign nation,
and persuns controlled by them, are not
engaged in the misappropriation, or
unauthorized distribution or commeraial
exploitation of mask works: and

{3} that issuing the order would promote
the purposes of this chapter and International
comity with respec! to the protection of mask
works.

In remarks in the Congressional
Record of October 3, 1984, at page
512019, and of October 10, 1984, at page
E4434, both Senator Mathias and
Representative Kastenmeier suggest that
“[iln making determinations of good
faith efforts and progress . . ., the
Secretary should take into account the
attitudes and efforts of the foreign
nation’s private sector, as well as its
government, If the private sector
encourages and supports aclion toward
chip protection, that progress is much
more likely to continue . . . With
respect to the participation of foreign
nationals and those controlled by them
in chip piracy, the Secretary should
consider whether any chip designs, not
simply those provided full protection
under the Act, are subjected to
misappropriation. The degree to which a
foreign concern that distributes products
containing misappropriated chips knows
or should have known that it is selling
infringing chips is a relevant factor in
making a finding under section 914(a)(2).
Finally, under section 914(a){3). the
Secretary should bear in mind the role
that issuance of the order itself may
have in promoting the purposes of this
chapter and international comity."
Further they both acknowledge that for
the issuance of an interim order for
“those countries already having a
system allowing mask work
protection . . . expedited action may
be particularly appropiate to encourage
and facilitate international comity,"”

Unlike the United States, the
Government of the UK states that the
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UK copyright legislation is applicable to
the protection of mask works, and that
this protection is available to U.S.
nationals and domiciliaries because of
the UK's obligation under the UCC to
provide national treatment for the
copyrighted works of U.S. citizens. Over
20 years of case law supports the
conclusion that mask works are
protected under the UK copyright law
because of its provisions extending
protection to drawings, engravings, and
photographs irrespective of their
esthetic appeal and that this protection
includes reproducing the work in three-
dimensional form. See, Dorling v.
Honnor Marine Ltd., 1964 RPC 160; Amp
v. Utitux, 1972 RPC 103; British Northrup
v. Texteam Blackburn Ltd., 1974 RPC 57:
Solar Thomson Engineering Co. Ltd. v.
Barton, 1977 RPC 537; LB (Plastics) Ltd.
v. Swish Products, 1979 FRC 551: and
Hoover PLC v. George Hulme
(Stockport) Ltd., 1982 FSR 565; and
British Leyland Motor Corporation Ltd.,
v. Armstrong Patents Company Ltd.,
[1984] 3 C.M.L.R. 102. This approach
raises a number of concerns relating lo
international as well as domestic U.S.
law and policy.

In enacting the SCPA, Congress
specifically concluded that mask works
per se were not subject 1o copyright
protection under the LS. copyright law
because of its prohibition of the
protection of the utilitarian aspects of
pictoral. graphic and sculptural works.
Congress further concluded that, since
mask works were not subject to
copyright protection, they were not
subject matter protectable under the
UCC. The issues raised by the divergent
positions of the Government of the
United States and the Government of
the UK require careful evaluation and
study both in the U.S. contex! and in
appropriate international fora,

While the Government of the UK has
stated that the UK copyright law protect
mask works and that the reproduction of
a mask work in three-dimensional form
in & semiconductor chip product would
constitute an infringement of copyright,
the statutes do not expressly deal with
mask works and no cases on mask work
protection have been decided in the
courts, Further study of these features of
the UK law is appropriate. No incidents
of misappropriation, unauthorized
distribution or commercial exploitation
of mask works in the UK have been
reported to the Department of
Commerce. In addition, we would not
wish, in any way, by the issuance of a
Presidential proclamation, to limit a
foreign government’s policy options that
may be more available under a section
914 order with its great flexibility.

Consequently, 1 am considering
issuing on my own motion an interim
order extending the protection of the
SCPA to the nationals, domiciliaries and
sovereign authorities of the UK in
accordance with the suggestion that
such expedited action would be
appropriate in instances where @ nation
has “a system allowing mask work
protection.” Public commenl on this
action will be considered if received in
the Office of the Commissioner of
Patents and Trademarks by 5:00 p.m.,
June 18, 1985.

Dated: June 5, 1985
Donald |. Quigg,

Acting Commissioner of Potents and
Trademarks. _

[FR Doc. 85-14132 Filed 6-11-85; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 3510-16-M

Interim Protection for Mask Works of
Japanese Nationals Domiciliaries and
Sovereign Authorities

AGENCY: Patent and Trademark Office,
Commerce,

ACTION: Issuance of interim order.

sUMMARY: The Secretary of Commerce
has delegated to the Assistant Secretary
and Commissioner of Patents and
Trademarks, by Amendment 1 to
Department Organization Order 1014,
the authority under section 914 of 17
U.S.C. (the copyright law) to mike
findings and issue orders for the interim
protection of mask works.

On October 22, 1984, prior to the -
November 8, 1984, effective date of Pub.
L. 98-620 which added Chapter 9 to 17
U.S.C.. the Electronic Indusiries
Association of Japan (EIA]) through its
attorneys submitted to the Secretary of
Commerce a request for the issuance of
an interim order. Guidelines for the
submission of petitions for the issuance
of interim orders were published on
November 7, 1984 in the Federal Register
49 FR 44517-9, and on November 13,
1984. in the Official Gazette, of the PTO,
1048 0.G. 30. The original EIA] request
was supplemented by additional
information from the Government of
Japan sufficient to bring it into
compliance with the guidelines.

Comments on the EIA] petition were
reguested on or before April 23, 1985,
and a hearing was set for May 8, 1985.
Comments were submitted by the
Semiconductor Industry Association
(S1A) and AT&T Technologies; requests
10 testify were received from the SIA
and the EIA].

At the May 8, 1985, hearing both SIA
and EIA] testified in support of the
issuance of an interim order: the major
point of dispute was in regard to the

duration of the order. SIA urged that, in
view of their continuing areas of
concern, and the importance of the
implementing regulations to be
promulgated by the Ministry of
International Trade and Industry (MI'11)
any order issued should be limited to 6
months in duration. The EIA] position
was that the order should issue for the
full term of the Commissioner’s
authority. The commissioner has
determined that Japan has demonstraled
good faith efforts and reasonable
progress in respect to providing
protection for mask works of U.S.
nationals and domiciliaries, and has
determined that an order should issuc
for one year from this date.

EFFECTIVE DATE: The effective date of
this order shall be November 8, 1984

TERMINATION DATE: This order shall
terminate on June 6, 1986, one year from
its date of signature.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Michael K. Kirk, Assistant
Commissioner for External Affairs, by
telephone &t (703) 557-3065, or by mail
marked to his attention and addressed
to the Commissioner of Patents and
Trademarks, Box 4, Washington. D.C.
20231,

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Chapter
9 of 17 U.S.C. establishes an entirely
new form of intellectual property
protection for mask works that are fixed
in semiconductor chip products.
Maskworks are defined in 17 U.S.C.
901{a)(2) as:

A series of related images, however, fixed
or encoded—

(A) Having or representing the
predetermined, three dimensional pattern of
metallic. insulating or semiconductor matesil
present or removed from the layers of o
semiconductor chip product; and

{B) In which series the relation of the
images lo one another is that each imago has
the pattern of the surface of one form of the
semiconductor chip product.

Chapter 9 provides for a 10 vear term
of protection for original mask works,
measured from the earlier of their dats
of registration in the U.S, Copyrigh!
Office, or their firs! commercial
exploitation anywhere in the world.
Mask works mus! be registered within 2
vears of their first commercial
exploitution to maintain this protection
Section 913(d){1) provides that mask
works first commercially exploited on 0f
after July 1, 1983 are eligible for
protection provided that they are
registered in the U.S, Copyright Office
before July 1, 1985,

Foreign mask works are eligible for
protection under basic criteria set outin
17 11.S.C. 902, First, the owner of the




Federal Register / Vol. 50, No. 113 / Wednesday, June 12, 1985 / Notices

24669

misk works must be o national,
damiciliary, or sovereign authority of a
foreign nation that is a party to a ireaty
providing for the protection of a mask
work to which the United States is also
a party, or a stateless person wherever
domiciled; second, the mask work must
be first commercially exploited in the
United States: or that the mask work
comes within the scope of @ Presidential
Proclamation, Section 902(a)(2) provides
that the President may issue such a
proclamation upon a finding that:

A foreign nation extends to mask works of
owners who are nationals or domiciliaries of
the United States protection (A) on
substantinlly the same basis as that on which
the foreign nation extends pratection to mask
works of its own nationals and domiciliaries
and mask works first commercially exploited
in that nation, or {B) on substantially the
same basis as provided under this chapter,
the President may by proclamation extend
protection under this chapter to mask works
1] of owners who are. on the date on"which
the musk works are registered under section
404, or the date on which the mask works are
first commercinlly exploited anywhere in the
world, whichever occurs first, nationuls,
domiciliaries, or soverign suthorities of that
nation, or (i) which ate first commercially
exploited in that nution.

In order to encourage steps toward a
regime of international comity in mask
works protection, section 914(a)
provides that the Secretary of
Commerce may extend the privilege of
obtaining interim protection under
chapter 9 to nationals, domiciliaries and
sovereign authorities of foreign nations
if the Secretary finds:

[1) That the foreign nation is making good
fuith efforts and reasonable progress
loward—

[A) Entering into & treaty described in
section 902fa)1 {A). or

[B] enucting legislation that would be in
complinnce with subparagraph [A) or (B} of
section 802{a (2] and

(2] that the nationals, domiciliaries; und
sovereign suthorities of the foreign nation,
ind persons contralled by them, are not
thgaged in the misappropriation, or
uniuthorized distribution or commercinl
oxploitation of mask warks: and

{3) that issuing the order would promote
the purposes of this chapter and international

comity with respect to the protection of mask
work

On October 22, 1984, prior to the
November 8, 1984 effective date of Pub.
I 96-620 which added Chapler 9 10 17
US.C., the Electronic Industries
Association of Japan (EIA]) through its
altorneys, submitted a request for the
issuanece of an interim order to Secretary
Buldrige. The Secretary informed EIA's
allorneys that the request had been
referred to the Patent and Trademark
Office, and that the Commissioner
would advise them if additional

information were required. On
November 15, 1984, Commissioner
Mossinghoff met with Japanese officials
to discuss a letter from Mr. Yuji
Tanahashi of the Japanese Ministry of
International Trade and Industry, and
what additional information might be
required to complete the EIA]
submission. The results of this meeting
were confirmed on November 30, 1984,
in a letter to Mr. Tanahashi. No
response was received from Mr.
Tanahashi. On January 22, 1985. Acting
Commissioner Quigg wrote Mr. Taizo
Yokayama pointing out what additional
information would be required. On
March 4, 1985, Mr. Tanahashi wrote to
Mr. Quigg supplementing the original
request with sufficient information to
permit the commencement of
proceedings under the guidelines. The
original petition and the supplemental
information were reproduced in the
Federal Register, 49 FR 12355 on March
28, 1985 as part of the notice announcing
the commencement of proceedings with
respect to Japan, by requesting
comments on the EIA] petition and
scheduling a hearing for May 8, 1985.

On April 22, 1985, Mr. Ronald Pump of
AT&T Technologies commented on the
Japanese petition opposing the issuance
of an interim order “on the assumption
that such relief will delay passage of the
legislation Japan is required to enact in
order to protect U.S. chips in that
country.” The Semiconductor Industry
Association (SIA) also commented on
April 22 raising several questions
regarding specific features of the
Japanese legislation which were
discussed in the written submissions
and the oral statement at the May 8,
1985 hearing.

At the hearing, SIA presented its
testimony and clearly stated that they
“believe that Japan has demonstrated its
good faith legislation.” However, SIA
urged that because “there are sufficient
remaining questions regarding the
legislation now under consideration in
the Japanese Diet that an interim order
designating Japan" should be granted for
a period not be exceed 8 months. They
argued that this would permit a review
of the manner in which the law is being
implemented, and how the Jupanese law
will function in a manner that provides
protection equivalent to that under U.S.
law.

The EIA] asserted its belief that the
proposed Japanese law provides
protection for U.S. mask works on
substantially the same basis as it
protects the works of Japanese
nationals, and that it also offers
protection on substantially the same
basis as Chapter 9 of 17 U.S.C. EIA|
specifically interprets section 902 as

providing two sources of eligibility of
protection. The first is the principle of
national treatment—that LS, mask
work owners receive exactly the same
protection as domestic Japanese mask
work owners. The second is that
reciprocal protection of substantially the
same level as that provided under the
U.S. law be provided to U.S. mask wark
owners in Japan. EIA] asserts thit the
Japanese bill meets both tests, and that
passage of the bill will not be delayed
by the issuance of this order.

In his oral statement Mr. R. Michael
Gadbaw, attorney for the SIA expressed
his view that something more than
simple national treatment was required
to qualify a country under section
902{a)1)(B). That is to say, that there is a
“threshold that has to be passed in order
to provide effective protection.”
(transcript of hearing, p. 4). Mr.
Schwartz, representing EIA], asserted
that satisfaction of either criterion
would be sufficient.

The record supports the conclusion
that the Japanese bill satisfies both tests
al its present slage of development.
However, we also recognize that, in
some respects, the J[apanese bill is not as
specific as is the U.S. legislation, and
that the implementing regulations to be
drafted by MITI will be important in
determining how the law will work in
Japan. We have determined that, as
urged by SIA. a review of progress
would be appropriate, but that as surged
by EIA] the order should be long enough
in duration to permit MITI to develop its
regulations. Accordingly, this order will
endure one year from its date of
issuance. This will permit a review of
progress on a timely bais without unduly
burdening either the parties to this
proceeding or the government, The
record supports the EIA] contention that
Japan. since the enactment of the U.S.
legislation, has been making good faith
efforts toward enacting legislation,
consequently, the effective date of this
order shall be November 8, 1984, the
effective date of the Act.

Order Extending Interim Protection
Under Chapter 9, Title 17, United States
Code to Nationals, Domiciliaries and
Sovereign Authorities of Japan

In accordance with the authority
vested in me by Amendment 1 to
Department Organization Order 10-14
regarding 17 U.S.C. 914, and based upon
the materials submitted by the purties to
the proceeding commenced on March 28,
1985, as supplemented by information
provided by the Government of Japan
and made part of the record of this
proceeding I find that: Japan is and has,
since November 8, 1984, been making
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ood faith efforts toward enacting
egislation that will be in compliance
with 17 U.S.C. 902(a)(2): Japanese
nationals, domiciliaries, and sovereign
authorities and persons controlled by
them are not engaged in the
misappropriation or unauthorized
distribution or commercial exploitation
of mask works; and, the issuance of this
order will promote international comity
with respect to the protection of mask
works.

Accordingly, nationals, domiciliaries
and sovereign authorities of Japan are
entitled to protection under Chapter 9 of
17 U.S.C. subject to compliance with all
formalities specified therein.

The effective date of this order shall
be November 8, 1984 and this order shall
terminate, on June 6, 1986, one year from
its date of signature,

Dated: June 6, 1985,

Donald J. Quigg,
Acting Commissioner of Patent and
Trademarks.

[FR Doc. 85-14131 Filed 8-11-85: 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 3510-16-M

-

CONSUMER PRODUCT SAFETY
COMMISSION

Technical Advisory Panel on Allergic
Sensitization; Meeting

AGENCY: Consumer Product Safety
Commission.

AcTiON: Notice of meeting.

suMMARY: The Technical Advisory
Panel on Allergic Sensitization will meet
on Monday, June 24, 1985, to discuss
Commission staff documents concerning
allergic sensitivity to cobalt, nickel,
chromium, and formaldehyde.

pATE: The meeting will begin at 8:30 a.m.
on Monday, June 24, 1985.

ADDRESS: The meeting will be in Room
456 of the Commission's offices at 5401
Westbard Avenue, Bethesda, Maryland.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Virginia White, Directorate for Health
Science, Consumer Product Safety
Commission, Washington, D.C. 20207;
telephone (301) 492-6957.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
Provisions of the Federal Hazardous
Substances Act codified at 15 U.S.C.
1261(f) 1 (A) and (K) authorize the
Consumer Product Safety Commission
to regulate household substances which
contain or consist of “strong
sensitizers.” The Commission has
established the Technical Advisory
Panel on Allergic Sensitization 1o
provide advice and recommendations on
refining terms and criteria for defining
strong sensitizers for purposes of the
Federal Hazardous Substances Act;

ranking by magnitude of risk a list of
sensitizers found in consumer producls:
and labeling sensitizers in consumer
products.

This meeting will be open to
observativn by members of the public.
Participation will be limited to members
of the technical advisory panel and the
Commission’s staff.

Dated: June 8, 1985,

Sheldon D. Bults,

Acting Secretary.

Consumer Product Safety Commission.
|FR Doc, 8514061 Filed 8-11-85; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 6355-01-M

DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE
Office of the Secretary

Defense Science Board Task Force on
On-Site Inspection; Advisory
Committee Meetings

sumMARY: The Defense Science Board
Task Force on On-Site Inspection will
meet in closed session on 28 July 1985 at
the Naval Ocean Systems Center, San
Diego, California.

The mission of the Defense Science
Board is to advise the Secretary of
Defense and the Under Secretary of
Defense for Research and Engineering
on scientific and technical matters as
they affect the perceived needs of the
Department of Defense. At this meeting
the Task Force will continue to examine
concepts for on-site inspection technical
sensor systems which could verify
possible arms control limits,

In accordance with section 10{d} of
the Federal Advisory Committee Act,
Pub. L. No. 92-463, as amended (5 U.S.C,
App. II, (1982)), it has been determined
that this DSB Panel meeting, concerns
matters listed in 5 U.S.C. 552b{c)(1)
(1982), and that accordingly this meeting
will be closed to the public.

Patricia H. Means,

0SD Federal Register Liaison Officer,
Department of Defense.

June 7, 1885.

[FR Doc, 85-14123 Filed 6-11-85; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 3810-01-M

Defense Science Board Task Force on
Soviet Imprecisely Located Targets
for Strategic Systems; Advisory
Committee Meetings

SUMMARY: The Defense Science Board
Tusk Force on Soviet Imprecisely
Located Targets for Strategic Systems
will meet in closed session on 11-12 July
and 21-22 August 1985 in the Pentagon,
Arlington, Virginia.

The mission of the Defense Science
Board is to advige 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 these
meetings the Task Force will continue
their study on how to hoid Soviet
imprecisely located targets at risk.

In accordance with section 10{d) of
the Federal Advisory Committee Act,
Pub. L. No 92-463, as amended (5 U.S.C.
App. 11, (1982)), it has been determined
that this DSB Panel meeting, concerns
matters listed in 5 U.S.C, 552b(c)(1)
(1982), and that accordingly this meeting
will be closed to the public.

Patricia H. Means,

0SD Federal Register Liaison Officer,
Department of Defense.

June 7, 1985,

[FR Doc. 85-14124 Filed B-11-85; 8:45 am}
BILLING CODE 3810-01-M

Department of Defense Education
Benefits Board of Actuaries; Past
Meeting

SUMMARY: A meeting of the Board was
scheduled to execute the provisions of
Chapter 101, title 10, United States Code
(10 U.S.C. 2006(e) et. seq.). The Board
reviewed the interest assumption lo be
used in the FY85 Valuation of the GI
Bill. Due to the unavailability of Board
members in June and the time
constraints of implementing per capita
FY85 costs the meeting had to be held
without prior notice. Anyone desiring
formal minutes of the meeting should
notify Ms. Kathy Greenstreet at 696
5793. They will be available under the
Federal Advisory Commitiee Act.

DATE: May 31, 1985, 2:00 p.m. o 3:30 p.m

ADDRESS: Room 201, Hilton Inn,
Columbia, Maryland.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Toni Hustead, Executive Secretary,
Defense Manpower Data Center, 4th
floor, 1600 Wilson Boulevard, Arlington,
VA 22209 (202) 696-5869.

Patricia H. Meabs,

OSD Federal Register Liaison Officer.
Department of Defense.

June 7, 19865,

[FR Doc. 85-14125 Filed 6-11-85; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 3810-01-M

Membership of OSD Performance
Review Board

SUMMARY: This notice announces the
appointment of the members of the
Performance Review Board (PRB) of the
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0SD DoD Field Activities, the
Organization of the Joint Chiefs of Staff,
DoD Inspector General, the U.S. Court of
Military Appeals, and the U.S. Mission
to NATO. The publication of PRB
membership is required by 5 U.S.C.
4314{c){4). The Periormance Review
Board provides fair and impartial review
of Senior Executive Service performance
:ppraisals and makes recommendations
regarding performance and performance
awards to the Secretary of Defense,
0ATE: Effective date is June 1. 1685.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Ms. Sharon Bobb, Chief, Senior
Executive Service & Classification
Division, Directorate for Personnel and
Security, WHS, Office of the Secretary
of Defense, Department of Defense, The
Pentagon, Washington, D.C. 20301,
telephone (202) 687-8304.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: In
iccordance with 5 U.S.C. 4314(c)(4). the
following is a standing register of
execulives appointed to the OSD PRB;
specific PRB panels will be constituted
from this standing register. Executives
listed will serve a one-year renewable
term, effective June 1, 1985,

Patricia H, Means,

OSD Federul Register Licison Officer.
Departmeant of Defense

June 7, 1985

0SD Performance Review Board
Membership

Adams, Benson D.
Adams, Mac C.
Agnew, Ann C.
Aiderman, Craig (NMN)
Alderman, Karen AL
Alewine, Ralph W, 1l
Anderson, David L.
Anderson, Maynard C.
Atkins, Allen R.

Austin, Charles L.
Harhkosky, john M.
Bader, George W.

Bain, James D.
Hurringer, Philip E.
Batjer, Marybel

Beach, john W.

engon, Paul J.

Berg, Ruland E.
Bergmann, Walter B., 11
Bermnard, Charles W.
Bertapelle, Arthur H.
Biulick, lrving
Bluckstead, Joseph H.
Bloker, James R,

Bloom, Hatold (NMN)
randenstein, Albert E.
Brannan, James T.
Briskin, Manuel [NMN)
Bryen, Stephen D.
Buck, Kathleen A.
ulfalamo, August C.
vzifskl, Ernest A,
ithoun, Jerry Lee
impbell, Leonard G.
ampbell, Thomas P.

Campen, Alan D,
Carabello, John M.
Cavallini, Nathaniel
Cavaney, William T.
Cevasco, Francis M., |r.
Charles, Sandra L.
Christie, Deborah
Christie, Thomas P,
Christle, Gaylord E.
Chu, David S, C.
Cipolla, Charles L.
Cipolla, Frank P,
Cittadino, John C,
Coakley. William F.
Colocotronis, Gregory L.
Compton, James M.
Conroy, Matthew |
Conte, Albert V.
Cooke, David O,
Coonce. William C.
Cratch, Geoffrey A.
Crossman, George R.
Croteau, Robert .
Crouch, Horace ).
Culosl, Salvatore |
Curry. J[ames H.
Daniel, Robert W, Jr.
Dashiell, Thomas R*
Davidson, Ronald A.
Decarli, Reymond |.
Delangy. Robert P.
Denning. Daniel B.
Dexter, John E

Dix, Donald M.
Dominguez, Raymond
Donnelly, John F.
Donnelly, Richard E,
Douglas, Terrence Richard
Dube. Lawrence P.
Earich, Douglas R.
Eaton, Nelson W.
Eberhardt, Michuel C.
Ehlers, Arthur H., Jr.
Ellison, Bobby

Ely. Gerald L,

Engel, Roger K.
Entzminger. John N., jr.
Facey. Albert G., Jr.
Fair, Harry D,
Farbrother, Douglas D.
Fawsell, John

Feith, Douglus ).
Fields, Craig L.
Finstorle, James C.
Fisher, Herbert L.
Fites, feanne B.

Flinn, John A.
Frederick, Wiliam G. D.
Freeman, Linus Walter. [r,
Funk, Kennerly W.
Caffney. Frank . Jr.
Gaffney, Henry H., Jr.
Gaordner, John L.
Camett, Thomas F.
Cenalis, Paris
Gentzel, Charles R.
Gilleece. Mary Ann
Gilliat, Robert L.
Glaister, Clyde O.
Goldberg, Alfred (NMN)
Goldstein, Donald .
Gontarek, Stanley ].
Goodwyn. James C.
Coodyear, Willlam G,
Granahan, Thomas F.
Granato, Dennis J.

Gray, Anthony W., Jr.
Greenlee, Donald R.
Groover, Churles W,
Hanmer, Stephen R.
Hansen, John W,

Haughton, Clariborne D., Jr.

Huwkes, Teresa A.
Hawkins, Charles A.. Ir.
Heaston, Robert |.
Hessler, David |.
Hinds, Jim E.
Hinman. Kenneth R.
Holfman, Fred
Haoffman, George
Holaday, Duncan A,
Horn, Ssily K.
Horton, Cyril F.
Howe. Richard G.
loffredo, Michael L.
lonson, James A.
lefferson, Ralph H.
Johnson, Darel S.
Jones, Billy M

Jones, Jelfery
Jones, Thomas K.
Kahn, Robert E.
Kammerer, Joseph T.
Kapper, Francis B.
Karp, Sherman
Kauvar, Gerald Bluestone
Keesee, Willlam K.
Kelly, Clinton W.. 1l
Kelly. James A.
Kendall, Cynthia
Kendig, John L.
Killin, Edward C.
Kloske, Dennis E.
Kniaz, Leon

Koch, Noel C.
Kopscak, George C.
Kraft, Herbert
Kupelian, Vahey S.
Lane, John

Lenoue, Robert J.
Lauder, Ronald S,
Laughlin, John L.
Leary, William H., [l
Lebo, Jerry A.
Leftwich, Norman B,
Legere, Laurence |.
Lehman, Ronald F.
Lelli, Thomas |.
Leonard, Michael (NMN)
Lese. William G.. Jr.
Leyden, Donovan K.
Lieberman, Richard D.
Licherman. Robert
Lieblien, Edward
Linstrom, Talbot S,
Lipton, Maurice
Lomucky. Oles

Lose, Gravdon L
Loveland, Trafton )
Lubarsky, Albert R.
Lynch. john E.

Lynn, Verne L.
Maccallum, John M. |r
Major, Philip L.
Makris, Anthony S.
Maldonado, Joe P,
Margolis. Milton A
Marquet, Louls C.
Marquitz, William T.
Marshull. Andrew W
Martin: €, Joseph
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Martin, John David
Maynard, Egbert
McCarty, Thomas F.
McDonald, William M.
McNeill, John H.
MeNicol, David L.
McQuality, James A.
Meehan, Patrick |.
Melburn, Michael |.
Melchner, Jjohn W.
Michzel, Louis G.
Michel, Wemer E.
Miller, Franklin
Miller, James H.
Minichiello, Lee P.
Minneman, Milton J.
Mintz, Jeanne S.
Mittino, John A.
Mobbs, Michael H.
Moesser, Alba L.
Montgomery, Jack L.
Moody, Kevin C.
Moore, Robert H.
Moore, Robert |.
Morgan, John D, Jr.
Morris, Herbert K.
Morrison, Jumes W,
Murrell, Billy C.
Newhall, David, 111
Nicholas, George
Niederlehner, Leonard (NMN)
Oplinger, Gerald
Pallas, Spiros G.
Pantuso, Francis P.
Pennington, Arthur W.
Persh, Jerome
Phillips, Gary R.
Pillsbury, Michael P.
Quetsch, John R.
Quinn, Thomas P.
Rauner, Robert M.
Reay, James H.
Reynolds, Richard A.
Richardson, William A.
Rizer, Jordon E.
Robertson, William B.
Roll, Charles R., Jr.
Rona, Thomas P.
Roosild, Sven A.
Rudd, Glenn A.
Ruffine, Richard S,
Russ, John M.

Russ, Richard T.
Rydzewski, James C.
Sanchez, Nestor D.
Schafer, Carl J., Jr.
Schmidt, Raymond E.
Sellman, Wayne S,
Sharkey, William |, Jr.
Shaw, Dennis R.
Sheils, Marylou
Shilling. David M.
Shorey. Russel R,
Shriber, Maurice N.
Siebert, George W.
Siewert, Raymond F., Jr.
Smith, John E.
Snider, Britt L.
Spector, Eleanor Ruth
Springett, John P,

St. John, Adrian, Il
Stephens, W. Beth
Stimson, Richard A.
Stivers, Ronald H.
Stone. Robert A.
Sullivan, Gerald D.

Sungenis, Joseph R.
Tapparo, Frank A.
Tegnelia, James A.
Tether, Anthony |.
Thomas, Ronald D.
Thomas, William F.
Tillson, John C.
Toulme, Clarence V.
Townley, Richard W.
Trodden, Stephen A,
Trosch, Dennis H.
Truxell, Bertrand G.
Tucker, Alvin
Turley, Gerald H.
Tyler, John T.

Van Wagenen, James S.
Vunder Schaaf, Derek |.
Verhey, Carl T.
Warren, Raymond A.
Watt, Charles K.
Welch, Thomas J.
Wilcox, Benjamin A,
Wolthuis, Robert K. |
Wood, Theodore D.
Woods, Jumes L.
Woodworth, John A.
Young. Leo (NMN)
Young. Roscoe C., 11
Yurcisin, Peter
Zakheim, Dov S.
Macpherson, |. Randoiph (DCA)
Whealen, John T. [DCA)
Starrett, Charles O., Jr. (DCAA)
Newton, Fred J. [DCAA)
Quill, John J. {DCAA)
O'Brien, Thomas J. (DIS)
Dinan, Daniel |, (DIS)

Ewald. Thomas E. (DIS)
Maclin, James F., Jr. (DLA)
Kabeiseman, Karl W. [DLA)
Atkins, Marvin C. [DNA)

[FR Doc. 85-14126 Filed 6-11-85; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 3810-01-M

Department of the Air Force

Privacy Act of 1974; Alteration to an
Air Force System of Records

AGENCY: Department of the Air Force
(DAF), DOD.

ACTION: An alteration of an Air Force
system or records.

sumMMARY: The Air Force is altering an
existing system of records subject to the
Privacy Act of 1974.

DATES: The proposed action will be
effective without further notice on or
before July 12, 1985, unless comments
are received which would result in a
contrary determination.

ADDRESS: Send any comments to Mr. Jon
Updike, HQ USAF/DAQD, The
Pentagon, Washington, D.C. 20310-5024.
Telephone: 202-694-3431.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
Department of the Air Force notices for
system of records subject to the Privacy
Act of 1974, as amended, (5 U.S.C. 552a)
have been previously published in the

Federal Register as follows: FR Doc. §5-
10237 (50 FR 22352) May 29. 1985.

The record system identified as F120
AF IG B entitled: Inspector General
Records, was previously published &t 50
FR 22487 on May 29, 1985. This system is
being altered to partially automate
record keeping and analysis. An altered
syslem report, as required by 5 U.S.C.
552a(0). was submitted on May 9, 1985
as required by OMB Circular A-108,
Transmittal Memorandum No. 1, dated
September 80, 1975.

Dated: June 7, 1985.
Patricia H. Means,

OSD Federal Register Liaison Officer,
Department of Defense.

F120 AF IG B

SYSTEM NAME:

120 AF IG B Inspector General.
Records.

SYSTEM LOCATION:

Office of the Inspectors General,
Headquarters United States Air Force,
Washington DC 20330 and all levels
down to Air Force bases. Official
mailing addresses are contained in the
Department of Defense directory in the
appendix to the Air Force system
notices.

CATEGORIES OF INDIVIDUALS COVERED BY THE
SYSTEM:

All those who have registered a
complaint or query with the Inspector
General or Base Inspector on matters
related to the Department of the Air
Force or are subjects of a significant
contract fraud or corruption
invesligation,

CATEGORIES OF RECORDS IN THE SYSTEM:

Forms, letters, messages, reports,
surveys, photographs, medical, finance
personnel. administrative and technica!
reporls, witness statements and
statistical data.

AUTHORITY FOR MAINTENANCE OF THE
SYSTEM:

10 U.5.C. 8012, Secretary of the Air
Force: Powers and duties: delegation by

PURPOSE(S):

Used to insure just, through, and
timely resolution and response to
complaints or queries, and a means of
improving morale, welfare, and
efficiency of organizations, units, and
personnel by providing an outlet for
redress. Used by the Inspectors General
and Base Inspectors in the resolution of
complaints and responding lo queries
involving matters concerning the
Department of the Air Force and in
some instances the Department of
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Defense. Used to monitor and
coordinate remedies in significant cases
of contract frand or corruption.

ROUTINE USES OF RECORDS MAINTAINED IN
THE SYSTEM, INCLUDING CATEGORIES OF
USERS AND THE PURPOSES OF SUCH USES:
Records from this system of records
may be disclosed for any of the blanket
routing uses published by the Air Force.

POLICIES AND PRACTICES FOR STORING,
RETRIEVING, ACCESSING, RETAINING, AND
DISPOSING OF RECORDS IN THE SYSTEM:
STORAGE:

Maintained in file folders, and on
compuler and computer autput products.

AETAIEVABILITY:

Filed by name. Soctal Security
Number [SSN) and year and office
where complaint was filed.

SAFEGUARDS:

Records are accessed by custodian of
the record system and by persongs)
responsible for servicing the record
system in performance of their official
duties who are properly servened snd
cleared for need-to-know. Regords are
stored in safes and in locked cabinets or
rooms, controlled by personnel
St :A-.-ning.

RETENTION AND DISPOSAL:

Retained in office files for two years
after annual eut-off, then destroyed by
tearing into pieces, shredding, pulping,
macerating, or burning.

SYSTEM MANAGER(S) AND ADDRESS:

I'he Inspector General, Headquasters
Unitied States Air Force, Washingto
DC 20330. X
NOTIFICATION PROCEDURE:

See Exemption.

RECORD ACCESS PROCEDURE:
See Exemption.

CONTESTING RECORD PROCEDURES:

I'he Air Foree's rules fon access to
records and for contesting and
ippealing initial determinations by the
individual concerned may be obtuined
Irom the System Manager and published
in Air Foreg Regulation 12-35.

RECORD SOURCE CATEGORIES:

See Exemption
SYSTEMS EXEMPTED FROM CERTAIN
PROVISIONS OF THE ACT:

Parts of this system may be exempt
under 5 U.S.C. 552a (K)[2). For additional
information, contacl the System
Manager,

[FR Dar. 85-14122 Filed 6-17-85 $:45 om|'
Y1LLING CODE 3810-01-M

Department of the Navy

Naval Research Advisory Committee;
Ciosed Meeting

Pursuant to the provisions of the
Federal Advisory Committee Act (5
U.S.C. app). notice is hereby given that
the Naval Research, 800 North Quincy
Street Arlington, VA, The meeting will
commence at 8:30 a.m. and terminate at
5:00 p.m. on June 27. All sessions of the
meeting will be closed 1o the public.

The purpose of the meeting is to
provide update briefings for the
Committee members an various topics
of current interest. The agenda for the
meeting will consist of briefings on the
latest information avallable concerning
Soviet submarine threat, SSN-21, and
ASW appraisal. These briefings will
contain classfied information that is
specifically authorized under criteria
established by Executive order to be
kept secret in the Interest of national
defense and is in fact properly classified
pursuant to such Executive order. The
classified and nonclassified matters to
be discussed are go inextricably
intertwined as to preclude opening any
portion of the meeting. Accordingly, the
Secretary of the Navy has determined in
writing that the public interest requires
that all sessions of the meeting be
closed to the public because they will be
concerned with matters listed in section
552b{c){1) of title 5, United States Code.

For further information concerning
this meeting contact: Commander T.C.
Fritz, U.S. Navy, Office of Naval
Research (Code 100N), 800 North Quincy
Street, Arlington, VA 22217-5000,
Telephone number (202) 696-4870.

Dated: June 7, 1965,

William F. Roos, Jr.,

Lieutenant, JAGC. U.S. Noval Reserve,
Federal Register Linison Officer.

|FR Doc. 85-14115 Filed 6-11-85 845 am|'
BILLING CODE 3810-AE-M

DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION

National Advisory Council on Women's
Educational Programs; Change in
Meeting Times

. SUMMARY: This document is intended to
notify the general public of the change
of time for the meetings of the Executive
Committee, Civil Rights Commiltee,
WEEA Program Committee and Federal
Policies, Practices and Programs
Committee of the National Advisory
Council on Women's Educational
Programs as published in-FR/Vol. 50,
No. 104/ Thursday. May 30, 1985. Al
otherdates, times and locations remain
the same.

The Executive Committee will meet
from 7:00 p.o. to 8:00 pim: on June 12,
The Civil Rights Committee, WEEA
Program Committee and Federal
Policies, Practices and Programs
Committee will meet from 8:00 am. to
10:00 a.m. on June 13, 1985,

For further information contact:
Patricia A. Weber, Deputy Director,
National Advisory Council on Women's
Educational Programs, 2000 “L" Street
NW., Suite 568, Washington, D.C. 20036,
(202) 634-6105,

Signed at Washington, D.C. on June 3, 1985,
Sally A. Todd,
Exeeutive Director.
{FR Doc. 85-14103 Filed 8-11-85; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 4000-01-M

Ottice of Postsecondary Education

Special Needs Program; Application
for New Awards in Fiscal Year 1985
and Special Eligibility Announcement

Applications are invited for new
development grants under the Special
Needs Program from institutions that
have established eligibility to
participate in the Special Needs Program
for Fiscal Year 1985.

Authority for the Special Needs
Program in contained in sections 321~
324 and 341-347 of Title 1l of the Higher
Education Act of 1965, as. amended
(HEA), (20 U.S.C. 1060-1063, and 1066~
1069¢).

The Special Needs Program assists
eligible institutions of higher education
to become self-sufficient by providing
funds to improve their academic quality
and the strengthen their planning,
management, and fiscal capabilities. To
this end, the Secretary awards planning
grants and non-renewable development
grant to eligible two-year and four-year,
public and private institutions of higher
education. The purpose of a planning
grant is lo assist an institution to
develop its long-range plan: however, no
planming grants will be awarded under
this announcement.

The purpose of a development grant is
to assist an institution to implement
portions of its long-range plan. thereby
becoming self-sufficient.

Closing date for Transmittal of
Applications for New Awards: An
application for a development grant
must be mailed or hund-delivered by
August 1. 1985.

Applications delivered by mail: An
application sent by mail must be
addressed to the U'S. Department of
Education, Application Control Center,
Altention: 84.031B. 400 Maryland
Avenue SW., Washington, D€, 20202,
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An applicant must show proof of
mailing consisting of one of the
following:

(1) A legibly dated U.S. Postal Service
postmark.

(2) A legibly mail receipt with the date
of mailing stamped by the U.S. Postal
Service,

(3) A dated shipping label, invoice, or
receipt from a commercial carrier.

{4) Any other proof of mailing
acceptuble to the U.S. Secretary of
Education.

If an application is sent through the
L1.S. Postal Service, the Secretary does
not sccept either of the following as
proof of mailing: (1) A private metered
postmark, or (2) @ mail receip! 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 least first class mail,
Each late applicant will be notified that
its application will not be considered.

Application delivered by hand: An
application that is hand-delivered must
be taken to the U.S. Department of
Education, Application Control Center,
Room 5673, Regional Office Building 3.
7th and D Streets SW., Washington, D.C,

The Application Control Center will
accept a hand-delivered application
between 8:00 a.m. and 4:00 p.m.
{Washington, D.C. time) daily, except
Saturdays, Sundays, and Federal
holidays.

An application that is hand-delivered
will not be accepted after 4;00 p.m. on
the closing date.

Program Information

1. Available Funds: The Department
of Education Appropriation Act, 1985
{Pub. L. 88-619) appropriated
$141,208,000 for the Institutional Aid
Programs of which $45,741,000 must be
awarded to "historically Black
institutions,” Of the $141,208.000
appropriation. $65,804,000 is available
for the Special Needs Program. In
aocordance with section 347(f) of the
HEA. $11.600.000 of the Special Needs
Program appropriation has been
transferred to the Endowment Grant
Program, and to the Challenge Grant
Program lo continue non-compeling
Challenge Grants awarded in prior fiscal
years. It is estimated that approximately
$39,000,000 of the funds will be awarded
1o non-competing continuation Special
Needs projects.

For lﬁc FY 1985 Special Needs
Program competition for new grants, it is
estimated thal approximately
$15.000,000 will be available for new

awards. In sccordance with section 347
of the HEA, priority in the selection of
grantees may be given to historically
Black and two-year institutions o
salisfy those statutory set-aside
requirements. The Secretary considers
“historically Black institutions” as those
institutions listed in the 1978 publication
by the National Center for Education
Statistics entitled Traditionally Black
Institutions of Higher Education: Their
Identification and Selected
Characteristics. (34 CFR 626.31(h))

In accordance with § 626.31(c)(2) of
the Special Needs Program regulations,
the Secretary is limiting the maximum
award for new non-renewable grants to
$800,000 per year. Accordingly,
applicants should not submit budget
requests in excess of this amount. The
Secretary will not accept any
application containing a request in
excess of this maximum; such
applications will be returned by the
Application Control Center.

These estimates do not bind the U.S.
Department of Education to a specific
number of grants, or to the amount of
any grant, unless that amount is
otherwise specified by statute or
regulation.

2. New Awards: The Secretary will
accept an application for a development
grant from any institution that is eligible
to participate in the Special Needs
Program. However, under §§ 626,10 and
626.20 of the regulations an applicant
may not receive & Special Needs Grant
under this competition if it previousy
received a Special Needs Program
development grant or previously
received a non-renewable Strengthening
Program development grant.

3. Special Eligibility Announcement:
To receive a grant under this notice, an
institution must have been designated as
an eligible institution for the Special
Needs Program under one of the
following notices:

{a) The notice extending the closing
date for designation as an eligible
institution for the Endowment Grant
Program that was published in the
Federal Register of June 20, 1984, 49 FR
25272-~25282;

{b) The notice establishing the closing
date for designation as an eligible
institution for the Strengthening, Special
Needs and Endowment Grant Programs
for FY 1985 that was published in the
Federal Register of September 28, 1984,
49 FR 38331-38341;

(¢} The notice extending the closing
date for the Strengthening, Special
Needs and Endowment Grant Programs
for FY 1985 that was published in the
Federal Register of November 30, 1984,
49 FR 47084-47094: or

(d) The notice establishing the closing
date for designation as an eligible
institution for the Strengthening. Specia|
Needs and Endowment Grant Program
for FY 1986 that was published in the
Federal Register of May 16, 1985, 50 FR
20477-88. Applicants establishing
eligibility under this May 16, 1985 notice
should specify in the cover letter of thei:
eligibility request that their eligibility
designation should include the FY 1985
Special Needs Program competition
announced by this nolice. Previous
applicants that responded to above-
cited notices (a), (b), or (¢} but failed to
include sufficient data to calculate
eligibility under the Special Needs
Program should respond to the Notice
published on May 186, 1985. Those
institutions that responded only to the
June 20, 1984 notice, (&), must provide
certification of the Fall 1984 FTE
enroliment at the institution.

4. Budget and Activity Requests:
Applicants are reminded that if they
have received a prior Title III grant that
they may not receive funds for an
activity previously supported under the
Strengthening Developing Institutions
Program (SDIP) or the current
Institutional Aid Programs.

Applicants should note that budge!
requests for the second through fifth
years of multi-year non-renewable
development grants will be limited in
future years to the amounts projected for
these years in the original application
for funds, minus any amounts which
have been projected for disallowed
activities, In order to plan accurate
funding requests for future years of the
grant, institutions receiving awards
under this competition will be notified of
any disallowed activities al the time
their award is negotiated. Applicants
are reminded that if they have received
a planning grant under the Special
Needs Program, the maximum length of
a development grant is four years.

Crantees must pay & portion of the
costs of a Special Needs Program grant
during the third through fifth years of the
grant in accordance with the
requirements of section 324 of the
statule. The portion paid by the grantee
is 10, 20 and 30 percent respectively, and

_is included in the maximum annual

grant award of $800.000, thereby limiting
the maximum federal grant in those
vears to $720,000, $640,000 and $560,000,
respectively. In providing information on

. the grantee's share of the costs of

allowable development activities,
applicants are reminded that all
institutional costs must be for
developmental purposes and delineated
in the budget notes accompanying each
proposed activity. Grant funds may not
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supplant regular operating expenditures
at the institution.

in general, administrative costs for
pon-renewable development grants
should not exceed 20 percent of the total
amount of funds requested, or $75.000
innually, whichever sum is less.
Applications containing requests in
excess of this amount must include a
thorough justification of the need for
additional administrative funds.

\pplication forms: Application forms
and program information packages for
new awards are expected to be ready
for mailing by June 20, 1985. They may
be obtained by writing the Division of
[nstitutional Development, U.S.
Department of Education, Room 3045,
Regional Office Building #3, 400
Maryland Avenue SW., Washington,
D.C. 20202,

Applications must bé prepared and
submitted in accordance with the
egulations, instructions and forms
ncluded in the program information
package. However, the program
nformation is only intended to aid
«pplicants in applying for assistance.
Nothing in the program information
ickage is intended to impose any
aperwork, application content,
porting, or grantee performance
requirements beyond those imposed by
the statute and regulations.

\pplicable regulations: Regulations
ipplicable to this program include the
lollowing:

(2] The regulations in 34 CFR Purt 624.

(b) The reguations in 34 CFR Part 626.

(c) The Education Department
General Administrative Regulations
[EDGAR) in 34 CFR Parts 74, 75, 77, and
78. except under the provisions of 34
CFR 624.34(c). the provisions under 34
CFR 75.128(a){2) and 34 CFR 75.129(a) do
not apply to cooperative arrangements.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Dr. Caroline J. Gillin, Director, Division
of Institutional Development, U.S.
Department of Education, (Room 3042,
Regional Office Building #3), 400
Marviand Avenue SW, Washington,
D.C. 20202. Telephone: (202) 245-9077 or
245-0004,

US.C, 1060-1063 und 1066-106%¢.)

Dated: June 6. 1985.
Edward M, Elmendorf,
'ssistant Secretary for Postsecandary
Lducation,

[Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance
no. 54.031B—Special Needs Program).
FR Doc. 8514134 Filed 6-11-85; 8:45 am)
HLLING CODE 4000-01-M

p
5
e

DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY
Economic Regulatory Administration
[ERA Docket No, 85-08-NG|

N-REN Corporation; Order Authorizing
Import of Natural Gas

AGENCY: Department of Energy,
Economic Regulatory Administration.
AcCTION: Notice of issuance of opinion
and order.

SUMMARY: The Economic Regulatory
Admipistration (ERA) of the Department
of Energy (DOE) gives notice that on
June 3, 1985, the ERA Administrator
issued an opinion and order authorizing
N-REN Corporation (N-REN) to import
up to 35,000 Mcf of Canadian natural gas
per day for its fertilizer manufacturing
plant in East Dubuque, Illinois. The gas
will be imported over a two-year period,
on a best-efforts, interruptible basis at
$2.76 (U.S,) per MMBtu, commencing on
the date of first delivery. The maximum
obligation for the period ending
November 1, 1988, is 21.90 Bef with
deliveries in any given year not to
exceed 10,95 Bef.

The text of the opinion and order
follows;

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:

Robert M, Stronach (Natural Gas
Division, Office of Fuels Programs),
Economic Regulatory Administration,
Forrestal Building, Room GA-007,
1000 Independence Avenue SW.,
Washington, D.C. 20585, (202) 252~
9622,

Diane |. Stubbs (Office of General
Counsel, Natural Gas and Mineral
Leasing), U.S, Department of Energy
Forrestal Building, Room 6E-042, 1000
Independence Avenue SW.,
Washington, D.C, 20585,

Issued in Washington. D.C. on June 3. 1985,
James W, Workman,

Director. Office af Fuels Programs, Economic
Regulatory Administretion.

Order Granting Authorization To Import
Natural Gas From Canada

|DOE/ERA Opinion and Order No. &3]
June 3, 1965.

I. Background

On April 4, 1885, N-REN Corporation
(N-REN] filed an application with the
Economic Regulatory Administration
(ERA) of the Department of Energy
(DOE), pursuant to Section 3 of the
Natural Gas Act, for an authorization to
import up to 35 MMcf of Canadian
natural gas per day. N-REN has entered
into an agreement with Northridge
Petroleum Marketing, Inc. (Northridge),
a Canadian corporation with control

over natural gas reserves in the Province
of Alberta, Canada. to obtain the gas on
a best-efforts basis at $2.87 (U.S.) per
Mcf. This price was changed to $2.76
(U.S per MMBtu by an amending
agreement filed with the ERA on May 8,
1984.

N-REN, a Delaware corporation,
whose principal place of business is in
Cincinnati, Ohio, intends to use the gas
at a plant it owns and operates in Easl
Dubuque, Illinois. This plant uses
natural gas-as a process fuel and
feedstock in the manufacture of
anhydrous ammonia and by-products
primarily for essential agricultural
purposes. The agreement with
Northridge has an initial term which
begins on the date of first delivery and
ends on November, 1, 1986, Following the
initial term, the agreement could be
automatically extended for a two-year
term and then could be automatically
extended for successive one-year terms
unless terminated by written notice by
either party at least 60 days prior to the
expiration of the initial term or any
subsequent term. Notwithstanding the
aulomatic extension of terms in its
agreement with Northridge, N-REN
notified the ERA by a letter dated and
filed on May 1, 1985, that the
authorization it is seeking is for a two-
year period commencing on the date of
first delivery. The maximum obligation
during the initial term of the agreement,
ending November 1, 1988, is 21.90 Bof
with deliveries in any given year not to
exceed 10,95 Bef.

The price of the gas may be
renegotiated upon 30 days wrilten notice
by either party subject to regulatory
approvals. If negotiations fail, the
agreement will terminate 30 days
following cessation of negotiations. The
agreement also provides for immediate
renegotiation of the price if changes in
the U.S./Canadian exchange rate or
increases in transportation costs in
Canada result in a price netback to
Alberta lower than the Alberta border
price. The agreement contains no
minimum purchase obligation or take-or-
pay requirement and allows N-REN to
revert totally to domestic supplies
without penalty if the Canadian supply
becomes uncompetitive. However, N-
REN has agreed to take the gas “1o the
best of its efforts” up to an average daily
quantity of 30 MMcf but may restrict the
flow or discontinue the laking of gas for
any reason and to any extent, and may
commingle the gas with other higher or
lower priced gas.

Under the proposed import
arrangement, the gas will be delivered
by Northridge at the interconnection of
the facilities of TransCanada PipeLines
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Limited and Great Lakes Gas
Fransmission Company (Great Lakes) at
the international border between
Canada and the United States in the
vicinity of Noyes, Minnesota. Great
Lakes will transport the gas over
existing facilities to its interconnection
with Northern Natural Cas Company
{Northern) at either Carlton or Fortune
Liake, Minnesota. Northern will then
transport the gas over its existing
facilities to Northern Illinois Gas
Company (NI-Gas), N-REN's current
distributor, which will then deliver the
gas to N-REN's plant at East Dubuque.
Nlinois. N-REN will bear the cost of
transporting the gas from the Canadian
border to its plant. This cos! has been
projected to be no more than $.34 (U.S))
per MMBtu.

11. Interventions and Comments

A notice of N-REN's application was
issued on April 15, 1985, inviting
protests and motions to intervene to be
filed by May 23, 1985.' Two motions to
intervene were filed. A joint motion was
filed by Northern States Power
Company (Minnesota), Northern States
Power Company (Wisconsin) and Lake
Superior District Power Company
(collectively referred to as the NSP
Companies). The other motion to
intervene was filed by Natural Gas
Pipeline Company of America (Natural).

The NSP Companies, the second
largest jurisdictional distribution
customer on Northern's system,
intervened in their own direct interest
but made no other comment and did not
request further proceedings. Natural. a
major pipeline supplier to NI-Gas,
intervened and protested the application
on the grounds that unfair competition
would result from the proposed import,
but did not request further proceedings.
This order grants intervention to all
movants,

111. Decision

N-REN's application has been
evaluated in accordance with the
Administrator's authority to determine if
the proposed import arrangement meets
the public interest requirements of
Section 3 of the Natural Gas Act. Under
Section 3, an import is to be authorized
unless there is a finding that it "will not
be consistent with the public interest."*
The Administrator is guided by the
DOE's policy relating to the regulation of
natural gas imports.® Under the policy

150 FR 15060, April 23, 1985
5USC §717b
140 FR 6684, February 22, 1984

guidelines, the competitiveness of an
import arrangement in the markets
served is the primary consideration for
meeting the public interest test.

In its motion to intervene and protest,
Natural stated that unfair competition
would result if N-REN's application
were approved. Natural asserted that
the price to N-REN is significantly lower
than that available to Natural from its
Canadian suppliers because the
proposed import was not subjected to
the same Canadian floor price
limitations as its arrangement was.
Natural expressed concern that N-REN's
import could have the anomalous effect
of backing out firm sales of Canadian
gas. Natural asserted that such action
could undermine negotiations completed
by long-term purchasers to bring prices
more in line with market forces. Natural
urged that the ERA give careful
consideration 1o the effect of spot sales
on long-term supplies.

The ERA believes that the
competitiveness of an import is of prime
concern. The policy of this agency is to
promote compelition, and the
applicant’s import brings new and
positive competitive forces to its
marketplace. Purchasers will avail
themselves of short-term arrangements
when they are competitive with
available long-term arrangements. The
ERA has ruled in numerous import cases
that it does not intend to protect long-
term import arrangements from
competition.* Natural has options
available to it to meet competition, as do
other pipelines. Natural has indicated
that the new price under its contracts
were the result of direct negotiations to
bring prices more in line with market
forces. Natural may continue to pursue
such options.

Natural alleged that the proposed
import could undermine negotiations
completed by long-term purchasers to
bring prices more in line with marke!
forces. The ERA is not persuaded by this
argument. The Canadian government
and gas industry are moving lo correct
price disparities that have existed for
the past several years belween U.S. and
Canadian supplies serving U.S. markets,

*See Northwest Notural Gas Company. DOE/
ERA Opinion and Order No. 65, issued December
10, 1984 (1 ERA § 70,577 ): Cascade Natura! Gas
Corporation. DOEJERA Opinion and Order No. 66,
issued December 10, 1984 1 ERA { 70.578)
Southwest Gas Corparation, DOE/ERA Opinion and
Order No. 09, issved December 18, 1084 (1 ERA
§ 70.581): Cobot Energy Supply Corporation, DOE]
ERA Opinion and Order No. 72, issued February 26,
1945 (1 ERA § 70,124); Northwes! Aloskan Pipeline
Company, DOE/ERA Opinion und Order No, 73,
issued February 26, 1065 (1 ERA § 70,585): and
Tenngasco Exchange Corporation ond LHC Pipeline
Company. DOE[ERA Opinion und Order No. 80,
issued Muy 6. 1685 (unpublished).

There has been no sign of reluctance by
Canadian exporlers (o negotiate in
response 1o competition, and it is
unlikely that the competition from the
N-REN/Northridge arrangement will
change this.

Natural claimed that unfair
competition woud result if the proposed
import is approved because the price N-
REN will pay is significantly lower than
that available o Natural because of
differing floor prices imposed by
Canada on Natural's and N-REN's
contracts. While the DOE has urged thal
the Canadian government remove floors
from its.export prices, the ERA does not
intend to disapprove import
arrangements which are compelitive
and that put pressure on other
arrangements to become more
competitive.

The N-REN arrangement for the
import of Canadian gas, as set forth in
the application, is wholly consistent
with the DOE policy guidelines. The
agreement with Northridge contains no
minimum purchase obligation or take-or-
pay reguirement. and the price may be
renegotiated upon 30 days notice with
automatic lermination if negotiations
fail. The volumes will be imported on o
best-efforts, intérruptible basis under o
two-year authorization which N-REN
may, seek to have extended prior to its
termination. The flexibility of the
arrangement, which also allows N-REN
to revert to domestic supplies withou!
penalty, ensures that the gas will only
be imported when it is fully competitive

The gas import policy guidelines
recognize that the need for an import is
a function of competitiveness. Under the
competitive arrangement described
above, N-REN will purchase the gas
only to the extend it needs the volumes
for its fertilizer manufacturing
operations, The security of the impor!
supply is not a major issue because the
gas is to be purchased on a best-efforts.
interruptible basis:

After taking into consideration all
information in the record of this
proceeding, | find that the authorization
requested by N-REN is not inconsisten!
with the public interest and thus should
be granted.®

* Because the proposed importation of gas w!l
use existing pipeline facilities, DOE has determined
that granting this application clearly ks not a Feders
action significantly affecting the quality of the
human environmen! within the meaning of the
Nutionu) Environmential Policy Act (42 US.C. 4321
et seg). and theréfore on environmental impac!
statemen! or environmental assessment is not
roquired
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Order

For the reasons set forth above,
pursuant to Section 3 of the Natural Gas
Act, it is ordered that:

A. N-REN Corporation (N-REN) is
suthorized to import up to 35 MMof of
Canadian natural gas per day during the
24-month period beginning on the date
of first delivery in accordance with the
provisions established in the agreement,
as amended, submitted as part of the
application in this docket.

B. N-REN shall notify the ERA in
writing of the date of first delivery
within two weeks after deliveries begin.

C. N=REN shall file'with the FRA in
the month following each calendar
quarter, quarterly reports showing by
month, the quantities of natural gas
imported under this authorization, and
the price per MMBtu paid for those
yolumes.

D. The motions to intervene as set
forth in this Opinion and Order, are
hereby granted, subject to the
administrative procedures in 10 CFR
Part 500, provided that participation of
the intervenors shall be limited to
matters specifically set forth in their
motions to intervene and not herein
specifically denied, and that the
admission of such intervenors shall not
be construed as recognition that they
might be aggrieved because of any order
Issued in these proceedings.

Issued in Washington, D.C. June 3, 1085,
Rayburn Hanzlik,

Administrator, Economic Regulatory
Administration,

\FR Doc. 85-14104 Flled 6-11-85; 845 am|
BILLING CODE 8450-01-M

|ERA Docket No. 85-09-NG]

Naturai Gas Imports; Bethiehem Steel
Corp.

AGENCY: Department of Energy,
Economic Regulatory Administration.

AcTioN: Notice of issuance of opinion
and order.

SuMMARY: The Economic Regulatory
Administration (ERA) of the Department
of Energy (DOE) gives notice that on
June 3, 1985, the ERA Administrator
issued an opinion and order approving
Bethlehem Steel Corporation's
(Bethlehem) application to import
Canadian natural gas from Northridge
Petroleum Marketing, Inc. The approval
authorizes Bethlehem to import at a

price of $2.87 (U.S.) up to 25 MMef per
day and a total volume of up ta 12 Bef of
natural gas on a best-efforts basis for a
period beginning on the dale of issue

and ending November 1. 1986,

The text of the opinion and order
follows.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:

Chuck Boeh! (Natural Gas Division,
Office of Fuels Programs), Economic
Regulatory Administration. Forrestal
Building, Room GA-007. 1000
Independence Avenue, SW.,
Washington. D.C. 20585

Diane Stubbs (Office of General
Counsel, Natural Gas and Mineral
Leasing), Department of Energy,
Forrestal Building, Room 6E-042, 1000
Independence Avenue, SW.,
Washington, D.C. 20585, (202) 252~
6667

Issued In Washington, D.C.. on June 3, 1985.

Jomes W. Workman,

Director, Office of Fuels Programs, Economic
Regulatory Administration.

Order Granting Authorization To Import
Natural Gas From Canada

|DOE/ERA Opinion and Order No. 84}
June 3, 1985,

1. Background

On April 4, 1985, Bethlehem Steel
Corporation (Bethlehem) filed an
application with the Economic
Regulatory Administration (ERA) of the
Department of Energy (DOE), pursuant
to Section 3 of the Natural Gas Act, for
authorization to import up to 12 Bef of
Canadian gas over a period ending
November 1, 1986, Bethlehem and
Northridge Petroleum Marketing, Inc.
(Northridge) entered into a gas sales
agreement dated February 22, 1985.
Under the agreement, Northridge would
make available on a best-efforts,
interruptible basis up to 25 MMcf of gas
per day and 6 Bef per year, up to 12 Bef
for the period ending November 1, 1986.
Bethlehem would attempt to take an
average of 15 MMcf of gas per day on a
best-efforts basis, although it may take
all the gas Northridge has available up
to 25 MMcf per day. Although the
primary term of the contract extends
through November 1, 1986, it is
automatically extended for successive
two-year terms unless terminated by
either party giving 60-day notice prior to
the expiration of a term.

