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Presidential Documents

Title 3—

The President

[FR Doc. 87-19516
Filed 8-21-87; 11:19 am)
Billing code 3195-01-M

Presidential Determination No. 87-19 of August 5, 1987

Determination Pursuant to Section 2(c)(1) of the Migration and
Refugee Assistance Act of 1962, as amended

Memorandum for the Secretary of State

I hereby determine, pursuant to Section 2(c)(1) of the Migration and Refugee
Assistance Act of 1962, as amended (22 U.S.C. 2601(c)(1)) (“the Act”), that it is
important to the national interest that there shall be made available from the
United States Emergency Refugee and Migration Assistance Fund up to $4.25
million for contributions to the United Nations Relief and Works Agency for
Palestine Refugees in the Near East and the International Committee of the
Red Cross (ICRC) to meet the unexpected urgent needs for assistance to
Palestinian refugees and other civilians affected by the conflict in Lebanon. I
further determine also pursuant to Section 2(c)(1) of the Act that it is impor-
tant to the national interest that there shall be made available from the
Emergency Refugee and Migration Assistance Fund up to $4.25 million for
contributions to the United Nations High Commissioner for Refugees and to
the ICRC to meet unexpected urgent needs of refugees and persons affected by
strife in Africa.

The Secretary of State is requested to inform the appropriate committees of
the Congress of this Determination and to arrange for the prompt publication
of this Determination in the Federal Register.

THE WHITE HOUSE, (é S QLAKOV\

Washington, August 5, 1987.
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the Code of Federal Regulations, which is
published under 50 fitles pursuant to 44
US.C. 1510.

first FEDERAL REGISTER issue of each
week.

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE
Federal Grain Inspection Service
7 CFR Part 68

United States Standards for Beans

AGENCY: Federal Grain Inspection
Service, USDA.

AcTioN: Confirmation of existing rules.

SUMMARY: According to the
requirements for the periodic review of
existing regulations, the Federal Grain
Inspection Service (FGIS or Service) has
reviewed the U.S. Standards for Beans.
Pursuant to this review, the Service has
determined that no change will be made
to the bean standards.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Lewis Lebakken, Jr., USDA/FGIS/
Resources Management Division/IRS,
Room 1661-S, P.O. Box 96454,
Washington, DC 20090-6454; telephone
(202) 382-1738.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: A Notice
of Intent requesting public comment on
the U.S. Standards for Beans was
published in the Federal Register on
December 8, 1986 (51 FR 44072). Views
and comments were solicited to help in
the evaluation of the current bean
standards and in the development of
any recommendations for change.
Within the 60-day comment period
that ended on February 8, 1987, two
written comments were received. One
comment, submitted by a State
Department of Agriculture, suggested
that certain sections of the standards be
clarified. For example, these suggestions
included listing classes of beans in the
order found in the grading charts, adding
"detached hulls of beans" in the
definition of splits, limiting the
definition of “badly damaged beans” to
apply only to classes of Pea beans,
Large Lima beans, Small Lima beans
and Miscellaneous Lima beans, and

limiting the definition of “broken
beans,” "blistered beans” and “wrinkled
beans” to apply only to the classes of
lima beans. The Service has reviewed
these suggestions and has determined
that such changes to the standards are
not necessary. Several of the concerns -
raised are addressed in the grade charts
in the standards while others are
addressed in the dry Bean Inspection
Handbook. In addition, FGIS is not
aware of any problems associated with
applying the standards in the areas
commented upon.

It was also suggested that the
standards be changed by revising the
definition of weevily beans to “beans
that are infested with live weevils or
other insects injurious to stored beans or
that contain, in any combination, two or
more of the following: weevil bored
beans, visible window damaged beans,
clean cut weevil bored beans, beans
containing insect webbing or filth, or
dead insects.” The Service believes that
this suggestion requires further study
and analysis. Therefore, this suggested
change to the standards will not be
proposed at this time. .

A State bean dealers association
offered suggestions directed at updating
the Dry Bean Inspection Handbook. The
Service is reviewing the Handbook and
based upon final evaluation of the
concerns expressed by the Association,
revisions to the Handbook will be made
as deemed appropriate.

Accordingly, based on the information
available, including the comments
received from the industry, the Service
has determined that the U.S. Standards
for Beans which appear at 7 CFR 68.101~
68.142 are meeting the needs of the
industry and no changes are necessary
at this time.

Dated: August 14, 1987.

W. Kirk Miller,

Administrator.

[FR Doc. 87-18256 Filed 8-21-87; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3410-EN-M

Agricultural Marketing Service
7 CFR Part 1079

Milk in the lowa Marketing Area; Order
Suspending Certain Provisions

AGENCY: Agricultural Marketing Service,
USDA.

ACTION: Suspension of rule.

SUMMARY: This action increases for the
months of September, October and
November 1987 the limits on the
quantity of milk not needed for fluid
(bottling) use that may be moved
directly from farms to nonpool
manufacturing plants and still be priced
under the Jowa order. The suspension
was requested by a cooperative
association in order to maintain pool
status for the milk of its member
producers without incurring costs for
hauling and handling milk that would
otherwise be unnecessary.

EFFECTIVE DATE: August 24, 1967.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Richard A. Glandt, Marketing Specialist,
Dairy Division, Agricultural Marketing
Service, U.S. Department of Agriculture,
P.O. Box 96456, Washington, DC 20090-
6456, (202) 447-4829.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Prior
document in this proceeding:

Notice of Proposed Suspension: Issued
July 15, 1987; published July 20, 1987 (52
FR 27217).

The Regulatory Flexibility Act (5
U.S.C. 801-612) requires the Agency to
examine the impact of a proposed rule
on small entities. Pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
605(b), the Administrator of the
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 certain milk
handlers and tends to ensure that dairy
farmers will continue to have their milk
priced under the order and thereby
receive the benefits that accure from
such pricing.

This final rule has been reviewed
under Executive Order 12291 and
Departmental Regulation 1512-1 and ha$
been determined to be a “non-major”
rule under the criteria contained therein.

This order of suspension is issued
pursuant to the provisions of the
Agricultural Marketing Agreement Act
of 1937, as amended (7 U.S.C. 601-674),
and of the order regulating the handling
of milk in the Iowa marketing area.

Notice of proposed rulemaking was
published in the Federal Register on July
20, 1987 (52 FR 27217) concerning a
proposed suspension of certain
provisions of the order. Interested
persons were afforded opportunity to
file written data, views, and arguments
thereon. No comments were received.
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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 for the
months of September through November
1987 the following provisions of the
order do not tend to effectuate the
declared policy of the Act:

In § 1079.13 (d)(2) and (3) the words
50 percent in the months of September
through November and ", and the words
“in other months," as they appear in
each paragraph.

Statement of Consideration

This action makes inoperative for
September through November 1987 the
seasonal reduction (from 70 percent to
50 percent) of the limit on the proportion
of a handler's milk that may be moved
directly from the farm to a nonpool
manufacturing plant and still be pooled.
Associated Milk Producers, Inc. (AMPI),
an association of producers had
requested the suspension. The
cooperative asked that the diversion
provisions be relaxed in order to avoid
the costs associated with receiving and
transferring milk merely to keep it
pooled.

AMPI stated that the market's milk
production in the first five months of
1987 was up one percent from a year
earlier. At the same time, Class I use is
essentially unchanged from a year
earlier. AMPI expects that increased
production relative to Class I demand
will continue into the fall months
because the whole-herd buyout program
has been completed. Thus, the
cooperative expects that it would have
to move even more milk to nonpool
manufacturing plants than it did last fall,
when the Class I utilization percentage
was about 30 percent for the months of
September through November.

Market data indicate that producer
receipts increased slightly more than 1.0
percent for the period of January through
June 1987 when compared to the same
period of 1986. However, for the last
three months of this six-month period,
producer receipts increased
approximately 4.0 percent. Class I
utilization as a percentage of producer
receipts has been substantially below 80
percent for the last five months.

The 50-percent limit on diversions to
nonpool plants is inadequate to permit
efficient handling of milk that is not
needed for fluid uses in cases where
nonpool plants are the only outlet used
for disposing of reserve milk, For
example, a supply plant must ship at
least 35 percent of its milk supply to
other plants to qualify as a pool plant.
However, with diversions limited to 50
percent, the other 15 percent must be

received at the supply plant and then
transferred to a nonpool plant. AMPI
contends that the extra handling
involved adversely affects milk quality
(more pumping than if diverted), and is
an uneconomic means of pooling its
reserve milk supplies. Suspending the
50-percent diversion limit will alleviate
these concerns and allow improved
handling efficiencies.

Under the conditions cited by AMPI
and an analysis of market data, a
suspension of the 50-percent limitation
in the diversion provisions is
appropriate so that producer milk
receipts not needed for fluid use may be
moved directly from farms to
manufacturing plants and still be priced
under the order. A suspension of the 50-
percent limitation will tend to improve
efficiencies in disposing of AMPI's
reserve milk supplies.

Pool plant handlers should be aware
that suspension of the 50-percent
limitation does not mean that the
diversion limit is now 70 percent. The
effective diversion limit is the reciprocal
of the pool performance standards. A
supply plant, for example, would still
have to ship 35 percent of its receipts;
thus, for such plant operators the
effective diversion limit is 65 percent
rather than 70 percent. Distributing plant
operators would be able to divert up to
60 percent of their producer milk.

Interested parties were given an
opportunity to submit written data,
views, and arguments concerning the
proposed suspension. No comments
were received.

The suspension should not result in
any change in the proportion of a supply
plant’s receipts that are shipped to fluid
milk outlets. What the suspension will
do is permit milk that otherwise would
have to be received at the supply plant
and then shipped to a manufacturing
plant to be moved directly from the farm
to the manufacturing plant and still be
pooled. This should provide additional
economies for AMPI by eliminating milk
hauling and handling, which also
adversely affects milk quality.
Moreover, such benefits of this action
will be available to other handlers who
may have more reserve milk to dispose
of this fall.

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) The suspension is necessary to
reflect current marketing conditions and
to assure orderly marketing conditions
in the marketing area in that
uneconomic movements of milk would
be made solely for the purpose of
pooling the milk of producers who have

regularly been associated with the Iowa
market;

(b) This suspension does not require
of persons affected substantial or
extensive preparation prior to the
effective date; and

(c) Notice of proposed rulemaking was
given interested parties and they were
afforded opportunity to file written data,
views or arguments concerning this
suspension. No comments were filed in
opposition to this action.

Therefore, good cause exists for
making this order effective upon
publication in the Federal Register.

List of Subjects in 7 CFR Part 1079

Milk marketing orders, Milk, Dairy
products.

It is therefore ordered, That the
following provisions in § 1079.13(d) (2)
and (3) of the Iowa order are hereby
suspended for September through
November 1987.

PART 1079—MILK IN THE IOWA
MARKETING AREA

1. The authority citation for 7 CFR
Part 1079 continues to read as follows:

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

§1079.13 [Amended]

2. In §1079.13(d) (2) and (3) the
words *'50 percent in the months of
September through November and", and
the words “in other months," as they
appear in each paragraph are suspended
during the months of September through
November 1987.

Signed at Washington, DC, on: August 17,
1987.
Kenneth A. Gilles,
Assistant Secretary for Marketing and
Inspection Services.
[FR Doc. 87-19254 Filed 8-21-87; 8:45 am)]
BILLING CODE 3410-02-M

Animal and Plant Health Inspection
Service

9 CFR Part 97
[Docket No. 87-098]

Overtime Services Relating to Imports
and Exports; Commuted Traveltime
Allowances

AGENCY: Animal and Plant Health
Inspection Service, USDA.

ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: We are amending the
regulations in 9 CFR Part 97, which
prescribe commuted traveltime
allowances, by adding commuted
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traveltime periods in Georgia.
Commuted traveltime periods reflect the
time spent in reporting to, and returning
from, the place at which an employee of
Veterinary Services performs Sunday,
holiday, or unscheduled overtime duty.
This action is necessary to inform the
public where VS employees are
available to perform Sunday, holiday, or
unscheduled ovetime duty and to inform
the public of the commuted traveltime
periods for this travel.

EFFECTIVE DATE: August 24, 1987.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Louise Rakestraw Lothery, Assistant
Director, Resource Management Staff,
VS, APHIS, USDA, Room 857, Federal
Building, 6505 Belcrest Road,
Hyattsville, MD 20782, 301-436-8511.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
Background

We are amending the regulations in 9
CFR Part 97, entitled “Overtime Services
Relating to Imports and Exports"
(referred to below as the regulations),
which set forth provisions for obtaining
inspection, laboratory testing,
certification, or quarantine services
pertaining to the importation and
exportation of animals, animal
byproducts, or other commodities during
Sundays, holidays, or other times
outside the regular tour of duty of
Veterinary Services (VS) employees
who perform these services.

The regulations provide that, under
certain circumstances, the charges for
services of a VS employee shall include
charge for a commuted traveltime
period. Section 97.2 of the regulations
contains administrative instructions
prescribing commuted traveltime
periods which reflect, as nearly as is
practicable, the time required for a VS
employee to travel to, and return from,
the place where he or she performs the
Sunday, holiday, or unscheduled
overtime duty.

We are amending § 97.2 of the
regulations by adding commuted
traveltime periods in Georgia. (The
amendments are set forth in the rule
portion of this document.) This action is
necessary to inform the public where VS
employees are available to perform
Sunday, holiday, or unscheduled
overtime duty and to inform the public
of the commuted traveltime periods for
this travel.

Executive Order 12291 and Regulatory
Flexibility Act

We are issuing this rule in
conformance with Executive Order
12291, and we have determined that it is
not a "major rule.” Based on information
compiled by the Department, we have

determined that this rule will not have a
significant effect on the economy; will
not cause a major increase in costs or
prices for consumers, individual
industries, federal, state, or local
government agencies, or geographic
regions; and will not cause adverse
effects 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.

For this action, the Office of
Management and Budget has waived its
review process required by Executive
Order 12291.

The number of animals, animal
byproducts, or other commodities
requiring inspection and other services
of a VS employee on a Sunday, holiday,
or unscheduled overtime basis at the
affected locations represents an
insignificant portion of the total number
that requires these services at locations
in the United States.

Under these circumstances, 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.

Effective Date

The commuted traveltime periods
appropriate for employees performing
services at ports of entry, and the
features of the reimbursement plan for
recovering the cost of furnishing port of
entry services, depend upon facts within
the knowledge of the Department of
Agriculture. It does not appear that
public participation in this rulemaking
proceeding would make additional
relevant information available to the
Department.

Accordingly, pursuant to the
administrative procedure provisions in 5
U.S.C. 553, we find for good cause that
prior notice and other public procedure
with respect to this rule are
impracticable and unnecessary; we also
find for good cause that this rule be
made effective less than 30 days after
publication of this document in the
Federal Register.

Excecutive Order 12372

This program/activity is listed in the
Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance
under No. 10.025 and is subject to the
provisions of Executive Order 12372,
which require intergovernmental
consultation with state and local
officials. (See 7 CFR Part 3015, Subpart
V)

List of Subjects in 9 CFR Part 97

Exports, Government employees,
Imports, Livestock, livestock products,
Poultry and poultry products,
Transportation.

Under the circumstances described
above, 9 CFR Part 97 is amended as
follows:

PART 97—OVERTIME SERVICES
RELATING TO IMPORTS AND
EXPORTS

1. The authority citation for Part 97
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 7 U.S.C. 2260; 49 U.S.C. 1741; 7
CFR 217, 2.51, and 371.2(d).

2. Section 97.2 is amended by adding,
in alphabetical order, the information as
shown below:

§97.2 Administrative instructions
prescribing commuted traveitime.

- * * * *

COMMUTED TRAVELTIME ALLOWANCES

[In hours]
Metropolitan Area
Location covered Served from T
Within  Outside
Add:
Georgia:
Atlanta EIfay . .cooceisrecsaseions 6

Done in Washington, DC, this 19th day of
August, 1987,
B.G. Johnson,
Acting Deputy Administrator, Veterinary
Services, Animal and Plant Health Inspection
Service.
|FR Doc. 87-19353 Filed 8-21-87; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 3410-34-M

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
International Trade Administration
15 CFR Parts 368, 370, 371, and 386
[Docket No. 70633-7133]

Abolishment of Foreign Excess
Property Disposal Programs

AGENCY: Export Administration,
International Trade Administration,
Commerce.

ACTION: Final rule.

SuUMMARY: The Export Administration
Regulations (15 CFR Parts 368-399) are
amended to remove provisions
regarding foreign excess property
disposal programs. These programs
were established pursuant to sec.
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402(a)(1) of the Federal Property and
Administrative Services Act of 1949 (40
U.S.C. 512({a)(1)), which required that
imports of foreign excess property be
authorized by the Secretary of
Commerce or Agriculture. This
requirement is repealed by Pub. L. 99-
627, a law that otherwise deals primarily
with transportation audits. The
requirement was imposed at a time
when overseas surplus stocks
constituted a credible threat to the
domestic economy, and it is now
obsolete. The repeal of the requirement
and the removal of the implementing
regulations will result in the elimination
of unnecessary regulatory and
paperwork burdens on businesses
dealing in surplus merchandise. In
addition, there will be reduced
administrative costs for the Department
of Commerce.

EFFECTIVE DATE: August 24, 1987.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Joan Maguire, Regulations Branch,
Export Administration, Department of
Commerce, Washington, DC 20230
(Telephone: (202) 377-4479).

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Rulemaking Requirements

1. Because this rule concerns a foreign
and military affairs function of the
United States, it is not a rule or
regulation within the meaning of section
1(a) of Executive Order 12291, and it is
not subject to the requirements of that
Order. Accordingly, no preliminary or
final Regulatory Impact Analysis has to
be or will be prepared.

2, Section 13(a) of the Export
Administration Act of 1979, as amended
(50 U.S.C. app. 2412(a)), exempts this
rule from all requirements of section 553
of the Administrative Procedure Act
(APA) (5 U.S.C. 553), including those
requiring publication of a notice of
proposed rulemaking, an opportunity for
public comment, and a delay in effective
date. This rule is also exempt from these
APA requirements because it involves a
foreign and military affairs function of
the United States. Further, no other law
requires that notice of proposed
rulemaking and an opportunity for
public comment be given for this rule.
Accordingly, it is being issued in final
form. However, as with other
Department of Commerce rules,
comments from the public are always
welcome. Written comments (six copies)
should be submitted to: Joan Maguire,
Regulations Branch, Export
Administration, U.S. Department of
Commerce, P.O. Box 273, Washington,
DC 20044.

3. Because a notice of proposed
rulemaking and an opportunity for

public comment are not required to be
given for this rule by section 553 of the
Administrative Procedure Act (5 U.S.C.
553), or by any other law, under sections
603(a) and 604(a) of the Regulatory
Flexibility Act (5 U.S.C. 603(a) and
604(a)) no initial or final Regulatory
Flexibility Analysis has to be or will be
prepared.

4. This rule reduces the regulatory
burden on exporters because it
eliminates Form ITA-302P, which was
approved by the Office of Management
and Budget under control number 0625-
00286.

List of Subjects

15 CFR Part 368

Imports, Penalties, Reporting and
recordkeeping requirements.

15 CFR Part 370

Administrative practice and
procedure, Exports.

15 CFR Part 371 and 386

Exports, Reporting and recordkeeping
requirements.

Accordingly, Parts 368, 370, 371, and
386 of the Export Administration
Regulations (15 CFR Parts 368-399) are
amended as follows:

1. The authority citations for Parts 368
and 370 continue to read as follows:

Authority; Pub, L. 96-72, 93 Stat. 503, 50
U.S.C. App. 2401 et seq., as amended by Pub.
L. 97-145 of December 28, 1981, and by Pub. L.
99-84 of July 12, 1985; E.O. 12525 of July 12,
1985 (50 FR 28757, July 16, 1985).

2. The authority citations for 15 CFR
Parts 371 and 386 continue to read as
follows:

Authority: Pub. L. 96-72, 83 Stat. 503, 50
U.S.C. App. 2401 et seq., as amended by Pub.
L. 97-145 of December 29, 1981, and by Pub. L.
99-64 of July 12, 1985; E.O. 12525 of July 12,
1985 (50 FR 28757, July 186, 1985); Pub. L. 95-
223, 50 U.S.C. 1701 et seq.; E.O. 12532 of
September 9, 1985 (50 FR 36861, September
10, 1985), as affected by notice of September
4, 1986 (51 FR 31925, September 8, 1986); Pub.
L. 99-440 (October 29, 1986); E.O. 12571,
October 27, 1986 (51 FR 39505, October 29,
1966).

PARTS 368, 370, 371, AND 386—
[AMENDED]

§§ 368.2, 370.6, 371.4 and 386.3 [Amended]
3. The paragraphs of sections listed
below are removed and reserved.
Sections 368.2(a)(4), 370.6{d).
371.4(b)(2) and 386.3(1).
4.In §371.17, paragraph (a)(2)(i) is
revised to read as follows:

§371.17 General license GLR; return or
replacement of certain commodities.

- » - » »

8§ 368.2, 370.8, 371.4 and
386.3 [Amended]

[8) « a

(2) * o

(i) Any commodity sent to the United
States from Country Group T or V for
servicing may be exported under this
general license to the country from
which it was sent, provided that the use
of this general license is not precluded
by the general prohibitions that apply to
all general licenses as listed in
§ 371.2(c).

Dated: July 31, 1987.

Dan Hoydysh,

Acting Deputy Assistant Secretary for Export
Administration,

[FR Doc. 87-193820 Filed 8-21-87; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3510-DT-M

15 CFR Parts 370 and 374

[Docket No. 70607-7107]

Status Information on Export
Applications and Reexport Requests;
Update and Clarification of Procedures

AGENCY: Export Administration,
International Trade Administration,
Commerce.

ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: The Export Administration
Regulations (15 CFR Parts 368-399) are
amended to update and clarify
procedures for requesting status
information on pending export
applications, amendments, and reexport
requests. The mail-in request form is
replaced by telephone request
procedures, which provide immediate
status information. Also, procedures
involving the submission of reexport
cases to COCOM and for inquiring
about the status of such submissions are
clarified to more appropriately reflect
COCOM agreements.

EFFECTIVE DATE: August 24, 1987.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
John Black or Patricia Muldonian,
Regulations Branch, Export
Administration, Department of
Commerce, Washington, DC 20230
(Telephone: (202) 377-2440).
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Status Information Provided by
Telephone

The Export Administration
Regulations currently direct applicants
for export licenses, reexport
authorizations, and amendments to
submit a mail-in form to the Office of
Export Licensing (OEL) when inquiring
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about the status of their applications.
Since this procedure was first enacted,
the processing times have been reduced
to the extent that status information,
mailed to the applicant, often is not
current when received by the applicant.
This procedure has been replace by
procedures whereby immediate status is
provided by telephone to the requester.

Export Administration has recently
implemented the System for Tracking
Export License Applications (“STELA"),
which is an advanced computer
generated voice unit that upon request
via any standard touch-tone telephone
provides up to the minute status on
individual validated license
applications, amendments, or reexport
requests.

STELA is to be used for status
information on an application or request
of that type when the case number is
known. Otherwise, applicants should
contact OEL's Exporter Assistance Staff,
which can provide immediate status on
individual validated export licenses,
reexport requests or amendments from
computer processing output, Status
information on special licenses is
available from the Licensing Branch,
Special Licensing Division, OEL, at (202)
377-3287. This rule revises the Export
Administration Regulations by
eliminating the mail-in request form and
replacing it with the telephone request
procedures.

Reexport Cases Submitted to COCOM

The Coordinating Committee
(COCOM) is a multilateral export
control organization whose members
include Belgium, Canada, Denmark,
France, the Federal Republic of
Germany, Greece, Italy, Japan,
Luxembourg, the Netherlands, Norway,
Portugal, Spain, Turkey, the United
States, and the United Kingdom. Under
15 CFR 374.3(e), certain commodities
that are exported to COCOM countries
may be permissively reexported to
Country Groups Q, W, or Y, or the
People’s Republic of China, if the
reexport has received unanimous
approval from COCOM. This Rule
amends those provisions of § 374.3
regarding COCOM participating country
reexport submissions to more
appropriately reflect COCOM
igreements,

Regulations are clarified as to the
availability of information about the
status of COCOM submissions. This
Rule makes it clear that only
information on U.S. submissions will be
made available. Information on the
status of submissions made by other
countries is not available from the U.S.
Government. The regulations are also
amended to remove a provision relating

to direct submissions of data to the U.S,
Government on other government
COCOM submissions that involve
reexports of U.S. items.

Rulemaking Requirements

1. Because this rule concerns a foreign
and military affairs function of the
United States, it is not a rule or
regulation within the meaning of section
1(a) of Executive Order 12291, and it is
not subject to the requirements of that
Order. Accordingly, no preliminary or
final Regulatory Impact Analysis has teo
be or will be prepared.

2. Section 13(a) of the Export
Administration Act of 1979, as amended
(50 U.S.C. App. 2412(a)), exempts this
rule from all requirements of section 553
of the Administrative Procedure Act
(APA) (5 U.S.C. 553), including those
requiring publication of a notice of
proposed rulemaking, an opportunity for
public comment, and a delay in effective
date. This rule is also exempt from these
APA requirements because it involves a
foreign and military affairs function of
the United States. Further, no other law
requires that notice of proposed
rulemaking and an opportunity for
public comment be given for this rule.
Accordingly, it is being issued in final
form. However, as with other
Department of Commerce rules,
comments from the public are always
welcome. Written comments (six copies)
should be submitted to: Joan Maguire,
Regulations Branch, Export
Administration, U.S. Department of
Commerce, P.O. Box 273, Washington,
DC 20044.

3. Because a notice of proposed
rulemaking and an opportunity for
public comment are not required to be
given for this rule by section 553 of the
Administrative Procedure Act (5 U.S.C.
553), or by any other law, under sections
603(a) and 604(a) of the Regulatory
Flexibility Act (5 U.S.C. 603(a) and
604(a)) no initial or final Regulatory
Flexibility Analysis has to be or will be
prepared.

4. This rule involves collections of
information subject to the requirements
of the Paperwork Reduction Act of 1980
(44 U.S.C. 3501 et seq.). The collections
of information have been approved by
the Office of Management and Budget
under control numbers 0625-0001, 0625~
0003, and 0625-0009. This rule also
reduces the regulatory burden on
exporters because it eliminates Form
ITA-6019P, which was approved by the
Office of Management and Budget under
control number 0625-0050.

List of Subjects
15 CFR Part 370

Administrative practice and
procedure, Exports.

15 CFR Part 374

Exports, Reporting and recordkee} ‘ng
requirements.

Accordingly, Parts 370 and 374 of the
Export Administration Regulations (15
CFR Parts 368-399) are amended as
follows:

PARTS 370 AND 374—[AMENDED]

1. The authority citations for Parts 370
and 374 continue to read as folows:

Authority: Pub. L. 96-72, 93 Stat. 503, 50
U.S.C. App. 2401 et seq ., as amended by Pub.
L. 97-145 of December 29, 1981, and by Pub. L.
99-64 of July 12, 1985; E.O. 12525 of July 12,
1985 (50 FR 28757, july 18, 1985).

2. In § 370.11, paragraph (a)(2) heading
and (a)(2)(i) are revised and a sentence
is added to the end of paragraph (c),
reading as follows:

§ 370.11 Information to exporters.

(a) * & n

(2) How to request status information.
(i)(A) Applicants for individual
validated export licenses, amendments,
or reexport privileges who have
received case numbers should contact
the System for Tracking Export License
Applications (“"STELA") at (202) 377-
2752 to request status information.
STELA is an advanced computer
generated voice unit that, upon request
via any standard touch-tone telephone.
provides up to the minute status on
license applications, amendments, or
reexport requests. STELA is in operation
Monday through Friday from 7:15 a.m. to
11:15 p.m. and on Saturday from 8 a.m.
to 4 p.m., Eastern time. After calling
STELA on push button telephone keys,
the caller will be prompted to enter a
case number. The case number entered
must use the number “1” to represent
the letter “A", the number "2" to
represent the letter “B”, and the asterisk
symbol "*" to represent the hyphen “-"
that appears in a case number assigned
to an amendment application. The "#"
symbol must be used after each case
number, and its use is equivalent to an
enter command. For example, (7) case
number A123456, which is assigned to a
license application or reexport request,
must be entered as 1123456%", and (2)
case number B123456-1, which is
assigned to the first amendment to a
license application with assigned case
number B123456, must be entered as
"2123456*1#".

(B) Applicants for individual validated
export licenses, amendments, or
reexport privileges who do not have
case numbers or who experience
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difficulty in using STELA may call the
Exporter Assistance Staff of the Office
of Export Licensing for status
information. Calls will be answered
Monday through Thursday from 8:00
a.m. to 8:00 p.m. and on Friday from 8:00
a.m. to 5:00 p.m., Eastern time at (202)
377-2753. Status information on special
licenses is not available from STELA,
but can be obtained from the Licensing
Branch, Special Licensing Division,
Office of Export Licensing, at (202) 377-
3287. Requests for status information
may be made only by the applicant or
applicant’s agent. Callers will identify
themselves with information contained
on the applicant’s file copy of the
application.

" - - - *

(c) * * * A party to the transaction
who wishes to know the status of cases
submitted by the United States to
COCOM may contact the Office of East-
West Trade, Security Export Controls
Division, Room 3817A, Department of
State, 2201 C St., NW., Washington, DC
20520, telephone (202) 647-2885.

§374.3 [Amended]

2. Section 374.3 is amended by
removing the last sentence in paragraph
(e)(3) and by revising the reference to “a
COCOM submission” contained in
paragraph (e)(4) to read “cases
submitted by the United States to
COCOM".

Dated: July 31, 1987.
Dan Hoydysh,

Acting Deputy Assistant Secretary for Export
Administration.

[FR Doc. 87-19319 Filed 8-21-87; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3510-DT-M

15 CFR Part 399
[Docket No. 70746-7146]

Hydraulic Fluids; Revision of ECCN
1702A

AGENCY: Export Administration,
International Trade Administration,
Commerce.

ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: Export Administration
maintains the Commodity Control List
(CCL), which contains those items
controlled for export by the Department
of Commerce. This rule revises entry
1702A on the CCL covering certain types
of hydraulic fluids. This revision is
based on the review of the system of
strategic export controls maintained by
the United States and certain allied
countries through the Coordinating
Committee (COCOM).

EFFECTIVE DATE: This rule is effective
August 24, 1987.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
John Black or Patricia Muldonian,
Regulations Branch, Office of
Technology and Policy Analysis, Export
Administration, Telephone: (202) 377-
2440. For Technical questions on
hydraulic fluids, call Jeffrey Tripp,
Capital Goods Technical Center, Office
of Technology and Policy Analysis,
Export Administration, Telephone: (202)
377-1309.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
Rulemaking Requirements

1. Because this rule concerns a foreign
and military affairs function of the
United States, it is not a rule or
regulation within the meaning of section
1(a) of Executive Order 12291, and it is
not subject to the requirements of that
Order. Accordingly, no preliminary or
final Regulatory Impact Analysis has to
be or will be prepared.

2. Section 13(a) of the Export
Administration Act of 1979, as amended
(50 U.S.C. App. 2412(a)), exempts this
rule from all requirements of section 553
of the Administrative Procedure Act
(APA) (5 U.S.C. 553), including those
requiring publication of a notice of
proposed rulemaking, an opportunity for
public comment, and a delay in effective
date, This rule also is exempt from these
APA requirements because it involves a
foreign and military affairs function of
the United States. Further, no other law
requires that a notice of proposed
rulemaking and an opportunity for
public comment be given for this rule.
Accordingly, it is being issued in final
form. However, as with other
Department of Commerce rules,
comments from the public are always
welcome. Comments should be
submitted to Vincent Greenwald, Office
of Technology and Policy Analysis,
Export Administration, U.S. Department
of Commerce, P.O. Box 273, Washington,
DC 20044.

3. Because a notice of proposed
rulemaking and an opportunity for
public comment are not required to be
given for this rule by section 553 of the
Administrative Procedure Act (5 U.S.C.
553), or by any other law, under sections
603(a) and 604(a) of the Regulatory
Flexibility Act (5 U.S.C. 603(a) and
604(a)) no initial or final Regulatory
Flexibility Analysis has to be or will be
prepared.

4. This rule involves a collection of
information subject to the requirements
of the Paperwork Reduction Act of 1980
(44 U.S.C. 3501 et seq.). This collection
of information has been approved by the

Office of Management and Budget under
control number 0625-0001.

List of Subjects in 15 CFR Part 399

Exports, Reporting and recordkeeping
requirements.

Accordingly, the Export
Administration Regulations (15 CFR
Parts 368-399) are amended as follows:

PART 399—[AMENDED]

1. The authority citation for 15 CFR
Part 399 continues to read as follows:

Authority: Pub. L. 96-72, 93 Stat. 508, 50
U.S.C. App. 2401 et seq., as amended by Pub.
L. 97-145 of December 29, 1981 and by Pub. L.
99-64 of July 12, 1985; E.O. 12525 of July 12,
1985 (50 FR 28757, July 16, 1985); Pub. L. 95—
223, 50 U.S.C. 1701 et seq., E.O. 12532 of
September 9, 1985 (50 FR 36861, September
10, 1985) as affected by notice of September
4, 1986 (51 FR 31925, September 8, 1986); Pub
L. 99-440 (October 2, 1986); E.O. 12571 of
October 27, 1986 (51 FR 39505, October 29,
19886).

§399.1 [Amended]

2. In Supplement No. 1 to § 399.1 (the
Commodity Control List), Commodity
Group 7 (Chemicals, Metalloids,
Petroleum Products and Related
Materials), ECCN 1702A is amended by
revising paragraphs (a) and (b) of the
List of Hydraulic Fluids Controlled by
ECCN 1702A, adding paragraphs (c) an
(d), and adding two Technical Notes, as
follows:

1702A Hydraulic fluids that contain as
the principal ingredient(s) petroleum
(mineral) oils, synthetic hydrocarbon
oils, non-fluorinated silicones or
fluorocarbons as described in this entry.

Coatrols for ECCN 1702A

* * - * .

List of Hydraulic Fluids Controlled by
ECCN 1702A Hydraulic fluids that
contain as the principal ingredient(s)
petroleum (mineral) oils, synthetic
hydrocarbon oils, non-fluorinated
silicones or fluorocarbons that have all
of the following characteristics:

(a) A flash point of greater than 477 K
(204 °C, 400 °F);

(b) A pour point of 239 K [—34 °C,
—30 °F) or lower;

(c) A viscosity index of 75 or greater;
and

(d) Are thermally stable at 616 K (343
°C. 650 °F).

Technical Notes

1. For the purpose of this ECCN, “flash
point" is determined using the
“Cleveland open cup method" as shown
in ASTM D-92 or national equivalents.

2. The following is the test procedure
for determining thermal stability:
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Twenty cc of the fluid under test shall
be placed in a 46 cc type 317 stainless
steel chamber containing one each of .5
inch (nominal) diameter balls of M~10
tool steel, 52100 steel and naval bronze
(60 percent Cu, 39 percent Zn, 0.75
percent Sn). The chamber shall be
purged with nitrogen, sealed at
atmospheric pressure and the
temperature raised to 644 plus 6 K (371+
6 °C, 70010 °F) and maintained at this
temperature for six hours.

The specimen will be considered
thermally stable if at the completion of
the above procedure all of the following
conditions are met:

(1) The loss in weight of each ball is
less than 0.1 mg/sq. cm. of ball surface
(0.65 mg/sq. inch);

(2) The change in original viscosity as
determined at 38°C is less than 25 %
when measured in the centistokes
system of units;

(3) The total acid or base number is
less than .40.
Note::* *i*

Dated: July 31, 1987.
Dan Hoydysh,
Acting Deputy Assistant Secretary for Export
Administration.
[FR Doc. 87-19318 Filed 8-21-87; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 3510-DT-M

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND
HUMAN SERVICES

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

Supplemental Security Income for the
Aged, Blind, and Disabled; Resource
Limits for Conditional SSI Payments

AGENCY: Social Security Administration,
HHS.

AcTiON: Final rule.

SUMMARY: Prior regulations for the
Supplemental Security Income (SSI)
program provided for conditional SSI
payments to individuals who met all
eligibility criteria except that they had
nonliquid resources in excess of the
statutory limits. The presumption which
still applies under the new regulations is
that, since these individuals have little
or no income or liquid resources with
which to meet basic needs for food,
clothing, or shelter, they need SSI while
they dispose of their excess nonliquid
resource(s). The prior regulations
provided special limits on the total and
liquid resources an individual can own
and receive conditional payments. The
prior regulations also required that any

conditional payments made be repaid
from the proceeds of the sale of the
excess resource(s).

These final regulations eliminate the
special limit on total resources but
retain the special limit on liquid
resources. The regulations also retain
the requirement that any conditional
payments made be repaid from the
proceeds of the sale of the excess
resource(s). The regulations also provide
that the original estimate of the
property's market value remains
operative for purposes of determining
eligibility for SSI unless the individual
submits evidence which establishes a
lower value. There will no longer be a
presumption that property which no one
has offered to buy within the conditional
payment disposition period has no
market value at all.

EFFECTIVE DATE: These regulations are
effective August 24, 1987,

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Henry D. Lerner, Legal Assistant, Office
of Regulations, Social Security
Administration, 6401 Security
Boulevard, Baltimore, Maryland 21235,
telephone (301) 594-7463.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

We published a notice of proposed
rulemaking (NPRM) on November 13,
1985 (50 FR 46778) and provided a 60-
day comment period. The comments are
discussed later in this preamble.

Section 1613(b) of the Social Security
Act (the Act) grants the Secretary of
Health and Human Services (the
Secretary) the discretion to determine
the period or periods of time within
which, and the manner in which, various
kinds of property must be disposed of in
order not to be included in determining
an individual's eligibility for SSI
payments. The Secretary also prescribes
the requirements for the payment of
benefits conditioned upon the disposal
of such property.

The prior regulations provided for
conditional payments if total resources
(liquid plus nonliquid) did not exceed
$3,000 for an individual and $4,500 for a
couple. Additionally, the liquid
resources owned must not have
exceeded one-fourth of the applicable
dollar amount referenced in section
1611(b)(1) of the Act in the case of an
individual, and the amount referenced in
section 1611(b)(2) in the case of an
individual and spouse, i.e., the annual
Federal benefit rates. The current
annual Federal benefit rates are $4,080
for an individual and $6,120 for a couple.
Thus, the current limit on liquid
resources for conditional payments is
$1,020 for an individual and $1,530 for a
couple.