Deliveries under the contract will
begin on the first day of the month
following the month in which all
necessary approvals are received unless
this occurs during the last five days of
the month. In that case, deliveries would
commence on the first day of the second
month following the month in which
approvals are received.

The price at the point of importation
initially will be $2.87 (U.S.) per Mcf and
will be subject to renegotiation at any
time by either party giving the other 30-

days notice. The contracl also provides
for renegatiation at any time if the price
netted back to Express, Alberta, is lower
than the Alberta border price set
monthly by the Alberta Petroleum
Marketing Commission. There is no
minimum purchase obligation and the
only take-or-pay requirement relates to
volumes nominated by Bethiehem and
actually delivered by Northridge to the
intervening transporters at the time of
coniract termination. Sales and
deliveries will be on a best-efforts basis
by Northridge, as requested by
Bethlehem in monthly volume
nominations. Bethiehem retains the right
lo restrict or cease taking the imported
supplies at any time and for so long as it
deems it expedient to do so.

Bethlehem maintains that the
importation will be in the public
interest. It asserts that the importation
will place downward pressure on high-
cost domestic suppliers. Bethlehem
alleges that this downward price
pressure ultimately benefits the
residential, commercial and industrial
customers of the local distributing
companies which purchase from such
domestic suppliers by fostering lower-
priced natural gas supplies. Also, there
is nothing in its contract to prevent
Bethlehem from switching to alternate
lower-priced gas supplies or to other
alternate fuels.

According to Bethlehem's application,
the Canadian gas will come from
reserves owned or controlled by
producers in the Province of Alberta,
Canada, or from such other sources as
may be required from time to time. No
new facilities will be required to
implement the proposed importation.
The imported volumes will be
transported for Northridge by NOVA, an
Alberta Corporation, to the Alberta
border and thereafler will be
transported to the international
boundary at Emerson, Manitoba, by
TransCanada PipeLine Limited.
Bethlehem states that there are five
potential transporters within the United
States that have indicated a willingness
to transport the gas for Bethlehem
through existing pipeline facilities—
ANR Pipeline Company, Great Lakes
Transmission Company. Northern
Natural Gas Company. Natural Gus
Pipeline Company of America (Natural)
and Midwestern Gas Transmission
Company. No final transportation
agreements had been reached at the
date of the applicant's filing. The gas
would ultimately be delivered to the
Northern Indiana Public Service
Company (NIPSCO), the existing uility
supplier of Bethlehem's Burns Harbor,
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Indiana, plant, for redelivery to
Bethlehem.

The gas to be imported would initially
displace a portion of the gas being
purchased from MidCon Ventures, Inc.
(MidCon), an affiliate of Natural. Under
the MidCon arrangement, Bethlehem is
currently purchasing up to 25 MMcf per
day delivered to the Burns Harbor plant
by Natural and NIPSCO. The MidCon
gas began flowing on September 1, 1984,
according to Bethlehem.

11. Interventions and Comments

A notice of Bethlehem's application
was issued on April 10, 1985, inviting
protests and motions to intervene to be
filed by May 23, 1985." Motions to
intervene were filed by Natural,
NIPSCO, and Northern Natural Gas
Company, Division of Internorth, Inc.
(Northern).

Northern, an interstate pipeline
company serving the midwestern région
of the United States and a potential
transporter of the proposed import,
intervened in its own direct interest but
made no other comment. NIPSCO stated
that, while it did not oppose Bethlehem's
application, it strongly disagreed with
Bethlehem's assertion that the import is
needed to improve its reliability of
supply and to exert pressure on NIPSCO
to acquire lower-priced supplies to
remain competitive. NIPSCO asserted
that it has been supplying reliable
service to Bethlehem for many years,
will continue to do so, and that its
industrial rates are already highly
competitive. Natural, a major pipeline
supplier to NIPSCO, intervened and
protested the application on the grounds
that unfair competition would result
from the proposed import, but did not
reques! further proceedings. This order
grants intervention to all movants.

111 Decision

Bethlehem's application has been
reviewed to determine if it conforms
with Section 3 of the Natural Gas Acl.
Under Section 3, an import is to be
authorized unless there has been a
finding that the import “will not be
consistent with the public interest."* In
making this finding, the Administrator of
the ERA is guided by the statement of
policy issued by the DOE relating to the
regulation of natural gas imports.®
Under this policy, the competitiveness of
an import arrangement in the markets
served is the primary consideration for
meeting the public interest test.

In its motion to intervene and protest,
Natural stated that unfair competition

50 FR 15058, April 23, 1965
215US.C. § T17b,
% 39 FR 6684, February 22, 1984

would result if Bethlehem's application
were approved. Natural asserted that
Bethlehem's price of $2.87 (U.S.) per Mcf
is significantly lower than that available
to Natural from its Canadian suppliers
because the proposed import was not
subjected to the same Canadian floor
price limitations as its arrangement was.
Natural expressed concern that
Bethlehem's import could have the
anomalous effect of backing out firm
sales of Canadian gas, Natural gsserted
that such action could undermine
negotiations completed by long-term
purchasers to bring prices more in line
with market forces. Natural urged that
the ERA give careful consideration to
the effect of spot sales on long-term
supplies.

The ERA believes that the
competitiveness of an import is of prime
concern. The policy of this agency is to
promote competition, and the
applicant's import brings new and
positive competitive forces to its
marketplace. Purchasers will avail
themselves of short-term arrangements
when they are competitive with
available long-term arrangements. The
ERA has ruled in numerous import cases
that it does not intend to protect long-
term import arrangements from
competition.* Natural has options
available to it to meet competition, as do
other pipelines. Natural has indicated
that the new prices under its contracts
were the result of direct negotiations to
bring prices more in line with market
forces. Natural may continue to pursue
such options.

Natural alleged that the proposed
import could undermine negotiations
completed by long-term purchasers to
bring prices more in line with market
forces. The ERA is not persuaded by this
argument. The Canadian government
and gas industry are moving to correct
price disparities that have existed for
the past several years between U.S. and
Canadian supplies serving U.S. markets.
There has been no sign of reluctance by
Canadian exporters to negotiate in
response to competition, and it is
unlikely that the competition from the

¢ See Northwest Noturol Gas Company. DOE[

. ERA Opinion and Order No. 65, issued December

10, 1984 (1 ERA § 70,577 Coscode Natural Gas
Corporation, DOE/ERA Opinion and Order No. 66,
issued December 10, 1984 {1 ERA § 70.578):
Southwest Gas Corporation, DOE/ERA Opinion and
Order No. 60, issued December 185, 1984 (1 ERA

€ 70.581): Cabot Energy Supply Corporation. (DOE/
ERA Opinion and Order No. 72, issued February 26,
1985 {1 ERA 1 70.124): Northwest Alaskan Pipeline
Company, DOE/ERA Opinion and Qrder No. 73.
issued Febiruary 28, 1985 {1 ERA 1 70.585); and
Tenngasco Exchange Corporation and LHC Pipeline
Compony, DOE/ERA Opinion and Order No. 80,
issued May 6, 1985 {1 ERA T 70,500}

Bethlehem/Northridge arrangement will
change this.

Natural claimed that unfair
competition would result if the proposed
import is approved because the $2.87
(U.S.) per Mcf price Bethlehem will pay
is significantly lower than that available
to Natural because of differing floor
prices imposed by Canada on Natural's
and Bethlehem's contracts. While the
DOE has urged the Canadian
government remove floors from its
export prices, the ERA does not intend
to disapprove import arrangements that
are competitive and that put pressure on
other arrangements to become more
competitive.

The Bethlehem arrangement for the
import of Canadian gas, as set forth in
the application, is wholly consistent
with the DOE policy guidelines. The
volumes will be imported on a short-
term, interruptible basis, No minimum
purchase provisions or take-or-pay
obligations are included in the contracts
There are renegotiation provisions and
adjustments as necessary to enable
response lo market changes over the
term of the arrangement. These
components of the arrangement, taken
together, provide sufficient flexibility to
ensure that the gas will only be
imported when it is fully competitive.

The gas import palicy guidelines
recognize that the need for an import is
a function of competitiveness. Under
this best-efforts, interruptible
arrangement, Bethlehem will opt to
purchase gas only to the extent itis
competitive with other fuels at its plant.
The security of this import supply is not
an issue here because of the short-term
interruptible nature of the contract.

After taking into consideration all of
the information in the record of this
proceeding, 1 find that the authorization
requested by Bethlehem is not
inconsistent with the public interest and
should be granted.®

Order

For the reasons selt forth above,
pursuant to Section 3 of the Natural Gas
Acl, it is ordered that:

A. Bethlehem Steel Corporation is
authorized to import up to 25 MMcf per
day and up to 12 Bef of Canadian gas
during the period beginning on the date

*The DOE has determined that because existing
pipeline facilities will be used and no new
construction is being undertaken specifically for this
import, granting this application clearly is not a
Federal action significantly affecting the quality of
the human environment within the meaning of the
National Environmental Policy Act (42 US.C. 4321
et seq.) and therefore an environmental impact
stutement or environmental assessment is not
required.




Federal Register / Vol. 50, No. 113 / Wednesday, June 12, 1985 / Notices

24679

of issuance, and ending November 1,
1986, in accordance with the provisions
of the contract submitted as part of the
application.

B. Bethlehem shall notify the ERA in
writing of the date of the first delivery of
gas authorized in ordering paragraph A
within two weeks after deliveries begin,

C. Bethlehem shall file with the ERA
in the month following each calendar
quarter, quarterly reports showing, by
month, the quantities of natural gas
imported under this authorization, and
the price per Mcf paid for those
volumes.

D. The motions to intervene as set
forth in this Opinion and Order, are
hereby granted, subject to the
administrative procedures in 10 CFR
Part 590, provided that participation of
the intervenors shall be limited to
matlers specifically set forth in their
motions to intervene and not herein
specifically denied, and that the
admission of such intervenors shall not
be construed as recognition that they
might be aggrieved because of any order
issued in these proceedings.

Issued in Washington. D.C., June 3, 1985.
Ravburn Hanzlik,

\dministrator, Economic Regulatory
\dministration.

[FR Doc. 85-14105 Filed 6-11-85; 8:45 am)
BLLING CODE §450-01-M

Office of Energy Research

Energy Research Advisory Board,
International R&D Panel; Open Meeting

Notice is hereby given of the following
meeling:

Vome: International R&D Panel of the
frergy Research Advisory Board (ERAB).

Date & Time: Junie 26, 1985—:00 8.m.~5:00
p.m

Place: Department of Energy, 1000
independence Avenue, SW., Room 4A-110,
Washington, DC 20585,

Contact: William L. Woodard. Department
of Energy, Office of Energy Research, 1600
lndependence Avenue, SW., Washington, DC

J585.
Purpose of the Parent Board

To advise the Department of Energy
(DOE] on the overall research and
development conducted in DOE and to
provide long-range guidance in these
ireas to the Department. The purpose of
the Panel is to report to the parent Board
on international energy R&D and
specifically on international
collsboration on Jarge scale scientific
and technology programs involving
longtime horizons for energy research
and development.

Tentative Agenda

* Review of Draft Report.
* Administrative Items.
* Future Meeting Schedule.

Public Participation

The meeting is open to the public.
Written statements may be filed with
the Panel either before or after the
meeting. Members of the public who
wish lo make oral statements pertaining
to agenda items should contact William
Woodard at the address or telephone
number listed above. Requests must be
received 5 days prior to the meeting and
reasonable provisions will be made to
include the presentation on the agenda.
The Chairperson of the Panael is
empowered to conduct the meeting in a
fashion that will facilitate the orderly
conduct of business,

Transcripts

Available for public review and
copying at the Freedom of Information
Public Reading Room, 1E~190, Forrestal
Building, 1000 Independence Avenue,
SW., Washington, DC, between :00 a.m.
and 4:00 p.m., Monday through Friday,
except Federal holidays.

Issued at Washington, DC, on May 23, 1685,
Charles E. Cathey,

Deputy Director, Science and Technology
Affairs Staff. Office of Energy Research.

[FR Doc. 8514215 Filed 6-11-85; 8:45 am}
BILLING COOE 8450-01-M

Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission

[Docket No. ER85-527-000]

Centel Corp.; Filing

June 6, 1985,

The filing Company submits the
following:

Take notice that on May 20, 1985,
Centel Corporation (Centel) tendered for
filing Appendix No. 1 to Service
Schedule P (Participation Power
Service), as a part of the Electronic
Interconnection and Interchange
Agreement dated June 27, 1963 between
Centel Corporation, formerly Western
Light & Telephone Company, Inc., and
Midwest Energy, Inc., formerly Central
Kansas Electric Cooperative, Inc. Centel
states that this Appendix contains the
rate determination calculations for the
contract year beginning June 1, 1985 and
ending May 31, 1986.

Centel requests an effective date of
June 1, 1985, and therefore requests
waiver of the Commission's notice
requirements,

Any person desiring to be heard or to
protest said filing should file a motion to

intervene or protest with the Federal
Energy Commission, 825 North Capitol
Street NE., Washington, D.C. 204286, in
accordance with Rules 211 and 214 of
the Commission's Rules of Practice and
Procedure (18 CFR 385.211, 385.214). All
such motions or protests should be filed
on or before June 14, 1985. 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 @8 motion to intervene. Copies
of this filing are on file with the
Commission and are available for public
inspection.

Kenneth F. Plumb,

Secretary.

[FR Doc. 85-14200 Filed 6-11-85; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M

[Docket Nos. ER85-529-000, et al.]

Electric Rate and Corporate
Regulation Filings; Clitfs Electric
Service Company et al.

June 7, 1985,

Take notice that the following filings
have been made with the Commission:

1. Cliffs Electric Service Company

[Docket No. ER85-529-000)

Take notice that on May 22, 1985,
Cliffs Electric Service Company (Service
Company) tendered for filing a three
year Power Sales Agreement with
Wisconsin Public Power Incorporated
System. The Agreement provides for the
sale of up to 30,000 kilowatts of firm
power and associated energy.

Service Company requests an
effective date of June 1, 1985, and
therefore requests waiver of the
Commission’s notice requirements.

Comment date: June 17, 1985, in
accordance with Standard Paragraph E
at the end of this notice.

2. The Washington Water Power
Company

[Docket No. ER85-536-000)

Take notice that the Washington
Water Power Company (Washington) on
May 24, 1985, tendered for filing FERC
Electric Tariff Original Volume No. 1 of
the Washington Water Power Company,

Washington's Rate Schedule W-1 is
available to all electric utilities as
Purchasers of Washington's nonfirm
energy. The rate schedules apply to
energy delivered from purchased power,
thermal resources, noncontrollable and
controllable hydroelectric resources.
Two additional schedules include share-
savings and provisional energy.




24680

Federal Register / Vol. 50, No. 113 / Wednesday. June 12, 1985 / Notices

Washington requests an effective date
of June 1, 1985 and therefore requests a
waiver of the Commission's notice
requirements.,

Comment date: June 25, 1985, in
accordance with Standard Paragraph E
ut the end of this notice.

3. Southwestern Electric Power
Company

[Docket No. ER85-534-000)]

Take notice that on May 23, 1985,
Southwestern Electric Power Company
(“SWEPCQ") tendered for filing rates
applicable to the City of Bentonville,
Arkansas (“Bentonville") for the period
February 1, 1985 to December 31, 1985.
Such rates were calculated pursuant to
the Amendment, dated September 28,
1982, to the Contract for Electric Service,
dated July 31, 1983, between SWEPCO
and Bentonville, FERC Rate Schedule
No. 69. SWEPCO asks that the rates be
made effective as of February 1, 1985
and, accordingly, requests waiver of the
notice requirements under the Federal
Power Act. Copies of the filing have
been served on Bentonville and on the
Arkansas Public Service Commission.

Comment date: June 25, 1985, in
accordance with Standard Paragraph E
al the end of this notice.

4. Florida Power Corporation

{Docket No. ER85-539-000)

Take notice that on May 28, 1985,
Florida Power Corporation (Florida
Power) tendered for filing Service
Schedules A, B, F and X providing for
emergency, short term firm. assured
capacity and energy, and extended
economy interchange services with the
City of Homestead, Florida. Florida
Power states that Service Schedules A,
B, F and X are executed pursuant to the
Contract for Interchange Service dated
October 14, 1977 between Florida Power
and the City of Homestead, which
contract is designated as Florida
Power's Rate Schedule FERC No. 82,
Service Schedules A, B, Fand X are
submitted for inclusion as supplements
to that rate schedule. Florida Power also
tendered for filing revised pages 5, 5a
and 5b of the Contract for Interchange
Services to reflect the addition of new
service schedules.

Florida Power requests that Service
Schedules A, B, F and X and revised
pages 5. 5a and 5b of the Contract for
Interchange Service be permitted to
become effective June 1, 1985, and
therefore, requests waiver of the sixty
day notice requirement. Copies of this
filing have been served upon the City of
Homestead and the Florida Public
Service Commission.

Comment date: June 25, 1985, in
accordance with Standard Paragraph E
at the end of this notice.

5. Florida Power & Light Company
[Docket No. ER85-541-000)

Take notice that Florida Power & Light
Company (FPL), on May 28, 1985,
tendered for filing a document entitled
Amendment Number Fifteen to
Agreement to Provide Specified
Transmission Service Between Florida
Power & Light Company and City of
Homestead, Florida (Rate Schedule
FERC No. 55).

FPL states that under Amendment
Number Fifteen, FPL will transmit power
and energy for City of Homestead,
Florida as is required in the
implementation of its interchange
agreement with Florida Power
Corporation for Service Schedule A—
Emergency Interchange Service,
Schedule B—Short Term Firm
Interchange Service, and Service
Schedule D—Firm Interchange Service.

FPL requests that waiver of Section
35.3 of the Commission Regulations be
granted and that the proposed
Amendment be made effective
immediately. FPL states that copies of
the filing were served on the Director of
Utilities, City of Homestead, Florida.

Comment date; June 25, 1985, in
accordance with Standard Paragraph E
at the end of this notice.

6. Montaup Electric Company’
|Docket No. ERB5-537-000]

Take notice that on May 24, 1985,
Montaup Electric Company (*Montaup")
tendered for filing an amended Exhibit
A to Article 2.3 of the contract demand
agreement between Montaup and the
Town of Middleborough, Massachusetts
(“Middleborough"). The agreement is
Supplement No. 3 of Montaup’s Rate
Schedule FERC No. 75. The amended
Exhibit A provides the charge for radial
transmission service to Middleborough
for calendar year 1885 and is based on
year-end 1984 investment and
capitalization. As shown in Exhibit A,
that charge is increased by $1,824 above
the charges in effect for 1984, which is
based on vear-end 1983 investment and
capitalization.

According to Montaup copies of the
filing have been served upon the
Massachusetts Department of Public
Utilities and the Town of
Middleborough.

Comment date: June 25, 1985, in
accordance with Standard Paragraph E
al the end of this nolice,

7. Duke Power Company
[Docket No. ERB5-530-000

Take notice that on May 22, 1985,
Duke Power Company (Duke Power)
tendered for filing a supplement to the
Company's Electric Power Contract with
Lockhart Power Company. Duke Power
states that this contract is on file with
the Commission and has been
designated Duke Power Company Rate
Schedule FERC No. 252.

Duke Power further states that the
Company's contract supplement, made
al the request of the customer and the
agreement obtained from the customer,
provides the following increases in
contract demand: Delivery Point No. 1
from 8,000 KW to 9,000 KW and Delivery
Point No. 3 from 33,000 KW to 44,000
KW,

Duke Power indicates that this
supplement also includes an estimate of
sale and revenue for twelve months
immediately preceding and for the
twelve months immediately suctceeding
the effective date. Duke Power proposes
an effective date of July 19, 1985.

According to Duke Power copies of
this filing were mailed to Lockhart
Power Company and the South Caroling
Public Service Commission.

Comment date: June 17, 1985, in
accordance with Standard Paragraph E
at the end of this notice. ,

8. Pacific Gas and Electric Company
[Docket No. ER85-540-000)

Take notice that on May 28, 1985,
Pacific Gas and Electric Company (PG
and E") tendered for filing changes to
the rate schedules under the
Interconnection Agreement between
PGandE and Northern California Power
Agency (the "NCPA Agreement”).

The NCPA Agreement provides for
firm transmission service between
Points of Receipt and Points of Delivery
Northern California Power Agency
(“NCPA") wishes to include a new Poin!
of Receipt and Delivery at PGandE's
Tesla Substation ("Tesla’). The new
Point of Receipt at Tesla will allow
NCPA 1o import power over the exisling
Pacific Northwest-Southwest Intertie
pursuant to the assignment by the
Sacarmento Municipal Utility District
(“SMUD") of transmission service under
its EVH Contract (FERC Docket No.
ER85-342).

PGandE states thal since the
contractual arrangements have jus!
conclided. PGandE must request a
waiver of the Commission’s notice
requirements. PGandE requests an
effective date of May 1, 1985.

PG and E requests that the new Point
of Receipt and Delivery at Tesla should
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be effective enly until the earliest of the
following:

(1) May 1, 1986; or

{2) The date when the California-
Oregon Transmission Project (the
“Project”) becomes operational; or

{3) The date when the participation of
PG and E in the Project is terminated
because the approvals required under
Section 11.4 of the Project’s
Memorandum of Understanding (the
"MOU™} eannot be obtained or because
those approvals are unsatisfactory to PG
ind B} or

(4] The date when the Project is
terminated prior to its operations. such
lermination to be deemed to have
occurred on fanuary 1, 1983, if no werk
has been on the Project for three years
prior to that date,

Comment date: June 25, 1985, in
accordance with Standard Paragraph B
at the end of this notice.

5. Wisconsin Public Service Corporation
[Docket NO, ERBS-535-000]

I'ake notice that Wisconsin Public
Service Corporation (WPS) on May 23,
1945, tendered for filing revisions to the
Participation Capacity and Contract
Energy, Emergency Energy, Short Term
Power, Maintenance Energy, and
General Purpose Energy service
schedules of the following WPS rate
schedules:

FPC No. 17—Interconnection Agreement
with Wisconsin Power and Light Co.
FPC No. 26—Interconnection Agreement

with Narthern States Power Co.

FPC No. 30—Intercormection Agreement
with Wisconsin Electric Power Co,

FPC No. 33—Power Pool Agreement
with Wisconsin Power and Light

Company and Madision Gas and

Electric Co.

WPS states that the proposed service
shedule revisions are unilateral and
provide for a more appropriate
Irinsmission use charge for third party
transactions of 1.51 mills/Kwh instead
of the existing 0.58 mills/Kwh. The
proposed charge is based on commonly
accepted FERC methodology and more
turrent costs. No other revisions are
proposed to the currently effective
wording of these service schedules.

WPS propuses an effective date of
August 1, 1985 for the revision of these
“rvice schedules.

WPS says that copies of this filing
have been served upon Madison Gas
ind Electric Company. Narthern States
Power Company. Wisconsin Electric
Fawer Company, Wisconsin Power and
Light Company, and the Public Service
Commission of Wisconsin.

Comment date: June 25, 1985, in
accordance with Standard Paragraph B
at the end of this notice.

10. Niagara Mohawk Power Corporation

[Docket No. ER85-532-000]

Take notice that Niagara Mohawk
Power Corparation (Niagara). on May
23, 1985 tendered for filing as a rate
schedule, an agreement between
Niagara and Central Hudson Gas and
Electric Carporation {Central Hudson)
dated March 14, 1985.

Niagara presently has on file an
agreement with Central Hudson dated
November 1. 1883. This agreement is
designated as Niagara Mohawk Power
Corporation Rate Schedule FER.C. No.
128. This new agreement is heing
ransmitted as a supplement to the
existing agreement.

This supplement revises the rate for
providing transmission service for
Central Hudson for the delivery of
pumping and generating energy in
connection with pumped storage power
service provided to Central Hudson by
the Power Authority of the State of New
York {PASNY) from PASNY's Blenheim-
Gilboa Pumped Storage Project. Niagara
requests an effective date of July 1, 1984,

copies of the filing were served upon
the followng:

Central Hudson Gas and Electric
Corporation, 284 South Avenue,
Poughkeepsie, NY 12602

Public Service Commission, State of
New York, Three Rockefeller State
Plaza, Albany, NY 12223.

Comment date: June 25, 1985, in
accordance with Standard Paragraph E
al the end of this notice.

11. Niagara Mohawk Power Corporation

|Docket No. ER85-533-000]

Tuake notice that Niagara Mohawk
Power Corporation (Niagara), on May
23, 1985 tendered for filing as a rate
schedule, an agreement between
Niagara and Central Hudson Gas and
Electric Corporation (Central Hudson)
dated October 1, 1984,

Niagara presently has on file an
agreement with Central Hudson dated
February 14, 1975. This agreement is
designated as Niagara Mohawk Power
Corporation Rate Schedule F.ER.C. No.
88. This new agreement is being
transmitted as a supplement to the
existing agreement,

This supplement revises the
transmission rate for transmitting
FitzPatrick power and energy from the
Power Aathorily of the State of New
York to Central Hudson as provided for
in the terms of the original agreement.
Niagara requests the Commission to

allow said agreement to become
effective as of September 1. 1984.

Copies of the filing were served upon
the following:

Central Hudson Gas and Electric ol
Corporation, 284 South Avenue,
Poughkeepsie, NY 12602

Public Service Commission, State of
New York, Three Rockefeller State
Plaza, Albany. NY 12223,

Comments date: June 25, 1985, in

accordance with Standard Paragraph E

at the end of this notice.

Standard Paragraphs

E. Any person desiring to be heard or
to protest said filing should file a motion
to intervene or protest with the Federal
Energy Regulatory Commission, 825
North Capitol Street, N.E., Washington,
D.C. 204286, in accordance with Rules 211
and 214 of the Commission's Rules of
Practice and Procedure (18 CFR 385.211
and 385.214). All such motions or
protests should be filed on or before the
comment date. 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 motion to intervene. Copies
of this filing are on file with the
Commission and are available for public
inspection.

Kenneth F. Plumb,

Secretary.

|FR Doc. 85-14211 Filed 6-11-85; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M

[Docket Nos. CP85-94-001 et al.]

Natural Gas Certificate Filings;
Columbia Gas Transmission
Corporation et al.

Take notice that the following filings
have heen made with the commission:

1. Columbia Gas Transmission
Corporation

[Doeket No. CPE5-94-001]

Jurae 5, 1985,

Take natice that on May 29, 1985,
Columbia Gas Transmission
Corporation [Applicant), 1700
MacCorkle Avenue, S.E., Charleston,
West Virginia 25314, filed in Docket No.
CP85-94-001 an amendment to its
pending application filed with the
Commission on November 7, 1984 in
Docket No.CP85-84-000 pursuant to
section 7(c) of the Natural Gas Act to
reflect alternative levels of service to a
new wholesale customer, Eastern Shore
Natural Gas Company (Eastern Shore),
all as more fuily set forth in the
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amendment which is on file with the
Commission and open to public
inspection.

It is indicated that in the application
Applicant requested authorization for:

{1) Initiation of service to Eastern
Shore under Rate Schedule CDS
providing for a contract demand of up 1o
3,000 dt equivalent of gas per day. and
under Rate Schedule WS providing for a
maximum daily quantity of 1,300 dt
equivalent per day, and a winter
contract quantity of 65,000 dt equivalent,
to be effective November 1, 1984 or such
later date as the Commission may
authorize.

(2) An increase in contract demand
under Rate Schedule CDS of 425 d!
equivalent of gas per day, from 3,000 to
3,425 dt equivalent per day, and an
increase in maximum daily quantity an
Rate Schedule WS of 700 dt equivalent
of gas per day, from 1,300 to 2,000 dt
equivalent per day, and an increase in
winter contract quantity of 35,000 dt
equivalent of gass from 65,000 to 100,000
dt equivalent, all to be effective
November 1, 1985.

Pursuant to an April 15, 1985
precedent agreement between Eastern
Shore and Applicant, Applicant now
reqyests authorization for the following
alternative service levels:

1(A) Initiation of servce to Eastern
Shore under Rate Schedule CDS
providing for a contract demand of up to
750 dt equivalent of gas per day, and
under Rate Schedule WS providing for a
maximum daily quantity of 1,360 dt
equivalent of gas per day, and a winter
contract quantity of 68,000 dt equivalent
of gas, to be effective November 1, 1984
or such later date as the Commission my
authorize.

2(A) An increase in contract demand
under Rate Schedule CDS of 425 dt
equivalent of gas per day, from 750 to
1,175 dt equivalent per day, and an
increase in maximum daily quantity
under Rate Schedule WS of 750 dt
equivalent of gas per day, from 1,360 to
2,110 dt equivalent per day, and an
increase in winter contract quantity of
37,500 dt equivalent of gas, from 68,000
to 105.000 dt equivalent, all to be
effective November 1, 1985,

Applicant states that its existing
pipeline system has adequate capacity
lo provide the alternative service levels
requested by Eastern Shore without the
construction of any additional facilities.
Applicant indicates that in all respects,
other than the proposed levels of
service, Applicant's application in
Docket No. CP85-84-000 remains
unchanged.

Comment date: June 19, 1985, in
accordance with the first subparagraph

of Standard Paragraph F ut the end of
this notice.

2. United Gas Pipe Line Company
[Docket No. CP85-528-000]

June 7, 1985,
Take notice that on May 20, 1985,

United Gas Pipe Line Company (United),

P.O. Box 1478, Houston, Texas 77001,
filed in Docket No. CP85-538-000 a
request pursuant o § 157.205 of the
Regulations {18 CFR 157.205) for
permission and approval to abandon
service and a farm tap located on
United's lowa-Marksville 6-inch line in
Bunkie. Avoyelles Parish, Louisiana,
under the authorization issued in Docket
No. CP82-430-000 pursuant to Section 7
of the Natural Gas Act, all as more fully
set forth in the request on file with the
Commission and open to public
inspection,

United states that the subject farm tap
was constructed in 1931 and was
authorized in Docket No. CP71-89.
United further states the farm tap has
been used to provide natural gas service
to the residence of Flora Randolph and
to the Second Union Baptist Church
through Entex, Inc. (Entex), the local
distribution company and the only
customer United serves through the tap,
United avers the tap has been rendered
unnecessary since Entex has connected
its distribution system directly to the
residence and the church. United
advises that the proposed abandonment
would be achieved without detriment or
disadvantage to United's other
customers.

Comment date: July 22, 1985, in
accordance with Standard Paragraph G
al the end of this notice.

3. Northern Natural Gas Company,
Division of InterNorth, Inc.

[Docket No. CP85-512-000]
June 7, 1985.

Take notice that on May 16, 1985,
Northern Natural Gas Company,
Division of InterNorth, Inc. (Northern).
2223 Dodge Street, Omaha, Nebraska
668102, filed in Docket No. CP85-512-000
a request pursuant to § 157.205 of the
Commission's Regulations under the
Natural Gas Act (18 CFR 157.205) for
authorization to transport natural gas on
behalf of a qualified end-user under the
certificate 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. Y

The proposed transportation service

would be performed in accordance with
the terms and conditions of &
transportation agreement deted March
15. 1985, between Northern and Armour
Dail, Inc. {Armour), for a term not to
extend beyond June 30, 1985, or such
date as the Commission may extend the
current end-user transportation program
whichever is later. Northern states that
the agreement provides for the
transportation of up to 5,000 Mcf of
natural gas per day on an interruptible
basis. It is explained that Armour would
have gas delivered to Northern at an
exisling interconnection with Funk Fuels
Corporation located in Beaver County,
Oklahoma, and that Northern would
transport equivalent volumes to
Northern lllinois Gas Company at an
existing interconnection located near
East Dubuque, lllinois, for ultimate
delivery to Armour. It is stated that
Northern would charge Armour 34.2
cents per Mcf of gas transported. It is
explained that the gas would be used as
boiler fuel to produce steam at Armour’s
soap plant at Montgomery, Hlinois.

Northern also requests authority to
add or delete receipt/delivery points
associated with sources of gas acquired
by the end-user. The flexible authority
requested applies only to points related
to sources of gas supply, not to delivery
points in the market area. Northern will
file a report providing certain
information with regard to the addition
or deletion of sources of gas as further
detailed in the application and any
additional sources of gas would only be
obtained to constitute the transportation
quanities herein and not to increase
those quantities.

Comment date: July 22, 1985, in
accordance with Standard Paragraph G
at the end of this notice.

4. Natural Gas Pipeline Company, of
America

[Docket No, CPa5-521-000}
June 7, 18985,

Take notice that on May 20, 1885,
Northern Gas Pipeline Company of
America (Natural), 701 East 22nd Streel,

‘Lombard, Nlinois 60148, filed in Docke!

No. CP85-521-000 a request pursuant 10
§ 157.205 of the Commission's
Regulations under the Natural Gas Act
(18 CFR 157.205) for authorization lo
transport natural gas on behalf of
Phillips Petroleum Company (Phillips).
an industrial end-user, under the
certificate issued in Docket No. CP82-
402-000 pursuani to Section 7 of the
Natural Gas Act, all as more fully set
forth in the request which is on file with
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the Commission and open to public
inspection,

Natural proposes to transport up to 20
billion Btu of natural gas per day on an
interruptible basis for Phillips for a term
to end no later than March 11, 1987,
should the Commission extend the end-
user transportation program beyond
June 30, 1985. Natural indicates that the
gas to be transported would, in part, be
gas owned and developed by Phillips
and, in part, gas purchased from
numerpus independent produces in first
sales and that such volumes were not
dedicated to interstate commerce on
November 8, 1978.

Nuturil stated it would receive said
volumes of natural gas from the
gathering systems of two of Phillips
affilates located on the tailgate of the
Amoco Old Ocean processing plant, in
Brazoria County, Texas, and redeliver
thermally equivalent volumes of natural
gas to Phillips at an existing
interconnection between Natural's and
Phillips' facilities also located in
Brazoria County. Natural states it would
deliver said volumes to Phillips at its
Sweeny refinery for boiler fuel and
process fuel use, No distributor or
intrastate pipeline would be involved in
this transaction, it is asserted.

Natural indicated that it would
intitially charge Phillips 1.0 cent for each
million Biu of natural gas transported,
stating this rate is based on its
settlement cost of onshore transmission
in Docket No. RP83-68 and that such
rate is consistent with its Rate Schedule
EUT-1. In addition, Phillips would pay a
Gas Research Institute surcharge, if
applicable.

Natural also requests flexible
iuthority to add or delete receipt/
delivery points associated with sources
of gas acquired by Phillips and the
numerous producers involved in this
proposal. The flexible authority
requested is to apply only to points
related to sources of gas supply not to
delivery points in the market area.
Natural will file a report providing
certgin information with regard to the
sddition or deletion of sources of gas as
further detailed in the up‘plicmion and
any additional sources of gas would
only be oblained to constitute the
transportation quanities herein and not
increase those quantities,

Comment date: July 22, 1985, in
accordunce with Standard Paragraph G
at the end of this notice.

Standard Paragraphs

F. Any person desiring to be heard or
made any protest with reference to said
filing should on or before the comment
date file with the Federal Energy
Regulatory Commission, 825 North

Capitol Street, N.E., Washington, D.C,
20426, a motion lo intervene or a protest
in accordance with the requirements of
the Commission's Rules of Practice and
Procedure (18 CFR 385.211 and 385.214)
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 centained 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 filing
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 the applicant to appear
or be represented at the hearing.

G Any person or the Commission's
staff may, within 45 days after the
issuance of the instant notice by the
Commission, file pursuant to Rule 214 of
the Commission's Procedural Rules (18
CFR 385.214) a motion o intervene or
notice of intervention and pursuant ta
§ 157.205 of the Regulations under the
Natural Gas Act (18 CFR 157.205) a
protest to the request. If no protest is
filed within the time allowed therefor,
the proposed activity shall be deemed lo
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 & protest, the instant request shall
be treated as an application for
authorization pursuant to section 7 of
the Natural Gas Act.

Kenneth F. Plumb,

Secretary.

[FR Doc. 85-14212 Filed 6-11-85; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M

-

[Project No. 2457-002 et al.]

Hydroelectric Applications (Public
Service Co., of New Hampshire et al.);
Applications Filed With the
Commission

Take notice that the following
hydroelectric applications have been
filed with the Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission and are available for public
inspections.

a. Type of Applicantion: New Major
License.

b. Project No.: 2457-002.

¢. Date Filed: December 10, 1984.

d. Applicant: Public Service Company
of New Hampshire.

e. Name of Project: Eastman Falls.

f. Location: On the Pemigewasset
River in Merrimack and Belknap
Counties, New Hampshire.

8. Filed Pursuant to: Federal Power
Act, 16 U.S.C. 791(a)-825(r).

h. Contact Person: Mr. Roy Barbour,
Vice President, Public Service Company
of New Hampshire, 1000 Elm Street, P.O.
Box 330, Manchester, New Hampshire
03105.

i. Comment Date: July 31, 1985.

j. Description of Project: The existing
operating project commenced operation
in 1910 and was issued an initial license
in 1969, which will expire in 1987. The
Licensee has filed for a new liocense for
the continued operation of the project.
The existing project consists of: (1) A
reinforced concrete gravity dam, 341 feel
long and 31 feet high with a crest
elevation of 301 feet USGS; (2) f-fool-
high hinged steel flashboards extending
to elevation 307 feet USGS; (3) a 16-foot-
high. 30-foot-wide steel wastegate
located at the west and of the dam; (4) a
powerhouse divided into two sections;
{a) the western section contains a 4,600-
KW unit and; {(b) the eastern section
contains a 1,800-KW unit for a total
installed capacity of 6,400 KW; (5) &
transmission line, 100 feet long; and (6)
appurtenant facilities. The project
generates an average of 26,600 HWh
annually. The dam ius owned by the
Public Service Company of New
Hampshire. The existing project would
be subject to Federal takeover under
Sections 14 and 15 of the Federal Power
Act. The cost of the existing project is
522,074,000,

k. Purpose of Project: Project power
would continue to be solid to the
customers of the Public Service
Company of New Hampshire,

L. This notice also consists of the
following standard paragraphs: B and C,

2 a. Type of Application: Exemption 5
MW or Less.

b. Project No.: P-8898-000.
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¢. Date Filed: March 4, 1985.

d. Applicant: White's Bridge Hydro
Company.

e. Name of Project: White's Bridge,

f. Location; On the Flat River in fonia
County, Michigan,

8. Filed Pursuant to: Section 408 of the
Energy Security Act of 1980, 16 U.S.C.
2705 and 2709.

h. Contact Person: Victor D, Leabu,
White’s Bridge Hydro Company, 6023
Winans Drive. Brighton, MI 48116.

i. Comment Date: July 10, 1985.

j. Description of Project: The proposed
project would consist of: (1) an existing
dam 24-feet-high and 120-feet-long
including spillway at elevation 732 m.s.l.
owned by the Applicant; {2} an existing
300-acre reservoir with a storage
capacity of 1500 acre-feet at elevation
732 m.s.l.; (3) a rehabilitated powerhouse
to contain a generating unit with a
capacity of 775 kW which would |
discharge flows back into the Flat River;
(4) an existing 3-phase transmission line
300 feet long: and (5) appurtenant
facilities. The estimated average annual
energy produced by the project would
be 3 million KWh operating under a net
hydraulic head of 17 feet. Project power
will be sold to Consumers Power
Company.

k. This notice also consists of the
following standard paragraphs: A1, A9,
B, C, D3a.

I. Purpose of Exemption—An
exemption, if issued, gives the Exémptee
priority of control, development, and
operation of the project under the terms
of the exemption from licensing, and
protects the Exemptee from permit or
license applicants that would seek to
take or develop the project.

3 a. Type of Application: Preliminary
Permil.

b. Project No.: 9065-000.

¢. Date Filed: March 28, 1865,

d. Applicant: Burlington Energy
Development Associates..

e. Name of Project: Risingdale Pond.

{. Location: Housatonic River in
Berkshire County, Massachusetts.

g. Filed Pursuant to: Federal Power
Act. 16 U.S.C. 791(A)-825(r).

h. Contact Person: Mr. John R.
Anderson, Burlington Energy
Development Associates, 64 Blanchard
Road, Burlington, MA 01803,

i. Comment Date: July 31, 1985,

j. Description of Project: The proposed
project would consist of: (1) An existing
20-foot-high, 120-foot-long concrete dam
owned by the Rising Paper Company; (2]
an existing reservoir with a surface area
of 2 million square feet and a storage
capacity of 15 million cubic feet at water
surface elevation 712 feet msl; [3) an
existing 8-foot-high. 40-foot-wide, 500-
foot-long canal; (4) an existing

powerhouse containing a generating unit
with a rated capacity of 800 kW; and (5)
a proposed 200-foot-long transmission
line tying into the existing Western
Massachusetts Electric Company
System. The Applicant estimates a 3.5
million kWh average annual energy
production.

k. Proposed Scope of Studies under
Permit: A preliminary permit, if issued.
does not authorize construction.
Applicant seeks issuance of a
preliminary permit for a period of 18
months during which time Applicant
would investigate project design
alternatives, {inancial feasibility,
environmental effects of project
construction and operation, and project
power potential. Depending upon the
outcome of the studies, the Applicant
would decide whether to proceed with
an application for FERC license,
Applicant estimates that the cost of the
studies under permit would be $24,000.

I. This notice also consists of the
following standard paragraphs: A5, A7,
A9, B, C & Da.

4 a. Type of Application: Preliminary
Permit.

b. Project No: 9082-000.

¢. Date Filed: April 1, 1985.

d. Applicant: Burlington Energy
Development Associates.

e, Name of Project: Dalton Dam No. 1.

f. Location: East Branch Housatonic
River in Berkshire County.
Massachusetts,

g. Filed Pursuant to: Federal Power
Act, 16 U.S.C. 791(a)-825(r).

h. Contact Person: Mr. John R.
Anderson, Burlington Energy
Development Associates, 64 Blanchard
Road, Burlington, MA 01803.

i. Comment Date: July 31, 1985,

j. Description of Project: The proposed
project would consist of: (1) An exisling
13-foot-high. 200-foot-long fitted stone
dam owned by Crane and Co., Inc.; (2)
an existing reservoir with a surface area
of 200,000 square feet and a storage
capacity of 1 million cubic feet at water
surface elevation 1,010 feet msl: (3} a
proposed powerhouse at the base of the
dam containing a generating unit with a
rated capacity of 100 kw; and (4) a
proposed 60-foot-long transmission line
tying into the existing Western
Massachusetts Electric Company
System. The Applicant estimates a
440,000 kWh average annual energy
production.

k. Proposed Scope of Studies under
Permit: A preliminary permit, if issued,
does not authorize construction.
Applicant seeks issuance of a
preliminary permit for a period of 18
months during which time Applicant
would investigate project design
alternatives, financial feasibility.

environmental éffects of project
construction and operation, and project
power potential. Depending upon the
outcome of the studies, the Applicant
would decide whether to proceed with
an application for FERC license.
Applicant estimates that the cost of the
studies under permit would be $8,500.

1. This notice also consists of the
following standard paragraphs: A5. A7
A9, B, C & D2.

5 a. Type of Application: Preliminary
Permit.

b. Project No: 9081-000,

c. Date Filed: April 1, 1985,

d. Applicant: Burlington Energy
Development Associates.

e. Name of Project: Center Pond.

f. Location: East Branch Housatonic
River in Berkshire County,
Massachusetls,

g. Filed Pursuant to: Federal Power
Act, 16 U.S.C. 791(a) 825(r).

h. Contact Person: Mr. John R.
Anderson, Burlington Energy
Development Associates, 64 Blanchard
Road, Burlington, MA 01803,

i. Comment Date: July 31, 1985,

j.- Description of Project: The proposed
project would consist of: (1) An existing
19-foot-high, 120-foot-long concrete dam
owned by Byron Weston Co., Inc; (2) an
existing reservoir with a surface area of
1 million square feet and a storage
capacity of 5 million cubic feet at water
surface elevation 1,135 feet msl; (3) a
proposed powerhouse at the base of the
dam containing a generating unit with s
rated capacity of 130 kw; and (4) a
proposed 50-fool-long transmission line
tying into the existing Western
Massachusetts Electric Company
system. The Applicant estimates a
570,000 kWh average annual energy
production.

k. Proposed Scope of Studies under
Permit: A preliminary permit, if issued.
does not authorize construction.
Applicant seeks issuance of &
preliminary permit for a period of 18
months during which time Applicant
would investigate project design
alternatives, financial feasibility,
environmental effects of project
construction and operation, and projec!
power potential, Depending upon the
outlcome of the studies, the Applican!
would decide whether to proceed with
an application for FERC license.
Applicant estimates that the cost of the
studies under permit would be $8.500.

1. This notice also consists of the
following standard paragraphs: A5, A7.
A9, B, C&D2

6 a. Type of Application: Preliminary
Permit.

b. Project No: 8891-000.

¢. Date Filed: January 28, 1985.




Federal Register / Vol. 50, No. 113 / Wednesday, June 12, 1985 / Notices

24685

d. Applicant: Trenton Falls
Hydroelectric Company.

¢. Name of Project: Morgan Dam
Project.

f. Location: On the West Canada
Creek in the Village of Barnerald,
Oneida and Herkimer Counties, New
York.

g. Filed Pursuant to: Federal Power
Act, 16 U.S.C. 791(a)-825(r).

h. Contact Person: Fred T. Samel,
Trenton Falls Hydroelectric Company,
P.0. Box 169, Prospect, NY 13435.

i. Comment Date: July 31, 1985,

i. Description of Project: The proposed
project would consist of: (1) An existing
175-foot-long, 8-foot-high overflow dam;
(2) an impoundment having a surface
area of 1-acre with negligible storage
and & normal water surface elevation of
752 feet m.s.); (3) a new 120-foot-long,
10-foot-diameter steel penstock: (4) a
new powerhouse containing a
generating unit with an installed
capacity of 250 kW; (5) a new lailrace:
(6) a new 1000-foot-long, 46-kV
transmission line; and (7) appurtenant
facilities. The Applicanl estimates the
average annual generation would be
1,624,000 kWh. The dam is owned by the
New York State Department of
Transportation.

k. Purpose of Project: All project
energy would be sold to the Niagara
Mohawk Power Corporation.

|. This notice also consists of the
following standard paragraphs: A5, A7,
A9, B, C, D2.

m. Proposed Scope of Studies under
Permit: A preliminary permit, if issued,
does not authorize construction. The
Applicant seeks igsuance of a
preliminary permit for a period of 18
months; during which time the Applicant
would perform studies to determine the
leasibility of the project. Depending
upon the outcome of the studies, the
Applicant would decide whether to
proceed with an application for FERC
license. Applicant estimates the cost of
the studies under permit would be
$46,500.

7 a, Type of Application: Small
Conduit Exemption.

b. Project No.: P-8087-000.

c. Date Filed: April 3, 1985.

d. Applicant: City of Boulder,
Colorado.

¢. Name of Project: Sunshine
Hydroelectric Facility.

{. Location: In Boulder County,
Colorado.

g. Filed Pursuant to: Section 30 of the
Federal Power Act, 16 U.S.C. 823(a).

h. Contact Person: Mr. Bill Mitzelfeld,
City of Boulder, Utilities Division, P.O.
Box 791, Boulder, CO 80306,

i. Comment Date: July 10, 1985.

j- Description of Project: The proposed
project would utilize the City of
Boulder's existing 30-inch water
distribution system and would consis!
of: (1) A proposed reinforced conerete
powerhouse which will house two
turbine/generator units for an installed
capacity of 750 kW: and; (2) appurenant
facilities. The estimated average annual
energy produced by the project would
be 3,100,000 kWh operating under a net
hydraulic head of 495 feet. Project power
will be used for the City's domestic
energy needs.

k. This notice also consists of the
following standard paragraphs: A3, A9,
B, C, D3b.

l. Purpose of Exemption: An
exemption, if issued, gives the Exemplee
priority of control, development, and
operation of the project under the terms
of the exemption from licensing, and
protects the Exemptee from permit or
license applicants that would seek to
lake or develop the project.

8 a. Type of Application: Constructed
Major License (Over SMW).

b. Project No.: 8243-000.

c¢. Date Filed: March 30, 1984.

d. Applicant: Wisconsin Public Power
Incorporated System.

e. Name of Project: Grandfather Falls.

f. Location: On the Wisconsin River in
Lincoln County, Wisconsin.

. Filed pursuant to: Federsl Power
Act 16, US.C. 791(a)-825(r).

h. Contact Person: Mr. Michael P,
May, Boardman, Suhr, Curry and Field,
One South Pinckney Street, P. O. Box
927, Madison, WI 53701.

i. Comment Date: july 10, 1985.

j. Competing Application: Project No.
1966, Date Filed: December 20, 1984, Due
Date: July 5, 1985.

k. Description of Project: The existing
project is owned by the Wisconsin
Public Service Corporation and would
consist of: (1) The 410-foot-long and 36—
fool-high reinforced concrete dam: (2)
the reservoir with a surface area of 200
acres and a storage capacity of 2,540
acre-feet at powerpool elevation of 1,396
feet m.s.); (3) the 4,000-foot-long by 11-
foot-deep power canal; (4) the two 1,400-
faot-long, 13.5-foot and 11-foot diameter
wood stave penstocks which connecl to
two steel penstocks that are 61.5 feet
and 68.75 feet long: (5) the powerhouse
containing two generating units rated at
6,240 kW and 11,000 kW, respectively,
for a total installed capacity of 17,240
kW; (6) the tailrace: (7) the 6.9-kV
transmission line; and (8) appurtenant
facilities. The average annual energy
generation is estimated to be 102.4
GCWh.

L. Purpose of Project: The energy
generated at the project would be fed
into the Applicant’s electric system.

m. This notice also consists of the
following standard paragraphs: A4. B
and C.

9 a. Type of Application: Exemption {5
MW or Less).

b. Project No: 8235-001.

¢. Date Filed: January 30, 1985,

d. Applicant; Hydroelectric
Development, Inc.

e. Name of Project: Lower Robertson
Dam.

f. Location: On the Ashuelot River in
Cheshire County, New Hampshire.

g. Filed Pursuant to: Energy Security
Act of 1980, section 408, 16 ULS.C. 2705
and 2708 as ameaded.

h. Contact Person: James C. Katsekas,
River Engineering Corporation, 217
Rockingham Road, Londonderry, New
Hampshire 03053,

i. Comment Date; July 10, 1985.

j. Description of Project: The proposed
run-of-river project would consist of: (1)
The existing 18-foot-high and 125-foot-
long Lower Robertson Dam witha
spillway crest elevation of 383.6 feet
mean sea leval (msl) which would be
raised 1 foot to elevation 384.6 feel msl;
{2) new 1.5-foot-high flashboards to
raise the normal maximum pool
elevation to its historical elevation of
386.1 feet msl; (3) an impoundment with
a surface area of B.6 acres; (4) 4 new
intake structure and powerhouse at the
north end of the dum with 3 turbine-
generator units with a total installed
capacity of 840 kW: (5) a short tailrace;
and (6) other appurtenances.
Interconnection facilities are available
al the site. Flashboards were last used
in 1950 to create a8 maximum pool
elevation of 386.1 feet msl. Applicant
owns all existing facilities. Applicant
estimates and average annual
generation of 3,200,000 kWh, The
Applicant filed this application within
its preliminary permit term for Project
No, 8235,

k. Purpose of Project: Project energy
would be sold to the Public Service
Company of New Hampshire.

1. This notice also consists of the
following standard paragraphs: A1, A9,
B. C, and D3a.

. Purpose of Exemption: An
exemption, if issued, gives the Exemplee
priority of control, development, and
operation of the project under the lerms
of the exemption from licensing, and
protects the Exemptee from permit or
license applicants that would seek to
take or develop the project.

10 a. Type of Application; Exemption
(5 MW or Less)

b. Project No: 8815-000.

¢. Date Filed: January 30, 1985.

d. Applicant: Hydroelectric
Development. Inc.
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e. Name of Project: Upper Robertson
Dam.

f. Location: On the Ashuelot River in
Cheshire County, New Hampshire.

g- Filed Pursuant to: Energy Security
act of 1980, section 408, 16 U.S.C. 2705
and 2708 as amended.

h. Contact Person: James C. Katsekas,
Rivers Engineering Corporation, 217
Rockingham Road, Londonderry, New
Hampshire 03053.

i. Comment Date: July 10, 1885.

j. Description of Project: The proposed
run-of-river project would consist of: (1)
Reconstruction of the now breached
reinforced concrele Upper Robertson
Dam to be 16 feet high and 208 feet long
with a spillway crest elevation of 405.8
feel mean sea level (msl); (2) a small
impoundment; (3} a new intake structure
and powerhouse at the north end of the
dam with 3 turbine-generatar units with
& total installed capacity of 810 kW; (4)
an existing 300-foot-long tailrace; and (5)
other appurtenances. Interconnection
[acilities are available at the site. The
Upper Robertson Dam was a concrete
capped timber crib structure with a
spillway crest elevation of 404.3 feet msl
until it was breached in 1878; 1.5-foot-
high flashboards were utilized until 1950
for a normal maximum pool elevation of
405.8 feet msl. Applicant owns all
existing facilities. Applicant estimates
an average annual generation of
3,000,000 kWh. The application was filed
during the Applicant’s preliminary
permit term for the Upper and Lower
Robertson Dams Project No. 8235.

k. Purpose of Project: Project energy
would be sold to the Public Service
Company of New Hampshire.

I, This notice also consists of the
following standard paragraphs: A1, A9,
B. C. & D3a.

m. Purpose of Exemption: An
exemption. if issued, gives the Exemptee
priority of control development, and
operation of the project under the terms
of the exemption from licensing, and
protects the Exemptee from permit or
license applicants that would seck to
tuke or develop the rmiecl.

11 4. Type of Application: Preliminary
Permit

b. Project No: 8068-000.

. Date Filed: March 29, 1985.

d. Applicant: Colorado River
Commission.

¢. Name of Project: Las Vegas Wash
Hydro Project.

f. Location: Las Vegas Wash in Clark
County, Nevada.

g. Filed Pursuant to: Federal Power
Act, 16 U.S.C. 791[a)-825(r).

h. Contact Person: Mr. Jack L.
Stonehocker. Director, Colorado River
Commission, 1515 East Tropicans, Suile
400, Las Vegas, NV 89109,

i. Comment Date: July 15, 1985.

j. Competing Application: Project No.
8344, Dated Filed June 4, 1984,

k. Description of Project: The
proposed project would be located, in
part, on National Recreation Area lands
and would consist of: (1) a new
diversion and intake structure within
Las vegas Wash; (2) a new 11,000-foot-
long. six-foot-diameter penstock: (3) a
new powerhouse to conlain a turbine-
generator unit rated at 1,100 kW; (4) a
tailrace returning flow to the Wash,: (5)
a new 10-mile-long , 12-kV transmission
line connecting to a Nevada Power
Company substation: and (6)
appurtenant facilities. the Applicant
estimates that the average annual
energy output would be 5,780,000 KWh.

l. Purpose of Project: Project energy
would be utilized by the Applicant and/
or sold to the Nevada Power Company.

m. This notice also consists of the
following standard paragraphs: A8, A9,
B, C and D2.

n. Proposed Scope of Studies under
Permit: A preliminary permit, if issued,
does not authorize construction.
Applicant seeks issuance of a
preliminary permit for a period of 18
months during which time Applicant
would investigate project design
alternatives, financial feasibility,
environmental effects of project
construction and operation, and project
power potential. Depending upon the
outcome of the studies, the Applicant
would decide whether to proceed with
an application for FERC license.
Applicant estimates that the cost of the
studies under permit would be $20.000.

12 a. Type of Application: Conduit
Exemption.

b. Project No: 9032-000.

c¢. Date Filed: March 19, 1985.

d. Applicant: Swiss-American
Company.

e. Name of Project: Bell Power Project.

f. Location: On Lower Fiddler Green
Canal, part of Pacific Gas and Electric
Company's (PG&E) water distribution
system, in Placer County, California.

g. Filed Pursuant to: Federal Power
Act, 16 US.C. 791(a)-825(r).

h. Contact Person: Mr. Randolph C.
Rowland, Associated Engineering
Consultants, 124 Oakwood Drive, Suite
D, Auburn, CA 95603.

i. Comment Date: july 15, 1985. :

j. Description of Project: The proposed
project would consist of: (1) a tap into
PG&E's existing 48-inch-diameter pipe
that carries water into Lower Fiddler
Green Canal; (2) a 700-foot-long. 18-inch-
diameler penstock: (3) a powerhouse
containing a single generating unit with
a rated capacity of 100 kW to operate
under a head of 80 feet; and (4) a 30-
inch-diameter, 50-food-long pipe from

the powerhouse to the Lower Fiddler
Green Canal. A short tap will connec!
the powerhouse with an existing PO&L'
12-kV transmission line at the sife.

k. Purpose of Project: The estimated
annual generation of 280,000 kWh will
be sold to PG&E.

This notice also consists of the
following standard paragraphs: A3, A9
B. C and D3b.

13 a. Type of Application: Amendmen!
to Exhibit R [Recreation Plan).

b. Project No.: P-405-019.

¢. Dated Filed: April 8, 1985.

d. Applicant: Philadelphia Electric
Power Company and Susquehanna
Power Company.

e. Name of Project: Canowingo.

f. Location: On the Susquehanna River
in Cecil and Harford Counties,
Maryland; and York and Lancaster
Counties, Pennsylvania.

2. Filed Pursuant to: License Articles
44 and 45.

h. Contact Person: Mr. Kurt
Samuelson, Philadelphia Electric Power
Company, 2301 Market Street, P.O. Box
8699, Philadelphia, PA 19101,

i. Comment Date: July 15, 1985.

j. Description of Project Amendment:
The Susquehanna Power Company and
the Philadelphia Electric Power
Company, Licensees, for the Conowingo
Dam Project FERC No. 405, filed on
April 8, 1985, a report on compliance
with the approved Exhibit R (recreation
plan) for the project. Substantial
improvements have been made by the
Licensees to recreational use areas at
the project.

The Licensees propose to make
additional improvements to the
Conowingo Boat Launch area and
extend the date of its completion to
1988.

The Licensees have requested
deletion of the license requiremen! to
improve the Cold Cabin Boat Launch
area.

k. This notice also consists of the
following standard paragraphs: B, C and
D2.

14 a. Type of Application: Exemption
from Licensing.

b. Project No; 7878-000,

¢. Date Filed: November 28, 1983.

d. Applicant: William A. Curtis.

e. Name of Project: Hidden Springs.

f. Location: On Hidden Springs. a
tributary of Billingsley Creek in Gooding
County, Idaho near the Town of
Hagerman.

g Filed Pursuant lo: Energy Security
Act [16 U,S.C. 2705, 2708 as amended).

h. Contact Person: Mr. Vernon F.
Ravenscroft, Consulting Associates, Inc.
P.O. Box 893, Boise, Idaho 83701.

i. Comment Date: July 15, 1985.
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j. Description of Project: The proposed
project would consist of: (1) An existing
diversion dam at an evalation of 3.105
feet: {2) an 18-inch-diameter, 288-foot-
long buried penstock; (3) a powerhouse
containing a single generating unit with
a rated capacity of 73 kW, operating
under a head of 60 feet; and (4) a short
transmission line which ties into an
Idaho Power Company line.

The estimated average annual energy
output would be 307,500 kWh.

Purpose of Exemption: An exemption,
if issued, gives an Exemptee priority of
control, development, and operation of
the project under the terms of the
exemption from licensing. and protects
the Exemptee from permit or license
spplicants that would seek to take or
develop the project.

k. Purpose of Project: Project power
will be sold to Idaho Power Company.

I. This notice also consist of the
following standard paragraphs; A1, A9,
B. C, and D3a.

15 a. Type of Application: Exemption
[5 MW or Less).

b. Project No: 7791-001.

c. Date Filed: February 15, 1985.

d. Applicant: Hydroelectric
Development, Inc.

e. Name of Project: Ashuelot Paper
Company Dam.

I. Location: On the Ashuelot River in
Cheshire County, New Hampshire,

g Filed Pursuant to: Energy Security
Act of 1980, Section 408, 16 U.S.C. 2705
and 2708 as amended.

h. Contact Person: James C. Katsekas,
Rivers Engineering Corporation, 217
Rockingham Road, Londonderry, New
Hampshire 03053.

i. Comment Date; July 10, 1985.

j. Description of Project: The proposed
nun-of-river project would consist of: (1)
The existing 18-foot-high and 144.5-foot-
long concrete-capped timber crib
Ashuelot Paper Company Dam with a
spillway crest elevation of 3354 feet
mean sea level (msl); (2) the
reinstallation of 3.5-foot-high
flashboards to raise the normal
maximum pool elevation to 338.9 feel
ms!; (3) & small impoundment; (4) a new
intake structure and powerhouse al the
south end of the dam with 3 turbine-
generator units with a total installed
capacity of 870 kW; (5) a 100-foot-long
lailrace; and (6) other appurlenances.
Interconnection facilities are available
al the site. Flashboards, 3.5 feet high,
were utilized at the dam until 1963
treating & normal maximum pool
tlevation of 338.9 feet msl. Applicant
owns all existing facilities. Applicant
estimates an average annual generation
0f 3,300,000 kWh. The application wis
liled during the Applicant’s preliminary

permit term for the Ashuelot Paper
Company Dam Project No., 7791,

k. Purpose of Project: Project energy
would be sold to the Public Service
Company of New Hampshire.

L. This notice also consist of the
following standard paragraphs: A1, A9,
B, C, & Dia.

m. Purpose of Exemption: An
exemption. if issued, gives the Exemptee
priority of control. development, and
operation of the project under the terms
of the exemption from licensing, and
protects the Exemptee from permit or
license applicants that would seek to
take or develop the project.

16 a. Type of Application: Conduit
Exemption.

b. Project No: 9071-000.

¢. Date Filed: March 29, 1985.

d. Applicant: Calleguas Municipal
Water District (CMWD). ;

e. Name of Project: Santa Rosa Valley,

f. Location: Pressure Reduction
Station, at Santa Rosa Valley, near the
City of Thousand Oaks, Los Angeles
County, California.

8. Filed Pursuant to: Section 30 of the
Federal Power Act, 16 U.S.C. 823(a).

h. Contact Person: Mrs. Frances B.
Kimball, Manager, CMWD, 2100 Olsen
Road, Thousand Oaks, CA 91362, (805)
526-9323,

i. Comment Date: July 22, 1985,

j- Description of Project: The proposed

project would consist of a single turbine-

generator unit with an installed capacity
of 250 kW, producing an estimated
average annual generation of 1.25 GWh,
and located at the Oxnard-Santa Rosa
Pressure Reducing Station No. 2. A 300-
foot-long tap transmission line would
connect the project to an existing 16-kV
Southern California Edison (SCE) line.
Project power would be sold to SCE.

k. This notice also consists of the
following standard paragraphs: A3, A9,
B, C and D3b.

17 a, Type of Application: Major
License (5 MW or Less).

b. Project No: P-8403-000.

¢. Date Filed: July 2, 1984.

d. Applicant: McCallum Hydro
Associates.

e: Name of Project: Windsor Locks
Project.

f. Location: On the Connecticut River
in the Towns of Suffield, Enfield and
Windsor Locks, Hartford County,
Connecticut.

g. Filed Pursuant to: Federal Power
Act, 16 U.S.C. 791(a)-825(r).

h. Contact Person: E.J. McCallum,

‘MeCallum Hydro Enterprises, P.O. Box

1780, Bridgeport, CT 06601-1780.

i. Comment Date: July 22, 1985.

j. Competing Application: Project No.
8404, Date Filed: July 2, 1964.

k. Description of Project: The
proposed project would consist of: (1)
The existing 1484-foot-long Enfield Dam
which varies in height from 5 feet to 10
feet: (2) an existing 112-foot-long
headworks which varies in height from 5
feet to 10 feet: (3) a proposed 900-foot-
long breakwater structure which would
vary in height from 7 feet 10 12 feet; (4) a
reservoir having a surface area of 2,470
acres, with negligible storage, and a
normal water surface elevation of 38.8
feet m.s.L; (5) an existing intake
structure; (6) and existing 4.5-mile-long,
80-foot-wide, 10-foot-deep power canal;
(7) a proposed powerhouse containing 2
generating units with a total installed
capacity of 4,500 kW: {8) a proposged 100-
foot-long, 60-foot-wide tailrace: (8) a
proosed 1,500- foot-long. 23-kV
transmission line; and (10) appurtenant
facilities. The Applican! estimates the
average annual generation would be
30,000,000 kWh. The existing dam and
project facilities are owned by the
Windsor Locks Canal Company.

The Applicant would also consider
the following development alternative
consisting of the same impoundment
structures, reservoir, intake structure,
and power canal as stated above, and
(1) a proposed 30-foot-long. 12-foot-
diameter steel penstock off the canal at
the 2.5-mile point downstream: (2) a
proposed powerhouse containing one
generating unit with an installed
capacity of 2,250 kKW: (3) a proposed 40-
foot-wide. 100-foot-long tailrace; (4) a
2.75-mile-long, 23-kV underground
transmission line; (5) a second proposed
30-foot-long, 12-foot-diameter steel,

18 a. Type of Application: Preliminary
Permil.

b. Project No.: 8762-000.

c¢. Date Filed: December 3, 1984,

d. Applicant: Allegheny County,
Pennsylvania.

e. Name of Project: Monongahela
River Locks and Dam =2,

f. Location: Monongahela Riverin
Allegheny County, Pennsylvania.

8. Filed Pursuant to: Federal Power
Acl. 16 US.C § 791(a)-825(r).

h. Contact Person: Mr. James W.
Knox, Director, Allegheny County
Hydropower Programs, 429 Forbes
Avenue, Room 1307, Pittsburgh,
Pennsylvania 15219,

i. Comment Date; July 15, 1985.

j. Competing Application: Project No.
8757. Date Filed: December 3, 1984.

k. Description of Project: The
proposed project would utilize the
existing Corps of Engineers
Monongahela River L/D =2 and would
consist of: (1) A new reinforced concrete
intake structure; (2) a new powerhouse
at the left dam abutment containing
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three generating units with a capacity of
750 kW each for a total instalied
capacity of 2,250 kW: (3) a new 300-foot-
long concrete tailrace; (1) a new
transmission line, 2,640 feet long; and (5)
apurtenant facilities. The Applicant
estimates the average annual generation
would be 13,140,000 kWh.

|. Purpose of Project: Project power
would be sold to Duquesne Light
Company,

m. This notice also consists of the
following standard paragraphs: A8, A9,
B. C, and D2,

n: Proposed Scope of Studies under
Permit: A preliminary permit, if issued,
does not anthorize construction.
Applicant seeks issuance of a
preliminary permit for a period of 24
months during which time Applicant
would investigate project design
alternatives, financial feasibility,
environmental effects of project
construction and operation, and project
power potential. Depending upon the
outcome of the studies, the Applicant
would decide whether to proceed with
an application for FERC license.
Applicant estimates that the cost of the
studies under permit would be $45,000.

19 a. Type of Application: 5§ MW
Exemption.

b. Project No.: 8075-000.

c. Date Filed: April 1, 1985,

d. Applicant: Red Bluff Water Power
Control District; PRODEK, Inc.

e. Name of Project: Red Blulf Water
Power.

f. Location: On the Pecos River in
Reeves and Loving Counties, Texas and
Eddy County, New Mexico.

g. Filed Pursuant to: Section 408 of the
Energy Security Act of 1980 (16 U.5.C.
2705 and 2708, as amended).

h. Contact Person: Mr, David N,
Ruffel, PRODEK, Inc., P.O. Box 12608, El
Paso, TX 79912,

i, Comment Date: July 15, 1985.

j. Description of Project: The proposed
project would consist of: (1) An existing
earth dam about 9,200 feet long and 102
high: (2) an existing emergency spillway
about 790 feet long; (3) an existing
service spillway, mounted by 12 Tainter
gates, each 25 feet high by 15 feet wide;
{4) a reservior with a water surface area
of about 11,700 acres and storage
capacity of about 310,000 acre-feet at
maximum normal water surface
elevation of 2841.7 NGVD; (5) two
existing penstocks controlled by
butterfly valves; (6] an existing concrete
powerhouse, approximately 41.5 feet by
32 feet. which will house two
rehabilitated turbine-generator units
with a total installed capacity of 2,300
kW; (7) approximately 40 feet of existing
underground transmission line at 22.5-
kV: and [8) appurtenant facilities.

Applicant estimates that the average
annual energy would be 1,350,000.

k. Purpose of Project: The Applicant
anticipates that project energy will be
sold to the Texas Electric Service
Company.

L. Purpose of Exemption: An
exemption, if issued, gives the Exemptee
priority of control, development, and
operation of the project under the terms
of the exemption from licensing. and
protects the Exemplee from permit or
license applicants that would seek to
take or develop the project.

m. This notice also consists of the
following standard paragraphs: A1, A9,
B. C, and D3a.

a. 20 Type of Application: Amendment
of License.

b. Project No.: 632-001.

¢, Date filed: October 19, 1984,

d. Applicant: Monroe City
Corporation.

e. Name of Project: Lower Monroe
Hydro Project.

f. Location: On Monroe Creek in
Sevier County, Utah.

g. Filed Pursuant to: Federal Power
Act, 16 U.S.C. 791{a)-825(r).

h. Contact Person: Mayor Myron
Madsen, Monroe City, Monroe. UT
84654,

i. Comment Date: July 12, 1985.

j. Description of Projects: The project
as relicensed on November 21, 1978,
consisted of: (1) A 3-foot-high and 13-
foot long concrete overflow-type
diversion dam topped with 3-foot-high
flashboards; (2) a concrete intake
structure with a trash rack and & 21-inch
diameter cast iron pipeline 100 feet long;
(3) a 4.405-foot long welded steel
penstock of which 24 feet is 20-inch
diameter pipe and 4,381 feet is 16-inch
diameter pipe; (4) a powerhouse
containing a Pelton wheel connected to
a generator rated at 100 kW: (5) a 2.4-kV
3-pphase generator lead and a
transmission line approximately 3,570
feet long; and (6} appurtenant facilities.

The proposed amendment would
abandon the exisiting powerplant site,
would construct new facilities about
4,000 feet downstream, and would
consist of: (1) a new penstock extension,
16 inches in diameter and about 4,000
feet long: (2) a new powerhouse to
contain a new turbine-generator unit
having a lotal rated capacity of 250 kW;
(3) & tailrace returning flow to monroe
Creek: (4) a new transmisson line
connecting to an existing line; and (5)
appurtenant facilities. The Applicant
estimates that the average annual
energy output would be 1,275,456 kWh.

k. Purpose of Project: Project energy
would be utilized by the Applicant.

I. This notice also consists of the
following standard paragraphs: B, C and
D1.

Competing Applications

A1l. Exemption for Small
Hydroelectric Power Project under SMW
Capacity—Any qualified license or
conduit exemption applicant desiring to
file a competing application must submit
to the Commission, on or before the
specified comment date for the
particular application, either a
compeling license or conduit exemption
application that proposes to develop al
least 7.5 megawatts in that project, or &
notice of intent to file such an
application, Any qualified small
hydroelectric exemption applicant
desiring to file a competing application
must submit to the Commission, on or
before the specified comment date for
the particular application, either a
competing small hydroelectric
exemplion application or a notice of
intent to file such an application.
Submission of a timely notice of intent
allows an interested person to file the
competing license, conduit exemption.
or small hydroelectric exemption
application no later than 120 days after
the specified comment date for the
particular application. Applications for
preliminary permit will not be accepted
in response to this notice.

A2. Exemption for Small
Hydroelectric Power Project under sMW
Capactiy—Any qualified license or
conduit exemption applicant desiring to
file a competing application must submit
to the Commission. on or before the
specified comment date for the
particular application, either a
competing license or conduit exemption
application that proposes to develop al
least 7.5 megawatts in that project, or a
notice of intent to file such an
application. Submission of a timely
notice of intent allows an interested
person to file the competing license or
conduit exemption application no later
than 120 days after the specified
comment date for the particular
application. Applications for preliminary
permit and small hydroelectric
exemption will not be accepted in
response to this notice.

A3. License or Conduit Exemption—
Any qualified license, conduit
exemption, or small hydroelectric
exemption applicant desiring to file
competing application must.submit to
the Commission, on or before the
specified comment data for the
particular application, either a
competing license, conduit exemption,
or small hydroelectric exemption
application, or a notice of intent to file
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such an application. Submission of a
timely notice of intent allows an
interested person to file the competing
license, conduit exemption, or small
hydroelectric exemption application no
later than 120 days after the specified
comment date for the particular
application. Applications for preliminary
permit will not be accepted in response
to this notice.

This provision is subject to the
following exception: if an application
described in this notice was filed by the
preliminary permittee during the term of
the permit, a small hydroelectric
exemption application may be filed by
the permittee only (license and conduit
exemption applications are not affected
by this restriction).

A4. License or Conduit Exemption—
Public notice of the filing of the initial
license, small hydroelectric exemption
or conduit exemption application, which
has already been given, established the
due date for filing competing
applications or notices of intent. In
accordance with the Commission's
regulations, any competing application
for license, conduit exemption, small
hydroelectic exemption, or preliminary
permit, or notices of intent to file
competing applications, must be filed in
response 10 and in compliance with the
public notice of the initial license, small
hydroelectric exemption or conduit
exemption application. No competing
applications or notices of intent may be
filed in response to this notice.

A5, Preliminary Permit: Existing Dam
or Natural Water Feature Project—
Anyone desiring to file a competing
application for preliminary permit for a
proposed project at an existing dam or
natural water feature project, must
submit the competing application to the
Commission on or before 30 days after
the specified comment date for the
particular application (see 18 CFR 4.30
10 4.33 (1982)). A notice of intent to file a
compeling application for preliminary .
permit will not be accepted for filing.

A competing preliminary permit
application must conform with 18 CFR
4.33(a) and (d).

A8, Preliminary Permit: No Existing
Dam—Anyone desiring to file a
competing application for preliminary
permit for a proposed project where no
dam exists or where there are proposed
major modifications, must submit to the
Commission or or before, the specified
comment date for the particular
application, the competing application
itself, or a notice of intent to file such an
application. Submission of a timely
notice of intent allows an interested
person to file the competing preliminary
permit application no later than 60 days

after the specified comment date for the
particular application.

A competing preliminary permit
application must conform with 18 CFR
4.33(a) and (d).

A7. Preliminary Permit—Excep! as
provided in the following paragraph, any
qualified license, conduit exemption. or
small hydroelectic exemption
applicatant desiring to file a competing
application must submit to the
Commission, on or before the specified
comment date for the particular
application, either a competing license,
conduit exemption, or small
hydroelectric exemption application or a
notice of intent to file such an
application. Submission of a timely
notice of intent to file a license, conduit
exemption, or small hydroelectic
exemption application allows an
interested person to file the competing
application no later than 120 days after
the specified comment date for the
particular application.

In addition, any qualified license or
conduit exemption applicant desiring to
file a competing application may file the
subject application until: (1) a
preliminary permit with which the
subject license or conduit exemption
application would compete is issued, or
(2) the earliest specified comment date
for any license, conduit exemption, or
small hydroelectric exemption
application with which the subject
license or conduit exemption application
would compete; whichever occurs first.

A competing license application must
conform With 18 CFR 4.33(a) and (d).

A8, Preliminary Permit—Public notice
of the filing of the initial preliminary
permit application, which has already
been given, established the due date for
filing competing preliminary permit
applications on notices of intent. Any
compeling preliminary permit
application, or notice of intent to file a
competing preliminary permit
application, must be filed in response to
and in compliance with the public notice
of the initial preliminary permit
application. No competing preliminary
permit applications or notices of intent
to file a preliminary permit may be filed
in response lo this notice.

Any qualified small hydroelectric
exemption applicant desiring to file a
competing application must submit to
the Commission, on or before the
specified comment date for the
particular application, either a
competing small hydroelectric
exemption application or a notice of
intent to file such an application.
Submission of a timely notice of intent
to file a small hydroelectric exemption
application allows an interested person
to file the competing application no later

than 120 days after the specified
comment date for the particular
application.

In addition, any qualified license or

conduit exemption applicant desiring to

file a competing application may file the
subject application until: {1) a
preliminary permit with which the
subject license or conduit exemption
application would compete is issued, or
(2) the earliest specified comment date
for any license, conduit exemption, or
small hydroelectic exemption
application with which the subject
license or conduit exemption application
would compete; whichever occurs first.

A competing license application must
conform with 18 CFR 4.33(a) and (d).

A9. Notice of intent—A notice of
intent must specify the exact name,
business address, and telephone number
of the prospective applicant, include an
unequivocal statement of intent to
submit, if such an application may be
filed, either (1) a preliminary permit
application or (2) a license, small
hydroelectric exemption, or conduit
exemption application, and be served on
the applicant(s) named in this public
notice.

B. Comments, Protests, or Motions to
Intervene—Anyone may submit
comments, & protest, or a motion to
intervene in accordance with the
requirements of the Rules of Practice
and Procedure, 18 C.F.R. §§ 385.210, .211,
.214. In determining the appropriate
action to take, the Commission will
consider all protests or other commenls
filed, but only those who file a motion to
intervene in accordance with the
Commission’s Rules may become a
party to the proceeding. Any comments,
protests, or motions to intervene must
be received on or before the specified
comment date for the particular
application.

C. Filing and Service of Responsive
Documents—Any filing must bear in all
capital letters the title "COMMENTS",
“NOTICE OF INTENT TO FILE
COMPETING APPLICATION",
“COMPETING APPLICATION",
“PROTEST" or “MOTION TO
INTERVENE", as applicable, and the
Project Number of the particular
application to which the filing is in
response. Any of the above named
documents must be filed by providing
the original and the number of copies
required by the Commission’s
regulations to: Kenneth F. Plumb,
Secretary, Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission, 825 North Capitol Streel.
N.E., Washington, D.C. 20426. An
additional copy must be sent to: Fred E.
Springer, Chief, Project Management
Branch, Division of Hydropower
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Licensing, Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission. Room 208 RB at the above
address. A copy of any notice of intent,
competing application or motion to
intervene must also be served upon each
representative of the Applicant specified
in the particular application.

D1. Agency Comments—Federal,
State, and local agencies that receive
this notice through direct mailing from
the Commission are requested to
provide comments pursuant to the
Federal Power Act, the Fish and
Wildlife Coordination Act, the
Endangered Species Act, the National
Historic Preservation Act, the Historical
and Archeological Preservation Act, the
National Environmental Policy Act, Pub.
L. No. 88-29, and other applicable
statutes. No other formal requests for
comments will be made.

Comments should be confined to
substantive issues relevant to the *
issuance of a license. A copy of the
application may be obtained directly
from the Applicant. If an agency does
not file comments with the Commission
within the time set for filing comments,
it will be presumed to have no
comments. One copy of an agency’s
comments must also be sent to the
Applicant's representatives.

. D2. Agency Comments—Federal,
State, and local agencies are invited to
file comments on the described
application. (A copy of the application
may be oblained by agencies directly
from the Applicant.) If an agency does
not file comments within the time
specified for filing comments, it will be
presumed to have no comments. One
copy of an agency's comments must also
be sent to the Applicant's
representatives.

D3a. Agency Comments—The U.S.
Fish and Wildlife Service, the National
Marine Fisheries Service, and the State
Fish and Came agency(ies) are
requested, for the purposes set forth in
Section 408 of the Energy Security Act of
1880, to file within 80 days from the date
of issuance of this notice appropriate
terms and conditions to protect any fish
and wildlife resources or to otherwise
carry out the provisions of the Fish and
Wildlife Coorination Act. General
comments concerning the project and its
resources are requested; however,
specific terms and conditions to be
included as a condition of exemption
must be clearly identified in the agency
letter. If an agency does not file terms
and conditions within this time period,
that agency will be presumed to have
none. Other Federal, State, and local
sgencies are requested to provide any
comments they may have in accordance
with their duties and responsibilities. No
other formal requests for comments will

be made. Comments should be confined
to substantive issues relevant to the
granting of an exemption. If an agency
does not file comments within 60 days
from the date of issuance of this notice,
it will be presumed to have no
comments. One copy of an agency's
comments must also be sent to the
Applicant's representatives.

D3b. Agency Comments—The U.S.
Fish and Wildlife Service, the National
Marine Fisheries Service, and the State
Fish and Game agencyf(ies) are
requested, for the purposes set forth in
section 30 of the Federal Power Act, to
file within 45 days from the date of
issuance of this notice appropriate terms
and conditions to protect any fish and
wildlife resources or otherwise carry out
the provisions of the Fish and Wildlife
Coordination Act. General comments
concerning the project and its resources
are requested; however, specific terms
and conditions to be included as a
condition of exemption must be clearly
identified in the agency letter. If an
agency does not file terms and
conditions within this time period, that
agency will be presumed to have none.
Other Federal, State, and local agencies
are requested to provide comments they
may have in accordance with their
duties and responsibilities. No other
formal requests for comments will be
made. Comments should be confined to
substantive issues relevant to the
granting of an exemption. If an agency
does not file comments within 45 days
from the date of issuance of this notice,
it will be presumed to have no”
comments. One copy of an agency's
comments must also be sent to the
Applicant’s representatives.

Dated: June 6, 1985,

Kenneth F. Plumb,

Secretary.

[FR Doc. 85-14213 Filed 8-11-85; 8:45 am)
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M

[Docket Nos. ID-1835-004 et al.]

Interlocking Directorate Applications,
Brian A. Parent et al.

June 5, 1985,
Take notice that the following filings
have been made with the Commission:

1. Brian A. Parent

[Docket No, 1D-1835-004)

Take notice that on May 16, 1985,
Brian A. Parent (applicant) filed an
application pursuant to section 305(b) of
the Federal Power Act to hold the
following positions;

Senlor Vice President-Planning and Rates—

Atlantic City Electric Company
Director—Deepwater Operating Company

Comment date: June 17, 1985, in
accordance with Standard Paragraph E
at the end of this notice.

J. David McCann

[Docket No. 1D-2178-000)

Take notice that on May 186, 1985, |.
David McCann (applicant) filed an
application pursuant to section 305(b) of
the Federal Power Act to hold the
following positions:

Assistant Treasurer, Assistan! Secretary—
Atlantic City Electric Company
Treasurer, Assistant Secretary—Deepwater
Operating Company
Comment date: June 17, 1985, in
accordance with Standard Paragraph E
at the end of this notice.

Standard Paragraphs

E. Any person desiring to be heard o:
to protest said filing should file 8 motion
to intervene or protest with the Federal
Energy Regulatory Commission, 825
North Capitol Street NE., Washington,
D.C. 20428, in accordance with Rules 211
and 214 of the Commission's Rules of
Practice and Procedure (18 CFR 385.211
and 385.214). All such motions or
protests should be filed on or before the
comment date. 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 motion to intervene, Copies
of this filing are on file with the
Commission and are available for publi
inspection.

Kenneth F. Plumb,

Secretary.

[FR Doc. 85-14210 Filed 6-11-85: 8:45 am)|
BILLING CODE 8717-01-M

[Docket No. ST85-772-000, et al.]

United Gas Pipe Line Co. et al.; Self-
Implementing Transactions

June 10, 1985,

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" indicales
transportation by an interstate pipeline
pursuant 1o § 284.102 of the
Commission’s Regulations.
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A “C" indicates transportation by an An “F(157)" indicates transportation 18 CFR 157.209. Similarly, a "G/F(157)"
intrastate pipeline pursuant to § 284.122 by an interstate pipeline for an end-user  indicates such transportation performed
of the Commission's Regulations. In pursuant to § 157.209 of the by a Hinshaw Pipeline or distributor.
those cases where Commission approval Commission’s Regulations. Any person desiring to be heard or to
of a transportation rate is sought A “G" indicates transportation by an make any protests with referenge toa
pursuant to Section 284.123(b)(2), the interstate pipeline on behalf of another transaction reflected in this notice
table lists the proposed rate and interstate pipeline pursuant to a blanket should on or before June 27, 1985, file
expiration date for the 150-day period ger"ﬁcim? issusd ur;d:sir § 284.221 of the g"h ll}s I;‘ede;g; ipeﬁygﬁ?;?gz o

r staff action. Any person seeking t ommission's Regulations. ommission, orth Ca
fDA : 3 ate in th R di fe i A “G(LT)" or “G[LS)" indicates NE., Washington, D.C. 20426, a motion 1o
R o b A A tr rtatio 1 i ts b intervene or a protest in accordance
s rate listed in the table should file a A Nt e PR
petition to intervene with the Secretary @ local distribution company pursuant to  with the requirements of the
of the Commission: a blanket certificate issued under Commission’s Rules of Practice and
' ‘;D" indi ’ Yobs § 284.222 of the Commission's Procedure (18 CFR 385.211 or 385.214),

A "D indicates a sale by.an Regulations, All protests filed with the Commission
;y:nnslute plgch‘ne pursuant to § 284242 A “G(HT)" or “G(HS)" indicates will be considered by it in determining
of the Commission's Regulations and transportation, sales or assignments by  the appropriate action to be taken but
section 311(b) of the NGPA. Any a Hinshaw Pipeline pursuant to a will not serve to make the protestants
interested person may file a complaint blanket certificate issued under party to a proceeding. Any person
concerning such sales pursuant to § 284.222 of the Commission's wishing to become a party to a
§ ::M.H'?(d] of the Commission's Regulations, proceeding or to participate as a party in
Regulations. A “C/F(157)" indicates intrastate any hearing therein must file a motion to

An “E" indicates an assignment by an  pipeline transportation which is intervene in accordance with the
intrastate pipeline pursuant to § 284.163  incidential to a transportation by an Commission’s Rules.
of the Commission's Regulations and interstate pipeline to an end-user Kenneth F, Plumb,
section 312 of the NGPA. pursuant to a blanket certificate under Secratary.
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¥R Doc. 85-14206 Filed 6-11-85; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M

Comensmon approvad of its 1r
doga not lake action by dote ndcaled,

|Docket Nos. QF85-518-000, et al.]

Small Power Production and
Cogeneration Facilities; Qualifying
Status; Certificate Applications, etc.;
the Upjohn Manufacturing Company
et. al.

Comment date: Thirty days from
publication in the Federal Register. in

accordance with Standard Paragraph E
at the end of this notice.

Take notice that the following filings
have been made with the Commission.

1. The Upjohn Manufacturing Company

|Docket No. QF85-518-000)
June 7, 1985, g

On May 29, 1985, the Upjohn
Manufacturing Company. P.O. Box

Commessaun s ch:m
rato pursuant 10 Section 284.123(bK7) of the Commmssion's Reguations (18 CFR 284 1230)()) Such e

11307, Barceloneta, Puerto Rico 00617
(Applicant) submitted for filing an
application for certification of a facility
as a qualifying cogeneration facility
pursuant to § 292.207 of the
Commission's regulations. No
determination has been made that the
submittal constitutes a complete filing
The topping-cycle cogeneration
facility will be located in Arecibo,
Puerto Rico. The facility will consist o
two identical diesel-engine generators,
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pach exhausing to a separate heat
recovery boiler for the generation of
steam for process use: Thg heat
recovery steam generators will be
equipped with duct burners for
supplementary firing. The primary
energy source will be No. 6 fuel oil. The
dectric power production capacity will
be 17.4 megawatls. Installation of the
facility is estimated to begin April 1.
1586,

2 LUZ Solar Partners 11, Ltd.

Docket No. QF85-504-000)
My 31, 1885.

On May 21, 1985, LUZ Solar Partners
i1, L1d. (Applicant) a California Limited
pertnership, c/o LUZ Engineering
Corporation, General Partner, 924
Westwood Boulevard, Suite 1000,
Westwood, California 90024 submitted
for filing an application for.certification
of a facility as a qualifying small power
production facility pursvant to § 292.207
of the Commission's regulations. No
determination has been made that the
submittal constitutes a complete filing.

The small power production facility
will be located approximately two miles
east of Daggett, California. The primary
energy source will be solar energy. The
facility will consist of a solar collector
field, a solar-fired preheater/steam
generator, a solar-fired superheater, a
natural gas-fired superheater, a separate
nstural gas-fired auxiliary boiler, a
setural gas-fired emergency heater and
2 dual inlet steam turbine generator. The
net power production capacity of the
facility will be 30 MW. At present, a
subsidiary of CP National Corporation,
an electric utility, is expected 1o acquire
12% of the equity ownership interest in
the facility. No other small power
production facilities owned by the
Applicant and using solar energy as an
eergy source are located within one
mile of the facility.

Standard Paragraphs

E. Any person desiring to be heard or
lo protest said filing should file a motion
lo 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
ind 385.214) All such motions or
protests should be filed on or before the
tomment date. Protests will be
tnsidered by the Commission in
determining the appropriate action to be
zken, but will not serve to make

protestants parties to the proceeding.
Any person wishing to become a party
must file a motion to intervene. Copies
of this filing are on file with the
Commission and are available for public
inspection.

Kenneth F. Plumb,

Secretary

|FR Doc. 85-14208 Filed 6-11-85; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M

[Docket No. GP85-19-000)

State of Texas, NGPA Section 102
Determinations, Champlin Petroleum
Company, Carthage Gas Unit Well Nos.
11-4, 12-2, 13-3, 11-2 and 21-2 FERC
JD Nos. 83-20584, 83-41187, 83-20581,
83-20587, and 83-20582; Petition To
Reopen and Vacate Final Well
Category Determinations and Request
for Withdrawal of Applications

June 10, 1885,

On February 13, 1985, Champlin
Petroleum Company filed with the
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission
to petition to reopen and vacate final
well category determinations under
section 102 of the Natural Gas Policy
Act of 1978 (NGPA) and to permit
Champlin to withdraw its applications
for the determinations.

The five wells involved are located in
the Carthage Field, Panola County,
Texas. In March 1982, the Texas
Railroad Commission issued
determinations that the wells qualified
under section 102(c)(1)(B) of the NGPA.
Notlices of the determinations were filed
with the Commission and became final
pursuant to § 275.202(a) of the
Commission’s regulations. Each of the
wells with the exception of No. 12-2 had
previously qualified under section 103 of
the NGPA.

Champlin states that subsequent to
the well calegory determinations it
discovered that the plats relied upon for
the initial determinations contained
inaccurate or incomplete information
concerning wells which are now shown
to be marker wells and that as a result
the subject wells do not qualify under
section 102.

Take notice that the question of
whether refunds, plus interest as
computed under § 154.102{c) of the
Commission's regulations, will be
required is a matter subject lo review
and final determination by the
Commission.

Any person desiring to be heard or
protest Champlin's petition should file a

molion to intervene (18 CFR 385.214) or
protest (18 CFR 385.211) with the
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission,
825 North Capital Street, N.E.,
Washington, D.C. 20426 within 30 days
after this notice is published in the
Federal Register. All protests filed will
be considered by the Commission but
will not make the protestant a party to
the proceeding. Any person wishing to
become a party must file a motion to
intervene.

Kenneth F. Plumb,

Secretary.

|FR Doc. 85-14207 Filed 6-11-85; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY

[OPP-100024; PH-FRL 2849-3]

Transfer of Data to TRC Environmental
Consultants, Inc.

AGENCY: Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA).
ACTION: Notice.

SUMMARY: EPA plans to transfer
information submitted under sections 3,
8, and 7 of the Federal Insecticide,
Fungicide, and Rodenticide Act (FIFRA)
to TRC Environmental Consultants, Inc.,
of Englewood, Colorado, under Contract
No. 68-02-3886. This contractor shall
perform for the Air Management
Division in EPA Region IX. Some of the
information that will be made available
1o the contractor has been claimed to be
confidential business information (CBI).
Information will be made available to
the contractor consistent with the
requirements of 40 CFR 2.301(h). This
action will enable the contractor to
fulfill the obligations of the contract, and
this notice serves o notify affected
persons.
DATE: TRC Environmental Consultants,
Inc., will be given access to these
documents no sooner than June 17, 1985,
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
By mail: William C. Crosse, Program
Management and Support Division (TS-
7567C). Office of Pesticide Programs.
Environmental Protection Agency, 401 M
Street SW., Washinglon, D.C. 20460,
Office location and telephone number:
Room 222, CM=2, 1921 Jefferson Davis
Highway, Arlington, Virginia (703-
557-2613).
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Under
this contract, TRC Environmental
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Consultants, Inc., will support the
development of a program for gathering
current herbicide ‘emission inventory
information for the Air Management
Division in EPA Region IX.

Section 10{e) of FIFRA provides that
information that is considered by the
submitter to be trade secret or
commercial or financial as described by
FIFRA section 10{d) may be disclosed to
an authorized contractor when such
disclosure is necessary for the
performance of the contract. EPA
routinely receives such information as
part of the data that are submitted by
pesticide registrants and others as
provided for in FIFRA sections 3, 6, and
7.

Contractors are authorized to receive
such data if the EPA program office
managing the contract makes the
determinations specified in 40 CFR
2.301(h)(2) as referenced in § 2.307. Such
determinations have been made
converning the contract with TRC
Enviranmental Consultants. Ing.

FIFRA section 10(f) provides a
eriminal penalty for wrongful disclosure
of confidential business information,
whether such disclosure is made by an
EPA emplovee or an EPA contractor.

The contract with TRC Environmental
Consultants, Inc. specifically prohibits
disclosure of confidential business
information to any third party in any
form without writlen authorization from
EPA, and personnel of this contractor
will be required to sign 2 nondisclosure
agreemen! before they are permilted
access to such information.

Dated: May 28, 1985,

Straven Schalzow,

Director, Office of Pesticide Programs.
[FR Doc. 85-13867 Filed 6-11-85; 6:45 am|
BILLING CODE 6560-50—M

[OPP-100022; PH-FAL 2849-2]

Transfer of Data to Occupational
Safety and Health Administration

AGENCY: Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA).
ACTION: Notice,
SUMMARY: EPA plans to transfer
information submitted under sections 3,
6, and 7 of the Federal Insecticide,
Fungicide, and Rodenticide Act (FIFRA)
to the Occupational Safety and Health
Administration (OSHA). Some of the
information that will be made available
to OSHA has been claimed to be
confidential business information (CBI),
Information will be transferred to OSHA
consistent with the requirements of 40
CFR 2.209{c). This action will enable

OSHA to fulfill its obligations, and this

notice serves to notify affected persons.

paTE: OSHA will be given access to

these documents no sooner than June 24,

1985.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:

By mail: William C. Grosse, Program
Management and Support Division
(TS-757C), Office of Pesticide
Programs, Environmental Protection
Agency, 401 M Street SW.,
Washington, D.C. 20460

Office location and telephone number:
Rm. 222, CM=2, 1921 Jefferson Davis
Highway, Arlington, VA [703-557-
2613}

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: OSHA
wishes to review all information on 2-(2-
methyl-4-chlorophenoxy)propionic acid
(MCPP) to determine the possible short
and long term health effects as a result
of exposure to this herbicide, To perform
this review, OSHA has requested access
to information, which may include CBI,
submitted to EPA under FIFRA.

Under 40 CFR 2.209(c), information
that is considered by the submitter to be
trade secret or commercial or financial
as described by FIFRA section 10(d)
may be disclosed to another Federal
agency upon EPA's receipt of a written
request that gives the official purpose
for which the information is needed.

FIFRA section 10(f) sets a criminal
penalty for wrongful disclosure of
confidential information, whether such
disclosure is made by an officer or
employee of the United States,

EPA specifically prohibits disclosure
of confidential business information to
any third party in any form without
written authorization from EPA, and
OSHA personnel will be asked to sign a
nondisclosure agreement.

Dated: May 24, 1885,
Steven Schatzow,
Director, Office of Pestivide Programs.
[FR Doc. 85-13868 Filed 6-11-85; 8:45 am)|
BILLING CODE 8560-50-M

|OPTS-42066; FRL-2810-8]

Isopropy! Biphenyl/Diisopropyl
Biphenyl Response to the Interagency
Testing Committee

Correction

In FR Doc, 85-10794 beginning on page
18920 in the issue of Friday, May 3. 1885,
make the following correction:

On page 18926, third column,
paragraph (59), third line, *107(7)"
should read" 102(7)".

BILLING CODE 1505-01-M

|OPTS-51569; FRL-2829-7]

Certain Chemicals Premanufacture
Notices

Correclion

In FR Doc. 85-10797 beginning on pep
18915 in the issue of Friday, May 3, 165
make the following corrections:

1. On page 18918, second column. P
85-850, Chemicals, second line,
“phenylbiphenyl” should read
“pentylbiphenyl”.

2. On the same page, third column, p
85-854, Toxicity Data, second line,
"substance” should read “substannce’

BILLING CODE 1505-01-M

|OPTS-51573; TSH-FRL 2844-6)

Certain Chemicals Premanufacture
Notices

Cuorrection

In FR Doc. 85-13055 beginning on pag
23185 in the issue of Friday. May 31,
1985, make the following correction:

On page 23187, second column, P 85-
997, Environmental Release|Disposol.
fifth line, *10.0" should read “1.0".

BILLING CODE 1508-01-M

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS
COMMISSION

|FCC 85-269)

Tonka Tools, Inc. and Southern

Merchandise Corp.; Hearing
Designation, Order

In the matter of petition far Declaratory
Ruling of Tonka Tools, Inc. and Southem
Merchandise Corp. regarding American
Telephone and Telegraph Company provision
of coinless pay telephones.

Adopted May 16, 1985.

Released May 22, 1945,

By the Commission:
1. Introduction

1. Before the Commission is a petition
for declaratory ruling filed by Tonka
Tools, Inc. (Tonka) and Southern
Merchandise Corporation (Southern)
asking the Commission to find that
American Telephone and Telegraph
Company (AT&T) has been providing its
coinless pay telephones in violation of
the separate subsidiary requirements
established in the Commission's
Computer Il decisions.' In particular,

' Amendment of § 64.702 of the Commixsion's
Rules and Regulations (Computer ). 77 F.C.C. 2d
364 (1580] (Finul Decision). reconsideration, 84
F.C.C. 2d 50 {1980). further reconsideration. 84
F.C.C. 2d 512 (1881), off'd sub nom. CCIA v. FC(
604 F.2d 168 (D.C. Cir. 1982), cert. donied. 103 8 C1
2109 (1083)
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petitioners allege that the “Card Caller”
and "Custom Culler” telephones now
being provided by AT&T
Communications (ATTCOM) as part of
i tariffed service offering constitute
customer premises equipment (CPE)
which under the current rules of
Computer Il can be provided by AT&T
only through an unregulated, fully
separated subsidiary on an unbundled
hasis.? Petitioners request the
Commission to issue a declaratory
ruling to this effect and to direct
ATTCOM to unbundle its current credit
card telephone offerings and refrain
from offering such devices in connection
with its tariffed transmission services.
2. The petition was placed on public
notice and comments and reply
romments were received.” Although the
Computer Il issue raised in the Tonka-
Southern petition focuses on AT&T’s
provision of non-coin telephones, the
comments also addressed the Bell
Operating Companies’ (BOCs) provision
of coin and non-coin pay telephones. For

*There bave been two Computer-1l related
decisiony rendered since the comments were filed in
this proceeding which bear on the tssues discussed
hervin. First, in Report and Order in CC Docket No,
63-1375 {ATTIS Resale), 40 FR 20835 {July 17, 1884).
soon. pending, petition for stay denied, FCC 84-142
[relcnsed September 24, 1984), the Commission
decided 1o allow ATET to provide common carrier
domestic services via resale through ATAT
Isformation Services (ATTIS), its unrigulated
wparale subsidiary, subject to the requirement that
wy ATTCOM offerings used by ATTIS be made
svailable by ATTCOM through non-discriminatory
urffs, and that ATTIS use only wobundled. non-
dseriminatory offerings for its basic services. More
recently, the Commission has proposed relieving
ATAT from the Compuler Il requirement that it
provide CPE pursuant to structiona! separation. It
msued un NPRM soliciting suggestions on less
restrictive alternatives to reduce the potentinl that
ATAT will engage in unti-competitive conduct in the
terminal equipment market. Memorandum Opinion
and Order and Notice of Proposed Rulemaking. CC
Docket No. 85-26, ([FCC 85-56). released February
221985 (Computer [ NPRM)

Comments on the Tonka-Southern petition for
feclirntory ruling were filed by the following
pirties: ATRT: Southwestern Bell Telephone
Company (Southwestern Bell): Pacific Bell and
Nevada Bell (Pacific Bell): New England Telephone
ind Telegraph Company. New York Telephone
Company, South Central Bell Telophone Company.

od Southern Bell Telephone and Telegraph
Compuny (The NYNEX and Southern Bell
Companies ) Mountain States Telephone and
Tele, 'ruph Company, Northwestern Bell Telephone
Company. and Pacific Northwest Bell Telephone
Compuny (The Mountain Bell Companies) GTE
Service Corpotation (GTE): and National Pay
Telephane Corporation (NPTC). Reply comments
wete filed by petitioners; NPTC: Southwestern Bell:
The Boll Telephone Company of Pennsylvania. The
Four Chesapeake and Potomac Telephone
Cempanies, the Diamond State Telephong
Compiny, and New Jersey Bell Telephone Company
Pell Atlantic Companies): linois Bell Telephone
Campany, Indiana Bell Telephone Company. Inc.,
Mickigun Bell Telephone Company, The Ohio Bell
Telephone Company und Wisconsin Bell, Inc.
Auneritech Companies) The NYNEX and Southern
Bell Companios: and ATAT.

the reasons discussed below, we
conclude that the coin and coinless
public telephones provided by the BOCs
and AT&T do not constitute CPE for
Computer Il purposes.

1. Background

3. In its Computer Il decisions the
Commission determined that carrier-
provided customer premises equipment
and enhanced services would not be
regulated under Title il of the
Communications Act.* The Commission
concluded that since CPE was a
compelitively provided commodity
which was severable from the carriers’
associated transmission services, it was
not in the public interest to permit
carriers to continue to provide CPE
under tariff. The Commission was
concerned that if carriers were allowed
to tariff and bundle this equipment with
their basic services, consumer freedom
of choice and marketplace competition
in the developing non-carrier
telecommunications equipment market
would be hampered. The Commission
recoizmzed the potential that the

ted entity would use its control
over network design and technical
standards to favor its own equipment or
services, or improperly shift costs and
revenues between its unregulated
activities provided in competition with
others and its monopoly or other
regulated activities. In order to allow
common carriers to participate in the
unregulated CPE markels while
minimizing the potential for cross-
subsidization and other anticompetitive
conduct, the Computer Il decisions
provided that CPE should be detariffed
and enhanced services remain
untarriffed, and provided separately
from regulated activities, In the case of
AT&T and the BOCs * the Commission

* The Commission developed o regulatory
structure classifying carrier service offerings as
either “basic™ or “enhanced”. “Basic services™—
services which involve no more than the simple
transmission of information between two or more
points—remain subject 1o Commission regulation:
“enhanced services"—services which act on the
format or content of the message being trunsmitted,
provide the customer with additonal or restructured
information. or allow the customer to interact with
stored information—remain unregulated. Sev 47
CFR 84.702(a).

» Seo supro note 3; Furnishing of Customer
Promises Equipment. Enhanced Services and
Cellalur Communications Services by the Bell
Operating Companies, 86 F.C.C. 2d 1117 (1083}
reconsidiration. 49 FR 26050 {Juno 26, 1984), offd
sub nom. Winois Bell Tel, Co, v, FOC, 740 F.2d 465
{7th Cir.. 1984), petition for rehearing pending. in
which the Commission concluded that, with cettain
modifications. the structural sepasalion
requirements of Computer I would continue to be
applicable to the BOCs after their divestiture from
ATHE T pursuant to the Modification of Final
Judgment {MF]). United States v. American
Telephane & Telegraph Co., 552 ¥, Supp. 111 {D.D.C

determined that enhanced services and
CPE should be offered through a
separate subsidiary.

4. Computer Il defined CPE as
“terminal equipment located at a
subscriber's premises which is
connected with the termination of a
carrier's communication channel(s) at
the network interface at that
subscriber's premises.” Final Decision,
77 F.C.C. 2d 384, 398, n. 10. Excluded
from the definition of CPE was “over
voltage protection equipment, inside
wiring, coin operated or pay telephones,
and multiplexing equipment to deliver
multiple channels to the customer”, as
well as “CPE attached to residential
party line service .2 Id at 447, n.
57, (emphasis added). Thus, on its face,
Computer Il did not detariff the
provision of coin or coinless telephones
by AT&T or the BOCs,

5. As to the provision of pay
telephones by entities other than AT&T
and the BOCs, notably non-carriers, Part
68 of the Commission’s Rules provides
the technical and procedural standards
under which all customer-provided
telephone equipment may be connected
to the nationwide telephone network,
“for use in conjunction with all services
other than party line service and coin
service”, 47 CFR 68.2{a)(1). Devices used
in conjunction with coin service were
excluded from Part 68 because, in the
words of the First Report and Order in
CC Docket No. 19528 establishing the
Part 68 registration program, * “under
present regulatory policies only
telephone carriers may provide coin
telephone service.” 7 At that time, the
only type of coin telephones available
were those activated and controlled
through the telephone company’s central
office, and they were used to provide a
service which was the exclusive
province of the telephone companies.
Moreover, resale of both intrastate and
interstate telecommunications services
was at that time generally prohibited by
telephone company tariffs.*
Manufacturers or purchasers of coin
telephone equipment therefore had no

1982). aff'd sub pom. Maryland v, United States. 103
S CL 1240 (1963),

*56 F.C.C. 2d 553 (197°5). Second Report and
Order. 58 F.C.C. 2d 736 (1970). off d sud nom. North
Carolina Utditivs Commission v. FCC. 552 F.2d 1066
{ath Cir. 1977), cert. dented. 434 LS, 874 (1977)

TS0 F.CC.2d at et 800, n. 7,

*The Commission subsequently found common
carrier tariff restrictions on interstale resale 1o be
unlawful in Resale and Shared Use of Common
Cirrier Services and Facilities, 60 F.C.C. 2d 261
11970). revon. 62 F.C.C. 2d 588 (1977). of"d sub nom
ATAT v. FCC, 572 F2d 17124 Cir.). cert. denied. 439
LS, 875 (1978). Resale and Shared Use of Common
Carrier Domestic Public Switched Network
Services, 13 F.C.C.2d 167 (1980).
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authority under Part 68 to connect such
equipment to the network. More
recently, however, in response to-an
application seeking to regisler & coin-
operated telephone device under Part 88,
the Commission clarified the Part 68
stutus ol coin operated telephones and
interpreted the “coin service” exclusion
contained in §68.2(a)(1) to extend only
to “central office implemented™ coin
service, and not to “instrument-
implemented™ coin telephones.” By so
doing, the Commission affirmed the
registrability of instrument-implemented
coin operated telephones, and the right
of any person purchasing such a
telephone to connect it to the network
and use il to provide authorized
interstaté survices and, to the extent
consonan! with state law and policy,
intrastate services. ' The Commission
reached this result because it
determined that Part 68's coin service
exclusion was directed at the coin
telephones desigoned for use in
conjunction with the telephone
companies’ integrated coin telephone
service and was not formulated in the
cantext of the newly available breed of
instrument-implemented coin devices
tha! could be attached (o regular
telephone company subscriber lines.
The Commission found there was no
valid basis to exclude instrument
implemented coin telephones from the
registration program. *!

I1I. Comments

6. The Commission now has before it
a declaratory ruling petitions which asks
the Commission to find that ATTCOM's
provision of its coinless Card Caller and

*Memoranduin Opinion and Order, FOC 84-270,
released June 25 1064, 49 FR 27,763 {july 6. 16684)
(Coin Registration Order). recon. dealed.
Memoraodum Opinion and Order, FOC 85-18,
roleined Janunry 22, 1985, That order defined “coin
operated lelephone” Lo encompass all telephones
capuble of accepting puyment by specie or paper
money; telephones capable of sccepting payment
solety by credit cird were almwidy rogistrable under
Purt 88, See jofra pote 12 "Coin service” iy defined
1o be the unigue service that uses. typically, o TSPS
[truffic service position sy stem) operator on
telephone company premises in conjunction with a
terminal device that provides coln insert tones and
engages in an electrical protocol exchange with
central office eguipment to control coin deposit
Coin Registration Order at Parn. 8. “Instrument-
implement” cain telephones, by contrast. ure those
coin devices that contain all the intelligence
required o excoute coin accoptance and other cain-
related functions in the telephone nstrument itself,
without central office involvement. without line
polarity reversal. {or other speciel electricul
protocals). snd without TSPS operator intervention.
Tkt Paray, 100

1 in response to a petition for decluratory ruliog
recently filed by Universal Pay Telepbone
Corporation, the Commission has recently issoed an
order clarifying the relstionship between fedecal
and shate regulaiory authorily over pay telephone
sorvices, FOC No, 85-222, reloased May 6, 1885,

" To date. 16 such devices huve been tegistered.

Customs Caller "* pay telephones
violates Computer Il because these
devices are CPE and are not being
offered through the required,
unregulated Computer Il separate
subsidiary. Petitioners argue that these
coinless devices are not within the class
of conventional telephone company-
provided telephone used to provide
traditional coin service excluded from
the Computer 1l definition of CPE. They
claim that Computer II found CPE to be
a severable commodity and required
that CPE be separately provided in
order to promote compelition between
multiple vendors in the terminal
equipment marketplace, Petitioners
reasons that because at the time of
Computer Il no competition existed in
the coin telephone service or equipment
market, and the coin telephones
provided by the local exchange
companies operated in the conjunction
with special coin service lines, coin
telephones were excluded from the class
of equipment to be deregulaled. By
contrast, today there are several
registered coinless pay lelephone
models being competitively supplied. "
and these devices do not require coin
service lines or interaction with central
office equipment, but may be connected
to ordinary business lines."

7. GTE and NPTC, the only parties
supporting the petition, arge the
Commission to find that the equipment
used by carriers to provide pay
telephone service constitutes CPE." Like
petitioners, NPTC argues that Computer
1II's CPE pay telephone exclusion was
formulated in the context of the
traditional telephone company-provided
coin telephone service offered on a

""Both of these devices are Purt 68 registervd. The
Card Caller {reg. no. AS593M-70096-TE~T, which
provides for payment by use of coded magnetic strip
charge cards inserted into the telephone. including
ATAT cards and suthorized commercial credit
cards, was registered by 8 Common Carries Bareau
Order released March 13, 1984, FCC No, 26880, That
Order also registered the "MCI Expressphone”
credit card device (reg. no, DS36XC-70797-TE-T).
The Cu"?r Callor {(reg. No, ASSOSM-63168-MT-E}, a
modified table top multifunclion Genesis telephons
which is sctivated by the customer punching in his
ATAT Calling Cerd number, was registored on
September 15, 1962

" Ifi.

* Although primarily challenging ATTCOM's
provision of credit card devices, pelitioners asgue in
a footnote to their petition that the Computer 1
consequences for similar coin operated devioes, /e
those referred to as “instrument implemented™ by
the lenguage of our Cain Registration Order. should
b identical Petition ol 9, n. 10

" GTE agreen with the petition only insofar as
regards the provision of the “Card Caller”,
“Customer Caller” or other registered magnetic card
or coinless pay telophones. not to the extent it
encompusses coin uctivated welephones. CTE bases
ity position on the grounds that coin telophones,
which had yet 1o he reginternd under Part 88, rase
distinct regulatory issues. CTE Comments at §-5.

monoploy basis which depended on
central office involvement and
specialized coin circuits, and did not
address the more recently available pay
telephone devices which can operate
with ordinary subscriber lines. They
claim that, like ordinary CPE detarified
by Computer II, these newer devices are
logically and technically severable from
the underlying transmission service.
NPTC Comments at 4-6. They
furthermore contend that
notwithstanding Computer II's CPE
definition, the Bureau's March 13, 1984
registration of two credit card services
supra note 12, constitutes a
determination that these registered
devices are indeed CPE."* NPTC
Comments at 5; GTE Comments at 2.
NPTC argues that allowing a dominant
service provider such as ATTCOM to
continue bundling jeopardizes both the
ability of those who wish to offer pay
telephone service to obtain the service
and equipment packages of their choice.
and the development of a competitive
market in this area that is fair to both
carriers and non-carriers. " NPTC
Comments at 6. In NPTC's view, these
arguments apply with equal or greater
force to the divested BOCs.

8. AT&T, Southern Bell, Pacific Bell,
the NYNEX and Southern Bell
Companies, the Mountain Bell
Companies, Bell Atlantic, and the
Ameritech Companies all oppose
imposition of the Computer Il
constraints on BOC/AT&T provision of
coin and credit card devices, and ask
the Commigsion to reaffirm its prior
determination in the Computer 11
decisions that coin and other pay
telephones are not CPE."* In their view,

MNPTC states it does not necessarily oppose
ATAT provision of an end-to-end pay telephon.
service. NPTC suggests that the Commission
conwider & Computer Il waiver until the procecdiog
relating to ATTIS resale and elimination of the
Computer I structuzal separation rules, supro nols
2. are completed, 1o permit ATTCOM (and the
BOCs) 1o prowide an integrated pay telepbone
service. NPTC Comments at 7-8,

"PATAT counters NPTC's elaim by noting that
irrespective of AT&T s manner of providing pay
telephane service. ATAT'S interstate services are
fully wubject to resale and shared vse. ATET Roply
Comments at 2-3.

* In their comments, filed before isswance of the
Commission’s Coin Registration Order first
articulating the instrument Implemented /centrul
office coin service dichotamy, these parties do no!
distinguish between central office and lnstrumen!
implemented varieties of pay telephone service
They generally oppose classifying any carrier
provided pay telephone equipment as CPE and v
the Commission 10 use this proceeding to clurify oad
unravel the “regulatory web in which public
trlophone services ary entwined.” See The
Mountain Bell Companies Comments at 2.
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there are significant differences between
pay telephones and other terminal
equipment, and compelling public policy
reasons which justily excluding pay
ielephones from the category of
Computer 1l CPE. and allowing state
authorities to regulate this type of
equipment. They claim that pay
jelephones—whose true customer is the
general public rather than the owner of
the device—do nol fall within Computer
II's primary definition of CPE because
such telephones are not located “at a
subscriber’s premises” within the
intended meaning of the phrase.
According to AT&T and the BOCs. a
crucial difference between Computer If
CPE and pay telephone equipment is
tha! the former is located on the
premises of an individual who both
owns and is the primary user, 7.6,
customer, of that equipment, while the
latter is located on the premises of a
party who is not its primary user or
customer, Because the true customer of
pay telephone equipment is the general
public, rather than the owner of the
instrument or premises on which it is
located, they conclude these devices are
not CPE. See AT&T Comments at 5.'°
And, in contrast to the CPE detariffed by
Computer II, pay telephones cannot be
severed from the underlying
[ransmission service; the user buys the
cell and does not separately select or
pay for use of the terminal equipment.
Pacific Bell Comments at 3. Contrary to
lhe significance petitioners seek to
altach to a Part 68 registration grant,
these parties argue that the purpose of
the registration rules is to protect the
network from harm and the fact that a
piece of equipment is or is not
registrable, is separate from the
determination as to whether that
lerminal equipment constitutes CPE for
purposes of Computer 11.% They further

'Petitioners’ and NPTC's roply comments contest
the notion that pay telephones are not CPE simply
lecause they ure not on the premises of the primary
wser, In their view, these pay stafions ure located on
rme customer's premises, even if that customer
makes the telephone svallable for use by the

wnerul public or some segment of the poblic

{liliated with him. such us his customers ot
palrons

" Pucific Bell. for example, poinls to the case of

parly line premises equipment. In addition to pay
telephone deviges, Computer 1 initially excluded
from its CPE definition equipment attoched 1o
residential party line service, On reconsideration of
Camputer 11, however, the Commission revised its
definition of CPE to include party ling CPE, 84
FC.C.2d 50, 70, even though this sguipment wis not.
still is not. registrable under the Part 68
pogram, See 92 F.C.C.2d 1. 36-39. Pacific Bell
Comments at 2. See Reply Comments of the
\mernech Companies ut 3-4; NYNEX and Southorn
B/l Reply Comments a1 4-5; jafro nole X1

nd

note that although non-coin devices
have been registered since 1981, the
Commission has on several occasions
since restated the Computer I definition
of CPE without retreating from its coin-
operated/pay telephone exclusion.*

9. AT&T claims that this exclusion is
justified in the case of coinless
telephones because in making such
devices available they are actually
offering telephone service to the public
at large, and not merely equipment to
the premises owner. For their part, the
BOCs contend that the coin and coinless
pay telephones they provide, from which
multiple interchange carriers can
generally be accessed, are offered not as
CPE, but as part of the basic exchange
telecommunications and exchange
access services they are obligated to
provide, They point to language in the
Department of Justice's (DOJ)
Competitive Impact Statement on the
proposed MF],** as well as the MF]
court’s opinion modifying and approving
AT&T's Plan of Reorganization (POR)
implementing the MF],* supporting the
notion that the BOCs provide pay
telephones 10 the public as part of their
exchange telecommunications and
access functions.* According to Bell
Atlantic, even if the Commission finds
pay telephones to be CPE as to AT&T,
the fact that these BOC-provided pay
telephones form a unique and integral
part of their network-access obligations
to the public justifies exempting
exchange carrier public telephones,
whether coin or non-coin, from the
Computer Il regime, and conlinuing to
leave the regulation of this BOC public
telephone service o state commissions.

HATAT points 1o the Report and Order in CC
Docket No. 82-631, FCC 83457, 48 Fed. Reg 50,534
[Nov. 2. 1983}, in which the Commission stated that
“coin-operated and credit card telephones . . . were
speciflcally excluded from the detariffing of CPE
under Computer [l . . ", pura 4. and the December
15, 1983 Opinion and Order in CC Docket #1-#93
detariffing embedded CPE. in which the
Commission relterated that coin-operated ur other
pay telephones are expected from the CPE category
AT&T Comments-at 2-3. Sew a/s0 Southern Bell
Comments at 3 the NYNEX and Southern Bell
Companies Comments a1 3 and Reply Comments at
2-3; Ameritech Companies Reply Comments at 2.

# See Competitive Impact Statement in
Connection with Proposed Modification of Final
Judgment. 47 FR 7170, 7176, n. 21 (Feb. 17, 1982);
Comments of Southwestern Bell at 3; the NYNEX
nnd Southern Bell Companies at 6.

# Spe 560 F. Supp. 1057, 1102 n, 195 (D.D.C, 1983}
Comments of Southwestern Bell at 3-4: The NYNEX
und Southern Bell Companies at 6-7.

*In this regurd, the BOCs poin! to the compelling
public interest and policy issues at stake, noting
that all aspects of coin and pay telephone service.
including the equipment itself, have remained
subject to pervasive regalation at the state level,
irrespective of the Part 68 status of the equipment
See Comments of the NYNEX and Southerm Bell
Companies at 3-5; Pacific Bell, ot 5-& Southwestemn
Bell ot 5-8.

Reply comments at 1-3. They emphasize
that, unlike the interexchange carriers.
the exchange carriers provide pay
stations which will allow access to all
interexchange carriers, not just the
carrier providing the station, and
imposition of the Computer Il rules
would create needless inefficiences in
the provision of this essential public
service. /d.

IV. Discussion

10. The petition now before us asks
the Commission to clarify the federal
regulatory status of the coin and
coinless pay telephone devices now
being made available to the public by
AT&T and the BOCs. This proceeding
provides an opportunity to discuss the
meaning and scope of Computer II's
exclusion of “coin operated or pay
telephones" from the definition of
CPE.** and to consider its applicability
in light of the regulatory and
technological developments since
Computer 11 affecting the provision of
pay telephones. There are three general
types of pay telephones being provided
by carriers subject to Computer I which
this decision must address:

(1) Traditional coin telephones
provided by the BOCs which require
interaction between the telephone
instrument and the central office, and
use special coin service lines,
Interexchange carriers other than AT&T
can be accessed, although this generally
requires that extra digits be dialed.*”

{2) BOC-provided coinless pay
telephones which may be instrument
implemented, central office implemented
or some combination of the two.*%

=The Ameritech Companies focus on the
potentially adverse impact grant of the subrject
petition would have on the ability of the BOCs to
provide & quality public telephone service adapted
10 & multi-carrier equal socess environment, In
particular, they cite the likelihood that treating
public service instruments as CPE would freeze the
technology and flexibility the BOCs now have in
their efforty to pravide pay telephone customers
access to their interexchange carriers of cholce nnd
to nccommadate the diverse billing and credit
arrongements of these various carriers. Ameritoch
Reply Comments ut 3.

™ See supro pard. 4

7 Although the recoed of this proceeding focuses
on the traditional central office coin service
teiephones provided by the BOCs. our finding that
these devices are not CPE for Computer [ purposes
extends to any instrument-implemented coin
telephones that the BOCs may be providing as well
We note that neither the petitioner nor any of the
supporting commenlers advocate that we treat the
coin telephones used to provide traditional coin
sorvice as CPE. Sev Tonka-Southern Reply
Cuomments at 3.