Subsequent to the publication of the
NPRM, we determined that there was a
need to clarify 20 CFR 416.1240(a)(1) of
this regulation with respect to these
benefit amounts. 20 CFR 416.1240(a)(1)
of the NPRM indicated that the
applicable benefit rates were specified
in section 1611 of the Act. However,
section 1611 does not contain the current
Federal SSI benefit rate but instead
refers the reader to section 1617 of the
Act. It is section 1617 which explains the
calculation of the current benefit rate
and states that these rates are published
in the Federal Register pursuant to
section 215(i)(2)(D) of the Act. The
current benefit amounts reflecting the
cost-of-living adjustments for both titles
Il and XVI are published in the Federal
Register under the terms of section
215(i)(2)(D). In order to assist the public
in locating the current dollar amount of
the benefit, we have inserted a clause in
20 CFR 416.1240(a)(1) of this regulation
which references sections 1617 and
215(i)(2)(D) of the Act and notes that the
publication of the current benefit rates is
in the Federal Register. Furthermore,
field office personnel will know the
current benefit rates and will inform
claimants of these rates upon the filing
of an application for conditional
payments. Therefore, we believe that
even though the applicable dollar
amounts are not specified in section
1611 of the Act, this information is
available to the claimants when they
apply for conditional payments.

Conditional SSI payments are made to
an individual, who is ineligible because
he or she owns excess nonliquid
resources, to meet his or her basic needs
for food, clothing and shelter while
disposing of the excess nonliquid
resources (real property within 6 months
and other property within 3 months).
Since recipients of conditional payments
do not meet all the SSI eligibility
requirements (i.e., they have excess
resources) during the conditional
payment period, the payments made are
overpayments. Therefore, recipients
must agree to repay these payments
from the proceeds of the disposition.
Similarly, recipients are also liable for
repayment if the resource is not sold
and no new current market value which
would permit eligibility for benefits has
been established.

These regulations eliminate the limit
on total resources but retain the limit on
liquid resources. The effect will be to
allow some additional individuals who
have little or no income but who own
nonliquid resources (e.g., an inherited
house) that are difficulty to sell, to
receive conditional payments while they
dispose of the resource. The increase in
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the number of individuals eligible for
conditional payments as a result of this
change will be small, since current
income requirements and the current
limit on liquid resources will remain. In
addition, most of these conditional
payments should subsequently be
recouped from these individuals from
the proceeds of their resource
dispositions.

These regulations also eliminate an
assumption, heretofore provided for in
SSA's internal operating guidelines, that
property has no value at all if its owner
has been unable to sell it during the
period allowed for disposition. This
change conforms the operating
guidelines for valuing property in
conditional payment situations to the
operating guidelines for valuing property
in normal eligibility situations and
makes them consistent with SSA policy
on valuing resources as reflected in
Social Security Ruling (SSR) 83-30a. SSR
83-30a holds that neither the Act nor the
regulations provide for excluding
property from consideration as a
resource because its owner cannot sell it
at a desired price. (Note that property is
not a resource for SSI purposes if there
is a legal bar to its sale, Legal bars may
vary from country to country and, within
the United States, from state to state,
but, in general, are circumstances of law
which preclude a sale.)

The effect of this change is as follows.
When an individual requests conditional
SSI payments while disposing of an
excess resource, the individual signs an
agreement to sell the excess resource
and repay the conditional SSI payments
with the proceeds. However, under prior
conditional payment procedures, if an
individual made a "bona fide effort to
sell” the resource and was unable to sell
it as its estimated value during the
period provided for dispesition, we
treated the resource as if it had no
value. Thus, the individual was not
overpaid during the period he or she
was attempting to dispose of the
resource, and the individual was eligible
for SSI payments. Although the “bona
fide effort to sell” test was reevaluated
at the time of redetermination,
individuals could continue to receive
SSI indefinitely.

Experience has demonstrated that
often individuals cannot dispose of the
2xcess resource(s) at the originally
estimated value. It is possible, however,
that the excess resource(s) can be
disposed of for cash at a lesser amount
but well in excess of the SSI resource
limit ($1,800 for an individual, $2,700 for
a couple effective January 1, 1987). Thus,
the prior procedure allowed individuals

to retain valuable property in excess of
the resource limits and still receive SSI
for extended periods. Under the new
rules, when the time period for
attempting to sell an excess resource
expires (generally 6 months, or 9 months
if good cause applies) and the resource
has not been sold, the resource will be
counted at market value. The market
value originally estimated will be used
unless the individual (at any time within
the constraints of administrative
finality) submits evidence (e.g.. an
estimate from a disinterested
knowledgeable source) of a lesser
current market value. If a lesser value is
established, this could lead to a
determination that the individual had no
excess resources for the period and,
thus, has not been overpaid. Individuals
will be advised of this and of their right
to submit additional evidence as to the
value of the resource at the start and
prior to the expiration of the conditional
payment period. This procedure
recognizes that adverse market
conditions may drive down the value of
the excess resource (in extreme
situations possibly to zero), without
presuming that property is valueless
because it does not sell at a certain
price within a certain period of time.

Comments Received Following
Publication of the NPRM on Resource
Limits for Conditional SSI Payments
Published November 13, 1985 (50 FR
46778)

General

The subject NPRM generated
comments from seven sources, primarily
legal services organizations and several
States. None of these sources opposes
removing the limit on total resources for
conditional payment eligibility (four
make no mention of it). All oppose doing
away with the presumption that
property has no current market value
(CMV) if its owner receives no offer to
purchase it while trying to sell it as its
estimated CMV. Several express
concern about existing aspects of the
conditional payment provision and/or
about matters related to implementation
of the regulations.

Many of the comments reflect what
appears to be a misunderstanding of the
nature and purpose of the conditional
payment provision. Others reflect the
belief that, in going away with the zero-
CMV presumption, we will attach to
property an arbitrary value that it does
not have. We therefore wish to preface
our specific responses to the comments
with a general discussion of: (1) The
relationship between SSI resources
policy and conditional payments, and (2)

the effect the regulations will have on
determining the CMV of property which
someone has tried unsuccessfully to sell
at its estimated CMV.,

SSI Resources Policy and Conditional
Payments

Section 1611(a) of the Act establishes
the SSI resources limit. The Act also
specifies, at section 1613(a), those
resources which are excluded from
consideration in determining whether an
individual’s resources exceed the limit.
The regulations, at 20 CFR 416.1201,
include the definition of resources any
nonliquid asset that an individual owns
and has the "right, authority, or power"
to liguidate. They require that
nonexcluded resources be counted
toward the SSI resources limit in the
amount of their equity value; i.e., the
amount they can reasonably be
expected to sell for minus
emcumbrances.

The statutory limits on resources (as
well as on income) reflect congressional
intent that the SSI program be means-
tested, providing benefits only to those
who have limited resources (and
income) to meet their current basic
needs. Implicit in those limits is the
requirement that individuals whose
resources exceed the resource limits
must rely on the excess, rather than on
SSI benefits, to provide for themselves.

Congress realized, however, that
individuals may not be able to make
immediate use of the excess when it
consists of the value of nonliquid assets.
which can take time to convert to cash.
Section 1613(b) of the Act, therefore,
directs the Secretary to set conditions,
including time limits, under which
individuals can receive refundable SSI
payments while liquidating such excess
assets. It stipulates, in addition, that the
payments are conditioned upon actual
liquidation of the assets.

An individual whose nonliguid
resources make him or her ineligible for
SSI, and who chooses to sell those
resources in order to obtain needed
cash, can receive conditional SSI
payments if he or she agrees to sell the
resources within a specified number of
months and make appropriate
repayment. The conditional payment
provision does not purport to assure
eventual eligibility for SSI. However, we
fully recognize the importance, following
an unsuccessful attempt to sell
resources at their estimated CMV, of no!
finding ineligibility for SSI based on s
value the resources do not have.
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Effect of the Regulation on Determining
CMV of Property Which Someone Has
Tried Unsuccessfully to Sell at Its
Estimated CMV

If the Act does not exclude a resource
from consideration, its value must be
counted toward the SSI resources limit,
And, as Social Security Ruling (SSR) 83-
30a points out, neither the Act nor the
regulations authorize an exclusion of
property from consideration as a
resource because its owner cannot
convert it to the amount of cash he or
she desires for it. The CMV (i.e., any
amount for which such property can
reasonably be expected to sell on the
open market) must be considered in
determining whether the owner's
resources exceed the SSI limit.

The Social Security Administration’s
(SSA's) internal operating guidelines,
however, have permitted a presumption
that property has no value if its owner,
having tried for 8 months to sell it at its
estimated CMV, received no offer to buy
it. Since a lack of interest in property at
its originally estimated CMV rarely
means that it could not sell at any price,
this presumption often results in SSI
eligibility without regard to any lesser
value the property may have.

The regulation does not do away with
the principle that property has no value
if it cannot be sold at any price; it only
does away with the presumption that
property has no value simply because it
does not sell at a certain price within a
certain time frame. It requires, instead,
a case-by-case evaluation,

Evidence. of the CMV of property
usually consists of, but is not limited to,
a tax assessment notice and/or
estimates from knowledgeable sources.
Such evidence is not infallible, but it
provides the most generally acceptable
and reliable CMV information available,
short of an actual sale, and the
individual has the right to rebut the
estimated CMV with additional
evidence either before or after trying to
sell the property.

The responsibility for obtaining
evidence of the CMV of property has
always rested with the individual and
must continue to do so. Thus, when an
attempt to sell property at its originally
estimated CMV fails, and the individual
wishes to establish that the property has
alower CMV (or no CMV at all), it is up
to the individual to obtain and submit
evidence which supports that
conclusion. If the individual does not
submit such evidence, we will consider
the original estimate of the property’s
CMV, based on the evidence originally
submitted by the individual, to have

een accurate.

If the individual does submit new
evidence, we will consider such
evidence in making a current estimate of
the property's CMV. Operating
guidelines will also provide for
consideration of: (1) The fact that the
individual tried unsuccessfully to sell
the property at its originally estimated
CMV, and (2) any other evidence
available to SSA about the property or
about market conditions where it is
located.

We believe that this procedure will
provide ample opportunity for
individuals to establish that property
they own, despite the original evidence
and estimate of its CMV, either has no
CMYV or has one sufficiently low to
permit SSI eligibility. We therefore do
not believe that it will result in
determinations of ineligibility where
such determinations are not warranted.

At the same time, we believe that this
procedure will permit determinations of
ineligibility where they are warranted;
i.e., where property, although it does not
sell at its originally estimated CMV, still
has a CMV sufficiently high to cause its
owner's resources to exceed the SSI
limit. The ability to make such
determinations becomes critical to the
integrity of the SSI program now that
there will be no limit on the value of
nonliquid resources an individual can
own and qualify for conditional
payments,

Comments and Responses

Comment: One commenter indicated
that the NPRM “Summary” is misleading
because it makes no mention of
eliminating the zero-CMV presumption.

Response: We agree and have revised
the “Summary” appropriately. The
“Supplementary Information” section,
which follows the “Summary,”
continues to discuss elimination of the
zero-CMV presumption in detail.

Comment: One commenter stated that
the regulations should specifically
eliminate the rigk of an individual being
penalized under the transfer of assets
provision when he or she sells a
resource for less than its (estimated)
CMV in order to sell it within the
conditional payment time limit.

Response: The transfer of assets
provision appears in section 1613(c) of
the Act. The regulations, at 20 CFR
418.1246, make it clear that this
provision applies only when an
individual gives property away, or sells
it for less than the CMV (i.e., as much as
he or she could reasonably be expected
to sell the property for at the time of the
sale), in order to establish eligibility for
SSI or Medicaid. We believe it is clear
that the provision does not apply when
an individual sells property for as much
as he or she can within the time allowed

under a conditional payment agreement
which we will consider the CMV.
Therefore, we have not revised the
regulation.

Comment: One commenter pointed out
that SSR 83-30a held that a deed of trust
was a countable resource when its
owner had rejected an offer to buy it for
less than its face value, and that a
discounted price often represents the
fair market value (FMV) of such an
asset, The commenter stated that the
proposed regulations would go far
beyond requiring an individual to sell a
resource at FMV, and would require an
individual to dispose of a resource even
if there were no buyer. The commenter
concluded that the proposed regulations
should not be represented as an effort at
compliance with SSR 83-30a.

Response: We believe the regulation
does comply with SSR 83-30a since it is
consistent with the notion that a
discounted price often represents the
FMV of a deed of trust, i.e., the most it
can be expected to sell for. The
regulations, at 20 CFR 416.1201, provide
that property which an individual owns
and could convert to cash is a resource
in the amount of its CMV less
encumbrances. If an individual can sell
property, no matter at what price, such
property has a CMV of more than zero,
SSR 83-30a held that neither the Act nor
the regulations provide for excluding
property from consideration as a
resource because the individual cannot
sell it at a desired price. Thus, any
amount for which property can
reasonably be expected to sell must be
considered in determining the CMV of
an individual's resources.

Evidence may emerge, in the course of
an attempt to sell property, which
warrants a determination that the
property has no CMV; i.e., that it cannot
be expected to sell at any price. In and
of itself, however, the fact that no one
offers to buy property when an
individual asks a certain price for it
does not establish that the property has
no CMV at all. The regulations do not
require that an individual dispose of
property which has no CMV. Rather the
regulations require that a zero-CMV
determination be based on evaluation of
the circumstances in each case rather
than on a presumption that the property
has no CMV because no one offered to
buy it within a limited period of time
while the seller was asking a certain
price for it.

Comment: Five commenters stated or
implied that the zero-CMV presumption
reflects market realities—that property,
in fact, has no CMV if its owner receives
no offer to buy it within the conditional
payment period. One of the five stated
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that the regulations presently do not, but
should, permit SSA staff to assign a zero
value to property which simply cannot
be sold.

Two of the five indicated that
elimination of the zero-CMV
presumption would result in property
being considered available as a resource
when, in fact, it is not. One of these two
stated that the proposed regulations are,
therefore, contrary to existing law and
regulations.

Response: Current regulations, at 20
CFR 416.1201, tie the value an asset has
as a resource to the amount it can
reasonably be expected to sell for on the
open market. They, therefore, do
recognize the possibility that a zero
value could be established for property
that cannot be sold at any price.

When someone tries to sell property
at its estimated CMV, the fact that no
one offers to buy it within the
conditional payment period suggests
that it has a lower CMV than estimated.
In some instances, it may have no CMV
at all. But a blanket presumption that
such property has no CMV usually
ignores, rather than reflects, market
realities.

It is the zero-CMV presumption itself,
to the extent that it disregards any
lesser amount for which such property
could reasonably be expected to sell,
which is contrary to existing law and
regulations. The regulations would not
result in property being considered as a
resource when, in fact, it is not; they
would eliminate the presumption that
property is not a resource when, in fact,
it may be.

Comment: Five commenters stated
either (1) that the present conditional
payment time limits do not reflect the
amount of time it takes to effect a sale of
property, or (2) that the present limits,
coupled with elimination of the zero-
CMV presumption, would force people
to sell their property at far below market
value. Two of the five recommended a
conditional payment agreement without
time limits.

Response: We realize that property
might sell for more, if left on the market
longer. But the conditional payment
provision is not designed to ensure that
property can remain on the market for
as long as it takes to reach its highest
potential value. It is designed to provide,
for a limited period of time, funds that
individuals can use for their current
basic needs while converting their own
assets to cash.

Were there no SSI program,
individuals who could provide for
themselves only by selling their assets
would have to do so, sometimes quickly,
at whatever price the market would
currently bear. The SSI program does

not eliminate that need unless the Act
excludes those assets from
consideration or their value falls within
certain limits, But neither does the SSI
program in general, or the conditional
payment provision in particular, create
or contribute toward that need. The SSI
resources exclusions provide substantial
relief from it. Conditional payments
provide funds that individuals otherwise
might not have available to them while
selling assets they would have to sell in
any event.

Moreover, the conditional payment
provision does not pressure individuals
to sell their property in order to remain
or become eligible for SSI. Individuals
are advised that they are ineligible for
SSI, due to the value of their resources,
before they are presented with the
conditional payment option. Those who
opt to receive conditional payments do
so with the understanding that such
payments are limited and must be
refunded whether the property is sold or
not.

The pressure on individuals to sell
certain property stems from their having
to obtain cash to provide for their own
needs. Conditional payments afford
such individuals more time than they
otherwise might have, within which to
sell the property. But conditional
payments are not intended to finance a
deferral of the sale until such time as an
individual can obtain a desired price for
the property and/or establish eligibility
for SSI In the context of that view of the
conditional payment provision, we
believe that its present time limits
suffice for their intended purpose.

Comment: One commenter stated that
the proposed regulations are short-
sighted; that many recipients would give
up SSI before selling family property,
thus losing health care coverage and
risking eviction or foreclosure. The
commenter stated that the resulting
costs of increased medical care (due to a
lack of preventive care, poor nutrition,
and depression) would far exceed the
costs of continued SSIL

Response: The SSI resources limits
are set by statute. Individuals whose
resources exceed the applicable limit
cannot rely on the SSI program rather
than their excess resources to provide
for their needs. This, rather than the
conditional payment regulations, is why
such individuals may have to sell
property they own. We know that
individuals can become attached to
property they have owned for some
time, but we cannot selectively
disregard the statutory resources limits
on that basis. If an individual's
resources exceed the applicable limit
and he or she must sell certain property
in order to obtain cash, conditional

payments provide an interim source of
cash, on a refundable basis and for a
limited number of months, while he or
she is selling the property.

Comment: One commenter, noting that
an individual often could borrow money
using the excess nonliquid resource as
collateral, stated that the consequences
of receiving conditional payments might
be worse than receiving no benefit at all,
particularly if the individual receives
substantial Medicaid benefits based on
receipt of the conditional SSI payments.
The commenter expressed concern that
we would make such individuals believe
they were eligible for SSI by making
conditional payments to them, then find
them retroactively ineligible for both SSI
and Medicaid, leaving them with a
surprise debt that could not be repaid by
any public program or from the eventual
sale of the property.

Response: The receipt of conditional
SSI payments does not lead to an
overpayment of Medicaid benefits.
Currently, 14 States do not extend
Medicaid coverage to individuals based
on their receipt of SSI payments. The
question of Medicaid overpayments
related to conditional SSI payments
therefore does not pertain to individuals
who live in these States. The remairing
36 States and the District of Columbia
currently must, by law, provide
Medicaid coverage to all individuals
“. . . with respect to whom
supplemental security income benefits
are being paid under title XVI"
(emphasis added). Eligibility for
Medicaid in these States derives from
the actual receipt of SSI payments and
is unaffected by subsequent,
retrospective determinations concerning
eligibility for such payments. This
includes conditional payments.

The receipt of conditional payments
does not lead to a surprise overpayment
of the conditional payments themselves
SSA staff inform individuals while
discussing conditional payments that
such payments must be refunded. The
conditional payment agreement, which
individuals sign and receive a copy of.
also specifies that the conditional
payments must be refunded.

Comment: One commenter stated that
the regulations should specifically
require detailed conditional payment
notices, spelling out: the importance of
complying with the rule; the right to seek
amendment of the CMV and not be
considered to have violated the transfer
of assets provision; exclusions from the
rule; all time frames; and whom to call
with questions. The commenter states
that follow-up notices should be sent at
the end of 2 months and then monthly
after that, emphasizing both the
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importance of acting and what steps to
take.

Response: Operating instructions
already require that SSA staff provide a
detailed oral explanation of the
conditions for payment, and their
implications, before an individual makes
a decision to receive or not to receive
conditional payments. The conditional
payment agreement itself then
stipulates, in writing: the agreement to
sell specified property; the time limit for
selling it; and the agreement to refund,
whether the property is sold or not. It
also tells the individuals whom to
contact if problems arise. The individual
receives a copy of this agreement.

The conditional payment agreement
requires that individuals sell the
specified resources at CMV within the
specified time limit. Individuals who do
this have sold their resources at FMV as
defined in the regulations at 20 CFR
416.1246(b), and are protected against
application of the transfer of assets
provision. A notice to this effect seems
unnecessary. However, revised
operating instructions, to be released to
SSA field offices upon issuance of these
final regulations, will require that SSA
staff alert individuals to the transfer of
assets provision in conditional payment
cases.

Operating instructions already require
that SSA staff make personal contact
with the individual every 60 days during
a 6-month conditional payment period
and every 30 days during a 3-month
period. They must remind the individual
of the applicable time limit and obtain a
statement from the individual as to what
steps he or she has taken or is taking to
sell the property. We believe that these
procedures ensure that individuals
understand the agreement.

Comment: One commenter stated that
installment payment agreements which
are entered into in order to dispose of
nonliquid assets under a conditional
payment agreement should not be the
basis later for a finding of ineligibility.

Response: An installment agreement,
provided that its owner has the right,
authority, or power to convert it to cash,
constitutes a resource. Unless such an
agreement were to fall under one of the
existing resource exclusions, we would
have to consider it, as well as any other
countable resources, in determining
eligibility.

Comment: One commenter stated that,
where a person enters into an
installment payment contract in order to
sell property under a conditional
Payment agreement, and where the
contract itself then causes the person's
resources to exceed the SSI limit, the
regulations should state that the person
s entitled to a second period of

conditional payments while attempting
to sell the contract.

Response: Since the transaction
satisfies the requirement of the original
conditional payment agreement that the
individual sell the property, the original
agreement would have no bearing on
whether the individual could include the
installment payment contract in a
second conditional payment agreement.
However, the individual could not retain
any of the proceeds of the original sale,
including installment payments, until the
refund requirement of the original
agreement had been satisfied.

Ownership of the contract would not
automatically entitle the individual to a
second period of conditional payments.
Rather, it would require that SSA make
a new determination of eligibility for
regular and/or conditional SSI
payments, considering the contract and
using those guidelines and criteria that
apply to it. We will ensure that the
operating instructions to be released
upon issuance of these final regulations
make this clear.

Comment: One commenter stated that
the regulations should set forth and
define “legal bars” to the sale of
property.

Response: The term legal bar has been
used in the preamble, but does not
appear in the statute or in the
regulations, so there is no need to define
it in the regulations, We have, however,
added clarifying language in the
preamble.

Comment: One commenter stated that
SSA should be required to state fully
and in detail the basis of the figure used
as market value.

Response: SSA staff do not make
independent estimates of CMV; the
figure they use, and which they enter on
the face of the conditional payment
agreement, comes from evidence
provided by the individual. The
individual, therefore, knows the figure
used and the basis for it. Operating
instructions do require that SSA staff
prepare a written explanation of the
estimate to be used if an individual
originally submits conflicting evidence,
or later submits additional evidence in
rebuttal of the original evidence. An
individual who disagrees with the
resource determination can appeal it.

Comment: One commenter stated that,
when an individual has a fractional
ownership interest in property, the CMV
estimate should reflect the fact that the
fractional value of the whole is worth
less than a fee simple interest in the
same amount. For example, one-eighth
of $12,000 is $1,500, but an individual is
much more likely to get $1,500 for
property he or she owns alone that is
valued at $1,500 than for a one-eighth

interest in property that is valued at
$12,000.

Response: It is the individual's
responsibility to obtain and submit
evidence which establishes the value of
property he or she owns. In general, SSA
staff are not—and are not expected to
become—expert in the area of valuing
property. Nor is there a formula
available which they can use to discount
fractional ownership interest in property
where such discounting would be
appropriate. When an individual feels
that a fractional ownership interest is
worth less than the share it
mathematically represents of the
property's whole value, it is up to the
individual to provide evidence to that
effect. If satisfactory evidence is
provided, the value will be discounted
accordingly.

Comments: One commenter stated
that the regulations should permit
individuals to set aside $1,500 for burial
expenses before using the proceeds of a
sale of property to refund conditional
payments.

Response: At the beginning of the
period for which conditional payments
are to be made, eligibility for them
derives from an interim resources
determination. The interim
determination provisionally disregards
the value of those nonliquid resources to
be sold which, if counted, would cause
total countable resources to exceed the
SSI limit. At the time of a sale, the
disregard becomes null and void, the
value of the resources (in the form of the
net proceeds of the sale) is added to
other countable resources at the
beginning of the period for which
conditional payments were made, and
the interim determination is revised
retroactively. The amount by which the
revised determination then shows total
countable resources to have exceeded
the SSI limit at the beginning of the
period for which conditional payments
were made determines the extent to
which such payments are recoyerable.
An individual who wishes to receive
conditional payments must, as a
condition of receiving them, agree to
refund them to that extent.

The burial fund exclusion can be
applied to liquid resources and/or to the
value of a nonliquid resource which an
individual intends and designates for
burial expenses. It can be applied for
months preceding a formal designation,
but not for months preceding the
existence of the intent. SSA staff, in
making the interim determination at the
beginning of the period for which
conditional payments are to be made,
must explore the possibility of and, as
appropriate, apply the burial fund and
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other exclusions before finding that
remaining countable resources would
exceed the SSI limit. If, at that time, the
individual indicates that he or she
intends certain resources for burial
expenses, the burial fund exclusion
could be applied, subject to the
provisions of 20 CFR 416.1231, in
subsequently determining the amount by
which total countable resources
exceeded the SSI limit at the beginning
of the conditional payment period. If
such intent is found not to exist at the
beginning of the conditional payment
period, the burial fund exclusion could
not affect the amount by which total
countable resources exceeded the SSI
limit at that time, and cannot otherwise
be used, at the time of a sale, to
circumvent the agreement to refund.

Comment: One commenter stated that
elimination of the zero-CMV
presumption should affect only new
applicants for SSI.

Response: Elimination of the zero-
CMYV presumption must apply to all
eligibility determinations, whether they
pertain to new applicants for or current
recipients of SSL Current recipients
cannot continue to receive SSI benefits
indefinitely, without regard to the value
of property they own. If, under the new
rules, property previously presumed to
have no CMV is found to have a value
which causes an individual's resource to
exceed the SSI limit, the individual will
have the option of entering into a
current conditional payment agreement,
provided that he or she otherwise
qualifies.

Regulatory Procedures
Executive Order 12291

The Secretary has determined that
this is not a major rule under Executive
Order 12291 because these regulations
will not result in any program or
administrative cost, or otherwise meet
any of the threshold criteria for a major
rule. Therefore, a regulatory impact
analysis is not required.

Regulatory Flexibility Act

We certify that these regulations will
not have a significant economic impact
on a substantial number of small entities
because these rules affect only
individuals and States. Therefore, a
regulatory flexibility analysis as
provided in Pub. L. 96-354, the
Regulatory Flexibility Act, is not
required.

Paperwork Reduction Act

These regulations impose no

additional reporting or recordkeeping

requirements requiring Office of
Management and Budget clearance.

(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance
Program No. 13.807, Supplemental Security
Income program)

List of Subjects in 20 CFR Part 416

Administrative practice and
procedure, Aged, Blind, Disability
benefits, Public assistance programs,
Supplemental Security Income.

Dated: June 1, 1987.
Dorcas R. Hardy,
Commissioner of Social Security.

Approved: july 8, 1987,
Otis R. Bowen,
Secretary of Health and Human Services.
Subpart L of Part 416 of Chapter HI of
Title 20 of the Code of Federal
Regulations is amended as follows:

PART 416—[AMENDED]

1. The authority citation for Subpart L
of Part 418 is revised to read as follows:

Authority: Secs. 1102, 1602, 1611, 1612, 1613,
1614(f), 1621, and 1631 of the Social Security
Act; 42 U.S.C. 1302, 1381a, 1382, 1382a, 1382b,
1382c{f), 1382j and 1383; Sec. 211 of Pub. L.
93-66; 87 Stat. 154.

2. Section 416.1240 is revised to read
as follows:

§ 416.1240 Disposition of resources.

(a) Where the resources of an
individual {and spouse, if any) are
determined to exceed the limitations
prescribed in § 416.1205, such individual
(and spouse, if any) shall not be eligible
for payment except under the conditions
provided in this section. Payment will be
made to an individual (and spouse, if
any) if:

(1) Total includable liquid resources
(as defined in § 416.1201(b)) do not
exceed one-fourth of the applicable
dollar amount referenced in section
1611(b)(1) of the Act in the case of an
individual and in section 1611(b})(2) in
the case of an individual and spouse (as
increased pursuant to section 1617 of the
Act and published in the Federal
Register pursuant to section
215(i)(2)(D)); and

(2) The individual agrees in writing to:

(i) Dispose, at current market value, of
the nonliquid resources (as defined in
§ 416.1201(c)) in excess of the limitations
prescribed in § 416.1205 within the time
period specified in § 416.1242; and

(ii) Repay any overpayments (as
defined in § 416.1244) with the proceeds
of such disposition.

(b) Payment made for the period
during which the resources are being
disposed of will be conditioned upon the
disposition of those resources as
prescribed in paragraph (a)(2) of this
section. Any payments so made are (at
the time of disposition) considered

overpayments to the extent they would
not have been paid had the disposition
occurred at the beginning of the period
for which such payments were made.
(c) If an individual fails to dispose of
the resources prescribed in paragraph
(a)(2) of this section, regardless of the
efforts he or she makes to dispose of
them, the resources will be counted at
their current market value and the
individual will be ineligible due to
excess resources, The original estimate
of current market value will be used
unless the individual submits evidence
establishing a lower value (e.g., an
estimate from a disinterested
knowledgeable source.)
[FR Doc. 87-19253 Filed 8-21-87; 8:45 am|]
BILLING CODE 4190-11-M

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
Coast Guard

33 CFR Part 165

[CG07-87-07]

Safety Zone; Tampa Bay, Hillsborough
Bay and Approaches

AGENCY: Coast Guard, DOT.

ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: The Coast Guard has
established a rule to amend 33 CFR
185.703 by establishing a requirement for
applicable vessels to provide certain
information twenty-four hours prior to
their arrival or departure. This twenty-
four hour notification is essential to
coordinate implementation of the
required safety zone and provide
adequate notification to all affected
maritime interests. This notification
requirement would have no major
economic impact on affected parties as
this requirement was previously
mandated by Captain of the Port orders
over the past five years and all
applicable parties are currently
voluntarily providing a twenty-four hour
advance notification of arrival or
departure.

EFFECTIVE DATE: September 23, 1987.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Lieutenant Michael E. Maes Telephone,
(813) 228 2194.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On 7
May 1987, the Coast Guard published a
notice of proposed rule making in the
Federal Register for these regulations
(Vol. 52 No. 88 FR 17305). Interested
persons were requested to submit
comments and no comments were
received.
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Drafting Information

The drafters of this notice are
Lieutenant Michael E. Maes, project
officer, Marine Safety Office Tampa,
Florida and LCDR F.T. Fuger, Jr. project
attorney, Seventh Coast Guard District
Legal Office.

Discussion of Comments

During the allotted comment period,
no comments were received regarding
the proposed amendment to the existing
regulations. This reflects the current
voluntary compliance with the
provisions of the proposed amendment
by affected maritime parties.

Economic Assessment and Certification

These regulations are considered to
be non-major under Executive Order
12291 on Federal Regulation and
nonsignificant under Department of
Transportation regulatory policies and
procedures (44 FR 11034; February 26,
1979). The economic impact has been
found to be so minimal that full
regulatory evaluation is unnecessary.
During the past five years all anhydrous
ammonia carriers have provided the
twenty-four hour advance arrival
notification either voluntarily or by
direction of the Captain of the Port
Orders. This amendment would simply
make current voluntary standards
mandatory.

Since the impact of these regulations
is expected to be minimal the Coast
Guard certifies that they will not have a
significant economic impact on a
substantial number of small entities.

List of Subjects in 33 CFR Part 165

Harbors, Marine safety, Navigation
(water), Vessels, Waterways.
Final Regulations

In consideration of the foregoing, Part
165 of Title 33 Code of Federal
Regulations is amended as follows:

PART 165—[AMENDED]
1. The authority citation for Part 165
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 33 U.S.C. 1225 and 1231; 50
U.S.C. 191.49 CFR 1.46 and 33 CFR 1.05-1(g),
6.04-1, 6.04-6 and 160.5.

2. A new § 165.703(i) is added to read
as follows:

w * ‘o .

§165.703 Tampa Bay, Florida Safety Zone.
.

_ (i) The owner, master, agent or person
in charge of a vessel or barge, loaded
with anhydrous ammonia shall report
the following information to the Captain
of the Port, Tampa at least twenty-four
hours before entering Tampa Bay or its

approaches or departing from Tampa
Bay:

(1) Name and country of registry of
the vessel or barge;

(2) The name of the port or place of
departure;

(3) The name of the port or place of
destination:

(4) The estimated time that the vessel
is expected to begin its transit of Tampa
Bay and the time it is expected to
commence its transit of the safety zone.

(5) The cargo carried and amount,

Dated: July 23, 1987.

T.W. Boerger,

Captain, U.S. Coast Guard, Captain of the Port
Tampa, FL.

[FR Doc. 87-19345 Filed 8-21-87; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4910-14-M

33 CFR Part 165
[COTP Philadelphia, PA Regulation 87-01)

Safety Zone Regulations; Marcus Hook
Range Ship Channel and Anchorages
6, 7, and 9, Delaware River

AGENCY: Coast Guard, DOT.
ACTION: Emergency rule.

SUMMARY: The Coast Guard is
establishing a safety zone in the
Delaware River to include Marcus Hook
Range ship channel, Anchorage 6 off
Deepwater Point, Anchorage 7 off
Marcus Hook, and Anchorage 9 near the
entrance to Mantua Creek, Delaware
River. The zone is needed to protect
vessels from a potential safety hazard
associated with dredging operations in
the Marcus Hook Range ship channel
and to minimize temporary port
congestion.

The Marcus Hook Range ship channel
in the vicinity of the dredging operation
is closed to vessel traffic. Anchorage 7
off Marcus Hook is closed to anchoring
so that vessel traffic may transit the
anchorage in lieu of the Marcus Hook
Range ship channel. Vessels over 700
feet in length are subject to anchorage
restrictions in Anchorage 6 off
Deepwater Point and Anchorage 9 near
the entrance to Mantua Creek.
EFFECTIVE DATES: This regulation
becomes effective on 14 August, 1987, It
terminates on 1 October, 1987, or upon
completion of dredging operations
whichever first occurs, unless sooner
terminated by the Captain of the Port.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
LT]G James Weakley at the Captain of
the Port, Philadelphia, (215) 923-4320.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: In
accordance with 5 U.S.C. 553, a notice of
proposed rulemaking was not published
for this regulation and good cause exists

for making it effective in less than 30
days after Federal Register publication.
Publishing an NPRM and delaying its
effective date would be contrary to the
public interest, since immediate action
is needed to respond to potential
hazards to vessel traffic.

Drafting Information

The drafters of this regulation are
LTJG James Weakley, project officer for
the Captain of the Port, and LT. Wayne
Patrick, project attorney, Fifth Coast
Guard District Legal Staff.

Discussion of the Regulation

The potential hazards requiring this
regulation result from maintenance
dredging of the Marcus Hook Range ship
channel. The Marcus Hook Range ship
channel must be closed and traffic
diverted through Anchorage 7 off
Marcus Hook to reduce the hazards
associated with dredging in the ship
channel. Anchorage restrictions in
Anchorages 6 and 9 are being imposed
to accommodate those vessels which
may have been prevented from
anchoring in Anchorage 7 off Marcus
Hook.

This regulation is issued pursuant to
33 U.S.C. 1225 and 1231 as set out in the
authority citation for all of Part 165.

List of Subjects in 33 CFR Part 165

Harbors, Marine Safety, Navigation
(water), Security measures, Vessels,
Waterways.

Regulation

In consideration of the foregoing,
Subpart C of Part 165 of Title 33, Code of
Federal Regulations, is amended as
follows:

PART 165—{AMENDED]

1. The authority citation for Part 165
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 33 U.S.C. 1225 and 1231; 50
U.S.C. 191; 49 U.S.C. 1.46 and 33 CFR 1.05-
1(g), 6.04-1, 6.04-6, and 160.5.

2. A new § 165.T05-76 is added to
read as follows:

§ 165.T05-76 Safety Zone: Marcus Hook
Range Ship Channel and Anchorage 6 off
Deepwater Port, Anchorage 7 off Marcus
Hook, and Anchorage 9 near the entrance
to Mantua Creek Anchorage, Delaware
River.

(a) Location. The following areas are
a safety zone: The Marcus Hook Range
ship channel in the vicinity of dredging
operations, Anchorage 6 off Deepwater
Point, Anchorage 7 off Marcus Hook,
and Anchorage 9 off Mantua Creek,
Delaware River.
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(b) Effective date. This regulation
becomes effective 14 August, 1987. It
terminates on 1 October, 1987, or upon
completion of dredging operations
whichever first occurs, unless sooner
terminated by the Captain of the Port.

(c) Regulations. (1) In accordance with
the general regulations in § 165.23 of this
part, the following restrictions are in
effect:

(i} Entry into the Marcus Hook Range
ship channel in the vicinity of dredging
operations is prohibited. Vessels
transiting the area shall make passage
through Anchorage 7 off Marcus Hook.

(ii) Anchoring at Anchorage 7 off
Marcus Hook is prohibited.

(iii) Vessels over 700 feet in length
must obtain permission from the
Captain of the Port to anchor in
Anchorage 6 off Deepwater Point or
Anchorage 9 near the entrance to
Mantua Creek. Vessels granted
permission are subject to the General
Regulations (33 CFR 110.157(b)) and the
following additional conditions:

(A) Vessels between 700 to 750 feet in
length shall have one tug alongside
while anchored in either Anchorage 6 or
9.

(B) Vessels greater than 750 feet in
length shall have two tugs alongside
while anchored in either Anchorage 6 or
9.

(C) Each tug alongside must have a
minimum rating of 1000 shaft
horsepower.

Dated: August 12, 1987.
C.A. Huber,
Commander, U.S. Coast Guard.
Alternate Captain of the Port, Philadelphia.
[FR Doc. 87-19344 Filed 8-21-87; 8:45 am|
BiLLING CODE 4910-14-M

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
National Park Service
36 CFR Part7

Springfield Armory National Historic
Site, MA; Closure to Public

AGENCY: National Park Service, Interior.

ACTION: Interim Rule with Request for
Comments.

SUMMARY: The National Park Service is
closing the Springfield Armory Museum,
the Historic Site's primary visitor
attraction, to all public use from
September 8, 1987 through April 3, 1989.
This action is necessary because of
serious health and safety hazards that
will exist during the complete
renovation of the interior of the Main
Arsenal which houses the museum and

research facilities. The closure will have
minimal economic impact.

DATES: This rule will become effective
on September 8, 1987 and will expire on
April 4, 1989. Written comments
regarding the closure will be accepted
until September 23, 1987.