*The record also does not reveal the precise
operational characteristics of the BOC-provided
colnless pay telephones. As Is discussed below, our
nnalysis of the proper regulatory treatment for the «

Cantinusd
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These coinless pay telephones may
involve operator assistance 2° or
insertion of a calling card or commercial
credit card to bill and complete a call.
Multiple interexchange carriers can
generally be accessed from these
coinless pay telephones, und in some
instances. on an equal access basis.*"
(3) Coinless telephones provided by
AT&T which can be used to make
interexchange calls over the AT&T
network. These devices may or may nol
be used to make local calls, depending
upon the individual state policies and
whether or not AT&T is certificated to
provide intra-LATA service in the state.
11. After reviewing the record before
us, we conclude that the Computer [1
pay telephone exclusion encompasses
both the traditional and more recent
voin and coinless pay telephones
provided by the BOCs and ATKT, as
described above, and accordingly. thdt
these devices do not constitute CPE for
purposes of Computer 1L The original
Computer Il policy excluding pay
telephones from “CPE" reflected a
determination that the pay telephone
devices then being provided by
telephone companies formed an integral
part of a communications transmission
service, i.e.. pay telephone service.* and

non-coin pay lelephone devices of the BOCs obtains
whether the intelligence for this service is located in
the instrument, the central office or both, und
whnther or not these devices are regisiored.

# See for example, the “Charge-A-Call” coinless
pay felephone set, Registration No. BWBHT7-88413-
TE-T. granted August 19, 1981. The POR. as
modified, assigned oll the Bell System's "Charge-A-
Call” sets 10 the BOCs. See 560 F. Supp. al 1102, n,
195, supro note 2L

* One example of this type of offering is
Mountain Bell's Goldphone Service, The Goldphone
is & public telephone that affords convenient acvess
to multiple long-distance carrier networks in
addition to ull of the uther culling services
associated with Charge-A-Call colnless public
telephode service. This service substitutes two digit
spoed calling capability for the numerous digits now
required to acoess GTE Spriat and MCI oetworks, In
order o promote “equal access™ ATAT callars must
also dial 4 two digit access code. See letter from
Maouniain Bell to Commigsioner Dennis Patrick,
dated May 7, 1964

Y The ATAT und BOC coin and coinless pay
1elephones used 10 provide pay telephone service
ure part of the public telephone systam, which
includes “public” and “semi-public” telephone
service, “Poblic” telephone service is provided
when a general need for the secvice exists ina
public location such as an alrport ar stree! comer
und the telephone is placed at the option of the
telephone company with the agreement of the
owner (or agen? or lessee) of the property. "Semi-
public” telephone secvice is provided when there is
u tombinution of transient public wad specific
customer use for the service on the customer’s
privately owned premises such as & gasoline station
or restuurant, See Coin Registration Order al note
10, Qur analysis here remaing the same whether the
paty terminals are located at public or semi-public
locations.

s such should remain subject to
regulation under Title Il of the
Communications Act. As originally
conceived, the pay telephone exclusion
recognized that the technical integration
of the pay terminal and central office
facilities characteristic of the coin
service then being provided
distinguished these types of devices
from the general class of CPE being
detariffed by Computer II. While it is
true that the pay telephone exclusion
was formulated at a time when the only
type of coin telephones available were
those activated and controlled through
the telephone company's central office
and vsed to provide coin service which
was the exclusive province of the
telephone companies, we do not agree
with petitioners that the CPE pay
telephone exclusion is therefore limited
to those types of devices.

12. In considering the applicability of
Computer Il to the newer, more
innovative and technologically
advanced coin and coinless pay
telephones, some of which do not rely
upon central office facilities,and
interaction, we conclude that the pay
telephone exclusion does not rest upon
considerations of technical severability
alone. Regardless of the method of
payment or operational characteristics
of these newer devices, they have not
changed in one important respect; the
equipment and transmission capacity
are nol logically severable. Pay
telephones provided by carriers subject
to regulation have histarically been
accorded special regulatory status
because they serve the public service
role of ensuring pay telephone service is
available to the transient, mobile public,
and they bave as their primary customer
or user the general public. Even if the
telephone company describes the
service as “'semi-public” and collecis a
charge from a subscriber such as a bar
or restaurant, the primary customer of
this pay telephone equipment for
Computer Il regulatory purposes is still
the general public or some segment
thereof. As to these customers or users
the telephone instrument and line are
necessarily integrated. The user of these
devices pays a single charge in order to
place a call from a pay telephone at a
public or semi-public location. The
instrument and the pay telephone
service are not severahle from that
customer's perspective. Although free to
choose another location from which to
place his call, the customer cannot
separately select, combine or pay for the
terminal device and transmission line
which are used to make the call. In this
sense, the pay telephones and
transmission capacity provided by

ATK&T and the BOCs are logically an
integrated offering and these carriers
should be permitted to provide them as
an end-lo-end service.”

13. This conclusion is independent of
the issues of Part 68 registration and
competition, In response to peliticners
arguments to the contrary, we nole tha
there is no precedent supporting the
notion that Part 68 registration
inherently classifies equipment as CPE
under Computer IL. While it is true that
equipment! included within the
registration program is equipment that
may be provided by non-carrier vendors
and connected directly to the network. it
is also true, as the BOCs and AT&T
asserl, that registration does not, and
should not, of itself dictate the manner
in which Computer ll-subject carriers
may provide that same equipment.”® A
Part 68 registration grant for a pay
telephone reflects no more than a
determination that it may be connected
to the network without harm; it does not
of itself determine the Computer Il
status of that equipment. Regardless of
whether that equipment is Part 68
registered, for the reasons discussed
above we agree with AT&T and the
BOCs that their pay telephone devices
constitute an offering to the public of 4
communications service.

V. Conclusion

14. The Computer Il exclusion of puy
telephone central office equipment from
the definition of CPE was based upon
the coin service that then existed and
reflected the Commission's
determination that this equipment was
distinguishable from the general class of
CPE to be detariffed and should
continue to be provided in its traditiona!
manner: as part of an end-to-end
communications service. We have

¥ Recent federal and state actions have
introduced an opportunity far competition in the
pay telephone srena, enabling unregulated entities
10 provide pay telephone services on a resale by
through the packoging of puy terminals and
transmission capacity, thus increasing the puy
equipment and service options available 1o the
public. We are not convinced that allowing ATx !
and the BOCs to continue to offer integraied pay
telephone service presents any serjous throat 1o the
viubility of these competitors.

* For example. in the First Report and Order o
CC Pocket No. 81-2186, the Commission adopted
Part 68 rules that permit customers (o Install the:
own noo-system, 7., business and residential one
and two-line, customer premises wiring. Despitc
Inclusion in Part 88 and competitive provision.
however, this inside wiring has been provided by
the telephone companies on a regulated basis. &
F.C.C 2d 527 (1984). In @ recent Further Notice of
Proposed Rulemaking in CC Docket No. 78-105
however, the Commission has proposed the
detariffing of the installation of simple fngide wiios
provided by the telephone companies, FEC 85-142
reloused April B, 1965, See o/so supra note 20.




Federal Register / Vol. 50. No. 113 / Wednesday. June 12, 1985 / Notices

reexamined this exclusion in light of the
various regulatory and technological
changes which have altered pay
telephone devices and the environment
in which they are offered, and find that
the exclusion nonetheless remains valid
today for the variety of pay telephnes
the BOCs and AT&T are making
ysvailable to the public. We therefore
conclude that the pay telephone service
provided by AT&T and the BOCs is a
communications service which should
be provided subject to regulation, and
that the coin and non-coin pay terminals
made available by these carriers do not
constitute CPE for purposes of Compater
IL 5

15, Accordingly, it is ordered, that the
petition for declaratory ruling filed by
Tonka Tools, Inc. and Southern
Merchandise Corp. is denied in
eccordance with the foregoing opinion.
Federal Communications Commission.
William ). Tricarico,
Secretary,
[FR Doc. 84-14173 Filed 6-11-85; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE §712-01-M

Digital Paging Systems, Inc., et al,;
Hearing Designation, Order

in the matter of applications of:

CC Docket No, 85-
188

Uigital Paging Systems, Inc... File No. 50007-CM-
P-74.

Added Attractions, Inc ... File No. 50196-CM-
P74,

Ohlo MDS Corporation....... File No, 50008-CM-
P75,

Omegn  Communications.  File No. 50029-CM-
Inc. P-75.

VideOhio, Inc File No. 50031-CM-
P-75.

Private Networks, ¢ s File No. S0040-0M-
P75,

for construction permits in the Multipoint
Distribution Serviee for a new station on
Chunnel 2, at Indianapolis. Indiana.

Adopted June 4, 1985,

Released June 10, 1985,

By the Common Carrier Bureau.

1. For consideration are the above-
referenced applications. These
epplications are for construction permits
in the Multipoint Distribution Service
and they propose operations on Channel
2 at Indianapolis, Indiana. The
applications are therefore mutually
exclusive and require comparative
considerations. There were no petitions
lo deny filed.

2. Upon review of the captioned
épplications, we find that these
applicants are legally, technically,
fnancially, and otherwise qualified o

provide the services which they
propose, and that a hearing will be
required to determine, on a comparative
basis. which of these applications
should be granted.

3. Accordingly, it is hereby ordered,
that pursuant to section 309{e) of the
Communications Act of 1934, as
amended, 47 U.S.C. 309(¢) and § 0.291 of
the Commission's Rules, 47 CFR 0.291,
the above-captioned applications are
designated for hearing, in a
Consolidated Proceeding, at a time and
place to be specified in a subsequent
Order, to determine, on a comparative
basis, which of the above-captioned
applications should be granted in order
to best serve the public interest,
convenience and necessity. In making
such a determination, the following
factors shall be considered:?

{a) The relative merits of each
proposal with respect Lo efficient
frequency use, particularly with regard
to compatibility with co-channel use in
nearby cities and adjacent channel use
in the same city;

(b) The anticipated quality and
reliabilily of the service proposed,
including installation and maintenance
programs; and

(c) The comparative cost of each
proposal considered in context with the
benefits of efficient spectrum utilization
and the quality and reliability of service
as set forth in issues (a) and (b).

4. Itis further ordered, that Digital
Paging Systems, Inc., Added Attraction,
Ine., Ohio MDS Corporation, Omega
Communications, Inc., VideOhio, Inc.,
Private Networks, Inc. and the Chief of
Common Carrier Bureau, are made
parties 1o this proceeding.

5. It is further ordered, that parties
desiring to participate herein shall file
their notices of appearance in
accordance with the provisions of
§ 1,221 of the Commission’s Rules, 47
CFR 1.221.

6, It is further ordered, that any
authorization granted to Digital Paging
Systems, a wholly-owned subsidiary of
Graphic Scanning Corporation, as a
resull of the comparative hearing shall
be conditioned as follows:

[a) Without prejudice to,
reexamination and reconsideration of
that company’s qualifications to hold an

! Private Networks, Inc. [PN1) filed & petition to
designnte un sdditional issue for hearing. In its
petition. PNI requested comparative cradit for its
minority ownership in 25 of the 28 murkets.
includicg Indianapolia, Indisnn, where it filed
mulvally exclusive Channel 2 applications. Minority
ownership is not u factor the Commission has found
to be relevant In comparative hearings for single

channel MDS staMons. See Frank K. Spain, 77 F.C.C.

24 20 [1980). Accordingly, we are hereby dismissing
the petilion.

MDS license following a decision in the
hearing designated in A.S.D. Answering
Service, Inc., et al., FCC 82-391, released
August 24, 1982, and shall be specifically
conditioned upon the outcome of that
proceeding.

7. The Secretary shall cause a copy of
this Order to be published in the Federa
Register, ;

James R. Keegan,
Chief, Domestic Focilities Division, Common
Carrier Bureou.

[FR Doc. 85-14171 Filed 6-11-85; 5:45 am|
BILLING CODE 6712-01-M

Digital Paging Systems, Inc., et al,;
Hearing Designation Order

In the matter of applications of:

185
Digital Paging Systems, Inc. . File No. 50083-CM-
P-74.
Network, - File No, 50014-CM-
: P25,
Private Networks, Inc. ... File No. 50038-CM-
P-75,

Cross Country
Inc.

For construction permits in the Muoltipaint

‘Distribution Service for a new station on

Channel 2, at Seattle, Washington.
Adopted May 28, 1985,
Released June 10, 1985,

By the Common Carrier Bureau,

1. For consideration are the above-
referenced applications. These
applications are for construction permits
in the Multipoint Distribution Service
and they propose operations on Channel
2 at Seattle, Washington. The
applications are therefore mutually
exclusive and require comparative
consideration. These applications have
been amended as result of informal
requests by the Commission's staff for
additional information. There were no
petitions to deny filed.

2. Upon review of the captioned
applications, we find that these
applicants are legally, technically,
financially, and otherwise qualified to
provide the services which they
propose, and that a hearing will be
required to determine, on a comparative
basis, which of these applications
should be granted.

3. Accordingly, it is hereby ordered,
that pursuant to section 309(e) of the
Communications Act of 1934, as
amended, 47 U.S.C. 300{e) and § 0.201 of
the Commission’s Rules, 47 CFR 0.291,
the above-captioned applications are
designated for hearing, in a consolidated
proceeding, at a time and place to be
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specified in a subsequent Order, lo
determine, on a comparative basis,
which of the above-captioned
applications should be granted in order
to best serve the public interest,
convenience and necessity. In making
such a determination, the following
factors shall be considered: *

(a) The relative merits of each
proposal with respect to efficient
frequency use, particularly with regard
to compatibility with co-channel use in
nearby cities and adjacent channel use
in the same city:

{b) The anticipated quality and
reliability of the service proposed.
including installation and maintenance
programs; and

{¢) The comparative cost of each
proposal considered in context with the
benefits of the efficient spectrum
utilization and the quality and reliability
of service as set forth in issues (a) and
(b).

4. It is further ordered, that Digital
Paging Systems, Inc., Cross Country
Network, Inc., Private Networks, Inc.
and the Chief of Common Carier Bureau,
are made parties to this proceeding.

5. It is further ordered, that parties
desiring to participate herein shall file
their notices of appearance in
accordance with the provisions of
£ 1.221 of the Commission's Rules, 47
CFR 1.221.

6. It is further ordered, that any
authorization granted to Digital Paging
Systems, a wholly-owned subsidiary of
Graphic Scanning Corporation, as a
result of the comparative hearing shall
be conditioned as follows:

{a) Without prejudice to,
reexamination and reconsideration of
that company's qualifications to hold an
MDS license following a decision in the
hearing designated in A.5.D. Answering
Service, Inc., et al. FCC 82-391, released
August 24, 1982, and shall be specifically
conditioned upon the outcome of that
proceeding.

7. The Secretary shall cause a copy of
this Order to be published in the Federal
Register.

James R. Keegan,

Chief. Domestic Facilities Division, Common
Carrier Bureau.

|¥R Doc. 85-14169 Filed 6-11-85; 8:45 am)|
BILLING CODE 6712-01-M

Privinte Networks, Inc. (PNI) filed a petition to
designute an additional issue for hearing. In its
petition, PNI requested comparative credit for s
minority ownership {n 25 of the 20 markets,
including Seattle, Washington, where it filed
mutually exclusive Channel 2 applications. Minority
ownership is not u factor the Commission has found
10 be relevant in comparative hearings for single
channel MDS stations. See Frank K. Spain, 77 F.C.C
2¢4 20 {11980). Accordingly. we ure hereby dismissing
the petition,

Digital Paging Systems, Inc,, et al.;
Hearing Designation, Order

In the matter of applications of:

CC Dockel No. 85
166
Digitial Paging Systems, Inc . File No. 50047-CM-
74,

Microband  Corporation of File No. 50165-CM-

America, P-74,

Greater Medin, Inc....cieoe. File No. 50166-CM-
P-74.

Priviate Networks, Ine ... File No. 50170-CM-
P-74.

Multipoint Information Sys: File No. 50175-CM-
tems, Inc. P74

For construction permits in the Multipoint
Distribution Service for a new station on
Channel 2, at Philadelphia, Pennsylvania.

Adopted May 30, 1985,

Released June 10, 1965,

By the Common Carrier Bureau,

1. For consideration are the above-
referenced applications. These
applications are for construction in the
Multipoint Distribution Service and they
propose operations on Channel 2 at
Philadelphia, Pennsylvania. The
applications are therefore mutually
exclusive and require competitive
consideration. These applications have
been amended as result of informal
requests by the Commission's staff for
additional information. There were no
petitions to deny filed.

2. Upon review of the captioned
applications, we find that these
applicants are legally, technically,
financially, and otherwise qualified 1o
provide the services which they
propose, and that a hearing will be
required to determine, on a competitive
basis, which of these applications
should be granted.

3. Accordingly, it is hereby ordered,
that pursuant to section 309(e) of the
Commission's Act of 1934, as amended,
47 U.S.C. 309(e) and § 0.291 of the
Commission's Rules, 47 CFR 0.291, the
above-captioned applications are
designated for hearing, in a
Consolidated Proceeding, at a time and
place to be specified in a subsequent
Order, to determine, on a comparative
basis, which of the above-captioned
applications should be granted in order
1o best serve the public interest,
convenience and necessity. In making
such a determination, the following
factors shall be considered:!

' Private Networks, Inc. (PNI) filed a petition to
designate an additional issue for hearing. In its
petition, PNI requested compuritive credit for its
minority ownership in 25 of the 26 markets,
including Philadelphia, Pennsylvania, where it filed
mutually exclusive Channel 2 applications, Minorily
ownership s not a factor the Commission has found
1o be relevant in compurative hearings for single
channel MDS stations. Sers®rank K. Spain, 77 F.C.C.

(&) The relative merits of each
proposal with respect to efficient
frequency use, particularly with regard
to compatibility with co-channel use in
nearby cities and adjacent channel use
in the same city;

(b) The anticipated guality and
reliability of the service proposed,
including installation and maintenance
programs; and

(c) The comparative costs of each
proposal considered in context with thi
benefits of efficient spectrum utilization
and the quality and reliability of service
as set forth in issues (a) and (b).

4. It is further ordered, that Digital
Paging Systems, Inc., Microband
Corporation of America, Greater Media
Inc.. Private Networks, Inc.. Multipoint
Information Systems, Inc. and the Chicf
of Common Carrier Bureau, are made
parties to this proceeding.

5. It is further ordered, that purties
desiring to participate herein shall file
their notices of appearance in
accordance with the provisions of
§ 1.221 of the Commission’s Rules, 47
CFR 1.221.

6. 1t is further ordered, that any
authorization granted to Digital Paging
Systems, a wholly-owned subsidiary of
Graphic Scanning Corporation, 4s a
result of the comparative hearing shill
be conditioned as follows:

{a) Without prejudice to.
reexamination and reconsideration of
the company's qualifications to hold an
MDS license following a decision in the
hearing designated in A.S.D. Answer
Service, Inc., et al, FCC 82-3?, released
August 24,1982, and shall be specificolly
conditioned upon the outcome of that
proceeding.

7. The Secretary shall cause a copy of
this Order 1o be published in the Federal
Register.

James R. Keegan,

Chief. Domestic Facilities Diviston, Conii
Carrier Bureau,

|FR Doc. 85-14170 Filed 6-11-85; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 6712-01-M

Digital Paging Systems, Inc., et al,;
Hearing Designation, Order

In the matter of:
CC Docket No. 1

L0
Digiti! Paging Systems, Inc. . File No. 50041-C\-

P74

Private Notworks, Ing. ... File No, 50127-CM-
P74

Midwest Corporation ... File No, 50138-C\-
P-7A

2d 20 (1980). Accordingly. we are hereby dismis=2
the petition
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Fur construction permits in the Multipoint
Distribiution Service for a new station on
Channel 2, at Kansas City, Missouni.

Adopted May 14, 1985.

Released June 7, 1985,

By the Common Carrier Bureau.

1. For consideration are the above-
referenced applications, These
applications are for construction permits
m the Multipoint Distribution Service
and they propose operations on Channel
2 at Kansas City, Missouri. The
applications are therefore mutually
exclusive and, under present
procedures, require comparative
consideration. These applications have
been amended as result of informal
requests by the Commission's staff for
additional information. There were no
petitions to deny filed.

2. Upon review of the captioned
spplications, we find that these
applicants are legally, technically,
financially, and otherwise qualified to
provide the services which they
propose, and that a hearing will be
required to determing, on a comparative
basis, which of these applications
should be granted.

3. Accordingly, it is hereby ordered,
that pursuant to section 308(e) of the
Communications Act of 1934, as
amended, 47 U.S.C. 308(e) and 0.291 of
the Commission's Rules, 47 C.F.R.
§0.201, the above-captioned
applications wre designated for Hearing,
in a Consolidated Proceeding, at a time
and place 1o be specified in a
subsequent Order, to determine, on a
comparative basis, which of the above-
captioned applications should be
granted in order to best serve the public
interest, convenience and necessity. In
making such a determination, the
following factors shall be considered: '

(a) The relative merits of each
proposal with respect to efficient
frequency use, particularly with regard
to compatibility with co-channel use in
nearby cities and adjacen! channel use
in the same city;

(b) the anticipated quality and
reliability of the service proposed,
including installation and maintenance
programs; and

(c) The comparative cost of each
proposal considered in context with the
benefits of efficient spectrum utilization

' Private Networks, Inc. (PNI} (led a petition to
designate an additional issue for hearing. In its
petition, PNI requested compamtive credit for its
minority ownership in 25 of the 28 markets.
including Kansas City, Missouri, where it filed
ntoally exclusive Channel 2 applications. Minority
ownership is not a facter the Commnission has found
1o be relovant in comparative hearings for single
channel MDS stations. Sew Fronk K. Spain, 77 F.C.C.
24 20 (1980). Accordingly. we ane hereby dismissing
the petition,

and the quality and reliubility of service
as set forth in issues (4) and {b).

4. 1tis further ordered, that Digital
Paging Systems, Inc., Private Networks,
Inc.. Midwest Corporation, and the Chief
of Common Carrier Bureau, are made
Parties to this proceeding.

5. It is further ordered, that parties
desiring to participate herein shall file
their notices of appearance in
accordance with the provisions of
§ 1.221 of the Commission’s Rules, 47
CFR 1.221.

6. It is further ordered, that any
authorization granted to Digital Paging
Systems, a wholly-owned subsidiary of
Graphic Scanning Corporation, as a
result of the comparative hearing shall
be conditioned as follows:

(a) Without prejudice to,
reexamination and reconsideration of
that company's qualifications to hold an
MDS license following & decision in the
hearing designated in A.5.0, Answering
Service. Inc., et al, FCC 82-391, released
August 24, 1982, and shall be specifically
conditioned upon the outcome of that
proceeding.

7. The Secretary shall cause a copy of
this Order fo be published in the Federal
Register.

James R. Keegan,

Chief. Domestic Fuacilities Division Common
Carrier Bureau.

[FR Doc. 85-14168 Filed 6-11-85; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 8712-01-M

[CC Docket No. 85-189; File No. 50038-CM-
P-74 etal]

Tel-Car Corp. et al; Hearing
Designation Order

In the matter of applications of:

CC Docket No. 85
189

Tel-Cur Corparstion . File No. 50039-CM-~
P-74.

Multi- Communicalions File No. 50005-CM-
Service, Inc. P74

Private Networks, Inc. ... File No. 50024-0M-
P74,

M.CCA. Service Corpora- File No. 50146~CM-
tioan, -7

For construction permits in the Multipaint
Distribution Service for @ new station an
Channel 2. at Miami. Florida.

Adopted June 4, 1985

Released June 7, 1685,

By the Common Carmier Bureaus.

1. For consideration are the above-
referenced applications. These
applications are for construction permits
in the Mulfipoint Distribution Service
and they propose operations on Channel
2 at Miami, Florida. The applications are
therefore mutually exclusive and require

comparative consideration. These
applications have been amended as
result of informal requests by the
Commission’s staff for additional
information. There were no petitions to
deny filed.

2. Upon review of the captioned
applications, we find that these
applicants are legally, technically,
financiaslly, and otherwise qualified to
provide the services which they
propose, and that a hearing will be
required 1o determine, on a comparative
basis, which of these applicstions
should be granted.

3. Accordingly, il is hereby ordered,
that pursuant to section 309{e) of the
Communications Act of 1934, us
amended, 47 U.S.C. 309(¢} and § 0.291 of
the Commission’s Rules, 47 CFR 0.291,
the above-captioned applications are
designated for hearing, in a consolidated
proceeding, al a time and place to be
specified in a subsequent Order, to
determine, on a comparative basis,
which of the above-captioned
applications should be gramed in order
to best serve the public interest,
convenience and necessity. In making
such a determination, the [oHowing
factors shall be considered:?

{a) The relative morits of each
proposal with respect to efficient
frequency use, particularly with regard
to compatibility with co-channel use in
nearby cities and adjacent channel use
in the same city;

(b) The anficipated quality and
reliability of the service proposed,
including installation and maintenance
programs; and

(c) The comparalive cost of each
proposal considered in context with the
benefits of the efficient spectrum
utilization and the quality and reliability
of service as set forth in issues [a) and
(b),

4. It is further ordered, that Tel-Car
Corporation, Multi-Communications
Service, Inc., Private Networks, Inc.,
M.C.C.A. Service Corporation and the
Chief of Common Carrier Bureau, are
made parties to this proceeding.

5. It is further ordered, that parties
desiring o participate herein shall file
their notices of appearance in
accordance with the provisions of

! Private Networks. Inc. (PN1) Tiled a patition to
designate an additional issue for bearing. In its
petition. PNI roquested comparative credit for it
minority ownership in 25 of the 26 markets,
including Minmi, Florida. where it filed mutually
uxclusive Chunnel 2 applications. Minarity
owrnerabip is not a factor the Commission has found
to be relevan! in comparalive hearings for single
channel MDS stations. Soe Frank K. Spain, 77 F.CL.
2d 20 (1880), Accordingly. wo are hereby dismissing
the petition
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§ 1.221 of the Commission's Rules, 47
CFR 1.221,

6. The Secretary shall cause a copy of
this Order to be published in the Federal
Register.

James R. Keegan,

Chief. Domestic Facilities Division, Common
Cargier Bureauw.

|FR Doc. 85-14172 Filed 6-11-85: 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 6712-01-M

FEDERAL MARITIME COMMISSION

Ocean Freight Forwarder License
Applicants; American Freight
Exchange, Inc., et al.

Notice is hereby given that the
following applicants have filed with the
Federal Maritime Commission
applications for licenses-as ocean freight
forwarders pursuant 1o section-19 of the
Shipping Act, 1984 (46 U.S.C. app. 1718
and 46 CFR Part 510).

Persons knowing of any reason why
any of the following applicants should
not receive a license are requested to
communicate with the Director, Bureau
of Tariffs, Federal Maritime
Commission, Washington, D.C. 20573.
American Freight Exchange, Inc., 149-10

183rd Street, 228, Jamaica, NY
11413,

Officers: Matthew Zip, Chairman,
Lawrence Rein, President, Florence
Cotler, Secretary, Robert Agoglia,
Director

Renate H. Omania d.b.a Waldo's Multi-
Service, 29 Southwaite Court,
Orinda, CA 94563

LS. Carriage International, Inc., 11938
Waveland Avenue, Franklin Park,
IL 60131

Officer: William John Marston, Sole
Officer

Seino Enterprise Corporation, 5250 El
Segundo Blvd.. Hawthorne. CA
90250

Officer: Walter Y. Watanabe,
President

Michael J. Loprimo, 33 Gleaner Lane,
Levittown, NY 11756

By the Federal Maritime Commission.

Dated: June 7, 1985.

Bruce A Dombrowski,

Acting Secretary.

|FR Doc. 85-14009 Filed 6-11-85; 8:45 am|

BILLING CODE 6730-01-M

Ocean Freight Forwarder License
Revocations; Behring International,
Inc,, et al.

Notice is hereby given that the
following ocean freight forwarder
licenses have been revoked by the
Federal Maritime Commission pursuant

to section 19 of the Shipping Act of 1984
(46 U.S.C. app. 1718) and the regulations
of the Commission pertaining to the
licensing of ocean freight forwarders, 46
CFR Part 510.

License Number: 910

Name: Behring International, Inc.

Address: 10,700 N.W. Freeway, Houston,

TX 77092

Date Revoked: May 26, 1985

Reason: Failed to maintain a valid
surely bond.

License Number: 2519

Name: World Transportation Services,
Inc. d.b.a. WTS, Inc.

Address: 1632 So. Redwood Road, Salt
Lake City, UT 84104

Date Revoked: May 29, 1985

Reason: Failed to maintain a valid
surety bond.

License Number: 2508

Name; Samaras International
Corporation

Address: P.O. Box 38235 AMF, Denver,
CO 80238-0235

Date Revoked: June 1, 1985

Reason: Failed to maintain a valid
surety bond

Robert G. Drew,

Director, Bureau of Tariffs.

[FR Doc. 85-14098 Filed 6-11-85; 8:45 am|]

BILLING CODE 6730-01-M

FEDERAL RESERVE SYSTEM

Commonwealth Trust Bancorp, Inc., et
al.; Applications To Engage de Novo in
Permissible Nonbanking Activities

The companies listed in this notice
have filed an application under
§ 225.23(a){1) of the Board's Regulation
Y (12 CFR 225.23(a){1)) for the Board's
approval under section 4(c)(8) of the
Bank Holding Company Act (12 US.C.
§ 1843(c)(8)) and § 225.21(a) of
Regulation Y (12 CFR 225.21(a)) to
commence or to engage de novo, either
directly or through a subsidiary, in a
nonbanking activity that is listed in
§ 225.25 of Regulation Y as closely
related to banking and permissible for
bank holding companies. Unless
otherwise noted, such activities will be
conducted throughout the United States.

Each application is available for
immediate inspection at the Federal
Reserve Bank indicated. Once the
application has been accepted for
processing. it will also be available for
inspection at the offices of the Board of
Governors. Interested persons may
express their views in writing on the
question whether consummation of the
proposal can “reasonably be expected
to produce benefits to the public, such
as greater convenience, increased
competition, or gains in efficiency, that

outweigh possible adverse effects, such
as undue concentration of resources,
decreased or unfair competition,
conflicts of interests, or unsound
banking practices.” Any request for a
hearing on this question must be
accompanied by a statement of the
reasons a writlen presentation would
not suffice in lieu of a hearing,
identifying specifically any questions of
fuct that are in dispule, summarizing the
evidence that would be presented at o
hearing, and indicating how the party
commenting would be aggrieved by
approval of the proposal.

Unless otherwise noted, comments
regarding the applications must be
received at the Reserve Bank indicated
or the offices of the Board of Gavernors
not later than July 3, 1985,

A. Federal Reserve Bank of Cleveland
[Lee S. Adams, Vice President) 1455 Eas
Sixth Street, Cleveland, Ohio 44101:

1. Commonwealth Trust Bancorp, lic
Covington, Kentucky: to engage de nov
through its subsidiary, Commonwealth
Banclease, Inc.,, Covington, Kentucky, in
the leasing of real and personal
property.

B. Federal Reserve Bank of San
Francisco (Harry W. Green, Vice
President) 101 Market Street, San
Francisco, California 94105:

1. First Interstate Bancorp, Los
Angeles, California; to continue to
engage through its subsidiaries, First
Interstate Services Company, Torrance,
California; Resulting Consultants Group
Inc., Atlanta, Georgia; and Transaction
Systems, Ingc.,, Denver, Colorado, in
providing to others data processing and
data transmission services, facilities or
data bases, and to expand the
geographic scope of these activities to
include the entire United States.

Bourd of Governors of the Federal Reserve
System, June 6, 1985,
James McAfee,
Associate Secretary of the Board.
[FR Doc. 85-14077 Filed 6-11-85; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 6210-01-M

First Camden Bancorp. et al,;
Formations of, Acquisitions by, and
Mergers of Bank Holding Companies

The companies listed in this notice
have applied for the Board's approval
under section 3 of the Bank Holding
Company Act (12 U.S.C. 1842) and
§ 225.14 of the Board's Regulation Y (12
CFR 225.14) to become a bank holding
company or to acquire a bank or bank
holding company. The factors that are
considered in acting on the applications
are sel forth in section 3(c) of the Act 12
U.S.C. 1842(c)).
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Each application is available for
immediate inspection at the Federal
Reserve Bank indicated. Once the
spplication has been accepted for
processing, it will also be available for
mspection at the offices of the Board of
Governors. Interested persons may
express their views in writing to the
Reserve Bank or to the offices of the
Board of Governors. Any comment on
an application that requests a hearing
must include a statement of why a
written presentation would nol suffice in
lieu of a hearing, identifying specifically
any questions of fact that are in dispute
and summarizing the evidence that
would be presented at a hearing.

Unless otherwise noted, comments
regarding each of these applications
must be received not later than July 5,
1985.

A. Federal Reserve Bank of Atlanta
(Robert E. Heck, Vice President) 104
Marietta Street NW., Atlanta, Georgia
J0303:

1. First Camden Bancorporation, St.
Marys, Georgia; to become a bank
holding company by acquiring 100
percent of the voting shares of First
National Bank of Camden County, St
Marys, Georgia.

B. Federal Reserve Bank of Chicago
(Franklin D, Dreyer, Vice President) 230
South LaSalle Street, Chicago, lllinois
60690:

1. ¥ M Fincorp. Laotto, Indiana; to
become a bank holding company by
ecquiring 100 percent of the voting
shares of Farmers & Merchants Bank,
Laolto, Indiana.

Board of Gavernors of the Federal Reserve
System, June 6, 1985.

James McAfee,

\ssociate Secretary of the Board.

[FR Doc. 85-14078 Filed 6-11-85; 8:45 am|
BLUNG CODE 8210-01-M

Key BancShares of New York Inc.;
Formation of, Acquisition by, or
Merger of Bank Holding Companies;
and Acquisition of Nonbanking
Company

The company listed in this notice has
applied under § 225.14 of the Board's
Regulation Y (12 CFR 225.14) for the
Board's approval under section 3 of the
Bank Holding Company Act (12 U.S.C.
1842) 10 become & bank holding
company or to acquire voting securities
of s bank or bank holding company. The
Usted company has also applied under
§ 225.23{a)(2) of Regulation Y (12 CFR
25.23{a)(2)) for the Board's approval
under section 4(c)(8) of the Bank
Holding Company Act (12 US.C.
43(c)(8)) and § 225.21(a) of Regulation
Y {12 CFR 225.21{a)) to acquire or

control vating securities or assets of a
company engaged in a nonbanking
activity that is listed in § 225.25 of
Regulation Y as closely related to
banking and permissible for bank
holding companies, or to engage in such
an activity, Unless otherwise noted,
these activities will be conducted
throughout the United States.

The application is available for
immediate inspection at the Federal
Reserve Bank indicated. Once the
application has been accepted for
processing, it will also be available for
imspection at the offices of the Board of
Governors. Interested persons may
express their views in writing on the
question whether consummation of the
proposal can “reasonably be expected
to produce benefits to the public, such
as greater convenience, increased
competition, or gains in efficiency, that
outweigh possible adverse effects, such
as undue concentration of resources,
decreased or unfair competition,
conflicts of interests, or unsound
banking practices.” Any request for a
hearing on this question must be
accompanied by a statement of the
reasons a written presentation would
not suffice in lieu of a hearing,
identifying specifically any questions of
fact that are in dispute, summarizing the
evidence that would be presented at a
hearing, and indicating how the party
commenting would be aggrieved by
approval of the proposal.

Comments regarding the application
must be received at the Reserve Bank
indicated or the offices of the Board of
Governors not later than july 3, 1985.

A, Federal Reserve Bank of New York
(A. Marshall Puckett, Vice President) 33
Liberty Street, New York, New York
10045:

1. Key Bancshares of New York Inc.,
Albany, New York: to become a bank
holding company by acquiring 100
percent of the voting shares of the
following banks: Key Bank N.A.,
Albany; Key Bank of Central New York,
N.A., Watertown; Key Bank of
Southeastern New York, N.A., Chestor:
Key Bank of Western New York, N.A.,
Jamestown; and Key Bank of Long
Island, Sayville, all located in New
York.

Key Bancshares of New York Inc. has
also applied to acquire the following
non-bank companies: Key Trust
Company, Albany, New York (fiduciary,
agency and custodian activities, serving
the State of New York): Key Trust
Company of Florida, N.A., Orlando,
Florida (fiduciary, agency and custodial
activities, serving the Tampa-Orlando
area of Florida); Key Financial Services,
Inc., Wellesley Hills, Maine (making or
acquiring loans to finance personal

property, serving the entire United
States); Key Bank Life Insurance Lid,,
Albany, New York (underwriting credit
life accident and health insurance,
serving the States of New York and
Maine); Key Mortgage Funding Inc.,
Albany, New York (making and
servicing mortgage loans, serving the
State of New York); Key Services
Corporation, Albany, New York {data
processing activities, serving the States
of New York and Maine); Key Advisory
Services Inc., Albany, New York
{investment and financial advisory
services, serving the States of New
York, and New Jersey and the
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania); and
Howe and Rusling, Inc., Rochester, New
York (investment and financia! advisory
services, serving the western portion of
the State of New York).

Board of Governors of the Federal Reserve
System, June 8, 1985.
James McAfee,
Associate Secrelary of the Board.
|FR Doc. 85-14079 Filed 6-11-85; 845 am)
BILLING CODE 6210-01-M

|Docket Nos. R-05158 and R-0515C )

Requests for Comments on Proposals
Regarding Automated Clearing Houses
and Net Settlement Arrangements

AGENCY: Board of Governars of the
Federal Reserve System.

ACTION: Extension of the comment
periods.

SUMMARY: On May 17, 1985, the Board
requested public comment on proposals
regarding automated clearing houses
(Docket No. R-0515B) and net settlement
arrangements (Docket No. R-0515C).
These requests are related to the
Board's attempts to reduce risks in the
payments system that we announced on
the same day, 50 FR 21120 et seq. (May
22, 1985) In both cases, comments wore
due by August 15, 1985. In response to a
request, the Secretary of the Board,
acting pursuant to delegated authority,
12 CFR 265.2(a)(8), has extended the
comment period for 45 days.

DATE: Comments must be received by
September 30, 1985.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Mr. Edward C. Etlin, Deputy Director,
Division of Research and Statistics {202/
452-3368). Mr. Elliott C. McEntee,
Associate Diractor (202/452-3926), Ms.
Florence Young, Advisor (202/452-3055},
Division of Federal Reserve Bank
Operations; or Ms. Joy W. O'Connell,
TDD (202/452-3244).




24704

Federal Register / Vol. 50, No. 113 / Wednesday, June 12, 1985 / Notices
T T — ———

By order of the Secretary of the Board,
acting pursuant lo delegated authority,
12 CFR 265.2[a}(6). June 7, 1985,

Willinm W, Wiles,

Secretary of the Board

{FR Doc. 85-14080 Filed 6-11-85; 8:45 am|
BILLING COOE 6210-01-M

FEDERAL TRADE COMMISSION

Granting of Request for Early
Termination of the Waiting Period
Under the Premerger Notification
Rules

Section 7A of the Clayton Act, 15
L1.S.C. i8a, as added by Title Il of the
Hari-Scott-Rodino Antitrust
Improvements Act of 1976, requires
persons contemplating certain mergers
or acquigitions to give the Federiil Trade
Commission and the Assistant Attorney
General advance notice and to wait
designuted periods before
consummation of such plans. Section
7A(b){2) of the Act permils the agencies,,
in individuals cases, to terminate this
waiting period prior to its expiration and
requires that notice of this action be
published in the Federal Register.

The following transactions were
granted early termination of the waiting
period provided by law and the
premerger notification rules, The grants
were made by the Federal Trade
Commission and the Assistant Attorney
General for the Antitrust Division of the
Department of Justice. Neither agency
intendes to take any action with respect
to these proposed acquisitions during
the applicable waiting period:

Transaction

(1). 85-0408—Bvitodl PLC's proposed ac-

May 22. 1985
ny's proposed acquiston of assets of
Xovox Loarming Systems, (Xerox Corpo-
raton,

May 23, 1685

Do

Transaction

Wailing pedod
eftectve

Teansacbon

MBMMCMlCSMI

UPE).

(3R}] os-osao-ua Foster  Compary's
Proposed aCqUISion of assets ol Inois
Conyal Gull Rairoad, (IC Industnes,
Inc., UPE),

(12) 85-0648~HeathAmerics Corpors
Bon’s Proposed ACQuUIstion of voting so-
Curities of MotroHealth, Inc.

oquieron of sssets of Bankirs Fund-
mmmmm
raton, UPE),

(15) 85-0587—Sicoay Kaplan's vaoud

(Richard T. Conard, MD., UPE),

(17) 85-0525—The fio Tinto-Zinc Corpo
PLC's proposed acquistion of voting
secuntes of Walsh Chemicsl  Cop.,
(Maunce J. Walsh, UPE)

(18 os-ous-—sm Pm Lantted's

dw«mmmua
Northern Arizona, Inc, (Coca-Cola Bot
mmm.&fuﬁm
son, UPE).
nmaa-om-mwwcx

(23) 85-0568-Donaid J. Trump's pro-

posed acquisiion of sssets Of Atlantic

mm(wmm\.
)

(24) 85-0573—The Pillsbury Company's

proposed acquisition of assets of Atlan

Oo.

31) 85-0%577-Dart & Kraft, nc.

Corporation's
posed acquisiton of RCA/Sharp Micro-
noc’ontc\hc & corporalo joint ven-
ture.
139) 85-0585—Sam Fox's proposed ac-

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Sandra M. Peay, Legal Technician
Premerger Notification Office, Bureau of
Competition, Room 303 Federal Trade
Commission, Washington, D.C. 20580,
(202) 523-38684.

By direction of the Commission.
Emily H. Rock,
Secrelary.
|FR Doc. 85-14082 Filed 6-11-85; 8:45 am)|
BILLING CODE 6750-01-M

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND
HUMAN SERVICES

Food and Drug Administration
[Docket No, 85M-0253)

Hoffmann-La Roche, Inc.; Premarket
Approval of the CEA-Roche” EIA
AGENCY: Food and Drug Administration.
AcTION: Notice.

sumMMARY: The Food and Drug
Administration (FDA) is announcing its
approval of the application by
Hoffmann-La Roche, Inc.. Nutley, Nf. /o
premarket approval, under the Medical




Federal Register / Vol. 50, No. 113 /| Wednesday, June 12, 1985 / Notices

24705

Devioe Amendments of 1976, of the
.CEA-Roche* EIA. After reviewing the
recommendation of the Immunology
Devices Panel, FDA's Center for Devices
ind Radiological Health (CDRH)
notified the applicant of the approval of
the appication.
pATE: Petitions for administrative
review by June 12, 1985.
A0DRESS: Wrilten request for copies of
the summary of safety and effectiveness
data and petitions for administrative
review to the Dockets Management
Branch (HFA=305), Food and Drug
Administration, Rm. 4-62, 5600 Fishers
Line, Rockville, MD 20857. 3
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
5K. Vadlamudi, Center for Devices and
Radiological Health (HFZ-440), Food
and Drug Administration, 8757 Georgia
Avenue, Silver Spring, MD 20910, 301-
427-7550.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On June
19, 1984, Hoffmann-La Roche, Inc.,
Nutley, NJ 07110, submitled to CDRH an
application for premarket approval of
the CEA-Roche* EIA, an in vilro device:
The device is an enzyme immunoassay
[EIA) indicated for the quantitative
measurement of earcinoembryonic
antigen [CEA) in human plasma to be
used as an aid in the prognosis and
management of cancer patients in whom
changing concentrations of CEA are
observed. On September 24, 1984, the
Immunology Devices Panel; an FDA
advisory committee, reviewed and
recommended approval of the
application. On May 9, 1985, CORH
approved the application by a letter to
the applicant from the Director of the
Office of Device Evaluation, CORH.

A summary of the safety and
elfectiveness in data on which CDRH
based its approval is on file ity the
Dockets Management Branch (address
above) and is available from that office
spon written reques!, Requests should
be identified with the name of the
device and docket number found in
rackels in the heading of this
document.

A copy of all approved labeling is
available for public inspection at
CORH—contact S.K. Vadlamudi (HFZ-
#0). address above.

Opportunity for Administrative Review

Section 515(d}(3) of the Federal Food,
Drug. and Cosmetic Act (the act) (21
US.C. 360e(d)(3)) authorizes any
Interested persons to petition, under
fection 515(g) of the act (21 US.C.
#0e(g)), for administrative review of
LDRH's decision to approve this
ipplication. A petitioner may request
tither & formal hearing under Part 12 (21
UFR Part 12) of FDA's administrative

practices and procedures regulations or
a review of the application and CDRH's
action by an independent advisory
committee of experts. A petition is to be
in the form of a petition for
reconsideration under § 10.33(b) (21 CFR
10.33(b)). A petitioner shall identify the
form of review requested (hearing or
independent advisory committee) and
shall submit with the petition supporting
data and information showing that there
is # genuine and substantial issue of
material fact for resolution through
administrative review.

After reviewing the petition, FDA will
decide whether to grantor deny the
petition and will publish a notice of its
decision in the Federal Register. If FDA
grants the petition, the notice will state
the issue to be reviewed, the form of
review to be used, the persons who may
participate in the review, the time and
place where the review will occur, and
other details.

Petitioners may, at any time on or
before July 12, 1985, file with the
Dockets Management Branch (address
above) two copies of each petition and
supporting data and information,
identified with the name of the device
and the docket number found in
brackets in the heading of this
document. Received petitions may be
seen in the office above between 9 a.m.
and 4 p.m., Monday through Friday.

This notice is issued under the Federal
Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act (secs.
515(d), 520(h), 80 Stat, 554-555, 571 (21
U.S.C. 360e(d), 360j(h))) and under
authority delegated to the Commissioner
of Food and Drugs (21 CFR 5.10) and
redelegated to the Director, Center for
Devices and Radiological health (21 CFR
5.53).

Dated: June 4, 1985,

John C. Viliforth,

Director. Center for Devices and Radiological
Health,

[FR Dac. 85-14073 Filed 6-11-85; 8:45 am)
BILLING CODE 4160-01-M

|Docket No. 85P-0213]

Canned Pacific Salmon Deviating From
Identity Standard; Temporary Permit
for Market Testing

AGENCY: Food and Drug Administration.
ACTION: Notice.

summaRy: The Food and Drug
Administration (FDA) is announcing
that a temporary permit has been issued
to Geo. A. Hormel & Co. to market test
canned smoked-flavored, skinless and
boneless, chunk salmon. The purpose of
the termporary permit is to allow the

applicant to measure consumer
acceptance of the food.

DATES: This permit is effective for 15
months, beginning on the date the food
is introduced or caused to be introduced
into interstate commerce, but not later
than September 10, 1985.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Johnnie G. Nicholse, Center for Food
Safety and Applied Nutrition (HFF-215),
Food and Drug Administration, 200 C
Street, SW., Washington, DC 20204, 202~
485-0101.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: In
accordance with 21 CFR 13017
concerning temporary permits to
facilitate market testing of foods
deviating from the requirements of the
standards of identity promulgated under
section 401 of the Federal Food, Drug.
and Cosmetic Act (21 U.S.C. 341), FDA is
giving notice that a termporary permit
has been issued to Geo. A. Hormel &
Co,, Austin, MN 55912,

The permit covers limited interstate
marketing tests of canned smoked-
flavored, skinless and boneless, chunk
salmon. The test product deviates from
the standard of identity for canned
Pacific salmon (21 CFR 161.170) in four
ways: (1) the form of pack is chunk, i.e.,
not less than 50 percent of the fill weight
of the salmon is retained on a %-inch
mesh screen: (2) the skin and backbone.
i.e., the vertebrae and associated bones
(neural spines and ventral ribs) will be
removed; (3) the product contains
natural smoke flavoring and adjunct
flavoring ingredients (i.e.. corn ofl, salt,
brown sugar, and dextrose) in an
amount! not to exceed 8.73 percent of the
weight of the food: and (4) a small
amount of water (1 percent of the weight
of the food) will be added to the product
prior to processing to aid in dispersion
of salt. The tes! product meets all
requirements of § 161.170 with the
exception of these deviations. The
permit provides for the temporary
marketing of 100,000 cases of test
product containing twenty-four 6%-
ounce cans each. The test product will
be distributed throughout the
continental United States.

The test product is to be
manufactured at the Tony Downs Food
Co. plant located in Madelia, MN,

Each of the ingredients used in the
food is stated on the label as required
by the applicable sections of 21 CFR
Part 101. This permit is effective for 15
months, beginning on the date the food
is introduced or caused to be introduced
into interstate commerce, but no later
than September 10, 1985,
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—————

Dated: June 5, 1985,
Sanford A. Miller,

Director, Center for Food Safety and Applied
Nutrition,

[FR Doc. 85-14075 Filed 6-11-85; 845 am]
BILLING CODE 4160-01-M

[Docket No. 85P-0272]

Canned Paclfic Salmon Deviating From
Identity Standard; Temporary Permit
for Market Testing

AGENCY: Food and Drug Administration.
ACTION: Notice.

SUMMARY: The Food and Drug
Administration (FDA) is announcing
that a temporary permit has been issued
to Geo. A. Hormel & Co. to market test
canned skinless and boneless chunk
salmon. The purpose of the lemporary
permit is to allow the applicant fo
measure consumer acceptance of the
food.

DATES: This permit is effective for 15
months, beginning on the date the food
is introduced or ceused to be introduced
into interstate commerce, but not later
than (September 10, 1985,

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Johanie G. Nichols, Center for Food
Safety and Applied Nutrition (HFF-215),
Food and Drug Administration, 200 C
Street SW.. Washington, DC 20204, 202-
485-0101.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: In
accordance with 21 CFR 130.17
concerning temporary permits to
facilitate marke! testing of foods
deviating from the requirements of the
standards of identity promulgated under
section 401 of the Federal Food, Drug,
and Cosmetic Act (21 U.S.C. 341), FDA is
giving notice that a temporary permit
has been issued to Geo, A. Hormel &
Co., Austin, MN 55912,

The permit covers limited interstate
marketing tests of canned skinless and
boneless chunk salmon. The test product
deviates from the standard of identify
for canned Pacific salmon (21 CFR
161.170) in three ways: (1) the form of
pack is chunk, i.e., not less than 50
percent of the fill weight of the salmon Is
retained on a ¥%-inch mesh screen; (2)
the skin and backbone, i.e., the
vertebrae and associated bones (neural
spines and ventral ribs) will be
removed; and (3) a small amount of
waler {1 percent of the weight of the
food) will be added to the product prior
to processing to aid in dispersion of salt.
The test product meets all requirements
of § 161.170 with the exception of these
deviations. The permit provides for the
temporary maketing of 300,000 cases of
test product containing twenty-four 6 %-

ounce cans each. The test product will
be distributed throughout the
continenfal United States.

The test product is to be
manufactured at the Tony Downs Food
Co. plant located in Madelia, MN.

Each of the ingredients used in the
food is stated on the label as required
by the applicable sections of 21 CFR
Part 101, This permit is effective for 15
months, beginning on the date the food
is infroduced or caused to be introduced
into interstate commerce, but no later
than September 10, 1985.

Dated: June 5, 1985,

Sanford A. Miller,

Director, Center for Food Safety and Applied
Nutrition.

|FR Doc. 85-14078 Filed 6-11-85; 8:45 am)
BILLING CODE 4160-01-M

Social Security Administration

Demonstration Projects To
Demonstrate Methods for Assisting
Social Security Disability Insurance
Beneficiaries To Obtain Employment;
Announcement of the Availability of
Grant Funds

Correction

In FR. Doc. 85-12960, beginning on
page 23071 in the issue of Thursday,
May 30, 1985, make the following
corrections:

1. On page 23702, in the first column,
the seventh line should read “natural
setting various employment and".

2. Also on page 23702, in the middle
column, the first word in the third line of
the last paragraph should read
“contacting ".

3. On page 23703, in the middle
column, in the paragraph designated
*2.", the second word in the fourth line
should read “resources”.

BILLING CODE 1505-01-M

Research Grants; Announcement of
the Availability of Grants Funds

Correction

In FR Doc. 8512859, beginning on
page 23073 in the issue of Thursday,
May 30, 1985, make the following
corrections:

1. On page 23074, in the first column,
the third line of the last paragraph
should read “fringe benefits) in the post-
war period”.

2. Also on page 23074, in the middle
column, the fifth line of the second
complete paragraph should read “in
priority area SSA-85-01".

3. Also on page 23074, in the middle
column, the forth line of the paragraph

designated “1." should read “"available
from Social Security™.

BILLING CODE 1505-01-M

DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND
URBAN DEVELOPMENT

Office of the Assistant Secretary for
Public and Indian Housing

| Docket No. N-85-1470; FR-2048)

Prototype Cost Determinations Issued
Under the United States Housing Act
of 1937

AGENCY: Office of the Assistant
Secretary for Public and Indian Housing,
HUD.

ACTION: Notice of prototype cos!
determinations for the State of New
Mexico.

SUMMARY: This nolice establishes
protetype cost limits for the
development of public housing new
consiruction projects under the United
States Housing Act of 1937 for the State
of New Mexico. The New Mexico
prototype costs are based on five markel
areas rather than the 20 marke! areas
used in the schedules published on
December 6, 1984 (49 FR 47772). This
notice supersedes the New Mexico
schedules published in the prior notice.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Raymond W, Hamilton, Director.
Development Division, Office of Public
Housing, Room 4220, Department of
Housing and Urban Development, 451
7th Street SW., Washington, D.C. 20410
Telephone (202) 426-0938, (This is no! 4
toll-free number.)

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On
December 6, 1984 (49 FR 47772), the
Department published its annual
prolotype cos! limit determinations for
the development of new construction
projects under the United Stales
Housing Act of 1937, The cost limit
determinations for the State of New
Mexico annpunced in that notice were
based on 20 prototype marketing areas
A subsequent review of actual dwelling
construction and equipment costs in
these 20 areas indicated that five
marketing areas would more accurately
reflect current conditions. Accordingly
this notice amends the New Mexico
protolype cost limits based on five
marketing areas.

The five marketing areas include the
following counties:

Zone I—Albuguerque
Bernalillo.




Federal Register / Vol. 50, No. 113 | Wednesday. June 12, 1985 / Notices

24707

Zone H—Sitver City
Catron, Cibola, Grant, Hidalgo, Los

Alamos, McKinley, Rio Arriba,
Sandoval, San Juan, and Valencia.

Zone HI—Clovis

Chaves, Curry, Dona Ana, Eddy.
Harding, Lea, Luna, Otero, Quay,
Roosevelt, Sierra, Socomro, and Union.

Zone IV—-Santa Fe

Colfax, DeBaca, Guadalupe, Lincoln,
Mora, San Miguel, Santa Fe, and
Torrence.

Zone V—=Tuaos

Taos

This notice does not affect the Indian
prototype areas or Indian prototype cost
determinations for the State of New
Mexico published April 25, 1985 {50 FR
16438).

Written comments will be considered
and additional amendments published if
the Department determines that
amendments are justified in light of the
comments. Comments should be sent to
the Fort Worth Regional Office, 221 W.
Lancaster, P.O. Box 2905, Fort Worth,
TX 76113-2905.

A Finding of No Significant Impact
with respect o the environment required
by the National Environmental Policy
Act {42 U.S.C. 4321-4347) is unnecessary
since statotorily required prototype

PrROTOTYPE PER LiMIT COST SCHEDULE

cosis are categorically excluded under
24 CFR 50.20(1).

The Catalog of Federal Domestic
Assistance program number is: 14,146,
Low Income Housing Assistance
Program (public housing).

The prototype per unit cost schedules
for prototype cost areas, issued under 24
CFR Part 941, Protatype Cost Limits for
Low-Income Public Housing are
amended as shown on the tables set
forth below entitled “Prototype Per Unit
Cost Schedule—Region V1. New
Mexico.”

Dated: June 5, 1985,

Warren T, Lindquist,

Assistant Secretory for Public and Indian
Housing.
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[FR Doc. 85~14000 Filed 6-11-85; 8:45 am]
SILLING CODE 4210-33-M

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
Bureau of Indian Affairs

School Construction Priorities List, FY
1986

May 28, 1985.

ACTION: Bureau of Indian Affairs,
Depariment of Interior.

ACTION: Notice.

SUMMARY: This notice is published in
exercise of authority delegated by the
Secretary of Interior to the Assistant
Secretary Indian Affairs by 208 DM 8.
The school construction priority list has
been revised for FY 1986 as required by
Pub, L, 95-561; 92 Stat. 2319. Section

1125{0) requires that: At the time any
budge! reguest for school construction is
presented. the Secretary shall publish in
the Federal Register and submit with the
budget request the current list of all
schoal construction priorities.

This notice for FY 1986 provides the
curremt revised list of proposed
construction projects.

Construction of these projects is
subject to the availabilitiy of funds and/
or the slatus of currently committed
construction projects approved by
Congress. Committed projects are Two
Eagle River Indian High School, MT. and
Rocky Boy High School, MT.

The current list of school construction
projects applies to FY 1986 based upon
the Bureau's criteria for ranking projects
using “unhoused" students. A revised

list is developed and published for each
succeeding fiscal year.

Further information regarding this lis
or the ranking process may be oblained
from Frank Latta, Chief, School
Fugilities Staff, Bureau of Indian Affairs,
Roam 308 South Interior Building,
telephone number (202) 343-1484. BIA,
Contract and Previeusly Private School
Construction Ranking—FY 1986.

1. Oglala High School, SD, St. Franois
School, SD;

2. Turtle Mosmtain Middle School, ND.

3. Coeur d"Alene Elementary School,
1D.

4, Cheyenne River High School, SD.
John W. Fritz,

Acting Assistant Socretory—Indian Affairs.
[FR Doc. 85-14103 Filed 6-7-85; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4310-02-M
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Plan For the Use and Distribution of
Pauma Band of Mission Indians
Judgment Funds in Docket 80-A
Before the United States Claims
Courts

June 4. 1985

This notice is published in exercise of
authority delegated by the Secretary of
the Interior to the Assistant Secrelary
for Indian Affairs by 200 DM 8.

The Act of October 19, 1973 (Pub. L.
93-134, 87 Stal. 466), as amended,
requires that a plan be prepared and
submitted to Congress for the use or
distribution of funds appropriated to pay
# judgment of the Indian Claims
Commission or Court of Claims to any
Indian tribe. Funds were appropriated
on November 16, 1983, in satisfaction of
the-award granted to the Pauma Band of
Mission Indians before the United States
Claims Court in Docket 80-A, The plan
for the use und distribution of the funds
was submitted to the Congress with a
letter dated November 7. 1984, and was
received (as recorded in the
Congressional Record] by the Senate on
November 9, 1984, and by the House of
Representatives on November 9, 1984,
The plan became effective on'April 18,
1985, as provided by the 1973 Acl. as
amended by Pub. L, 97-458, since a joint
resolution disapproving it was not
enacted. The plan reads as follows:

The funds of the Pauma Band of
Mission Indigns, appropriated
November 16, 1983, in Docke! 80-A
before the United States Claims Court,
less attorney fees and litigation
expenses, and including all interest and
investmen! income accrued. shall be
used and distributed as follows:

Per Capita Payment Aspect

Eighty (80) percent of the funds shall
be utilized for per capita payments and
dividend payments as distributed by the
Secretary of the Interior (hereinafter the
“Secretary”’). One Thousand Five
Hundred Dollars ($1.500) shall be
distributed per capita to all tribal
members born on or prior to and living
on the effective date of this plan, The
balance of the eighty (80) percent, and
any amounts left from the per capita
payment, shall be invested by the
Secretary, with the interest and
invesiment income accured to be
utilized for periodic dividend payments
to tribal members as designated by the
tribal governing body and approved by
the Secretary.

Programing Aspect

Twenty (20) percent of the funds shall
be invested by the Secretary and
utilized by the tribal governing body on
a hudgetary basis subject to the
approval of the Secretary, for the
following purposes:

A. Agricultural Development—8$25,000.

B. Domestic/Irrigation Water Use—
S$15,000,

C. Tribal Administrative Costs—
$10,000.

D. Public Address System—$1,000.

E. Burial Gasoline Fund—S$5,000.

F. Completion of Gas Station and
Purchase of gasoline—S$8,000.

G. The balance of the twenty (20)
percent set aside for programing shall be
invested by the Secretary. Fifty (50)
percent of the interest accrued shall be
used to establish an education fund. All
remaining funds including principal and
interest shall only be used with the
recommendation of the general council
of the Panma Band subject to the
approval of the Secretary. None of the
twenly (20) percent programing porfion
of the funds shall be available for per
capita or dividend payments.