ADDRESSES: Comments should be
addressed to: W. Douglas Lindsay, r.,
Superintendent, Springfield Armory
National Historic Site, One Armory
Square, Springfield, Massachusetts
01105.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
W. Douglas Lindsay, Jr., or Larry
Lowenthal; 413-734-6477; address
above.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Background

Springfield Armory National Historic
Site consists of 55 acres near downtown
Springfield, Massachusetts and
commemorates the important role this
armory played in the nation's military
and industrial history. From its inception
in 1777 through its deactivation in 1968,
the armory was a center for small arms
storage, research, development, and
manufacture. Most experimental models
produced at the armory, as well as
thousands of pieces collected from
around the world for research and
development were retained as a
museum and arms library. The national
historic site was established by
Congress in 1974 (Pub. L. 93-486).

In 1978 the National Park Service
assumed administration of that portion
of the site containing the Main Arsenal
which houses the museum, and the
Commanding Officer's House, which is
used for park support functions. The
remainder of the Site serves as the
campus of Springfield Technical
Community College and is administered
by the Commonwealth of
Massachusetts.

The Fiscal Year 1987 Appropriation to
the National Park Service provides
funds to redesign and renovate the
public exhibit spaces and museum
support facilities within the Main
Arsenal. The work will extend to all
three floors and the basement and will
provide for a 50 seat theater, new
exhibits, a combined information/sales
facility, new restrooms, expanded office
and research spaces and environmental
controls for artifact and archival
strorage areas. Minor rehabilitation of
exterior components of the building will
also occur.

The engineer/architects’ estimate for
completion time is 18 months. Serious
health and safety hazards that will be
present during the construction period
preclude allowing exhibit spaces and

exhibits to remain open to the visiting
public. There is no alternative to closing
the museum as there is no other suitable
exhibit space available on site. The
museum has averaged 15,000-20,000
visitors annually since 1978.

Drafting Information

The following persons participated in
the writing of this regulation: Douglas
Lindsay, Superintendent, Springfield
Armory NHS; Larry Lowenthal, Park
Historian, Springfield Armory NHS.
Public Participation

The policy of the National Park
Service is to afford the public an
opportunity to participate in the
rulemaking process. Accordingly,
interested persons may submit written

comments regarding this rulemaking to
the address noted above.

Paperwork Reduction Act

This rule contains no information
collection requirements which require
approval by the Office of Management
and Budget under 44 U.S.C. 3501 ef seq.

Compliance With Other Laws

The Department of the Interior has
determined that this rulemaking is not a
“major rule” within the meaning of
Executive Order 12291. The Department
has also determined that this rulemaking
will not have significant economic effect
on a substantial number of small entities
under the Regulatory Flexibility Act (5
U.S.C. 801 et seq.). This finding is based
on the fact that the total economic effect
of this rulemaking will impose no
significant costs on any class or group of
small entities.

The National Park Service has
determined that this rulemaking will not
have an effect on the quality of the
human environment, health and safety
because it is not expected to:

(a) Increase public use to the extent of
compromising the nature and character
of the area or causing physical damage
to it;

(b) Introduce noncompatible uses
which might compromise the nature and
characteristics of the area, or cause
physical damage to it;

(c) Conflict with adjacent ownerships
or land uses; or

(d) Cause a nuisance to adjacent
owners or occupants.

Based on this determination, this
rulemaking is categorically excluded
from the procedural requirements of the
National Environmental Policy Act
(NEPA) by Departmental policy in 516
DM 8, (49 FR 21438). As such, neither an
Environmental Assessment nor an
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Environmental Impact Statement has
been prepared.

List of Subjects in 36 CFR Part 7

National Parks, Reporting and
recordkeeping requirements.

In consideration of the foregoing, 36
CFR Chapter I is amended to read as
follows:

PART 7—SPECIAL REGULATIONS,
AREAS OF THE NATIONAL PARK
SYSTEM

1. The authority citation for Part 7
continues to read as follows:
Authority: 16 U.S.C. 1, 8, 9a, 462(k); § 7.96

also issued under D.C. Code 8-137 (1981) and
D.C. Code 40-721 (1981).

2. By adding a new § 7.23 to read as
follows:

§7.23 Springfield Armory National
Historic Site

Closure. The Springfield Armory
Museum is closed to all public use and
access from September 8, 1987 through
April 3, 1989,

Dated: July 7, 1987.

Susan Recce,

Acting Assistant Secretary for Fish and
Wildlife and Parks.

[FR Doc. 87-19239 Filed 8-21-87; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4310-70-M

FEDERAL EMERGENCY
MANAGEMENT AGENCY

44 CFR Part 64
[Docket No. FEMA 6761]

Suspension of Community Eligibility

AGENCY: Federal Emergency
Management Agency, FEMA.
ACTiON: Final rule.

SUMMARY: This rule lists communities,
where the sale of flood insurance has
been authorized under the National
Flood Insurance Program (NFIP), that
are suspended on the effective dates
listed within this rule because of
noncompliance with the floodplain
Mmanagement requirements of the
program. If FEMA receives
documentation that the community has
adopted the required floodplain
Management measures prior to the
effective suspension date given in this
rule, the suspension will be withdrawn
by publication in the Federal Register.

EfFECTNE DATES: The third date
(“Susp.”) listed in the fourth column.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Frank H. Thomas, Assistant
Administrator, Office of Loss Reduction,
Federal Insurance Administration, (202)
646-2717, Federal Center Plaza, 500 C
Street, Southwest, Room 416,
Washington, DC 20472.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
National Floed Insurance Program
(NFIP), enables property owners to
purchase flood insurance at rates made
reasonable through a Federal subsidy. In
return, communities agree to adopt and
administer local floodplain management
measures aimed at protecting lives and
new construction from future flooding.
Section 1315 of the National Flood
Insurance Act of 1968, as amended (42
U.S.C. 4022), prohibits flood insurance
coverage as authorized under the
National Flood Insurance Program (42
U.S.C. 4001-4128) unless an appropriate
public body shall-have adopted
adequate floodplain management
measures with effective enforcement
measures. The communities listed in this

‘notice no longer meet that statutory

requirement for ecompliance with
program regulationsi{(44 CFR Part 59 et
seq.). Accordingly, the communities will
be suspended on the effective date in
the fourth column. As of that date, flood
insurance will no longer be available in
the community. However, some of these
commurnities may adopt and submit the
required documentation of legally
enforceable floodplain:-management
measures after this rule is published but
prior to the actual suspension date.
These communitieswill not be
suspended and will continue their
eligibility for the sale of insurance. A
notice withdrawing the suspension of
the communities will be published in the
Federal Register..In the interim, if you
wish to determine if a particular
community was'suspended on the
suspension date, contact the appropriate
FEMA Regional Office.or the NFIP
servicing contractor.

In addition, the Federal Emergency
Management Agency has identified the
special flood hazard areas in these
communities by publishing a Flood
Hazard Boundary Map. The date of the
flood map, if one has been published, is
indicated in the fifth column of the table.
No direct Federal financial assistance
(except assistance pursuant to the
Disaster Relief Act of 1974 not in
connection with.a flood). may legally be
provided for construction or acquisition
of buildings in the identified special
flood hazard area of communities not
participating in the NIFIP and identified
for more than a year, on the Federal

Emergency Management Agency's initial
flood insurance map of the community
as having flood-prone areas. (Section
202(a) of the Flood Disaster Protection
Act of 1973 (Pub. L. 93-234), as
amended). This prohibition against
certain types of Federal assistance
becomes effective for the communities
listed on the date shown in the last
column.

The Administrator finds that notice
and public procedure under 5 U.S.C. 553
(b) are impracticable and unnecessary
because communities listed in this final
rule have been adequately notified. Each
community receives a 6-month, 90-day,
and 30-day notification addressed to the
Chief Executive Officer that the
community will be suspended unless the
required floodplain management
measures are met prior to the effective
suspension date. For the same reasons,
this final rule may take effect within less
than 30 days.

Pursuant to the provision of 5 U.S.C.
605(b), the Administrator, Federal
Insurance Administration, FEMA,
hereby certifies that this rule if
promulgated will not have a significant
economic impact on a substantial
number of small entities. As stated in
Section 2 of the Flood Disaster
Protection Act of 1973, the establishment
of local floodplain management together
with the availability of flood insurance
decreases the economic impact of the
future flood losses to both the particular
community and the nation as a whole.
This rule in and of itself does not have a
significant economic impact. Any
economic impact results from the
community's decision not to (adopt)
(enforce) adequate floodplain
management, thus placing itself in
noncompliance of the Federal standards
required for community participation. In
each entry, a complete chronology of
effective dates appears for each listed
community.

List of Subjects in 44 CFR Part 64

Flood insurance—floodplains.
PART 64—[AMENDED]

1. The.authority citation for Part-64
continues to read as follows:
Authority: 42 U.S.C. 4001 et. seq.,

Reorganization Plan No. 3 of 1978, E.O.
12127).

2. Section 64.6 is amended by adding
in alphabetical sequence new entries to
the table.

§64.6 List of eligible communities.
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Date certan
Federal
assistanca ng
longer avalabla
in special floog
hazard areas

Effective dates of autharization/cancellation of sale of flood

State and location insurance in community

Region li:  Minimals Conversions
Virginia:
Ameﬂa County unincorporated areas...
Iy UnNiNg

West ngam Franklin, town of. Pendk
Region IV

Alabama: Louisville, town of. Barbour COUnty ..o

Georgia: Hart County, Unincorp Area

North Carolina: Trenton, town of. Jones County
Tennessee: White Pine, city of. Jeff,

' County

Monlgomory County, uni d areas
Perry County, unmcovporaxed areas .

Scott County, P aneas
Stone County, uni P d areas

North Carolina: Fairmont, town of. Robeson County ... ...,

South Carolina:
Harisville, city of. Darlington County

Kingstree, town of. Willlamsburg County....
Oconee County, unir d areas

Region V
linois: Sublette, village of. Lee County
Indiana: Ripley County, unincorporated areas ..
Minnesota:

Fisher, city of. Polk County

Stavens County,
Ohio:
Corning, village of. Perry County

areas

Fredericksburg, village of. Wayne County
Hanoverton, village of. Columbiana County..

Orrvifle, city of, Wayne County.

Maita, village of. Morgan County
Sunbury, village of. Det County

Warsaw, village of. Coshocton County
Crescent City, city of. rog County
Steward, village of. Lee County.

Lakeview, village of. Logan County,
Shawnee, village of. Perry County ...
Van Wert County, unincc areas
Region Vi
Arkansas: Newark, city of. Independence County
Lovisiana: Rosetand, town of. Tangipahoa Pansh, .

Jefferson, town of. Grant County ..o

Texas:
Asharion, city of. Dimmit County......
Bartonville, town of. Denton County
Boyd, city of. Wise County

Brownsboro, city of. Henderson County............,
Crystal City, city of. Zavala County

Giddings, city of. Lee County
Lavaca County, unincorporated areas.
Premont, city of. Jim Welis County
San Jacinto County, unincorporated areas County ..
Terrell County, unincorporated areas ..
Yoakum, city of. Lavaca County....

Oklahoma: Wapanucka, town of. Johnson County .

Region Vit
lowa:

Answorth, city-of. Washinglon County

Calumet, city of. Washington County,

Lake Park, city of. Dickinson County ..

LeGrand, city of. Marshall County..

Lime Springs, town of. Howard County

Lytton, city of. Calhoun and Sac Counties .

Nora Springs, city of. Floyd County.

Rockford, city of. Floyd County ...

Spirit Lake, city of. Dickinson County ..

Titonka, city of, Kossuth County
Region V: Minimal Conversions

Minois:
Deland, viltage of. Piatt County
Towanda, viltage of. McLean County .,
indiana:
Lewisville, town of. Henry County ...
Springport, town of. Henry County.
Ohio County. unincorporated areas
Minnesota:
Dumont, city of. Traverse County.
Hinckigy, city of. Pine County ...
Keewatin, city o!. Hasca Co\mfy. -
Laster Prainie, city of. Mcleod COunly
White Bear Lake, city of. Ramsay County.

i 510314
.| 510307
| 540154

010225

| 130467
370141
.| 470332

| 280212
-| 280233

280280
280300
370206

450062

.| 450190

450157
470235

170421

| 180221

...| 270366
.| 270640

390440

.| 390576

390082
390577

.| 390421

390152
390733

| 170291

170420

| 390341
.| 380710
.| 390784

.| 050092

220212
350035

.| 400485

400187
400065

..| 480790
.| 481501
..| 480676

480325
AB0688
480435
481178
480396
480553
480619

| 480434
.| 400337

.| 190525
| 190712

170504

180091
180347

| 180406

270481

| 270347
1 270205

270285
270386

Mar, 22, 1976, Emerg.; Sept. 1, 1987, Reg.: Sept. 1, 1987, Susp .....
May 7, 1975, Emerg.; Sept. 1, 1887, Reg.; Sept. 1, 1987, Susp..
July 2, 1975, Emerg.; Sept. 1, 1987, Reg.; Sept. 1, 1987, Susp .......

Nov. 25, 1975, Emerg.: Sept. 1, 1987, Req.; Sept. 1, 1987, Susp.....
Sept. 26, 1978, Emery.; Sept. 1, 1987, Reg; Sept. 1, 1987, Susp....
May 27, 1975, Emerg.; Sept. 1, 1987, Reg.; Sept. 1, 1987, Susp
Jan. 13, 1978, Emerg.; Sepl, 1, 1987, Reg.; Sept. 1, 1987, Susp

Apr. 11, 1974, Emerg.; Sept. 1, 1987, Reg.: Sept. 1, 1987, Susp......
Apr, 11, 1974, Emerg.; Sapt. 1, 1987, Reg.; Sept 1, 1987, Susp
Apr. 23, 1979, Emerg.. Sepl. 1, 1987, Reg.; Sepl. 1, 1987, Susp
Apr. 23, 1980, Emerg.: Sept. 1, 1987, Reg.: Sepl. 1, 1987, Susp.
May 6, 1975, Emerg.; Sept. 1, 1987, Reg.: Sept. 1, 1987, Susp

June 20, 1975, Emerg.; SeplL 1, 1987, Reg.. Sept. 1, 1987, Susp.
Dec. 20, 1974, Emerg.; Sept. 1, 1987, Reg.; Sept. 1, 1987, Susp
May 16, 1975, Emerg.; Sept. 1, 1987, Reg.; Sept 1, 1987, Susp
Oct, 26, 1984, Emerg.; Sept. 1, 1987, Reg.; Sept. 1, 1987, Susp

Sept. 30, 1976, Emerg.: Sept. 1, 1987, Reg.: Sept. 1, 1987, Susp....
Feb. 11, 1976, Emerg.; Sept. 1, 1987, Reg.; Sepl 1, 1987, Susp

Apr. 21, 1982, Emerg.; Septl. 1, 1087, Reg; Sept. 1, 1987, Susp.....
May 9, 1974, Emerg.; Sept. 1, 1987, Req.; Sept. 1, 1987, Susp

-

July 18, 1975, Emerg.; Sept, 1, 1987, Reg.; Sepl. 1, 1987, Susp
June 11, 1975, Emerg.. Sept. 1, 1987, Reg.; Sept. 1, 1987, Susp.....
Oct. 8, 1975, Emerg.; Sept. 1, 1987, Rag.; Sept. 1, 1987, Susp..
July 22, 1975, Emerg.; Sept. 1, 1987, Reg.; Sept. 1, 1987, Susp
Apr, 22, 1975, Emerg,; Sept. 1, 1987, Reg.; Sept. 1, 1987, Susp
June 18, 1975, Emerg.. Sepl. 1, 1987, Reg.; Sept. 1, 1987, Susp.....
Aug. 26, 1977, Emerg.; Sept. 1, 1987, Reg.; Sept. 1, 1987, Susp
Dec. 26, 1974, Emerg.; Sept. 1, 1987, Reg.; Sept. 1, 1987, Susp.....
Oct. 10, 1975, Emerg.; Sept. 1, 1987, Reg.; Sept. 1, 1987, Susp
Feb. 10, 1975, Emerg.; Sept. 1, 1987, Reg.; Sept. 1, 1987, Susp ...,
Sept. 7, 1976, Emerg.; Sept. 1, 1987, Req.: Sept. 1, 1987, Susp......
May 24, 1977, Emerg; Sept. 1, 1987, Reg.; Sept 1, 1987, Susp....

Aug. B, 1975, Emerqg.; Sept. 1, 1987, Reg.: Sept. 1, 1987, Susp ...
Mar..23, 1977, Emerg.; Sepl. 1, 1987, Reg.. Sept. 1, 1987, Susp
Nov. 25, 1975, Emerg.; Sept. 1, 1987, Reg.; Sept. 1, 1987, Susp.....

Feb, 11, 1985, Emerg.; Sept. 1, 1987, Reg.; Sept. 1, 1987, Susp ...
Mar. 18, 1986, Emerg.; Sept. 1, 1987, Reg.; Sept. 1, 1987, Susp ...
Feb. 13, 1975, Emerg.; Sept. 1. 1987, Reg.. Sept. 1, 1987, Susp....

Sept. 30, 1881, Emerg.; Sept. 1, 1987, Reg.; Sept. 1, 1987, Susp
Oct. 1, 1985, Emerg,; Sept. 1, 1987, Reg.: Sept. 1, 1987, Susp..
May 18, 1977, Emerg.; Sepl. 1, 1987, Reg.: Sept. 1, 1987, Susp
Jan. 15, 1982, Emerg.; Sept. 1, 1987, Reg.; Sept. 1, 1987, Susp
Nov. 29, 1974, Emerg.; Sept. 1, 1987, Reg.; Sept. 1, Susp...

Oct. 8, 1982, Emerg.: Sept. 1, 1987, Reg.; Sept. 1, 1987, Susp..
Oct. 8, 1981, Emerg.. Sept. 1, 1987, Reg.; Sept. 1, 1887, Susp..
July 18, 1975, Emerg.; Sept. 1, 1987, Reg.; Sept. 1, 1987, Susp
Mar. 23, 1982, Emerg.; Sept. 1, 1987, Reg.; Sept. 1, 1987, Susp
July 22, 1975, Emerg.; Sept. 1, 1987, Reg.; Sept. 1, 1987, Susp ...
Oct. 8, 1981, Emerg.; Sept. 1, 1887, Reg.; Sept. 1, 1987, Susp......
June 7, 1979, Emerg.; Sept. 1, 1987, Reg.; Sept. 1, 1987, Susp......

July 23, 1984, Emerg.; Sept. 1, 1987, Reg.; Sept. 1, 1987, Susp
Sept. 23, 1984, Emeig.: Sept. 1, 1987, Reg. Sept. 1, 1987, Susp...
Aug. 17, 1977, Emerg.; Sept. 1, 1987, Reg.; Sept. 1, 1987, Susp.....
Dec. 5, 1977, Emerg.. Sept. 1, 1987, Reg.; Sept. 1, 1987, Susp.......
Jan. 24, 1977, Emerg.; Sept. 1, 1987, Reg.: Sept. 1, 1987, Susp.
Oct. 6, 1978, Emerg.; Sepl. 1, 1987, Reg.; Sept. 1, 1987, Susp

Apr. 25, 1980, Emerg.; Sept. 1, 1987, Reg.; Sept. 1, 1987, Susp......
July 28, 1975, Emerg; Sept. 1, 1987, Reg.: Sept. 1, 1987, Susp
Sept. 4, 1975, Emerg.; Sept. 1, 1987, Reg.; Sept. 1, 1987, Susp.
Apr. 30, 1975, Emerg.; Sapt. 1, 1987, Reg.; Sept. 1, 1387, Susp......

Nov, 20, 1975, Emerg.; Sept. 4, 1987, Reg.; Sept. 4, 1987, Susp.....
May 12, 1875, Emerg; Sept. 4, 1987, Reg.; Sept. 4, 1987, Susp......

Oct. 26, 1976, Emarg.; Sept. 4, 1987, Reg.. Sept. 4, 1987, Susp......
Fab. 23, 1976, Emerg.,; Sept. 4, 1987, Reg.; Sept. 4, 1987, Susp....
Jan, 20, 1975, Emarg.; Sept. 4, 1987, Reg.; Sept. 4, 1887, Susp......

Sepl 3, 1874, Emerg,; Sept 4, 1987, Reg.; Sept. 4, 1987, Susp......
Sept. 20, 1974, Emerg.; Sept. 4, 1987, Reg.. Sept. 4, 1987, Susp
Jan. 21 1977, Emerg.; Sept 4, 1987, Reg.; Sept. 4, 1987, Susp..
May 8, 1975, Emerg.. Sept. 4, 1987, Reg.; Saepl. 4. 1987, Susp...

Apr. 28, 1975, Emerg., Sept. 4. 1987, Reg.; Sapt, 4, 1987, Susp. ...
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Foderal
; Etfective dales of authorization/canceliation of sale Curront effective
Piateand lachion Community No. A neou::‘cotmuml;on it map date fonger m&
in special flood
hazard areas
Ohio: =
Orangeville, village of. Trumbull County 390751 May 28, 1976, Emerg.; Sept. 4, 1987, Reg.; Sept. 4, 1987, Susp..... 4,1987....... Do.
Sherrodsvilie, vilage of. Carroll County. 390054 Dec. 20, 1976, mm 4,1987, m;m 4, mr.s‘sx._. m 4,1967....... Do.
Zoar, village of. T County 300752 Apr. 7,1977, Emerg.; Sept4,1967, Reg:; Sepl. 4, 1987, SuSp.......| Sepl. 4, 1087..... Do.
Caidwell, vilage of. Noble County 390430 Aug. 1, 1975, Emerg.; Sept. 4, 1987, Reg.; Sept. 4, 1987, Susp.......| Sept. 4, 1987........ Do.
Eastf city of. Columblana County 390079 Aug. 1, 1875, Emerg.; Sept. 4, 1967, Rleg.; Sept. 4, 1967, Susp......| Sept 4, 1967.... Do.
Galena, village of. Delaware County 390149 Jan. 23, 1975, Emerg.; Sept. 4; 1967, Reg.; Sept. 4, 1987, Susp......| Sept. 4, 1967..... Do.
Ravenna, clty of. Portage Coumzu 390458 Oct. 15, 1976, Emerg.; Sept. 4, 1987, Reg.; Sepl. 4, 1987, Susp..... Sept. 4, 1987......... Do.
Nebraska:
Moadow Grove, village of. M County 310146 Oct. 3, 1974, Emerg.; Sept. 4, 1987,:Reg.; Sepl. 4, 1987, Susp....... 4,1967......] Do,
Tiiden, city of, Antelope and Madison C 210401 Dec. 4, 1974, Emerg.: Sept. 4, 1987, R s;:; 4, 1901.ss‘x»- ..... m 4,1967.......
Lindsay, village of. Piatte County 30177 Dec. 15, 1976, Emerg; Sept. 4, 1967, Reg. Sept. 4, 1987, Susp....| Sept. 4, 1967......| Do
Region I Regular Conversions
Maine: .
Greenbush, town. o, Penob County 230107 May 10, 1976, Emerg.; Sept. 4, 1987, Reg.; Sept. 4, 1987, Susp.....| Sept. 4, 1987.........
Hampden, Town of. P County 230168 Nov. 24, 1975, Emerg.; Sept. 4, 1987, Reg.; Sept. 4, 1987, Susp....| Sept. 4, 1967.......
Reglon Wl
Pannsylvania:
Carrofi, township of. Perry County 421949 Feb. 18, 1976, Emerg. Sepl. 4, 1987, Reg.; Sept. 4, 1967, Susp....| Sept. 4, 1987..... Do.
East Earl, ip of. L County. 421770 Oct. 18, 1974, Emerg; Sept. 4, 1987, Reg. Sept. 4, 1987, Susp.....| Sept. 4, 1967......|  Do.
Glade, ip of. Warren County 422122 Mar. 19, 1976, Emerg.; Sepl. 4, 1967, Reg.; Sepl. 4, 1987, Susp....| Sept. 4, 1967......|  Do.
. l'y{;ﬂ - ip of. Wyoming County. 422208 Dec. 30, 1975, Emerg.; Sepl. 4, 1987, Reg.; Sopt. 4, 1987, Susp..... Sept. 4, 1967. Do.
s "
Hamlin, town of. Lincoin County 540089 May 27, 1975, Emerg.; Sept. 4, 1887, Reg.; Sept. 4, 1987, Susp.....| Sept. 4, 1987........ Do.
west Hamlin, town of. Lincoin oxmy,N ........... 540090 June 26, 1975, Emerg.. Sept. 4, 1987, Reg.; Sept. 4, 1987, Susp....| Sept. 4, 1967........ Do.
Mississippi: Moss Point, city of. Jach % County 285258 Sept. 11, 1970, Emerg.; Sept. 18, 1970, Reg.; Sept. 4, 1987, Susp..| Sept. 4, 1887......... Do.
Indiana:
Bedford, city of. L County 180148 | Apr. 17,1975, Emerg.; Sept. 4, 1987, Rog.; Sept. 4, 1987, Susp.....| Sept. 4, 1067......|  Do.
New Castlg, Gity of. Heary c«nv' 180092 “| Apr 14, 1975, Emerg.; Sept. 4, 1987, Reg.; Sept. 4, 1967, SuSp......| Sept. 4, 1967......|  Do.
New Mexico: Zuni, puebio of. MCKIOAOY COUNY. 350143 Dec. 21, 1978, Emerg: Sept. 4, 1987, Rog.; Sept. 4, 1987, Susp....| Sept 4, 1967.......
Arizona:
Greenlee County, P areas 040110 Dec. 29,1978, Emerg.; July 18, 1985, Reg.; Sept. 4, 1987, Susp..... Do.
Camgdmm town of. Pima County 040118 Apr. 17, 1980, Emerg.; Aug. 1, 1984, Reg.; Sept. 4, 1987, Susp......| Do.
Antioch, city of. Contra Costa County ........mmsmsmssnss) 060026 May 1, 1875, Emerg.; Dec. 2, 1880, Reg.. Sept. 4, 1987, Susp......... Do.
Lassen County, p areas 060092 June 26, 1986, Emerg.; Sepl. 4, 1987, Reg.; SepL. 4, 1967, Susp..... Do.
Region X
Oregon:
Bend, city.of. Deschutes County 410056 Mar. 12, 1675, Emerg.; Sapt. 4, 1987, Reg.; Sept. 4, 1967, Susp....| Sept. 4, 1987......] Do
Vale, city of: Mafheur County. 410153 Jan. 15, 1975, Emerg.; Aug. 26, 1977, Reg.; Sept. 4, 1967, Susp....| Sept 4, 1967......, Do
Code for reading fourth cokumn: Emerg.—Emergency; Reg.—Regular; Susp.—Suspension.
Harold T. Duryee, vessel's dimensions and tonnages for SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
Administrator, Federal Insurance Certificate of Documentation International Convention on Tonnage
Administration. endorsement purposes. In the past, the Measurement of Ships, 1969, (Tonnage
[FR Doc: 87-19245 Filed 8-21-87; 8:45 am] Coast Guard has consistently endorsed =~ Convention) became effective in the
BILLING CODE 6718-03-M tonnages and dimensions based on the United States on February 10, 1983.
— — Standard System of Measurement. Since then, many owners of U.S. vessels
However, since 1983, when the United have begun having their vessels
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORATION States ratified the International measured under this system in addition
¢ Convention on Tonnage Measurement of to measurement under the Standard
oast Guard Ships, 1969, many vessel owners have System of Measurement. The result has
46 CFR Part 67 been required to have their vessels been an increasing number of vessels
additionally measured under this which have a International Tonnage
[CGD 87-041] system. Certificate (1969) showing international
DATE: August 24, 1987. tonnages and a Certificate of
Documentation of Vessels FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Documentation showing domestic
AGENCY: Coast Guard, DOT. Lieutenant Gregory L. Oxley, Vessel togmages,
ACTION: Notice that International Documention Branch, Merchant Vessel On October 21, 1986, the President
Tonnage Convention dimensions and Inspection and Documentation Division,  signed into law the Omnibus Budget
tonnages may be endorsed on vessel Office of Marine Safety, Security, and Reconciliation Act of 1966 (Pub. L. 99—
certificates of documentation. Environmental Protection, U.S. Coast 509) which, among other things, directed
Guard, 2100 Second Street, SW., the Secretary of the Department of
SUMMARY: The Coast Guard is Washington, DC 20593-0001, (202) 267- Transportation to establish the 1969
publishing notice that the International 1492. Normal office hours are between Tonnage Convention system of

Co_nvention of Tonnage Measurement of  8:30 a.m. and 5:00 p.m. Monday through measurement as the primary system for
Ships, 1969, may be used to determinea  Friday, except holidays. measuring U.S. vessels of 79 feet and
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longer in length. In addition to being
measured under the 1969 Tonnage
Convention vessel owners will be
allowed to have their vessels measured
for a regulatory tonnage under the
Standard System of Measurement.
However, measurement regulations
implementing this legislation are not yet
in place.

The Coast Guard was recently asked
by the owner of a number of vessles
whether the tonnages and dimensions
yvielded by the 1969 Tonnage Convention
could be endorsed on their vessels’
Certificates of Documentation. The
vessel owner pointed out that, on an
international basis, applicability of
many regulations and fees is based not
on the tonnage and dimensions shown
on a measurement certificate, but on the
dimensions and tonnages shown on the
vessel's documentation certificate. In
accordance with this notice, the Coast
Guard will recognize and allow use of
either the 1969 Tonnage Convention or
the Standard System of Measurement in
determining a vessel's dimensions and
tonnages for Certificate of
Documentation endorsement purposes.

By allowing endorsement of a vessel's
dimensions and tonnages under either
system of measurement on the
Certificate of Documentation, vessel
owners will have greater flexibility and
certainty in determining their vessel’s
expenses and operating requirements.
This notice is being published so that as

“many vessel owners as possible may
take advantage of this practice.

The current regulations (46 CFR
Subpart 67.11) require that the tonnage
and dimensions of a vessel be
determined for initial documentation,
whenever there is a change in the
tonnage or dimensions of a documented
vessel, or when the tonnage or
dimensions of a vessel returning to
documentation have changed since the
vessel’s last documentation. Upon the
occurrence of one of these events (at the
time of application for documentation) a
vessel owner will be given an
opportunity to elect which tonnage
measurement system dimensions and
tonnages shall be endorsed. Where a
vessel is currently documented and the
owner elects to have the 1969 Tonnage
Convention values endorsed, the
Certificate of Documentation should be
surrendered at the vessel's home port
with a request for issuance of a new
Certificate of Documentation. In either
case, the owner will need to submit the
appropriate measurment certificate
issued by the proper authority.

Date: August 19, 1987.
P.C. Lauridsen,
Captain, U.S. Coast Guard, Acting Chief,
Office of Marine Safety, Security and
Environmental Protection.
|FR Doc. 87-19343 Filed 8-21-87; 8:45 am|)
BILLING CODE 4910-14-M

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS
COMMISSION

47 CFR Ch. 1
[FCC 87-266]

Syracuse Peace Council v. Television
Station WTVH, Syracuse, NY; Fairness
Doctrine

AGENCY: Federal Communications
Commission.

ACTION: Adjudication ruling.

SUMMARY: By this action, the Federal
Communications Commission
determined that the enforcement of the
set of obligations known as the “fairness
doctrine” violated the First Amendment
rights of broadcasters and, therefore,
was no longer in the public interest.
EFFECTIVE DATE: August 7, 1987.

ADDRESS: 1919 M Street NW.,
Washington, DC 20554.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Richard J. Bozzelli, Special Assistant to
the General Counsel, (202) 632-7020.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

The Federal Communications
Cemmission ruled on August 4, 1987,
that the set of obligations known as the
“fairness doctrine” violated the First
Amendment rights of broadcasters. It
determined that enforcement of the
doctrine “chilled" the speech of
broadcasters and could no longer be
considered “narrowly tailored to
achieve a substantial government
interest.” It, therefore, vacated a 1984
Order in which it had determined that
the Meredith Corporation, licensee of
station WTVH(TV), Syracuse, NY, had
violated the doctrine.

The Commission specifically noted
that its ruling did not apply to “‘equal
access” and “equal time" requirements
imposed by the Communications Act. It
also found that nothing in its decision
will limit the ability to license stations
and regulate them in the public interest.

The agency's action came in response
to a January 1987 remand order of the
U.S. Court of Appeals for the District of
Columbia Circuit. Meredith Corp. v.
FCC, 809 F.2d 863 (D.C. Cir. 1987). The
court ruled that the Commission, in
enforcing the doctrine against Meredith,
had acted arbitrarily and capriciously in
not responding to the licensee's

arguments that the doctrine violated its
First Amendment rights. The court
instructed the Commission to resclve
that issue.

In its action on August 4, 1987, the
FCC determined that, although the
doctrine was adopted to promote robus!
discussion of controversial issues, the
enforcement of the doctrine has actually
had the net effect of reducing, rather
than enhancing, the discussion of
controversial issues of public
importance and, therefore, violated the
constitutional principles announced by
the Supreme Court in Red Lion
Breadcasting Co. v. FCC, 395 U.S. 367
(1969). Consequently, while the doctrine
was intended to enhance First
Amendment principles, the FCC
determined that, in fact, it had the exact
opposite result.

It also concluded that the doctrine
resulted in “excessive and unnecessary
government intervention into the
editorial processes of broadcast
journalists,” thereby violating the
constitutional standard announced in a
1984 Supreme Court ruling in FCC v.
League of Women Voters of California,
468 U.S. 364 (1984), that the regulation of
broadcasters’ speech be narrowly
tailored to achieve a substantial
government interest.

In reaching these determinations, the
Commission relied on the record
developed in this case from comments
received after the Court of Appeals’
remand and in its 1985 Fairness Reporl,
102 FCC 2d 145 (1985), a comprehensive
study of the administration and effects
of the doctrine on broadcast journalists.

In the 7985 Fairness Report, the FCC
concluded that the doctrine no longer
serves its intended purpose and,
therefore, no longer furthers the public
interest. It also found the
constitutionality of the doctrine suspect.
Because of intense congressional
interest and some doubt as to whether
the doctrine had been codified, however,
the Commission did not act except to
certify the record to Congress and
terminate the proceeding.

The Syracuse Peace Council filed a
complaint with the FCC alleging that
Meredith had violated the doctrine in
1982 by broadcasting editorial
advertisements over WTVH favoring the
constriction of a local nuclear power
plant without presenting opposing points
of view. The FCC found that Meredith
had violated the doctrine. Syracuse
Peace Council v. Television Station
WTVH, Syracuse, New York, 99 FCC 2d
1389 (1984). Meredith argued that the
doctrine violated its First Amendment
right and, therefore, the FCC's
enforcement of the doctrine was
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unconstitutional. The Commission
declined to consider Meredith's
constitutional challenge, citing its
decision in the 7985 Fairness Report that
this question was better dealt with by
Congress and the courts. Syracuse

Peace Council v. Television Station
WTVH, Syracuse, New York, 59 RR 2d
179 (1985).

On review, the appellate court, while
affirming the Commission’s
determination that the station had, in
fact, violated the doctrine, ordered the
agency to consider Meredith's
constitutional arguments in its defense.
The court ruled that the only way for the
Commission to avoid that issue was if it
determined that the doctrine was no
longer in the public interest.

In its action on August 4, 1987, the
Commission determined that it could not
avoid the constitutional arguments
raised by Meredith, because the
constitutional and policy issues
regarding the doctrine were
“inextricably intertwined." It further
ruled that there was nothing unique
about its enforcement of the doctrine
against WTVH that would justify a
conclusion that the doctrine was
unconstitutional only as applied in this
case. Rather, the FCC stated that “the
doctrine’s infirmity of impermissibly
chilling and reducing the discussion of
controversial issues of public
importance is not an infirmity resulting
from the enforcement of the doctrine in
this case or in particular markets, but is
an infirmity that goes to the very heart
of the enforcement of the fairness
doctrine as a general matter.”

The FCC found that in order to
administer and enforce the doctrine, it is
necessarily required to intervene in the
editorial process and second-guess the
judgment of broadcasters. Sanctions for
noncompliance range from requiring the
broadcaster to air contrasting
viewpoints, to requiring the broadcaster
to give free air time in certain
circumstances, to revoking a license in
the extreme case.

Citing the dramatic growth in the
number and types of information outlets
since the Supreme Court's 1969 Red Lion
decision, the Commission also urged the
Court to reconsider the First
Amendment standards applicable to the
broadcast media as announced in that
tase. The Court suggested in League of
Women Voters v. FCC that it might
revisit this standard if presented with an
appropriate signal from Congress or the
Commission.

The FCC argued that the scarcity
fationale on which the Red Lion
decision was based does not justify the
current difference in First Amendment
freatment between the print and

broadcast media. Instead, the
Commission urged the Court to apply a
traditional First Amendment analysis to
broadcasters.

Specifically, the Commission
determined that there is no longer
scarcity in the number of broadcast
media outlets available to the public
that could justify a difference in
treatment between the printed and
electronic press. In fact, the Commission
noted that the number of broadcast
outlets is far in excess of the number of
daily newspapers.

It also determined that the notion of
spectrum scarcity could not justify the
difference in First Amendment
treatment between the two media,
because, as the Court of Appeals noted
in TRAC v. FCC, all goods are scarce,
and such a universal fact cannot be used
to justify content regulation in one
context and not another.

Furthermore, the FCC said that the
fact that government allocates the
spectrum through licensing does not
justify its regulation of the content of
broadcasters’ speech. The Commission
said that, because of the large number of
broadcast licenses acquired through the
purchase and transfer of stations on the
open market, the relevant barrier to
entry in both the broadcast and print
markets is economic,

Arguing that a First Amendment
analysis should not focus on the
physical difference between the
broadcast and print media, but on their
functional similarities, the agency urged
the Supreme Court to apply the same
First Amendment principles now
applicable to the printed press to the
electronic press. It stated that the two
media play a similar role in a free,
democratic society and that the First
Amendment “gives the people the right
to receive ideas that are unfettered by
government interference.”

The FCC concluded: “This is the
method set forth in our Constitution for
maximizing the public interest; and
furthering the public interest is likewise
our mandate under the Communications
Act"

Copies of the Commission’s
Memorandum Opinion and Order (FCC
87-266, released August 6, 1987) in this
case may be obtained from International
Transcription Service, (202) 857-3800.
The Memorandum Opinion and Order
will also be published in the Federal
Communications Commission Record.

Federal Communications Commission.
William J. Tricarico,

Secretary.

[FR Doc. 87-19257 Filed 8-21-87; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 6712-01-M

47 CFR Part 1

[CC Docket No. 86-212]

Attachment of Cable Television
Hardware to Utility Poles

AGENCY: Federal Communications
Commission (FCC).

ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: This action disposes of a
Notice of Proposed Rulemaking which
was issued to examine the issues raised
in Alabama Power v. FCC, 773 F.2d 362
(1985) 51 FR 21774, June 16, 1986. The
rulemaking examined the questions
raised by the court since they affected
the method traditionally used to
determine the operating expenses and
capital costs of poles in the
Commission's maximum rate formula,
This Report and Order modifies the

. method for calculating pole attachment

rates and adopts amendments to the
procedural rules for filing pole
attachment complaints. This action is
taken as a result of the examination of
the issues addressed in the Notice of
Proposed Rulemaking.

EFFECTIVE DATE: The effective date of
this rule is contingent upon OMB
approval of any new or modified
information collection requirement. The
effective date will be announced in the
Federal Register at a later date.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Lenworth Smith or Margaret Wood, tele:
202-632-4887.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: This is a
summary of the Commission's Report
and Order in CC Docket 86-212,
Adopted June 10, 1987, and Released
July 23, 1987.

The full text of this Commission
decision is available for inspection and
copying during normal business hours in
the FCC Dockets Branch (Room 230),
1919 M Street NW., Washington, DC.
The complete text of this decision may
also be purchased from the
Commission's copy contractor,
International Transcription Service,
(202) 857-3800, 2100 M Street NW., Suite
140, Washington, DC 20037.

Summary of Memorandum Opinion and
Order

1. The Commission has modified the
method for calculating pole attachment
rates. In adopting a formula that results
in a rate approaching the statutory
maximum just and reasonable rate, the
Commission adopted a different non-
pole-related appurtenance ratio for
electric companies and telephone
companies, the ratio of total
administrative and general expenses to
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total plant investment to determine the
administrative expenses component of
the carrying charges, and the use of
normalized taxes for the tax component
of the carrying charges. The Commission
also adopted amendments to the
procedural rules for filing pole
attachment complaints.

2. Pursuant to the Regulatory
Flexibility Act of 1980, 5 U.S.C. 605, it is
certified that the adopted policy and
rule changes will not have a significant
economic impact on a substantial
number of small entities because they
will continue to utilize a formula which
relies on publicly available data and no
additional recording or recordkeeping
will be required by the items adopted in
the Report and Order.

3. The decisions contained in the
Report and Order have been analyzed
with respect to the Paperwork Reduction
Act of 1980 and found to impose a new
or modified information collection
requirement on the public.
Implementation of any new or modified
requirement will be subject to approval
by the Office of Management and
Budget as prescribed by the Act.

Ordering Clauses

4. Accordingly, it is ordered that,
pursuant to sections 4(i), 4(j), 201-205,
218, 220, 403, and 404 of the
Communications Act of 1934, 47 U.S.C.
154(i), 154(j), 201205, 218, 220, 403 and
404, the policies and requirements set
forth herein are adopted.

5. It is further ordered that, pursuant
to the anthority contained in sections
4(i) and 224 of the Communications Act,
47 U.S.C. 154(i), 224, Subpart ] of Part 1
of the Commission's Rules and
Regulations are amended, as set forth
below.

List of Subjects in 47 CFR Part 1

Administrative practice and
procedure.

Rule Changes

Subpart | of Chapter 1 of Title 47 of
the Code of Federal Regulations is
amended as follows:

PART 1—[AMENDED]

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

Authority: Secs. 4, 303, 48 Stat. 1066, 1082,
as amended: 47 U.S.C. 154, 303; Implement, 5
U.S.C. 552, unless otherwise noted.

2. In § 1.1402, paragraphs (d) and (e)
are revised to read as follows:

§1.1402. Definitions.

- * - - -

(d) The term “complaint’ means a
filing by a cable television system

operator, a cable television system
association, a utility, or an association
of utilities alleging that a rate, term, or
condition for a pole attachment is not
just and reasonable.

(e) The term “complainant” means a
cable television system operator, a cable
television system asseciation, a utility,
or an association of utilities who files a
complaint.

3. In § 1.1404, paragraphs (a), (d) (1)
and (2), (g) (2). (4), (5}, (9) and (10), (h)
and (i) are revised to read as follows:

§ 1.1404 Complaint.

(a) The complaint shall contain the
name and address of the complainant,
name and address of the respondent,
and shall contain a verification (in the
form in § 1.721(b)), signed by the
complainant or efficer thereof if
complainant is a corperation, showing
complainant’s direct interest in the
matter complained of. Counsel for the
complainant may sign the complaint.
Complainants may join together to file a
joint complaint. Complaints filed by
associations shall specifically identify
each utility or cable television company
who is a party to the complaint and
shall be accompanied by a document
from each identified member certifying
that the complaint is being filed on its
behalf.

(d) .t AT

(1) A statement that the utility uses or
controls poles, ducts, or conduits used or
designated, in whole or in part, for wire
communication; and

(2) A statement that the cable
television operator currently has
attachments on the poles.

* - - - -

(8% &

(2) The investment in crossarms and
other items which do not reflect the cost
of owning and maintaining poles, if
available;

- - - - -

(4) The depreciation reserve from the
investment in crossarms and other items
which do not reflect the cost of owning
and maintaining poles, if available;

(5) The total number of poles: (i)
Owned; and (ii) controlled or used by
the utility.

If any of these poles are jointly
owned, the complaint shall specify the
number of such jointly owned poles and
the percentage of each joint pole or the
number of equivalent poles owned by
the subject utility;

(9) The annual carrying charges
attributable to the cost of owning a pole.
These charges may be expressed as a
percentage of the net pole investment.

With its pleading, the utility shall file a
copy of the latest decision of the state
regulatory body or state court which
determines the treatment of
accumulated deferred taxes if it is at
issue in the proceeding and shall note
the section which specifically
determines the treatment and amount of
accumulated deferred taxes.

(10) The rate of return authorized for
the utility for intrastate service. With its
pleading, the utility shall file a copy of
the latest decision of the state regulatory
bady or state court which establishes
this authorized rate of return if the rate
of return is at issue in the proceeding
and shall note the section which
specifically establishes this authorized
rate and whether the decision is subject
to further proceedings before the state
regulatory body or a court;

(h) If any of the information required
in (g) of this section is not provided to
the cable television operator by the
utility upon reasonable request, the
cable television operator shall include a
statement indicating the steps taken to
obtain information from the utility,
including the dates of all requests. No
complaint filed by a cable television
operator shall be dismissed where the
utility has failed to provide the
information in (g) of this section after
such reasonable request. A utility
should supply a cable television system
operator the information required in
paragraph (g) of this section, along with
the supporting pages from its FERC
Form 1, FCC Form M, or other report to
a regulatory body, within 30 days of the
request by the cable operator. (The
cable operator, in turn, shall submit
these pages with its complaint). If the
utility did not supply these pages to the
cable operator in response to the
information request, it shall supply this
information in its response to the
complaint.

(i) The complaint shall include a brief
summary of all steps taken to resolve
the problem prior to filing. If no such
steps were taken, the complaint shall
state the reason(s] why it believed such
steps were fruitless.

- - - - -

4. In § 1.1409, paragraph (b) is revised
to read as follows:

§ 1.1409 Commission consideration of the
complaint.
- » - * *

(b) The complainant shall have the
burden of establishing a prima facie
case that the rate, term, or condition is
not just and reasonable. If, however, a
utility argues that the proposed rate is
lower than its incremental costs, the
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utility has the burden of establishing
that such rate is below the statutory
minimum just and reasonable rate.

» * . * »

Federal Communications Commission.
William J. Tricarico,

Secretary.

|[FR Doc. 87-19277 Filed 8-21-87; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6712-01-M

47 CFR Part 73

[MM Docket No. 86-138; RM-5204, RM-
5379, and RM-5481]

Radio Broadcasting Services;
Brooksville, Homosassa, and Ocala, FL

AGENCY: Federal Communications
Commission.

ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: This document substitutes
Channel 225C2 for Channel 224A at
Ocala, Florida, and modifies the Class A
license for Station WMFQ(FM) to
specify the Class C2 channel, in
response to a counterproposal filed by
the licensee, Greater Ocala
Broadcasting Corp. A site restriction 5.8
miles southeast is imposed on Channel
225C2 at Ocala. The request of Radio
Development Laboratories to allot
Channel 225A to Brooksville, Florida, as
proposed by the Notice is denied.
Additionally, a counterproposal filed by
Central Radio Communications, Inc.
proposing to allot Channel 225A to
Homosassa, Florida, is dismissed at the
request of the petitioner. With this
action, this proceeding is terminated.
EFFECTIVE DATE: October 2, 1987.

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

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: This is a
summary of the Commission's Report
and Order, MM Docket No. 86-138,
adopted July 24, 1987, and released
August 18, 1987. The full text of this
Commission decision is available for
inspection and copying during normal
business hours in the FCC Dockets
Branch (Room 230), 1919 M Street, NW,
Washington, DC. The complete text of
this decision may also be purchased
from the Commission’s copy contractors,
International Transcription Service,

(202) 857-3800, 2100 M Street, NW, Suite
140, Washington, DC 20037.

List of Subjects in 47 CFR Part 73
Radio broadcasting
PART 73—[AMENDED]

1. The authority citation for Part 73
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 47 U.S.C. 154, 303.

§73.202 [Amended]

2.In § 73.202(b), the Table of FM
Allotments is amended under Florida,
by removing Channel 224A and adding
Channel 225C2 for Ocala.
Federal Communications Commission,
Bradley P. Holmes,

Chief, Policy and Rules Division, Mass Media
Bureau.

[FR Doc. 87-19275 Filed 8-21-87; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6712-01-M

47 CFR Part 73
[MM Docket No. 85-309; RM-4959]

Radio Broadcasting Services;
Manhattan and Ogden, KS

AGENCY: Federal Communications
Commission.
ACTION: Final rule,

SUMMARY: This document allots FM
Channel 284C2 to Manhattan, Kansas as
that community’s second FM channel at
the request of William Gaines, et al. It
denies the request of Manhattan
Broadcasting Company to substitute
Channel 284C2 for Channel 269A and to
modify the license of Station KMKF,
Manhattan, Kansas. It also reallocates
Channel 280A from Manhattan, Kansas
to Ogden, Kansas to reflect its actual
usage in that community, With this
action this proceeding is terminated.
EFFECTIVE DATE: October 2, 1987. The
window period for filing applications
will open on October 5, 1987, and close
on November 4, 1987.

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

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: This is a
summary of the Commission's Report
and Order, MM Docket No. 85-309,
adopted July 27, 1987, and released
August 18, 1987. The full text of this
Commission decision is available for
inspection and copying during normal
business hours in the FCC Dockets
Branch (Room 230), 1919 M Street NW.,
Washington, DC. The complete text of
this decision may also be purchased
from the Commission's copy contractors,
International Transcription Service,
(202) 857-3800, 2100 M Street NW., Suite
140, Washington, DC 20037.

List of Subjects in 47 CFR Part 73
Radio broadcasting.
PART 73—{AMENDED]

1. The authority citation for Part 73
continues to read as follows:
Authority: 47 U.S.C. 154, 303.

§73.202 [Amended]

2. Section 73.202(b), the Table of FM
Allotments is amended by adding the
entry of Channel 284C2 to Manhattan,
Kansas; removing the entry of Channel
280A to Manhattan, Kansas; and adding
the entry of Channel 280A to Ogden,
Kansas.

Federal Communications Commission.
Bradley P. Holmes,

Chief, Policy and Rules Division, Mass Media
Bureau.

[FR Doc. 87-19274 Filed 8-21-87; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6712-01-M

47 CFR Part 73
[MM Docket No. 86-357; RM-5418]

Radio Broadcasting Services; Ankeny,
1A

AGENCY: Federal Communications
Commission.

ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: This document substitutes
Channel 223C2 for Channel 292A at
Ankeny, lowa and modifies the license
of Station KJJY(FM), Ankeny to specify
the new channel at the request of Fuller-
Jeffrey Broadcasting Corporation of
Greater Des Moines. Channel 292A is
retained at Ankeny, lowa in response to
an expression of interest filed by Harold
A. Jahnke. With this action, this
proceeding is terminated.

DATES: Modification effective October 2,
1987; The window period for filing
applications for Channel 292A will open
on October 5, 1987, and close on
November 4, 1987,

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
D. David Weston, Mass Media Bureau,
(202) 634-8530.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: This is a
summary of the Commission’s Report
and Order, MM Docket No. 86-357,
adopted July 27, 1987, and released
August 18, 1987. The full text of this
Commission decision is available for
inspection and copying during normal
business hours in the FCC Dockets
Branch (Room 230), 1919 M Street, NW.,
Washington, D.C. The complete text of
this decision may also be purchased
from the Commission's copy contractors,
International Transcription Service,
(202) 857-3800, 2100 M Street, NW, Suite
140, Washington, DC 20037.

List of Subjects in 47 CFR Part 73
Radio broadcasting.
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PART 73—[AMENDED]

1. The authority citation for Part 73
continues to read as follows:

Autherity: 47 U.S.C. 154, 303.

§73.202 [Amended)
2. Section 73.202(b), the Table of FM
Allotments is amended by adding

Channel 223C2 at the entry for Ankeny,
lowa.

Federal Communications Commission.

Mark N. Lipp,

Chief, Allocations Branch, Mass Media
Bureau.

[FR Doc. 87-192786 Filed 8-21-87; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 6712-01-M

47 CFR Part 73
[MM Docket No. 86-59; RM-5082]

Radio Broadcasting Services; Lincoln,
NE

AGENCY: Federal Communications
Commission.
ACTION: Final rule.

SuUMMARY: This document allocates
Channel 287A to Lincoln, Nebraska, as
the community’s sixth local FM service,
at the request of Dan Norton. Channel
287A can be allocated to Lincoln in
compliance with the Commission's
minimum distance separation
requirements without the imposition of a
site restriction. With this action, this
proceeding is terminated.

DATES: Effective date: September 28,
1987. The window period for filing
applications will open on September 29,
1987, and close on October 29, 1987.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Leslie K. Shapiro, Mass Media Bureau,
(202) 634-6530.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: This is a
summary of the Commission's Report
and Order, MM Docket No. 86-59,
adopted July 24, 1987, and released
August 14, 1987. The full text of this
Commission decision is available for
inspection and copying during normal
business hours in the FCC Dockets
Branch (Room 230), 1919 M Street, NW.,
Washington, D.C. The complete text of
this decision may also be purchased
from the Commission's copy contractors,
International Transcription Service,
(202) 857-3800, 2100 M Street, NW., Suite
140, Washington, DC 20037.

List of Subjects in 47 CFR Part 73
Radio broadcasting.

PART 73—[AMENDED]

1. The authority citation for Part 73
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 47 U.S.C. 154, 303.

§73.202 [Amended]

2. Section 73.202(b), the Table of FM
Allotments for Lincoln, Nebraska, is
amended by adding Channels 287A and
297C1 and removing Channel 297,

Mark N. Lipp,

Chief, Allocations Branch, Policy and Rules
Division, Mass Media Bureau.

[FR Doc. 87-192865 Filed 8-21-87; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6712-01-M

PART 73—[AMENDED]

1. The authority citation for Part 73
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 47 U.S.C. 154, 303.

§73.202 [Amended]

2. Section 73.202(b), the Table of FM
Allotments is amended by adding
Jackson, New Hampshire, Channel
258A.

Mark N. Lipp,

Chief, Allocations Branch, Policy and Rules
Division, Mass Media Bureau.

[FR Doc. 87~19266 Filed 8-21-87; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 6712-01-M

47 CFR Part 73
[MM Docket No. 86-514; RM-5571)

Radio Broadcasting Services; Jackson,
NH

AGENCY: Federal Communications
Commission.

ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: This document, at the request
of Michael J. Osborne, allocates Channel
258A to Jackson, NH, as the
community's first local FM service.
Channel 258A can be allocated to
Jackson in compliance with the
Commission’s minimum distance
separation requirements without the
imposition of a site restriction. Canadian
concurrence has been received since
Jackson is located within 320 kilometers
(200 miles) of the U.S.-Canadian border.
With this action, this proceeding is
terminated.

DATES: Effective Date: September 28,
1987. The window period for filing
applications will open on September 29,
1987, and close on October 29, 1987.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Leslie K. Shapiro, Mass Media Bureau,
(202) 834-6530.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: This is a
summary of the Commission's Report
and Order, MM Docket No. 86-514,
adopted July 24, 1987, and released
August 14, 1987. The full text of this
Commission decision is available for
inspection and copying during normal
business hours in the FCC Dockets
Branch (Room 230), 1919 M Street NW,
Washington, DC. The complete text of
this decision may also be purchased
from the Commission's copy contractors,
International Transeription Service,
(202) 857-3800, 2100 M Street NW., Suite
140, Washington, DC 20037.

List of Subjects in 47 CFR Part 73
Radio broadecasting.

47 CFR Part 73
[MM Docket No. 86-515; RM-5539]

Radio Broadcasting Services, Perry,
OK

AGENCY: Federal Communications
Commission.

ACTION: Final rule.

sumMMARY: This document, at the request
of The Andover Corporation, allocates
Channel 286A to Perry, Oklahoma, as
the community’s first local FM service.
Channel 286A can be allocated to Perry
in compliance with the Commission's
minimum distance separation
requirements without a site restriction of
3.5 kilometers (2.2 miles) southwest to
avoid a short-spacing to Station KXLK,
Channel 287, Haysville, Kansas. With
this action, this proceeding is
terminated.

EFFECTIVE DATES: September 28, 1987;
The window period for filing
applications will open on September 29,
1987, and close on October 29, 1987.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Leslie K. Shapiro, Mass Media Bureau,
(202) 634-6530.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: This is a
summary of the Commission’s Report
and Order, MM Docket No. 86-515,
adopted July 24, 1987, and released
August 14, 1987. The full text of this
Commission decision is available for
inspection and copying during normal
business hours in the FCC Dockets
Branch (Room 230), 1919 M Street NW,
Washington, DC. The complete text of
this decision may also be purchased
from the Commission's copy contractors,
International Transcription Service,
(202) 857-3800, 2100 M Street NW., Suite
140, Washington, DC 20037.

List of Subjects in 47 CFR Part 73
Radio broadcasting,
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PART 73—[AMENDED]

1. The authority citation for Part 73
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 47 U.5.C. 154, 303.

§73.202 [Amended]

2. Section 73.202(b), the Table of FM
Allotments is amended by adding Perry,
Oklahoma, Channel 286A.

Mark N. Lipp,

Chief. Allocations Branch, Policy and Rules
Division, Mass Media Bureau.

[FR Doc. 87-19267 Filed 8-21-87; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE §712-07-M

47CFR Part 73

[MM Docket No. 86-433; RM-5477]
Radio Broadcasting Services;
Hormigueros, PR

AGENCY: Federal Communications
Commission.

ACTION: Pinal rule.

summARY: This document, at the request
of Occidental Broadcasting Corporation,
allocates Channel 291A to Hormigueros,
Puerto Rico, as the community’s second
local FM service. Channel 291A can be
allocated to Hormigueres in compliance
with the Commission’s minimum
distance separation requirements with a
site restriction of 6 kilometers (3.7 miles)
south to avoid a short-spacing to Station
WRFE, Aguada, Puerto Rico. The

request of Aurio Matos, licensee of
Station WRFE, that the Commission
allocate Channel 300A to Hormigueros,
rather than 2914, is denied since it
conflicts with the construction permit of
Station WCMN(FM), Channel 297,
Arecibo, Puerto Rico. With this action,
this proceeding is terminated.

DATES: Effective Date: September 28,
1987; the window period for filing
applications will open on September 29,
1987, and close on October 29, 1987.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Leslie K. Shapiro, Mass Media Bureau,
(202) 634-6530.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: This is a
summary of the Commission's Report
and Order, MM Docket No. 86-433,
adopted July 24, 1987, and released
August 14, 1987, The full text of this
Commission decision is available for
inspection and copying during normal
business hours in the PCC Dockets
Branch (Room 230), 1918 M Street NW.,
Washington, DC. The complete text of
this decision may also be purchased

from the Commission’s copy contractors,
International Transcription Service,

(202) 857-3800, 2100 M Street NW., Suite
140, Washington, DC 20037.

List of Subjects in 47 CFR Part 73
Radio broadcasting.

PART 73—[AMENDED]

1. The authority citation for Part 73
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 47 U.S.C. 154, 303.

§73.202 [Amended]

2. Section 73.202(b), the Table of FM
Allotments for Hormigueros, Puerto
Rico, is amended by adding Channel
201A.

Mark N. Lipp,

Chief, Allocations Branch, Policy and Rules
Division, Mass Media Bureau.

[FR Doc. 87-19268 Filed 8-21-87; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6712-01-M

——— e e

INTERSTATE COMMERCE
COMMISSION

49 CFR Part 1002
[Ex Parte No. MC~5 (Sub-No. 8)]

Property Broker Security for
Protection of the Public; Decision

AGENCY: Interstate Commerce
Commisison.

ACTION: Interim rule.

SUMMARY: At 52 FR 27351, July 21, 1987,
the Commission issued interim rules for
adopting procedures, for brokers to file
other evidence of security as an
alternative to filing a surety bond.
Through this notice we are modifying
the description of our Fee Item (78) to
provide for a filing fee for such filings.
We find that good cause under 5 U.S.C.
533(b) exists to waive notice and public
comment and to have this modification
effective upon publication of this notice
because delay in implementing the fee
change would be contrary to the public
interest.

DATES: This interim rule is effective on
August 24, 1987.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Kathleen M. King, 202-275-7428.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Additional information is contained in
the Commission decision. To purchase a
copy of the full decision write to T.S.
InfoSystems, Room 2228, 12th &
Constitution Avenue NW., Washington,
DC 20423 or call (202) 2894357, or TDD
for hearing impaired (202) 275-1721.

This action will not significantly affect
the quality of the human environment or
the conservation of energy resources.
The Commission certifies that the
adoption of this interim rule will not
have a significant impact on a
substantial number of small entities

because we are only applying the fee
normally paid for surety bonds filings.

List of Subjects in 49 CFR Part 1002

Administrative practice and
procedure.

Decided: August 14, 1987.

By the Commission, Chairman Gradison,
Vice Chairman Lambeley, Commissioners
Sterrett, Andre, and Simmons.

Noreta R. McGee,
Secretary.
Appendix
Title 49 of the Code of Federal

Regulations, Part 1002 is amended as
follows:

PART 1002—FEES

1. The authority citation for Part 1002
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 5 U.S.C. 552(a){4)(A), 5 U.S.C.
553, 31 U.S.C. 9701, and 49 U.S.C. 10321.
2. Section 1002.2 is amended by

revising paragraph (f){78) to read as
follows:

§1002.2 Fiiing
(f). - *

(78) A service fee for insurer, surety or
self-ingurer accepted certificate of
surety bond, or other instrument
submitted in lieu of a broker surety
bond. The fee is based on a formula of
$10 per accepted certificate of insurance
or surety bond or instrument in lieu of a
broker surety bond as indication of ICC
insurance activity. (There is a $50
annual minimum; but the minimum does
not apply to an instrument submitted in
lien of a surety bond), $10 per accepted
cetificate or other instrument in lieu of a
broker surety bond.

[FR Doc. 87-19362 Filed 8-21-87; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 7035-01-M

—- - —_ —

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
Fish and Wildlife Service
50 CFR Part 20

Migratory Bird Hunting; Early Seasons,
Bag Limits and Possession of Certain
Migratory Game Birds in the
Contiguous United States, Alaska,
Hawall, Puerto Rico and the Virgin
Islands

AGENCY: Fish and Wildlife Service,
Interior.

ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: This rule prescribes the
hunting seasons, hours, areas, and daily




31774

Federal Register / Vol. 52, No. 163 / Monday, August 24, 1987 / Rules and Regulations

bag and possession limits of mourning
doves, white-winged and white-tipped
doves, band-tailed pigeons, rails,
woodcock, common snipe, common
moorhens and purple gallinules; teal in
September, in the contiguous United
States; sea ducks in certain defined
areas of the Atlantic Flyway; ducks in
September in Florida, Iowa, Kentucky
and Tennessee; Canada geese in
September in parts of Illinois, Michigan
and Minnesota; sandhill cranes in the
Central and Pacific Flyways; sandhill
cranes and Canada geese in
southwestern Wyoming; migratory game
birds in Alaska, Puerto Rico and the
Virgin Islands; and extended falconry
seasons during 1987-88. The taking of
these migratory birds is prohibited
unless hunting seasons are specifically
provided. The rules will permit the
hunting of these species within specified
periods of time beginning as early as
September 1, as has been the case in
past years.

DATE: Effective on August 24, 1987.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Rollin D. Sparrowe, Chief, Office of
Migratory Bird Management, U.S. Fish
and Wildlife Service, Department of the
Interior, Room 536, Matomic Building,
1717 H Street NW, Washington, DC,
telephone 202-254-3207.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
Migratory Bird Treaty Act of July 3,
1918, (40 Stat. 755, 16 U.S.C. 703 et seq.),
as amended, authorizes and directs the
Secretary of the Interior, having due
regard for the zones of temperature and
for the distribution, abundance,
economic value, breeding habits, and
times and lines of flight of migratory
game birds to determine when, to what
extent, and by what means such birds or
any part, nest, or egg thereof may be
taken, hunted, captured, killed,
possessed, sold, purchased, shipped,
carried, exported or transported.

On March 13, 1987, the U.S. Fish and
Wildlife Service (hereinafter the
Service) published for public comment
in the Federal Register (52 FR 7900) a
proposal to amend 50 CFR Part 20, with
comment periods ending June 18, July 14,
and August 25, 1987, respectively, for the
1987-88 hunting season frameworks
proposed for Alaska, Hawaii, Puerto
Rico and the Virgin Islands; other early
seasons; and late seasons. That
document dealt with the establishment
of hunting seasons, hours, areas and
limits for migratory game birds under
§§ 20.101 through 20.107 and 20.109 of
Subpart K. On June 3, 1987, the service
published in the Federal Register (52 FR
20757) a second document consisting of
a supplemental proposed rulemaking
dealing with both the early and late-

season frameworks, On July 2, 1987, the
Service published for public comment in
the Federal Register (52 FR 25170) a
third document consisting of a proposed
rulemaking dealing specifically with
frameworks for early-season migratory
bird hunting regulations. On August 3,
1987, the Service published in the
Federal Register (52 FR 28717) a fourth
document consisting of final frameworks
for Alaska, Puerto Rico and the Virgin
Islands. On August 6, 1986, the Service
published a fifth document (52 FR 29187)
consisting of a final rulemaking for the
early-season frameworks for migratory
game bird hunting regulations from
which state wildlife conservation
agency officials selected early-season
hunting dates, hours, areas and limits
for the 1987-88 season. On August 14,
1987, the Service published a sixth
document in the Federal Register (52 FR
30395) consisting of a proposed
rulemaking dealing specifically with
frameworks for late-season migratory
bird hunting regulations, The final rule
described here is the seventh in a series
of proposed, supplemental and final
rulemaking documents for migratory
game bird hunting regulations and deals
specifically with amending Subpart K of
50 CFR Part 20 to set hunting seasons,
hours, areas and limits for mourning
doves, white-winged and white-tipped
doves, bank-tailed pigeons, rails,
woodcock, snipe, and common
moorhens nd purple gallinules;
September teal seasons; sea ducks in
certain defined areas of the Atlantic
Flyway; ducks in September in Florida,
Iowa, Kentucky and Tennessee; Canada
geese in September in parts of Illinois,
Michigan and Minnesota; sandhill
cranes in the Central and Pacific
Flyways; sandhill cranes and Canada
geese in southwestern Wyoming;
migratory game birds in Alaska; Puerto
Rico and the Virgin Islands; and
extended falconry seasons.

Nontoxic Shot Regulations

In the July 21, 1987, Federal Register
(52 FR 27352), the Service published a
final rule describing zones in which use
of lead shot would be prohibited for
hunting waterfowl, coots and certain
other species in the 1987-88 hunting
season. Waterfowl hunters are advised
to become familiar with State and local
regulations regarding the use of nontoxic
shot for waterfow] hunting.

NEPA Consideration

The “Final Environmental Statement
for the Issuance of Annual Regulations
Permitting the Sport Hunting of
Migratory Birds (FES-75-74)" was filed
with the Council on Environmental
Quality on June 6, 1975, and notice of

availability was published in the
Federal Register on June 13, 1975 (40 FR
24241). In addition, several
environmental assessments have been
prepared on specific matters which
serve to supplement the material in the
Final Environmental Statement. Copies
of the environmental assessment are
available from the Service at the
address indicated under the caption
ADDRESS. As noted in the March 13,
1987, Federal Register (52 FR 7905), the
Service is preparing a Supplemental
Environmental Impact Statement (SEIS)
on the FES. The Service indicated a mid-
July publication date for a draft SEIS to
be followed by public meetings prior to
preparation of the final SEIS was
anticipated; however, it is now unlikely
that the draft SEIS will be available
before early September.

Endangered Species Act Consideration

Section 7 of the Endangered Species
Act provides that, “The Secretary shall
review other programs administered by
him and utilize such programs in
furtherance of the purposes of this Act”
[and shall] “insure that any action
authorized, funded or carried out . . . is
not likely to jeopardize the continued
existence of any endangered or
threatened species or result in the
destruction or modification of [critical]
habitat . . .”

Subsequently, the Service initiated
section 7 consultation under the
Endangered Species Act for the
proposed hunting season frameworks.

On June 15, 1987, the Office of
Endangered Species, gave a biological
opinion that the proposed actions were
not likely to jeopardize the continued
existence of listed species or result in
the destruction or adverse modification
of their critical habitats.

As in the past, hunting regulations this
year are designed, among other things,
to remove or alleviate chances of
conflict between seasons for migratory
game birds and the protection and
conservation of endangered and
threatened species.

The Service's biological opinion
resulting from its consultation under
Section 7 is considered a public
document and is available for inspection
in the Office of Endangered Species and
the Office of Migratory Bird
Management, U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service, Department of the Interior,
Washington, DC 20240.

Regulatory Flexibility Act, Executive
Order 12291 and the Paperwork
Reduction Act

In the Federal Register dated March
13, 1987, (52 FR 7900), the Service

A i e s T da T aas

o ™I 9 M
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reported measures it had undertaken to
comply with requirements of the
Regulatory Flexibility Act and the
Executive Order. These included
preparing a Determination of Effects and
an updated Final Regulatory Impact
Analysis, and publication of a

of the latter. These regulations have
been determined to be major under
Executive Order 12291 and they have a
significant economic impact on
substantial numbers of small entities
under the Regulatory Flexibility Act.
This determination is detailed in the
aforementioned documents which are
available upon request from the Office
of Migratory Bird Management, U.S. Fish
and Wildlife Service, Department of the
Interior, Washington, DC 20240. These
regulations contain no information
collections subject to Office of
Management and Budget under the
Paperwork Reduction Act of 1980.

Memorandum of Law

The Service published its
Memorandum of Law, required by
section 4 of Executive Order 12291, in
the Federal dated August 3,
1987, (52 FR 28717).

Authorship
The primary author of this rule is
Morton M. Smith, Office of Migratory

Bird Management, working under the
direction of Rollin D. Sparrowe, Chief.

Regulations Promulgation

After analysis of migratory game bird
survey data obtained through
investigations conducted by the Service,
State conservation agencies, and other
sources, and consideration of all
comments received on the early
proposals (52 FR 7900, March 13, 1987; 52
FR 20757, June 3, 1987; and 52 FR 25170,
July 2, 1987), the Service published in the
Federal Register on August 3, 1987, (52
FR 28717) final early-season frameworks
for Alaska, Puerto Rico, and the Virgin
Islands; and on August 8, 1987, (52 FR
29187) those for the contiguous United
States and Hawaii. Copies of the final
frameworks were sent to the officials of
the State conservation agencies and to
conservation agency officials in Puerto
Rico and the Virgin Islands who were
Invited to submit recommendations for
hunting seasons which complied with
the season times and lengths, hours,
areas and limits specified in the
frameworks.

The taking of the designated species
of migratory birds is prohibited unless
open hunting seasons are specifically
provided. The following amendments
will permit taking of the designated
8pecies within specified time periods

beginning as early as September 1, as
has been the case in past years.

The rulemaking process for migratory
game bird hunting must, by its nature,
operate under severe time constraints.
However, the Service intends that the
public be given the greatest possible
opportunity to comment on the
regulations. Thus, when propesed
rulemakings were published on March
13, Jume 3, and July 2, 19886, the Service
established what it believed were the
longest periods possible for public
comment. In doing this the Service
recognized that when the comment
period closed, time would be of the
essernce, That is, if there were a delay in
the effective date of these regulations
after this final rulemaking, the States
would have insufficient time to select
their season dates, shooting hours,
hunting areas and limits; to
communicate those selections to the
Service; and to establish and publicize
the necessary regulations and

procedures to implement their decisions.

The Service therefore finds that “geed
cause’ exists, within the terms of 5
U.S.C. 553(d)(3) (Administrative
Procedure Act), and these regulations
will, therefore, take effect immediately
upon publication.

Accordingly, with each State
conservation agency having had an
opportunity to participate in selecting
the hunting seasons desired for its State
on those species of migratory birds for
which open seasons are now to be
prescribed, and consideration having
been given to all other relevant matters
presented, certain sections of Title 50,
Chapter I, Subchapter B, Part 20,
Subpart K, are amended as set forth
below.

List of Subjects in 50 CFR Part 20

Exports, Hunting imports,
Transportation, Wildlife.

PART 20—{AMENDED]

For these reasons set out in the
preamble, Title 50, Chapter I,
Subchapter B, Part 20, Subpart K, is
amended as follows.

1. The authority citation for Part 20
continues to read as follows:

Authority: Migratory Bird Treaty Act, sec.
3, Pub. L. 85-186, 40 Stat. 755 (18 U.S.C. 701~
708h); sec. 3(h), Pub. L. 95-816, 92 Stat. 3112
(18 US.C. 712); Alaska Game Act of 1925, 43
Stat. 739, as amended, 54 Stat. 1103-04.

(Note—~The following annual hunting
regulations provided for by §§ 20.101 through
20.106 and 20.109 of 50 CFR Part 20 will not
appear in the Code of Federal Regulations
because of their seasonal nature)

2. Section 20.101 is revised to read as
follows:

§20.101 Seasons, limits and shooting
hours for Puerto Rico and the Virgin
Islands.

1. Subject to the applicable provisions
of the preceding sections of this part, the
open seasons {dates inclusive), the
sheoting and hawking hours, and the
daily bag and possession limits, and
areas for hunting the species designated
in this section are prescribed as follows:

(a) Puerte Rico

Restrictions: Only the following
species of doves and pigeons may be
hunted during the open season: Zenaida
dove (Tortola cardesantera); white-
winged dove (Tortola aliblanca o
cubanita); mourning dove (Tortola
rebilarga o rabiche); and scaly-naped
pigeon (Paloma turca o torcaz).

Closed Areas

No season is prescribed for doves and
pigeons on Mona Island in order to give
the reduced population of white-
crowned pigeon (Columba
leucocephala), known locally as Paloma
cabeciblanca, a chance to recover.

No season is prescribed for doves and
pigeons in the Municipality of Culebra
and on Desecheo Island.

No season is prescribed in the El
Verde Closure Area consisting of those
areas of the municipalities of Rio
Grande and Loiza delineated as follows.
(1) All lands between Routes 956 on the
west and 186 on the east, from Route 3
on the north to the juncture of Routes
956 and 186 (Km 13.2) in the south; (2) all
lands between Routes 186 and 966 from
the juncture of 186 and 966 on the north,
to the Caribbean National Forest
Boundary on the south; (3) all lands
lying west of Route 186 for one (1]
kilometer from the juncture of Routes
186 and 956 south to Km 8 on Route 186;
{4) all lands within Km 14 and Km 6 en
the west and the Caribbean National
Forest Boundary on the east; and (5) all
lands within the Caribbean National
Forest Boundary whether private or
public.

No season is prescribed for doves and
pigeons of any species in all of Cidra
Municipality and in portions of Aguas
Buenas, Caguas, Cayey, and Comerio
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Municipalities as encompassed within
the following boundary: Beginning on
Highway 172 as it leaves the
Municipality of Cidra on the west edge,
north to Highway 156, east on Highway
156 to Highway 1, south on Highway 1 to
Highway 765, south on Highway 765 to
Highway 763, south on Highway 763 to
the Rio Guavata, west along the Rio
Guavata to Highway 1, southwest on
Highway 1 to Highway 14, west on
Highway 14 to Highway 728, north on
Highway 729 to Cidra Municipality, and
westerly, northerly, and easterly along
the Cidra Municipality boundary to the
point of beginning.

Check Commonwealth Regulations for

Additional Restrictions
(b) Puerto Rico
o
Ducks Coots | Yoor- o
(Galii- | Snipe
nules)
6 6
12 12

Restrictions: No season is prescribed
for waterfowl in the Municipality of
Culebra and on Desecheo Island. The
season is closed on the ruddy duck
(Oxyura jamaicensis); Bahama pintail
(Anas bahamensis); West Indian
whistling (tree) duck (Dendrocygna
arborea); fulvous whistling (tree) duck
(Dendrocygna bicolor); masked duck
(Oxyura dominica); purple gallinule
(Porphyrula martinica); common coot
(Fulica americana); and Caribbean coot
(Fulica carbaea).

Check Commonwealth Regulations for
Additional Restrictions

Note.—Local names for game birds: Ruddy
duck (Oxyura jamaicensis)—Pato rojo
(protected); purple gallinule (Porphyrula
martinica)—Gallareta azul (protected); and
Puerto Rican plain pigeon (Columba inornata
wetmorei}—Paloma sabanera (protected).

(c) Virgin Islands

Scaly-
Zenalda Dove naped | Ducks
Pigeon
Daily bag Bmits ....| 10 .coccoiiiiiiniiniiansinnia] 5 4
Py 10 5 8
Season dates:
Zenaida dove | September 1
and scaly- October 30, 1987,
naped
pigeon,
Ducks only......... December B, 1987,  |..irhecronrenns A
through January
31, 1988,

Restrictions: Seasons are closed for
ground or quail doves and pigeons

(except scaly-naped pigeon) in the
Virgin Islands. The season is closed on
the ruddy duck (Oxyura jamaicensis);
White-cheeked pintail (Anas
bahamensis); West Indian whistling
(tree) duck (Dendrocygna arborea);
fulvous whistling (tree) duck
(Dendrocygna bicolor); masked duck
(Oxyura dominica), and purple gallinule
(Porphyrula martinica).