General Provisions

The per capita shares and dividend
payments of living. competent adults
shall be paid directly to them, The
shares and payments of deceased
individual beneficiaries shall be
determined and distributed in
accordance with 43 CFR, Part 4, Subpart
D. The shares and payments of legal
incompetents and minors shall be
handled as provided in the Act of
QOctober 19, 1973, 87 Stal. 466, as
amended January 12, 1983. 96 Stat. 2512

None of the funds distributed per
copita or as dividend payments or made
available under this plan for programing
shall be subject to Federal or State
income taxes, nor shall such funds nor
their availability be considered as
income or resources nor otherwise
utilized as the basis for denying or
reducing the financial assistance or
other benefits to which such household
or member would otherwise be entitled
under the Social Security Act or, excep!
for per capita shares in excess of $2.000,
an Federal or federally assisted
programs.

Sidney L. Mills,

Acting Deputy Assistant Secretery—Iudion
Affairs.

|FR Doc. 85-14194 Filed 6-7-85; 8:45 am)
BILLING CODE 4310-02-M

Plan for the Use and Distribution of the
Walker River Paiute Tribe's Judgment
Funds in Docket 87-E Before the
United States Claims Court

June 4. 1985,

This notice is published in exercise of
authority delegated by the Secretary of
the Interior to the Assistant Secretary
for Indian Affairs by 209 DM 8.

The Act of October 19, 1973 (Pub. 1.,
93-134, 87 Stal. 466), as amended,
requires that a plan be prepared and
submitted to Congress for the use or
distribution of funds appropriated to pay
& judgment of the Indian Claims
Commission or Court of Claims to any
Indian tribe. Funds were appropriated
on November 9, 1983. in satisfaction of
the award granted to the Walker River
Paiute Tribe of Indians before the
United States Claims Court in Docke!
87-E. The plan for the use and
distribution of the funds was submitted
to the Congress with a letter dated
November 7, 1984, and was received (as
recorded in the Congressional Record)
by the Senate on November 8, 1984, and
by the House of Representatives on
November 8, 1984. The plan became
effective on April 18, 1985, as provided
by the 1973 Act, as amended by Pub. L
97-458, since a join! resolution
disapproving it was not enacted.

The plan reads as follows:

The funds of the Walker River Paiute
Tribe, appropriated November 9, 1983, in
Docket 87-E before the United States
Claims Court, less attorney fees and
litigation expenses, and including all
interest and investment income accrued
shall be used and distributed as follows

Per Capita Payment Aspect

Eighty (80) percent of the funds shall
be distributed in the form of per capita
payments by the Secretary of the
Interior (hereinafter the “Secretary”) in
sums as equal as possible to all tribal
members born on or prior to and living
on the effective date of this plan, excep!
that, individuals who have received per
capita payments or dividend payments
from any other federally recognized
tribe or tribes. by virtue of tribal
membership, shall not be eligible to
participate in the per capita payment
aspect of this plan.

The tribal governing body shall
establish, with the approval of the
Secretary, a procedure and deadline for

the filing of applications for tribal
enrollment. Such deadline shall not be
established on a Saturday, Sunday or
legal holiday.
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Programing Aspect

Twenty (20) percent of the funds, and
any dmounts remaining from the per
capita payments provided above, shall
be invested by the Secretary, and
utilized by the tribal governing body on
a budgetary basis, subject to the
approval of the Secretary, for tribal
social and economic development
programs. Such programs may include,
but are not fimited to, tribal
sdministration, capital improvements
and collateral on loans.

General Provisions

The per capita shares of living,
competent adults shall be paid directly
to them. The per capita shares of
deceased individual beneficiaries shall
be determined and distributed in
accordance with 43 CFR, Part 4, Subpart
D. Per capita shares of legal
incompelents and minars shall be
handled as provided in the Act of
October 19, 1973, 87 Stat. 466, as
amended. January 12, 1983, 96 Stat. 2512,

None of the funds distributed per
capital or made available under this
plan for programing shall be subject to
Federal or State income, taxes, nor shall
such funds nor their availability be
considered as income or resources nar
otherwise utilized as the basis for
denying or reducing the financial
assistance or other benefits 1o which
such household or member would
otherwise be entitied under the Social
Security Act or, excep! for per capita
shares in excess of $2.000, any Federal
or federally assisted programs.

Sidney L. Mills,

Acting Deputy Assistant Secrelory—indian
Affairs.

[FR Doc. 85-14185 Filed 6-11-85; 8:45 am)
BILLING CODE £310-02-M

Notice of Proposed Findings Against
Federal Acknowledgment of the

Tchinouk Indians of Oregon

May 30, 19485

This notive is published in the
cxercise of authority delegated by the
Secretary of the Interior to the Assistant
Secretary—Iindian Affairs by 209 DM 8.

Pursuarnt to 25 CFR 83.9(1) (formerly 25
CFR 54.9(f)}, notice is hereby given that
the Assistan! Secreliary proposes to
decline to acknowledge that the:
Tchinouk Indians, c/o Karleen Parazoo,
5621 Altamount Drive, Klamath Falls,
Oregon 97601, exist as an Indian tribe
within the meaning of Federal law. This
nolice is based on a determination that
the Tehinouk do not meet four of the
criteria set farth in 25°CFR 83.7 and.,
therefore. do not meet the requirements

necessary for a government-to-
government relationship with the United
States.

The Tchinouk Indians descend from
an unknown band or bands of Chinook
Indiuns who inhabited the Columbia
River Basin in Oregon and Washington.
(For the purpose of this proposed finding
Tchinouk should be understood as
referring to the petitioning group and
Chinook as referring to the aboriginal
tribe.) The documented history of the
Chinooks hegan in 1788. The vast
majority of the aboriginal population
died in an epidemic in the 1838's. The
Tchinouk Indtans generally trace their
Chinook ancestry fo two Chinook
women who married French-Canadian
traders from the Hudson's Bay Company
prior to 1830. The specific Chinook band
these women were from, or whether
they were Lower of Upper Chinovk.
could not be determined. These
individuals settled in the French Prairie
region of northwestern Oregon in the
1830's, becoming pant of the community
of Franch-Canadians and mixed-bloods.
There is no evidence that they formed a
distinct Indian community within French
Prairie.

By the late 1870's, many of the mixed-
blood descendants of these Tchinouk
families, along with other mixed-bloods,
had migrated to Douglas and Lane
Couaties in southwestern Oregon. Many
seltled in an area near Sutherlin, where
may Indians and mixed-bloods from
different parts of Oregon also settled,
and with whom they developed some
kinship ties. Shortly after 1909, two of
the Tchinouks meved eas! to the
Klamath Indian Reservation in southern
Oregon, inlermarrying with the local
Indian community.

The collection of mixed-blood and
Indian families in the Sutherlin area
which included the Tchinouk families
did not form a distinct Indian
community. although many were
individually indentified as Indians of
one tribe or another. There was no
known leadership or other political
structure which governed them as «
distinot body of peeple.

Prior to 1957, most of the
members were not identified as being
Chinook but rather as being members of
other tribal groups, usually U
They participated in several Indian
claims organizations which began in the
1920's which were identified as Umpgua
and which included many non-Tchinouk
famities from the Umpqua Valley region
of Douglas County. None of these
organizations served as a political entity
governing the group's membership. The
Tehinouks applied for payment under
the Westermn Oregon judgment fund as
Umpygua, Malalla or Calapuya and were

rejected in 1957 when their ancestry was
determined to be Chinook.

The Tchinouk Indians have only had a
formal structure since orgamizing in 1974
and have only been identified asw
Chinook group since that date. The
group’s constitution and bylaws
describe how the membership is
determined and how the governing body
of the group functions.

Approximately 94 percent of the
group’s 304 members can document
descendancy from one or both of the
original Chinook ancestors and maet the
groop’s membership criteria. The other
percent were found ineligible for
membership due to the fact that their
ancestry could not be determined or
they did not have Chinook ancestry.
Only ore of the group’s members
belonged to a recognized tribe.

Detailed research led to the
conclusion that the Tchinouk Indians
are forbidden the Federal relationship
by the Westeon Oregon Termination Act
of 1954. Although not specifically named
in the act. the act’s braad language
applied to them and other non-
reservation Indians of Southwestern
Oregon, Many members of (he Tchinouk
received termination services under the
act,

Based on this preliminary factual
determination, we conclude thal the
Tchinouk Indians meet critenia d, €. and
f. but do not meet criteria . b, . or g, of
Section 83.7 of the Acknowledgment
regulations, Even i it were determined
that the Western Oregon Termimation
Act did not apply to this group. the
petitioner would still fail to meet three
of the acknowledgment oriteria.

Section 83.8(g) of the regulations
provides that any individual or
orgunization wishing to challenge the
proposed finding may submit factual or
legal arguments and evidence to rebm
the evidence relied upon. This material
must be submitted within 120 days from
the date of publication of this notice.

Under section 83.9(f) of the Federal
regulations, a report summarizing the
evidence for the proposed decision is
available to the petitioners and
interested parties upon written request.
Comments and requests for a copy of
the report should be addressed 1o the
Office of the Assistant Secretary—
Indian Affuirs, 1951 Constitution
Avenue NW., South Interior Builiding,
Room 32. Washington, 1).C. 20245,
Attention: Brunch of Acknowledgment
and Research.

ARter consideration of the written
arguments and evidence rebutting the
proposed finding and within 60 days
after the expiration of the 120-day
response period. the Assistant Secretary
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will publish the final determination
regarding the petitioner’s status in the
Federal Register as provided in § 83.9(h).
Theodore C. Krenzke,

Acting Deputy Assistant Secretary—Indian
Affairs,

{FR Doc. 85-14196 Filed 6-11-85; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 4310-02-M

Bureau of Land Management
|CA 17118)

Noncompetitive Sale of Public Lands
in Trinity County, California; Notice of
Realty Action

AGENCY: Bureau of Land Management,
Interior.

ACTION: Realty Action—Noncompetitive
sale of public land in Trinity County,
California.

sUMMARY: The following described
public land has been examined, and
identified as suitable for disposal by
sale under Sec. 203 of the Act of October
21, 1976 (90 Stat. 2750; 43 U.S.C. 1713), at
no less than the appraised fair market
value. Appraisal value will be available
prior to sale at BLM area office,
Redding. California.

Legal Descriptions:
Township 31 North, Range 11 Wesl,

M.D.B.&M.,

Sec. 2 NWWUNWULSEVNE Y.

Containing approximately 2.5 acres.

The above described land will be
offered as a direct sale to: Thomas and
Rachel Brezinski.

This direct sale is necessary 1o protect
equities arising from inadvertent
unauthorized use, as a result of private
surveying errors. The proposed sale area
contains a protion of their residence and
improvements which have been
established for may years. The area to
be conveyed will accommodate the
subjec! inadvertent trespasses upon
public land. comply with Trinity County
Planning Department requirements, and
assure that no'uneconomie, difficult-to-
manage remnant is created.

The proposed sale has been examined
and found suitable for disposal under
the said Act of October 21, 1976, and is
consistent with the approved Redding
Resource Area Land Use Plans.

BLM may withdraw this land from
sale at any time if, in the opinion of the
Authorized Officer, consummation of
the sale would not be in the best interest
of the United States.

The terms and conditions applicable
to the sale are as follows:

1. A right-of-way for ditches and
canals will be reserved to the United
States (43 U.S.C. 945).

2. The land will be sold subject to
those rights for electric transmission line
purposes as have been granted to Pacific
Cas and Electric Company. Serial #S
051295, under the Act of March 4, 1911
(43 U.S.C. 961),

3. It has been determined that the
subject parcel contains no known
mineral values. Therefore, as a
condition of sale, a $50.00 nonrefundable
fee will be required for conveyance of
those mineral interests offered for
conveyance in the sale.

Publication of this Notice in the
Federal Register, segregates the public
lands from appropriation under the
public land laws, including the mining
laws. The segregative effect shall
terminate upon issuance of patent, upon
publication in the Federal Register of a
termination of the segregation, or 270
days from the date of publication,
whichever occurs first,

Detailed information concerning the
sale, including the environmental
assessmenl and land report are
available for review at the Redding
Resource Area Office, 355 Hemsted
Drive, Redding, California 96002. The
appraisal for this parcel will be
available prior to sale.
pATE: Comments should be sent to the
following address no later than July 30,
1985.

ADDRESS: Comments and suggestions
should be sent to: Area Manager,
Redding Resource Area, Bureau of Land
Management, 355 Hemsted Drive,
Redding, California 96002.

Comments will be evaluated by the
State Director who may vacate or
modify this realty action and issue a
final determination. In the absence of
any action by the State Director, this
realty action will become a final
determination for the Bureau of Land
Management.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:

Robert ], Bainbridge, (916) 246-5325.
Dated May 31, 1985,

Robert . Bainbridge,

Redding Area Manager.

[FR Doc. 85-14197 Filed 6-7-85; 8:45 am|

BILLING CODE 4310-40-M

New Mexico; Notice of Filing of Plat of
Survey

May 30, 1985

The plat of survey described below
was officially filed in the New Mexico
State Office, Bureau of Land
Management, Sante Fe, New Mexico,
effective at 10:00 a.m. on May 30, 1985.

The dependent resurvey of a portion
of the north boundary and a portion of
the subdivisional lines of Township 14

North, Range 4 West, New Mexico
Principal Meridian, New Mexico, undes
Group 807 NM.

This survey was requested by the
Area Director, Bureau of Indian Affairs,
Albuquerque Area Office, Albuguerque
New Mexico.

The plat will be in the open files of th
New Mexico State Office, Bureau of
Land Managemen!, P.O, Box 1449, Sun!:
Fe, New Mexico 87501. Copies of the
plat may be obtained from office upon
payment of $2.50 per sheel.

Gary S. Speight,

Chief, Branch of Cadastral Survey.

|FR Doc. 85-14198 Filed 6-11-85; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 4310-FB-M

Fish and Wildlife Service

Receipt of Application for Permit;
Atlanta Zoological Park et al.

The following applicants have applicd
for permits to conduct certain activities
with endangered species. This notice is
provided pursuant to Section 10{¢) of the
Endangered Species Acl.of 1973. as
amened (16 U.S.C. 1531, et seq.):

PRT-695185
Applicant: Atlanta Zoological Park, Atlan
CA.

The applicant requests a permit to
import bne captive-hatched gharial
(Gavialis gangeticus) from the Atagawu
Tropical and Alligator Farm, Shizuoka
Japan, for enhancement of the
propagation of the species.

PRT-695144
Applicant: Dr. Margaret R. Clarke, Kenner
LA

The applicant requests a permit to
import up to 75 blood samples from wild
howler monkeys [Alovatta palliata
{villosa)] in Costa Rica for the purpos:
of scientific research.

PRT-690573

Applicant: Lincoln Park Zoo, Chicago. 1L

The applicant requests a permit to
import a female Afghanistan leopard
(Panthera pardus saxicolor) from the
Doha Zoological Garden, Doha, Qatar
for the purpose of enhancement of
propagation.

PRT-685179
Applicant: Arden Glen Mohwinkel,
Anchorage. AK.

The applicant requests a permit to
import the personal sport-hunted trophy
of a bontebok (Damaliscus d. dorcas)
culled from the captive herd of C.J.
Retief, Harrismith, South Africa, for the
purpose of enhancement of propagation
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PRT-6M026
Applicant: Louistana Dept, of Wildlife &
Fisheries, Grand Chenier, LA.

The applicant requests a permit to
{ske (capture, band. release and
maniter) 50-100, 8-11 week-old brown
pelicans (Pelecanus oceldentalis
corolinensis) within Louistana for
scientific research.

PRT-604804
\pplicant: Michael P. Yoder-Williams,

Iniversity of California, Truckee, CA.

The-applicant requests a permit to
tuke @ single herbarium specimen of the
Truckee barberry [Mahonia (= Berberis)
sonnei] at each new population site
discovered in the eastern Sierra Nevada
region of CA and NV for scientific
x't'm'nH‘Ch.

PRT-605468

Applicant : National Park Service, Golden
Gate Notional Recreation Area, Sin
Francisco. CA.

The applicant requests a permit to
luke (capture, band, release) five
peregrine falcons (Falco peregrinus) and
five bald eagles (Haliaeetus
‘vucocaphalus) at P Diablo on the
recreation area for scientific research,

Documents and other information
submitted with these applications are
available to the public during normal
business hours (7:45 am to 4:15 pm)
Room 611, 1000 North Glebe Road,
Arlington, Virginia 22201, or by writing
to the Director, U.S: Fish and Wildlife
Service of the above address.

Interested persons may comment on
any of these applications within 30 days
of the date of this publication by

data to the Director at the above
iddress. Please refer to the appropriate
PRT number when submitting
comments.

Inted: June 7, 1965
Larry LaRochelle,
\cting Chief, Branch of Permits, Federal
Wildlife Permit Office. ‘
'R Doc. 83-14129 Filed 6-11-85: 8:45 am]
BLUNG CODE 4310-55-M

National Park Service

Golden Gate National Recreation Area
Advisory Commission; Meeting

Notice is hereby given in accordance
with the Federal Advisory Committee
Act that a meeting of the Golden Gate
National Regreation Area Advisory
Commission will be held at 10:00 a.m.
(ST} on Saturday. June 22, 1985 al West
Marin School, Point Reyes Station,
California,

The Advisory Commission was
established by Pub, L. 92-589 to provide
lor the free exchange of ideas between

the National Park Service and the public
and to facilitate the solicitation of
advice or other counsel from members
of the public on problems pertinent to
the National Park Service systems in
Marin, San Francisco and San Mateo
Counties.

Members of the Commission are as
follows:

Mr. Frank Boerger, Chairman
Ms. Amy Meyer, Vice Chair
Mr. Emest Ayala

Mr. Richard Bartke

Mr. Fred Blumberg

Ms. Margot Patterson Doss
Mr. Jerry Friedman

Mr. Charles Gould

Mr. Daphne Greene

Ms. Peter Haas, Sr.

Mr. Burr Heneman

Mr. John Mitchell

Ms. Gimmy Park Li

Mr. Merritt Robinson

Mr. John J. Spring

Dr. Edgar Wayburn

Mr, Joseph Williams.

The main agenda items are grazing in
the Golden Gate National Recreation
Area and Point Reyes, and bicycles and
trails in the Point Reyes area.

The meeting is open to the public. Any
member of the public may file with the
Commission a written statement
concerning the matters to be discussed.

Persons wishing to receive further
information on this meeting or who wish
to submit written statements may
contact General Superintendent John H.
Davis, Golden Gate National Recreation
Area, Building 201, Fort Mason, San
Francisco, CA 94123.

Minutes for the meeting will be
available for public inspection by July
22, 1985, in the office of the General
Superintendent, Golden Gate National
Recreation Area, Fort Mason, San
Francisco, CA 94123,

Dated: June 3, 1085,
Howard Chapman,
Regional Director, Wastorn Region.

[FR Doc. 8514117 Filed 6-11-85; 8:45 am)
BILLING CODE 4310-70-M

Ilinois and Michigan Canal National
Heritage Corridor Commission;
Meeting

Notice is hereby given, in accordance
with the Federal Advisory Committee
Acl, 86 Stat. 770, 5 U.S.C. App. 1, as
amended by the Act of September 13,
1976, 90 Stat. 1247, that a meeting of the
Illinois and Michigan National Heritage
Corridor Commission will be held June
1819, 1885, beginning at 1:30 p.m. on
June 18 and at 8:30 a.m, on June 19 at the

Starved Rock Lodge, Starved Rock State
Park, Utica, lllinois.

The Commission was ariginally
established on August 24, 1984, pursuant
to provisions of the llinols and
Michigan Canal Nutional Heritage
Corridor Act of 1984, 98 Stat. 1456, 16
U.S.C. 461 to implement and support the
conceptual plan,

Matters to be discussed at the June 18
meeting will include an orientation for
the commission members regarding
legislation, the concept plan, and an
explanation of the terminology and
support services concerning contracts
and vouchers. On June 19, there will be
a discussion regarding the commission,
its organization, and the offices 1o be
filled which will then be followed by an
election of officers.

The meeting will be open to the
public. Interested persons may submit
written statements to the official listed
below prior to the meeting. Further
information concerning the meeting may
be obtained from Alan M. Hutchings,
Chief, Division of External Affairs,
Midwest Region, National Park Service,
1709 Jackson Street, Omaha, Nebraska
68102, telephone 402-221-3481 (FTS 864-
3481). Minutes of the meeting will be
available for public inspection at the
Midwest Regional Office 3 weeks after
the meeting.

Dated: June 3, 1985,
David H. Shonk,
Acting Regional Director. Midwest Raglon.
|FR Doc. 85-14116 Filed 6-11-85; 8:45 am)

BILLING CODE 4310-70-M

INTERNATIONAL TRADE
COMMISSION

[Investigation No. 337-TA-211]

Certain Electrical Connectors;
Commission Determination Not To
Review Initital Determination
Terminating Respondent On the Basis
of a Settlement Agreement

AGENCY: International Trade
Commission.

ACTION: Termination of respondent on
the basis of a settlement agreement,

SUMMARY: The U.S, International Trade
Commission has determined not to
review an initial determination (ID)
terminating the above-captioned
invesligation as to respondent Allied
Corporation of the basis of a setilement
agreement.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Judith M. Czuko, Esq., Office of the
General Counsel, U.S. International
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Trade Commission, telephone 202-523-
0359.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On April
19, 1985, complainant Thomas & Betts
Corporatien and respondent Allied
Carporation filed a joint motion to
terminate the above-referenced
investigation as to Allied Corporation
on the basis of a settlemen! agreement.
The Commission investigative attorney
filed'a response joining the joint motion.
On May 7, 1985, the presiding
administrative law judge issued an ID
granting the joint motion and
terminating the investigation as to
Allied Corporation on the basis of the
settlement agreement. Notice to the 1D
wis published in the Federal Register of
May 15. 1885. 50 FR 20301. No petition
for review of the ID were Rled, nor were
any comments received from
Government agencies or the publjc

This action is taken under the
authority of section 337 of the Tariff Act
of 1930 (18 U.S.C. 1337) and Commission
rule 210,53 (49 FR 46,123 (November 23,
198%3), to be codified at 19 CFR 210.53).

Copies of the public versions of the
initial determination and settiement
agreement and all other nonconfidential
documents filed in connection with this
investigation are available for
inspection during official business hours
(8:45 a.m. to 515 p.m.}) in-the Office of
the Secretary. U.S. International Trade
Commission, 701 E Street. NW.,
Washington, D.C. 20436, telephone 202~
523-0161.

issued: June 4. 1985,

By order of the Commission,
Kenneth R. Mason,
Secretary.
|FR Doc. 85-14147 Filed 6-11-85; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 7020-02-M

| investigation No. 337-TA-195)

Certain Cloisonne Jewelry;
Commission Issuance of General
Exclusion Order

AGENCY: International Trade
Commission.

ACTION: Issuance of a general exculsion
order.

SUMMARY: Having determined that the
issues of remedy, the public interest,
and bonding are properly before the
Commission, and having reviewed the
written submissions filed on remedy, the
public interest, and bonding and those
portions of the record relating to those
issues, the Commission has determined
to issue a general exclusion order
prohibiting entry into the United States,
except under license of the copyright
owner, of cloisonne jewelry which

infringes U:S. Copyright Registration
Nos. VA 108466, VA 108-465, VA 107~
361, VA 105485, VA 116-449. VA 137~
741, VA 137-743, VA 116-448, VA 137-
749, VA 137-758, VA 116451, VA 137-
748, Va 137-737, VA 116-447, VA 137~
757, VA 137-744, VA 137-755, VA 137~
740, or VA 116-450.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Judith M. Czako, Esq., Office of the
General Counsel, U.S. International
Trade Commission, telephene 202-523-
0359,

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On
March 6, 1985, the administrative law
judge issued an initial determination
that there is a violation of section 337 in
the importation and sale of certain
cloisonne jewelry by reason of copyright
infringement. On April 8, 1985, the
Commission determined not to review
the administrative law judge's
determination as to violation of section
337. 50 FR 15235 (April 17, 1985). The
parties were requested to file written
submissions on remedy, the public
interest, and bonding. Complainant
Laurel Burch, Inc., and the Commission
investigative attorney have submitted
briefs on remedy, the public interest,
and bonding. The U.S. Customs Service
has filed a submission on the issue of
remedy. No other submissions were
received.

Copies of the Commission’s Action
and Order, the Commission Opinion in
support thereof. and all other
nonconfidential documents filed in
connection with this investigation are
available for inspection during official
business hours (8:45 a.m. to 5:15 p.m.) in
the Office of the Secretary, U.S.
International Trade Commission, 701 E
Street NW., Washington, DC 20436,
telephone 202-523-0161.

Issued: June 8, 1985,

By order of the Commission.

Kenneth R. Mason,

Secretary. :
[FR Doc. 85-14136 Filed 6-11-85; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 7020-02-M

[Investigation No. 337-TA-197)

Certain Compound Action Metal
Cutting Snips; Commission Decision
Not To Review Initial Determination;
Deadline for Filing Written
Submissions on Remedy; the Public
Interest, and Bonding

AGENCY: International Trade
Commission.

ACTION: Notice is hereby given thal the
Commission has determined not to
review the presiding administrative law
judge’s (ALJ} initial determination that

there is a violation of section 337 in the
above-captioned investigation. The
parties 1o the investigation and
interested Government agencies are
requested to file written submissions on
the issues of remedy, the public interest,
and bonding.

SUMMARY: On April 18, 1985, the
presiding AL] issued an initial
determination that there is a violation of
section 337 in the unauthorized
importation and sale of certain
compound action metal cutting snips
and components thereof, No petitions
for review or agency comments were
filed. Having examined the record in
this investigation, including the initial
determination of the presiding officer,
the Commission has determined not to
review the initial determination.
Consequently, the initial determination
has become the Commission
determination on yiolation of section 337
in the investigation.

Authority

The authority for the Commission’s
disposition of this matter is contained in
section 337 of the Tariff Act of 1930 (12
U.S.C. 1337) and in §§ 210.53-210.56 of
the Commission’s Rules of Practice and
Procedure (49 FR 46123 (Nov. 23, 1984)
to be codified at 19 CFR 210.53-210.50)

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Charles H. Nalls, Esq., Office of the
General Counsel, U.S. International
Trade Commission, telephone 202-523-
1626.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
Written Submissions

Inasmuch as the Commission has
found that a violation of section 337 hss
ocourred, it may issue (1) an order tha!
could result in the exclusion of subjec!
articles from entry into the United
States and/or (2) cease and desist
orders which could result in one or more
respondents being required to cease and
desist from engaging in unfair acts in the
importation and sale of such articles.
Accordingly, the Commission is
interested in receiving wrilten
submissions that address the form of
relief, if any, that should be ordered.

If the Commission contemplates some
form of relief. it must consider the effec!
of that relief upon the public interest.
The factors that the Commission will
consider include the effect that an
exclusion order and/or cease and desis!
orders would have upon (1) the public
health and welfare, (2) competitive
conditions in the U.S. economy, (3) the
U.S. production of articles like or
directly competitive with those that are
the subject of the investigation, and (4)
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U.S. consumers. The Commission is
therefore interested in receiving written
submissions concerning the effect, if
any, that granting relief would have on
the public interest.

If the Commission orders some form
of relief, the President has 60 days to
approve or disapprove the Commission's
action. During this period, the subject
articles would be entitled to enter the
United States under a bend in an
amount determined by the Commission
and prescribed by the Secretary of the
Treasury. The Commission is therefore
interested in receiving written
submissions concerning the amount of
the bond that should be imposed.

The parties to the investigation,
interested Government agencies, and
interested members of the public are
requested to file written submissions on
the issues of remedy, the public interest,
and bonding. The complainant and the
Commission investigative attorney are
also requested to submit a proposed
exclusion order and/or a proposed
cease and desist order for the
Commission's consideration. Persons
other than the parties and Government
agencies may file written submissions
addressing the issues of remedy, the
public interest, and bonding. Written
submissions on remedy, the public
interest, and bonding must be filed not
later than the close of business on the
day that is 14 days aflter publication of
this notice in the Federal Register.
Written submissions in reply lo the
submissions on remedy, the public
interest, and bonding must be filed not
later than the close of business on the
day that is 21 days from the date this
notice appears in the Federal Register,

Commission Hearing

The Commission does not plan to hold
a public hearing in connection with final
disposition of this investigation.

Additional Information

Persons submitting written
submissions must file the original
document and 14 true copies thereof
with the Office of the Secretary on or
before the deadline stated above. Any
person desiring to submit a document
[or a portion thereof) to the Commission
in confidence must request confidential
freatment unless the information has
already been granted such treatment by
the ALJ. All such requests should be
directed to the Secretary to the
Commission and must include a full
statement of the reasons why the
Commission should grant such
Ireatment. Documents containing
tonfidential information approved by
the Commission for confidential
Ireatment will be treéated accordingly.

All nonconfidential written submissions
will be available for publi¢ inspection in
the Segretary’s Office.

Notice of this invesligation was
published in the Federal Register on July
18. 1984 [49 FR 29160).

Copies of the AL]'s initial
determination and all other
nonconfidential documents filed in
connection with this investigation are
available for inspection during official
business hours (8:45 a.m. to 5:15 p.m.) in
the Office of the Sécretary, U.S.
International Trade Commission, 701 E
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 20436,
telephone 202-523-0161.

Issued: June 5, 1985,
By order of the Commission.
Kenneth R. Mason,
Secretary.
|FR Dogc, 85-14137 Filed 6-11-85; #:45 am|
BILLING CODE 7020-02-M

[Investigation No. 337-TA-211]

Certain Electrical Connectors; Initial
Determination Terminating
Respondents on the Basis of
Settiement Agreement

AGENCY: International Trade
Commission.

ACTION: Notice is hereby given that

the Commission has received an initial
determination from the presiding officer
in the above-captioned investigation
terminating the following respandents
on the basis of a settlement agreement:
ODU-Kontakt GmbH & Co. KF and Otto
Dunkel GmbH.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: This
investigation is being conducted
pursuant to section 337 of the Tarilf Act
of 1930 (19 U.S.C. 1337), Under the
Commission’s rules, the presiding
officer's initial determination will
become the determination of the
Commission thirty (30) days after the
date of its service upon the parties,
unless the Commission orders review of
the initial determination. The initial
determination is this matter was served
upon the parties on June 8, 1985.

Copies of the initial determination, the
settlement agreement, and all other
nonconfidential documents filed in
connection with this investigation are
available for inspection during official
business hours (8:45 a.m. to 5:15 p.m.) in
the Office of the Secretary, U.S.
International Trade Commission, 701 E
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 204386,
telephone 202-523-0161.

Written Comments

Interested persons may file written
comments with the Commission

concerning termination of the
aforementioned respondents. The
original and 14 copies of all such
comments mus!t be filed with the
Secretary to the Commission. 701 E
Street, NW., Washington, D.C. 20436, no
later than 10 days after publication of
this notice in the Federal Register. Any
person desiring to submit a document
{or portion thereof) to the Commission in
confidence must request confidential
treatment, Such requests should be
directed to the Secretary to the
Commission and must include a full
statement of the reasons why
confidential treatment should be
granted. The Commission will either
acceplt the submission in confidence or
return il
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Ruby |. Dionne, Office of the Secretury,
U.S. International Trade Commission,
telephone 202-523-0176.

By order of the Commission.

Issued: June 6, 1985,
Kenneth R. Mason,
Sacretory.
|FR Doc. 85-14138 Filed 6-11-85; 8:45 am)
BILLING CODE 7020-02-M

[Investigation No. 337-TA-223]

Certain Key Telephone Systems and
Components Thereof; Investigation

AGENCY: International Trade
Commission,

ACTION: Institution of investigation
pursuant to 19 U.S.C. 1337.

SUMMARY: Notice is hereby given that a
complaint was filed with the U.S,
International Trade Commission on May
1, 1985, pursuant to section 337 of the
Tariff Act of 1930 (19 U.S.C. 1337), on
behalf of Crest Industries. Incorporated,
6922 North Meridian, Puyallup,
Washington 88371, The complaint
alleges unfair methods of competition
and unfair acts in the importation of
certain key telephone systems into the
United States, or in their sale, by reason
of alleged (1) infringement of the claims
of LS. Letters Patent 4,132,860 and (2)
false and deceptive advertising. The
complaint further alleges that the effect
or tendency of the unfair methods of
competition and unfair acts is to destroy
or substantially injure an industry,
efficiently and economically operated.
in the United States.

The complainant requests the
Commission to institute an investigation
and, after a full investigation, to issue a
permanent exclusion order and
permanent cease and desist orders.
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FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Juan Cockburn, Esq., or Steven H.
Schwartz, Esq,, Office of Unfair Import
Investigations, U.S. International Trade
Commission, telephone 202-523-1272 or
202-523-4877, respectively,

Authority

The autherity for institution of this
investigation is contained in section 337
of the Tariff Act of 1930 and in section
210.12 of the Commission’s Rules of
Practice and Procedure (19 CFR 210.12).

Scope of Investigation

Having considered the complaint, the
U.S. International Trade Commission, on
May 29, 1985, ordered that—

(1) Pursuant to subsection (b) of
section 337 of the Tariff Act of 1930, an
investigation be instituted to determine
whether there is a violation of -
subsection (a) of section 337 in the
unlawful importation of certain key
telephone systems and components
thereof into the United States, or in their
sale, by reason of alleged (1)
infringement of the claims of U.S. Letters
Patent 4,132,860 and (2) false and
deceptive advertising. the effect or
tendency of which is to destroy or
substantially injure an industry,
efficiently and economically operated,
in the United States.

{2) For the purpose of the investigation
s0 instituted, the following are hereby
named as parties upon which this notice
of investigation shall be served:

(a) The complainant is—Crest
Industries, Inc., 6922 North Meridian,
Puyallup, Washington 98371.

(b) The respondents are the following
companies, alleged to be in violation of
section 337, and are the parties upon
which the complaint is to be served:
Universial Appliances, Ltd,, 41 Man Yul

Street, Kowloon, Hong Kong
TT Systems Corporation, 9 East 37th

Street, New York, New York 10016

{¢) Juan Cockburn, Esqg.. and Steven H.
Schwartz, Esq., Office of Unfair Import
Investigations, U.S. International Trade
Commission, 701 E Street NW,, Roon 128
and Room 122, respectively,
Washington, D.C. 20438, shall be the
Commission investigative attorneys, a
party to this investigation; and

(3] For the investigation so instituted,
Janet D. Saxon, Chief Administrative
Law Judge, U.S. International Trade
Commission, shall designate the
presiding administrative law judge.

Responses must be submitted by the
named respondents in accordance with
§ 210.21 of the Commission's Rules of
Practice and Procedure {19 CFR 210.21,
as amended, 49 FR 46123}, Pursuant to
§§ 201.16(d) (19 CFR 201.16{d). as

amended, 49 FR 32571) and 210.21{a) of
the rules, such responses will be
considered by the Commission if
received not later than 20 days after the
date of service of the complaint.
Extensions of time for submitting a
response will not be granted unless good
cause therefor is shown.

Failure of a respondent to file a timely
response to each aliegation in the
complaint and in this notice may be
deemed to constitute a waiver of the
right to appear and contest the
allegations of the complaint and this
notice, and to authorize the
administrative law judge and the
Commission, without further notice to
the respondent, to find the facts to be as
alleged in the complaint and this notice
and to enter both an initial
determination and a final determination
containing such findings,

The complaint, except for any
confidential information contained
therein, is available for inspection
during official business hours (8:45 a.m.
to 5:15 p.m.) in the Office of the
Secretary, U.S. International Trade
Commission, 701 E Street NW., Room
156, Washington, D.C. 20436, telephone
202~-523-0471.

Issued: June 3. 1985,

By order of the Commission.

Kenneth R. Mason,

Secretary.

|FR Doc. 85-14140 Filed 8-11-85; 8:45 am|
DILLING CODE 7020-02-M

[Investigation No. 337-TA-203]

Certain Floppy Disk Drives and
Components Thereof; Commission
Decision To Review Initial
Determination

AGENCY: International Trade
Commission.

ACTION: Notice is hereby given that the
Commission has determined to review
the administrative law judge’s initial
determination that there is no violation
of section 337 of the Tariff Act of 1930 in
the above-captioned investigation.

Authority

The authority for the Commission’s
disposition of this matter is contained in
section 337 of the Tariff Act of 1830 (19

'U.S.C. 1337) and in §§ 210.53-210.56 of

the Commission’s Rules of Practice and
Procedure {49 FR 46123 (Nov. 23, 1983);
to be cadified at 19 CFR 210.53.-210.56).

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Marcia H. Sundeen, Esq., Office of the
General Counsel, U.S. International
Trade Commission, telephone 202-523-
0490,

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On Apri
26, 1985, the presiding administrative
law judge issued an initial
determination terminating the
investigation based on the lack of a
causal nexus between any alleged injury
to complainant Tandon Corporation and
respondents’ imports of the subject disk
drives.

After examining the initial
determination, the Commission has
concluded that there is an issue that
warrants review. Specifically, the
Commission will review the following
question:

Whether the importation or sale of
respondent’s floppy disk drives has cuused
substantial injury. or has the tendency to
substantially injure, or has prevented the
extablishiient of an “industry . . . in the
United States.”

The Commission’s review will be
limited to the above issue. No other
issues will be considered.

Written Submissions and Commission
Hearing

The parties to the investigation and
interested Government agencies are
encouraged to file written submissions
on the legal issue under review by June
20, 1985. Reply briefs must be filed not
later than the close of business on July 1,
1985. The Commission does not intend
to hold a public hearing.

Notice of this investigation was
published in the Federal Register of
September 6, 1984 (49 FR 32,257),

Copies of the nonconfidential version
of the administrative law judge’s initial
determination and all other
nonconfidential documents filed in
connection with this investigation are
available for inspection during official
business hours (8:45 a.m. lo 515 p.m.} in
the Office of the Secretary, U.S,
International Trade Commission, 701 E
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 20436,
telephone 202-523-0161.

I1ssued: June 4, 1985,

By order of the Commission.

Kenneth R. Mason,

Secretary.

|FR Doc. 85-14134 Filed 6-11-85: 8:45 am|
BILUING CODE 7020-02-M

[Investigation No. 337-TA-198]

Certain Portable Electronic
Calculators; Extension of Time for
Commission Decision on Whether To
Review Initial Determination

AGENCY: International Trade
Commission.

ACTION: Notice is hereby given tha! the
date by which the Commission must
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decide whether to review the initial
determination (ID) finding that there is
no violation of section 337 of the Tariff
Act of 1930 (19 U.S.C.1337) in the above-
captioned investigation has been
extended from June 5, 1985, to June 10,
1985.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Wayne W, Herrington, Esq., Office of
General Counsel, U.S. International
Trade Commission, telephone 202-523-
3395.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On April
18, 1885, the administrative law judge
issued an initial determination (ID) in
the above-captioned investigation
finding that there is no violation of
section 337. Pursuant to § 210.53(h) of
the Commission’s rules, the ID becomes
the Commission’s determination on June
5. 1985, unless the Commission decides
to review the 1D or extends the deadline
for that decision.

Copies of the nonconfidential version
of the 1D and all other nonconfidential
documents filed in connection with this

nvestigation are available for

inspection during official business hours
(8:45 a.m. to 5:15 p.m.) in the Office of
the Secretary, U.S. International Trade
Commission, 701 E Street NW.,
Washington, D.C. 20436, telephone 202-
523-0161.

Issued; June 5, 1985,

By order of the Commission.
Kenneth R. Mason,
Secrelary.
[FR Doc. 85-14141 Filed 6-11-85: 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 7020-02-M

[Investigation No. 337-TA-206)

Certain Surgical implants for Fixation
of Bone Fragments; Commission
Decision Not To Review Initial
Determination Terminating
Respondent of the Basis of a Consent
Order; Issuance of Consent Order

AGENCY: International Trade
Commuission.

ACTION: Termination of respondent on
the basis of a consent order.

SUMMARY: Notice is hereby given that
the Commission has determined not to
review the administrative law judge’'s
(AL]) initial determination (1D)
lerminating this investigation as to
respondent DePuy. Inc., on the basis of &
consent order and granting 4 joint
motion to change the name of DePuy,
Inc., to Boehringer Mannheim Corp,
(DePuy Division).

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Juck Simmons, Esq., Office of the

General Counsel. telephone 202-523-
0493.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On
Feburary 1, 1985, complainant Synthes,
Ltd., respondent DePuy, Inc,, and the
Commission investigative attorney
jointly moved to terminate the
investigation as 10 DePuy on the basis of
a consent order. On May 7. the AL}
issued an 1D granting the motion. No
petition for review has been filed and no
comments from other government
agencies or the public have been
received. The Commission has
determined not to review the ID. The
Commission has also determined to
grant a joint motion by the same three
parties to change the name of DePuy to
Boehringer Mannheim Corp. (DePuy
Division).

Termination of the investigation as to
this respondent on the basis of the
consent order furthers the public interest
by conserving Commission resources
and those of the parties involved.

The authority for the Commission
disposition of this matter is contained in
section 337 of the Tariff Act of 1930, 19
U.S.C. 1337, and §§ 210.53-210.56 of the
Commission's rules of Practice and
Procedure {49 FR 46123 (Nov. 23, 1984),
to be codified at 19 CFR 210.53-210.56).

Issued: June 4, 1985,

By order of the Commission.

Kenneth R. Mason,

Searvtary.

[FR Doc. 85-14142 Filed 6-11-85 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 7020-02-M

{Investigation No. 337-TA-206]

Certain Surgical Implants for Fixation
of Bone Fragments; Commission
Decision Not To Review Initial
Determination Terminating
Investigation

AGENCY: Internutional Trade
Commission.
ACTION: Termination of investigation.

SUMMARY: Notice is hereby given that
the Commission has determined not to
review the administrative law judge's
(AL]} initial determination (ID)
terminating the above-captioned
investigation.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Jack Simmaons, Esq., Office of the
General Counsel, telephone 202-523-
0483.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On May
7. 1885, the ALJ issued an 1D terminating
the investigation. The ID is based on the
ALJ's findings that the respondents 1o
the investigation have modified the
design of the allegedly infringing
implants, the respondent that has

entered inlo a consent order is the
exclusive importer of the subject
implants, and there is no evidence of
any other importation or sale of
allegedly infringing implants. No petition
for review of the 1D was filed.

Caopies of the Commission’s action
and order and all other non-confidential.
documents filed in connection with this
investigation are available for
inspection during official business hours
(8:45 a.m. to 5:15 p.m.) in the Office of
the Secretary, U.S, International Trade
Commission, 701 E Street NW.,
Washington, D.C. 20436, telephone 202-
523-0161.

lssued: June 6 1985,

By order of the Commission.
Kenneth R. Mason,
Searetary.
|FR Doc. 85-14143 Filed 5-11-85; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 7020-02-M

1332-210)

Conditions Relating to the Importation
of Softwood Lumber Into the United
States

AGENCY: International Trade
Commission.

AcTiON: Extension of investigation and
scheduling of public hearing.

SUMMARY: The Commission has
extended investigation No. 332-210,
Conditions Relating to the Importation
of Softwood Lumber Into the United
States, by 3 months and scheduled a
hearing to be held in connection
therewith. The study extension and
public hearing will provide inlerested
parties additional time for the
preparation of submissions to the
Commission and the opportunity lo
present their views directly to the
Commission in a public forum.
EFFECTIVE DATE: May 31, 1985.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Mr, Fred Ruggles or Mr. Thomas
Westcot, Agriculture, Fisheries, and
Fores!t Products Division, U.S.
International Trade Commission,
Washinglan, D.C. 20436, telephone 202-
7241766 or 202-724-0095, respectively.

Background

The U.S, Trade Representative
(USTR) in a letter dated March 6, 1985,
requested, at the direction of the
President, that the Commission conduct
an investigation under section 332(g) of
the Tariff Act of 1930 (19 US.C. 1332(g))
for the purpose of updating the
Commission’s April 1882 study entitled
Conditions Relating to the Impontation
of Softwood Lumber into the United
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States (investigation No. 332-134), and
reporting on all significant factors
affecting the competitive status of the
U'S, and Canadian softwood lumber
industries. The notice of investigation
appeard in the Federal Register of April
3, 1985 (50 FR 13291).

Public Hearing

A public hearing in connection with
the investigation will be held at the U.S,
International Trade Commission
Building, 701 E Street NW., Washington,
D.C., beginning at 10:00 a.m., on July 23,
1985. All interested persons shall have
the right to appear by counsel or in
person, to present information and to be
heard. Requests to appear at the public
hearing should be filed with the
Secrelary, U.S. International Trade
Commission, 701 E Street NW,,
Washington, D.C. 20436, not later than
noon, July 186, 1985,

Written Submissions

Owing to the 3 month extension of the
investigation, written statements should
be submitted at the earliest practicable
date, but not later than July 16, 1985, All
submissions should be addressed to the
Secretary at the Commission's office in
Washington, D.C.

Issued: June 4, 1985,

By order of the Commission.

Kenneth R. Mason,

Secretary.

|FR Doc. 85-14144 Filad 6-11-85; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 7020-02-M

[Investigation No. 701-TA~248 (Preliminary)
and Investigations Nos. 731-TA-259 and
260 (Preliminary)]

Offshore Platform Jackets and Piles
From the Republic of Korea and Japan

Determinations

On the basis of the record ! developed
in the subject investigations, the
Commission delermines,? pursuant lo
section 703(a) of the Tariff Act of 1930
(19 U.S.C. 1671b(a)), that there is a
reasonable indication that an industry®
in the United States is materially injured
by reason of imports from the Republic
of Korea [Korea) of offshore jackets and
piles,* provided for in item 652.97 of the

The record is defined In § 207.2(1) of the
Commission's Rules of Practice and Procedure (19
CFR 207.2{1)).

* Chairwoman Stern did not participate in the{se)
Investigation[s}.

3 Commissioner Eckes finds for the(se)
proliminary investigation(s) that there are two like
products and therefore two domestic industries.

*Offshore platform jackets, piles, appurtenances
thereto, and subassemblies thereof that do not
require removal from a transportation vessel and

Tariff Schedules of the United States,
which are alleged to be subsidized by
the Government of Korea (investigation
No. 701-TA~-248 (Preliminary)). We
further determine,” pursuant to section
733(a) of the Tariff Act of 1830 (19 US.C.
1673b(a)), that there is a reasonable
indication that an industry *in the
United States is materially injured by
reason of such imports from Kores and
Japan, which are alleged to be sold in
the United States at less than fair value
(LTFV) {investigations Nos. 731-TA-259
and 260 (Preliminary)).

Background

On April 18, 1985,% and April 19, 1985,*
petitions were filed with the
Commission and, on April 19, 1985, with
the Department of Commerce by counsel
on behald of Kaiser Steel Corporation
and the International Brotherhood of
Boilermakers, Iron Ship Builders,
Blacksmiths, Forgers and Helpers,
alleging that an industry in the United
States is materially injured or
threatened with material injury by
reason of subsidized imports of offshore
platform jackets and piles from Korea
and LTFV imports of offshore platform
jackets and piles from Korea and Japan,
Accordingly, effective April 18, 1985, the
Commission instituted preliminary
countervailing duty investigation No.
701-TA-248 (Preliminary) and
preliminary antidumping investigations
Nos. 731-TA-259 and 260 (Preliminary).

Notice of the institution of the
Commission's investigations and of a
public conference to be held in
connection therewith was given by
posting copies of the notice in the Office
of the Secretary, U.S. International
Trade Commission, Washington, DC,
and by publishing the notice in the
Federal Register of May 1, 1985 (50 FR
18582). The conference was held in
Washington, DC, on May 13, 1985, and
all persons who requested the
opportunity were permit lo appear in
person or by counsel. ;

The Commission transmitted its
determinations in these investigations to
the Secretary of Commerce on June 3,
1985. The views of the Commission are
contained in USITC Publication 1708
(June 1985), entitled “Offshore Platform
Jackets and Piles from the Republic of
Korea and Japan: Determinations of the
Commission in Investigation No. 701~
TA-248 (Preliminary) and Investigations
Nos. 731-TA-259 and 260 (Preliminary)

further U.S.-onshore assembly are incloded in thése
investigations,

* Countervailing duty and antidumping petitions
with respect to imports of offshore platiom jackets
and piles from Korea.

* Antidumping petition with respect 1o imports of
offshote platform jackets and piles from Japan,

Under the Tariff Act of 1930, Together
With the Information Obtained in the
Investigations.

Wsued: June 3, 1885,

By order of the Commission:
Kenneth R. Mason,
Secrelory,
|FR Doc. 8514145 Filed 6-11-85; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 7020-02-M

[332-212]

Review of the Effectiveness of Trade
Dispute Settiement Under the GATT
and Tokyo Round Agreements

AGENCY: International Trade
Commission.

ACTION: Al the request of the Commitiee
on Finance of the United States Senate,
the Commission has instituted
investigation No. 332-212 under section
332(b) of the Tariff Act of 1930 (18 U.S.C.
1332 (b)) concerning the effectiveness of
dispute settlement under the Genersl
Agreement on Tariifs and Trade and the
Tokyo Round agreements,

EFFECTIVE DATE: June 3, 1985.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Lee Tuthill (202-523-4556), Office of
Economics, U.S. International Trade
Commission, Washington, D.C. 20436.

Background

The Commission instituted the
investigation under section 332(g) of th
Tariff Act of 1930 (19 U.S.C. 1332(g))
following receipt on May 2, 1985, of a
request therefor from the Senate
Committee on Finance. The Committee
asked that the Commission examine the
effectiveness of the dispute-settlement
mechanisms provided in the General
Agreement on Tariffs and Trade (GATT)
and any agreements or “codes”
negotiated under GATT auspices.

The Committee requested that the
Commission's report (1) review the
development of the GATT dispute-
settlement mechanisms and their
relationships to U.S. trade laws; (2)
summarize disputes that have been
addressed by the GATT and the code
committees, including the process as
perceived by major participants,

The Committee also stated that the
Commission's assessment of the
effectiveness of the dispute-settlement
mechanisms should be based on, among
other things, consideration of the types
of products and trade barriers
concerned, the pattern of individual
countries’ involvement, the conditions
leading to success or failure of the
process, and the record on
implementation of the GATT and code
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committee findings. The Committee also
requested that the Commission’s report
examine the differences in views of the
major participants on the purpose of
these mechanisms and on the manner in
which the process should operate lo
achieve the desired goals.

The Commiltee asked that the
Commission seek the views of interested
parties during the course of the
nvestigation and that the Commission
transmit its final report not later than
December 31, 1985,

Written Submissions

While there is no public hearing
scheduled for this investigation, written
submissions from inlerested parties are
invited. Commercial or financial
nformation which a party desires the
Commission to treal as confidential
must be submitted on separate sheets of
paper, each clearly marked
Confidential Business Information™ at
the top. All submissions requesting
confidential treatment must conform
with the requirements of § 201.6 ol the
Commission’s Rules of Practice and
Procedure {19 CFR 201.6). All writlen
submissions, excep! for confidential
business information. will be made
available for inspection by interested
persons. To be assured of consideration
by the Commission, wrilten slatements
should be received no later than
September 28, 1985. Al submissions
should be addressed to the Secretary at
the Commission's Office in Washington,
D.C.

Issued: June 7, 1985,
By order of the Commission.
Kenneth R, Mason,
Secrétary.
[FR Doc. 85-14146 Filed 6-11-85: 8:45 am)
BILLING CODE 70201-02-M

INTERSTATE COMMERCE
COMMISSION

Aero Mayfiower Transit Company, Inc.;
Predetermined Price Protection Tariff;

Meeting

Time and Date: 2:00 p.m., Wednesday,
|une 19, 1985,

Place: Hearing Room A, Interstate
Commerce Commission, 12th &
Constitution Avenue NW., Washington,
D.C. 20423.

Status: Open Special Conference.

Matter to be Discussed: Aero
Mayflower Transit Company, Inc.,
lPredetermined Price Protection Tariff,

tem.

Contact Person for More Information:
Robert R, Dahlgren, Office of Public
Alffairs, Telephone: (202) 275-7252.
James H. Bayne,

Secretary.
[FR Doc. 85-14040 Filed 6-11-85; 845 am]
BILLING CODE 7035-01-8

Forms Under Review by Office of
Management and Budget

The following proposal for collection
of information under the provisions of
the Paperwork Reduction Act (44 US.C,
Chapter 35) is being submitted to the
Office of Management and Budget for
review and approval. Copies of the
forms and supporting documents may be
obtained from the Agency Clearance
Officer, Ray Houser [202) 275-6723.
Comments regarding this information
collection should be addressed to Ray
Houser, Interstate Commerce
Commission, Room 1325, 12th and
Constitution Avenue NW., Washington,
DC 20423 and to Gary Waxman, Office
of Management and Budget. Room 3228
NEOB, Washington. DC 20503, (202) 395~
7340.

Type of Clearance: Exlension,

Burean/Office: Office of Compliance &
Consumer Affairs.

Title of Form: Request forRevocation of
authority Granted,

OMB Form No: 3120-0104.

Agency Form No: OCCA-46.

Frequency: On occasion.

Respondents: Transportation Entities
voluntarily applying for revocation of
their operating mghls.

No. of Respondents: 550.

Total Burden Hrs.: 275.

James H. Bayne,

Secrefary.

[FR Doc. 85-14003 Filed 6-11-85; 8:45 am|

BILLING CODE 7035-01-M

DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE

Lodging of a Proposed Consent
Decree Pursuant to the Clean Water
Act

In accordunce with Departmental
policy, 28 CFR 50.7, 38 FR 19029, notice
is hereby given that on May 29, 1985, &
proposed Consent Decree in Umited
States v. City of Garland and the State
of Texas, Civil Action No. 3-84-0168-C
[Consol.) (N.D.Tex.) was lodged with the
United States District Court for the
Northern District of Texas.

The Complaint in this action alleged
numerous violations of the Clean Water
Act, various administrative orders, and
the National Pollutant Discharge
Elimination System {NPDES) permits-for

both of Garland's wastewater treatment
plants. The Complaint also sought
injunctive relief against the City to halt
the violations and to impose a
compliance schedule, as well as 1o
impose civil penalties for past
vivlations. The proposed Consent
Decree provides for complete upgrading
and expansion of the subject
wistewater facilities on compliance
schedules to insure complinnce with the
Clean Water Act, and interim control
measures. The Decree also requires the
pavmen! of $150.000 in civil penalties for
past violations.

The Department of justice will receive
for a period of thirty {30) days from the
date of this publication comments
relating to the proposed Consent Decree,
Comments should be addressed to the
Assistant Attorney General of the Land
and Natural Resources Division,
Department of Justice, Washinglon,
D.C.. 20530, and should refer to Usited
States v. City of Garland end the Stale
of Texas, Civil Action No. 3-84-0168-C
(Consol.) (N.D.Tex.), D.J. Ref. No. 80-5-
1-1-2060,

The proposed Consent Decree may be
examined at the Office of the United
Slates Attorney, Uniled Stales Federal
Building and Courthouse, Roam 16628,
1100 Commerce Street, Dallas, Texas
75242, and &t the Region Vil office of the
Environmental Protection Agency,
InterFirst Two Bullding. 1201 Elm Street,
Dallas, Texas 75270. A copy of the
Consent Decree may be examined at the
Environmental Enforcement Section,
Land and Natural Resources Division of
the Department of Justice, Roam 1517,
Ninth and Pennsylvania Avenue. NW.,
Washington, D.C. 20530. A vopy of the
proposed Consent Decree may be
obtained in person or by mail from the
Environmental Enforcement Section,
Land and Natural Resources Division of
the Department of Justice. In requesting
a copy. please enclose a check in the
amount of $1.80 payable to the
Treasurer of the United States.

F. Henry Habicht 11,

Assistant Attorney General, Land and
Nature! Resources Division

|FR Doc, 85-14192 Filed 6-11-85; 845 am]
BILLING CODE 4410-01-M

NATIONAL AERONAUTICS AND
SPACE ADMINISTRATION

|Notice 85-36]

National Commission on Space;
Meeting

AGENCY: National Aeronautics and
Space Administration.
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ACTION: Notice of meeting.

SUMMARY: In accordance with the
Federal Advisory Committee Act, Pub,
L. 92-463, as amended, the National
Aeronautics and Space Administration
announces a forthcoming meeting of the
National Commission on Space (NCS).
DATE AND TIME: June 27, 1985, 9:00 a.m.
to 5:00 p.m.; June 28, 1885, 9:00 a.m. to
5:00 p.m. (closed).

ADDRESS: National Academy of
Sciences, 2101 Constitution Avenue NW.
(Lecture Room), Washington, DC 20418.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Mrs, Mechthild E. “Mitzi" Peterson,
Code RS, National Aeronautics and
Space Administration, Washington, DC
20546 (202/453-2733).

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
Naticnal Commission on Space was
established to study existing and
proposed U.S. space activities; formulate
an agenda for the U.S, civilian space
program; and identify long-range goals,
opportunities, and policy options for
civilian space activity for the nex!t
twenty years. The Commission, chaired
by Dr. Thomas O. Paine, consists of 15
voting members. The meeting will be
open to the public for the stated time up
to the seating capacity of the room
{approximately 120 persons including
Commission members and other
participants).

This meeting will be closed to the
public from 9:00 a.m. to 5:00 p.m, on June
28, 1985 for discussions relating to the
national defense and foreign policy
which are, in fact, properly classified
pursuant to Executive Order closed to
the public for this period of time. The
remainder of the meeting will be open to
the public. Visitors will be requested to
sign a visitor's register.

Type of Meeting: Open, except for a
closed session as noted in the agenda
below.

Agenda
June 27, 1985
9:00 a.m.~—~Introductory Remarks,
8:30 a.m.—Communication Satellite Industry,
10:30 a.m.—Young Astronaut Program,
1:30 p.m.—Inlernational Space Activilies
2:30 p.m,—Private Investment in Space.
3:30 p.m.~Soviet Activities in Space.
5:00 p.m.—Adjourn,
June 28, 1985
9:00 a.m.—Executive Session (Closed)
§:00 p.m.~Adjoumn.
Dated: June 6, 1985,
Richard L. Daniels,
Deputy Diréctor. Logistics Management and
Information Programs Division, Office of
Management.
|FR Doc. 85-14068 Filed 6-11-85; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 7510-01-M

NATIONAL FOUNDATION ON THE
ARTS AND THE HUMANITIES

Agency Information Collection
Activities Under OMB Review

AGENCY: Nationa! Endowment for the
Arts, NFAH.

ACTION: Notice,

SUMMARY: The National Endowment for
the Arts ([NEA) has sent to the Office of
Management and Budget (OMB] the
following proposals for the collection of
information under the provisions of the
Paperwork Reduction Act (44 U.S.C,
Chapter 35).

DATES: Comments on this information
collection must be submitied by June 19,
1985.

ADDRESS: Send comments to Mr. Joseph
Lackey, Office of Mangement and
Budget, New Executive Office Building,
726 Jackson Place, NW., Room 3208,
Washington, D.C. 20503; (202-395-7318),
In_addition, copies of such comments
may be sent to Ms. Marianna Dunn,
National Endowment for the Arts,
Administrative Services Division, Room
203, 1100 Pennsylvania Avenue NW,,
Washington, D.C, 20506; (202-682-5464).
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Ms. Marianna Dunn, National
Endowment for the Arts, Administrative
Services Division, Room 203, 1100
Pennsylvania Avenue NW., Washington,
D.C. 205086; (202-682~-5464) from whom
copies of the documents are available.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
Extension of previously approved public
use reports is requested. Each entry is
issued by the Endowment and contains
the following information: (1) The title of
the paragraph; (2) how often the
required information must be reported;
(3) who will be required or asked to
report; (4) what paragraph will be used
for; (5) an estimate of the number of
responses; (8) an estimate of the total
number of hours needed to prepare
reporis. None of these entries are
subject to 44 U.S.C. 3504(h).

Contract and Cooperative Agreement

Paragraphs

Title: Section A—Scope of Work

Frequency of Collection: Annually, if
applicable

Respondents: Individuals, organizations,
small businesses

Use: NEA contracts and cooperalive
agreements

Estimated Number of Respondents: 21

Estimated Hours for Respondents to
Provide Information: 8.

Title: Records and Audit

Frequency of Collection: Annually

Respondents: Individuals, organizations
small businesses

Use: NEA contracts and cooperative
agreements

Estimated Number of Respondents: 21

Estimated Hours for Respondents 1o
Provide Information: 24.

Title: Method of Payment

Frequency of Collection: Monthly

Respondents: Individuals, organizations
small businesses

Use: NEA contracts and cooperative
agreemenls

Estimated Number of Respondents; 21

Estimated Hours for Respondents to
Provide Information: 24,

Peter |. Basso,

Director of Administration, National
Endowment for the Arts.

|FR Doc. 85-14069 Filed 6-11-85; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 7537-01-M

NUCLEAR REGULATORY
COMMISSION

[Docket No. 40-7455)

Finding of No Significant Impact;
Amendment of Source Material
License No. SMA-1018; Whittaker
Corp. Former Whitaker M, Metals
Production Site, Greenville, PA

The U. S. Nuclear Regulalory
Commission [the Commission) is
considering an amendment of Source
Material License No. SMA-1018 held by
Whittaker Corporation. Whitlaker
processed ores and scrap, containing
licensable quantities of natural! uranivm
and thorium, for the production of ferro
columbium and ferro-nickel alloys. The
facility terminated operations involvins
source material in 1974 and has since
that time been undergoing
decontamination and decommissioning
The proposed amendment would (1)
release a certain portion of the former
processing site for unrestricted use, (2)
require Whittaker to develop, within six
months, a plan for the ultimate
disposition of remaining waste materials
located onsite, (3] require routing
monitoring to identify any waste
migration while the remaining materis!
is stored in its present condition, and (4
restrict access to the stored wasles.

The Commission’s Division of Fuel
Cyche and Material Asessment related
to the amendment of Source Material
License No.. SMA-1018. On the basis o}
this assessment, the Commission has
concluded that the environmental Safety
has prepared an Environmental impac!
created by the proposed licensing action
would not be significant and does not
warrant the preparation of an
Environmental Impact Statéement.
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Accordingly, it has been determined that
i Finding of No Significant Impact is
appropriate. The Environmental
Assessment is available for public
inspection and copying al the
Commission’s Public Documen! Room,
1717 H Street, NW., Washington, D.C.
Copies of the Environmental
\ssessment may be obtained by calling
(301)427-4510 or by ‘writing fo the
Uranium Fuel Licensing Branch, Division
f Fuel Cycle and Material Safety, U.S.
Nuclear Regulatory Commission,
Washington, D.C. 20555.

Dated al Silver Spring. Muryland this 4th
day of Juna, 1685.

For the Nuclear Regulitory Commission

W.T. Crow,

{cting Chiel, Uranium Fael Licensing Brunch:
v isian of Fael Cyele and Material Safely.
\VAISS

tR Doe. 85-14122 Filed 6-11-85; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 7590-01-M

|Docket No, 50-400]

Carolina Power & Light Co., North
Carolina Eastern Municipal Power
Agency (Shearon Harris Nuclear
Power Plant, Unit 1); Exemption

On September 7,1971, the Carolina
Power & Light Company tendered an
application for a license to construct
Shearon Harris Nuclear Power Plant,
Units 1,2, 3 and 4 (Harris or the facility)
with the Atomic Energy Commission
(currently the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission or the Commission).
Following a public hearing before the
Atomic Safety and Licensing Board. the
Commission issued Construction Permil
Nos. CPPR-158, CPPR-159 CPPR~160
ind CPPR-161 permitting the
construction of the Units 1, 2, 3 and 4,
respectively, on January 27, 1978, The
facility is a pressurized water reaclor,
containing a Westinghouse Electric
Company nuclear steam supply system.
located at the applicant’s site in Wake
County, North Carolina,

On June 26, 1980. the applicant
lfendered an application for Operating
Licenses for the facilities, currently in
the licensing review process. By letter
dited September 3. 1981, the Carolina
Power & Light Company transmitted an
applicution for amendments to the
Construction Permits for Shearon Harris
Nuclear Power Plants, Units 1. 2, 3 and 4
10 add the North Carolina Municipal
Power Agency Number 3 (Power
Agency) as a co-owner: The staffl by
‘etter dated November 3. 1981, amended

the Construction Permits to reflect the
above changes in ownership.
Subsequently, by letter dated December
18, 1981, Carolina Power & Light
Company notified the staff of the
cuncellation of Harris, Units 3 & 4. By
letter dated August 1, 1983 Carolina
Power & Light Company filed an
application for an amendment to the
Construction Permits for Harris, Units 1
& 2. to reflect the name change of the co-
owner from North Carolina Municipal
Power Agency Number 3 to North
Carolina Eastern Municipal Power
Agency. The Construction Permits were
amended to show the name change by
NRC letter dated June 11, 1984. The
Caroling Power & Light Company by
letter dated January 23, 1984, informed
the staff of the cancellation of Harris,
Unit 2.

The Construction Permit issued for
constructing the facility provides, in
pertinent part, that the facility is subject
to all rules, regulations and orders of the
Commission. This includes General
Design Criterion (GDC) 4 of Appendix A
to 10 CFR Part 50. GDC 4 requires that
structures. systems and components
important to safety shall be designed to
accommodate the effects of, and to be
compatible with, the environmental
conditions associated with the normal
operation, maintenance, lesting and
postulated accidents, including loss-of-
collant accidents. These structures,
systems and components shall be
appropriately protected against dynamic
effects, including the effects of missiles.
pipe whipping. discharging fluids that
may result from equipment failures, and
from events and conditions outside the
nuclear power unit,

In a submittal dated January 14, 1985,
and a supplemental letter dated April
19, 1985, the applicants enclosed
Westinghouse Report WCAP-10699
(Reference 1) containing the technical
basis for their reques! to: (1) Eliminate
the need to design for pipe whip, jet
impingement, and other dynamic effects
(including asymmetric effects) of reactor
cavity pressurization and primary
component subcompartment
pressurization due to postulated primary
loop pipe breaks, (2) eliminate the need
for pipe whip restraints (including
shims) and jel impingement shields
associated with the primary loop pipe
breaks defined in the Final Safety
Analysis Report (FSAR), and (3)
eliminate the dynamic loading effects
associated with the primary loop pipe
breaks defined in the FSAR on primary
loop piping. branch lines and their
supports and mainlenance access
platforms {branch line postulated pipe

breaks are retained for design). The
applicants also stated in their submitlals
that the exemption request does not
apply to the containment design bases,
the emergency core cooling sysetm, or
environmental qualification. engineered
safety features systems response, or the
design of the RCS heavy components
suppaorls.

The applicants’ submittals also
contain the results of an analysis of the
occupational radiation dose reduction
which provides the value-impact
analysis for Shearon Harris, Unit 1. The
technical information contained in
reference (1) together with the value-
impact analysis, provided a
comprehensive justification for
requesting a limited exemption from the
requirements of GDC.

From the delerministic fracture
mechanics analysis contained in the
technical information furnished, the
applicants concluded that postulated
breaks up to and including the double-
ended quillotine breaks (DEGB) of the
primary loop coolant piping in Shearon
Harris 1 need not be considered as a
design basis for installing protective
structures, such as pipe whip restraints
and jet'impingement shields, to guard
against the dynamic effects associated
with such postulated breaks. However,
the applicants proposed to continue 1o
postulate the equivalent area of a DEGB
as the design basis for the containment,
the ECCS, the engineered safely systems
response, for environmental
qualification and the design of the RCS
heavy components supports.

The Commission's regulations require
that applicants provide protective
measures against the dynamic effects of
postulated pipe breaks in high energy
fluid system piping. Protective measures
include physical isolation from
postulaled pipe rupture locations if
feasible or the installation of pipe whip
restraints, jel impingement shields or
compartments. In 1975, concerns arose
as to the asymmetric loads on
pressurized water reactor (PWR) vessels
and their internals which could result
from these large postulated breaks at
discrete locations in the main primary
coolant loop piping. This led to the
establishment of Unresolved Safety
Issue (USI) A-2, “Asymmetric
Blowdown Loads on PWR Primary
Systems.”

The NRC staff, after several review
meetings with the Advisory Commilttee
on Reactor Safeguards (ACRS) and a
meeting with the NRC Committee to
Review Generic Requirements (CRGR).
concluded that an exemption from the
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regulations would be acceptable as an
alternative for resolution of USI A-2for
sixteen facilities owned by eleven
licensees in the Westinghouse Owners'
Group {one of these facilities, Fort
Calhoun has a Combustion Engineering
nuclear steam supply system). This NRC
staff position was stated in Generic
Letter 84-04. published on February 1,
1984 (Reference 2). The generic letter
states that the affected licensees must
justify an exemption to GDC4 on a
plantspecific basis. Other PWR
applicants or licensees may request
similar exemptions from the
requirements of GDC 4 provided that
they submit an acceptable technical
basis for eliminating the need to
postulate pipe breaks.

The acceplance of an exemption was
made possible by the development of
advanced fracture mechanics
technology. These advanced fracture
mechanics techniques deal with
relatively small flaws. in piping
components (either postulated or real)
and examine their behavior under
various pipe loads. The objective is to
demonstrate by deterministic analsysis
that the detection of small flaws by
either inservice inspection or leakage
monitoring systems is assured long
before the flaws can grow to critical or
unstable sizes which could lead to large
break areas such as the DEGB or its
equivalent. The concep! underlying such
analyses is referred to as "leak-before-
break" (LBB). There is no implication
that piping failures cannot occur, but
rather that improved knowledge of the
failure modes of piping systems and the
application of appropriate remedial
measures, if indicated, can reduce the
probability of catastrophic failure to
insignificant values.

Advanced fracture mechanics
technology was applied in topical
reports (References 3, 4, and 5)
submitted to the staff by Westinghouse
on behalf of the licensees belonging to
the USI A-2 Owners’ Group. Although
the topical reports were intended to
resolve the issue of asymmetric
blowdown loads that resulted from a
limited number of discrete break
locations, the technolagy advanced in
these topical reports demonstrated that
the probability of breaks occurring in
the primary coolant system main loop
piping is sufficiently low such that these
breaks need not be considered as a
design basis for requiring installation of
pipe whip restraints or jet impingement
shields. The staff's Topical Repart
Evaluation is included as a part of
Reference 2.

Probabilistic fracture mechanics
studies conducted by the Lawrence

Livermore National Laboratories {LLNL)
on both Westinghouse and Combustion
Engineering nuclear steam supply
system main loop piping (Reference 6)
confirm that both the probability of
leakage {e.g., undetected flaw growth
through the pipe wall by fatigue) and the
probability of a DEGB are very low. The
results given in Reference 6 are that the
best-estimate leak probabilities for
Westinghouse nuclear steam supply
system main loop piping range from

1.2 x107*to 1.5 10" " per plant year and
the best-estimate DEGB probabilities
range from 1107 to 710" " per plant
year. Similarly, the best-estimate leak
probabilities for Combustion
Engineering nuclear steam supply
system main loop piping range from
1X107® per plant year to 310" per
plant year, and the best-estimate DEGB
probabilities range from 510" '* to
5x10" " per plant year. The results do
not affect core melt probabilities in any
significant way.

During the past few years it has also
become apparent that the requirement
for installation of large, massive pipe
whip restraints and jet impingement
shields is not necessarily the most cost
effective way to achieve the desired
level of safety, as indicated in Enclosure
2, Regnletory Analysie, tc Reference 2.
Ev ¢a for new plants, these devices tend
to restrict access for future inservice
inspection of piping: or if they are
removed and reinstalled for inspection,
there is a potential risk of damaging the
piping and other safety-related
components in this process. If installed
in operating plants, high occupational
radiation exposure (ORE) would be
incurred while public risk reduction
would be very low. Removal and
reinstallation for inservice inspection
also entail significant ORE over the life
of a plant.

v

The primary coolant system of
Shearon Harris, described in Reference
1, has three main loops each comprising
a 33.9 inch diameter [outside) hot leg, a
37.5 inch diameter crossover leg and 32.4
inch diameter cold leg piping. The
materials in the primary loop piping are
wrought stainless steel pipe with cast
stainless steel fittings and associated
welds. In its review of Reference 1. the
staff evaluated the Westinghouse
analyses with regard to:

—The location of maximum stresses in
the piping, associated with combined
loads from normal operation and the
SSE:

—Potential cracking mechanisms;

—Size of through-wall cracks that would
leak a detectable amount under
normal loads and pressure;

—Stability of a “leakage-size crack”
under normal plus SSE loads and the
expected margin in terms of load:

—Margin based on crack size: and

—The fracture toughness properties of
wrought and thermally-aged cast
stainless steel piping and weld
material.

The NRC staff's criteria for evaluation
of the above parameters are delineated
in its Topical Report Evaluation,
Enclosure 1 to Reference 2, Section 4.1
“"NRC Evaluation Criteria™, and are as
follows:

(1) The loading conditions should
include that static forces and moments
(pressure, deadweight and thermal
expansion) due to normal operation, and
the forces and moments associated with
the safe shutdown earthquake {SSE)
These forces and moments should be
located where the highest stresses and
the lowest material toughness are
coincident for base materials,
weldments and safe-ends.

(2) For the piping run/systems under
evaluation, all pertinent information
which demonstrates that degradation or
failure of the piping resulting from stress
corrosion cracking, fatigue or water
hammer is not likely, should be
provided. Relevant operating history
should be cited, which includes system
operational procedures; system or
component modification; water
chemistry parameters, limits and
controls; resistance of material to
various forms of stress corrosion, and
performance under cyclic loadings.

(3) A through-wall crack should be
postulated at the highest stressed
locations determined from (1) above
The size of the crack should be large
enough so that the leakage is assured of
detection with adequate margin using
the minimum installed leak detection
capability when the pipe is subjected to
normal operational loads.

(4) 1t should be demonstrated that the
postulated leakage crack is stable unde
normal plus SSE%:nds for long periods
of time; that is, crack growth, if any. is
minimal during an earthquake. The
margin, in terms of applied loads, should
be determined by a crack stability
analysis, i.e., that the leakage-size crack
will not experience unstable crack
growth even if larger loads (larger than
design loads) are applied. This analysis
should demonstrate that crack growth is
stable and the final crack size is limited
such that a double-ended pipe break
will not occur.

(5) The crack size should be
determined by comparing the leakage:
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size crack to critical-size cracks. Under
normal plus SSE loads, it should be
demonstrated that there is adequate
margin between the leakage-size crack
and the critical-size crack to account for
the uncertainties inherent in the
analyses, and leakage detection
capability, A limit-load analysis may
suffice for the purpose, however, an
elasic-plastic fracture mechanics
(tearing instability) analysis is
preferable.

(6) The materials data provided
should include types of materials and
materials specifications used for base
metal, weldments and safe-ends, the
materials properties including the J-R
curve used in the analyses, and long-
term effects such as thermal aging and
other limitations to valid data (e.g. ]
maximum, maximum crack growth).

\I

Based on its evaluation of the analysis
contained in Westinghouse Report
WCAP-10699 (Reference 1), the staff
finds that the applicants have presented
an acceptable technical justification,
addressing the above criteria, for not
installing protective devices to deal with
the dynamic effects of large pipe
ruptures in the main loop primary
coolant system piping of Shearon Harris,
Unit 1. This finding is predicated on the
fact that each of the parameters
evaluated for Shearon Harris is
enveloped by the generic analysis
performed by Westinghouse in
Reference 3, and accepted by the staff in
Enclosure 1 to Reference 2. Specifically:

(1) The loads associated with the
highest stressed location in the main
loop primary system piping are 1781 kips
{axial), 33150 in-kips (bending moment)
and result in maximum stresses of about
82% of the bounding stress used by
Westinghouse in Reference 3. Further,
these loads are approximately 76% of
those established by the staff as limits.

(2) For Westinghouse plants, there is
no history of cracking failure in reactor
primary coolant system loop piping. The
Westinghouse reactor coolant system
primary loop has an operating history
which demonstrates its inherent
stability. This includes a low
susceptibility to cracking failure from
the effects of corrosion (e.g.
intergranular stress corrosion cracking),
waler hammer, or fatigue (low and high
cycle). This operating history totals over
400 reactor-years, including five (5)
plants each having 15 years of operation
and 15 other plants with over 10 years of
operation.

(3) The leak rate calculations
performed for the Shearon Harris plant
using an initial through-wall crack of 7. 5
inches are identical to those of

Enclosure 1 to Reference 2. The Shearon
Harris plant has an RCS pressure
boundary leak detection system which
is consistent with the guidelines of
Regulatory Guide 1.45, and it can detect
leakage of one (1) gpm in one hour. The
calculated leak rate through the
postulated flaw results in a factor of at
least 10 relative to the sensitivity of the
Shearon Harris plant leak detection
system.

(4) The margin in terms of load based
on fracture mechanics analyses for the
leakage-size crack under normal plus
SSE loads is within the bounds
calculated by the staff in Section 4.2.3 of
Enclosure 1 to Reference 2. Based on o
load-limit analysis, the load margin is
about 2.6 and based on the J-limit, the
margin is at least 1.5,

(5) The margin between the leakage-
size crack and the critical-size crack
was calculated by a limit load analysis,
Again, the results demonstrated that a
margin of at least 4 on crack size exists
and is within the bounds of Section 4.2.3
of Enclosure 1 to Reference 2.

{6) As an integral part of its review,
the staff's evaluation of the properties
data of Reference 7 is enclosed as
Appendix I to this exemption. In
Reference 7, data for ten (10) plants are
presented and lower bound or “worst
case’ materials properties were
identified and used in the analysis
performed in the Reference 1 report by
Westinghouse. The applied ] for Shearon
Harris in Reference 1 was substantially
less than 3000 in-1b/in 2. Hence, the
staff's upper bound 3000 in-1b/in * on
the applied J (refer to Appendix I, page
6) was not exceeded.

In view of the analytical results
presented in the Westinghouse Report
for Shearon Harris (Reference 1) and the
staff's evaluation findings related above,
the staff concludes that the probability
of large pipe breaks occurring in the
primary coolant system loops of
Shearon Harris, is sufficiently low such
that pipe breaks and their associated
dynamic loading effects as indicated in
the applicants’ submittals need not be
considered as design basis for requiring
pipe whip restraints and je!
impingement shields. These dynamic
loading effects include pipe whip, jet
impingement, asymmetric pressurization
transients, and break associated
dynamic transients in unbroken portions
of the main loop and connected branch
lines, Eliminating the need to consider
these dynamic loading effects for this
particular application does not in any
way affect the design bases for the
containment, the emergency core
cooling system, the design of RCS heavy
component supports, the engineered
safety features systems response, or the

environmental qualification for Shearon
Harris.

However, in order to provide the
Commission with an opportunity to
consider the long term aspects of the
NRC staff's recent acceptance of the
"leak-before-break" approach, this
limited exemption is restricted to a
period extending until the completion of
the second refueling outage of Shearon
Harris Unit 1, pending the outcome of
Commission rulemaking on this issue.

The staff also reviewed the value-
impact analysis provided by the
applicants in their submittal for not
providing protective structures against
postulated reactor coolant system loop
pipe breaks to assure as low as
reasonably achievable (ALARA)
exposure to plant personnel.
Consideration was given to design
features for reducing doses to personnel
who must operate, service and maintain
the Shearon Harris instrumentation,
controls, equipment, etc. The Shearon
Harris value-impact analysis shows that
the elimination of protective devices for
RCS pipe breaks will save an
occupational dose for plant personnel of
over 400 person-rem over their operating
lifetime. The staff review of the analysis
shows it to be a reasonable estimate of
dose savings. Therefore, with respect to
occupational exposure, the staff finds
that there is a radiological benefit to be
gained by eliminating the need for the
protective structures.

Vi

In view of the staff's evaluation
findings, conclusions, and
recommendations above, the
Commission has determined that,
pursuant to 10 CFR 50.12(a), the
following exemption is authorized by
law and will not endanger life or
property or the common defense and
security, and is otherwise in the public
interest. The Commission hereby
approves the requested schedular
limited exemption from GDC 4 of
Appendix A to 10 CFR Part 50, to permit
the applicants to: Eliminate the dynamic
loading effects associated with the
postulated primary loop pipe breaks
defined in the FSAR. These dynamic
loading effects include pipe whip, jet
impingement, asymmetric pressurization
transients and break associated
dynamic transients in the main loop
piping and branch lines and their
supports. This should (1) eliminate the
need to design for pipe whip, jet
impingement, and other dynamic effects
(including asymmetric effects) of reactor
cavity pressurization and primary
component subcompartment
pressurization due to postulated primary
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loop pipe breaks, (2) eliminate the need
for pipe whip restraints {including
shims) and jet impingement shields
associated with the primary loop pipe
breaks defined in the Final Safety
Analysis Report (FSAR), and (3)
eliminate the dynamic loading effects
associated with the primary loop pipe
breaks defined in the FSAR on primary
loop piping, branch lines and their
supports and maintenance access
platforms. Branch line LOCA loads,
including their dynamic effects, would
be retained in the design basis. This
exemption will expire upon completion
of the GDC 4 rulemaking changes but no
later than the second refueling outage.

Pursuant 1o 10 CFR 51.32, the
Commission has determined that the
issuance of the exemption will have no
significant impact on the environment
{50 FR 21673).

The exemption will become effective
upon date of issuance.

Dated at Bethesda, Maryland this 5th day
of june, 1865.

For the Nuclear Regulatory Commission.
Hugh L. Thompsen, jr.,
Director, Division of Licensing. Office of
Nuclear Reactor Regulation,
Appendix I—Evaluation of
Westinghouse Report WCAP 10456,
“The Effects of Thermal Aging on the
Structural Integrity of Cast Stainless
Steel Piping for Westinghouse Nuclear
Steam Supply Systems"”

Introduction

The primary coolant piping in some
Westinghouse Nuclear Steam Supply
Systems (NSSS) contain cast stainless
sieel base metal and weld metal. The
base metal and weld metal are
fabricated to produce a duplex structure
of delta (w) ferrite in an austenitic
maltrix. The doplex structure produces a
material that has a higher yield strength,
improved weldability and greater
resistance to intergranular stress
corrosion cracking than a single phase
austenitic material. However, as early
as 1965 (Ref. 1), it was recognized that
long time thermal aging at primary loop
waler temperatures (550 *F-650 *F) could
significantly affect the Charpy impact
toughness of the duplex structured
alloys. Since the Charpy impact test is a
measure of a material’s resistance to
fracture, a loss in Charpy impact
toughness could result in reduced
structural stability in the piping system.

The purpose of Report WCAP 10456 is
to evaluate whether cast stainless steel
base metal and weld metal containing
postulated cracks will be sensitive to
unstable fracture during the 40 year life
of a nuclear pewer plant. In order to
determine whether a piping system will

behave in such a fashion, the pipe
materials’ mechanical properties, design
criteria and method of predicting failure
must be established. In this evaulation,
we will assess the mechanical
properties of thermally aged casl
stainless steel pipe materials, which are
reported in Report WCAP 10456.

Discussion

1, Weld Metal. Report WCAP 10456
refers to test resulls reported in a paper
by Slama, et al. (Ref. 2) to conclude that
the weld metal in primary loop piping
would not be overly sensitive to aging
and that the aged cast pipe base metal
material would be structurally limiting.
In the Slama report eight (8) welds were
evaluated. The tensile properties were
only slightly affected by aging. The
Charpy V-notch impact energy in the
most highly sensitive weld decreased
from 7daj/cm? (40 ft-1bs) o near 4daj/
cm? (24 fi-1bs) after aging for 10,000
hours at 400 *C {752 *F). This change
was not considered significant. The
relatively small effect of aging on the
weld, as compared to cast pipe material
was reported to be caused by a
difference in microstructure and lower
levels of ferrite in the weld than in the
cast pipe material.

2. Cast Stainless Steel Pipe Base
Metal. Report WCAP 10456 contains
mechanical property test results from a
number of heats of aged cast stainless
steel material and a meta!lurgical study,
which was performed by Westinghouse.
to support a statistically based model
for predicting the effect of thermal aging
on the Charpy impact test properties of
cast stainless steel. As a result of these
tests and the proposed model,
Westinghouse concludes that the
fracture toughness test results from one
heat of material tested represents end-
of-life conditions for the ten (10) planis
surveyed. The ten (10) plants surveyed
are identified as Plants A through J.

8. Mechanical Property Test Results
Reported in WCAP 10456. Mechanical
property iest results on aged and unaged
cast stainless steel materials which
were reported in a paper by Landerman
and Bamford (Ref. 3). Bamford,
Landerman and Diaz (Ref. 4), Slama et
al. (Rel. 2) were discussed in Report
10456. In addition, Westinghouse
performed confirmatory Charpy V notch
and J-integral tests on aged cast
stainless steel material, which was
tested and evaluated by Slama et al.

The results of these tests indicate that:

(1} The fatigue crack growth rate of
aged or unaged material in air and
pressurized water reactor environments
were equivalent.

(2) Tensile properties were essentially
unaffected except for a slight increase in

tensile strength and a decrease in
ductility.

(3 J-integral test resulls indicated tha
the }; and tearing modulus, T, are
alfected by aging.

b. Mechanism Study in WCAP 10456
The tests and literature survey
conducted by Westinghouse indicate
that the proposed mechanism of aging
occurs in the range of operating
temperatures for pressarized water
reaclors and the data from accelerated
aging studies can be used to predict the
behavior at operating temperatures,

¢. Cast Stainless Steel Pipe Test. Th:
materials data discussed in the previous
section of this evaluation were obtained
from small specimens. As a
consequence, the J-R results are limited
to relatively short crack extensions. To
investigate the behavior of cast stainless
steel in actual piping geometry,
Westinghouse performed two
experiments, one of which was with
thermally aged cast stainless steel and
the other lest was identical except tha
the steel was not thermally aged.

Each pipe tested contained a
throughwall circumferential crack to 1he
extent specified in WCAP 10456. The
pipe sections were closed at the ends.
prassurized to nominal PWR operating
pressure and then bending loads were
applied.

The results of the tests were very
similar, in that both pipes displayed
exlensive ductility, and stable crack
extension. There was no observed
unstable crack extension or fast
fracture.

The results of the Westinghouse pip
experiments indicate that cast stainless
steel, both aged and unaged. can
withstand crack extensions well beyond
the range of the }-R results with small
specimens. However, if crack extension
is predicted in an acteal application o
thermally aged cast siainless steel in o
piping system, we believe that it is
prudent to limil the applied | to 3000 in-
ibs/in? or less unless further studies
und/or experiments demonstrate tha!
higher values are tolerable. Loss of
initial toughness due to thermal aging of
cas! stainless steels at normal nuclear
facility operating temperatures occurs
slowly over the course of many years
therefore, continuing study of the aging
phenomenon may lead to a relaxation ol
this position. Conversely, in the unlikely
event that the total loss of toughness
and the rate of toughness loss are
gresater than those projected in this
evaluation, the staff will take
appropriate action to limit the values to
that which can be justified by
experimental data. Because the aging is
4 slow process, the slaff believes there
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would be sufficient time for the staff to
recognize the problem and to rectify the
situation. However, the staff believes
this situation is highly unlikely because
the staff has accepted only the lower
bounds of data that were gathered
among ten plants encompassing the
range of materials in use,

d. Effects of Thermal Aging on
Westinghouse Supplied Centrifugally
Cast Reactor Coolant Piping Reported
in WEAP 10456. The reactor coolant
casl stainless steel piping materials in
the plants identified in WCAP 10456 as
A through J. were produced to the
specification SA-351. Class CF8A as
outlined in ASME Code Section II, Part
A and also to Westinghouse Equipment
Specification G-6768864. as revised. For
these malerials, Westinghouse has
calculuted the predicted end-of-life
Charpy V-notch properties, based on
their praposed model, The two {2)
stundard deviation end-of-life lower
limit value for all the plants surveyed
was greater then the Charpy V notch
properties of the aged reference
malterials, which Westinghouse
indicates represents end-of-life
properties for all the plants. As a result,
Westinghouse concluded that the
amount of embrittlement in the aged
reference material exceed the amount
projected at end-of-life for all cast
stainless steel pipe materials in Plants A
through |.

Conclusions

Based on our review of the
information and data contained in
Westinghouse Report WCAP 10456, we
conglude that:

1. Weld metal that is used in cast
stainless steel piping system is initially
less fracture resistant than the cast
stainless steel base metal. However, the
weld metal is less susceptible to thermal
aging than the cast stainless steel base
metal. Hence, at end-of-life the cast
stainless steel base metal is anticipated
to be the least fracture resistant
matesial.

2. The Westinghouse proposed model
may be used to predict the relative
amount of embrittlement on a heat of
casl stainless steel material. The two
standard deviation lower confidence
limit for this model will provide a useful
engineering estimate of the predicted
end-of-life Charpy impact properties for
cast stainless steel base metal.

3. Since there is considerable scalter
in J-integral test data for the heats of
material tested, lower bound values for
li. and T should be used as engineering
estimates for the fracture resistance of
the aged reference material. We believe
these values should also provide a lower
bound for the fracture resistance of aged

and unaged weld metal. If crack
extension is predicted in an actual
application of cast stainless steel in &
piping system, we conclude that the
applied | should be limited to 3000 in-
Ibs/in® or less unless further studies and
tests demonstrate that higher values are
tolerable. The Westinghouse pipe tests
demonstrate that this may be possible.
4. Since the predicted end-ofife
Charpy impact values for the materials
in Plants A through ] are greater than
the value measured for the aged
reference material, the lower bound
fracture properties for aged reference
material may be used to determine the
fracture resistance for the cast stainless
steel material in Plants A through J.
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[FR Doc. 85-14178 Filed 6-11-85; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 7590-01-M

[Docket No. 50-312)

Sacramento Municipal Utility District;
Denial of Amendment to Facility
Operating License and Opportunity for
Hearing

The U.S. Nuclear Regulatory
Commission (the Commission) has
denied in part a request dated February
17, 1983, as supplemented and revised
July 12, 1983, and January 8, February 7
and March 18, 1885, for an amendment
to Facility Operating License No. DPR-
54 issued to Sacramento Municipal
Utility District (the licensee), for
operation of the Rancho Seco Nuclear
Generating Station, located in
Sacramento County, California. Notice
of consideration of issuance of this
amendment was published in the
Federal Register on June 23, 1983, 48 FR

28765; December 21, 1983, 48 FR 56510,
and April 23, 1985, 50 FR 16012.

The licensee proposed a specification
10 established operability requirements
for the essential heating, ventilation and
air conditioning (HVAC) systems for the
Nuclear Service Electrical Building. As
set forth in the Commission's related
Safety Evaluation, this change was
denied because the proposed operabilily
requirements for the essential HVAC
system are less stringent than the
operability requirements for the system
it serves. The Commission’s position is
that & system is only operable if all the
auxiliaries necessary for its operation
are also operable. In addition, the
Commisson denied the licensee's
proposed change to Specification 6.9.5,
Special Reports, because of possible
ambiguities that could be created by an
incomplete list of references.

Other portions of the amendment
request were granted and are the
subject of a separate notice.

By July 12, 1885 the licensee may file a
request for a hearing with respect to the
denial described above and any person
whaose interest may be affected by this
denial and who wishes to participate as
a party in the proceeding must file a
written petition for leave to intervene.
Requests for hearings and petitions for
leave to intervene shall be filed in
accordance with the.Commission's
“Rules of Practice for Domestic
Licensing Proceedings” in 10 CFR Part 2.

A request for a hearing or petition for
leave to intervene must be filed with the
Secretary of the Commission, U.S.
Nuclear Regulatory Commission,
Washington, D.C. 20555, Attention:
Docketing and Service Branch, or may
be delivered to the Commission’s Public
Document Room, 1717 H Street, NW.
Washington. D.C., by the above date.
Where petitions are filed the last ten
(10) days of the notice period, it is
requested that the petitioner promptly so
inform the Commission by a toll-free
telephone call to Western Union at (800)
325-6000 (in Missouri [800) 342-6700),
The Western Union operator should be
given Datagram Identification Number
3737 and the following message
addressed to John Stolz: petitioner's
name and telephone number; date
petition was mailed; plant name; and
publication date and page number of
this Federal Register notice. A copy of
the petition should also be sent to the
Executive Legal Director, U.S. Nuclear
Regulatory Commission, Washington,
D.C. 20555, and to Mr. David S, Kaplan,
Sacramento Municipal Utility District,
6201 S Street, P.O. Box 15830,
Sacramento, California 95813,
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For further details with respect to this
action, see (1) the application for
amendment dated February 17, 1983, as
revised and supplemented July 12, 1983,
and January 8, February 7 and March 18,
1985, and (2) the Commission’s Salety
Evaluation issued with Amendment No.
68 to Facility Operating License No.
DPR=54 dated June 4, 1985 which are
available for public inspection at the
Commission’s Public Document Room,
1717 H Street, NW., Washington. D.C.,
and at the Sacramento City-County
Library, 828 | Street, Sacramento,
California.

Dated at Bethesda, Maryland, this 41th day
of June; 1985,

For the Nuclear Regulatory Commission.
John F. Stolz,
Chief, Operating Reactors Branch No. 4,
Division of Liicensing. .
|FR Doc, 85-14174 Filed 6-11-85; 8:45 am)
BILUING CODE 7580-01-M

Draft Regulatory Guide; Issuance,
Avaiiability

The Nuclear Regulatory Commission
has issued for public comment a draft of
a new guide planned for its Regulatory

suide Series together with a draft of the
associated value/impadt statement. This
series has been developed to describe
and make available to the public
methods acceptable to the NRC staff of
implementing specific parts of the
Commission’s regulations and, in some
cases, to delineate techniques used by
the staff in evaluating specific problems
or postulated accidents and to provide
guidance to applicants concerning
certain of the information needed by the
staff in its review of applications for
permits and licenses,

The draft guide, temporarily identified
by its task number, FC 411-4 (which
should be mentioned in all
correspondence concerning this draft
guide), is entitled "Guide for the
Preparation of Applications for Licenses
for the Use of Radioactive Materials in
Servicing Preregistered Gauges,
Measuring Devices, and Sealed Sources
Used in Such Devices™ and is intended
for Division 10, "General.” It is being
developed to provide guidance in
conformance with the revised NRC Form
313 for preparing license applications for
the use of radioactive material in
servicing gauges and measuring devices.

This draft guide and the associated
value/impact statement are being issued
lo involve the public in the early stages
of the development of a regulatory
position in this area. They have not
received complete staff review and do

not represent an official NRC staff
position.

Public comments are being solicited
on both drafts, the guide {including any
implementation schedule) and the draft
value/impact statement. Comments on
the draft value/impact statement should
be accompanied by supporting data.
Comments on both drafts should be sent
to the Secretary of the Commission, U.S.
Nuclear Regulatory Commission,
Washington, DC 20555, Attention:
Docketing and Service Branch, by
August 12, 1985,

Although a time limit is given for
comments on these drafls, comments
and suggestions in connection with (1)
items for inclusion in guides currently
being developed or (2) improvements in
all published guides are encouraged at
any lime.

Regulatory guides are available for
inspection at the Commission's Public
Document Room, 1717 H Street NW.,
Washington, DC. Requests for single
copies of draft guides (which may be
reproduced) or for placement on an
automatic distribution list for single
copies of future draft guides in specific
divisions should be made in writing to
the U.S. Nuclear Regulatory
Commission. Washington, DC 20555,
Attention: Director, Division of
Technical Information and Document
Control. Telephone requests cannot be
accommodated. Regulatory guides are
not copyrighted, and Commission
approval is not required to reproduce
them.

(5 U.S.C. 552(a))

Dated at Silver Spring. Maryland, this 5th
day of June 1985,

For the Nuclear Regulatory Commission,
Denwood F. Ross,

Deputy Director, Offtce of Nuclear Regulatory
Research.

[FR Doc. 85-14175 Filed 6-11-85; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 7590-01-M

SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE
COMMISSION

|File No. 22-13674]

Application and Opportunity for
Hearing; First Chicago Corporation

June 5, 1985.

Natice is hereby given that First
Chicago Corporation [the "Applicant”)
has filed an application under clause (i)
of section 310(b)(1) of the Trust
Indenture Act of 1939 {the "Act”) for a
finding that the trusteeship of Chemical
Bank under an existing indenture and an
indenture of the Applicant dated as of
January 15, 1985, is not so likely to
involve a material conflict of interest as

to make it necessary in the public
interest or for the protection of investors
to disqualify Chemical Bank from acting
as trustee under either of such
indentures,

Section 310(b) of the Act provides in
part that il @ trustee under an indenture
qualified under the Act has or shall
acquire any conflicting interest it shall
within ninety days after ascertaining
that it has such conflicting interest,
either eliminate such conflicting interest
or resign. Subsection (1) of such Section
pravides, in effect, with certain
exceptions, that a trustee under a
qualified indenture shall be deemed to
have a conflicting interest if such trustee
is trustee under another indenture under
which any other securities of the same
issuer are outstanding. However, under
clause (if) of subsection (1), there may
be excluded from the operation of this
provision another indenture under
which other securities of the issuer are
outstanding, if the issuer shall have
sustained the burden of proving, on
application to the Commission and after
opportunity for hearing thereon, that
trusteeship under such qualified
indenture and such other indenture is
not sa likely to involve a material
conflict of interest as to make it
necessary in the public interest or for
the protection of investors to disqualify
such trustee from acting as trustee under
either of such indentures.

The Applicant alleges that:

(1) Chemical Bank currently is acting
as trusteg under an indenture in which
the Applicant is the obligor. The
indenture dated as of July 1, 1984 {the
18984 Indenture™), provides for the
issuance, from time 1o time, of the
Applicant’s unsecured subordinated
noles in one or more series (the
“Subordinated Notes™). The 1984
Indenture was filed as Exhibit 4{a) to
Applicant’s registration statement on
Form $-3, File No. 2-92143 filed under
the Securities Act of 1933, as amended
and has been qualified under the Trus!
Indenture Act of 1939. The Subordinated
Notes registered pursuant to said
registration statement were to be offered
on u delayed or continuous basis
pursuant to Rule 415 under the
Securities Act of 1933, as amended. O
July 24, 1984, the Applicant issued
$125,000,000 principal amount of
Floating Rate Subordinated Notes Due
1996, Series A (the 1984 Notes™) undos
the 1984 Indenture. The 1984 Notes were
offered by a Prospectus Supplement
dated July 17, 1984, supplemental 1o o
Prospectus dated July 16, 1984,

(2) The Applicant is not in default in
any respect under the 1984 Indenture o
under any other existing indenture.
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(3) On February 7, 1985, Chemical
Bank entered into an indenture with
Applicant dated as of January 15, 1985
(the *1985 Indenture™) pursuant to which
there were issued $200,000,000 principal
amount of the Applicant's Floating Rate
Subordinated Capital Notes Due
February 1997 (the “1985 Notes"), The
1085 Notes, if enforced against the
Applicant, would rank on a parity with
the obligations evidenced by the
Subordinated Notes {including the 1984
Notes). The 1885 Notes were not
registered under the Securities Act of
1933 and the 1985 Indenture was not
qualified under the Trust Indenture Acl
of 1939 because the 1985 Notes were
offered and sold under circumstances
reasonably designed to preclude
distribution or redistribution within, or
to nationals of. the United States [except
to United States bank branches located
outside the United States in
circumstances not involving a public
offering),

(4) The obligations of the Company
under the 1984 Indenture and the 1985
Indenture are wholly unsecured and
aside from differences among these two
Indentures and the securities issued
thereunder as to amounts, interest rates,
maturity dates, redemption dates and
redemption powers, certain covenants
relating 1o United States taxation, and
differences in form between the 1984
Indenture and the 1985 Indenture, the
terms of said indentures are
substantially similar.

Such differences as exist between the
1984 Indenture and the 1985 Indenture
are not so likely to involve a material
conflict of interest as to make it
necessary in the public interest or for
the protection of investors to disqualify
Chemical Bank from acting as Trustee
under either of said indenlures.

(5) Applicant has waived notice of
hearing, hearing and any and all rights
io specify procedures under the Rules of
Practice of the Commission in
connection with this matter.

For a more detailed statement of the
matters of fact and law asserted, all
pirsons are referred to said application,
which is a public document on file in the
office of the Commission’s Public
Reference Section, 450 Fifth Street NW.,
Washington, D.C. 20549.

Notice Is Further Given that any
interested person may, not later than
July 1, 1985, request in writing that a
hearing be held on such matter, stating
the nature of his interest, the reasons for
such request, and the issues of fact or
law raised by said application which he
desires to controvert, er may request
that he be notified if the Commission
should order a hearing thereon.

Any such request should be
addressed: Secretary, Securities and
Exchange Commission, Washington,
D.C. 20548. Al any time after said dale,
the Commission may issue an order
granting the application upon such terms
and conditions as the Commission may
deem necessary or appropriate in the
public interest and the interest of
investors, unless a hearing is ordered by
the Commission.

For the Commission, by the Division of
Corporation Finance. purusant to delegated
autharity.

John Wheeler,

Secretary.

[FR Doc, B5-14187 Filed 6-11-85 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 9010-01-M

[File No. 81-708)

Application and Opportunity for
Hearing; 500 Grant Street Associates
Limited Partnership

June 5, 1985,

Notice is hereby given that 500 Grant
Street Associates Limited Partnership
(“Applicant”) has filed an application
pursuant to section 12(h) of the
Securities Exchange Act of 1934, as
amended, (the "1934 Act”) for an order
exempting Applicant from registration
under Section 12(g) of the 1934 Act.

For a detailed statement of the
information presented, all persons are
referred to the application which is on
file at the offices of the Commission in
the Public Reference Room, 450 Fifth
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 20548,

Notice is further given that any
interested person not later than July4,
1985, may submit to the Commission in
writing his views or any substantial
facts bearing on the application or the
desirability of a hearing thereon. Any
such communication or reques! should
be addressed: Secretary, Securities and
Exchange Commission, 450 Fifth Street
NW., Washington, D.C. 20549, and
should state briefly the nature of the
interest of the person submitting such
information or requesting the hearing,
the reason for such request, and the
issues of fact and law raised by the
application which he desires to
controvert,

Persons who request a hearing or
advice as to whether a hearing is
ordered will receive any notices and
orders issued in this matter, including
the date of the hearing (if ordered) and
any postponement thereof. At any time
after that date, an order granting the
application may be issued upon request
or upon the Commission’s own motion.

For the Commission, by the Division of
Corporation Finance. pursuant to delegated
authority,

John Wheeler,

Secretary.

[FR Doc, 85-14184 Filed 6-11~85: 8:45 am)
BILLING CODE $210-01-M

|Release No. IC-14558 (File No. 812-6031))

GTE Finance Corporation; Application
for Order

June 5, 1985,

Notice is hereby given that GTE
Finance Corporation, a Delaware
corporation (“Applicant”), c/o Herber
F. Market, Esq., GTE Corporation, One
Stamford Forum, Stamford, Connectiout
06904, filed an application on January
24, 1985, and amendments thereto on
March 27, 1985 and May 28, 1985, for an
order of the Commission pursuant to
Section 6{c) of the Investment Company
Act of 1940 ("Act") exempting Applicant
from all provisions of the Act, All
interested persons are referred to the
application of file with the Commission
for a statement of the representations
contained therein, which are
summarized below, and to the Aot for
the text of the relevant provisions
thereof.

Applicant states that it is a wholly
owned subsidiary of GTE Corporation
(“GTE", and together with its
subsidiaries other than the Applicant,
the “GTE Companies™) which is a
reporting company under the Securities
Exchange Act of 1934. Applicant states
that GTE Finance N.V., a subsidiary of
GTE incorporated in the Netherlands
Antilles in 1978 (“Finance N.V."), has to
date been used by GTE as an overseas
financing subsidiary, Applicant states
that GTE proposes to cause the transfer
of the shares of Finance N.V. to
Applicant. As Finance N.V.'s debt is
retired, the assets of Finance N.V. will
be transferred directly to Applicant. The
primary purpose of Applicant will be to
obtain funds in the international capital
markets for GTE and other GTE
Companies essentially in the same
manner as Finance N.V. has heretafore
raised capital for such companies,

Applicant claims that, because of,
among other things, the size of Finance
N.V. and the conservative debt-equity
ratios maintained, Finance N.V. was
independently creditwaorthy and earned
a credit rating forits debt offerings.
Accordingly, commencing in 1980 and
continuing thereafter, its long term debt
was not directly guaranteed by GTE or
any of the other GTE Companies.
Applicant represents that, to the best of
its knowledge, Finance N.V.'s mode of
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oparations is unique in that no other off-
share finance company with a United
States parent offered publicly its deb!
securities overseas without the
guarantee of the parent or a major
operating affiliate.

In connection with the proposed
organization of the Applicant, the
linancial community was advised by
GTE that the Applicant would serve the
same financing function as Finance N.V.
and was expected to operate in the off-
shore financial markets in the same
munner as Finance N.V. had operated;
that is. without parental guarantee. The
Applicant. as the functional successor of
Finance N.V., represents that it fecls
bound tohonor this undertaking and
believes strongly that it would be
confusing to the marke! and inequitable
to the existing holders of publicly
offered debt securities of Finance NV,
Sor Applicant to offer publicly its debt
securifies overseas with a parental
guarantee,

For these business reasons, among
others which are also stated in the
application, Applicant desires to
continue off-shore borrowings as nearly
as possible in the manner in which they
were previously conducted by Finance
N.V. Accordingly, GTE does not propose
that the off-shore public borrowings of
the Applicant will be guaranteed by
GTE. With this exception Applicant
represents that it will operate in
compliance with Rule 3a-5 under the
Act as from time to time authoritatively
interpreted. However, because of this
exception, Rule 3a~5 under the Act will
nol be applicable to exempt the
Applicant from the requirements under
that Act.

Applican! represents that there has
not been and undertakes in the future
thal there will not be any public offering
either within or outside the United
States of its common shares or any other
of its equity securities. Applicant
currently proposes to issue and sell in
the United States short term negotiable
promissory notes of the type generally
referred to as commercial paper in
offerings exemp! from the registration
requirements of the Securities Act of
1933 (the 1933 Act”) by virture of
Sections 3(a)(2). 3(a)(3) or 4(2) thereof.
Applicant undertakes that any
commercial paper offered to the public
will be unconditionally guaranteed by
its paren! as contemplated by
paragraphs (a)(1) and (8)(3) of Rule 3a~5
under the Act.

Applicant also states that it intends in
the future to offer debt securities for
public sale outside the United States lo
persons other than nationals or
residents of the United States, and the
measures employed in connection with

the sale of such securities will be
reasonably designed to preclude
distribution and redistribotion of the
securities within, or to nationals or
residents of, the United States. Such
measures will typically include in
accordance with the current practice in
the Eurodollar market & “look up”
pursuant to which each issue of
securities is represented by a single
temporary global security until 90 days
after the completion of the distribution
at which time definitive securities may
be obtained by persons entitled thereto
upon certification that they are not U.S.
persans.

Applican! states that it may also make
borrowings from United States or
foreign banks or privately place debt
securities with institutional investors in
the United States or abroad. Applicant
represents that while it may in the future
wish to register its debt securities under
the 1933 Act for public offering in the
United States, it represents that it will
not do so without prior consultation
with the Commission and, if deemed
necessary by the Commisston, after an
appropriate amendment to Applicant's
order under section 6(c) of the Act
which the application seeks to obtain,

Applicant represents that at all times
the aggregate of the repayment
obligations of the GTE Companies in
respect of their borrowings from
Applicant will be sufficient to enable
Applicant to meet its obligations on its
borrowings from unaffiliated third
persons. All borrowings by any of the
GTE Companies from Applicant will be
evidenced by validly issued and legally
binding notes or other debt securities of
the borrower which will set forth all the
terms of the borrowing. Applicant
submits that while its creditors
generally will have no direct right of
action against any of the GTE
Companies (unless Applicant should
issue publicly offered commercial paper
bearing the parent's guarantee), in the
event of the bankruptey or receivership
of Applicant, the trustee in bankruptey
or the receiver could asser! the claims
evidenced by the debt securities of the
GTE Companies owned by Applicant
agains! such GTE Companies for the
benefit of Applicant's creditors,

Applicant asserts thal itis nota
person which was intended to be
covered by the Act. Applicant maintains
it is a special purpose company
organized solely for the purpose of
obtaining funds for the use of the other
GTE Companies in financing their
business operations, Applicant asserts
that the operating companies within the
GTE Companies would be permilted to
issue and sell their own commercial
paper and (o issue and sell their long

term debt securties without compliunce
with the Act, and submits that it is
appropriate that Applicant, which will
serve merely as a conduit for financing
the business operations of the GTE
Companies, should be exempted from
the requirements of the Act.

Notice is further given any interested
person wishing to reques! a hearing on
the application may, not later than June
28, 1985, at 5:30 p.m., do so by submitting
a written reques! setting forth the natuie
of his interest, the reasons for his
request, and the specific issues, if any,
of fact or law tht are disputed, to the
Secretary, Securities and Exchange
Commission, Washington, D.C. 20549. A
copy of the request should be served
personally or by mail upon Applicant at
the address stated above, Proof of
service (by affidavit or, in the case of an
attorney-at-law, by certificate) shall be
filed with the request. After said date an
order disposing of the application will
be issued unless the Commission orders
a hearing upon request or upon its own
motion,

For the Commission, by the Division of
Invesiment Management, pursuant to
delegated authority.

John Whealer,

Searetary.

[FR Doc. 85-14179 Filed 6-11-85; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 8010-01-M

[Release No. IC-14564 (File No. 812-6033))

Shelter Resource Fund Il et al;

Application and Opportunity for
Hearing

June 6, 1985.

Notice is hereby given that Shelter
Resource Fund Il (the "Partnership”). a
California limited partnership, and its
general partners, Shelter Resource
Corporation (“SRC") and Wilfred N.
Cooper ("Cooper”) (collectively,
“General Partners,” and together with
the Partnership “Applicants"), 3880
Michedson Drive, Sulte 200, Irvine,
Califortiia 92715, filed & application on
February 25, 1085, for an order pursuan!
to Section 6{c) of the Investment
Company Act of 1840 (“Act") exempting
the Partnership from all provisions of
the Act. All interested persons are
referred to the application on file with
the Commission for a statement of the
representations contained therein,
which are summarized below, and to the
Act for the text of all applicable
provisions thereof.

According to the application, the
Partnership intends to offer 1000 units
("Units™), af a price of $2.000 per Unit,
each unit consisting of two limited
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partnership interests (“Interests”) and
four warrants exercisable during the
periods from January 1, 1986 Io}anuury
25, 1986 and January 1, 1987 to fanuary
25, 1987, respectively. Each warrani
entitles an investor to purchase the
related Interests for $1,000 each, the
equivalent price per Interest acquired
pursuant to the purchase of a Unit. It is
ulso stated that in the event that any
Warrant is not exercised, the respective
Interests may be sold by the Partnership
o other qualified offerees.

Applicants state that the-Partnership
will operate as a “two-tier” partnership,
ie., the Partnership will invest primarily
in other limited partnerships (“Local
Limited Partnerships") which, in turn,
will be engaged in the development,
building and operation of to-be-
constructed and existing housing
projects for low and moderate income
persons. Applicants represent that the
Partnership will invest not less than 75
percent of the net amount available for
investment in Local Limited
Partnerships which own or lease
sovernment assisted housing projects or
other housing projects.

Applicants represent that the
Partnership is organized as a limited
partnership because the form of
organization is the ony one which
provides an investor with liability
imited to his capital investment and the
tight to claim on his individual tax
return the deductions, losses, credits
and other tax items a parinership can
pess through to its partners.

The application states that the
Parinership will be controlled by the
CGeneral Partners pursuant to the
Partnership Agreement and that the
Limited Partners, consistent with their
Limited liability status, will not be
mlitled to participate in the control of
the Partnership’s business. Applicants
issert however, that a majority in
interest of the Limited Partners will
have the right to amend the Partnership
Agreement, dissolve, remove one or
both of the General Partners and elect
suiccessor general partners, and continue
te Partnership upon the death, insanity,
tetirement, or bankruptey of a General
Partner. Applicants represent that also
under the Partnership Agreement, each
limited Partner or his representative
will be entitled to review the records of
he Partnership at reasonable times.
ncluding the register of the names,
sddresses, and number of Limited
Partnership Interests owned by each
other Limited Partner,

Appliants state that no subscription
lor Units or Interests will be accepted

unless it is approved by the General
Partners, which approval shall be
conditioned upon representations as to
suitability of the investment to each
such subscriber, including a
representation in writing that each
subscriber; (i) Has (A) a net worth
{exclusive of home, furnishings, and
automobiles) of at least $30,000 and (B)
an annual gross income of at least
$30,000 or (ii) has a nel worth (exclusive
of home, furnishings, and automobiles)
of at least $200,000 or is purchasing in a
fiduciary capacity for a person or entity
which has such net worth and annual
gross income as set forth in clause (i) or
such net worth as net forth in clause (ii),
and that he is aware of the risks
involved in investing in the Partnership.
Further, he must be subject to Federal
income tax at the rate of 38 percent or
more and anticipate that some part of
this income for the next three yvears will,
but for the effect of his investment in the
Local Limited Partnership Interests or
other tax shelters, be taxable at such
rate. Applicants represent that the
suitability requirements described in the
preceding two seniences also were
imposed on purchasers of Units.
Applicants further represent that the
Partnership Agreement requires that
each transferee of Units must, as a
condition to being admitted to the
Partnership as a substituted Limited
Partner, represent that he meets the
same suitability standards as those set
forth above.

Applicants state that the General
Partners will be entitled to receive 1
percent of the Partnership’s profits,
losses and distributions subject to the
condition that their 1 percent share of
net cash flow will be reduced each year
by the amount of annual management
fees which are paid or payable to them
in that year. Applicants further state
that in addition to that 1 percent
participation in the Partnership'’s profits,
losses and distributions, the General
Partners will receive fees for managing
the conduct of the affairs of the
Partnership and the Local Limited
Partnerships and the continuing
operation of each project owned by each
Local Limited Partnership. Applicants
represent that these fees are in
substantial conformity with the
standards imposed by the North
American Securities Administrators
Association, Inc. and the California
Corporations Commission, and that to
the best of their knowledge all such fees
are in compliance with the current rules
promulgated by such authorities,
Applicants further represent that the

Partnership Agreement delineates with
precision all compensation to be paid to
the General Partner.

Applicants, without conceding that
the Partnership is an “investment
company" as that term is defined in the
Act, request that the Partnership be
exempt from all provisions of the Act.
Applicants assert that the requested
exemption is both necessary and
appropriate in the public interest and
would be consistent with the protection
of investors and the purposes and
policies underlying the Act. Applicants
state that investment in subsidized low
and moderate income housing is not
economically suitable for private
investors without the tax and
organizational advantages of the limited
partnership from and that it is the only
way of bringing private equity capital
into government-assisted housing.
Applicants assent that to discourage the
two-tier limited partnership
arrangements by application of the Act
would result in elimination of the best
available means of attracting private
equity capital into government assisted
housing and would frustrate the national
policy, declared by Congress, “1o
encourage the widest possible
participation by private enterprise in the
provision of housing for low and
moderate income families.”

Notice is further given that any
interested person wishing to reques! o
hearing on the application may, nol later
than July 1, 1985, at 5:30 p.m., do 5o by
submitling a written request setting
forth the nature of his interest, the
reasons for his request, and the specific
issues, if any, of fact or law that are
disputed. to the Secretary, Securities
and Exchange Commission, Washington
D.C. 20549. A copy of the request should
be served personally or by mail upon
Applicants at the address stated above.
Proof of service (by affidavit or, in the
case of an attorney-at-law, by
certificate) shall be filed with the
request. After said date an order
disposing of the application will be
issued unless the Commission orders a
hearing upon request or upon it own
motion.

For the Commission, by the Division of
Investment Managment, pursuant to
delegated authority.

John Wheeler,

Searetary.

|FR Doc, 85-14168 Filed 6-11-85; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 8010-01-M
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[Release No, 34-22112; SR-Amex-85-21)

Seli-Regulatory Organizations;
American Stock Exchange, Inc.; Order
Granting Temporary Accelerated
Approval of Proposed Rule

Relating to Listing Guideiines for Real
Estate Investment Trusts

Pursuan! to section 19{b}(1) of the
Securities Exchange Act of 1934, 15
L.S.C. 78s(b)(1), notice is hereby given
that on May 29, 1985, the American
Stock Exchange, Inc. [“Amex") filed
with the Securities and Exchange
Commission the proposed rule change
as decribed in Ttems I II, and Til below,
which Items have been prepared by the
self-regulatory organizaton. The
Commission is publishing this notice to
solicit comments on the proposgd rule
change from interested persons.?

L Self-Regulatory Organization’s
Statement of the Terms of Substance of
the Proposed Rule Change

The American Stock Exchange, Inc. is
proposing to amend section 114 of the
Amex Company Guide to raise the level
of aggregate annual expenses which
may be incurred by u real estute
investment trust.

11. Self-Regulatory Organization's
Statement of the Purpose of, and
Statutory Basis for, the Proposed Rule
Change

In its filing with the Commission, the
self-regulatory organization included
statements concerning the purpose of
and basis for the proposed rule change
and discussed any comments il received
on the proposed rule change. The text of
these statements may be examined at
the places specified in Item 1V below.
The self-regulatory organization has
prepared summaries, set forth in
sections [A), (B), and (C) below, of the
most significant aspects of such
statlements.

A. Self-Regulatory Organization's
Statement of the Purpose of, and the
Statutory Basis for, the Proposed Rule
change

(1) Purpose

In October 1971, the Amex adopted
special requirements for the original
listing of securities of real estate

"This telesse provides temporary accelersled
upproval of the proposed rule change for 60 days.
The Commission has issued a separate notice on the
proposed rule change to provide for public comment
prior to approval of the proposal on & permanent
hasis. Sew Securitles Exchange Act Release No.
22081, May 24, 1983, re (SR-Amex-85-13),

investment trusts (“REITs") together
with special listing standards dealing
with possible conflicts of interest
between REITs and their advisers. The
provisions on conflicts of interest were
largely patterned after a 1970 Statement
of Policy of the Midwest Securities
Commission's Association which sets
forth recommended requirements for its
24 member states,

Among the more significant provisions
adopted was a limit on the aggregate
annual expenses which could be paid or
incurred by a REIT. Presently, section
114{d)(C) of the Company Guide
provides that these expenses, including
fees paid to the REITs adviser, cannot
exceed the greater of 1%% of the
average net assets of the trust or 25% of
the net income of the trust, but in no
event more than 1%% of the total
invested assets.

In 1981, the North American Securities
Administrators Association, Inc.
(*"NASAA"), the umbrella organization
for all 50 State Securities Commissions,
endorsed a series of recommended
guidelines for the States to following
processing REIT offerings. Included in
thes guidelines is a provision permitting
REITs to have lotal operating expenses,
including advisory fees, of up to 2% of
their average invested assels or 25% of
their net income. This 2% ceiling is now
regarded as the industry standard.

The Exchange is therefore proposing
to amend section 114 along the lines of
the new NASAA guidelines by adopting
a 2% ceiling on aggregate expenses with
the right on the part of the independent
trustees to raise such limits for unusual
or non-recurring instances. These
changes will further uniformity of
regulation throughout the industry and
facilitate the processing of REIT listing
applications by the Exchange.

(2) Basis

The proposed rule change is
consistent with section 6{b) of the
Securities Exchange Act of 1934 in
general, and section 6{b}){5) in particular,
in that is will update an Exchange
guideline which protects investors and
the public interest.

B. Self-Regulatory Organization's
Statement on Burden on Competition

The proposed rule change will nol
impose any burden on competition.
Rather, by conforming Amex rules lo the
current industry standards it will
simplify the process of Exchange listing
for certain REITs thereby removing a
burden on competition,

C. Self-Regulatory Organization’s
Statement on Comments on the
Proposed Rule Change Received from
Members, Participants or Others

No wrillen comments were solicited
or received with respect to the proposed
rule change.

I11. Date of Effectiveness of the

Proposed Rule Change and Timing for
Commission Action

The Amex has requested temporary
accelerated approval of the proposed
rule change for a 60 day period because
the proposed rule change is intended to
conform to the 1981 NASAA Guidelines
relating to REIT offerings. The Amex
notes that, when first adopled in 1971,
the Amex guideline on REIT expenses
reflected the then current industry norm,
and that the guideline was never
changed after the 1981 REIT guidelines
were adopted by NASAA and is
therefore out-of-date. The Amex states
in its filing that it is prepared to apply
the revised guideline immediately to
REITs that make application to list.

The Commission finds that the
proposed rule change is consistent with
the requirements of the Act and the
rules and regulations thereunder
applicable 10 a national securities
exchange, and, in particular, the
requirements of Section 6 and the rules
and regulations thereunder.