Note.—Local names for game birds:
Zenaida dove—mountain dove; Bridled quail
dove—Barbary dove, partridge (protected);
Ground dove—stone dove, tobacco dove,
rola, tortolita (protected); Scaly-naped
pigeon—red-necked pigeon, scaled pigeon.

Check Commonwealth Regulations for
Additional Restrictions

3. Section 20.102 is revised to read as
follows:

§20.102 Seasons, limits, and shooting
hours for Alaska.

Subject to the applicable provisions of
the preceding sections of this part, the
areas open to hunting, the respective
open seasons (dates inclusive), the
shooting and hawking hours, and the
daily bag and possession limits on the
species designated in this section are
prescribed as follows:

Shooting and hawking hours: One-half
hour before sunrise to sunset daily.

Check State Regulations for Additional
Restrictions, Including Area
Descriptions

Open seasons

Brant

Area:
State Game Mgmt. Units: 11-13 and 17-26

State Game Mgmt Units: 5-7, 9, 14-16 & 10 (Unimak Island onty)

State Game Mgmt Units: 1-4

State Game Mgmt Unit 10 (except Unimak istand)

State Game Mgmt. Unit 8

DAILY BAG AND POSSESSION LIMITS

Emper- Common sandhill
Area Ducks ! | Geess (%) or Brant
gease Snipe Cranes
Units 11-13 and 17-26 10-30 6-12 | Closed 2-4 8-16 | 2-4 in Unit 17, 3-6
in Units 11-13
and 18-26
Units 5-7, 9, 14-16 and 10 (Unimak Island only) 8-24 6-12 | Closed 2-4 8-16 | 2-4
Units 1-4 7-21 6-12 | Closed 2-4 8-16 | 2-4
Unit 10 { pt Unimak Istand) 7-21 6-12 | Closed 2-4 8-16 | 2-4
Unit 8 7-21 6-12 | Closed 2-4 8-16 | 2-4

uureopocwe'y mmmbmmmmmmwxsa
te of the foliowing species: scoter, eider, and A mergansers.
ity. mrnUmmIDU\dibtemmmzddyorlmoossossm
M\ue-tronwdgeeu i |ember2| mwg:\oecembev 16 lnumse 9(E), 10 (except Unimak Istand) and 18, the
ln\u:g Camdagesseupfohmeamuml(mmmgotmgembpmhmoamm ~-26 (Statewide) the laking of Aleutian and uckh\gCamdapeomandmwemgemﬂ
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4. Section 20.103 is revised to read as
follows:

§20.103 Seasons, limits, and shooting
hours for mourning and white-winged
doves and wild pigeons.

Subject to the applicable provisions of
the preceding sections of this part, the
areas open to hunting, the respective
open seasons (dates inclusive), the
shooting and hawking hours.and the
daily bag and possession limits on the
species designated in this section are
prescribed as follows:

(a) Mourning Doves—Eastern
Management Unit.

In all States except Alabama, Illinois,
Mississippi and Tennessee:

Daily bag limit 12
Possession limit 24
In Illinois, Mississippi and Tennessee:
Daily bag limit 15
Possession limit 30
In Alabama:
North Zone:
Datly DAg DML ... cooommmsercoiomsisiasonn 15
Possession limit.......coooeevesvuecenns 15
South Zone:
Daily bag imit.........covcccrennrernenns 12
Pc ion limit 12

Shooting and hawking hours: One-half hour
before sunrise to sunset except as noted
otherwise.

Check State regulations for additional
restrictions, including area descriptions

Seasons in:
Alabama:
North Zone (1):
12 noon to sunset...... Sept. 5.
% hour before sun- Sept. 6-Sept. 14
rise to sunset. and Sept. 19-
Oct. 14 and
Dec. 23-Jan.
15.

South Zone (1):
Y2 hour before sun- Sept. 26-Sept.

rise to sunset. 27 and Oct.
10-Nov.29
12 noon to sunset...... Dec. 23-Jan. 8.
Connecticut........eweereeersrnnns Closed.
Delaware (12 noon to Sept. 5-Sept. 26
sunset). and Oct. 12-
Oct. 24 and
Dec. 7-Jan. 9.
Florida (2);
12 noon to sunset.......... Oct. 3-Oct. 25.

Y2 hour before sun- Nov. 14-Nov. 29

rise to sunset. and Dec. 12—
Jan. 10.
Georgia:
North Zone (3):
12 noon to sunset...... Sept. 5.

%2 hour before sun- Sept. 8-Oct. 4
rise to sunset. and Nov. 26—
Nov. 29 and
Dec. 11-Jan.
15.

South Zone (3):
12 noon to sunset...... Sept. 26.
Y2 hour before sun- Sept. 27-Oct. 25

rise to sunset. and Nov. 26—
Nov. 29 and
Dec. 11-Jan.
15.
Hlinois (12 noon to Sept. 1-Oct. 30.
sunset).
Indiana:
12 noon to sunset.......... Sept. 1-Oct. 15.

Y2 hour before sun- Nov.6-Nov. 30.
rise to sunset.

Kentucky:
11 a.m. to sunset............ Sept. 1-Oct. 31.
Sunrise to sunset Nov. 28-Dec. 6.
Lovuisiana:
12 noon to sunset.......... Sept. 5-Sept. 6
and Oct. 24—
Oct. 25 and
Dec. 12-Dec.
13.

% hour before sun- Sept. 7-Sept. 13

rise to sunset. and Oct. 26~
Nov: 29 and
Dec. 14-Jan. 4
1% G PR R T Closed.

Maryland:
12 noon to sunset......... Sept. 1-Oct. 24.
Y2 hour before sun- Nov.14-Nov. 21

rise to sunset. and Dec. 19—
Dec. 26.
Massachusetts ..., Closed.
Michigan............... . Closed.

Mississippi (%2 hour Dept. 5-Sept. 20

before  sunrise to  and Oct. 17—
sunset). Nov. 14 and
Dec. 19-Jan. 2.
New Hampshire.... ... Closed.
New Jersey ....... « Closed.
New York Closed.

North Carolina:
%2 hour before sun- Sept. 5-Oct. 15

rise to sunset. and Nov, 23-
Nov. 28 and
Dec. 18-Jan. 9.
Ohio. Closed.
Pennsylvania:
12 noon to sunset.......... Sept. 1-Oct. 17.

Y2 hour before sun- Oct. 31-Nov. 21.
rise to sunset.
Rhode Island:
12 noon to sunset Sept. 14-Oet. 4.
sunrise to sunset ........... Oct. 17-Dec. 4.
South Carolina (% hour Sept. 5-Oct. 10

before = sunrise to and Nov. 21—
sunset). Nov. 28 and
Dec. 19-Jan.
13.
Tennessee

%2 hour before sun- Sept.1-Sept. 29

rise to sunset. and Oct. 10-
Oct. 24 and
Dec. 12-Dec.
27.
Vermont.y i sasi Closed.
Virginia:
12 noon to sunset.......... Sept. 5-Nov. 7.

Y2 hour before sun- Dec. 24-Dec. 26

rise to sunset. and Dec, 31-
Jan. 2.
West Virginia:
12 noon to sunset.......... Sept. 1-Oct. 31.

Y2 hour before sun- Dec. 25-Jan. 2.
rise to sunset.

WiSCONSIN covvvsrcseeecessinee Closed.

(1) In Alabama, the South Zone is defined
as: Mobile, Baldwin, Escambia, Covington,
Coffee, Geneva, Dale, Houston and Henry
Counties. North Zone: remainder of the State.

(2) In Florida, the daily bag limit is 12
mourning and white-winged doves in the
aggregate, of which not more than 4 may be
white-winged doves. The possession limit is
24 mourning and white-winged doves in the
aggregate, of which not more than 8 may be
white-winged doves.

(3) In Georgia, the North Zone is defined as
that area lying north of a division line as
follows: U.S. Highway 280 from Columbus to
Wilcox County, thence southward along the
western border of Wilcox County, thence
east along the southern border of Wilcox
County to the Ocmulgee River, thence north
along the Ocmulgee River to Highway 280,
thence east along Highway 280 to the Little
Ocmulgee River: thence southward along the
Little Ocmulgee River to the Ocmulgee River;
thence southwesterly along the Ocmulgee
River to the western border of Jeff Davis
County, south along the western berder of
Jeff Davis County, east along the southern
border of Jeff Davis and Appling Counties,
north along the eastern border of Appling
County to the Altamaha River, east to the
eastern border of Tattnall County; north
along the eastern boundary of Tattnall
County, north along the western border of
Evans County to Candler County, east along
the northern border of Evans County to
Bulloch County, north along the western
border of Bulloch County to Highway 301,
then northeast along Highway 301 to the
South Carolina line.

(b) Mourning Doves—Central
Management Unit.

In Missouri:
Daily bag Hmit.........ccoooovvinvrverrnnns 10
Po ion limit 20
In Texas:
Daily bag limit.......cccoursrenrorvsonin 12(3)
Pc ion limit 24(3)

In Arkansas, Colorado, Kansas, Ne-
braska, North Dakota, New
Mexico, Oklahoma, South Dakota,
Wyoming and Montana:

Daily bag limit ...cc.ccoouumaniioivionsnrinns 15(1)
P035ession limit.......euesmememssseersenns 30(1)

Shooting and hawking hours: One-half hour
before sunrise until sunset except as noted
otherwise.

Check State Regulations For Additional
Restrictions, Including Area
Descriptions

Seasons in:

Arkansas....... Sept. 5-Sept. 27 & Oct. 10~
Oct. 25 & Dec. 19-Jan. 8:

Sept. 1-Oct. 30.

.. Closed.

Sept. 1-Oct. 30.

.. Closed.

Sept. 1-Nov. 9.
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Montana......... Sept. 5-Oct. 12.
Nebraska........ Sept. 1-Oct. 30.
New Mexico Sept. 1-Sept. 30 & Dec. 1-

(1). Dec. 30.
North Sept. 1-Ocl. 30.
Dakota.
Oklahoma...... Sept. 1-Oct. 30.
South Sept. 1-Oct. 16.
Dakota.
Texas: (2)(3)
North Sept. 1-Nov. 9.
Zone,
Central Sept. 1-Oct, 30 & Jan. 2-Jan.
Zone. 11.
South Sept. 20-Nov. 18 & Jan. 2-
Zone (4). Jan. 11.

Wyoming ....... Sept. 1-Oct. 15.

(1) In New Mexico, the daily bag limit is 15
and the possession limit is 30 whitewinged
and mourning doves, singly or in the
aggregate of these species.

(2) In Texas, the three zones are North,
South and Central as follows;

NORTH ZONE—That portion of the State
north of a line beginning at the International
Bridge south of Fort Hancock: north along FM
1088 to State Highway 20; west along State
Highway 20 to State Highway 148; north
along State Highway 148 to Interstate
Highway 10 at Fort Hancock; east along
Interstate Highway 10 to Interstate Highway
20; northeast along Interstate Highway 20 to
Interstate Highway 30 at Fort Worth;
northeast along Interstate Highway 30 to the
Texas-Arkansas State line.

SOUTH ZONE—That portion of the State
south and west of a line beginning at the
International Bridge south of Fort Hancock;
north along FM 1088 to State Highway 20;
west along State Highway 20 to State
Highway 148; north along State Highway 148
to Interstate Highway 10 at Fort Hancock;
east along Interstate Highway 10 to Van
Horn, south and east on U.S. 90 to San
Antonio; then east on Interstate 10 to Orange,
Texas.

CENTRAL ZONE—That portion of the
State lying between the North and South
Zones.

(3) In Texas. the daily bag limit is 12
mourning, white-winged and white-tipped
doves in the aggregate, of which no more
than 2 can be white-winged doves and two
can be white-tipped doves; and the
possession limit is 24, of which no more than
4 may be whitewings, and 4 may be
whitetips.

(4) In Texas, the mourning dove season in
the Special White-winged Dove Area of the
South Zone is Sept. 20-Nov. 14 and Jan. 2-
Jan. 11.

(c) Mourning Doves—Western
Manacgement Unit.

In Arizona, California, Idaho, Nevada,
Oregon, Washington and Utah:

Daily bag limit 10 (1)(2)
Po ion limit 20 (1)(2)

Shooting and hawking hours: One-half hour

before sunrise until sunset.

Check State Regulations For Additional
Restrictions, Including Area

Descriptions
Seasons in:
Arizona (1).... Sept. 1-Sept. 13 & Nov. 27-
Dec. 28.
California Sept. 1-Sept. 30.

Sept. 1-Sept, 30.
Sept. 1-Sept. 30.
.. Sept. 1-Sept. 30.
Sept. 1-Sept. 30.
Washington... Sept. 1-Sepl. 15.

(1) In Arizona, during September 1 through
13 the daily bag limit is 10 mourning and
white-winged doves in the aggregate of which
no more than 6 may be white-winged doves.
The possession limit after opening day is 20
mourning and white-winged doves in the
aggregate of which no more than 12 may be
white-winged doves. During November 27
through December 28, the bag and possession
limits are 10 and 20 mourning doves,
respectively.

(2) In those counties of California (Imperial,
Riverside, and San Bernardino) and Nevada
(Clark and Nye) having a season on white-
winged doves, the daily bag limit is 10 and
the possession limit is 20 mourning and
white-winged doves, singly or in the
aggregate of these species.

Notice:—Hawaii—Subject to the applicable
provisions of the preceding selections of this
part, mourning doves may be taken in
accordance with the State regulations.

(d) White-winged Doves.

Shooting and hawking hours: One-half hour
before sunrise until sunset except as noted
otherwise.

Check State Regulations For Additional

Restrictions, Including Area
Descriptions
Limits
Season dates
Bag | Poss.
Seasons in:
Arizona Sept. 1-Sepl. 13......... 8(1) | 12(1)
(Statewide).
California:
Counties of Sept. 1-Sept 30, | 10(2) | 20(2)
1 :
Riverside, and
San Bernardino.
State.
regulations.
Nevada:
Counties of Clark | Sept. 1-Sept. 30.........| 10(2) | 20{2)
and Nye.
Remainder of Closed.
State.
New Mexico..........cc..nws Sept. 1-Sept. 30 & 15(3) | 30(3)
Dec. 1-Dec. 30.
Texas: (4) (5)
Area in South Sept. 5, 6, 12 and 10(5) | 20(5)
Zone. 13.
Remainder of See Mourning Dove
State. regulations.

(1) In Arizona during September 1 through
13 the daily bag limit is 10 mourning and

white-winged doves in the aggregate of which
no more than 6 may be white-winged doves.
The possession limit after opening day is 20
mourning and white-winged doves in the
aggregate of which no more than 12 may be
white-winged doves.

(2) In designated counties of California and
Nevada, the daily bag limit is 10 and the
possession limit is 20 white-winged and
mourning doves, singly or in the aggregate of
both species.

(3) In New Mexico the daily bag limit is 15
and the possession limit is 30 white-winged
and mourning doves, singly or in the
aggregate of both species.

(4) SPECIAL WHITE-WINGED DOVE
AREA IN THE SOUTH ZONE—That portion
of State south and west of a line beginning at
the International Bridge south of Fort
Hancock; north along FM 1088 to State
Highway 20; west along State Highway 20 to
State Highway 148; north along State
Highway 148 to Interstate Highway 10 at Fort
Hancock; east along Interstate Highway 10 to
Van Horn, south and east on U.S. Highway 90
to Uvalde, south on U.S. Highway 83 to State
Highway 44; east along State Highway 44 to
State Highway 16 at Freer; south along State
Highway 16 to State Highway 285 at
Hebbronville; east along State Highway 285
to FM 1017; southeast along FM 1017 to State
Highway 186 at Linn; east along State
Highway 186 to Mansfield Channel at Port
Mansfield; east along the Mansfield Channel
to the Gulf of Mexico.

(5) In Texas, the daily bag limit in the
Special White-winged Dove Area is 10 white-
winged, mourning and white-tipped doves in
the aggregate of which no more than 2 may
be mourning doves and 2 may be white-
tipped doves. Possession limit is twice the
daily bag limit.

(e) Band-tailed Pigeons.

Shooting and hawking hours: one-half hour
before sunrise until senset.

Check State Regulations For Additional
Restrictions, Including Area
Descriptions

Limits
Bag Poss.

Season dates

Dec. 12-Dec. 27......... 4 4

Colorado. In alt
lands west of US.
Interstate 25 and
Small Game
Management Units
128, 129, 133-136
and 140-142,
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Limits (1) Each hunter must have for Arizona a §20.104 Seasons, limits, and shooting
SeASON A 1 osg | poss  SPecial bird permit stamp issued by the State.  hours for rails, woodcock, and common
(2) In New Mexico, the North Zone is snipe.
Nevada: Carson Sept. 7-Sept, 22. ... 4 4 defined as that area lying north and east of a Subject to the applicable provisions of
City, Douglas, i i i r . s ’
Lyon, Washoe: i""f’ f"""g‘;":g :"S ngththly (60 f‘“’t"" }t?eh the preceding sections of this part, the
Humboldt, e ona Blate ine sast to Interstate HIghWay  or0a5 open to hunting, the respective
Pershing, 25 at Socorro and then south along Interstate :
Churchill, Mineral, ; . open seasons (dates inclusive), the
Highway 25 to the Texas State line. The
d Storey g ! hooting and hawking h dth
2 : : shooting and hawking hours, and the
Counties only. South Zone is that area lying south and west ] ; o
New Mexico: ; daily bag and possession limits on the
2 of the North Zone. { A * 3 >
North Zone (2)....... 5| ‘10 species designated in this section are as
SN SISO 5. Section 20.104 is revised to read as  follows:
Oragon ... 4 4 !
UtaN R 5 o follows: {
Washington.. ... 4 4
Rails Rails
== Woodcock Commaon Sripe
(Sota & Virginia) {Clapper & King)
Daty: DAgINR - il isigasrst sl st e St i . 25 (1) See footnote (2). 5 (3) 8 ;
Possession fimit. e ek o Gt S s L S W ...l 25 (1) See footnote (2). 10 (3) 16
Shooting Hours: One-half hour before sunrise untit sunset daity on all species, except as noted otherwise.
CHECK STATE REGULATIONS FOR ADDITIONAL RESTRICTIONS. INCLUDING AREA DESCR PTIONS
Seasons in the Atlantic flyway:
L9001 T T SR L e S SRR oo 33y o 0 .| Sepl. 3-Nov. 7 Sept. 1-Nov. 7. Ocl. 17-Nov. 30. Oct. 17-Dec 5.
Delaware ..., Sept. 1-Nov. 8. Sept. 1-Nov. 8. Nov. 16-Dec. 30. Nov. 16-Jan. 31,
Florida .. Sept. 1-Nov. 9. Sept. 1-Nov. 9 Dec. 12-Jan. 25. Nov. 1-Feb. ¥5.
Goongil . O S e e Sl i ...| Sept. 5-Nov, 13. Sept. 5-Nov. 13 Nov. 28-Jan. 11, Nov. 20-Feb. 28.
Maine ... Sept. 1-Nov. 9. Closed Oct. 1-Nov. 14, Sept. 1-Dec. 16.
Maryland............. .. Sept, 1-Nov. 9. Sept. 1-Nov. 9 Oct. 14-Nov. 27. Oct 1-dan, 15,
Massachusetts .. Sept. 1-Nov. 8. Closed. Deferred. Sept. 1-Dec. 13.
New Hampshire ... .| Closed. Closed. Oct. 1-Nov. 14 Oct. 1-Nov, 30
New Jersey (4):
North Zone ... T S e Sept. 1-Nov. 9. Oct. 10-Nov. 13, Oct. 2-Jan. 16,
SO Zonm i L s e i Sept. 1-Nov. 9 Nov. 7-Dec. 5 & Dec. | Oct. 2-Jan. 16.
19-Dec. 24,
Now York:
Long Island Closed, Closed. Oct. 1-Nowv. 14, Closed.
bbb o de e etk e Pt SO L e S ST R 0 T My Sept. 1-Nov. 8. Closed. Oct. 1-Nov. 14. Sept. 1-Dec. 16.
North Carolina Sept. 7-Nov. 14 Sept. 7-Nov: 14 Nov: 21-Jan. 4. Nov. 13-Feb. 27.
Pennsylvania Sept. 1-Nov. 7. Closed. Oct. 17-Nov, 7. Oct. 17-Dec. 12.
Rhode Island Sept. 14-Nov. 22 Sept. 14-Now. 22. Oct. 17-Nov. 30. Sept. 14-Dec. 4 &
Dec. 14-Jan. 7.
South Carolina Sept. 4-Oct. 10 8 Sept. 4-Oct. 10 & Nov, 26-Jan. 9. Nov. t4-Feb. 28.
Oct. 23-Nov. 24 Oct. 23-Nov. 24,
Vermont Sept. 26-Dec. 4 Closed. Oct. 1-Nov. 14. Sept. 26-Dec. 4.
Virginia Sept. 1-Nov. 9. Sept. 1-Nov, 9 Nov. 2-Nov, 26 & Oct. 16-Jan. 30.
Dec. 21-Jan. 9.
West Virginia Sept. 1-Nov. 7 Closed Oct. 17-Nov. 30. Sept, 1-Dec. 16
Seasons in the Mississippi Flyway:
Aiabama (10)... = .| Nov. 12-Jan. 20 Nov, 12-Jan. 20 Nov, 28-Jan. 31, Nov. 14-Feb. 28.
o T A e - RO B0 LTS 20 NN, Rl 4 <0 R e e P 8 WO Sept. 1-Nov. 9. Ciosed. Nov. 7-Dec. 13 & Sept. 12-Sept. 20 &
Jan. 9-Feb. 5. Nov. 21-Feb. 26.
Hiinois .| Sept. 1-Nov. 9. Closed. Oct. 1-Dec. 4. Sept. 12-Dec. 29.
Indiana ... .| Sept. 1-Nov. 9. Closed. Sepl. 19-Sept. 256 & | Sept. 1-Dec. 16
Oct. 3-Nov. 29.
e B 1) et e S R LT ST Sept. 5-Nov. 13, Closed. Sept. 19-Nov. 22, Sept. 5-Dec. 20.
Kentucky R Deferred. Closed. Oct. 1.Dec. 4. Oct. 1-Dec. 4.
LOWSIANAL.. . cooovicioirinnn .| Sept. 19-Sept. 27 & Sept. 19-Sept. 27 & Dec. 5-Feb. 7. Nov. 7-Feb. 21
Nov. 7-Jan. 8. Nov. 7-Jan. 6.
Michigan (6) .o| Sapt. 15-Nov. 14. Closed. Sept. 15-Nov. 14. Sept. 15-Nov, 14.
M OB B oo v esss LATN | Sept. 1-Nov. 4, Closed. Sept. 1-Nov. 4. Sept. 1-Nov, 4.
Mississipp .| Oct. 17-Dec. 25 Oet. 17-Dec. 25 Dec. 26-Feb. 28. Nov. 14-Feb. 26
Missouri... .| Sept. 1-Nov. 9, Closed. October 15-Dec. 18. | Sept. 1-Dec. 16,
L8 1 e LR .| Sept. 1-Nov. 9. Closed Sept. 25-Nov. 28. Sept. 1-Nov, 28 &
Dec. 7-Dec. 24.
TONNGSSBO: . ..icsiivisaiin b faspasis .| Deterred Closed. Oct. 24-Nov. 29 & Nov. 14-Feb, 28
Feb. 1-Feb. 28,
Wisconsin vy .| Deterrea Ciosed Sept. 12-Nov. 15, Deterred.
Seasons in the Central Flyway:
Colorado (7).............. .| Sept. 1-Nov, 9 Closed. Closed. Sept. 1-Dec. 2.
L L .{ Sept, 12-Nov. 20. Closed. Oct. 3-Dec. 6 Sepl. 12-Dec. 27.
Montana (7)... Closed. Closed Oct. 3-Dec. 1,
NODIRBIRABY:, 1.2 i e o b S it s b e Closed Sept. 15-Nov. 18. Sept. 1-Dec. V5.
New Mexico (7(11) Closed. Closed. Sept. 1-Nov. 30.
North Dakota Ciosed. Closed. Oct. 3-Now. 22.
Oklahoma ... Closed. Oct. 24-Dec. 27 Oct. 1-Jan. 15.
South Dakota (9) Closed. Closed. Sept. 1-Oct. 31
Texas Sept. 1-Nov. 9 Deferred Deferred.
Wyoming (7) Closed. Closed. Sept. 19-Jan. 3.
Seasons in the Pactfic Flyway
Colorado (7) | Sept. 1-Nov. 9 Closed. Closed. Sept. 1-Dec. 2.
Montana (7) Closed. Closed. Closed Oct. 3-Dec. 20.
New Mexico (7)(11) .| Sept. 1-Oct. 31. Closed, Closed. Sept. 1-Nov. 30.
Wyoming (7) Sepl. 19-Nov. 27 Closed. Closed, Sepl. 19-Dec. 20.

NOTE: No seasons are prescribed for woodcock. Snipe seasons have been deferred by all other States in the Pacific Fiyway.
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(1) The bag and possession limits for sora
and Virginia rails apply singly or in the
aggregate of these two species.

(2) In addition to the limits on sora and
Virginia rails, in Connecticut, Delaware,
Maryland, New Jersey, and Rhode Island.
there is a daily bag limit of 10 and possession
limit of 20 clapper and king rails, singly or in
the aggregate of these two species, except
that the season is closed on king rails in New
Jersey by State regulation. In Alabama,
Florida, Georgia, Louisiana, Mississippi,
North Carolina, South Carolina, Texas, and
Virginia, there is a daily bag limit of 156 and
possession limit of 30 clapper and king rails,
singly or in the aggregate of these two
species.

(3) In States of the Atlantic Flyway, the
woodcock bag limit is 3 daily and 6 in
possession.

(4) For description of zones or management
units within a State, see State regulations.

(5) In Towa, rail limits are 15 daily and 25 in
possession.

(6) See State regulations for listing of
certain Great Lakes waters where the season
is to open concurrently with the duck season.

(7) The Central Flyway portion consists of:
Colorado and Wyoming—the area lying east
of the Continental Divide; Montana—the area
lying east of Hill, Chouteau, Cascade,
Meagher, and Park Counties; New Mexico—
the area lying east of the Continental Divide
but outside the Jicarilla Apache Indian
Reservation. The remaining portions of these
States are in the Pacific flyway.

(8) In Nebraska, the rail limits are 10 daily
and 20 in possession.

{9) In South Dakota, the snipe limits are 5
daily and 15 in possession.

{10) In Alabama, the rail limits are 15 daily
and 15 in possession.

(11) In New Mexico, the rail limits are 10
daily and 10 in possession.

Note: Some States may select rail,
woodcock, and snipe seasons at the time they
select their duck seasons in August. Consult
waterfowl regulations to be published later
for information concerning these seasons.

6. Section 20.105 is amended by
revising paragraphs (a) through (c) and
by amending paragraph (d) to read as
follows:

§ 20.105 Seasons, limits, and shooting
hours for waterfowl, coots, and common
moorhens and purple gallinules,

Subject to the applicable provisions of
the preceding sections of this part, the
areas open to hunting, the respective
open seasons (dates inclusive), the
shooting and hawking hours, and the
daily bag and possession limits on the
species designated in this section are
prescribed as follows:

(a) Sea Ducks.

(1) An open season for taking scoter,
eider and oldsquaw ducks is prescribed
according to the following table during
the period between September 15, 1987,
and January 20, 1988, in all coastal
waters and all waters of rivers and
streams seaward from the first upstream
bridge in Maine, New Hampshire,
Massachusetts, Rhode Island,
Connecticut and New York; in any
waters of the Atlantic Ocean and, in
addition, in any tidal waters of any bay
which are separated by at least one mile
of open water from any shore, island
and emergent vegetation in New Jersey,
South Carolina and Georgia; and in any
waters of the Atlantic Ocean and/or in
any tidal waters of any bay which are
separated by at least 800 yards of open
water from any shore, island and
emergent vegetation in Delaware,
Maryland, North Carolina and Virginia;
and provided that any such areas have
been described, delineated as special
duck hunting areas under the hunting
regulations adopted by the respective
States. In all other areas of these States
and in all other States in the Atlantic
Flyway, sea ducks may be taken only
during the regular open season for ducks
and they must be included in the regular
duck season conventional or point-
system daily bag and possession limits.

(2) The daily bag limit is 7 and the
possession limit is 14, singly or in the
aggregate of these species. Within the
special sea duck areas, during the
regular duck season in the Atlantic
Flyway, States may set, in addition to
the regular season limits, a daily bag
limit of 7 and a possession limit of 14
scoter, eider and oldsquaw ducks, singly
or in the aggregate of these species.

(8) Shooting hours are one-half hour
before sunrise until sunset daily.

Check State Regulations for Additional
Restrictions

Seasons in:

Connecticut ... Deferred.
Delaware ...... ... Sept. 26-Jan. 9.
Georgia...... ... Deferred.
Maine ........ ... Deferred.
Maryland .......... .. Oct. 8-Jan. 20.
Massachusetts..... ... Deferred.

New Hampshire......... Sept. 15-Dec. 30.
New Jersey ... Oct, 2-Jan. 16.

New York (Long
Island only).

Sept. 26-Jan. 11.

North Carolina ....ccce... Deferred.
Rhode Island .. Deferred.
South Carolina ......c.... Deferred.

Virginia oo Deferred.

(4) Notwithstanding the provisions of
this Part 20, the shooting of crippled
waterfow! from a motorboat under
power will be permitted in Maine,
Massachusetts, New Hampshire, Rhode
Island, Connecticut, New York,
Delaware, Virginia and Maryland in
those areas described, delineated and
designated in their respective hunting
regulations as being open to sea duck
hunting.

Note.—States with deferred seasons may
select sea duck seasons at the time they
select their waterfowl seasons in August.
Consult waterfowl regulations to be
published later for information concerning
these later seasons.

(b) Teal. September season: An open
season for teal ducks (blue-winged,
green-winged, and cinnamon) is
prescribed according to the following
table in those areas which are
described, delineated, and designated in
the hunting regulations of the following
States:

Daily bag limit 4
Possession limit 8
Shooting and hawking hours: Sunrise until
sunset daily.

Check State Regulations for Additional
Restrictions

Seasons in the
Mississippi Flyway:
Alabama (1) ceecceecseecens Sept. 12-Sept. 20.
Arkansas.... .. Sept. 12-Sept. 20.

Illinois (2) ... .. Sept. 5-Sept. 13.
Indiana (3). .. Sept. 5-Sept. 13.
Louisiana... .. Sept. 19-Sept. 27.
Mississippi .. Sept. 12-Sept. 20.
Missouri. .. Sept. 12-Sept. 20.
[0, 1113 B S e Sept. 11-Sept. 19.
Seasons in the

Central Flyway:

Colorado (4) .. . 5-Sept. 13.
Kansas........ . 12-Sept. 20.
New Mexico (5) . 5-Sept. 13.
Oklahoma . 5-Sept. 13.

. 19-Sept. 27.

(1) In Alabama, hunting hours in the Mobile
Delta north of the causeway and south of the
L&N Railroad are sunrise to 12 noon.

(2) In Illinois, shooting hours are from 7
a.m. to 4 p.m. local time by State Regulation.

(3) In Indiana, the Kankakee fish and
wildlife area, and portions of Atterbury,
Hovey Lake, Jasper-Pulaski, and Pigeon River

{
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fish and wildlife areas are closed to teal
hunting by State regulations.

(4) Only in Lake and Chaffee Counties, and
that portion of Colorado east of U.S.
Highway-Colorado State Highway 85 from
the Wyoming State line to its intersection
with U.S. Interstate Highway 25 to the New
Mexico State line.

(5) Central Flyway portion anly.
(c) Common Moorhens and Purple

Gallinules.

Daily bag limit.............. 15 singly or in the
aggregate of the
two species.

Possession limit........... 30 singly or in the
aggregate of the
two species.

Shooting hours: One-half hour before sunrise
to sunset.

Check State Regulations for Additional
Restrictions

Seasons in the
Atlantic Flyway:

Connecticut ... Sept. 1-Nov. 7.
Delaware i

.\(assachusem..:........: Closed.
New Hampshire......... Closed.

New Jersey (2).....ccoenn Sept. 1-Nov. 9.
New York:
Long Island............ .. Closed.
Remainder of Sept. 1-Nov. 9.
State,

North Carolina........... Sept. 7-Nov. 14.
Pennsylvania .....c..... Sept. 1-Nov. 7.
Rhode Island....c. Sept. 14-Nov. 22.

South Caroling .....w... Sept. 4-Oct. 10 &

Oct. 23-Nov. 24.
Vermont ., eseesseesese .. Sept, 26-Dec. 4.
Virginia .......o..... .. Deferred.

West Virginia ......... Deferred.

Seasons in the
Mississippi Flyway:
Alabama (3) eweessssonens NOV. 12-Jan. 20.
Arkansas w.cwsmen. Sept. 1-Nov. 9.

Nlin0iS wucseessinies Closed.
T e s Sl o Sept. 1-Nov. 9.
lowa o .. Closed.

Kentucky ...useeecssecssssene Deferred.
Louisiana ... Sept. 19-Sept. 27 &
Nov. 7-Jan. 6.
Michigan ..., Deferred.
Minnesota.......coeurvennnns Deferred.
Mississippi ... .. Oct. 17-Dec. 25.
Missouri ... Closed.
Ohio'urass: s Sept. 1-Nov. 9
Tennessee......umm Deferred.
Wisconsin.......usamennne Deferred
Seasons in the
Central Flyway:
Colorado (4)......ccon.... Closed.
Kansas Closed.
Montana (4).....ceenuee. Closed.

Nebraska ..., Closed.
New Mexico (4)(5).... Oct. 10-Dec. 19.
North Dakota........ee... Closed.

Oklahoma...... .. Sept. 1-Nov. 9.
South Dakota............. Closed.
TOXAB csersssesessssrsar « Sept. 1-Nowv. 8.

Wyoming (4) ...c.c.se..... Closed.
Seasons in the Pacific
Flyway:
All States and
portions thereof,

Deferred.

{1) The season in Florida applies to the
common moorhen only. There is no open
season on the purple gallinule in Florida.

(2) In New Jersey, the bag limit is 10 daily
and 20 in possession.

(3] In Alabama, the bag limit is 15 daily
and 15 in possession.

(4) Seasons apply to Central Flyway
portion of State only.

(5) In New Mexico, the bag limitis 5
common moorhens daily and 10 in
possession; there is no open season on the
purple gallinule in New Mexico.

Note.—States with deferred seasons may
select gallinule seasons at the time they
select their waterfow] seasons in August.
Consult waterfowl regulations to be
published later for information concerning
these later seasons.

(d) Waterfowl and coots in Atlantic,
Mississippi, Central and Pacific
Flyways.

Atlantic Flyway

Flywaywide Restrictions. Shooting
(including hawking) hours: One half

hour before sunrise to sunset daily
except as otherwise restricted.

* * - * *
Limits
e .
es oS-
Bag  gession
Ducks, no Sept. 4 8
more than 26-
1 of which Sept.
may be a 30.
species
other than
teal or
wood duck,
and the
possession
limit will be
double the
daily bag
limit. 4 X
Mississippi Flyway

Shooting (including hawking) hours:
One-half hour before sunrise to sunset
daily except as otherwise restricted.

* - - * *
Limi
Season
Dates Bag Pos-
- - - - -
Minois: *
Geese
Canada......... Sept. 1= 5 10
Sept.
10.
lowa:
18,170 2 Vot ey S e
North Zone 2..., Sept. ) *)
19-
Sept.
23..
South Zone? Sept. T
(2). 19~
Sept.
21.,
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Limits
Season
Dates Pos-

Bag  gossion

- - - - .

Kentucky:

Ducks, no Sept. 9- 4 8
more than Sept.
2 of which 13.
may be
wood
ducks, and
no more
than 1 of
which may
be a
species
other than
teal or
wood duck,
and the
possession
limit will be
double the
daily bag
limit.

- - - - -

Michigan:*
Geese

more than
2 of which 16..
may be

wood

ducks, and

no more

than 1 of

which may

be a

species

other than

teal or

wood duck,

and the

possession

limit will be

double the

daily bag

limit,

LR

! Check State regulations for areas open to
the hunting of Canada geese.

2 North Zone—that portion of lowa north of
a line running west from the lllinois border
along 1-80 to U.S. 59, north along U.S. 59 to
State Highway 37, northwest along State
Highway 37 to State Highway 175, then west
along State Highway 175 to the Nebraska
gg?er. South Zone—the remainder of the

0.

3 [Limits to conform to those set for the
regular season.]

- " * - *

7. Section 20.106 is revised to read as
follows:

§20.106 Season, limits, and shooting
hours for sandhill cranes.

Central Flyway: Subject to the
applicable provisions of the preceding
sections of this part, open seasons are
prescribed for taking sandhill cranes
with a daily bag limit of 3 and a
possession limit of 6 cranes (unless
otherwise noted), and with shooting
hours from one-half hour before sunrise
until sunset (unless otherwise noted) in
the following areas for the dates
indicated:

(a) In Colorado (the Central Flyway
portion except the San Luis Valley and
North Park) the inclusive dates are
October 3 through November 29, 1987.

(b) In New Mexico (a) in the counties
of Chaves, Curry, De Baca, Eddy, Lea,
Quay, and Roosevelt, the inclusive dates
for the regular season are October 24,
1987, through January 24, 1988; (b) in the
Middle Rio Grande Valley Hunt Area
(described in State regulations) the
inclusive dates for the two experimental
seasons are October 17 through October
24,1987, and October 25 through
October 31, 1987. Hunting in the
experimental seasons is by State permit
only, the daily bag limit is 3 sandhill
cranes and the seasonal bag limit is 9,
and shooting hours are sunrise to sunset.

(c) In Oklahoma (that portion west of
I-35) the inclusive dates are October 10
through November 20, 1987, and
November 28, 1987 through January 17,
1988.

(d) In Texas that portion west of a line
from Brownsville along U.S. 77 to
Victoria; U.S. 87 to Placedo; Farm Road
616 to Blessing; State 35 to Alvin; State 6
to U.S. 290; U.S. 290 to Sonora; U.S. 277
to Abilene; Texas 351 to Albany; U.S.
283 to Vernon; and U.S. 183 to the
Texas-Oklahoma boundary the season
has been deferred.

(e) In North Dakota, in Zone 1 (the
area east of a line starting on the east
shore of Lake Oahe at the South Dakota
border, then north on this shore to
Bismarck, then north on U.S, Highway
83 to the north shore of Lake
Sakakawea, then west along the north
shore of Lake Sakakawea to ND No. 23,
then east on ND No. 23 to ND No. 8, then
north on ND No. 8 to the Canadian line;
and west of a line starting where ND No.
14 enters Canada, then south on ND No.
14 to U.S. Highway 83, then south on
U.S. Highway 83 to South Dakota) the
inclusive dates are September 5 through

November 1, 1987, in Zone 2 (that area
east of Zone 1 and west of U.S. Highway
281) the inclusive dates are September 5
through October 2, 1987.

(f) In South Dakota, the inclusive
season dates are September 26 through
November 1, 1987.

(g) In Montana (the Central Flyway
portion except that area south of 1-90
and west of the Bighorn River), the
inclusive dates are October 3 through
November 29, 1987.

(h) In Wyoming, in Campbell,
Converse, Crook, Goshen, Laramie,
Niobrara, Platte, and Weston Counties,
the inclusive dates are September 19
through November 15, 1987.

Each hunter participating in the
regular sandhill crane hunting season
must obtain and carry in his possession
while hunting sandhill cranes a valid
Federal sandhill crane hunting permit
available without cost from
conservation agencies in the States
where crane hunting seasons are
allowed. The permit must be displayed
to any authorized law enforcement
official upon request.

Pacific Flyway

(a) In Arizona (within Game
Management Units 30A, 30B, 31, and 32),
the season selection has been deferred.

(b) In Wyoming's sandhill crane—
Canada goose hunt areas: Hunting is by
State permit only.

Bear River area in Lincoln County—
the season dates are September 5
through September 7, 1987. Season limits
are 2 sandhill cranes per hunter.

Riverton Boysen Unit in Fremont
County—the season dates are
September 12 through September 13,
1987, and September 19 through
September 20, 1987. Season limits are 2
sandhill cranes per hunter.

Salt River (Star Valley) area in
Lincoln County—the season dates are
September 1 through September 7, 1987.
Season limits are 2 sandhill cranes and 2
Canada geese per hunter.

Eden-Farson Agricultural Project in
Sweetwater and Sublette Counties—the
season dates are September 5 through
September 7, 1987. Season limits are 3
sandhill cranes and 1 Canada goose per
hunter.

8. Section 20.109 is revised to read as
follows:

§ 20.109 Extended seasons, limits, and
hours for taking migratory game birds by
falconry.

Subject to the applicable provisions of
this part, the areas open to hunting, the
respective open seasons (dates
inclusive), the hawking hours, and the
daily bag and possession limits on the
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species designated in this section are
prescribed as follows:
Indiana: Ducks, coots and Oct. 10-Jan. 15.
- Mourning doves ......... Oct. 16-Nov. 5. common
Daily bag limit........ 3 singly or in the W00deOCK wmmeereerrnees Sept. 1-Sepl. 18. moorhens.
aggregate. lowa: Canada and white-  Oct. 10-Jan. 17.
Possession limit..... B singly or in the Rails and snipe.......... Sept. 5-Dec. 5. fronted geese.
aggregate, W00d60CK .ccormremres SepL. 18-Jan. 3. Snow, blue, and Nov. 14-Feb. 28.
Geese i .. Oct. 3-jan. 17, 8‘}?” gacee,
o ! Ducks and coots ........ Sept. 19-Sept. 30 & Oklahoma:

These limits apply during both regular Oct. 3-jan. 5. Duck, cools aned Qetepl=Novi 4. K
hunting seasons and extended falconry  Michigan: P M dJansiar.
scasuiss Snipe, rails an Sept. 1-Dec. 18. emstiming doves Sept. 1-Nov. 30 &

Hawking hours: One-half hour before Dum:orhenl e . (statewide). Jan. 2-Jan. 17.
sunrise until sunset daily. cx&’m‘;:i:' - 4-Jan. 17. Rails and gallinules... Sept. 1-Dec. 16.

hite-wi . 1] A &
Chock State R tioas for Additi Min o White-winged Sept. 1-Nov. 30
egula dditional bnae : doves. jan. 2-Jan. 17.
Restrictions Woodcoc_:k. snipe, Sept. 1-Dec. 186. Wyoming:
and rails. Mourning doves......... Sept 1-Oct. 15.
Ducks, mergansers, Oct. 3-Jan. 17. Snipe and rails........... Sept. 19-Nov. 27.
} C_:::s and geese. Pacific Flyway
Mississippi: Colorado:
Ducks, mergansers  Oct. 31-Dec. 12. Ducks, mergansers, Oct. 17-Nov. 6.
Atlantic Flyway and coots. coots and geese.
Florida: Mourning doves ......... Sept. 28-Oct. 1 & Idaho:

Mourning doves Sept. 26-Dec. 4. Nov. 20-Dec. 13. Mourning doves ......... Sept. 1-Dec. 16.
and white-winged Missouri: Montana:........eeossrereeaserees See Central Flyway
:i)g;es. Mourning doves......... Sept, 1-Dec. 18. New Mem'co(:i (1)

Woodcock .....cvvnnn.. Oct. 24-Dec. 8. Wisconsin: Mourning doves ......... Sept. 1-Nov. 6 &

Snipe Nov. 1-Feb. 15. Rails, woodcocks,  Sept. 1-Dec. 16. Nov. 22-Dec. 30.

Ducks and coots ........ Oct. 4-Nov. 21. snipe, and Band-tailed pigeons... Sept. 1-Nov. 30.

Common moorhens  Sept. 26-Dec. 4. gallinules. Ducks, coots and Oct. 10-Jan. 10.

; all:ldr.‘ﬂ& Ducks, mergansers, Oct. 1-Jan. 15. Wm‘:’h‘m
faryland: and coots. moorhens.
Mourning doves ........ Sept. 1-Oct. 24 & Central Flyway Canada and white-  Oct. 10-Jan. 17.
Nov. 4-Dec. 28, Colorado: fronted geese.

Rafly sl et ey Sept. 1-Dec. 18. Dm mergansers, Oct. 18-0Oct. 30. Snow, .b]!le and Oct. 7"’5"' 11,

Woodcock .. e Oct. 5-Jan. 19. coots and geese. Roes" goese.

SNiPELl B Oct. 1-Jan. 15. Montana: 0’:4?"’ o A o S
Pennsylvania: Mourning doves....... Sept. 1-Oct. 12. s i

Mourning doves ........ Sept. 1-Dec. 12. Snipe Oct. 3-Jan. 10. wl;ao;r;;ﬂed pigeons... Sept. 7-Dec. 16.

D“d" and geese....... Oct. 7-Jan. 16. Ducks and geese....... Oct. 3-Jan. 10. Mourning doves.......... Sept. 1-Oct. 15,
Virginia: Nebraska: Snipe and rails............ Sept. 19-Nov. 27.

Woodcock and Oct. 16-Jan. 30. Ducks, mergansers, Oct. 3-Jan. 17.
snipe. coots and geese.

MZ:‘:‘"@] doves Sept. 1‘1‘:‘_"" 303'& New Mexico: (1) Note. See waterfowl season footnotes for
Misat Sl :Fl Dec. 18-Jan. Mourning doves........ Sept. 1-Nov. 6 & descriptions of zones. For some States, the
lllinlg:s-”‘pp yway Bl SeNO‘L ’2‘:-090- 30. extended falconry season dates also include

: and-taile eons.., Sept. 1-Nov. 30. general season dates.
Mourning doves,  Sept. 1-Dec. 16. Sandhill cranes Oct. 10-Jan. 24. Date: August 19, 1987.
M1 i only in Chaves, William P. Horn,
ez Curry, De Baca, ' ; L

SUPE reerererrrsmsomree SEPL. 12-DeC. 29. Eddy, Loa Quay, ggf;;mnl Secretary for Fish and Wildlife and

Teal i i Sept. 5-Sept. 13. and Roosevelt ,

Ducks, mergansers  Oct. 3-Jan. 6. Counties. [FR Doc. 87-19329 Filed 8-21-87; 8:45 am]

and coots,

BILLING CODE 4310-55-M
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Proposed Rules

Federal Register
Vol. 52, No. 163

Monday, August 24, 1987

This section of the FEDERAL REGISTER
contains notices to the public of the
proposed issuance of rules and
regulations. The purpose of these notices
is to give interested persons an
opportunity to participate in the rule
making prior to the adoption of the final
rules.

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE
Food and Nutrition Service
7 CFR Part 246

Special Supplemental Food Program
for Women, Infants and Children;
Funding Formula

AGENCY: Food and Nutrition Service,
USDA.

ACTION: Proposed rule: Notice of
extension of public comment period.

SUMMARY: A proposed rule that would
amend 7 CFR Part 246, by prescribing a
revised funding formula for the Special
Supplemental Food Program for Women,
Infants and Children (WIC), was
published in the Federal Register on July
17,1987 (52 FR 27005). A 45-day
comment period, ending August 31, 1987,
was announced. This notice extends
that public comment period to
September 30, 1987. The Department
anticipates that the quality of the
comments received will be enhanced if
commentors are provided an additional
30 days in which to respond. The
comments will thus be of greater value
to the Department in developing the
final rule.

DATE: Comments on the proposed rule
must be received on or before
September 30, 1987 to be assured of
consideration in the final rulemaking.

ADDRESS: Comments may be mailed to
Patrick . Clerkin, Director,
Supplemental Food Programs Division,
Food and Nutrition Service, USDA, 3101
Park Center Drive, Alexandria, Virginia
22302. All written submissions will be
available for public inspection at the
same address during regular business
hours (8:30 am to 5:00 pm) Monday
through Friday

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Patrick J. Clerkin, (703) 756-3746 at the
address above.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: A
number of considerations have led the
Department to conlude that an
extension of the 45-day comment period
is appropriate. A number of
commentors, including the National
Association of WIC Director (NAWD),

_have indicated that the complexity of

the proposal requires additional time to
complete their analysis and provide
substantive written comments. Although
consultations with the NAWD preceded
the publication of the proposed rule, the
Department recognizes the merit of the
requests for an extended comment
period. The WIC Program would best be
served by obtaining carefully formulated
comments. Such comments will be very
valuable to the Department in
developing the final rule.

In addition, while State-level WIC
managers significantly influenced the
substance of the proposed formula, a
larger universe of local-level managers
has not had the same opportunity for
input. Since the proposed rule would
affect their functions as well as those
conducted at the State level, providing
them more time to formulate their
comments is appropriate.

Accordingly, the Department will
accept comments postmarked on or
before September 30, 1987. Commentors
who have already submitted comments
are welcome to submit additional
recommendations if they wish to
address new subjects or revise previous
remarks. Otherwise, the comments
previously submitted will be considered
in the comment analysis.

Since the extended comment period
ends September 30, 1987 it is intended
that the final rule implementing the
formula will specify that the new
formula will be in effect beginning in the
second quarter of Fiscal Year 1988.

Dated: August 19, 1987.

Anna Kondratas,
Administrator.
[FR Doc. 87-19377 Filed 8-20-87; 9:28 am]

BILLING CODE 3410-30-M

DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE
Immigration and Naturalization
Service

8 CFR Part 245a
[INS Number: 1038-87]

Temporary Disqualification of Certain
Newly Legalized Aliens From
Receiving Benefits From Federal
Programs of Financial Assistance

AGENCY: Immigration and Naturalization
Service, Justice.

ACTION: Proposed rule.

sumMmARY: This proposed rule
implements section 245A(h) of the
Immigration and Nationality Act
(*Act"), as amended by section 201 of
the Immigration Reform and Control Act
of 1986, Pub. L. 99-603 (“IRCA"). Section
245A(h) of the Act provides that, with
certain exceptions, aliens granted lawful
temporary resident status pursuant to
section 245A(a) are not eligible for a
period of five years after such grant to
receive benefits from programs of
financial assistance furnished under
Federal law on the basis of financial
need. The Attorney General is required
by section 245A(h)(1)(A)(i) of the Act to
identify such programs after
consultation with other appropriate
heads of the various departments and
agencies of government. This proposed
rule implements such provision.

DATE: Comment must be received no
later than September 23, 1987.

ADDRESS: Send written comments in
triplicate, to Immigration and
Naturalization Service Policy, Directives
and Instructions, Room 2011, 425 I Street
NW., Washington, DC 20536.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Paul W. Virtue, Associate General
Counsel, Immigration and Naturalization
Service, 425 I Street NW., Washington,
DC 20538, (202) 633-2656.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Section
245A(a) of the Immigration and
Nationality Act, as amended, Pub. L. 99-
603 (“‘Act"”) provides for the legalization
of status of certain individuals who have
been residing illegally in the United
States since before January 1, 1982.
Section 245A(h) of the Act provides thal,
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with certain exceptions, aliens legalized
under section 245A will be ineligible for
five years for “any program of financial
assistance furnished under Federal law
(whether through grant, loan, guarantee,
or otherwise) on the basis of financial
need, as such programs are identified by
the Attorney General in consultation
with other appropriate heads of the
various departments and agencies of
Government (but in any event including
the program of aid to families with
dependent children under part A of Title
IV of the Social Security Act).” Section
245A(h)(2) of the Act provides that such
temporary ineligibility does not apply
(A) to a Cuban or Haitian entrant (as
defined in paragraph (1) or (2)(A) of
section 510(e) of Pub. L. 96422, as in
effect on April 1, 1983), or (B) in the case
of assistance (other than aid to families
with dependent children) which is
furnished to an alien who is an aged,
blind, or disabled individual (as defined
in section 1614(a)(1) of the Social
Security Act, 49 Stat. 620). The five-year
period of ineligibility begins on the date
an alien is granted lawful temporary
resident status under section 245A(a) of
the Act.

Section 245A(h) of the Act also
provides that, subject to the same
exceptions, aliens legalized under
section 245A of the Act will be
temporarily ineligible for medical
assistance under a State plan approved
under Title XIX of the Social Security
Act, 49 Stal. 620 (Medicaid) (except
certain emergency services and services
to pregnant women or aliens who are
under 18 years of age), and for benefits
financed by the Food Stamp Act of 1977,
as amended, Pub. L. 95-400 (which
includes, but is not limited to, Section 19
therein, the Puerto Rico Block Grant).

Itis also noted that a different
provision, section 210(f) of the Act,
provides that, with certain exceptions,
aliens granted lawful temporary resident
status under section 210 of the Act
(Lawful Residence for Certain Special
Agricultural Workers) are temporarily
ineligible for aid under a State plan
approved under part A of Title IV of the
Social Security Act, 49 Stat. 620 (aid to
families with dependent children), or for
Medicaid. It is further noted that section
210A(d)(6) of the Act provides in effect
that an alien granted lawful temporary
resident status under section 210A of the
Act (Determinations of Agricultural
Labor Shortages and Admission of
Additional Special Agricultural
Workers) shall be subject to the same
ineligibility rules as aliens legalized
under section 245A of the Act except
that the provision in section 245A(h)
relating to assistance under the Food
Stamp Act of 1977, Pub. L. 95400, shall
not apply, and assistance furnished

under the Legal Services Corporation
Act, Pub. L. 88-452, or Title V of the
Housing Act of 1949, 63 Stat. 413, shall
not be construed to be financial
assistance for which such aliens are
temporarily ineligible.

No such temporary ineligibility is in
effect for aliens granted the status of an
alien lawfully admitted for permanent
residence pursuant to section 249 of the
Act (Record of Admission for Permanent
Residence in the Case of Certain Aliens
Who Entered the United States Prior to
July 1, 1924 or January 1, 1972).

The Department of Justice, after
consulting with representatives of
various appropriate departments and
agencies of the Federal Government, has
developed a list of programs of financial
assistance furnished under Federal law
on the basis of financial need for which
newly legalized aliens are ineligible for
a period of five years. The criteria used
to identify such programs are as follows:

1. Federal financial assistance is
furnished for the benefit of individuals
in financial need.

{A) Financial assistance in the form of
grants, wages, loans, loan guarantees, or
otherwise, is furnished by the Federal
Government directly, or indirectly
through a State or local government or a
private entity, to eligible individuals or
to private suppliers of goods or services
to such individuals, or is furnished to a
State or local government that provides
to such individuals goods or services of
a kind that is offered by private
suppliers.

(B) Benefits under the program are
targeted to individuals in financial need.
Either (i) in order to be eligible
individuals must establish that their
income or wealth is below some
maximum level, or, with respect to
certain loan or loan guarantee programs,
that they are unable to obtain financing
from alternative sources, or at prevailing
interest rates, or at rates that would
permit the achievement of program
goals, or (ii) distribution of assistance is
directed, geographically or otherwise, in
a way that is intended to primarily
benefit persons in financial need, as
evidenced by references to such intent
in the authorizing legislation.

2. The financial assistance is not
furnished under a Federal disaster relief
program,

3. Eligibility does not require United
States citizenship.

4. Assistance under the program is not
expressly precluded from being
construed as financial assistance by
section 245A(h)(4) of the Act. This
paragraph provides that assistance
furnished under the following
assistance:

(A) The National School Lunch Act. 60
Stat. 230.

(B) The Child Nutrition Act of 1966,
Pub. L. 89-642.

(C) The Vocational Education Act of
1963, Pub. L. 88-210.

(D) Chapter 1 of the Education
Consolidation and Improvement Act of
1981, Pub. L. 97-35.

(E) The Headstart-Follow Through
Act, Pub. L. 88-452.

(F) The Job Training Partnership Act,
Pub. L. 97-300.

(G) Title IV of the Higher Education
Act of 1965, Pub. L. 89-329.

(H) The Public Health Service Act, 37
Stat. 309.

(I) Titles V, XVI, and XX, and parts B,
D, and E of Title 1V, of the Social
Security Act, 49 Stat. 620 (and Titles I, X,
XIV, and XVI of such Act as in effect
without regard to the amendment made
by section 301 of the Social Security
Amendments of 1972).

Some of the programs that are listed
in § 245a.4(c) of the proposed rule
provide for Federal financial assistance
to intermediate State or local
government agencies or private entities.
In several programs of this kind, the
intermediate government agency or
private entity uses the funds for many
different programs of its own. Only
some of these private or State or local
government programs provide benefits
for which aliens legalized under section
245A or 210A of the Act are, with certain
exceptions, temporarily ineligible,
specifically those programs having both
of the following characteristics: (A) The
distribution of financial assistance
directly or indirectly to eligible
individuals or to private suppliers of
goods or services to such individuals, or
the distribution to such individuals of
goods or services of a kind that is
offered by private supliers, and (B)
targeting to individuals in financial
need.

In addition State and local
governments may, at their discretion,
provide that aliens legalized under
section 245A or 210A of the Act are
ineligible for certain other programs.
Section 245(h)(1)(B) of the Act states
that a State or political subdivision
therein may, to the extent consistent
with sections 245A(h)(1)(A), (2), and (3)
of the Act, provide that such legalized
aliens are ineligible for a period of five
years, for the programs of financial
assistance or for cetain medical
assistance which are furnished under
the law of that State or political
subdivision therein.

In accordance with 5 U.S.C. 605(b), the
Commissioner certifies that this rule if
promulgated will not have a significant
economic impact on a substantial
number of small entities.
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This is not a “major rule" within the
meaning of section 1(b) of Executive
Order 12291,

List of Subjects in 8 CFR Part 245a

Aliens, Temporary resident status and
permanent resident status.

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

PART 245a—[AMENDED]

1. The authority for Part 245a
continues to read as follows:

Authority: Pub. L. 99-603, 100 Stat 3359; 8
U.S.C. 1101 note.

2. Part 245a is amended by adding the
following section:

§ 245a.4 Temporary disqualification of
certain newly legalized aliens from
receiving benefits from Federal programs
of financial assistance.

(a) Except as provided in § 245a.4(b),
any alien who has obtained the status of
an alien lawfully admitted for temporary
residence pursuant to section 245A of
the Act (Adjustment of Status of Certain
Entrants Before January 1, 1982, to that
of Person Admitted for Lawful
Residence) or 210A of the Act
(Determinations of Agricultural Labor
Shortages and Admission of Additional
Special Agricultural Workers) is
ineligible, for a period of five years from
the date such status was obtained, for
benefits financed directly or indirectly,
in whole or in part, through the
programs identified in § 245a.4(c) of this
chapter.

(b)(1) § 245a.4(a) shall not apply to a
Cuban or Haitian entrant (as defined in
paragraph (1) or (2)(A) of section 501(e)
of Pub. L. 96422, as in effect on April 1,
1983), or in the case of assistance (other
than aid to families with dependent
children) which is furnished to an alien
who is an aged, blind, or disabled
individual (as defined in section
1614(a)(1) of the Social Security Act).

(2) With respect to any alien who has
obtained the status of an alien lawfully
admitted for temporary residence
pursuant to section 210A of the Act only,
assistance furnished under the Legal
Services Corporation Act (42 U.S.C. 2996
et seq.) or Title V of the Housing Act of
1949 (42 U.S.C. 1471 et seq.) shall not be
construed to be financial assistance
referrred to in § 245a.4(a).

(3) Section 245a.4 shall not apply to
benefits financed through the programs
identified in § 245a.4(c), which are
marked with an asterisk(*), except to
the extent that such benefits:

(i) Consist of, or are the result of,
financial assistance in the form of
grants, wages, loans, loan guarantees, or

otherwise, which is furnished by the
Federal Government directly, or
indirectly through a State or local
government or a private entity, to
eligible individuals or to private
suppliers of goods or services to such
individuals, or is furnished to a State or
local government that provides to such
individuals goods or services of a kind
that is offered by private suppliers, and

(i) Are targeted to individuals in
financial need, in the sense that either
(A) in order to be eligible individuals
must establish that their income or
wealth is below some maximum level,
or, with respect to certain loan or loan
guarantee programs, that they are
unable to obtain financing from
alternative sources, or at prevailing
interest rates, or at rates that would
permit the achievement of program
goals, or (B) distribution of assistance is
directed, geographlcally or otherwise, in
a way that is intended to primarily
benefit persons in financial need, as
evidenced by references to such intent
in the authorizing legislation.

(c) The programs of Federal financial
assistance referred to in § 245a.4(a) are
those identified in the list set forth
below. The General Services
Administration (GSA) Program Numbers
set forth in the right column of the
program list refer to the program
identification numbers used in the
Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance,
published by the United States General
Services Administration, as updated
through December, 1986.

GSA
pro-
ram
S
Op for troubled multifamily
houscng projects (troubled projects (flexible
14,164
Housing devdopmom grants (lower income units
Oﬂ'y) 14.174

h 14177
Comnmw developmam block grants/entitle-
ment grants
*Community development block grants/small
cities program (small cities)

Section 312 rehabilitation loans (312)..

Urban lop it action grants
*Community development block grants/State's

Rental housing rehabilitation (rental rehabilitation)..

Public and indian_h 9 14.850
Low income
m'amnm'am (Tumkey n... 14.851
B—New
tation.
Section 221(d)(3) mortgage insurance for multi-
family rental housing for fow and moderate
income families (below market interest rate).......}.....
Section 235 PP on home mort-
lluilﬂﬂw S
Department of Labor:
Senior Ci ity S Emp Program
(SCSEP) 17.238
Office of Personnel Management
Federal E for Disady ged Youth—
Part-Time (Stay»m Schooi ptog:m) 27.003
Federal E ploy taged Youth—
S Andsl 27.004
Small Buslnm Administration:
Loans for small businesses (business loans
7(a)(11) 59.003
Small business loans (regular business loans—
7(a) loans) 59.01
Department of Energy:
L T s o Bor
sons 81.042
Minority honors. vocational training  (minority
honors program) 81.084
Department of Education:
Pamo-a Robem Harris lellowshnps (graduate and
| study, g
sludy oppomnlly fellowsmps: pubhc service e
Legal training for the disad ged (The Ameri-
can Bar Association Fund for Public Education) .| 84 138
Allen J. Ellender fellowship program (Ellender
ip) 84.148

GSA
e
of Agriculture:
Farm labor housing loans and grants (labor
housing) 10.405
Farm operating loans 10.406
Farm hip loans 10.407
Verymu\dbwkwmlmmloam(smm
502, Rural Houeing LOBNS) .yyecicccisrcnsmmmssrrrssssssssrisord 10.410
Rural rental housing loans 10,415
Very low-income housmg repair loans and grants
(Sacuon 504, Rural Housing Loans and
10.417
Rural rental assistance payments (rental assist-
ance) 10.427
Rural housing preservation grants ... 10.433
Depammm of Health lnd Huvmn waec
(mmeunoe uusuncc Smo aid; Aid to
Families with Dep ) 13.760
| 13.789
13.792
*Community services biock grant—discr ary
d: 13.793
Department of Housing and Urban Development
Interest reducts rental and coop
mmlum«mm(m) ........ 14.103
g in older, declining
um (223(e)). 14123
Mortgage | credit risks (237).......| 14.140
Rm supplements—ental housing for lowot
families (rent supph program) ......... 14.149
Lower i housi 4 (Sec
tion 8—Housing Assistance Paymems Program
for Very Low Income Families-Existing Hous-
ing/Moderate Rehabilitation)..........cc..uiisim 14.156

National Fi hip Program/Jacob
Javits fellows. 84.173
Legal Services Corporation:

Payments (o Legal Services Corporation.................

Dated: August 4, 1987,
Mark W. Everson,

Deputy Commissioner, Immigration and
Naturalization Service.

[FR Doc. 87-19342 Filed 8-21-87; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 4410-10-M

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
Coast Guard
33CFR Ch. |

46 CFR Ch. l and Il
[CGD 87-031)
Paperwork Reduction Act of 1980

AGENCY: Coast Guard, DOT.

ACTION: Advance notice of proposed
rulemaking.
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SUMMARY: The Paperwork Reduction
Act of 1980 requires federal agencies to
seek ways to reduce the burden placed
on various individuals or entities for the
providing of information to one or more
federal agencies. The Coast Guard is
currently soliciting comments from
vessel owners and operators in the
marine industry concerning
requirements placed by the Coast Guard
and the Federal Regulations regarding
the providing of information,
maintenance and posting of documents,
etc, which they feel are unduly
burdensome or duplicative of
information requirements placed by
other agencies.

DATE: Comments must be received on or
before November 23, 1987.

ADDRESSES: Comments should be
submitted to the Commandant (G-CMC/
21) [CGD 87-031], U.S. Coast Guard,
2100 Second St. SW., Washington, DC
20593-0001. Comments will be made
available for examination or copying
between the hours of 8:00 a.m. and 3:30
p.m., Monday through Friday, except
Federal holidays, at the Marine Safety
Council (G-CMC/21), Room 2110, Coast
Guard Headquarters Building, 2100
Second Street SW., Washington, DC,
Phone (202) 267-1477. Comments may
also be delivered to this address.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
LCDR William ]. Morani Jr., the Office of
Marine Safety, Security and
Environmental Protection, Standards
Development Branch (G-MV1-2),
telephone (202) 267-1055 from 7:00 a.m.
until 3:30 p.m., Monday through Friday,
except Federal holidays.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
Paperwork Reduction Act of 1980 (found
in Title 44 U.S.C. Chapter 35)
implemented by the Office of
Management and Budget in Title 5 of the
Code of Federal Regulations, Part 1320
was enacted by the Federal government
for the purposes, among other things, of
(1) minimizing the Federal paperwork
burden for individuals, small businesses,
State and local governments, and other
persons; (2) minimizing the cost to the
Federal government of collecting,
maintaining, using, and disseminating
information; (3) maximizing the
usefulness of information collected by
the Federal government; and (4)
coordinating, integrating, and, to the
extent possible, making uniform federal
information policies and practices.

The term collection of information is
generally defined as the obtaining or
soliciting of information by an agency
from ten or more persons by means of
identical questions, whether such
collection of information is mandatory.
voluntary, or required to obtain a

governmental benefit. The obtaining or
soliciting of information includes any
requirement or request for persons to
obtain, maintain, retain, report, or
publicly disclose information. It includes
the use of written report forms,
application forms, schedules,
questionnaires, reporting or
recordkeeping requirements, or similar
methods. Similar methods may include
contracts, agreements, policy
statements, plans, rules, regulations,
planning requirements, circulars,
directives, instructions, bulletins,
requests for proposal or other
procurement requirements, labeling
requirements, and standard
questionnaires used to monitor
compliance with agency requirements.

Information means any statement of
fact or opinion, including numerical
data, whether oral or maintained on
paper, magnetic tapes, or other media.

Burden means the total time, effort, or
financial resources required to respond
to a collection of information: Including
that to read or hear instructions; to
develop, modify, construct, or assemble
any materials or equipment; to conduct
tests, inspections, polls, observations, or
the like necessary to obtain the
information; to organize information into
the requested format; and to review,
disclose, or report the information.

The Act places control of the
implementation of the paperwork
reduction program under the Office of
Management and Budget (OMB) and
requires OMB to develop and implement
Federal information policies, principles,
standards, and guidelines, and to review
and approve information collection
requests. Under 5 CFR Part 1320, before
a collection of information is approved
the agency must show that it has taken
every reasonable step to ensure that: (1)
The collection of information is the least
burdensome necessary to comply with
legal requirements and achieve program
objectives: (2) the collection of
information is not duplicative of
information otherwise accessible to the
agency; and (3) the collection of
information has practical utility.

The Coast Guard imposes certain
requirements on vessel owners and
operators in the marine industry
regarding the maintenance, collection,
and providing of information and the
maintenance, posting, and availability of
certain certificates and other
documents. These requirements are
principally set out in various
subchapters of Titles 33 and 46, CFR.
These requirements include, but are not
limited to, vessel plan review and
approval, recordkeeping for hazardous
materials, certain certificates of
inspection, and other requirements of

the marine inspection program. The
Coast Guard is reviewing the
information collection requirements that
have been placed on vessel owners and
operators in the marine industry to
identify those areas in which the burden
may be reduced, without compromise to
the missions of the Coast Guard, and to
comply with both the letter and spirit of
the Paperwork Reduction Act, as well as
to reduce the information collection
budget of the Coast Guard.

The Coast Guard is particularly
soliciting comments regarding any
posting requirements which may be
modified or eliminated. A list of specific
posting requirements is included in this
notice.

Drafting Information

The principal persons involved in the
drafting of this notice are LCDR William
J. Morani Jr., Project Manager, and LT
John Astley, Project Counsel, Office of
Chief Counsel.

Discussion

In accordance with this effort, the
Coast Guard is inviting members of the
marine industry and other interested
persons to comment on the information
requirements imposed upon them by the
Coast Guard. Persons commenting
should indicate which requirements they
consider most burdensome, which
requirements they feel should be
eliminated (and why), and which could
be altered to minimize the “burden”
(and how). Comments are further
solicited regarding any information
collection requirements that are
duplicative of requirements imposed by
other agencies. Additionally, the marine
industry is invited to suggest alternative
methods of communicating information
to the Marine Inspection Program.

Information Desired

The following questions were
developed by the Coast Guard to obtain
information and views that it believes
will be helpful in reducing the
paperwork burden on the marine
industry. While general comments are of
value, comments specifically addressed
to particular requirements will be of
greatest help in the Coast Guard's
efforts to reduce the information
collection burden and may establish the
priority of regulatory action.

1. What are the number of burden
hours (i.e. the number of man-hours you
are required to expend) placed on your
operation to maintain records and
provide information pursuant to the
requirements of the Coast Guard?
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2. What forms are you required to
complete because of these
requirementss

3. What impact does the collection
and recording of any required
information, the completion of forms, or
the providing of information have on
your overall costs?

4. Are there any forms or information
collection requirements that you feel are
unnecessary and could be deleted, and/
or in which the information contained
could be found elsewhere in the Federal
government? Which requirements and
why?

5. Are there any forms or documents
required by the Coast Guard that are not
accepted by foreign countries in
satisfaction of their similar
requirements? Are there any foreign
documents which U.S. flag vessels must
maintain that contain information that
duplicates information required to be
maintained separately by the Coast
Guard?

6. Below is a listing of required
“postings” with their applicable
regulatory citations. This list includes
certificates, licenses, permits, plans,
operating instructions, warnings, and
crew employment lists. Some deal with
emergency response, operating
instructions, and warnings which should
continue to be posted. However, the
posting of certificates, licenses, and
crew employment lists may not be
necessary.

(a) Could any of the forms listed
below simply be maintained by the
master and be available for inspection
and still accomplish the purpose of the
document? Which ones and why?

(b) Are there any forms not listed
below which are required to be posted?
What are they and could they also
simply be maintained by the master and
be available for inspection and still
accomplish the purpose of the

document?
Document name ] CFR Cite
Atomic Attack Instructions for
Merchant Vessles, Merchant
Vessels in podt (CG-3256) ..., 33 CFR 122.10
CO: Operating Instructions........| 46 CFR 34,15-10(h)
76.15-10(h)
95.15-10(h)
181.20-15(d)
193.15-10(h)

Fixed Foam  Extinguishing
System Operating Instruc-
tions

Ulfesaving Signals and Breech-
es Buoy Instructions (CG-
B11).. . cormsevrrressassessoosssrssaiariniasiod

Document name CFR Cite
Cargo Hold Lighting Circuits—
Re-Energizing Warning
Sassdaasisd 46 CFR 78.70-5(a)
97.55-5(a)
Certificates of Inspection............. 46 CFR 31.05-6
71.01-5
91.01-5(a)
167.60-10
176.01-40(a)
189.01-5(a)
Certification Expiration Sticker...| 48 CFR 176.10-45(a)
Deck Foam System Operating
Instructio 46 CFR 34.20-10(c)
‘Discharge of Ol Prohibited
PIACAIT. . ciieeivosoiatlisssssasssanicene 33 CFR 155.450
Display Of PIaNS ......o.ccecusussssianid 46 CFR 35.10-3(a)
78.45-1(a)
97.36-1(a)
196.36-1(a)

46 CFR 76.27-15(1)
46 CFR 185.25-1(a)
46 CFR 78.65-1(a)
97.53-1(a)
196.53-1(a)

46 CFR 108.405(c)(i)

46 CFR 108.631(b)

46 CFR 34.17-10(c)
76.17-10(c)
95.17-10(c)

46 CFR 78.49-1(a)
97.39-1(a)
167.65-55(a)
185.25-7(a)
196.39-1(a)

46 CFR 35.12-5
78.53-5
97.43-5

108.659
167.65-50(a)
196.43-6

46 CFR 76.35-15(0)

33 CFR 164.35(g)

48 CFR 35.20-40(a)
78.21-1(a)
97.18-1(a)

109.564(a)
196.19-1(a)

33 CFR 159.59
46 CFR 35.10-1(a)
78.13-1(a)
97.13-5(a)
167.65-1(a)
198.13-5(a)

46 CFR 71.10-15(a)
46 CFR 31.10-35(d)
71.05-15(a)
91.05-15(a)
176.01-27(d)
169.05-15(a)

46 CFR 76.30-15(f)
46 CFA 14.05-2(a)
46 CFR 31.40-35(a)
71.75-15(a)
91.60-35(a)
176.35-25(a)
189,60-35(a)

CFR Cite

46 CFR 76.33-20(g)
45 CFR 35.08-20(q)
78121
87.111
185.12-1(a)
196,121
" 46 CFR 78.47-47(a)
Station Bills, Drills, and Re-

46 CFR 35.10°1(a)
78.17-50(e)
97.15-35(d)

46 CFR 167.65-1(a)

46 CFR 35.40-30
78.47-55(a)
97.37-33(a)

108.641
167.55-5(ty)
196.37-33(a)

Tempor: Certificates of In-
el 46 CFR 71.01-15(a)

e 91.01-15(a)
189.01-15(a)

7. Are there any required documents
which could be issued with a longer
period of validity, and still accomplish
the purpose of the document? Which
documents?

8. Are the benefits of holding U.S.
documents in foreign ports [i.e. SOLAS
Certificates, International Oil Pollution
Prevention Certificates, etc.) outweighed
by the burdens of compiling information
and maintaining these documents? Why
or why not?

The Coast Guard will carefully
evaluate all comments received and,
where appropriate, will initiate
regulatory changes to reduce the
information collection burden.

P.C. Lauridsen,

Captain, U.S. Coast Guard, Acting Chief,
Office of Marine Safety, Security and
Environmental Protection.

August 18, 1987.

[FR Doc. 87-19348 Filed 8-21-87; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4910-14-M

_—

—_—

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
National Park Service
36 CFR Part 7

Upper Delaware Scenic and
Recreational River, Pennsylvania and
New York; Fishing Regulations

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

sUMMARY: This rulemaking pertains to a
proposed special regulation concerning
fishing within Upper Delaware Scenic
and Recreational River, Pennsylvania
and New York. The proposed special
regulation would allow fishing methods
which are authorized under applicable
State law. National Park Service
General Regulations, effective April
1984, prohibit fishing in fresh water in
any manner other than by hook and line,
with the rod or line being closely
attended. That regulation is in conflict
with Pennsylvania and New York
fishing regulations, which have been in
effect since before Upper Delaware
Scenic and Recreational River was
authorized in 1978. This proposed rule
would serve to resolve that conflict,
DATE: Written comments will be
accepted through September 23, 1967.
ADDRESS: Comments should be
addressed to: Superintendent, Upper
Delaware Scenic and Recreational
River, P.O. Box C, Narrowsburg, NY
12764 0159.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Glenn H. Voss, Chief Ranger, Upper
Delaware Scenic and Recreational
River, P.O. Box C, Narrowsburg, NY
12764 0159, Telephone: 717/729-7134.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Background

National Park Service General
Regulations (36 CFR 2.3(d)(1)), which
became effective on April 30, 1984,
prohibit “Fishing in fresh water in any
manner other than by hook and line,
with the rod or line being closely
attended.” This regulation is in conflict
with PA and NY fishing regulations
which have been in effect since Upper
Delaware Scenic and Recreational River
was authorized in 1978 and for many
years prior to its authorization.
Examples of conflicts include:

1. PA permits the use of spears or gigs
to take carp, gar, suckers and eels. NY
regulations allow for the use of spears
and long bows for the taking of bowfin,
eels, carp, suckers, catfish, gar, turbot,
redhorse, sheepshead, herring, and
bullheads.

2. Both States permit the use of seines
for getting bait, digging of lampreys, and
a maximum of (5) tip-ups or five (5) give
devices (tip-ups, rods, handlines) for ice
fishing.

Congress's stated intent in the
enabling legislation for Upper Delaware
Scenic and Recreational River was for
the National Park Service to manage
recreational fishing in a manner
consistent with state fishing laws, to the
extent compatible with proper

management of park resources. The
National Park Service has determined
that allowing recreational fishing at
Upper Delaware Scenic and
Recreational River in accordance with
methods permitted by the States of
Pennsylvania and New York would be
advantageous both to visitor use, as
well as to the management of the park
resources. The species of fish to be
taken under Example 1 above consist of
exotics as well as native species that
cannot be taken effectively by
traditional rod and reel methods. The
use of seines for bait collection, digging
of lamprey eels, and the use of tip-ups
for ice fishing, as in Example 2 above,
are all traditional uses by the Delaware
River anglers. In addition, the
regulations of both the NY Department
of Environmental Conservation, and the
PA Fish Commission allow these
methods of capture. Many years of using
these traditional fishing methods have
not been detrimental to the area, and the
National Park Service anticipates no
detrimental effects from continuing
these methods. If these methods should
cause harm to the fishery or other
resources in the future, they can be
prohibited by designating areas closed
to certain fishing methods.