The Commission finds good cause for
approving the proposed rule change
prior to the thirtieth day after the date of
publication of the notice of the filing
thereof in that the proposed rule change
is intended to update the Amex
guidelines and conform them to current
NASAA guidelines relating to REIT
offerings. In addition, the Commission’'s
accelerated approval of the proposed
rule change extends only for 60 days
from the date of this order to allow fora
period of public comment prior to
Commission action on the proposa! 1o
make the rule change permanent.

IV. Solicitation of Comments

Interested persons are invited to
submit written data, views and
arguments concerning the foregoing.
Persons making written submissions
should file six copies thereof with the
Secretary, Securities and Exchange
Commission, 450 5th Street, NW
Washington, D.C. 20549. Copiesof the
submission, all subsequent amendments
all written statements with respect to
the proposed rule change that are filed
with the Commission, and all written
communications relating to the proposed
rule change between the Commission
and any person, other than those that
may be withheld from the public in
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accordance with the provisions of 5
U.S.C. 552, will be available for
inspection and copying in the
Commission's Public Reference Section,
450 5th Street, NW., Washington, D.C.
Copies of such filing also will be
available for inspection and copying at
the principal office of the Amex. All
submissions should refer to the file
number in the caption above and should
be submitted by July 3, 1985.

It is therefore ordered, pursuant lo
section 19(b)(2] of the Act, that the
above-mentioned proposed rule change
be, and hereby is, approved.

For the Commission, by the Division of
Market Regulation, pursuant to delegated
suthority.
fohn Wheeler,

Secretary.
[FR Doe, 85-14185 Filed 6-11-85; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 8010-01-M

|Release No. 34-22106; File No. SR-CBOE-
85-18)

Filing and Immediate Effectiveness of
Proposed Rule Change by the Chicago
Board Options Exchange, Inc.

Pursuant to section 19(b)(1) of the
Securities Exchange Act of 1934 (“Act"),
15 U.S,C. 78s(b)(1). notice is hereby
given that on May 3, 1885, the Chicago
Board Options Exchange, Inc; ("CBOE")
filed with the Securities and Exchange
Commission the proposed rule change
as described herein. the Commisison is
publishing this notice to solicit
comments on the proposed rule change
from interested persons.

The CBOE proposes not to charge
book, transaction or trade match fees in
classes of options on the over-the-
counter (“OTC") stocks for the first 90
days after options on OTC stocks are
opened for trading.* CBOE states that
this proposal is a “competitive
response' to the Commission’s decision
lo permit options on OTC stocks to be
traded by more than one exchange.?
According to CBOE, this waiver of fees
will permit market quality, rather than
differentials in transaction charges, to
be the determinative factor in the
tompetition among markets for these
options, CBOE states that the statulory
basis for the proposed rule change is
sections 6(b)(5) and 6(b)(8) of the Act.

The foregoing change was effective on
liling with the Commission pursuant to

'On May 31, 1985, the Commission approved
CBOE s proposal to trade options on OTC stocks,
tbject 10 CBOE's agreemant not {o commence
Irading such options until June 3, 1985, Securitics
Exchange Act Release No. 22104, May 31, 1985.

“Securities Exchange Act Releise No. 22026, May
51985, 50 FR 20010,

Section 19(b)(3)(A) of the Act and
subparagraph (e) of Rule 19b-4 under
the Act. At any time within 60 days of
the filing of such proposed rule change.
the Commission may abrogate
summarily such rule change if it appears
to the Commission that such action is
necessary or appropriate in the public
interest, for the protection of investors,
or otherwise in futherance of the
purposes of the Act.

Interested persons are invited to
submit written data, views and
arguments concerning the submission by
July 3, 1985. Persons desiring to make
written comments should file six copies
thereof with the Secretary of the
Commission, Securities and Exchange
Commission, 450 5th Street, NW.,
Washington, DC 20549, References
should be made to File No. SR-CBOE-
B5-18.

Copies of the submission, all
subsequent amendments, all written
statements with respect to the proposed
rule change which are filed with the
Commission, and all written
communications relating to the proposed
rule change between the Commission
and any person, other that those which
may be withheld form the public in
accordance with the provisions of 5
U.S.C. 552, will be available for
inspection and copying at the
Commission’s Public Reference Room.
Copies of the filing and of any
subsequent amendments also will be
available for inspection and copying at
the CBOE.

For the Commission, by the Division of
Market Regulation. pursuant to delegated
authority,

Dated: June 3, 1985,
John Wheeler,
Secretary.
[FR Doc. 85-14183 Filed 6-11-85; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 8010-01-M

| Release No. 34-22113; File No. SR-MCC-
85-3]

Self-Regulatory Organizations;
Midwest Clearing Corporation; Order
Approving Proposed Rule Change

On March 6, 1985, Midwest Clearing
Corporation ("MCC") filed a proposed
rule change with the Commission under
section 19(b)(1) of the Securities
Exchange Act of 1934 (the “Act"). MCC
filed amendments to the proposal on
April 10 and 22, 1985. Notice of the
proposal was published in the Federal
Register on May 3, 1984.' The

‘50 FR 18952

Commission received no public
comment on the proposal. This Order
approves the proposal.

MCC's proposal. as amended, clarifies
current MCC Correspondent Delivery
and Collection Service ("CDCS”)
procedures governing recovery of
interest costs from participants using
CDCS. The proposal also amends MCC's
CDSC procedures to eliminate same-day
credit to a CDCS participant for
securities deliveries valued at $50,000 or
more.

Under CDSC, MCC may deliver
parlicipant securities to non-participants
against payment. In accordance with
industry custom, however, MCC will
deliver securities to non-participants,
and credit participants' accounts, prior
to receiving payment from receiving
non-participants.® In some instances,
those non-participants have failed to
pay MCC on the day of delivery.
Because MCC already has credited
participants, these payment delays
result in interest expense to MCC thal
increases until MCC actually receives
payment. MCC does not recover this
interest expense in the fees charged to
participants for processing CDSC
transactions. MCC's proposal clarifies
MCC procedures to specify that this
interest expense will be recovered from
participants through MCC's monthly
debit of participants positions for
miscellaneous charges.

To minimize interest expenses
incurred by MCC through operation of
CDCS, MCC's proposal establishes a
credit limit for participants delivering
securities to non-participants through
CDCS. Specifically, if the CDCS
movement is valued at $50,00 or more,
MCC will not credit the delivering
participant until payment is received
from tne non-participant. For CDCS
deliveries less than $50,000 in value,
MCC will continue to credit delivering
participants on the Hay of delivery to
non-participants, prior to receiving
payment.?

MCC believes that the proposal
provides an efficient procedure for
seltling securities transactions and
collecting funds, consistent with section
17A(a)(1) of the Act. MCC further
believes that the proposal equitably
allocates fees and expenses associated
with CDCS among the participants
whose CDCS activities result in such

*lodustry customs allows verification and count
of delivered securities prior o payment.

*If the recelving party fails to pay MCC on the
day of delivery, MCC then will pass on its interest
expenses (o the delivering participant as described
above
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expenses, consistent with section
17Aa)(3) of the Act.

The Commission agrees with MCC
that the proposal is consistent with the
Act in general, and Section 17A in
particular, and therefore believes that
the proposal should he approved.
Specifically, the Commission agrees
with MCC tht the recovery of interest
expense from participants whose CDCS
activities result in the expense is
equitable. MCC fees for its CDCS
service are not structured to recover
MCC interest expenses, and therefore
an additional charge when interest
expenses are incurred is appropriate.
Further, participants delivering
securities to non-participants through
CDCS by contractual agreement may
pass on these costs to non-participants
whose deluyed payment causes the
expense. ;

Even though all MCC CDCS interest
expenses are charged to the appropriate
participant under MCC proposed
procedures, MCC still fices important
financial exposure until it actually
receives payment for delivered
securities. The Commission agrees with
MCC that MCC may take appropriate

steps to limit this exposure. Specifically,

the Commission believes that MCC's
decision to limit CDCS credits in
advance of receip! of payment to less
than $50,000 is reasonable and is
consistent with MCC's duties under the
Act to safeguard funds and securities in
its possession or control or for which it
is responsible.

For the reasons discussed above, the
Commission finds the proposed rule
change consistent with the Act and, in
purticular, section 17A of the Act.

It is therefore ordered, under section
19(b)(2) of the Act, that the proposed
rule change be, and it hereby is,
approved.

For the Commission, by the Division of
Market Regulation pursoant to delegated
authority.

Dated: June 5, 1985
John Wheeler,
Secretary.

|Release No. 34-22116; SR-NSCC-85-3]

Self-Regulatory Organizations;
National Securities Clearing
Corporation; Order Approving on a
Permanent Basis a Proposed Rule
Change

The National Securities Clearing
Corporation {"NSCC") on April 4, 1985,
submitted a proposed rule change to the
Commission pursuant to Rule 19b—4
under the Securities Exchange Act of

1934 (the “Act™). 15 U.S.C. 78s(b)(1).
NSCC's proposal would implement
Phase V of its Municipal Bond
Comparison System. The Commission,
on May 1, 1885, issued an Order
approving NSCC's proposal on an
acceleration basis for a 30-day period
and requesting comment on the
propasal.' No comment has been
received. For the reasons stated in its
May 1, 1985 Temporary Approval Order,
the Commission finds that the proposed
rule change is consistent with the
requirements of Section 17A of the Act.

It is therefore ordered, pursuant to
section 19(b)(2) of the Act, that NSCC's
proposed rule change be, and hereby is,
approved.

For the Commission by the Division of
Market Regulation, pursuant to delegated
authority.

John Wheeler,
Secretary.
Dated: June 5, 1985,
[FR Doc. 85-14180 Filed 6-11-85; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 8010-01-M

{Release No. 22111; Filed No. SR-PSDTC-~
85-3)

Self-Regulatory Organizations; Notice
of Filing and Immediate Effectiveness
of 2 Proposed Rule Change of the
Pacific Securities Depository Trust
Company

June 3, 1985,

Pursnant to section 19(b)(1) of the
Securities Exchange Act of 1934 (the
“Act"), 15 U.S.C. 78s(b)(1), notice is
hereby given that on May 14, 1985, the
Pacific Securities Depository Trust
Company (“PSDTC") filed with the
Securities and Exchange Commission
the rule change described herein. The
Commission is publishing this notice to
solicit public comment on the rule
change.

The proposed rule change increases
PSDTC's charges for providing lists
which identify participants for whom
PSDTC retains securities in its nominee
name. PSDTC is increasing its charges
for furnishing nominee listings to more
accurately reflect PSDTC's cosls for
providing 1his services. PSDTC's revised
fee schedule imposes new weekly,
monthly and quarterly subscription
rates and imposes different charges for
one-time special requests, depending on

' See Securities Exchange Act Release No. 22004
(May 1, 1685}, 50 FR 19510 [May 6, 1965). for u full
description and discussion of NSCC's proposal.

whether the request is for current or
pust information.*

PSDTC states in its filing that the
proposed rule change is consistent with
the Act in general and with Section 174
in particular. Specifically, PSDTC
maintains that the proposed rule change
provides for the equitable allocation of
reasonable dues, fees and other charges
and will not impose any burden on
competition.

The rule change has become effective,
pursuant to section 19(b)(3){A) of the
Act and subparagraph {e] of Securities
Exchange Act Rule 19b—4. The
Commission may summarily abrogate
the rule change at any time within 60
days of its filing if it appears to the
Commission that abrogation is
necessary or appropriate in the public
interesl, for the protection of investors,
or otherwise in furtherance of the
purposes of the Act.

You can submit written comment
within 21 days after notice is published
in the Federal Register. Notice of this
proposed rule change is expected to be
published during the week of June 3,
1985, Please refer to File No, SR~
PSDTC-85-3. and file six copies of your
comment with the Secretary of the
Commission, Securities and Exchange
Commission, 450 Fifth Street NW.,
Washington, D.C. 20549, Material on the
rule change, other than material that
may be withheld from the public under 5
US.C. 552, is available at the
Commission’s Public Reference Room
and at the principal offices of the Pacific
Securities Depository Trust Company.

For the Commission, by the Division of
Market Regulation pursuant to delegated
authority,

John Wheeler,

Secretory.

[FR Doc. 85141886 Filed 6-11-85; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 8010-07-M

Self-Regulatory Organizations;
Applications for Unlisted Trading

and of Opportunity for
Hearing; Philadelphia Stock Exchange
Incorporated

June 6, 1985,

The above named national securities
exchange has filed applications with the
Securities and Exchange Commission
pursuant to Section 12(f)(1)(B) of the
Securities Exchange Act of 1934 and

'FSUTC is imposing new subscription fees of
$1.500.00 per veur for weekly reports: $400.00 pet
year for monthly reports; and $200,00 per year for
quarterdy reports. PSOTC is also imposing a fee of
$50.00 per special requast for a current repori wid
S100 per special request for vast information.
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Rule 12f-1 thereunder, for unlisted
irading privileges in the following
security:

Safeguard Business Systems, Inc.

Common Stock, $.10 par value [File

No. 7-8437)
This security is listed and registered on
one or more other national securities
exchange and are reported in the
consolidated transaction reporting
systen.

Interested persons are invited to
submit on or before June 26, 1985,
written data, views and arguments
concerning the above-referenced
spplication. Persons desiring to make
written comments should file three
copies thereof with the Secretary of the
Securities and Exchange Commission,
Washington, D.C. 20549. Following this
opportunity for hearing, the Commission
will approve the application if it finds.
based upon all the information available
to it, that the extensions of unlisted
trading privileges pursuant to such
application is consistent with the
maintenance of fair and orderly markets
and the protection of investors.

For the Commission, by the Division of
Market Regulation. pursuant to delegated
suthority.
john Wheeler,

Secretary.
[FR Doc. 85-14182 Filed 6-11-85; 8:45 am|]
BILLING CODE 9010-01-M

——

—

SMALL BUSINESS ADMINISTRATION

First American Capital Funding, Inc.;
Filing of an Application for an
Exemption Under the Confiict of
Interest Regulation

[License No. 09/09-5332)

Notice is hereby given that First
American Capital Funding, Inc., 9872
Chapman Avenue, Suite 216, Garden
Grove, California 92641, a Federal
Licensee under the Small Business
lnvestment Act of 1958, as amended (the
Act), has filed an application with the
Small Business Administration [SBA)
pursuant to § 107.903(b) of the
Regulations governing small business
nvestment companies (13 CFR 107 903
[1963)) for approval of a conflict of
nterest transaction.

Subject to SBA approval. First
American Capital Funding, Inc. proposes
0 invest in Oxnard Pharmaceulical
Corporation (DBA Leon's Pharmacy),

81 Cooper Road, Oxnard, California
#3030,

The proposed financing is brought
within the purview of §107.903(b) of the
Rezulations because Mr. Richard X.
Nguyen, President of Oxnard
Pharmaceutical Corporation, and Ms.
Cuong Nguyen, Secretary of Oxnard

Pharmaceutical are close relatives of
Mr. Ba Xuan Nguyen, a shareholder and
former director of Firs! American
Capital Funding, Inc.

Notice is hereby given that any person
may. nol later than 15 days from the
date of publication of this Notice, submit
written comments to the Depuly
Associate Administrator for Invesiment,
Small Business Administralion, 1441 “L"
Street, NW., Washington, D.C. 20416.

A copy of this notice will be published

in @ newspaper of general circulation in
the Oxnard, California area.
(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance
Program No. 59.011, Small Business
Investment Companies)

Dated: June 8, 1985,

Robert G. Lineberry,

Deputy Associate Administrator for
Investment.

|FR Doc, 85-14220 Filed 6-11-85; 8:45 am)
BILLING CODE 8925-01-M

[License No, 03/03-5165]

S.L.C. Investment Corp.; License
Surrender

Notice is hereby given that S.1.C.
Investment Corporation, 152 Rollins
Avenue, Suite 208, Rockville, Maryland
20852 has surrendered its License to
operate as a small business investment
company under the Small Business
Investment Act of 1958, as amended (the
Act). S.L.C. Investment Corporation was
licensed by the Small Business
administration of February 8, 1964.

Under the authority vested by the Act

and pursuant to the regulations
promulgated thereunder, the susrender
was accepted on June 4, 1985, and
accordingly, all rights, privileges, and
franchises derived therefrom have been
terminated.
(Catnlog of Federal Domestic Assislunce
Program No. 58.011. Sma!l Business
Investment Companies)

Dated: June 6, 1985,

Robert G. Lineberry,

Deputy Associate Adnunistrator for
investment.,

|FR Doc. 85142189 Filed 8-11-85; 845 am)
BILLING CODE 8025-01-M :

DEPARTMENT OF STATE
[Public Notice CM-8/860]

Overseas Security Advisory Council;
Meeting

Under the provisions of the Federal
Advisory Committee Act {Pub. L. 92~
463), dated October 6, 1972, the
Department of State announces a
meeting of the Overseas Security
Advisory Council on July 1, 1985, at 8:30
AM., Room 1105 N.S., U.S. Department
of State. Under the provision of the

United States Code Title 5, section
553b{c) (1) and [4) and Executive order
12356, it has been determined the
meeting will be closed to the public.
This decision relates to the anticipated
disclosure of matters that are to be kept
secrel in the interest of nationa! defense
and foreign policy, and items of a
privileged commercial nature. The
agenda calls for discussions of current
security/terrorist threats, exchange of
information, and coordination between
U.S. organizations and foreign
governments.

Dated: June 5, 1985,
David C. Fields,
Deputy Assistanl Secretary for Security.
|FR Doc. #5-14120 Filed 6-11-85; 8:45 nm)
BILLING CODE 4710-24-M

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
|Docket 41035)

Dominion intercontinental Airlines,
Inc,, Fitness Investigation; Prehearing
Conference
Notice is hereby given that a
prehearing conference in the above-
entitled matler is assigned to be held on
June 25, 1965, at 10:00 a.m. (local time),
in Room 5332, Nassif Building, 400 7th
Street, SW., Washington, D.C. before the
undersigned Administrative Law Judge.
Dated #t Washington, D.C., June 6, 1985,
Ronnie A. Yoder,
Administrative Law fudge.
[FR Doc. 85-14119 Filed 6-11-8% 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 4210-62-M

Office of the Secretary

Reports, Forms, and Recordkeeping
Requirements; Submittals to OMB May
7, 1985-May 30, 1985

AGENCY: Department of Transportation
{DOT), Office of the Secretary.
ACTION: Nolice.

SUMMARY: This notice lists those forms,
reports, and recordkeeping requirements
imposed vpon the public which were
transmitted by the Department of
Transportation, during the period May 7.
1985-May 30, 1985, to the Office of
Management and Budget (OMB) for ils
approval in accordance with the
requirements of the Paperwork
Reduction Act of 1980 (44 U.S.C. Chapter
35).
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
John Chandler ar Annette Wilson,
Information Requirements Division,
M-34, Office of the Secretary of
Transportation, 400 7th Streat, SW.,
Washington, D.C. 20590, telephone
{202) 426-1887,
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or
Gary Waxman or Sam Fairchild, Office
of Management and Budget, New
Executive Office Building, Room 3228,
Washington, D.C. 20503, (202) 395~
7340.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
Background

Section 3507 of Title 44 of the United
Stutes Code, as adopted by the
Paperwork Reduction Act of 1980,
requires that agencies prepare a notice
for publication in the Federal Register,
listing those information collection
requests submitted to the Office of
Management and Budget (OMB] for
initial, approval, or for renewal under
that Act. OMB reviews and approves
agency submittals in accordance with
¢riteria set forth in that Act. In carrying
out i1s responsibilities, OMB also
considers public comments on the
proposed forms, reporting and
recordkeeping requirements. OMB
approval of an information collection
requirement must be renewed at least
once every three years.

Information Availability and Comments

Copies of the DOT information
collection requests submitted to OMB
may be obtained from the DOT officials
listed in the “For Further Information
Contact" paragraph set forth above,
Comments on the requests should be
forwarded, as quickly as possible,
directly to the OMB officials listed in the
“For Further Information Contact™
paragraph set forth above. If you
anticipate submitting substantive
comments, but find that more than 10
days from the date of publication are
needed to prepare them, please notify
the OMB officials of your intent
immediately.

Items Submitted for Review by OMB

The following information collection
requests were submitted to OMB from
May 7. 1985-May 30, 1985:

Dol No: 2564
OMB No: 2127-0050
By: National Highway Traffic Safety

Administration
Title: 49 CFR Part 574, Tire Identification

and Recordkeeping
Form: None
Frequency: On occasion—recordkeeping
Respondents: Businesses—small

businesses

[Need/Use: This regulation requires
the tire manufacturers to collect and
record the names and addresses of the
first purchasers of new tires, so that the
manufacturers can directly notify those
persons if the tires are recalled.

Dot No: 2565
OMB No: 21270019

By: National Highway Traffic Safety
Administration

Title: 49 CFR Part 537, Automotive Fuel
Economy Reports

Forms: None

Frequency: Semi-annually

Respondents: Businesses or other for
profit

Need/Use: Major domestic and foreign
automobile manufacturers provide
NHTSA with technical and fuel
economy performance information
which is examined to see if and how
the manufacturer will comply with
applicable average fuel economy
standards. The information is also
used for reports to Congress, response
to inquiries, and evaluation of future
standards.

DOT No: 2566

OMB No: New

By: Maritime Administration

Title: Effectively U.S. Controlled Fleet
(EUSU)/Parent Company

Forms: N/A

Frequency: Annually

Respondents? Ship owners, ship
operators.

Need/Use: The EUSC file is used for
contingency defense planning primarily
to establish a source for ships capable of
moving essential oil and bulk cargoes.
DOT No: 2567
OMB No: 2115-0089
By: U.S. Coast Guard

Title: Recordkeeping/Recording

Requirements for Ships Carrying Bulk
Hazardous Materials
Forms: None
Frequency: On occassion
Respondents: Principally chemical
tanker operators
Need/Use: The Coast Guard is
responsible for ensuring safe shipment
of bulk liquid hazardous cargoes under
46 U.S.C. 3703. The information is used
by the Coast Guard technical offices
evaluating vessel design, the Coast
Guard port safety and marine inspection
personnel responsible for enforcing the
regulations, by the crewmembers in
operations related to the cargoes, and
by those other people boarding the
vessels to avoid danger from cargo
operations. The vessel safety laws
would be extremely difficult and costly
to enforce without these requirements.
DOT No: 2568
OMB No: 2120-0026
By: Federal Aviation Administration
Title: Flight Plans (Domestic/
International)
Forms: FAA Forms 7233-1, 7233-4
Frequency: On occasion
Respondents: Pilots
Need/Use: Federal Aviation Act of
1958, section 307 (49 U.S.C. 1348)
authorizes regulations governing the
flight of aircraft. 14 CFR Part 91

prescribed requirements for filing
domestic and international flight plans
Information is collected to provide
protection to aircraft in flighl, persons
and property on the ground.

DOT No: 2569

OMB No: 2115-0517

By: U.S. Coast Guard

Title: Records of Testing, Repair,

Drydocking and Certification
Forms: CG-835, 841, 854, 858, 948, 3753,

4678
Frequency: On occasion
Respondents: The affected public

consists of owners, operators, and

masters of U.S. commercial vessels.

Need/Use: The above listed records
or reporting requirements provide the
vessel owner, operalor, and master with
an established certification process,
established periods of inspection for
various sizes and types of vessels,
documentation of repairs and
alterations, temporary operation of
vessels until certain repairs are
completed. and an appeals process. Due
to the international nature of the
industry, these recordkeeping/reporting
requirements are the mos! efficient and
accurate method of obtaining the
desired information.

DOT No: 2570

OMB No: 2125-0038

By: Federal Highway Administration

Title: Description of motor carrier
operations

Forms: MCS-137

Frequency: On occasion

Respondents: Motor carriers

Need/Use: For FHWA to identify the
motor carriers subject to Federal Motor
Carrier Safety and Hazardous Materisls
Regulations and for the motor carriers to
provide FHWA with the necessary dats
in its effor! to carry out these
regulations.

DOT No: 2571

OMB No: 2115-0090

By: U.S. Coast Guard

Title: Production Test Records for
Lifesaving Devices (Flotation
Devices)}—46 CFR Subchapter Q

‘orms: None

Frequency: Annually

Respondents: The affected public is
lifesaving appliance manufacturers

(Flotation Devices).

Need/Use: This recordkeeping
requirement is needed by the Coast
Guard to ensure that the manufacturer's
quality control is adequate to meet the
required standards for life-saving
appliances. The records are reviewed by
Coast Guard or Coast Guard recognized
independent laboratories to determine
that production stock of life-saving
devices will be identical to those that
were originally tested and approved.
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DOT No: 2572

OMB No: 2132-0513

By: Urban Mass Transportation
Administration

Title: Letter of Credit Application

Forms: 1193 and 1194

frequency: On occasion

Respondents: State and Local
Governments
Need/Use: The information is used to

establish a letter of credit for a

particular grantee or other qualifying

recipient of Federal funds. It provides

UMTA with data on the organization

authorized to execute requests for

psyments under the letter of credit.

DOT No: 2573

OMB No: 2115-0132

By: U.S. Coast Guard

Title: Servicing Records for Lifesaving
Equipment

Forms: None

frequency: Recordkeeping

Respondents: The affected public is
USCG approved servicing facilities.
Need/Use: These rafts are required to

be serviced annually at an approved

servicing facility. The servicing facility

s required to maintain a complete

record of each life raft it services. The

recordkeeping requirement is needed to

determine (1) that the liferaft has been

serviced and (2) that the liferaft has met

the applicable requirements and can be

relied upon for safe escape of personnel

from & vessel or drilling unit in case of

in emergency. The information is used

by the Coast Guard inspection

personnel who issues a servicing

certificate.

DOT No: 2574

OMB No: 21250039

By: Federal Highway Administration

Title: Highway Planning and Research
Program Administration

Forms: None

Frequency: Quarterly/Annually

fespondents: State Highway agencies
Need/Use: To determine how FHWA

tighway planning and research funds

will be utilized by State highway

agencies and if proposed work is eligible

for Federal participation.

DOT No: 2575

OMB No: 2127-0043

By: National Highway Traffic Safety
Administration

Title: 49 CFR Part 556, Manufacturer
ldentification

forms: None

frequency: Only once
Respondents: Manufacturers of motor

wehicles and motor vehicle equipment

are required to submit their names,
addresses, and a brief summary of the
type of vehicle or equipment they
manufacture to the agency.
DOT No: 2576 Not Used
DOT No: 2577
OMB No: 21300500
By: Federal Railroad Administration
Title: Accident/Incident Reporting and
Recordkeeping Requirements
Forms: FRA-F-6180.45; 54; 55; 55a: 56
and 57.
Frequency: On occasion, Monthly,
Annually and Recordkeeping
Respondents: Railroads
Need/Use: FRA needs this
information to identify hazardous
conditions on the railroads and uses it
to assure compliance with the Railroad
Safety Act.
DOT No: 2578
OMB No: 2130-0035
By: Federal Railroad Administration
Title: Railroad Operating Rules
Forms: None
Frequency: Recordkeeping on occasion
Respondents: Railroads
Need/Use: FRA uses this information
to determine the condition of operating
rules and practices with respect to trains
and the instructions that railroads
provide to their employees.
DOT No: 2579
OMB No: 2127-0516
By: National Highway Traffic Safety
Administration
Title: 49 CFR 571.126, Truck Camper
Loading
Forms: None
Frequency: On oceasion
Respondents: Manufacturers of truck-
slide-in-campers
Need/Use: Manufacturers of truck-
slide-in campers must affix a label to
each camper'tha! contains information
relating to certification, identification,
and proper loading. Also, the
manufacturer must provide more
detailed loading information in the
owner's manual,
Issued in Washington, D.C. on fune 6, 1985,
Jon H. Seymour,

Acting Assistant Secretary for
Administration,

[FR Doc. 85-14118 Filed 6-11-85: 8:45 am)
BILLING CODE 4910-82-M

Maritime Administration
| Docket No. S$-767)

Participation by Vessels Built With
Construction-Differential Subsidy in
the Carriage of Crude Oil in the
Domestic Trade; Application of ARCO
Transportation

Notice is hereby given that by
application of May 28, 1985, ARCO
Transportation Company {ARCO)
requested permission under section 506
of the Merchant Marine Act. 1936, as
amended (Act), and Part 250 of Title 46
of the Code of Federal Regulations, for
its owned vessel, ARCO SPIRIT, to
operate for six months in the Alaskan
oil trade. The 262,000 deadweight ton
ARCO SPIRIT which was built with
construction-differential subsidy (CDS).
would carry crude oil from Valdez,
Alaska, to Panama. The vessel would be
under time charter to SPC Shipping. Inc.,
a division of Standard Qil Company
(Sohio) during the six-month period and
would commence Alaskan service on or
about July 1-15, 1985.

Sohio slated in a May 28, 1985 letter 1o
ARCO that it has a need for the vessel
to adequately schedule movement of its
Alaskan crude. Based on information
provided by Sohio, ARCO indicates that
suitable Jones Act vessels of
competitors will not be available for the
carriage of this oil.

Interested parties may inspect the
application in the Office of the
Secretary, Maritime Administration
Room 7300 A, Nassif Building, 400
Seventh Street, SW., Washington, DC.
20590,

Any person, firm, or corporation who
is a "competitor,” as defined in section
250.2 of the regulations as set forth in 46
CFR Part 250 published in the Federal
Register issue of June 29, 1977 (42 FR
33035), and desires to protest such
application for carriage of oil in the
domestic trade from Alaska lo Panama
should submit such protest in writing, in
triplicate. to the Secretary. Maritime
Administration, Washington, D.C. 20590,

Protests must be received within five
working days after the date of
publication of this Notice in the Federal
Register. If a protest is received, the
applicant will be advised of such protest
by telephone or lelegram and will be
allowed three working days to respond
in 4 manner acceptable to the Maritime
Administrator. Within five working days
after the due date for applicant's
response, the Maritime Administrator
will advise the applicant, as well as
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those submitting protests, of the action
explanation of such action. If no protest
is received, concerning the application,
the Maritime Administrator will take
such action a may be deemed
appropriate.
{Cutalog of Federal Domestic Assistance
Program No. 20,800 Construction-Differential
Subsidy (CDS))
By Order of the Maritime Administrator.
Dided: June 7, 1985,
Georgia P. Stamas,
Secretary.
[FR Doc. 85-13920 Filed 6-11-85; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 4910-81-M
Research and Special Programs
Administration
185-1]

Tank Cars; General American
Transportation Co.; Possible
Noncompliance With Hazardous
Material Regulations :

AGENCY: Materials Transportation
Bureau, Research and Special Programs
Administration, Depariment of
Transportation.

ACTION: Nolice,

SUMMARY: The purpose of this notice is
to advise interested persons that tank
cars without required padding for
altachments may not be used for
transportation of any hazardous
material that is required to be carried in
u specification tank car.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Mr. Philip Olekszyk, Deputy Associate
Administrator for Safety, U.S. Federal
Ruilroad Administration (RRS-12), 400
Seventh Street S.W., Washington, D.C,
20590, telephone (202) 426-0897.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Scctions
179.100-16 and 179.200-19 of the
Hazardous Materials Regulations (HMR)
(49 CFR Parts 171-179) require that
Department of Transportation (DOT)
closs 103, 104, 105, 109, 111, 112, and 114
tank car tanks, constructed after
December 30, 1971, have (1) reinforcing
pads (not less than ¥ inch in thickness)
between external brackets and shells if
attachment welds exceed 6 linear inches
of % inch fillet or equivalent weld per
bracket or bracket leg. [2) each corner of
a pad rounded to a 1 inch minimum
radius, and (3) each pad attached to &
tank by continuous fillet welds except
for venting provisions. The ultimate
shear strength of the bracket to
reinforcing pad weld must not exceed 85
percent of the ultimate share strength of
the reinforcing pad to tank weld. The
purpose of the reinforcement pads is to
distribute stresses and 1o prevent

punctures and tearing of a tank by+
attachments.

Recent investigations by the National
Transportation Safety Board and the
U.S. Federal Railroad Administration
indicate that between 7,000 and 8.000
specification marked tank cars may
have been constructed by the General
American Transportation Company in
nonconformance with 49 CFR 179.100-16
or 179.200-19. If these cars are not in
conformance with Part 179 of the HMR,
they are not DOT specification tank cars
and may not be reloaded with any
hazardous material that is required to be
shipped in a DOT specification tank car.
These cars may be used to transport
non-regulated commodities authorized
in non-DOT specification tank cars,
provided that any markings or
certifications indicating compliance with
DOT specification tank car requirements
are removed.

{49 U.S.C. 1804(c). 1805{a) and 1808(d){3))

Issued in Washington, D.C. on June 5, 1985

under authority delegated in 49 CFR Part 106,
Appendix A.

Alan L. Roberts,

Associate Director for Hazardous Materials
Regulation, Materials Transportation Bureou.

[FR Doc. 85-14107 Filed 6-11-85: 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 4910-60-M

DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY

Public Information Collection
Requirements Submitted to OMB for
Review.

Dated: June 6, 1985.

The Department of Treasury has
submitted the following public
information collection requirement(s) to
OMB (listed by submitting bureau(s)).
for review and clearance under the
Paperwork Reduction Act of 1980, Pub.
L.. 96-511. Copies of these submissions
may be obtained by calling the Treasury
Buréau Clearance Officer fisled under
each bureau. Comments regarding these
information collections should be
addressed to the OMB reviewer listed at
the end of each bureau’s listing and to
the Treasury Department Clearance
Officer, Room 7221, 1201 Constitution
Avenue, NW., Washington, D.C. 20220, *

Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco and
Firearms

OMB Number: 1512-0030

Form Number: ATF F 4483-A (5300.11)

Type of Review: Extension

7itle: Quarterly Firearms Manufacturing
and Exportation Report

OMB Number: 1512-0098

Form Number: ATF F 5520.2 (1695)

Type of Review: Extension

7itle: Annual Report of Concentrate
Manufacturer

Clearance Officer: Howard Hood, (202)
566-7077, Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco
and Firearms, Room 2228, Federal
Building, 1200 Pennsylvania Avenue,
NW., Washington, D.C. 20226 °

OMB Reviewer: Milo Sunderhauf (202)
395-6880, Office of Management and
Budget, Room 3208, New Executive
Office Building, Washington, D.C
20503 —

Internal Revenue Service

OBM Number: 1545-0029

Form Number: IRS Forms 941, 841E,
941PR and 94158

Tvpe of Review: Extension

Title: Employer's Quarterly Federal Tax
Return; Quarterly Return of Withheld
Income Tax; Record of Federal
Backup Withholding Tax Liability

OBM Number: 15645-0197

Form Number: IRS Form Schedule T
(Form 5300)

Type of Review: Revision

Title: Supplemental Application for
Approval of Employee Benefit Plans
TEFRA, TRA 1984 and REA

Clearance Officer: Garrick Shear, (202)
566-6150, Room 5571, 1111
Constitution Avenue, NW,,
Washington, D.C. 20224

OMB Reviewer: Robert Neal (202) 395~
6880, Office of Management and
Budget, Room 3208, New Executive
Office Building, Washington, D.C.
20503

|FR Doc. 85-14108 Filed 6-11-85; 8:45 am|

BILLING CODE 4810-25-M

Public Information Collection
Requirements Submitted to OMB for
Review

Dated: June 7, 1985,

The Department of Treasury has
submitted the following public
information collection requirement(s) to
OMB (listed by submitting bureau(s)),
for review and clearance under the
Paperwork Reduction Act of 1980, Pub
L. 96-511. Copies of these submissions
may be obtained by calling the Treasury
Bureau Clearance Officer listed under
each bureau. Comments regarding these
informution collections should be
addressed to the OMB reviewer listed at
the end of each bureau's listing and to
the Treasury Department Clearance
Officer, Room 7221, 1201 Constitution
Avenue, NW., Washington, D.C. 20220

OMB Number: 1515-0053
Form Number: Customs Form 3299
Type of Review: Extension
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Tit/e: Declaration for Free Entry of
Unaccompanied Articles

Clearance Officer: Vince Olive, (202)
566-9181, U.S. Customs Service, Room
2130, 1301 Constitution Avenue. NW.,
Washington, D.C. 20229

OMB Reviewer: Milo Sunderhauf, (202)
395-6880, Office of Management and
Budget, Room 3208, New Executive
Office Building, Washington, D.C.
20503

Internal Revenue Service

OMB Number: 1545-0016

Form Number: IRS Form 706-A

Tvpe of Review: Revision

Title: United States Additional Estate
Tax Return

OMB Number: New

Fortn Number: IRS Form 8396

Type of Review: New

Title: Morlgage Interest Credit

OMB Number: New

Form Number: IRS Form M-7183

Type of Review: New

Title: Library Program Participant
Profile

(learance Officer: Garrick Shear, (202)
566-6150, Room 5571, 1111
Constitution Avenue, NW.,
Washington, D.C. 20224

OMB Reviewer: Robert Neal, (202) 395
6880, Office of Management and
Budget, Room 3208, New Executive
Office Building, Washington, D.C.
20503 ¢

Jseph F. Maty,

Ueportmental Reports Managment Office.

[FR Doc. 85-14109 Filed 6-11-85; 8:45 am|

BLLING CODE 4810-25-M

fiscal Service
[Dept. Cire. 570, 1984 Rev., Supp. No. 23]

Surety Companies Acceptable on
federal Bonds: Termination of
Authority; Midland Insurance Co.

Notice is hereby given that the
Cenificate of Authority issued by the
Treasury to Midland Insurance
Company, New York, New York, under
=ctions 9304 Lo 9308 of Title 31 of the
United States Code, to qualify as an
icceptable surety on Federal bonds is
tereby terminated effective this date.

The company was last listed as an
iceptable surety on Federal bonds at
B FR 27256, July 2, 1984.

With respect to any bonds currently in
lrce with Midland Insurance Company,
bond-approving officers for the
Government should secure new bonds
with acceptable sureties in those
stances where a significant amount of
lability remains outstanding.

Questions concerning this notice may
be directed to the Surety Bond Branch,
Finance Division, Financial
Management Service (formerly Bureau
of Government Financial Operations),
Department of the Treasury,
Washington, D.C. 20226, telephone (202)
634-2319,

Dated: May 31, 1985,

W.E. Douglas,

Commissioner. Financial Management
Service.

|FR Doc. 85-14112 Filed 6-11-85; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 4810-35-M

[Dept. Circ. 570, 1984 Rev., Supp. No. 22]

Surety Companies Acceptable on
Federal Bonds: Termination of
Authority; Mission Insurance Co.

Notice is hereby given that the
Certificate of Auliority issued by the
Treasury to Mission Insurance
Company, of Los Angeles, California,
under sections 9304 to 9308 of Title 31 of
the United States Code, to qualify as an
acceplable surety on Federal bonds is
hereby terminated effective this date.

The company was last listed as an
acceptable surety on Federal bonds at
49 FR 27257, July 2, 1984.

With respect to any bonds currently in
force with Mission Insurance Company,
bond-approving officers for the
Government may let such bonds run to
expiration and need not secure new
bonds. However, no new bonds should
be accepted from the company.

Questions concerning this notice may
be directed to the Surety Bond Branch,
Finance Division, Financial
Management Service, Department of the
Treasury, Washington, D.C. 20226,
telephone (202) 634-2319.

Dated: June 3, 1985.
W.E. Douglas,

Commmissioner, Financial Mangement
Service.

|FR Dogc. 856-1410 Filed 6-11-85; 8:45 am)
BILLING CODE 4310-35-M

{Dept. Circ. 570, 1984 Rev., Supp. No. 21)

Surety Companies Acceptable on
Federal Bonds: Termination of
Authority; Puritan Insurance Co.

Notice is hereby given that the
Certificate of Authority issued by the
Treasury to Puritan Insurance Company,
of Providence, Rhode Island, under
sections 9304 to 9308 of Title 31 of the
United States Code, to qualify as an
acceptable surety on Federal bonds is
hereby terminated effective this date.

The company was last listed as an
acceplable surety on Federal bonds at
49 FR 27259, July 2, 1984.

With respect to any bonds currently in
force with Puritan Insurance Company,
bond-approving officers for the
Government may let such bonds run to
expiration and need not secure new
bonds. However, no new bonds should
be accepted from the company,

Questions concerning this notice may
be directed to the Surety Bond Branch,
Finance Division, Financial
Management Service, Department of the
Treasury, Washington, D.C. 20226,
telephone (202) 633-2319.

Dated: May 31, 1985,
W.E. Douglas,

Commissioner, Financial Management
Service.

[FR Dog. 85-1443-Filed 6-11-85; 8:45 am)
BILLING CODE 4810-35-M

[Dept. Circ, 570, 1984 Rev., Supp. No. 24)

Surety Companies Acceptable on
Federal Bonds: Termination of
Authority; Worldwide Underwriters
Insurance Co.

Notice is hereby given that the
Certificate of Authority issued by the
Treasury to Worldwide Underwriters
Insurance Company, Wausau,
Wisconsin, under sections 9304 to 9308
of Title 31 of the United States Code, to
qualify as an acceptable surety on
Federal bonds is hereby terminated
effective this date.

The company was last listed as an
acceptable surety on Federal bonds at
49 FR 27262, July 2, 1984.

With respect to any bonds currently in
force with Worldwide Underwriters
Insurance Company, bond-approving
officers for the Government may let
such bonds run to expiration and need
not secure new bonds. However, no new
bonds should be accepted from the
company.

Questions concerning this notice may
be directed to the Surety Bond Branch,
Finance Division, Financial
Management Service, Department of the
Treasury, Washington, D.C. 20226,
telephone (202) 634-2349,

DatedL June 3, 1985,
W.E. Douglas,
Commissioner, Financial Monogement
Service.
|FR Doc. 85-14111 Filed 6-11-85; §:45 am|
BILLING CODE 4510-35-M
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FEDERAL ENERGY REGULATORY
COMMISSION

June 6, 1985.

TIME AND DATE: June 13, 1985, 10 00 a.m.

PLACE: 825 North Capitol Street, NE.,
Room 9306, Washington, D.C. 20426.

STATUS: Open.
MATTERS TO BE CONSIDERED:

Agenda.

Note.—ltems listed on the agenda may be
deleted without further notice.

CONTACT PERSON FOR MORE
INFORMATION: Kenneth F. Plumb,
Secoretary, Telephone (202) 357-8400.

This is a list of matters to be
considered by the Commission. It does
nof include a listing of all papers
relevant to the items on the agenda;
however. all public documents may be
examined in the Division of Public
Information.

Consent Power Agenda, 815th Meeting—june
13, 1885, Regular Moeting (10:00 a.m.)
CAP-1.

Projoct No. 4796-010, Niagara Mohawk
Power Corporation and Glen Park
Associates

CAP-2,

Project No. 9939-002, Brownville Power

Company
CAP-3.
Project No. 7187004, Pankratz Lumber
Company
CAR-4.
Project No. 8506-001, Charles M, Howe
CAP-5.

Project No. 4026-003, Androscoggin
Reservoir Company and Central Maine
Power Company

CAP-6.

Project Nos. §611-001 and 002. Boulder

River Power Company
CAP7.

Project Nos, 5600-001, 002, 003 and 004,
Eagle Power Company

Project Nos. 3503-003, 004, 005, 006, and

008, Jumes B. Howell

Project No. 3783-003, Rocky Brook Electric,
Inc.
Project No. 3908-003, Catalyst Slate Creek
Hydro Electric
Project No. 4283-003, Fred N. Sufter, Ir.
Project Nos. S068-002 and 003, Douglas S.
Marr
Project Nos. 5080-001 and 002, Donnie
McFadde, et al.
Project Nos, 5573-001 and 002, Cook
Electric, Inc.
Project No. 5646-002, Kenneth T. Meredith
Project Nos. 5650-001 and 002, Gary and
Catherine Wright
Project No. 5652-001, George and Melvin
Osborne
Project No, 5731-002, Rocky Mountain
Embryos
Project Nos, 5078-001 and 002, Gary A
Cromwell
Project No. 5978-001, WA. and KA.
Powers
Project No. 6057-002, F.1. and W.F. Flog
Projéct No. 8062-001. Norma Ross and
Mary E. Burgess
Project No, $117-001, City of Ephraim, Utah
Project No. 6208-001, Trout Company, Inc.
Project No. 6271-001, White Water Ranch
Project No. 6283-003, G & B Water Users
Project No. 8331-001, McGowan Properties
Project No. 6367-001, Western Hydro
Electric, Inc.
Project Nos. 6437-002, 003 and 004,
Western Hydro Electric, Inc.
Project No, 6443-001, T.L. and RR.
McCauley
Project No. 8458-001, Everand Jensen
Project Nos. 8501-001 and 002, James |.
May. et al.
Project No. 6555-002, john A. Webster. Jr.
Project No, 8631-002, F. and C. Audette
Project No, 6633-001, Genersal Plastics
Manufacturing Company
Project No. 8636001, Idaho Falls Family
YMCA
Project Nos. 6663-001 and 002, L.A. Moyle
Project No. 67201001, Frederick Lindauer
Project No. 6802-001, Snowbird, Ltd.
Project No. 7086-002, Confederated Salish
and Kootenai Tribes, Flathead
Reservation
Project Nos. 3590-004 and 005. Northern
Resources, Inc.
Project No. 4241-003, Hydro Development,
Inc
Project Nosa. 4435-004 and 006, Damnation
Peak Power Company
Project Nos. 4437-005 and 007, Glacier
Energy Company
Project No, 5130-003. Floyd N. Bidwell
Project No. 5206-004, David H. Scott
Project No. 5214-003, Hyder Hydro
Company
Project Nos. 5248-001 and 005, West Slope
Power Company
Project No. 5250-004, West Slope Power
Company
Project No. 5447-004, D, William
Saulsberry

Project Nos. 5554-002 and 003, Hurn

Shingle Compuny
Project No. 5585-005, Southern Pacific Land

Company
Project No. 5756-006, Resources
Investments
Project No. 5766-003, Frank B, Nichols
Project No. 5861-003, West Slope Power
Company
Project Nos. 5862-001 and 003, West Slope
Power Company
Project No, 5871-004, Columbus
Development Corporation
Project No, 6029-002, Southern Pacific Land
Company
Project Nos. 6088-003 and 004, Rainsong
Company
Project Nos, 6092-004 and 008, Western
Hydro Electric, Inc.
Project Nos: 6151004, 005 and 007,
Rainsong Company
Project No. 6167-005, Ronald Rulohon
Project No. 6262-002, Southern Pacific Land
Company
Project Nos. 6375-001 and 002, Russell
Biggs. Sr. ‘
Project No. 8409-002, Southern Pacific Land
Company
Project Nos, 6450-001 and 002,
Cogeneration, Inc,
Project Nos. 6818-001 and 002, Olympus
Energy Corporation
Project Nos, 6661-003 and 005, Frontier
Technology, Inc.
Project Nos. 6763-001 and 004, BMB
Enterprises
Project No. 6765-003, BMB Enterprises
Project No. 67688-001, Dan D, Hydson
Project No. 6791-002, Stoney Creek Hydro
Company
Project No. 6792-003, Stoney Creek Hydro
Company
Project No. 6793-002, Stoney Creek Hydro
Company
Project No. 6794-001, Stoney Creek Hudro
Company
Project No. 6850-001, Water-Watls, Inc
Project No. 6920003, DCH Development
Company
Project No. 8932-001, B.R. and CE. Barkdull
Profect No. 8649-001, Pacific Lumber
Company
Project No. 80859-002, Pacific Hydro, Inc
Project No. 6887-002, Roy F. Fulton
Project No. 7006-001, Neocene Explorations
Projsat Nos. 7057-001 and 002, Mega
Hydro, Inc.
Project No. 7077-002, Frontier Land &
Power
Project No. 7080-002, Alfred Tuefil Nurseny
Project Nas, 7087-001 and 002, Olympus
Energy Corporation
Project Nos. 7098-001 and 002, Olympus
Energy Corporation
Project Nos. 7192-001 and 002, Steven W
Picketts
Project Nos. 7211001 and 003, V.L, and F.L
Herzinger
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Project Nos. 7276-001 and 003. Donald S.
Benson

Project No. 7342-002, Manti City
Corporation

Project No. 7352-002, S.E. Ericson

Project No, 7371-002. DK, and F.S. Butler

Project No, 7452002, Resources
Investments, Inc.

Project Nos. 7630-002 and 003, Wiiliam
Arkoosh

Project Nos. 7754-001 and 002, Thomas K.
and Jody L. Budde

Project Nos. 5335-004,.and 006, Western
Power

Project Nos. 5341-004 and 005, Westemn
Power

Profect Nos. 5677-004 and 005, Swunson
Mining

Project Nos. 5828-003 and 004, Robert H.
Sharman 3

Project Nos, 6231-007 008, 009 and 010,
Lester Kelley, et al.

Project Nos. 6301-005 and 006, Woods
Crecks, Ine. and Murry-Pac

Project Nos. 6348-004 and 005, Ralnsong
Company )

Project Nos. 8524-003, 004 and 005, Hy-
Tech Company

Project Nos. 6611-001 002 and 005, Boulder
River Power Company K

Project Nos. 8617-002, 003 end 004,
Olympus Energy Corparation

Project Nos. 6830-004 and 005, Woods
Cregk, Inc. and Burlington

froject No. 6154-006, David G. Demera

Project No, 7010-002, Xenophon
Enterprises, Inc.

Project No. 7422-001, Paul N. Zeller

Project No. 7804-002, Gerald and Glenda
OHS

Project No, 7805-002, Gerald and Glenda
OHS

Project Nos. 8803~002 and 003, Snowhird,

Lad.

Project No. 4595-003, Hat Creck Hydro, Inc,

Project No. 4627-005, Albert and Betty
Hunt

Project No. 5020-003, Mac Hydro-Power
Company, Inc.

Project No. 5108002, Homestake
Consulting and Investments, Inc.

Project No, 5123-002, Mac Hydro-Power
Company, Inc.

Project Nos, 5545-003 and 004, Stephen .
Gaber

Project Nos. 5792-002 and 004, Lawrence J.
McMurtrey & Jay R. Bingham

Project No. 5864-001, West Slope Power
Company

Profect Nos, 8015-008, 007 and 008, Charles
D, Howard

Project Nos. 6144-001 and 002, Castle
Power Association

Project Nos. 6205-001 and 002, Westermn
Hydro Electric, Inc.

Project No. 6215001, Western Hydro
Electrie, Inc.

Project No, 6251-002, A & | Construction,
Ine,

Project Nos. 6273-001 and 002, Westermn
Hydro Electric. Inc.

Project Nos. 6267-001 and 003, Rainsong
Company

Project Nos. 6297-002 004, Alpine Power
Company

Project Nos, 6298-002, 003 and 004, Alpine

Power Company

Project No. 6329-002, Intermountain Power
Caorporation
Project No. 6359-001, Southern California
Edison Company
Project Nos. 6361-001 and 002, Lawrence J.
McMurtrey
Project Nos. 6388-002 and 003, Lawrence |.
McMurtrey
Project No. 6389002, Lawrence J.
McMurtrey
Project Nos. 6390-002, and 003, Lawrence J.
McMurtrey
Project Nos, 6393-002, and 003, Lawrence J,
McMurtrey
Project Nos. 6397-002, and 003, Lawrence |.
McMurtrey
Project No. 5786-001, Lawrence J.
McMurtrey
Project Nos. 8402-001 and 002, Westemn
Hydro Electric, Inc.
Project Nos, 6403-001 and 002, Western
Hydro Electric, Inc.
Project Nos. 8408-002 and 003, Hydro-Cor
Project Nos. 8434-002, 003 and 004, Thomas
A. Nelson
Project Nos. 6435-002, 003 and 004, Joseph
B. Nelson
Project Nos, 6448-001 and 002, Western
Hydro Electric, Inc.
Project Nos. 6628-001 and 003, Waterfall
Electric, Inc.
Project Nos. 6635-001, 002 and 003, New
Generation Power Company
Project Nos, 6758-002 and 004, Holden
Village. Inc.
Project Nos. 6824-001, 002 and 003,
Colenergy, Inc.
Project Nos. 6825-001, 002 and 003,
Colenergy. Inc.
Project No. 6839-003, Piedmont Camp Fire
Council and Lake Vera Water Company
Project Nos. 8840-001 and 003, Olympus
Energy Corporation
Project No. 6995-002, Patrick Funk
Project Nes. 7111-002 and 003, Chris
Williams
Project No, 7120-002, Stewart Ranches, Inc.
Project Nos, 7225-001 and 002, Little
Salmon River Eslates, Inc.
Project No. 7315-002, Paul }. Daniels
Project Nos. 7383-001 and 003, Alpine
Power Company
Project No. 7656-001, John A. Dodson
Project No. 7806-002, Richard and
Georginia Wilkinson
Project No. 7864-001, Mac Hydro-Company
Project Nos. 7878-001 and 002, William A.
Curtis
Project Nos. 7830-001 and 002, Larry
Hensley
Project Nos. 7831-002, Larry Hensley
Project Nos. 7940-001 and 002, Steven |.
Gaber
Project No, 7881-001, Merrill Bates, et al,
Project No. 7882-001, Donald A, Smith and
Margaret E. Evans
Project Nos, 8013-001 and 003, Small Hydro
East
Project No, 8042-001, Rubi Hydro Partners
Project No, 3912-003, City of Haines,
Oregon
Project Nos. 4500-002, 003 and 004, Steven
J. Gaber
Project Nos. 4600-002, 003 and 004, Steven
J. Gaber
Project No, 4792-006, Mac Hydro-Power
Company, Inc.

Project No. 5192—003, Lind Associates
Project No, 5446-001, Steven |. Gaber
Project Nos. 5547-002, 003 and 004, Stoven
J. Gaber
Project No, 6087-005, Douglas Regan
Project No. 8451-003, Thornton N. Snyder
Project No. 6468-002, North Hydro Inc.
Project No. 6488-005, Alternate Energy
Resources, Inc.
Project Nos. 6583-002 and 003, Mountain
West Hydro, Inc.
Project Nos. 7241-001 and 002, White
Chuck Water Company
Project No. 7258-004, China Flat Company
Project No. 7537-001, George Arkoosh
Project No. 7611-003, Iron Mountain Mines,
Inc.
Project No. 7623-002, D&D Stauffer, Inc.
Project No. 7891-002, Frederick E. Pickering
Project No, 7898-001, Snowmass Company
Project No. 7944-003, Great Western Power
& Light, Inc.
Project No. 8082-001, John and June Cotten
Project No, 8122-002, R&D Power Company
Project No. 8152-001, Town of Lake City
Project No, 8181-001, BMB Enterprises, Inc.
Project No. 8192-001, BMB Enterprises, Inc.
Project No. 8202-001, Henry A. Young
Project No. 8220-002, Wise Investments
Project No. 8224-001, Merle Jore & His Sons
Project No. 8230-002, Great Western Power
& Light, Inc.
Project No. 8250002, Alan J. Amy
Project No. 8253-001, William A. Worf and
Frederick F. Burnell
Project No. 8278-002, Big Wood Canal
Company
Project Nos. 8281-001 and 002, Weslern
Hydro Electric, Inc,
Project No. 8324-002, Marshall E. Saunders
Project No. 8358-002, Chester and Irene
Allen
Project No. 4714-002, Forward Power und
Energy Company
Project No, 3580-002, Hi-Head Hydro, Inc.
Project No. 3247-002, Henwood Associutes
Project No. 3948002, Bailey Creek Ranch
Project No. 4182-003, Cogeneration, Inc.
Project No. 4658-001, Eugene |. McFadden
Project No. 4784-002, Robert I. Thompson
Project No, 4796-002, S & S Limited
Partnership
Project No, 4849-001, Lewis Company PUD
No.1
Project No. 5055-001, Richard E. Akin
Project No, 5067-001, Tule River Indian
Reservation -
Project No. 5308-002, Mega Hydro, Inc.
Project No, 5855-001, Edward and Gwyneth
Burgess
Project No. 5091002, Gordon Foster and
Sarena Falls School
Project No. 6142-002, Robert T. Suter
Project No. 6168-001, Richard L, Bean and
Fred G. Castagna
Project No. 6384-001, Redwood Trails R.V.
Park
Project No, 6550~-002, Frank M. Biber and
Steven Spellenberg
Project No. 6629-001, Thomas K. and jody
L. Budde
Project No, 6952-001, McMillart Hydro
Company

Project No. 7591-001, James D. Cisco
Profect No. 8020-000, Rainsong Company
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Project No. 5294-001, Hydro Resource
Company
Project No. 5324-000, Capital Development
Company
Project No. 5948-000, Public Utility District
of Lewis County, Washington
CAP-8,
Project No. 2113-008, Wisconsin Valley
Improvement Company
CAP-9,
Project No. 2030-009, Portland General
Electric Company
CAP-10.
Docket No. ER84-878-002, Florida Power

Docket Nos. ER85-451-000 and ER85-473-
000, Southern California Edison
Company

CAP-2,

Docket No. ER85-459-000, Consolidated

Edison Company of New York. Inc.
CAP-13,

Docket No. The
Amalgamated Sugar Company and Small
Power Production and Cogeneration
Facilities—Qualifying Status

CAP-14, v

Docket No, QF85-311-000, Cogeneration

National Carporation
CAP-15,

(A) Docket No. RES1-106-003, Florida
Power Corporation

(B) Docket No. RE84-7-002, Niagara
Mohawk Power Corporation

(C) Docket No. REB0-58-003, Otter Tail
Power Company

(D) Docket No. RE80-19-004, Pacific Power
and Light Company

(E) Docket No. RE84-12-001, Savannah
Electric and Power Company

(F) Docket No. REB4-14-002, Tennessee
Vaulley Authority

(G} Docket No. RE84-13-002, Virginia
Electric Power Company

CAP-16.

Docket No. RES0-24-001, Cincinnati Gas &
Electric Company

Docket No. RE80-54-001, Cleveland
Eleciric Hluminating Company

Docket No. RE84-8-000, Columbus &
Southern Ohio Electric Company

Docket No. RES1-83-002, Dayton Power &
Light Company

Docket No. RE81-20-001, Ohio Edison
Company

Docket No. RE84-9-000, Ohio Power
Company

Docket No. RE81-37-002, Toledo Edison
Company

CAP-17.
Docket No. EL82-3-002, City of Oakland,
California v. Pacific Gas & Electric
Company

Consent Miscellaneous Agenda

CAM-1.

Docket No. RM85-2-001, Rules of Practice
and Procedure: Commission review of
remedial orders

CAM-2.

Docket No. RM79-76-165, (Kansas - 2J,
high-cost gas produced from tight
formations

CAM-3.

Docket No. GP80-80-000, State of Kansas,
section 108 NGPA determination. Amoco
Production Company, Eyman Gas Unit
“B" No. 1 well, FERC JD No. 80-04663

CAM-4.

Docket No. GP83-59-000, Texas Rallroad
Commission, William Perlman, Section
107 NGPA Determination, AJA Cauthorn
No. 4-1 Well, FERC No. |D82-41108

CAM-S.

Docket No. CP84-24-000, State of Kansas,
section 108 NGPA determination, Gould
Oil Inc., Z-Bar No. 1 well, FERC No.
JD84-09856

CAM-&.

Docket No. GP84-54-000, Hawthorne Oil &

Gas Corporation, et al.
CAM-7.

Docket No. ROB4-9-000, Walter J. Scott
and Benjamin J. Agajanian, oil producers,
William J. Scott and Walter J. Scott,
d.b.a. Scott Oil Company

CAM-8.
Docket No. RO85-2-000, Echo Drilling. Inc.

Consent Gas Agenda

CAG-1.
Docket No. TAB3-2-37-004, MIGC, Inc.
CAG-2.

Docket Nos. RP83-35-034, 035, RP81-100-
000, RP82-37-000 and RP74-41-061,
Texas Eastern Transmission Corporation

CAG-3.

Omitted

CAG-4.

Docket Nos, TAB3-1-37-003, TAB3-2-37-
003, TA84-1-37-004, TAB4-2-37-010,
TAB5-1-37-004, TAB5-2-37-007 and
RP82-56-000, Northwes! Pipeline
Corporation

CAG-s.

Docket No. TAB3-2-31-007, Arkansus
Louisiana Gas Company, Division of
Arkla, Inc,

CAG-6.

Docket Nos. TA83-2-31-005, 008, TAB4-1-~
31-002, TAB4-2-31-002 and 003,
Arkansas Louvisiana Gas Company,
Division of Arkla, Inc.

CAG-7.

Docket No. RP82-58-017, Colorado

Interstate Gas Company
CAG-8.

Docket No. RP85-63-000. Northwest Pipline
Corporation v. Cascade Natural Gas
Corporation

Docket No. RP85-103-000, Cascade Natural
Gas Corporation v. Northwest Pipeline
Corporation

CAG-4.