Public Participation

The policy of the National Park
Service is, whenever practicable, to
afford the public an opportunity to
participate in the rulemaking process.
Accordingly, interested persons may
submit written comments regarding this
proposed regulation to the address
noted at the beginning of this
rulemaking.

Drafting Information

The principal author of this
rulemaking is Glenn H. Voss, Chief Park
Ranger, Upper Delaware Scenic and
Recreational River.

Paperwork Reduction Act

This rulemaking does not contain
information collection requirements
which require approval by the Office of
Management and Budget under 44 U.S.C.
3501 et seq.

Compliance With Other Laws

The Department of the Interior has
determined that this rulemaking is not a
“major rule" within the meaning of E.O.
12291, and certifies that this document
will not have a significant effect on a
substantial number of small entities
under the Regulatory Flexibility Act (5
U.S.C. 601 et seq.) These determinations
are based on the fact that this rule will
contribute in some part to the local
tourism of communities in the vicinity of

the park by assuring the continued
availability of the range of recreational
activities that have been available to
park users in the past. An
Environmental Assessment has been
prepared with a finding of No
Significant Impact for this rulemaking.
These documents are available for
review at the address noted at the
beginning of this rulemaking.

List of Subjects in 36 CFR Part 7

National parks, Reporting and
recordkeeping requirements. In
consideration of the foregoing, it is
proposed to amend 36 CFR Chapter I as
follows:

PART 7—SPECIAL REGULATIONS,
AREAS OF THE NATIONAL PARK
SYSTEM

1. The authority citiation continues to
read as follows:

Authority: 16 U.S.C.1, 3, 9a, 462(k). § 7.96
also issued under DC Code 8-137 (1981) and
DC Code 40-721 (1981).

2. By adding a new § 7.24, to read as
follows:

§ 7.24 Upper Delaware Scenic and
Recreational River.

Fishing. Fishing in any manner
authorized under applicable State law is
allowed.

Dated: July 29, 1987,

William P. Horn,

Assistant Secretary for Fish and Wildlife and
Parks.

[FR Doc. 87-19372 Filed 8-21-87; 8:45 am)
BILLING CODE 4310-70-M

_

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY

40 CFR PART 52
[A-4-FRL-3251-6; FL-022]

Approval and Promulgation of
Implementation Plans Florida;
Approval of Plan Revisions

AGENCY: Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA).
ACTION: Proposed rule.

SUMMARY: In this action, EPA is
proposing to approve revisions to the
Florida State Implementation Plan (SIP)
which were submitted by the Florida
Department of Environmental
Regulation (FDER) on November 4, 1986.
This submittal amends the open burning
rules contained in the Florida
Administrative Code (FAC), Chapter 17-
5 (Open Burning and Frost Protection
Fires). These revisions include:
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renumbering all of Chapter 17-5 to
conform to the rulemaking requirements
of Chapter IS-1; the addition of several
new definitions and minor revisions to
others; a ruling that the Florida Division
of Forestry (FDOF) or any authorized
fire control agency may extinguish or
cause to be extinguished any
unauthorized fire, and that the
responsible party shall bear the costs for
extinguishment; a ruling that the
generator of land clearing debris may
transport this debris offsite to property
owned or leased by the generator for
burning in an air curtain incinerator
(other provisions apply}; a ruling that
prohibits open burning in particular and
ozone nonattainment areas when the
ambient air concentration of these
pollutants may approach or exceed the
ambient air standard, and prohibits
open burning during an air stagnation
advisory, an air pollution episode, or
unfavorable weather condition as
determined by the FDOF; updating
portions of the land clearing provisions;
a ruling that open burning of yard trash
generated by a hurricane, tornado, fire
or other disaster using an air curtain
incinerator is allowed when open
burning is determined by the
Department to be the only feasible
method of disposal; and additional open
burning requirements. These regulation
changes are minor in nature and serve
merely to update the Florida regulations.

DATE: To be considered, comments must
be received on or before September 23,
1987.

ADDRESS: Written comments should be
addressed to Stuart Perry of EPA Region
IV (address below). Copies of the
material submitted by Florida may be
examined during normal business hours
at the following locations.

Environmental Protection Agency,
Region IV, Air Programs Branch, 345
Courtland Street, NE., Atlanta,
Georgia 30365

Florida Department of Environmental
Regulation, Bureau of Air Quality
Management, Twin Towers Office
Building, 2600 Blair Stone Road,
Tallahassee, Florida 32301

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Stuart Perry of the EPA Region IV Air
Programs Branch at the address given
above, telephone (404) 347-2864 or FTS
257-2864.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On
November 4, 1986, the FDER submitted
to EPA for approval revisions to the
Florida SIP, and EPA is today proposing
to approve them. This submittal
contained certification that the revisions
were preceded by adequate notice and
public hearing.

Background

In 1981, the FDER delegated the
authority and responsibility to enforce
all of the rules in FAC Chapter 17-5
(except those related to frost protection,
commercial, industrial, and municipal
open burning) to the FDOF through an
interagency agreement. The FDER also
retained the authority to enforce
Chapter 17-5 in six urban counties
(Broward, Dade, Duval, Hillsborough,
Sarasota, and Pinellas).

The FDOF has exercised primary
regulatory control over all open burning
for the purposes of land clearing as well
as other allowed open burning the State.
Since the signing of the agreement, the
FDOF has experienced certain
difficulties with the enforcement and
interpretation of the rules. As a result,
the FDOF asked FDER to amend the
rules in Chapter 17-5 to address the
problems they encountered. A
discussion of these revisions now
follows:

¢ Each section in Chapter 17-5 {Open
Burning and Frost Protection Fires) of
the Florida Administrative Code (FAC)
has been renumbered to conform to the
requirements of FAC Chapter 15-1. The
rules now are numbered according to
the following table:

Chapter 17-5

Atter (rule)

17-5.01
17-5.02
17-5.03
17-5.04
17-6.06
17-5.06
17-5.07
17-5.09
17-5.10

17-5,010
17-5.020
17-5030
17-5.040
17-5.050
17-5.060
17-5.070
17-5.080
17-5.080
17-5.100

* Rule 17-5.020 (Definitions) was
amended by adding the following
definitions: Air Pollution Episede,
Department Air Stagnation Advisory,
Extinguished, Land Clearing Debris,
National Weather Service Air
Stagnation Advisory, Non-rural Land
Clearing, Air Curtain Incinerator, and
Residential Land Clearing. With the
addition of the new definitions, the
rule’s definitions were again put in
alphabetical order and subsequently
renumbered.

The definition of “garbage” was
amended to include any waste that is
attendant with or results from packaging
of food materials. The definition of
“open burning” was amended and is
now defined as follows: the burning of
any matter in such a manner that the
products of combustion resulting from
the burning are emitted directly into the
outdoor atmosphere without passing
through a stack or chimney.

* Rule 17-5.030 (Prohibitions) was
amended to recognize that the FDOF or
any authorized fire control agency has
the authority to extinguish or cause to
be extinguished any unauthorized fire.
In addition, the person responsible for
the unauthorized open burning will be
responsible for any applicable costs
involved in extinguishing the fire.
Further amendments to this section
allow the generator of land clearing
debris to transport the debris offsite (o
property owned or leased by the
generator for burning in an air curtain
incinerator owned and operated by the
generator. The provisions require a
setback distance of 300 feet from
occupied buildings for air curtain
incinerators with refractory lined walls
and forced underdraft air. A setback
distance of 1000 feet is required for all
other air curtain incinerators. Open
burning within 1000 feet of any
Department of Transportation approved
active runway is prohibited, and the
FDOF or any other authorized fire
control agency can extinguish or cause
to be extinguished any fire that reduces
visibility at an airport.

Further amendments to this section
prohibit open burning in particulate and
ozone nonattainment areas when the
ambient air concentrations of total
suspended particulate or ozone
approach or exceed the state primary or
secondary ambient air standards for
these pollutants (the state ambient air
quality standards are listed in FAC Rule
17-2.300.), prohibit open burning during
a national weather service or
department air stagnation advisory, or
during an air pollution episode, or if
weather conditions are determined by
the FDOF to be unfavorable for safe
burning. Open burning which reduces
visibility on public roadways to less
than 1000 feet is also prohibited.

* Rule 17-5.040 (Limitations) was
amended by transferring the provisions
of this rule to Rule 17-5.030
(Prohibitions). This rule is now reserved

e Rule 17-5.070 (Land Clearing) was
amended to increase the setback
requirements for non-rural land elearing
open burning. The setback requirement
for residential land clearing operations
has been increased from 200 feet to 300
feet from any occupied building. Setback
requirements are being established for
the open burning of wooden material or
vegetation generated by a land elearing
operation (other than residential land
clearing) or by the demolition of a
structure and are as follows:

The open burning shall be conducted
300 feet or more away from any
occupied building when an air curtain
incinerator is used for the open burning.
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and 1000 feet or more from any occupied
building when an air curtain incinerator
is not used. A setback distance of 100
feet from any public highway or road is
required for all types of open burning,
and a new provision is added that
requires that the prevailing winds be
such that they direct the smoke away
from the public highway or road. The
open burning provisions previously
provided that fires will be ignited after
9:00 a.m. and extinguished one hour
before sunset. Provisions have been
added which require the open burning to
be attended at all times, and to be
authorized by the FDOF or appropriate
fire control authority. In addition,
provisions have been added which
restrict the pile size, moisture content,
and composition of the material to be
burned, and require the removal of
excessive smoke producing or
potentially toxic materials prior to the
authorized open burning for the
demolition of a structure.

The amendments exempt portable air
curtain incinerators from FDER's
permitting requirements if the air curtain
incinerator does not operate on any one
site for more than six months of the
year, and prior authorization to use a
portable air curtain incinerator is
obtained from the FDOF and local fire
authority where necessary. In addition,
provisions have been added which
restrict the air curtain incinerator's pit
width, length, side wall construction,
and the loading of and types of
materials to be burned. The provisions
prohibit excessive visible emissions
except for up to 30 minutes during
startups, shutdowns and temporary
malfunctions (terms defined in Chapter
17-2 FAC).

The amendments require air curtain
incinerators that are intended to be
operated as stationary units or that
operate at FDER permitted landfill sites
to obtain a FDER permit. The
amendments further allow the FDER to
suspend or defer open burning if it
creates a nuisance or if weather or
atmospheric conditions create a real or
potential fire, safety, or air pollution
problem. FDER may also grant
exceptions to the setback requirements
if any affected resident within the
setback area waives his objections in
writing.

A special provision has been added
which applies to refractory lined air
curtain incinerators with forced
underdraft air which states that these
incinerators are allowed to commence
burning at sunrise and charge until
sunset provided they comply with a
setback distance of 1000 feet from offsite

occupied buildings, do not create a
nuisance, and public access is restricted.

¢ Rule 17-5.080 (Industrial,
Commercial, Municipal, and Research
Open Burning) was amended to allow
open burning of yard trash generated by
a hurricane, tornado, fire or other
disaster using an air curtain incinerator,
when the open burning is determined by
the FDER to be the only feasible method
of disposal.

¢ Rule 17-5.090 (Open Burning
Allowed) was amended to provide for
open burning of yard trash and
household paper products (generated on
occupied residential premises of not
more than two family units) in ozone
attainment areas (subject to adherence
to specific conditions specified in the
rule) without FDER authorization, and to
provide for open burning of yard trash
and household paper products (as
above) in ozone nonattainment and
maintenance areas (with prior
authorization from FDER or the
authorized local fire control agency)
only if a municipal, county or
commercial solid waste collection
service is not available on a periodic
basis of at least once a week.

Further amendments to rule 17-5.090
provide additional ozone attainment
area open burning limitations (specific
conditions must be met in order to be
able to open burn) which include a
requirement that open burning be
conducted at least 300 feet (previously
200 feet) from any occupied building
other than one owned or leased by the
individual doing the burning and 50 feet
from any residence on the property
where the open burning is being
conducted. Also provisions have been
added which require the open burning to
be attended, adequate fire control
equipment to be available, the material
(vard trash, ete.) to be favorable for
good combustion, and the open burning
to be enclosed in a noncombustible
container or ground excavation covered
by a metal mesh or grill and setback at
least 25 feet from any woodlands, forest
or brush. Also, open burning in ozone
nonattainment areas must meet the
same requirements as those specified for
burning in ozone attainment areas. The
amendments further allow bonfires, and
open burning for the sole purpase of fire
suppression training (limited to non-
hazardous liquid fires such as gasoline
and jet fuel, and structural fires.)

Prior to these amendments, the rule
provided for open burning of yard trash
and household paper products only in
areas where a collection service was not
available on a periodic basis of at least
once a week, and no distinction was
made between nonattainment and

attainment areas for ozone or for any
other pollutants. It would appear that
this action could impact the attainment
status in the counties where open
burning is allowed.

The State contends that the open
burning amendments to Rule 17-5.090
Section (1) which allow open burning of
yard trash in ozone attainment areas
will not impact the attainment status in
the Florida TSP and ozone attainment
areas since additional open burning
requirements are being established with
these amendments (See TSD for
additional discussion). EPA agrees with
this interpretation.

Further details pertaining to these
regulation changes are contained in the
Technical Support Document, which is
available for public inspection at EPA’s
Regional Office in Atlanta, Georgia.

Proposed Action

EPA proposes to approve the above
regulation changes which were
submitted to EPA on November 4, 1986.

Under 5 U.S.C. 605(b), I certify that
this SIP revision will not have a
significant economic impact on a
substantial number of small entities.
(See 46 FR 8709.)

The Office of Management and Budget
has exempted this rule from the
requirements of section 3 of Executive
Order 12291.

List of Subjects in 40 CFR Part 52

Air pollution control,
Intergovernmental relations, Ozone,
Particulate matter.

Authority. 42 U.S.C. 7401-7642.

Date: June 8,1987.

Lee A. DeHihns, III,

Acting Regional Administrator.

[FR Doc. 87-19315 Filed 8-21-87; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6560-50-M

40 CFR Part 52
[A-4-FRL-3251-5; KY-046]

Approval and Promulgation of
implementation Plans, Kentucky;
Opacity Variance for Boiler Units 1 and
2 at TVA's Paradise Steam Plant

AGENCY: Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA).
ACTION: Proposed rule.

SUMMARY: EPA is today proposing to
approve an opacity variance for Units 1
and 2 at Tennessee Valley Authority's
(TVA's) Paradise Steam Plant,
submitted by the Kentucky Natural
Resources and Environmental Protection
Cabinet (NREPC) on August 6, 1986. The
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proposed opacity limitations for Units 1
and 2 are 61 percent and 50 percent,
respectively. This opacity variance is
being proposed for approval because
testing procedures agreed to by EPA and
the Commonwealth of Kentucky have
confirmed that both units can
demonstrate compliance with the 0.11
pounds per million BTU (Ibs/mmBTU)
particulate emission limitation when the
current 20 percent opacity standard
(Regulation 401 KAR 61.015, Section
4(2)) is exceeded. The authority for this
opacity variance is provided in
Regulation 401 KAR 50:055, Section 2(6).
DATES: Comments must be received on
or before September 23, 1987.

ADDRESSES: Comments may be mailed
to Pamela E. Adams, U.S. Environmental
Protection Agency Region IV, Air
Programs Branch, 345 Courtland Street,
NE., Atlanta, Georgia 30365. Copies of
the documents relevant to this proposed
action are available for public
inspection during normal business hours
at the following locations:

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency,
Region 1V, Air Programs Branch, 345
Courtland Street NE., Atlanta, Georgia
30365

Kentucky Natural Resources and
Environmental Protection Cabinet,
Department of Environmental
Protection, 18 Reilly Road, Frankfort
Office Park, Frankfort, Kentucky 40601

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Ms. Pamela E. Adams, U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency,
Region IV, Air Programs Branch at the
above listed address or at (404) 347-2864
or I'TS 257-2864.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On
August 6, 1986, Kentucky submitted to
EPA a request for an opacity variance
for Units 1 and 2 at TVA's Paradise
Steam Plant in Muhlenberg County,
Kentucky. The Kentucky Division for Air
Quality is processing this request as a
State Implementation Plan (SIP) revision
so that it will be federally enforceable,
and EPA will not enforce the limitations
contained in Regulation 401 KAR 61:015.
Opportunity for public participation and
input.relevant to this request was
provided through a public hearing
conducted on May 13, 1985, at the
Capital Plaza Tower in Frankfort,
Kentucky. Kentucky is requesting this
opacity variance in accordance with the
provisions of Regulation 401 KAR 50:055,
Section 2(6).

TVA's Paradise Steam Plant is
capable of complying with the 0.11 Ibs/
mmBTU particulate emission limitation
but incapable of complying with the 20
percent opacity limitation of Regulation
401 KAR 61:015, Section 4(2), using
EPA's Method 8 when boiler Units 1 and

2 are operated at normal full load with
all associated emission control
equipment optimized. The TVA
attributes the high opacity readings from
Units 1 and 2 to NO, formation
associated with the boiler units rather
than to particulate emissions.

Paradise Units 1 and 2 are identical
crushed coal, cyclone-fired bailers. Due
to the higher temperatures in the
cyclones, these boilers produce twice as
much NO, as conventional pulverized
coal-fired boilers. Approximately 95
percent of this NO, is in the NO form,
and 5 percent is in the NO, form. The
conversion of NO to NO: increases with
decreasing temperature and increasing
O: concentration (at constant NO
concentrations). Units 1 and 2 are each
equipped with an electrostatic
precipitator and a wet limestone
scrubber for emission control. The
temperature of the flue gas leaving the
scrubbers is reduced by approximately
125 degrees. In addition, more O is
available within the scrubber units due
to leakage and the addition of oxidizing
air. These factors would be expected to
result in more rapid conversion of NO to
NOa. Since NO: is a visible, brownish
colored gas, TVA attributes high opacity
readings from Units 1 and 2 to this NO..
In support of this claim, TVA explains
that Paradise Unit 3, which operates
without a scrubber, does not produce
high opacity emissions as do Units 1 and
2. Kentucky’s Regulation 401 KAR
50:055, Section 2(6), requires that a
facility requesting an opacity variance
demonstrate *. . . that the affected
facility and associated air pollution
control equipment were incapable of
being adjusted or operated to meet the
applicable opacity standard.” In order to
meet the requirements of 401 KAR
50:055, Section 2(6), and establish the
basis for an alternate opacity standard
for Units 1 and 2, testing procedures
were conducted that were established in
a “Compliance Test Protocol” mutually
agreed upon by EPA and the
Commonwealth of Kentucky.

On October 30 and 31, 1984,
particulate stack tests were conducted
on Unit 1 at the Paradise Steam Plant.
Similar tests were conducted on Unit 2
at the plant on November 7, and 9, 1984.
The units were operated at normal full
load with all associated emission
control equipment optimized in
accordance with the Compliance Test
Protocol. This manner of operation was
designed to minimize the opacity of
emissions. Test procedures used for
these tests were those described in
Method 17 in the Code of Federal
Regulations, Title 40, Part 60, Appendix
A, revised July 1, 1978. These procedures
determined the particulate emissions,

visual opacity, and in-stack monitor
opacity of boiler Units 1 and 2. Testing
was performed by the Test and
Performance Section of TVA. The tests
were observed by representatives of the
Kentucky Division of Air Pollution
Control (KDAPC). Representatives of
the Environmental Protection Agency
observed the Unit 1 test.

During each test run, a time- and area-
integrated flue gas sample was taken for
oxygen content analysis. The first
sample was analyzed with a chemical
Orsat analyzer and with a Teledyne
brand electronic oxygen analyzer to
verify the accuracy of the electronic
analyzer. The electronic analyzer was
then used for subsequent analyses. This
verification procedure was employed
each test day. During testing, all flue gas
samples were extracted from the flue
gas flow at the stack test planes. The
diameter of each 800-foot stack at the
test plane is 30.4 feet. The stack
breeching, which is 250-feet or 8.2
diameters away, is the nearest
downstream disturbance to each test
plane. The top of each stack is the
nearest upstream disturbance and is 298
feet or 9.8 diameters from the respective
test planes. In accordance with Section
4.1.2 of Method 17, these location
parameters require gas to be sampled
from 12 points positioned according to
EPA Method 1.

In order to ensure the accuracy of the
visual opacity data obtained during the
testing procedures, the unit not being
tested was removed from service to
eliminate the possibility of interference
from the adjacent unit's plume.
Furthermore, no tests were performed
unless an acceptable background
conducive to accurate visual opacity
data was available. The visual opacity
data was taken by the Kentucky
Division of Air Pollution Control.

The testing procedures were
performed acceptably by TVA
personnel, and the isokinetics for all 6
runs were within the acceptable range
of 0.90 to 1.10. Furthermore, the test
report submitted was complete and
acceptable. The results of the stack tests
reveal that the actual particulate
emission rate for both units was 0.04
lbs/mmBTU during testing. Identical
mass particulate emissions from
independent but identical units operated
identically (optimized for maximum
particulate emission control) show that
the particulate emissions from Paradise
Units 1 and 2 cannot be reduced below
the measured 0.04 1b/mmBTU. These
particulate emissions comply with the
0.11 Ib/mmBTU standard. The Unit 1
average visual opacity reading value
was 55 percent. The maximum reading
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observed during the stack test was 61
percent. The in-stack monitor values
corresponding to the times of the visual
readings averaged 35 percent. The Unit 2
average visual opacity reading set value
was 40 percent. The maximum opacity
reading observed during the stack tests
was 50 percent. The in-stack monitor
values corresponding to the times of the
visual set readings averaged 38 percent.
For all test runs, the opacities (visual
and monitor) exceeded the current 20-
percent standard as the units operated
under normal full load with all emission
control equipment optimized.

The proposed opacity limitations for
Units 1 and 2 of TVA's Paradise Steam
Plant are 61 percent and 50 percent,
respectively. These proposed opacity
limitations were the highest recorded for
each unit during emission testing
procedures mutually agreed to by
Kentucky and EPA. While EPA is
proposing approval of these revised
opacity limitations, EPA is
uncomfortable with opacity variances
since many factors can contribute to the
cause of high opacities in each situation
(e.g., NOy, SOs, HaSOq, particulate, other
sulfates). EPA is currently undertaking a
study of high opacity situations and may
recommend solutions other than opacity
variances in the future.

Proposed Action: EPA is today
proposing to approve an opacity
variance for TVA's Paradige Steam
Plant boiler Units 1 and 2. This variance
will allow 61 percent opacity according
to EPA Method 9 for Unit 1 and 50
percent opacity for Unit 2. These
proposed opacity limitations were the
highest recorded for each unit during
emission testing procedures conducted
with units operating under normal full
load with all emission control equipment
optimized.

Under 5 U.S.C. Section 805(b), I certify
that this SIP revision will not have a
significant economic impact on a
substantial number of small entities.
(See 46 FR 8709.)

The Office of Management and Budget
has exempted this rule from the
requirements of Section 3 of Executive
Order 12291.

List of Subjects in 40 CFR Part 52

Air pollution control,
Intergovernmental relations, Particulate
matter.

Authority: 42 U.S.C. 7401-7642.

Dated: June 26, 1987.

Lee A. DeHihns III,

Acting Regional Administrator.

[FR Doc. 87-19316 Filed 8-26-87; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 8560-50-M

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS
COMMISSION

47 CFR Part 69
[Common Carrier Docket No. 87-215]

Amendments of Part 69 of the
Commission’s Rules Relating to
Enhanced Service Providers

AGENCY: Federal Communications
Commission (FCC).

ACTION: Proposed Rule; Extension of
Comment/Reply Comment Period.

sUMMARY: This Order extends the time
for filing comments and reply comments
in this proceeding concerning enhanced
service providers. This extension of time
is taken in response to two motions for
extension of time.

DATES: Comments in this proceeding are
now due on or before September 24,
1987, and reply comments are due on or
before October 26, 1987.

ADDRESS: Federal Communications
Commission, 1919 M Street, NW.,
Washington, DC 20554.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Ruth Milkman, tele: (202) 632-4047.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: This is a
summary of the Commission's Bureau's
Order in Common Carrier Docket No.
87-215, DA 87-1070, Adopted August 4,
1987, and Released August 5, 1987. The
Notice of Proposed Rulemaking was
published in the Federal Register on July
29, 1987, 52 FR 28317.

The full text of this Bureau Order is
available for inspection and copying
during normal business hours in the FCC
Dockets Branch (Room 230}, 1919 M
Street NW., Washington, DC. The
complete text of this decision may also
be purchased from the Commission's
copy contractor, International
Transcription Service, (202) 857-3800,
2100 M Street NW., Suite 140,
Washington, DC 20037.

Summary of Order

1. This order extends the time for
filing comments and reply comments in
response to the Commission's Notice of
Proposed Rulemaking in Common
Carrier Docket No. 87-215. Thirty seven
companies and trade associations filed
a motion requesting that the
Commission extend the time for filing
comments to September 24, 1987 and the
time for filing reply comments to
October 26, 1987. The Public Interest
Computer Association (PICA) requested
that the Commission extend the time for
filing reply comments to September 28,
1987.

2. The parties contend that the length
of the pleading cycle established for the

Notice of Proposed Rulemaking is
insufficient to allow commenters to
gather the detailed information
requested by the Commission.

3. We believe that the public interest
would be served by the development of
as complete a record as possible in this
proceeding. Therefore we extend the
time for filing comments and the time for
filing reply comments as requested by
the 37 companies and associations, We
accordingly dismiss PICA’s motion as
moot.

Federal Communications Commission.
Gerald P. Vaughan,

Deputy Chief, Common Carrier Bureau.
[FR Doc. 87-19269 Filed 8-21-87; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6712-01-M

47 CFR Part 73
[MM Docket No. 87-292, RM-5771]

Radio Broadcasting Services; Buffalo,
wY

AGENCY: Federal Communications
Commission.

ACTION: Proposed rule.

SUMMARY: This document requests
comments on a petition by
Communications Systems III, licensee of
Station KLGT(FM), Channel 224A,
Buffalo, Wyoming, proposing the
substitution of Class C Channel 225 for
224A at Buffalo and modification of its
license to specify the higher class
frequency, as that community’s first
wide coverage area station.

pATES: Comments must be filed on or
before October 5, 1987, and reply
comments on or before October 20, 1987.

ADDRESS: Federal Communications
Commission, Washington, DC 20554. In
addition to filing comments with the
FCC, interested parties should serve the
petitioners, or their counsel or
consultant, as follows: Rober J. Metzler,
Esquire, Farrand, Cooper, Metzler &
Bruiniers, P.O. Box 7329, San Francisco,
CA 94120 (Counsel to petitioner).

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Patricia Rawlings, (202) 634-6530.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: This is a
summary of the Commission's Notice of
Proposed Rule Making, MM Docket No.
87-292, adopted July 24, 1987, and
released August 14, 1987. The full text of
this Commission decision is available
for inspection and copying during
normal business hours in the FCC
Dockets Branch (Room 230}, 1919 M
Street, NW., Washington, DC. The
complete test of this decision may also
be purchased from the Commission’s
copy contractors, International
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Transcription Service, (202) 857-3800,
2100 M Street NW., Suite 149,
Washingten, DC 20037.

Provisions of the Regulatory
Flexibility Act of 1980 do not apply to
this proceeding

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 contacis are prohibited in
Commission proceedings, such as this
one, which involve channel allotments.
See 47 CFR 1.1231 for rules governing
permissible ex parte contact.

For information regarding proper filing
procedures for comments, See 47 CFR
1.415 and 1.420.

List of Subjects in 47 CFR Part 73
Radio broadcasting.
Federal Cammunications Commission.

Mark N. Lipp,

Chief, Allocations Branch, Mass Media
Bureau.

[FR Doc. 87-19264 Filed 8-21-87; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6712-01-M

47 CFR Part 73
[MM Docket No. 87-293, RM-5786]

Radio Broadcasting Services; Canaan,
VT

AGENCY: Federal Communications
Commission.

ACTION: Proposed rule.

SuMMARY: This document requests
comments on a petition by Timothy D.
Martz proposing the allotment of
Channel 231A to Canaan, Vermont, as
that community's first FM service.
Concurrence by the Canadian
government must be obtained.

DATES: Comments must be filed on or
before October 5, 1987, and reply
comments on or before October 20, 1987,
ADDRESS: Federal Communications
Commission, Washington, DC 20554. In
addition to filing comments with the
FCC, interested parties should serve the
petitioners, or their counsel or
consultant, as follows: james R. Bayes,
Esquire, Jerry V. Haines, Esquire, Wiley,
Rein & Fielding, 1776 K Street, NW.,
Washingten, DC 20006 {Counsels for
petitioner).

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Patricia Rawlings, (202) 634-6530.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: This is a
summary of the Commission’s Notice of
Proposed Rule Making, MM Docket No.
87-293, adopted July 24, 1987, and _

released August 14, 1987. The full text of ;

this Commission decision is available

for inspection and copying during
normal business hours in the FCC
Dockets Branch (Room 230), 1919 M
Street, NW., Washingten, DC. The
complete text of this decision may also
be purchased from the Commission's
copy contractors, International
Transcriptien Service, (202) 857-3800,
2100 M Street NW., Suite 140,
Washington, DC 20037.

Provisions of the Regulatory
Flexibility Act of 1980 do not apply to
this proceeding.

Members of the public should note
that from the time a Notice of
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 allotments.
See 47 CFR 1.1231 for rules governing
permissible ex parte contact.

For information regarding proper filing
procedures for comments, See 47 CFR
1,415 and 1.420.

List of Subjects in 47 CFR Part 73
Radio broadcasting.
Federal Communications Commission.

Mark N. Lipp,

Chief, Allocations Branch, Mass Media
Bureau.

[FR Doc. 87-19263 Filed 8-21-87; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6712-01-M

47 CFR Part 73
[MM Docket No. 87-297, RM-5868]

Radio Broadcasting Services; Franklin,
PA

AGENCY: Federal Communications
Commission.

ACTION: Proposed rule.

SUMMARY: This document

comments on a petition by Northwestern
Pennsylvania Broadcasting Co., Inc.
seeking the substitution of Channel
257B1 for Channel 257A at Franklin, PA,
and the modification of its license for
Station WVEN{FM) to specify operation
on the higher powered chammel. Channel
257B1 can be allocated in compliance
with the Commission’s minimum
distance separation requirements, to all
domestic allotments, and used at
petitioner's preferred site 7.5 kilometers
(4.7 miles) west. The allotment would be
short-spaced by 14.8 kilometers to
Station CJBC-4 at London, Ontario.
However, the Commission has
determined that any interference would
fall entirely over Lake Erie. Thus, we
shall request Canadian concurrence as a

« “specially negotiated short-spaced

allotment.” Canadian concurrence is
required since Franklin is located within
320 kilometers of the U.S.-Canadian
border. In accordance with § 1.420{g) of
the Commission’s rules, we shall not
acoept the filing of competing interests
in use of this channel at Franklin nor
require petitioner to demonstrate the
availability of an additional channel for
use by other interested parties.

DATES: Comments must be filed on or
before October 5, 1987, and reply
comments on or before Octeber 20, 1987,

ADDRESS: Federal Communications
Commission, Washington, DC 20554. in
addition to filing comments with the
FCC, interested parties should serve the
petitioner, or its counsel or consultant,
as follows: Dennis F. Begley, Esq.,
Reddy, Begley & Martin, 2033 M Street
NW., Washington, DC 20036 [Counsel to
petitioner).

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Leslie K. Shapiro, Mass Media Bureau,
(202) 634-6530.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: This is a
summary of the Commission's Notice of
Proposed Rule Making, MM Docket

No. , adopted July 23,1987, and
released August 10, 1987. The full text of
this Commission decision is available
for inspection and copying during
normal business hours in the FCC
Dockets Branch (Room 230}, 1919 M
Street NW., Washigton, DC. The
complete text of this decision may also
be purchased from the Commission's
copy contractors, International
Transcription Service, (202) 857-3800,
2100 M Street, NW., Suite 140,
Washington, DC 20037.

Provisions of the Regulatory
Flexibility Act of 1980 do not apply to
this proceeding.

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 at this
one, which involve channel allotments.
See 47 CFR 1.1231 for rules governing
permissible ex parte contact.

For information regarding proper filing
procedures for comments, see 47 CFR
1.415 and 1.420.

List of Subjects in 47 CFR Part 73

Radio broadcasting.
Federal Communications Commissien.
Bradley P. Holmes,

Chief, Policy and Rules Division, Mass Medio
Bureau.

[FR Doc. 87-19273 Filed 8-21-87, 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 8712-01-M
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47 CFR Part 73
[MM Docket No. 87-309, RM-5807]

Radio Broadcasting Services;
Montrose and Scranton, PA

AGENCY: Federal Communications
Commission.

ACTION: Proposed rule.

SUMMARY: At the request of Christian
Discerner, Inc., this document requests
comments on its petition to reallocate
UHF TV Channel 64 from Scranton, PA.
to Montrose, PA as the community's first
local television service. A construction
permit (BPCT-830310KG), issued to
Scranton Family Television, Ltd. to
operate on Channel 64 at Scranton, was
cancelled by letter of February 17, 1987,
Channel 64 can be allocated to
Montrose in compliance with the
Commission’s minimum distance
separation requirements with a site
restriction of 3.8 kilometers (2.3 miles)
southeast to avoid a short-spacing to
unused and unapplied for Channel *65
at Ithaca, New York. Canadian
concurrence in the allocation is required
since Montrose and Scranton are
located within 400 kilometers (250 miles)
of the U.S.-Canadian border.

DATES: Comments must be filed on or
before October 9, 1987, and reply
comments on or before October 26, 1987.
ADDRESS: Federal Communications
Commission, Washington, DC 20554. In
addition to filing comments with the
FCC, interested parties should serve the
petitioner, or its counsel or consultant,
as follows: James L. Oyster, Esq., 8315
Robin Road, Annandale, Virginia 22003~
1101 (Counsel to petitioner).

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Leslie K. Shapiro, Mass Media Bureau,
(202) 634-6530.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: This is a
summary of the Commission’s Notice of
Proposed Rule Making, MM Docket No.
87-309, adopted July 21, 1987, and
released August 18, 1987, The full text of
this Commission decision is available
for inspection and copying during
normal business hours in the FCC
Dockets Branch (Room 230), 1919 M
Street NW., Washington, DC. The
complete text of this decision may also
be purchased from the Commission’s
copy contractors, International
Transcription Service, (202) 857-3800,
2100 M Street NW., Suite 140,
Washington, DC 20037.

Provisions of the Regulatory
Flexibility Act of 1980 do not apply to
this proceeding.

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
considered or court review, all ex parte
contacts are prohibited in Commission
proceedings, such as this one, which
involve channel allotments. See 47 CFR
1.1231 for rules governing permissible ex
parte contact.

For information regarding proper filing
procedures for comments, See 47 CFR
1.415-and 1.420.

List of Subjects in 47 CFR Part 73
Radio broadcasting.
Federal Communications Commission.

Mark N. Lipp,

Chief, Allocations Branch, Policy and Rules
Division, Mass Media Bureau.

[FR Doc. 87-19272 Filed 8-21-87; 8;45 am|
BILLING CODE 6712-01-M

47 CFR Part 73
[MM Docket No. 87-310, RM-5851]

Radio Broadcasting Services;
Chippewa Falls, WI

AGENCY: Federal Communications
Commission.

ACTION: Proposed rule.

SUMMARY: This document requests
comments on a petition by Bushland
Radio Specialties, licensee of Station
WCFW(FM), Channel 288A, Chippewa
Falls, Wisconsin, proposing the
substitution of Channel 291C2 at
Chippewa Falls and modification of its
license to specify the higher class
frequency, as that community's first
wide coverage area station.

DATES: Comments must be filed on or
before October 9, 1987, and reply
comments on or before October 26, 1987.
ADDRESS: Federal Communications
Commission, Washington, DC 20554 In
addition to filing comments with the
FCC, interested parties should serve the
petitioners, or their counsel or
consultant, as follows: Irving
Gastfreund, Esquire, Barry ]. Fleishman,
Finley, Kumble, Wagner, Heine,
Underberg, Manley, Myerson & Casey,
1120 Connecticut Avenue NW.,
Washington, DC 20036 (Counsels for
petitioner).

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Patricia Rawlings (202) 634-6530.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: This is a
summary for the Commission's Notice of
Proposed Rule Making, MM Docket No.
87-310, adopted July 27, 1987, and
released August 18, 1987. The full text of
this Commission decision is available
for inspection and copying during
normal business hours in the FCC
Dockets Branch (Room 230), 1919 M
Street NW., Washington, DC. The

complete text of this decision may also
be purchased from the Commission's
copy contractors, International
Transcription Service, (202) 857-3800,
2100 M Street NW., Suite 140,
Washington, DC 20037.

Provisions of the Regulatory
Flexibility Act of 1980 do not apply to
this proceeding.

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 allotments.
See 47 CFR 1.1231 for rules governing
permissible ex parte contact.

For information regarding proper filing
procedures for comments, See 47 CFR
1.415 and 1.420.

List of Subjects in 47 CFR Part 73

Radio broadcasting.
Federal Communications Commission.
Mark N. Lipp,

Chief, Allocations Branch, Mass Media
Bureau.

[FR Doc. 87-19271 Filed 8-21-87; 8:45 am|]
BILLING CODE 6712-01-M

47 CFR Part 73
[MM Docket 87-267; FCC 87-245]

Review of Technical Assignment
Criteria for the AM Broadcast Service

AGENCY: Federal Communications
Commission.

ACTION: Notice of inquiry.