Docket No. RP85-36-000, ANR Pipeline

Company
CAG-10.

Docket Nos. ST83-634-001, ST84-101-001
and ST83-429-001, et al, Producer’s Gas
Company

CAG-11.
Docket Nos. ST85-10-000, ST82-17-000 and
. 001, Cranberry Pipeline Corporation
CAG-12

Docket Nos. RI74-188-052 and RI75-21-047,
Independent Oil & Gas Association of
Waest Virginia

CAG-13.

Docket No. Cl80-70-002, Phillips Petroleum

Company v. McCulloch Gas Processing

Corporation and McCulloch Interstate

Gas Corporation, Dinah Conrad, MHF

Enterprises, Inc., DOL Resources, Inc.,

the Hawks Company and KA. Thomas
CAG-14.

Docket Na. Cl64-26-012 (Force Majeure),
Gulf Oil Corporation

CAG-15.

Docket No. Cl84-355-000, Exchange Oil &
Gas Corporation and Shore Oil
Corporation

CAG-16.

Docket No. CI85-303-000, Coastal Oil &

Gas Corporation
CAG-17.

Docket No. CI85-385-000, Energy

Marketing Exchange. Inc.
CAG-18.

Docket Nos. TC85-16-000, and 001,

Colorado Interstate Gas Company
CAG-18.

Docket No. CP77-410-006, Sea Robin

Pipeline Company
CAG-20.

Docket No. CP77-410-007. Sea Robin

Pipeline Company
CAG-21.

Docket Nos. CP84-543-001, CP85-150-001
and CP85-151-001, Equitable Gas
Company, a division of Equitable
Resources, Inc.

CAG-22.

Docket Nos. CP84-709-000, 001 and CP79-
473-005, Alabama-Tennessee Natural
Gas Company

CAGC-23.

Docket No. CP85-291-000, United Gas Pipe

Line Company
CAG-24.

Docket No. CP85-300-000, Colorado

Interstate Gas Company
CAG-25.

Docket Nos. CP85-487-000, 001, 002, 003,
CP85-488-000, 001 and 002 [not
consolidated), Distrigas of
Massachusetts Corporation

L Licensed Project Malters
P-1.
Project No. 7350-000, Cameron A. and
Deanna E Curtiss
p-2.
Project No. 7042-001, Cities of Minden.
Natchitoches and Ruston, Louisianas

11. Electric Rate Matters
ER-1,
Docket No. ER82-483-000, Middle South
Services, Inc.
Docket No. ER-82-616-000, Middle South
Energy, Inc.
ER-2.
Dockel No. ER82-616-003 [remand), Midde
South Energy, Inc.

ER-4.
Docket No. ELB5-21-000, Numaineco
Corporation

Miscellaneous Agenda
M-1
Docket No, RM85-6-000, waiver of the

water quality certification requirement of
section 401(A) of the Clean Water Act
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M-2,
Reserved

M-3.
Reserved

M4
Omitted

1. Pipeline Rate Matters

RP-1.

Docket Nos. TA85-4-5-000, 001 and RP85-
147-000, Midwestern Gas Transmission
Company

RP-2.

Docket Nos. TAS2-1-21-001, TA82-2-21-
000, TAB3-1-21-001, 002, TA83-2-21-000,
TAB4-1-21-001, TAB4-2-21-001, TA85-1~
21-000 RP82-120-000, 004, TAB1-1-21~
003 snd TAB1-2-21-006 (severed cutback
issues), RP84-75-000, CP84-2-000, RP81-
B3-000, RP82-88-000 and GPa2-41-000,
Columbia Gas Transmission Corporation

Docket Nos. RP81-82-000, RP82-119-000
and RP84-74-000, Columbia Gulf
Transmission Company

Docket Nos. CP84-209-000 through 013,
Lawrenceburg Gas Corporation and
Texas Gas Transmission Corporation

Docket No, CP84-763-000, Columbia Gas
Transmission Corporation v.
Consolidated Gas Transmission
Corporation

Docket No. CP85-191-000, Cincinnati Gas
and Electric Company

Docket No. CP84-630-000, Lawrenceburg
Gas Transmission Corporation

Docket No. CP84-631-000, Lawrenceburg
Gas Transmission Corporation

Docket No, CP84-533-000, Columbia Gas
Transmission Corporation v.
Transcontinentsl Gas Pipe Line
Corporation

Dockel Nos. CP84-429-000 and 001, Texas
Eastern Transmission Corporation

Docket Nos. RP83-8-000 and CP84-441-000
through 003, Tenn¢ssee Gas Pipeline
Company, Division of Tenneco Inc.

RP-3,

(A) Docket Nos. RP82-75-000 and RP82-76-
000, Arkansas Louisiana Gas Company, a
division of Arkla. Inc.

(B) Docket No, RP82-117-000, Midwestern
Gas Transmission Company

RP4,

Docket No. RP83-66-000, Mississippi River
I'runsmission Corporation

nP-5,

Docket Nos. OR78-1-000 and 022 (Phase 1),
Williams Pipe Line Company

I Producer Matters
Cl-1
Reserved

lil. Pipeline Certificale Matters
CP-1.

Docket No. RP71-29-029 (Phase 1), United

Gus Pipe Line Company
! l)_.!‘

Docket Nos. RP71-29-003 and RP71-120-
000 (Phase 1H). United Cas Pipe Line
Company

3

Omitted

P4

Docket Nos, CP84-303-000 and 001,

Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line Company

CP-5,

Docket No. RP83-8-000, et al., Tennessee
Gas Pipeline Company, a division of
Tenneco Inc.

Docket Nos. CP84-441-000, 001 and 002,
Tennessee Gas Pipeline Company, a
division of Tenneco Inc.

Docket No. CP85-264-000, et al.,
Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line
Corporation

CP-6.
Docket No. CP85-464-000, Southern
Natural Gas Company
Kenneth F. Plumb,
Secretary.
|FR Doc. 85-14218 Filed 6-7-85; 5:00 pm}
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M

FEDERAL RESERVE SYSTEM

TIME AND DATE: 10:00 a.m., Wednesday,
June 5, 1985,

PLACE: Marriner S. Eccles Federal
Reserve Board Building, C Street
entrance between 20th and 21st Streets,
NW., Washington, D.C. 20551.

STATUS: Closed.

MATTERS TO BE CONSIDERED:

1. Personnel actions (appointments,
promotions, assignments, reassignments, and
salary actions) involving individual Federal
Reserve System employees.

2, Any items carried forward from a
previously announced meeting.

CONTACT PERSON FOR MORE
INFORMATION: Mr. Joseph R. Coyne,
Assistant to the Board: (202) 452-3204.
You may call (202) 452-3207, beginning
at approximately 5 p.m. two business
days before this meeting, for a recorded
announcement of bank and bank
holding company applications scheduled
for the meeting. This copy of the Board's
May 28, 1985, notice was made and
resubmitted to the Federal Register on
June 7, 1985.

Dated: May 28, 1985.
James McAlee,
Associate Sectetary of the Board,
[FR Doc. 85-14216 Filed 6-7-85; 4:56 pm|
BILLING CODE £210-01-M

3

FEDERAL RESERVE SYSTEM

TIME AND DATE: 11:00 a.m., Monday, June
17, 1985,

PLACE: Marriner S. Eccles Reserve Board
Building, C Street entrance between 20th
and 21sl Streets, NW., Washington, D.C.
20551.

sTATUS: Closed.

MATTERS TO BE CONSIDERED:

1. Personnel actions (appointments,
promotions, sssignments, reassignments, and
salary actions) involving individual Federal
Reserve System employees.

2. Any items carried forward from a
previously announced meeting.

CONTACT PERSON FOR MORE
INFORMATION: Mr. Joseph R. Coyne,
Assistant to the Board: (202) 452-3204.
You may call (202) 452-3207, beginning
at approximately 5 p.m. two business
days before this meeting, for a recorded
announcement of bank and bank
holding company applications scheduled
for the meeting.

Dated: June 7. 1985.
James McAfee,
Associote Secretary of the Board.
[FR Doc. 8514217 Filed 6-7-85; 4:56 pm]
BILLING CODE 6210-01-8

4

LEGAL SERVICES CORPORATION
Board of Directors Meeting Cancellation

“FEDERAL REGISTER" CITATION OF
PREVIOUS ANNOUNCEMENT: Published
May 30, 1985, 50 FR 23103,

PREVIOUSLY ANNOUNCED TIME AND DATE
OF MEETING: 9:00 a.m., Wednesday, June
12, 1985.
EXPLANATION OF CHANGE: The
Presidential Search Committee will not
conclude their meetings of June 10
through June 12, 1985 and therefore will
not be ready to make a report to the
Board of Directors on June 12. Because
the agenda of the previously announced
meeting called for only one action item,
the meeting is cancelled since there will
be no report from the Presidential
Search Committee.
CONTACT PERSON FOR MORE
INFORMATION: Dennis Daugherty,
Executive Office, (202) 272-4040.

Dated issued: June 10, 1085,
D. Clifford Crook, 111,
Assistant to the President, Chief of Staff.
[FR Doc. 85-14225 Filed 6-10-85; 10:09 am|]
BILLING CODE 6820-35-M

NATIONAL CREDIT UNION
ADMINISTRATION

TIME AND DATE: 9:30 a.m., Monday, June
17, 1985.

PLACE: 1776 G Street, NW., Washington,
D.C. 20456, Filene Board Room.

STATUS: Closed.
MATTERS TO BE CONSIDERED:

1. Approval of Minutes of Previous Closed
Meetings.

2. Central Liquidity Facility Lines of Credit
for State Credit Union Share Insurance
Corporations. Closed pursuant to exemption
(8).

3. Budget Authorization for FY 1986. Closed
pursuant to exemplions (2] and (6).
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4, Administrative Action under Section 206
of the Federal Credit Union Acl. Closed
pursuant to exemptions (8), (9)(A){i1), and
(10},

5. Special Assistance to Preven!
Liquidation under Section 208 of the Federal
Credit Union Act. Closed pursuant to
exemptions (8) and (9)(A)(ii).

6. Personnel Actions. Closed pursuant to
exemptions (2) and (6).

FOR MORE INFORMATION CONTACT:
Rosemary Brady, Secretary of the Board,
Telephone (202) 357-1100.

Rosemary Brady,

Secretary of the Board.

[FR Doc. 85-14253 Filed 6-10-85: 2:31 pm|
BILLING CODE 7535-01-M

NATIONAL CREDIT UNION
ADMINISTRATION
Notice of Cancellation of Previously
Announced Closed Meeting

The National Credit Union-
Administration Board has cancelled its
previously announced closed meeting,
scheduled for June 12, 1985 at the
Parkview Hilton in Hartford, CT.

The previously announced items were:

1. Approval of Minutes of Previous Closed
Meetings,

2. Notice of Intent to Terminate Insured
Status for State Chartered Credit Union,
Closed pursuant lo exemptions (8} and
(9)A)().

3. Special Assistance to prevent
Liquidation under Section 208 of the Federal
Credit Union Act. Closed pursuant to
exemptions (8) and (9)(A)(H).

4. Personnel Actions. Closed pursuant to
exemplions (2) and (6}

FOR MORE INFORMATION CONTACT:
Rosemary Brady, Secretary of the Board,
Telephone (202) 357-1100.

Rosemary Brady,

Secretary of the Boord.

[FR Doc. 85-14254 Filed 6-10-85; 2:31 pm)|
BILLING CODE 7535-01-M

7

POSTAL RATE COMMISSION
TIME AND DATE: 9:00 a.m., June 28, 1985.

PLACE: Room 300, 1333 H Street, NW.,
Washington, DC 20268-0001.

sTATUS: Open Meeting.

MATTERS TO BE CONSIDERED: Docket No.
RM85-1, Publication of the Domestic
Mail Classification Schedule.

CONTACT PERSON FOR MORE
INFORMATION: Charles L. Clapp,
Secretary, Postal Rate Commission,
Room 300, 1333 H Street, NW.,
Washington, D.C. 20268-0001, Telephone
(202) 789-6840.

Charles L. Clapp,

Secrelary.

[FR Doc. 85-14223 Filed 6-10-85: 10:04 am]
BILLING CODE 7715-01-M
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OFFICE OF MANAGEMENT AND
BUDGET

Cumulative Report on Rescissions and
Deferrals

June 1, 1985

This report is submitted in fulfiliment
of the requirements of Section 1014{e) of
the Impoundment Control Act of 1974
(Public Law 93-344). Section 1014{e)
provides for a monthly report listing all
budge! authority for this fiscal year for
which, as of the first day of the month, a
special message has been transmitted to
the Congress.

This report gives the status as of June
1, 1985, of 244 rescission proposals and
71 deferrals contained in the first nine
special messages of FY 1985, These
messages were transmitted to the
Congress on October 1, October 31, and
November 29, 1984; and January 4,

February 6 (two special messages),
March 1, March 22, and May 16, 1985.

Rescissions (Table A and Attachment A)

As of June 1, 1985, there were two
rescission proposals pending before the
Congress, Attachment A shows the
history and status of the 244 rescissions
proposed by the President in 1985.

Referrals (Table B and Attachment B)

As of June 1, 1985, $4.767.6 million in
1985 budget authority was being
deferred from obligation and $8.7 million
in 1985 outlays was being deferred from
expenditure. Attachments B shows the
history and status of each deferral
reported during FY 1985.

Information From Special Messages

The special messages containing
information on the rescission proposals
and deferrals covered by this

cumulative report are printed in the

Federal Registers listed below:

Vol. 49, FR p. 39464, Friday, October 5
1984

Vol. 49, FR p. 44870, Friday, November 9,
1984

Vol. 49, FR p. 47804, Thursday,
December 6, 1984

Vol. 50, FR p. 1420, Thursday, January
10, 1985

Vol. 50. FR p. 6582, Friday, February 15
1985

Vol. 50, FR p. 6648, Friday, February 15
1985

Vol. 50, FR p. 9410, Thursday, March 7,
1985

Vol. 50, FR p. 12504, Thursday, March
28, 1985

Vol. 50, FR p. 21014, Tuesday, May 21
1985

David A. Stockman,

Director, Office of Management and Budget

BILLING CODE 3110-01-M
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TABLE A
STATUS OF 1985 RESCISSIONS
Amount
(In millions
of dollars)
Rescissions proposed by the Presfdent..........ccvvvivvnnnennse. $1,843.3

ACCEpted by the congress..-....i-.----..---..-.....-..........-. 0

REJECEed B the OGS . o v v it e ne e daan i o issesieits 1,805.9 a/
Pending e fOre: the CoNgreSS . cversssonsosnososssiasesssescsdaaoss 37.8

LA A A s s s s s e e e e e e

TABLE 8
STATUS OF 1985 DEFERRALS
Amount
(In millions
of dollars)
Deferrals proposed by the Presfdent......ceeeeveeeccnceanenns eeee $14,872.6
Routine Executive releases through June 1, 1985 (OMB/
Agency Releases of $10,376.0 million and cumulative
AIUSTHENTS 0F: $279, 7 - MITTI0N) . venscescocsonnssesssasansas. 10509653

Overturned Dy the :CONgrE8S .. ccoassiohberosnssselbeoscse OO 0

Currently before the Congress........... csessessesassssssvesseess 3 4,776.3 b/

3/ Rescissfon proposals transmitted with the FY 1986 Budget were released on
April 25, 1985, the day following expiration of the 45-day clock on
rescissfons under the Impoundment Control Act. However, the proposals
continue to be subject to Congressional action.

b/ This amount includes $8.7 million in outlays for a Department of the
Treasury deferral (085-13).

ttachments
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Atlocheent A - Status of Rescissfons - Flscal Year 198%

As of June 1, 1985 Amouat Amoant
Amounts In Thousands of Dollars Previously  Curcently  Date of Amount Asount Date Congressionsl
Rescisston Considered before Ressage  Rescinded Made Rade Act lom
Agency /Buresw/Account Nusber by Congress Congress Avalleble Available

FUNDS APPROPRIAIED TO TWE PRESTOENT

Appalachian Reglonal Deve lopment
PYORTdmE. . ieucanencrucranisnnsandnsessvs ROS=) 99,000 2-6-85 99,000 4-25-8%

Internations) Developsent Assistance
Funclional developaent assistance

POOGrAM, . oo vvnvncnnsinnsnsnnennnnsasss RES-2 5,168 2-6-8% $. 068  4-25-8%
Peace Corps
Peace Corps operating expentes.......... R85-) 1,2 2-6-85 1,231 42588

Overseas Private Investsent Corperation
Overseas Private lavestment Corporation, R85-4 838 2-6-05 88 4258
DEPARTMENT OF AGRICIR TuURE

Office of the Secretary
Office of the Secretary........o0vvvue.. RAS-§ e 2-6-8% HE 4-25-88

Departmental Adaintstration
artsental Adainistration............. R8S5-4 1Ll 2-6-05 149 4-25-88

Office of Savernmental and Public Affalrs
Office of Governments) and Public

LLLLL T2 R S AP Uty | 3 | "W 2-6-0% 497 4-25-88
Office of the Inspector General
Office of the Inspector General......... R8S-8 " 2-6-4% a0 -8
0ffice of the General Counse)
Offlce of the Geoeral Counsel.........., RBS-9 2 2-6-8% 24 425088
Agricultural Research Service X
Agricultural Research Service....,...... R8S-10 1,0 1-6-8% 1.0 4258
Bulldings and Factiities..ouvoeennen,... RES-11 16,950 2-6-85 16,950  4-25-8%
n8s5-12 20,950 2-6-08% 20,950 42588
Cooperat ive Stale Rescarch Service
Cooperative State Research Service...... R85-1) 1% 2-6-05 i8] 4-25-08
Extension Service
Extenston Service. . ouiuiurieavivinnannss RES14 m 2-6-8% 0 4-25-85
Ratlonal Agricultural Librory
Ratlonal Agriceiteral Library, ... .. weow RB5-15 " e-5-8% 1 250
Statistical Reporting Service
Salaries and expentes. . ..ccvuuiuicncasss R8S-10 208 2-6-8% W08 -8
fconomic Research Service
Salaries and expenses, . ......... ceesnnne RB5-1) 2 2-6-85 12 4258

Nor 10 Agriculteral Outlook Board
Nor id Agricultural Outlook Board........ RES-18 n 2-6-8% 3425485

Forelgn Agricultural Seryice
Forelgn Agricultural Service,,....... e RES-19 @ -6-05§ 424 42508

Office of International Cooperalive ead Developsent
Salaries and eapenses. . ..civvnvnncerenss RES-20 st 2-6-85 52 4-25-8%

SClentific activities overseas (special
forelgn currency Program)...ceeeeesss. RB5-21 ’ 685 458

Agricultural Stabiifzation and
Conservallon Service
Salacies and Cspenses. . c.ovuvvrvnnensnes RBS-22 100 2-6-23% 100 4-25-88
Balry Indemity Program.......eseisssss RIS-2) 88 246-85 B 42585

Federal Crop Insurance Corporat fon
Aduinistrative and operaling expenses... RBS-24 1,50 2-6-8% 1,906  4-25-0%

Commodily Credit Corporation
Commodity Credit Corporation fund....... R85-25 n 2-6-88 N 4258

Office of Rural Development Policy
Selaries and expenses. . .vvuvecnnrisanas RB5-26 e 2-6-8% ST B T L)

Rural Electrifitotion Malnistration
Solartes and Cupenses....cciveveaninnnee RBS-27 88 2-6-8% B8 42508

Re labursement to the Rural Electrification
and Telephone revolving fund.......... RI5-28 215,%1 2-6-8% 205,964 42585

Purchase of Rural Telephone Bank
SOPNRA /SR cvasvssivosrivrbivvaviue Ras-29 30,000 2-6-8% 10,000 4-25-88
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Attachment A - States of Rescissions - Fisca) Year 1985

As of June 1, 1985 Asount Asount
Ascunts In Thowsands of Dollars Previously Currently Oate of Amowat Amount Date Congressional
Rescission  Coasidered before Message Rescinded  Nade L Act fon
Ageacy/Buresu/Account Nusbe r by Congress Congress Avatlable Avallable
fermors Nome Administration
SAlaries and eXpentes. uvurirnrinnrenaes NES-20 1,315 1-4-8% 1S 4-25-85
So1) Conservation Service
Conserval 1oa operationt. ... vuvvivsenses RES-31 S0 -6-85 S04 42585
River basin serveys aod tavestigetions., R8%-12 3 2-4-8% S 258
Watershed planaing. . ....vvvevevnenncenss B88-3) i 2-6-8% 133 42588
Velershed and flood prevent loa
L L PP * | 35 7 1 s -6-85 18 42588
Great plalns conservetion program,...... R8§-3% 126 -6-8% 126 4-25-8%
Petource conservation and development,.. R85-36 154 2-6-8% 166 4-25-85
Lailnal ond Plant Mealth Inspection Service
Salarfes and expenses......... R8s-37 1,464 1-4-85 1,464 42585
Tederal Graln Inspection Service
Salaries and Cxpenset. ..ouu.ruiinnainae. RES-38 " 685 "5
Agricolturs) Mackel Ing Service
Rarket1ng Services.  oueviiienirvarnnnane RS9 150 2-6-85 150 4-25-8%
fice of Transportation
0ffice of Transportation, ... ....oovevue. RES-€0 ] 2-6-8% 18 4-25-05
Tood Safety and Inapection Service
Salarfes and @1penses..c.iiivernrnnneas RES-A) .41 2-6-8% A1) 4-25-85
Food and Mutrition Service
food stamp adainistrot10m, .vuuunsvnn.nn, RES-42 (3.1} 2685 684 4-25-85
FoOd SEaMp Program, .uueeiuvornnsrssnnnss RB5-43 8,782 2-6-6% 8,762 4-25-8%
Lawn Notrition Information Service
Human Nutrition Information Service..... RBS-44 M -6-85 ELIE BT LY
Peckers and Stockysrds Admeinistration
Packers and Stockysrds Adafnistration... RES-(5 118 -6-8% 7 4258
Agricultural Cooperalive Service
Salaries and expenses......uvuiinriiees. RES-46 90 1-6-85 50 42505
Forest Service
Forest research...ovvivenncreancanannens B85-47 23 -4-85 923 42588
State and private forestry.....oopvvees. RBS-48 463 -6-0% 63 4-25-88
Kat1onal forest System, . .vvvesresrsnenns RES-49 1204 2-6-85 12,04 42508
ComtbruchION. s o vvennnncsnsansavnsnnsanss RB5-50 192 -6-8% 1,922 4-2%8%
Land cquisttion, . ouvvuriinncancennenses RBS-S) 1) 2-6-0% 68 4-25-8%
BAARTMENT OF COMMERCE
feneral Administrat fon
Selaries and QaPenses. ....cvivrrrennren. RES-852 3,700 -6-8% 3,700  4-25-8%
#35-53 9 2-6-8% 99 2588
Econcelic Developeent Administration
S2100108 a0d CAPENTEE. cuuruiarainsinnaas RES-54 120 2-6-8% 10 4-25-8%
Economic development assistance
:o;rm.............................. RAS-5% 24 000 2-6-88 20,000  4-25-88
R25-56 179,000 2-6-88 179,000 4-25-85
bercaw of the Census
Salaries and erpenses. . .ccuvurinnrinrens RBS-S) bLl] -6-8% W 58
Perlodic censuses and progroms.......... RES-58 M 2-6-8% 19 258
Fonomic and Statistical Analysis
Selacies and upoaul......!............ R85-59 a9 2-6-8% ) 5-s
Internat tonal Trade Administrat fom
Cperations and adainisteation,.......... R85-60 2,083 2-6-8% 2,78 -8
RAS5-60A 18,750 2-6-8% 18,750 4-25-85
Participation tn United States
LLL T LE T ] R - 1 % | L 2-6-0% 6 50
Flaor ity Business Development Agency
“’\Y{ty business development.........., 08562 Ws 2-6-05 305 4-25-88
Bited Stetes Travel and Tourism Administeation
Salarfes and expeasEs. ..uvviiirrrennenas ROS-63 “s 2-6-05 468 4-25-85
RAS-634 L 2-6-85 3407 585
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Attachment A - Status of Rescisslons - Fliscal Year 1985

As of June 1, 1985 Asount Amount
Asowots In Ihousands of Dollars Proaviously Current Iy Date of Amount Amount Date Congressional
Rescisston  Considered belfore Message  Rescloded Made Made Act ton
Agency /Buresu/Account Numbe by Congress Congress Available Availoble

Katfonal Oceanic and Atmospher ic Adalaistration

Operations, research, and facilities. ... RBS-64 LN 2-6-8% 4,040 4-25-85
RAS-S4A 100,200 2-6-8% 100,200  4-25-85
Fisheries 1080 fund. . .coiiianananniiass MBS-6S 1,580 2-4-05 1,550 4-25-85

Patent and Trademark Office
Salaries and Cxpentes. ... .oivuiiniivanss RB5-56 1,402 2-6-85 1,402 42508

National Buresuw of Standards
Sclentific and technical research and
ServlCet. iiiiiiiiannnnrannnnanresans RES-E) 1,019 -0 1,019 4-25-88

Matfonal Telecommunications and
Inforsation Adeinistration

Salaries and epenses....covcvnnavannsses RO5-68 (13 -6-0% 18] 4-2%-8%

Public telecommunications facilities,
planning end construction. ...ovvvunnas RBS-69 2 2-6-8% 12 258
ROS-65A 9,%4 2-6-85 9,968 4-25-85

DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE - CIVIL
Corps of Engineers ~ Civil

Senera) lovestigations. . ....vvvveveunass RBS-J0 2,000 2-6-85 2,000 4-25-8S
Construction, general. . ..ccvavrannesees RES-T1 4,000 2-6-85 4000 4-25-85
Operation and maintenance, general...... R8S5-12 8,000 2-6-05 0,000 4-25-8%
GEnera) EXpERteY . cuaiiiriirrsnsnsrsannss RBS-T] 1,200 2-6-85 1,200  4-25-8%
Flood control, Nississipp! River and

(£2 1771 7 T3 [ SRR pesmppppemps | L2 [ | 1,000 -6-8% 1,000 4-25-85
Revolwing fund...ooovnnivninnnnnrannness BB5-75 1,900 2-6-85 3,90 4-25-8%

DEPARTIENT OF EOUCATION

0ffice of Elementary and Secondary Education
Special progroms. . ...vvesenissnnsnnnnnes ABS-T76 80,000 -6-05 00,000 4-25-8%

0ffice of ) )ingual Education and Ninority
Languages Affairs

Grants to schools with substenttal
nusbers of Tamigroants. . ...cvviiueanass RBS-I7 30,000 2-6-85 30,000 4-25-8%

Office of Postsecondary Education
Nigher educalion, . .cviuvvavesssvanssnss RBS-T8 59.71% 2-6-0% 9,750 4-25-88

Ncrl.nu\ Ransgesent
lorfes and Cepenses..ouvannnanas vaanes ROS-19 4,189 2-6-8% GLIBy 450

DEPARTMENT OF ENERSY

Momic Energy Defense Activities

Atoalc energy defense activities,....... R85-80 5,250 2688 8,280 4-25-85
Energy Programs

General sclence and research activities, R85-81 »n 2-6-8% 3 -8
Energy supply, research and developaent

Activities. coviniiiiiiairinraninees MOS0 2,408 2-6-8% 2,676 42505
Uranium supply and earichment activities Res-2) 9% 2-6-9% 968 4-25-85
Fossl) energy research and development.. R8S-84 R 2] -6-85 3208 4258

. k85-8% 860 2-6-85 850 4-25-8%
Raval petrolevm and o1) shale reserves.. RBS-86 181 2-6-8% 18] 4-25-88
Energy Conmservation, cvvviiiiiinianneses ROSD) a3l 2-6-95 931 42588
Strategic petrolevm reserve, .. ..c.ve... RES-88 156 2-6-8% 15 4-25-8
Energy Information Adafaistration....... RIS-09 845 2-5-8% ME  4-25-8%
Emergency Preparedness, ... oviievrereens RB5-90 s 2-6-85 S1 -5
Economic reguintion, . .ccevevurvsnnnnsess RB5-9] 156 2-6-85 156 4-25-9%
Federa) Energy Regulatory Commission, ... R85-92 W0 2-6-95 200 A-25-0S

Alternate fuels production. .. ..0vvevn, . RES-9) D 2-6-8% 23 458
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Attachment A - Stetus of Rascissions - Fiscal Year 1985

As of June 1, 1985 Asoynt Amount
Amouats |a Thousands of Dollars Previously  Curreatly  Date of  Asount Amount Bate Congress lona )
Rescisston  Considered before Ressage  Rescinded Mode Rade Act foa
Agency/Bureau/Account MNusber by Congress Congress Avellable Avalloble

Power Markeling Administration
Operat loa wintenance, Alaska Power
Adalnlstrat1om. .ouuniusruiirnsarannns. RES-9E
Operation and maintenance, Southeasteran
Power ABaIntstratbon, .ovuvrvirnreannss RES-9S
RES-24)

Operation end maintenance, Southwestera
Power Admindstralion. ..o.vuenvnnenans RBS-96 4-25-85

Construction, rehabilitation, operation
and meintenance, Western Area Power
A IntStration. covuanviivinsnnrnnnnens RES-9)
Uepartmeatal AMainistration
Departmental administration............. R85-98
MPARTMENT OF MEALTM AND MUMAN SERVICES

Food and Drug Adainistration
Salaries and expenses....ouiiiavinsenans RBS-99

Health Resowrces and Services Administration
Mealth resources and services

Indion Mealth, . oviiiirnnirsinsnnnasesss RES-101

Centers for Disease Control
Disease control....cviuinninnnannenseens ROS-102

Natlonal fastitutes of Health
Mational Cancer Institute,......... RAS-10)

National Heart, Lung and Blood Institute RE5S-104
Kational Inmstitute of Dental Research... R§5-105

Natlonal Institute of Arthrilis, Dlabetes,
and Digestive and Kidney Diseases,...., R35-106

Matlomal Institute of Neurological and

Communicat ive Disorders............... RES-107 4-25-85
Matlona) Institute of Allergy and

Infections Diseares.....ovvuivancsesas RES-108 4-25-85
Nattonal Tastitute of General Medical

SCIEACRS ., ciuiinnniniianicnsansnnananes RES-109 -25-08

Natlomal Institute of CALID Melfare and
Buman Developeent, . .o.uverninnnesees ABS-110 §-25-85

National Eye Institute.....covnvunnnea. R8S-110 4-25-85

Natfonal Institute of Environsental Nealth =
Sclences........ ssssnssdassanes RIS-112 4-25-8%

Natlons! Institute on AgIng....ccouuuee. RBS-113 4-25-8%

RESRArCh refources. covveersanssnsvarss RBS=114 42585

John £, Fogerly Internatioasl Center.... RBS-11S 4-25-8%

Netional Library of Medicine RES-118 4-25-88

Office of the DIreclor, .ovveevercvenees RB5-117 -25-85
Alcobol, Drug Abwse, and Meata) Nealth

Muinistration

Alcohal, drog abuse, and meatal health.. R#5-118

Office of Assistant Secretary for Health
Public health service mensgement........ R85-119

Nealth Care Financing Administration
Program samagement. .....ovvenvanaennanss RES-120

Wussn Development Services
Numan development services............., R85-121

Family social services...oovrearnnaneass W5-122
Community services block graat.......... R85-12)

Departmental Mansgement
Genera) depactmenta]l mansgement,........ R85-124

Office of the Inspector General......... R85-12%
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Attacheent A ~ Status of Resclissfons -~ Fiscal Year 1985

As of Jume 1, 1985 Amount Asount
Amounts in Thoutands of Dollars Previously  Currently  Date of  Amount Amount Date Congressional
Rescission Considered before Kessage  Rescinded Made Rade Act fon
Agency/Buresa/Account Numbe r by Congress Congress Avallable Avellable

DEPARTMENT OF MOUSING AND URBAN DEVELOPHENT
Public and Indlan Wousing Prograss
N{-nh for operation of low
ncome Mousing profects. ...ovvvvvrnnes RBS-126 25,10 2-6-8% SI,108  4-25-85
Kao L and AMainistration
S2laries and Cnpentet. couiiariinnnnnenes RBS-127 90 2-6-8% 6,919 2505
DEPARTRENT OF INTERION

Bureau of Land Ranagement

Nasagesent of loands and resources......, RAS-128 s, 078 2-6-9% $.778  4-25-85
Oregon and California graat lands....... RES-IDY (34} -6-8% 619 42585
Working copital fund, . .oovvvivnrinnennss RES-130 2.9%1 2-6-8% 2,951 42585

Ninerals Nanagement Service
Minerals and royally mansgesent......... LLER B 1,764 -6-88 I8t 42505

0ffice of Serface Nining Reclamat lon
and Enforcement

Reguiation and LechnolOgy.ueurenrannaces RBS-112 546 2685 $66 4-25-8%
Abandoned mine reclamation fund......... R8S-1)) m 2-6-0% NI 25005

RES-1234 2,900 2-6-8% 2,900 4-25-8%

Buresu of Reclamation

Constroction progrom, ..oovvvvrisnsesnees RES-1M 25N 2-6-05% 2571 4-25-8%
General Investigotions,  .ovuvureinnnness RIS-10S 209 2-6-9% 209 42585
Operation and mainlenance. ... .cocuveeas BBS-106 1,50 2-6-8% 1,540 4-25-8%
General administrative expenses......... R85-10) 1,460 2688 1,468 4-25-88

Geologicel Servey
Surveys, favestigations and research, ... R3S-1)8 s 2-6-85 4519 -5

Burcav of Nines
Nines and minerals..c..voinven. cenranres RES-1DY 1,358 7-6-0% 1,055 42585

United States Fish and Wild1ife Service
RESOUrce mansgemeat. . ..covvvnnesnaannces RES-140 3.889 2-6-0% 1,865 4-25-85
COnStroctIon. .oovvnninicnansnssnsnenecss RBS-1A] © 2-6-8% 0 ¢-25-85

Mattonal Park Service

Operation of the national park systew... RES-142 8,59 7-6-8% 8,598 4585
Katlomal recreation and preservalion, ... R8S-143 " 2-4-2% 9% 42585
Contruction. ..ovunvirnnernnanasiansnass RES-144 » 2-6-85 N s

Lond acquisition and state
OSSIIRAACE, i iiii i irananniniinsnnes RES-14S 2 2-6-8% $2 42585
R8S-146 30,000 2-6-8% 30,000 4-25-85

Buresu of Indlan Affairs
Operation of Indian programs. . ....c.cvv.. R85-100 $.50 1-6-8% $.570 42585

Oftice of Territorial Affairs
Administration of territorfes. ... ouuu,. MBS-148 107 2-6-8% 107 4-25-8%
DEPARTNENT OF JUSTICE

Ceneral Adaintstration
Salarfes and expentes..... eesnsanssannne ROS-149 166 1-6-8% 166 4-25-9%

Workiag capitel fumd....... sasses sevanes RES-1SO 3,000 2-6-8% 1,000 4258

Legal Activitles
Salarles and eapenses, General Legal

REEIVI IS, o vvivvnninnannnannnnaseass RES-15] oo 2-6-8% 0o a8
Salaries and expenses, Antitrust

DIIS10n. . ousnsrrennssnsisnansensanse ROS-IS2 (3] 2-6-8% 65 4258
Salaries and expenses, Uniled States

Attorneys and Marshals. . .cocivneivneas RBS-1S) 859 2:6-08 889 4-25-85
Fees and expenses of witnesses.. . ..o .. BRS-154 e 2-6-85 Wy 42588

Saleries and expenses, Community Relations
SEYICE. vecssesrronasnnannqelineuntass R85-15% a9 605 4 45

Federal Bureau of Investigation
Saluries and erpenses. ..ovviesreenisanss RES-156 3,505 2-6-85 3505 450
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Attacheent A - Status of Rescissloas ~ Fiscel Year 1985

As of Jene 1, 198% Anount Amoent
Amounts (n Thousands of Dollars Previously Currently Date of Amount Amouat Date € esslonal
Rescission  Comsldered before Nessage Rescinded  Made Nade tlon
Agency /Buresu/Accouat Ruabe r by Congress Congress Avatlable Avallable
L
Brug Enforcement Administration
Salacies and expenses. ... coviesnnnssees R95-157 s -6-85 06 42588
Imaigration and Maturalization Service
Salaries and expenses. .. ....uovuruvesees RES-158 " 2-6-85 7 258
Fedeca) Prison Systes
Salaries and Cxpenses. . ....couiiinennsaes RES-159 451 2605 451 4-25-08
Natiomal Iastitute of Corrections....... R85-160 (3] 2-4-05 M 4-25-85
Bulldings and facilities. . ....ovuvvnnnes. RES-161 13 2-6-08 1 50
0ffice of Justice Prograss
Justice assistance...ovuvuninnirinsanees RBS-182 2.on 2-6-88 2,031 A-25-8%
DEPARTMENT OF LABOR >
Esploymenl and Tralning Administration
Program adeinistration, .. ovvnvenrsnnass RES-16) zis 2-6-0% 218 A-25-88
RE5-163A 1Jon 2-6-85 1,20 4-25-8%
Training and coployment services........ R8S-164 140 2-6-8% 1447 2585
RE5-164A M2 2-6-85 204,291 4-25-8%
Labor -Nenagement Services Adainistration
Salartes and CAPERSES, ooourirnrrnnranees RES-16S 1,678 2-6-88 1,678 4-25-85
Esployment Standards AMdalnistration
Salaries and expanses. .. iuvuicnsnasaees RBS-167 1635 2-6-85 1,635 4-25-
. RES-1674 600 2-6-85 600 4-25-85
Occupational Safely and Nealth Adaiatistretion
Salaries and eaPentes. couuvivisianananse RBS-168 1,69 2-6-8% 1,694 4-25-8%
Kine Safely and Nealth Adwinistration
Salaries and expenses, ..o vuvrvesessanes RB5-169 1,176 2-6-8% 1,776 4-25-8%
Suresu of Labor Statistics
Salacies and eapenses. ..vvunnriarinees RB5-170 165 2-6-8% 165 4-25-85
RA5-170A 5,000 2-6-8% 5,000 4-25-85
Dcz:rl-nlcl Hanagement
laries and expenses....ovvvvinncacsses RES-171 128 2-5-8% 128 4-358%
Inspector Gemeral saleries ond oxpenses, R@%-172 1,766 2-6-05 1,766  4-25-85
Special foreign currency progrem........ RES-173 0 2-6-85 W 42588
DEPARTMENT OF STAIE
Adainistratfon of Forelgn Affalrs
Salaries 4nd Rxpanses. . .uvivanriessanes RES-IN .4an 2-6-85 2,007 42505
DEPARTMEMT OF TRAMSPORTATION
Federal Nighway Administratlon
Motor carrier safely...ovivvnnnnsnensnce RES-175 184 2-6-85 164 4-25-85
National Highway Traffic Safety Adafnistratfon
OPerations and research....ovuvevansnens RBS-176 %7 2-6-8% 167 4-25-85
Trust fund share of operations and
research, couvivnnnas seprineasrvecesses RES-IT? 408 685 08 42585
Nighway traffic safety grants.....ov.... RE5-178 %0 -6-0% %0 4-25-85
Federal Rallroad Adainistrat fon
Office of the Adainistrator. ovcvveneees RES-179 100 2-6-8% 100 4-25-85
Ratlrosd resoarch and developaent,...... RES-180 10 2-6-8% 170 4-25-8%
Ral) service assistance......ovuvueinees RBS-181 %0 2-6-8% 90 4-25-8%
Rallroad safety..cooieasesnansnsnnaeness RBS~182 140 2-6-0% 140 4-25-8%
Northeast corridor lmprovesenl program,. RES-18) 200 2-6-85 W 4-25-85
Urbam Mass Tramsportation Adalaistration
Urban mass transportetion fund,
Mainlstralive expenses. .ocoviviaianss RES-1SL rLl) 2-6-85% 265 A58
Federal Aviation AMdmintstration
OPErARIORE . . lsac e iianannannaansvabibny vy RS -10% 18 888 2-6-88 19,888 4-25-85
Neadquarlers administration, ... oovuvuee RES-104 1,088 -6-85 1,065 42585
Operation and maintecance, Washington
mtropolitan alrports,,, kas-187 1} 2-6-85 17 458
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As of Jene 1, 1985 Asount Asount
Amounts 1n Thoussads of Dollars Praviously  Currently  Date of  Asount Amount Date Congress lonal
Resclsston  Coasidered before Ressage Rescinded  Made Pede tioa
Agency/Bureau/Accouat Ruste r by Congress Cangress Avallable Avalleble
Facilities and equipment (Afrport and
alrway Lrust Mumd).ovuevennonnnncesnes ROS-184 10,000 -6-08 10,000  4-25-0%
Coast Guerd
Operaling Cxpentet. .. .ouuvivensvacanses RBS-189 o 2-4-88 S L% ¢ L B4 38 1
Acquisition, construction and
OVemEAlS, i iiiiiiisniaiasnsnesass RBS-190 400 2-6-08 $00  4-25-88
Reserve tralnfng..coooiiniinnnnnns eannss RAS-19) “w 2-6-8% "1 258
Research, development, Lest, and
OV 10N, s e cvvncnannnansnnnsnaennnsn R8s5-192 135 -6-08 15 58
Rar it lme Adainistration
Operations and trafaing...... srsssesnses RE5-19) [12) 2-6-8% 888 4-25-8%
Offfce of the Inspector Gemeral
Salaries and eupentes. . ....vuivinrvivess RBS-194 300 2-6-0% 300 4-25-8%
Office of the Secretary
Salaries and CEpRAsSES...ovinnisnenaness RES-198 a5 -6-8% % 5
Transportation planaing, research and
development.....oouuue srassssnsaasanss RES<106 (3] -6-85 65 -5
DEPARTHENT OF THE TREASURY
Office of the Secretary
Salortes and eapenses. . ..ovvvinnnirnnnss RBS-197 %9 2-6-05 %9 42588
0ffice of Revenve Sharing
Salartes and Qupenses. ovvvinniannranes RIS-198 L] 2-6-85% 90 4-25-88
Federal Law Enforcement Tralning Center
Salarfes and expenses. . .cuivuvsneniesss RB5-199 "% 2-6-8% 75 4-25-0%
Flaanctal Mansgement Service
Salaries aod erpenses..ovuvurverararenee MIS-200 ” 485 L LCA B b )
Ruresy of Alcobol, Tobacco and Firearss
Salaries and expenses........ casvsanesss B85-20) » 2-6-05 ¥ A8
United States Customs Service
Salartes and €1penset. . .c.cuvenass veaesns RBS-202 1,22 2-6-085 1,220 -0
Burecau of the Nint
Salaries and expenses. . ooviviineinnenes RI5-20) L 1] 2-4-08 8 4-5-85
Buresu of the Public Debt
Adainistering the public debt..... vevnss ROS-204 52 2-408 82 405
Interns) Revenve Service
Salaries and expenses. . .oovvvvenninss wee RES-205 1% 605 198 4-25-0%
Processing Lax returns aod executive
GIrechIon. .oivviniennrnrannnansnnns wee RB5-206 L1 2-6-8% m -5
Examinations and appeals...covvnvnnnnnen RS-0 1,588 2-6-85 1,588 4-25-88
lavestigation, collection, and taxpayer
SETVICe, Liiiiniririininnnananannananes ROS-208 1,633 2-6-0% 1,633 4-25-8%
Unfted States Secret Service
Salarfes and expanses, . .oovvivnnnnnsens R85-209 1,088 1-6-8% 1,465 4-25-85
ENVIRONMENIAL PROTECTION AGENCY
Salaries and Cxpenses...ovivrivieninsrnsns RB5-210 1,86) 7-6-8% 1,863 €-24-95
Research and development. . .ocvvvvnvevasss RB5-211 Lan 2-6-05 4,125 268
Abatesent, control, and complience..... e RES-212 1,410 2-6-8% 1,413 2588
GEMERAL SERVICES ADMINISTRATION
Real Property Activities
Federsl Dulddings fund, . ovavvvnnnnns vas R35-21) 1.204 -6-08 3200 42508
Personal Property Activities
Oparating Eapenses..oovvrsvennnnnnssnses OS24 300 -6-8% 00 4250
General supply Tund. . covuivevenssnnnnss RBS-218 BLN 11 ) -6-8% 30,848 4-25-0%

Office of Informetion Resources Managesent
Operatling e1penset. . ocviiuvennsssaceees RBS-216 “ 2-6-0% “ 258

Consumer fnformation center fund,....... #85-2)7 (3} 1-4-0% 6) 42508
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Attachment A - Status of Rescissioms - Fiscal Yesr 1985

As of June 1, 1985 Asount Amount
Amounts In Thowsands of Dollars Previowsly  Currently  Date of Asount Ascunt Date essional
Rescisslon Coasidered before Message  Rescladed Made Made tion
Agency/Bureau/Account Nusber by Congress Congress Avallabia Available

Federal telecommanications fund,...,.... ROS-218 as 24605 U5 42508
Avtomslic data processing fund........v. RES-21Y s 2-6-8% 145 42588

federal Property Resources Activities
Operating upeases. .. .ouvarsnnnrsacsnss RES-220 2-6-05 4-25-85

Expenses, disposal of surplus real amd
related personal property........v.... RE5-221 2-6-85 4-25-05

General Activities
General managemont and administration,
salaries 40d expenses. . o.vninirsiannes RBS-222
0ffice of the Inspector General......... RES-22)

Allowances and staff for former
Prashoents.cescicacncsacenndascosnssss ROS22

Vorking capital fund....vvevvennnennnnes RB5-22%

NATIONAL AERONAUTICS AND SPACE ADMINISTRATION

Research and program sansgesent, .. ........ R85-226

GFICE OF PERSOMMEL MAMAGE MENT

Salaries and Cxpenses. . civciiiiiinncnanes RES5-227

SHALL BUSINESS ADMINISTRATION

SATarles and Cupentes. c.vuuiavincrrnnnnses

VETERANS ADNINISTRATION

Redical COre, .o ciiuannnrninnnnnnannnnneses RES-229 4-25-05
Medical and prosthetic research, ... oouvees RB5-220 -25-85

Medical adeinistration and miscellancous
Operating expenses. .. .iiviiarinnasannss RBS5-231 4-25-05

Ceneral operating eepenses, .. .cvvvvnnnans Ras-232 4-25-0%
Construction, minor projJects...covvuveasss RB5-23) 4-25-85
OTHER INDEPENDENT AGENCIES

ACTION
Operating XPenses. .oouvarnnnnsannnsnsss RBS-2H 2-6-85

Corporation for Public Broadcesting
wbllc broadcasting fund, ... v vivaaa.. RBS-204 S-16-85

federal Emergency Managesent Agency
Salarfes and expenset. .. ..icavineneeess RB5-205 2-6-85 42588

Emergency sanagesent planning snd
ASEISLANCE, i iviiiarinrainrasnraseness RBS-226 2-6-88 4-25-85

Mational Archives and Records Administration
Operal ing expentes. . ..c.oovveecnsnenscsess RE5-237 2-6-8% 4-25-8%

Kational Labor Relations Board
Salaries and CEPenses. ...ovvvrnasnnassss RB5-238 2-6-8% 4-25-08

National Sclence Foundetion
Research and related sctivities. . ...... RB5-2)Y 2-6-85 2505

Nuclear Regulatory Commission
hlulﬂwwd QI:EQMQ R85-240 -6-8% 4-25-85

Tennessee 'alle{ Authority
.

Tennessee Yalley Authorily fond......... R85-241 -6-05 -25-8%

United States Information Agency
Salories and CXPenses...ovviiarrascasens RBS-242 a 2-b-88 3 42585

Subtotal, rescissiont. cvoeuiieeiinnes 1,805,910 IR 1805300 v/
'/ Recission proposals transmitted with the FY 1986 Budget were released on April 25, 1985,

the day following expiration of the 45 day clock on recistions under the lepoundment Comtrol Act,
However, the proposals continue to be subject to Congressiomal action,
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Attachment 8§ ~ Status of Deferrals ~ Fisce) Year 1905

As of June 1, 19085 Asount Amount Congres- Amount
Amounts In Thousands of Dollars Transmitted Transaitted Comulative slomally Congres- Deferred
Deferral Original  Subsequent Date of OMM/Agency Required sfonsl  Cusulative as of
Agency Mureau/Account Nesber  Request Change Bessage  Releates Releases Action Adjustments 6-1-85
FUNDS APPROPRIATED TO THE PRESIDENT
Appalachian Reglonal Deve lopsent Prograes
Appalachian regional development prograss.. D8S-1 10,000 10-1-84 10,000
Internatfonal Security Assistance
Forefgn milftary sales credil. ... .......... DOS-24 4,929 500 1H-29- 4,458 500 481 000
Economic support fumd, . ... oovurncnnnnnnnes DBS2 280,500 10-1-84
D8S-2A 3,826 000 11-29-84
065-28 nan 1-4-8% 3. 020 348 500
RINItary assistance. .. c.vvennvrasnssnnnes D8S-) 18,500 10-1-04
DES-3A 782,770 11-29-84 704,145 97,128
Internat fosal military educetion snd
trataing...oiiiiinnanes sssbsssssvasadeane DE-LS 55,521 1-29-84 5.5 °
Peaceterping aperalions, .. ..ovvesnnncsssess DES-I8 7,000 1-4-8% 7,000 0
African Development Foundat fon
African Development Foundation,............ D85-40 .20 2-6-85 1.287
DEPARTMENT DF AGRICUL TURE
Forest Service :
Tisber salvage sales. . ...iiiiivrinnnonssass D854 .74 10-1-84
085-4A an 3-1-8% $,000 $,000 13,178
Expenses, brush disposal....oivvrnnnnnnness DOS-S §5.850 10-1-84
D8S-5A 2,063 3-1-05 17,913
Soil Conservalion Service
Vatershed and flood prevent lom
OPErations, . oiuuririiarascnnannnasensess D559 8,065 3-1-88 8,365
DEPARTMERT OF COMMERCE
Patent and Trademark Office
Solaries and Cxpenses......cveuinrvasennees D541 15,993 2-6-88 15,99
DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE -~ NILITARY
Hilitery Construction
MiMitary construction, all services........ DOS-4 Joo o008 10-1-84
085-64 206,322 11-29-M 0w e 80,094 18,715)
Inll{ Nous ing
Family housing, all services.....coouvuuee. DOS-26 230.71% 1H-29-04 120,090 10 400
DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE - CIVIL
Wildiife Conservation, Nilitary Reservat foms
NildTife conservalfon, ..ouvuiecinsnnnrnnnss DOS-T a7 10-1-84
DOsS-7a (1) 1-4-88 1% 1313 L
DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY
Energy Prograss
Energy supply research and development......085-70 15,000 $-16-8% 15,000
Ursnlum Supply and Enrichment Activities... DOS-65 90,000 3-22-8% 90,000
Fossi) energy research and development,.... 085-27 LR 1] 11-29-84
DAS-27A 41,525 1-6-8% 10,760 30
Fossi) energy construction. ... .ouvreenanass DO5-28 z2,16% 11-29-M4
D85-28A 2,91 2-6-8% s
Naval petroleum and ol shale reserves..... 085-29 [d) 1-29-84
085-29A 155 644 2-6-8§
Des-298 1 322-88 155 668
Energy Conservalion. . ...ccvsussnanncnnsanss DB5-30 3,9 11-29-8
D85-30A 200 )-8 san
Strategic petroleum reserve.....oovvvvessss 085-31 wl 1-29-84
DAS-31A 20,30 2-6-8% e m
SPR pelroloum accoumt. . uuivinssannnanansss N85-42 27,028 2-6-88 027,028
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Attacheent B - Status of Deferrals - Fiscal Year 198
As of June 1, 1985 Amount Awount Congres- Awount
Amounts In Thousands of Dollars Tromseitted Trameitted Comulative stonally Congres- Deferred
Deferral Original Subsequent Dale of OM/Agency Required slomal Cumulative o of
Agency /Meresu/Account Nusber  Request Change Nessage Releases Releases Action Adjustssnts 6-1-85
Energy securily reserve and aiternative
PrOBUCRION. <. cuiaciasinnaisavanasudosnas D8S-12 52 1-29-M
Das-32A 7 2-6-8%
005-328 8 )-22-88 1,25
Power Marketing Administration
Southeastern Power Administration,
Operation and malntensnce, .. ...ovvviveres Des-1é 12,487 10-31-84
Das-16A 3. 2-6-85 1,216 6
Southwestern Power Administration,
Operation and maintenance,..........0 vess DOS-1) 1.260 10-31-M
DAS-17A 1.5 2-6-8% LD
Vestern Area Power Administration,
Construction, rehabliftation, operation
and Malnkenance. .. ....ovuinriirnaannnne 085-18 3,000 10-31-M4
DaS-18A 27,309 2-6-85
Des-18e 2,000 5-16-05 32,300
Departmental Adainistration
Departmental adeinistratfon...........c.... 085-4) 8,501 2-6-8% 8,501
DEPARTMENT OF MEALTH AND WUNAM SERVICES
Office of Assistant Secretary for Nealth
Sclentific activities overseas
(special forelgn currency program)....... 085-8 LA 10-1-84
DAS-8A 590  1-4-8% 1,003
Health Care Financing Adainistration
Program Mansgement. .. .......vveennes vk Das-66 27 3-22-85 wan
Social Security Administration
Limitatfon on administrative expenses
(construction). . ..vvvenencrnnanannnnns oo D85-9 15,480 10-1-84
Das-9 24 3-1-88 15,712
Lisitation on adeinistretive expenses
(Informat lon technology systess).......... 085-44 81,926 2-5-8§ 8 9526
Lisitation on adeinistral ive expenses...... 085-47 .17 3-22-8% 2106
DEPARTMEMT OF THE INTERIOR
Bureau of Land Management
Paymenls for proceeds, sale of water,
Nineral Leasing Act of 1920, sec, 40 (d).. Das-10 “ 10-1-84 "
National Park Service
Construction (trust fund)......cvuvvnnnnnes D8s-4% man -6-85 n’an °
Land Acquisition, . ouiervunnnannnnnas eovanh D85-68 3,05 3-22-0% 3,35
Bureav of Indlan Affairs
Construction,....... sessssesssnssssssanseny pes-1) LR L 11-29-84 " 8,028
DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE
Semeral Administrat fon
Salaries and eIPEnses....cvivinirirnnnnnns Das-46 1.9 2-6-85 3.9
Legal Activities
Support of United States prisomers......... 08547 5,1 2-6-05 .01
Federal Prison System
Bulldings and factlitles. .. .oouvnnnrnnnnnne Das-1% “sin 10-31-M4 “ssn
Office of Justice Programs
Jusbice a3 istance, oo uuranirinansnsnnnas D85-80 13,026 3-1-95 13,026
OEPARTHENT OF LABOR
Employment and Training Adwinistration
Program admintstrat 1on. ..ouueiuinnaninnnns Des-sl 162 3-1-8% 162
State uynesployment Insurance and esployment
service operations...... AR Qe AT pes- 4 3.8 11-29-M4
085-34A 3-1-85 3,16
085-62 37 000 3-1-85 37,000
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Attachment § - States of Deferrals - Fiscal Yeer 1985

As of June 1, 1985 Amognt Asount Congres- Amount
Amounts I Thousends of Dollers Tramsmitiod Trammitted Comulative stonelly Comgres- Deferred
Deferral Origina)l  Sebsequent Dale of OWB/Agency Raquired slonal Cumulative os of
Agency /Beresu/Account Nosber  Request Change Kessoge 2eleasnn Relesses Action Adjuslsents 6-1-85
Unewp loyment trust fund (velecans
esployment 2nd Lrafning)...uveesssnnre..s DO5-63 1y 1-88 1
Penslon Benef it Cuarenty Corporstion
Pens fon Benef It Guaranty Corporation...... . D8S-64 s 3-1-8% L2
Buress of Labor Statistics
Salaries and expenses.....ooivvvnennvanreas DO5-38 5,000 1-29-84 $,000 e
OEPARTMENT OF STATE
Other
United States emergency refugee and
migratfon assistance fond, ... .ovvver.... DOS-20 2.9 10-31-M
v 085-204 153 1-4-8% 24,905 s
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
Federa) Nighway Administrat fon
Lisitation on general aperating expenses... D85-48 2,158 2-6-8% 1,155
Federal Rallroad Adeinistration
Ratl service assistance. .. oovvuinrannnes . 085-49 (1] 2-6-85 a4
Northeast corridor improvemeal program. ..., D8S-50 30,000 2-6-8% 30,000
Ratiroed rehabilitot fon and fmprovement
Financing Tunds....covovvveinncnssennnesss DBS-51 1,200 2-6-85 1.9
Urbam Mass Transportetion Administration
Research, tralning end husan resources,.... R85-52 25,206 2-6-8% 25,206
Tederal Aviation Administralfon
Construction, metropaliten Washinglon
AIrports. .o iiiiiinan Vesssssvsssssnssss DO-3) 0 7-6-8% s1e
Facilities and equipment (alrport and
oirvay trust)........ sesssusscens esssssses DOS-11 537,205 10-1-84
08S-11A 52,957 1-4-8%
Das-11s non 2-6-8% 163,000 163,000 1,283,094
Karitise Aduintstratfon
Operations and tralning.......... AN . ves DOS-S4 8,500 2-6-0% 8,500
Office of the Secretary
Salaries and expeases. . ccvvvuennes T 085-5% 200 2-6-8% 800
Payments Lo alr corrlers. . ..oovvnvnnne ennens DOS-69 14 3-22-8% 140
DEPARTIENT OF THE TREASURY
Office of Reverwe Sharing
Local govermment fiscal assistonce
RORER RO < vs hce tensbovesrerevavosunny ves DBS-12 55,400 10-1-04 32,458 LS sS4y
00s-1) 19,900 10-1-84 1,186 n LR
OTHER INDEPENDENT AGENCIES
Board for International Brosdcasting
Cronts and eapenses. ... covvviievsrarnneraes DBS-21 4,408 10-1-84 4,40 0
Natfonal Archives and Records Sarvice
Operating expenses....... BSLRatweebadnwaesd 085-36 4,700 11-29-84 LRL
Wotlomal Sclence Foundat loa
Sclence and engloeering educat lon
SERYILINR, Vo s s caccarionsnonees ety Des-56 11,450 2-6-8% L L
Panama Canal Commission
Operaling expenses. .. ..cuuruiieinnnsisnnnns Das-31 6,346 11-29-84 6,46 )
Peonsy Ivania Avenue Dove lopment Corporel lon
Land acquisition and development fund...... DEs-14 14,300 10-1-84 $,000 2,00
Rallrosd Retirement Roard
Nilwaukee rallrosd restructuring,
Amlatstral 100, .o iiiiniriitrnanranas Des-15% 108 10-1-84
DAS-15A 7 2-6-8% 15
Limitotion on adeinistration. . ..ovcennana.. DOS-§7 1,09 2-6-85 3.
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Attachment B - Status of Deferrals - Fiscal Tesr 1985

At of June 1, 1985 Asount

Amount Congres~

Amounts In Thousands of Dollars Transeitted Transmitied Comylative sfomally C

Deferral Orlginal
Agency /Buresu/Account Nusber Request

ongres-
Subsequent Dale of OMB/Agency Required sional

Change Nessage Releates Releases  Action

Amount
Deferred
Comglative as of
Adjustments 6-1-85

Lisitation on Rallroad Usesployment

2-6-8%

S$-16-85

10-31-84

1-4-8%

Insurance Admintstration fund,,........... D8S-58 02
Temnessee Yalley Aulhority

Tennessee Valley Authority fusd..........., D8S-71 9.000
¥. 5. Information Agency

Salaries and expenties......covuvues Pasess .o DOS-22 2,4
Salaries and expenses, speclal forelgn

CUrcency Program, .. ..ueeesennsans svveses WBS-2) 52

U.5. Institute of Pea

U.S. Institule of Peace.....ovouvvanannnss DOS-39 4,000
TOTAL, DEFERRALS. ....ouuuus NPT sssesnsnnnsas 8,001 489

6,871,110 10,375 9% 0

502
9,000
140

"2
4,000

209,657 4776286

Wotes: AVl of the sbove smounts represent budget authority except the Local Government Fiscel Assistance Trust Fund (085-13) of outlays oaly,

The Bureaw of Labor Statistics deferral of $5.0 million (085-35) wes released and the funds were proposed for rescission as part of RES-170A,

FR Doc. 85-14249 Filed 6-11-85; 8:45 am}
BILLING CODE 3110-01-C
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