SUMMARY: The Commission initiated an
inquiry to provide a comprehensive
review of the technical principles
pertaining to AM broadcast assignment
criteria and related issues. The
Commission’s goal in taking this action
is to identify any needed changes to its
technical rules that would permit AM
stations to improve their service to the
public. The Commission noted that
significant growth of the AM and FM
radio services has occurred and that
many changes in the listening habits of
the public have taken place since these
technical rules were first adopted. The
rules being reviewed are those that
prescribe the degree interference
protection provided to AM stations
during daytime and nighttime hours; that
establish the areas of AM service
entitled to protection from interference;
and that establish the standards and
procedures used in applying the
technical assignment principles.
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DATES: Comments must be filed on or
before December 17, 1987 and reply
comments on or befere February 17,
1988.
ADDRESS: Federal Commumications
Commission, Washington, DC 20554.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Wilson A. La Follette, Policy and Rules
Division, Mass Media Bureau, {202) 632
5414.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: This is a
summary of the Commission's Notice of
Inquiry MIM Docket 87-267, adopted July
16, 1987, and released August 17, 1987.
The full text of this Commission
action is available for inspection and
copying during normal business hours in
the FCC Dockets Branch (Room 230),
1919 M Street, Northwest, Washington,
DC. The complete text of this action
may also be purchased from the
Commission’s copy contractor,
International Transcription Service,
(202) 857-3800, 2100 M Street,
Northwest, Suite 140, Washington, DC
20037.

Summary of Memorandum Opinion and
Order and Nofice of inquiry

1. The Commission has initiated this
Notice of Inquiry (Inquiry) for the
purpose of providing a comprehensive
review of the technical principles
pertaining to AM broadcast assignment
criteria and related issues. The goal of
the FCC in taking this action is to
identify any needed changes to its
technical rules which would permit AM
stations to improve their service to the
public and enhance their ability to
compete in the market place.

2. This Inquiry is an outgrowth of the
Mass Media Bureau's fepont on the
status of the AM Broadcast Rules, RM-
5532, (Report) released April 3, 1986. The
Report addressed a large number of
technical, legal, and policy isswes, and
sought to identify opportunities to
modify existing rules in order to allow
AM broadcasters to meet the
competitive challenges facing them and
thereby to enhance their service to the
public. It is the intent of the Commission
to initiate subsequent rule making
actions where the record developed
supports such action.

3. The AM broadcast service is the
oldest broadcasting service, but it still
remains today one of the most
technically complex to administer. The
technical AM broadcast assignment

principles currently set out in the PCC
rules evolved over many decades during
which AM broadcasting was undergoing
considerable growth. Section 307(b) of
the Communications Act of 1934 has
provided a foundation for development
of these principles, by requiring that

there be a fair, efficient and equitable
distribution of radio services to the
States and communities. To accomplish
this, the 107 AM channels were
subdivided into three classes of
channels, clear channels, regional
channels, and local channels. Four basic
classes of stations evolved: Class I and
Class 1l on clear channels, Class I1l on
regional channels, and Class TV on local
channels. Assignment principles and
technical criteria were developed to
regulate the manner in which
assignments are made to ensure
appropriate levels of protection from
interference for each class of station.

4. The AM broadcasting service has
significantly matured since those earlier
years of rapid growth and there are
approximately 4,900 AM stations
currently authorized. Opportunities for
new stations are not limited, except in
the more remote areas of the United
States. Morover, there are not
approximately 5,200 FM stations
authorized in the United States which
have significantly added to the
availability and choices of aural
broadcast service available to the
public. Television has also become an
important source of information and
entertainment, particularly during
evening hours. These developments
have dramatically altered the listening
habits of the public over the past two
decades, generally resulting in
significant changes in the market place
in which AM stations operate. The
burden and responsibility to provide a
national aural broadcast service once
placed solely upon the AM service is
now shared with the FM radio service.

5. In view of these significant changes
that have occurred, the Commission
concluded that it is not appropriate to
reassess the policies and technical
criteria related to AM station
assignments and interference protection
that have been applied through the
years. The technical assignment rules
that are reviewed in the Inguiry are
those that (1) prescribe the degree of
interference protection provided to AM
stations during daytime and nighttime
hours; that (2) establish the areas of
service AM stations are entitled to
under their particular circumstances;
and that (3) establish the standards and
procedures used in applying the
technical assignment principles.

6. The AM technical assignment
principles are interrelated to a large
extent, and there are many permutations
in the technical changes that are
possible. This makes it necessary to
assess these interrelationships and the
overall effect upon AM service resulting
from any single technical change or
combination of changes that may be

under consideration. For this reason, the
various issues have been grouped
together in an omnibus Notice of
Inquiry.

Comments

7. Pursuant to applicable procedures
set forth in §§ 1.415 and 1.419 of the
Commission’s Rules, 47 CFR 1415 and
1.419, interested parties may file
comments on or before December 17,
1987, and reply comments on or befare
February 17, 1988. All relevant and
timely comments will be considered by
the Commission before final action is
taken in this proceeding.

Ex Parte Language

8. Nonrestricted rule making: This is a
nonrestricted notice and comment rule
making proceeding. See 1.1231, of the
Commission’s Rules, 47 CFR 1.231, for
rules governing permissable ex parte
contracts.

Ordering Clauses

9. Accordingly, the Commission
adopts this Notice of Inguiry pursuant to
the authority contained in sections 4{i),

303(r) and 403 of the Communications
Act 0f 1934, as amended.

List of Subjects in 47 CFR Part 73
Radio broadcasting.

Federal Communications Commission.

William J. Tricarico,

Secretary.

[FR Doc. 87-19262 Filed 8-21-87; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 6712-04-M

47 CFR Part 90
[PR Docket No. 87-213]

Trunking in the Private Land Mobile
Services

AGENCY: Federal Communications
Commission.

ACTION: Notice of Inquiry; extension of
time.

SUMMARY: The FCC released a Notice of
Inquiry concerning trunking in the
private land mobile services which was
summarized in the Federal Register on
July 6, 1987 (52 FR 25265). The Land
Mobile Radio Section of the Electronic
Industries Association's Information and
Telecommunications Technologies
Group (EIA) requested an extension of
time until October 21, 1987. By this
Order, the Commission is extending the
comment and reply dates.

DATES: Comments are now due on or
before October 21, 1987. Reply
comments are due on or before
November 20, 1987.
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FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Herb Zeiler, Land Mobile and
Microwave Division, Private Radio
Bureau, (202) 634-2443.

In the matter of Trunking in the Private
Land Mobile Radio Services for more
effective and efficient use of the spectrum;
Docket 87-213.

Order Extending Time for Filing
Comments

Adopted: August 10, 1987.
Released: August 11, 1987,

By the Acting Chief, Private Radio
Bureau:

1. On June 10, 1987, the Commission
adopted a Notice of Inquiry (NOI) in the
above captioned matter, 2 FCC Red 3820
(1987). Comments on the NOI are due by
August 21, 1987 and reply comments are
due on or before September 21, 1987.

2. The Land Mobile Radio Section of
the Electronic Industries Association's
Information and Telecommunications
Technologies Group (EIA) requested an
extension of time until October 21, 1987,
within which to file comments in this
proceeding. It also requested that the
date for filing reply comments be
extended to November 20, 1987.

3. In support of its request EIA states
that the proceeding raises a number of
complex issues. It contends that
categorizing and organizing all of the
relevant issues in a form that is suitable
for the necessary analysis will take
considerable time. Further, EIA argues
that the matters contained in the NOI
will require the development of major
policy positions that must be ratified by
senior officials. It states that the
appropriate forum for such decisions

will be at its fall conference October 5-
8, 1987.

4. It appears that good cause has been
shown and that the public interest
would be served by granting the
additional period in order to afford the
petitioner and other interested parties a
full opportunity for the preparation and
presentation of their views in this
proceeding.

5. Accordingly, it is ordered, pursuant
to the authority set forth in Section 0.331
of the Commission's Rules and
Regulations, that interested parties have
until October 21, 1987 to file comments
and until November 20, 1987 to file reply
comments in this proceeding.

Federal Communications Commission.
Richard J. Shiben,

Acting Chief, Private Radio Bureau.

[FR Doc. 87-19270 Filed 8-21-87; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 6712-01-M
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investigations, committee meetings, agency
decisions and rulings, delegations of
authority, filing of petitions and
applications and agency statements of
organization and functions are examples
of documents appearing in this section.

AVIATION SAFETY COMMISSION

Meeting
ACTION: Notice of meeting.

TIME AND DATES: 10 a.m. to 1 p.m,,
August 28, 1987,

PLACE: Room SD-538, Dirksen Senate
Office Building, Washington, DC 20510~
6075,

STATUS: Meeting is completely open to
the public as required under section
10(a)(2) of the Federal Advisory
Committee Act of 1972,

MATTERS TO BE CONSIDERED: Selected
witnesses are invited to provide
statements to the Aviation Safety
Commission.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Richard K. Pemberton, Administrative
Officer, Aviation Safety Commission,
Premier Building, Room 1008, 1725 |
Street NW., Washington, DC 20006, (202)
634-4677 or (202) 634-4860.

John M. Albertine,

Chairman.

[FR Doc. 87-19418 Filed 8-21-87: 8:45 amj
BILLING CODE 6820-AG-M

CHRISTOPHER COLUMBUS
QUINCENTENARY JUBILEE
COMMISSION

Meeting

AGENCY: Christopher Columbus
Quincentenary Jubilee Commission.

ACTION: Notice of meeting.

SUMMARY: This notice announces a
forthcoming meeting of the Christopher
Columbus Quincentenary Jubilee
Commission, a presidential commission
established in 1984 (Pub. L. 98-375). The
meeting will be held in Washington, DC
and will be chaired by the Commission's
Chairman, John N. Goudie.

DATES: Thursday, September 10, 1987 at
10:30 a.m., 2:00 p.m. and 3:45 p.m.

(Closed). Friday, September 11, 1987 at
8:30 a.m. and 2:30 p.m. (Open).

ADDRESSES: On September 10, from
10:30 a.m. to 12:00 p.m., in the Research
Services Conference Room and Special
Collections Conference Room, 116
Jefferson Building, The Library of
Congress; from 2:00 p.m. to 3:30 p.m.. in
the Research Services Conference
Room, 116 Jefferson Building, The
Library of Congress; and from 3:45 p.m.
to 5:30 p.m., in the Whittal Pavillion, the
Library of Congress. On September 11,
from 8:30 a.m. to 12:30 p.m., in the
Farragut/Lafeyette Room at The Grand
Hyatt, 1000 H Street NW.; and from 2:30
p.m. to 5:30 p.m. in the Loy Henderson
Room at the Department of State, 2201 C
Street NW.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Dr. John Alexander Williams, (202) 632—
1992.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On
September 10, the meetings will be
executive sessions and closed to the
public. On September 11, the meetings
will be open to the public. The agenda
for the Commission meeting is as
follows:

Executive Sessions

Evaluations of proposed projects,
examination of Commission budgets,
appropriations and personnel structure,
status of negotiations on potential
projects.

Open Sessions

Progress reports on commemorative
plans and programs, announcement of
project recognition decisions, discussion
of international projects.

Dr. John Alexander Williams,

Director.

[FR Doc. 87-19323 Filed 8-21-87; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 6820-RB-M

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

International Trade Administration
[C-507-701]

Initiation of Countervailing Duty
Investigation; Certain Circular Welded
Carbon Steel Pipes and Tubes From
Iran

AGENCY: Import Administration,
International Trade Administration,
Commerce.

ACTION: Notice.

SUMMARY: On the basis of a petition
filed in propoer form with the U.S.
Department of Commerce, we are
initiating a countervailing duty
investigation to determine whether
manufacturers, producers, or exporters
in Iran of certain circular welded carbon
steel pipes and tubes (hereinafter
referred to as “standard pipe"), as
described in the “Scope of
Investigation” section of this notice,
receive benefits which constitute
bounties or grants within the meaning of
the U.S, countervailing duty law. If our
investigation proceeds normally, we will
make our preliminary determination on
or before October 22, 1987.

EFFECTIVE DATE: August 24, 1987.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Mary Martin or Jessica Wasserman,
Office of Investigation, Import
Administration, International Trade
Administration, U.S. Department of
Commerce, 14th Street and Constitution
Avenue NW., Washington, DC 20230;
telephone (202) 377-2830 or 377-1442.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

The Petition

On July 29, 1987, we received a
petition filed in proper form by the
Subcommittee on Standard Pipe of the
Committee on Pipe and Tube Imports
and by each of the individual
manufacturers of standard pipe that are
members of this subcommittee, on
behalf of the U.S. industry producing
standard pipe. In compliance with the
filing requirements of 19 CFR 355.26, the
petition alleges that manufacturers,
producers, or exporters in Iran of
standard pipe receive bounties or grants
within the meaning of section 303 of the
Tariff Act of 1930, as amended (the Act)

Iran is not a “country under the
Agreement"” within the meaning of
section 701(b) of the Act, and the
merchandise being investigated is
dutiable. Therefore, sections 303 [a)(1)
and (b) of the Act apply to this
investigation. Accordingly, petitioners
are not required to allege that, and the
U.S. International Trade Commission is
not required to determine whether,
imports of the subject merchandise
materially injure, or threaten material
injury to, a U.S. industry.
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Initiation of Investigation

Under section 702(c) of the Act, we
must determine, within 20 days after a
petition is filed, whether it sets forth the
allegations necessary for the initiation
of a countervailing duty investigation,
and whether it contains information
reasonably available to the petitioner
supporting the allegations. We have
examined the petition on standard pipe
and have found that it meets these
requirements. Therefore, we are
initiating a countervailing duty
investigation to determine whether
manufacturers, producers, or exporters
in Iran of standard pipe, as described in
the “Scope of Investigation” section of
this notice, receive benefits which
constitute bounties or grants. If our
investigation proceeds normally, we will
make our preliminary determination on
or before October 22, 1987.

Scope of Investigation

The United States has developed a
system of tariff classification based on
the international harmonized system of
customs nomenclature. Congress is
considering legislation to convert the
United States to this Harmonized
System ('HS") by January 1, 1988. In
view of this, we will be providing both
the appropriate Tariff Schedules of the
United States Annotated (“TSUSA")
item numbers and the appropriate HS
item numbers with our product
description on a test basis, pending
Congressional approval. As with the
TSUSA, the HS item numbers are
provided for convenience and Customs
purposes. The written descriptions
remain dispositive.

We are requesting petitioners to
include the appropriate HS item
number(s) as well as the TSUSA item
number({s) in all new petitions filed with
the Department. A reference copy of the
proposed Harmonized System Schedule
is available for consultation at the
Central Records Unit, Room B-099, U.S.
Department of Commerce, 14th Street
and Constitution Avenue NW.,
Washington, DC 20230. Additionally, all
Customs Offices have reference copies
and petitioners may contact the Import
Specialist at the local Customs office to
consult the schedule.

The products covered by this
investigation are certain circular welded
carbon steel pipes and tubes, 0.375 inch
or more, but not over 16 inches, in
outside diameter as currently
classifiable in the Tariff Schedules of
the United States Annotated (TSUSA)
under item numbers 610.3231, 610.3234,
610.3241, 610.3242, 610.3243, 610.3252,
610.3254, 610.3256, 610.3258, and
610.4925. These products, commonly

referred to in the industry as standard
pipe or structural tubing, are produced
to various ASTM specifications, most
notably A-120, A-53, and A-135. These
products are currently classifiable under
HS item numbers 7306.30.1000,
7306.30.5025, 7306.30.5030, 7306.30.5040,
7306.30.5045, 7306.30.5050, 7306.30.5060,
7306.30.5065, 7306.30.5070, and
7306.30.5075.

Allegations of Bounties or Grants

The petition alleges that
manufacturers, producers, or exporters
in Iran of standard pipe receive benefits
under one program which constitutes a
bounty or grant. We are initiating an
investigation on the following program:

* Foreign Exchange Benefit for
Exporters (Wariznameh) Program.

This notice is published pursuant to
section 702(c)(2) of the Act.

Joseph A. Spetrini,

Acting Deputy Assistant Secretary for Import
Administration.

August 18, 1987,

[FR Doc. 87-19341 Filed 8-21-87; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 3510-DS-M

National Oceanic and Atmospheric
Administration

Marine Mammals; Issuance of Permit;
Dr. Kenneth S. Norris et al., (P20H)

On April 15, 1987, notice was
published in the Federal Register (52 FR
12228) that an application has been filed
by Dr. Kenneth S. Norris, Dr. Randall S.
Wells, Mr. Jan S. Ostman, and Dr.
William T. Doyle to incidentally harass
spinner dolphins (Stenella longirostris)
and to take dead dolphins found floating
or beached for examination,
measurement and specimen materials.

Notice is hereby given that on August
17, 1987, as authorized by the provisions
of the Marine Mammal Protection Act of
1972 (16 U.S.C. 1361 through 1407), the
National Marine Fisheries Service
issued a Permit for the above taking
subject to certain conditions set forth
therein.

Documents submitted in connection
with the above application are available
for review by interested persons in the
following offices:

Office of Protected Resources and
Habitat Programs, National Marine
Fisheries Service, 1825 Connecticut
Avenue NW., Rm. 805, Washington, DC;
and

Director, Southwest Region, National
Marine Fisheries Service, 300 South
Ferry Street, Terminal Island, California
90731-7415.

Dated: August 17, 1987.
Dr. Nancy Foster,

Director, Office of Protected Resources and
Habitat Programs, National Marine Fisheries
Service,

[FR Doc. 87-19284 Filed 8-21-87; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 3510-22-M

COMMITTEE FOR THE
IMPLEMENTATION OF TEXTILE
AGREEMENTS

Adjustment of the Import Limits for
Certain Wool Textile Products
Produced or Manufactured in the
Polish People’s Republic

August 19, 1987.

The Chairman of the Committee for
the Implementation of Textile
Agreements (CITA), under the authority
contained in E.O. 11651 of March 3, 1972,
as amended, has issued the directive
published below to the Commissioner of
Customs to be effective on August 25,
1987. For further information contact
Chris Lozano, Assistant International
Trade Specialist, Office of Textiles and
Apparel, U.S. Department of Commerce,
(202) 377-4212. For information on the
quota status of these limits, please refer
to the Quota Status Reports which are
posted on the bulletin boards of each
Customs port. For information on
embargoes and quota re-openings,
please call (202) 377-3715.

Summary

In the letter published below, the
Chairman of the Committee for the
Implementation of Textile Agreements
directs the Commissioner of Customs to
increase the 1987 import restraint limits
for wool textile products in Categories
410 and 433, produced or manufactured
in Poland.

Background

A CITA directive dated December 24,
1986 (52 FR 854) established import
limits for cotton, wool and man-made
fiber textile products, including
Categories 410 and 433, produced or
manufactured in Poland and exported
during the twelve-meonth period which
began on January 1, 1987 and extends
through December 31, 1987.

The Bilateral Cotton, Wool and Man-
Made Fiber Textile Agreement of
December 5 and 31, 1984 between the
Governments of the United States and
the Polish People's Republic provides,
among other things, for designated
percentage increases in certain
categories. At the request of the
Government of the Polish People’s
Republic, increases for swing and

T
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carryover are being applied to the
restraint limits previously established
for wool textile products in Categories
410 and 433, produced or manufactured
in Poland and exported during the
agreement year which began on January
1, 1987 and extends through December
31, 1987.

A description of the textile categories
in terms of T.S.U.S.A. numbers was
published in the Federal Register on
December 13, 1982 (47 FR 55709), as
amended on April 7, 1983 (48 FR 15175),
May 3, 1983 (48 FR 19924), December 14,
1983 (48 FR 55607), December 30, 1983
(48 FR 57584), April 4, 1984 (49 FR
13397). June 28, 1984 (49 FR 26622), July
16, 1984 (49 FR 28754), November 9, 1984
(49 FR 44782), July 14, 1986 (51 FR 25386),
July 29, 1986 (51 FR 27068) and in
Statistical Headnote 5, Schedule 3 of the
Tariff Schedules of the United States
Annotated (1987).

Adoption by the United States of the
Harmonized Commodity Code (HCC)
may result in some changes in the
categorization of textile products
covered by this notice. Notice of any
necessary adjustments to the limits
affected by adoption of the HCC will be
published in the Federal Register.
Ronald L. Levin,

Acting Chairman, Committee forthe
Implementation of Textile Agreements.

August 19, 1987

Committee For The Implementation of Textile
Agreements

Commissioner of Customs,
Department of the Treasury, Washington,
D.C. 20229.

Dear Mr. Commissioner: This directive
amends, but does not cancel, the directive of
December 24, 1986 from the Chairman of the
Committee for the Implementation of Textile
Agreements. concerning imports of cotton,
wool and man-made fiber textile products,
produced or manufactured in the Polish
People's Republic and exported during the
period which began on January 1. 1987 and
extends through December 31, 1987.

Effective on August 25, 1987, the directive
of December 24, 1986 is hereby amended to
include adjusted restraint limits for the
following categories, in accordance with the
bilateral agreement of December 5 and 31,
1984:!

' The terms of the bilateral agreement provide. in
part. that: (1) within the aggregate and applicable
group limits of the agreement. specific limits may be
exceeded by designated percentages: (2) the
aggregate and group limits may be increased for
carryover and carryforward; and (3) administrative
arrangements or adjustments may be made to
resolve minor problems arising in the
implementation of the agreement.

Adjusted 12-mo. restraint limit !

Category

410
433

2,825,766 sq. yds
8,810 doz

! The restraint limits have not been adjusted
to reflect any imports exported after Decem-
ber 31, 1986.

The Committee for the Implementation of
Textile Agreements has determined that
these actions fall within the foreign affairs
exception to the rulemaking provisions of 5
U.S.C. 553(a)(1).

Sincerely,
Ronald 1. Levin,
Acting Chairman, Committee for the
Implementation of Textile Agreements.
[FR Coc. 87-19321 Filed 8-21-87; 8:45 am)
BILLING CODE 3510-DR-M

Continuation of an Import Restraint
Limit and Cancellation of Staged Entry
for Certain Man-Made Fiber Textile
Products Produced or Manufactured in
the People’s Republic of China

August 19, 1987.

The Chairman of the Committee for
the Implementation of Textile
Agreements (CITA), under the authority
contained in E.O. 11651 of March 3, 1972,
as amended, has issued the directive
published below to the Commissioner of
Customs to be effective on August 25,
1987. For further information contact
Diana Solkoff, International Trade
Specialist (202) 377-4212. For
information on the quota status of this
limit, please refer to the Quota Status
Reports which are posted on the bulletin
boards of each Customs port or call
(202) 566-6828. For information on
embargoes and quota re-openings.
please call (202) 377-3715.

Summary

In the letter published below, the
Chairman of the Committee for the
Implementation of Textile Agreements
directs the Commissioner of Customs to
renew the import restraint limit for man-
made fiber textile products in Category
642, produced or manufactured in the
People’s Republic of China and exported
during the period which began on July
24, 1987 and extends through July 23,
1988. Staged entry for goods in Category
642 exported in excess of the previous
restraint limit is being cancelled.

Background

On July 23, 1986 a notice was
published in the Federal Register (51 FR
26459) which announced the
establishment of import restraint limits
for certain man-made fiber textile
products, including Category 642,

produced or manufactured in the
People's Republic of China and exported
during the twelve-month period which
began on July 24, 1986 and extended
through July 23, 1987.

A further notice was published on July
22,1987 (52 FR 27573) which announced
the establishment of staged entry for
certain man-made fiber textile products,
including Category 642, produced or
manufactured in the People's Republic
of China and exported in excess of the
restraint limit established in the
directive of July 18, 1986 (51 FR 26459).

To avoid continued risk of market
disruption, the Committee for the
Implementation of Textile Agreements,
in accordance with section 204 of the
Agricultural Act of 1956, as amended (7
U.S.C. 1854), and the Arrangement
Regarding International Trade in
Textiles, done at Geneva on December
20, 1973 and extended by protocols on
December 14, 1977, December 22, 1981
and July 31, 1986; and the Bilateral
Cotton, Wool and Man-Made Fiber
Textile Agreement, effected by
exchange of notes dated August 19,
1983, as amended, between the
Governments of the United States and
the People's Republic of China, has
decided to renew the restraint limit for
the twelve-month period which began
on July 24,1987 and extends through July
23, 1988.

The United States remains committed
to finding a solution concerning this
category. Should such a solution be
reached in consultations with the
Government of the People's Republic of
China, further notice will be published
in the Federal Register.

A description of the textile categories
in terms of T.S.U.S.A. numbers was
published in the Federal Register on
December 13, 1982 (47 FR 55709), as
amended on April 7, 1983 (48 FR 15175),
May 3, 1983 (48 FR 19924), December 14,
1983, (48 FR 55607), December 30, 1983
(48 FR 57584), April 4, 1984 (49 FR
13397), June 28, 1984 (49 FR 26622), July
16, 1984 (49 FR 28754), November 9, 1984
(49 FR 44782), July 14, 1986 (51 FR 25386).
July 29, 1986 (51 FR 20768) and in
Statistical Headnote 5, Schedule 3 of the
TARIFF SCHEDULES OF THE UNITED
STATES ANNOTATED (1987).

Adoption by the United States of the
Harmonized Commodity Code (HCC)
may result in some changes in the
categorization of textile products
covered by this notice. Notice of any
necessary adjustments to the limits
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affected by adoption of the HCC will be
published in the Federal Register.
Ronald L. Levin,

Acting Chairman, Commiltee for the
Implementation of Textile Agreements.

August 18, 1987.

Committee for the Implementation of Textile
Agreements

Commissioner of Customs,

Department of the Treasury,
Washington, DC 20229.

Dear. Mr. Commissioner: To facilitate
implementation of the Bilateral Cotton, Wool
and Man-Made Fiber Textile Agreement,
effected by exchange of notes dated August
19, 1983, as amended, between the
Governments of the United States and the
People’s Republic of China, I request that,
effective on August 25, 1987, you cancel the
staged entry periods established in the
directive of July 20, 1987 for man-made fiber
lextile products in Category 642, produced or
manufactured in the People’s Republic of
China and exported in excess of the import
restraint limit established for the twelve-
month period which began on July 24, 1986
and extended through July 23, 1987.

Under the terms of section 204 of the
Agricultural Act of 1956, as amended (7
U.S.C. 1854), and the Arrangement Regarding
International Trade in Textiles done at
Geneva on December 20, 1973, as further
extended on July 31, 1986; pursuant to the
Bilateral Cotton, Wool and Man-Made Fiber
Textile Agreement, effected by exchange of
notes dated August 19, 1983, as amended,
between the Governments of the United
States and the People's Republic of China;
and in accordance with the provisions of
Executive Order 11651 of March 3, 1972, as
emended, you are directed to prohibit,
effective on August 25, 1987, entry into the
United States for consumption and
withdrawal from warehouse for consumption
of man-made fiber textile products in
Category 642, produced or manufactured in
the People’s Republic of China and exported
during the twelve-month period which began
on July 24, 1987 and extends through July 23,
1988, in excess of 148,595 dozen.!

Goods shipped in excess of the previous
twelve-month period established in the
directive of July 18, 1986, which began on July
24, 1986 and extended through July 23, 1987
shall be subject to the level set forth in this
letter,

In carrying out the above directions, the
Commissioner of Customs should construe
entry into the United States for consumption
to include entry for consumption into the
Commonwealth of Puerto Rico.

The Committee for the Implementation of
Textile Agreements has determined that
these actions fall within the foreign affairs
exception to the rulemaking provisions of 5
US.C. 553(a)(1).

—_—

‘ The limit has not been adjusted to account for
any imports exported after July 23, 1987,

Sincerely,
Ronald 1. Levin,

Acting Chairman, Committee for the
Implementation of Textile Agreements.

[FR Doc. 87-19373 Filed 8-21-87; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3510-DR-M

DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE
Office of the Secretary

Defense Advisory Committee on
Military Personnel Testing; Meeting

Pursuant to Pub. L. 92463, notice is
hereby given that a meeting of the
Defense Advisory Committee on
Military Personnel Testing is scheduled
to be held from 8:30 AM to 5:00 PM on
18-19 September 1987. The meeting will
be held at the Sheraton Crystal City
Hotel, 1800 Jefferson Davis Highway,
Arlington, Virginia 22202. The purpose
of the meeting is to review the
Department of Defense’s computer
adaptive testing efforts, and equating
plans for the Armed Services Vocational
Aptitude Battery Forms 15, 16 and 17.
Persons desiring to make oral
presentations or submit written
statements for consideration at the
Committee meeting must contact Dr. A.
R. Lancaster, Executive Secretary,
Defense Advisory Committee on
Military Personnel Testing, Office of the
Assistant Secretary of Defense (Force
Management and Personnel), Room
2B271, the Pentagon, Washington, DC
20301-4000, telephone (202) 697-9271, no
later than 1 September 1987.

Linda M. Lawson,

Alternate OSD Federal Register Liaison
Officer, Department of Defense.

August 17, 1987,

[FR Doc. 87-19282 Filed 8-21-87; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3810-01-M

Department of the Army

Military Traffic Management
Command, Military Personal Property
Symposium; Open Meeting

Announcement is made of meeting of
the Military Personal Property
Symposium. This meeting will be held
on 17 September 1987 at the Clarion
Hotel, Crystal City, Arlington, Virginia,
and will convene at 0830 hours and
adjourn at approximately 1500 hours.

Proposed Agenda: The purpose of the
symposium is to provide and open
discussion and free exchange of ideas
with the public on procedural changes to
Personal Property Traffic Management
Regulation (DOD 4500.34R), and the
handling of other matters of mutual
interest concerning the Department of

Defense Personal Property Shipment
and Storage Program.

All interested persons desiring to
submit topics to be discussed should
contact the Commander, Military Traffic
Management Command, Attn: MT-PPM,
at telephone number 756-1600, between
0800-1530 hours. Topics to be discussed
should be received on or before 28
August 1987.

Date: August 10, 1987.

John O. Roach, II,

Army Liaison Officer with the Federal
Register.

[FR Doc. 87-19227 Filed 8-21-87; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3710-06-4

DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION

Office of Vocational and Aduit
Education

Intent To Repay to the Indiana State
Board of Vocational and Technical
Education Funds Recovered as a
Result of a Final Audit Audit
Determination

AGENCY: Department of Education.

ACTION: Intent to Award Grantback
Funds.

sumMARY: Under section 456 of the
General Education Provisions Act
(GEPA), as amended, (20 U.S.C. 1234e),
the Secretary of Education (Secretary)
intends to repay to the Indiana State
Board of Vocational and Technical
Education (State Board) under a
grantback arrangement an amount equal
to 67 percent of funds recovered by the
Department of Education as a result of a
final audit determination. This notice
describes the State Board's plans for the
use of funds which the Secretary intends
to repay and the terms and conditions
under which the Secretary intends to
make these funds available and invites
comments on the proposed grantback.
DATE: All written comments should be
received on or before September 23,
1987,

ADDRESS: All written comments should
be submitted to Dr. Thomas L. Johns,
Acting Director, Policy Analysis Stafl,
Office of Vocational and Adult
Education, U.S. Department of
Education, (Room 620, Reporters
Building), 400 Maryland Avenue, SW.,
Washington, DC 20202-5609.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Dr. Thomas L. Johns, (202) 732-2237.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
A. Background

In August, 1985, the Department of
Education recovered $46,479 from the
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State Board in satisfaction of an audit,
covering the period from July 1, 1976 te
June 30, 1979. The auditors examined the
accounting procedures, procurement
practices, and system of internal
controls of the State Board inexpending
funds under the Vocational Education
Actof 1963 (VEA), as amended, 20
U.S.C. 2301 et seq. (1976).

The auditors issued, among other
findings, the following monetary
findings under which funds were
recovered:

(1) The subcontractor (the Indiana
Department of Public Instruction)
improperly charged the vocational
education program for services rendered
to other programs because it did not
have an indirect costallocation plan or
procedure for distributing joint costs;

(2) Three local educational agencies
were improperly reimbursed with
Federal funds for which there were not
supporting documents such as payroll
records, inveices, travel vouchers, or
work papers at the local level; and

(3) One local educational agency
failed to maintain daily time records to
support the payment of wages for its
work-study program.

B. Authority for Awarding a Grantbhack

Section 456(a) of GEPA provides that
whenever the Secretary has recovered
funds following a final audit
determination with respect to an
applicable program, the Secretary may
consider those funds to be additional
funds available for the program and may
arrange to repay to the State agency
affected by that determination an
amount not to exceed 75 percent of the
recovered funds. The Secretary may
enter into this so-called “grantback™
?hrrangemem if the Secretary determines

at—

(1) The practices and procedures of
the State Board that resulted in the audit
determination have been corrected, and
that the State Board, in all other
respects, is in compliance with the
requirements of the applicable program;

(2) The State Board has submitted to
the Secretary a plan for the use of the
funds to be awarded under the
grantback arrangement which meets the
requirements of the program, and, to the
extent possible, benefits the population
that was affected by the failure to
comply or by the misexpenditures that
resulted in the audit exception; and

(3) The use of the funds to be awarded
under the grantback arrangement in
accordance with the-State Board's plan-
would serve to achieve the purposes of
the program under which funds were
originally granted.

C. Plan for Use of Funds Awarded
Under a Grantback Agreement

Pursuant te section 456{a)(2) of GEPA,
the State Board has applied for a
grantback of $31,018 and has submitted
a plan to use the proposed grantback
funds consistently with section 111 of
the Carl D. Perkins Vocational
Education Act (Perkins Act), 20 U.S.C.
2301 et seq. (1984). The audit findings
against the State Board resulted from
improper expenditures of VEA funds.
However, since the Perkins Act has
superseded the VEA, the State Board’s
proposal reflects the requirements of the
Perkins Act.

The State Board proposes to use
grantback funds to hire two people on a
part-time basis (total of 1948 hours) to
analyze four recently completed studies
of vocational education in Indiana,
undertake any addtional research
needed, and create and implement a
new management information system
using the information learned form these
sources. The State Board's planis
available on request from the
Department of Education contact person
listed above.

D. The Secretary’s Determinafion

The Secretary has carefully reviewed
the request for repayment of funds, the
plan, and other information submitted
by the State Board. Based upon that
review, the Secretary has determined
that the conditions under section 456 of
GEPA have been met.

These determinations are based upon
the best information available to the
Secretary at the present time. If this
information is not accurate or complete,
the Secretary is not precluded from
taking appropriate administrative
action.

E. Notice of the Secretary’s Intent to
Enter into a Grantback Arrangement

Section 456(d) of GEPA requires that,
at least thirty days before entering into
an arrangement to award funds under a
grantback, the Secretary must publish in
the Federal Register a notice of intent to
do s0, and the terms and conditions
under which the payment will be made.

In accordance with the requirement of
section 456(d) of GEPA, notice is hereby

iven that the Secretary intends to make
ds available to the Indiana State

‘Board of Vecational and Technical

Education under a grantback
arrangement. The grantback award
would in the amount of $31,018, which is

- 75 percent of the $41,357 recovered by -

the Department as a result of the first
finding described above, or 67 percent—
less than the maximum 75 percent

authorized by the statute—of the total
$46,479 recovered.

F. Terms and Conditions Under Which
Payments Under a Grantback
Arrangement Will Be Made

The State Board agrees to comply
with the following terms and conditions
under which payments under a
grantback arrangement would be made:

(1) The funds awarded under the
grantback must be spentin accordance
with—

(a) All applicable statutory and
regulatory requirements; and

(b) The plan that was submitted in
conjunction with the grantback request
dated April 17, 1988, as amended on
October 10, 1986, and any other
amendments to that plan that are
approved in advance by the Secretary.

(2) All funds received under the
grantback arrangement must be
expended not later than September 30,
1988, in accordance with section 456(c)
of GEPA and the State Board's plan.

(3) The State Board must, not later
than December 30, 1988, submit a report
to the Secretary which—

(a) Indicates how the funds awarded
under the grantback have been used;

(b) Shows that the funds awarded
under the grantback have been
liquidated; and

(c) Describes the results and
effectiveness of the project for which the
funds were spent.

(4) Separate accounting records must
be maintained documenting the
expenditures of funds awarded under
the grantback arrangement.

(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance
Number 84.048, Basic State Grants for
Vocational Education)

Dated: August 18, 1987.
William J. Bennett,
Secretary of Education.
[FR Doc. 87-19287 Filed 8-21-87; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4000-01-M

Intent to Repay to the West Virginia
Department of Education Funds
Recovered as a Result of a Final Audit
Determination

AGENCY: Department of Education.

ACTION: Intent to Award Crantback
Funds. 3

SUMMARY: Under section 456 of the
General Education Provisions Act
(GEPA), the Secretary of Education
(Secretary) intends to repay to the West
Virginia Department of Education (State
Department) an amount equal to -84
percent of the funds recovered by the

‘Department-of Education as a result of a
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final audit determination. This notice
describes the State Department's plans
for the use of repaid funds and the terms
and conditions under which the
Secretary intends to make these funds
available, and invites comments on the
proposed grantback.

paTEe: All written comments should be
received on or before September 23,
1987.

ADDRESS: All written comments should
be submitted to Dr. Thomas L. Johns,
Acting Director, Policy Analysis Staff,
Office of Vocational and Adult
Education, U.S. Department of
Education, (Room 620, Reporters
Building), 400 Maryland Avenue, SW.,
Washington, DC 20202-5609.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Mrs. Sharon A. Jones, (292) 732-2470.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

A. Background

In November 1984 and June 1986, the
Department of Education recovered
$103,134 from the State Department in
satisfaction of an audit, covering the
period from July 1, 1977 to June 30, 1982.
The auditors found that the State
Department failed to maintain
appropriate time distribution records to
support employees’ salaries paid from
funds awarded under the Vocational
Education Act of 1963 (VEA), as
amended, 20 U.S.C. 2301 et seq. (1976).
Additionally, the auditors found (1) an
inadequate accounting for the proper
application of VEA funds and (2) a
failure of a local agency to maintain
fiscal effort.

B. Authority for Awarding a Grantback

Section 456(a) of GEPA, 20 U.S.C.

234e(a), provides that whenever the
Secretary has recovered funds allowing
a final audit determination with respect
to an applicable program, the Secretary
may consider those funds to be
additional funds available for the
program and may arrange to repay to
the State agency affected by that
determination an amount not to exceed
75 percent of the recovered funds. The
Secretary may enter into this so-called
“grantback” arrangement if the
Secretary determines that the—

(1) Practices and procedures of the
State Department that resulted in the
audit determination have been
corrected, and that the State Department
is, in all other respects, in compliance
with the requirements of the applicable
program;

(2) State Department has submitted to
the Secretary a plan for the use of the
funds to be awarded under the
grantback arrangement which meets the

requirements of the program, and, to the
extent possible, benefits the population
that was affected by the failure to
comply or by the misexpenditures that
resulted in the audit exception; and

(3) Use of the funds to be awarded
under the grantback arrangement in
accordance with the State Department's
plan would serve to achieve the
purposes of the program under which
funds were originally granted.

C. Plan for Use of Funds Awarded
Under a Grantback Agreement

Pursuant to section 456(a)(2) of GEPA,
the State Department has applied for a
grantback of $65,629 and has submitted
a plan to use the grantback funds
consistent with section 251 of the Carl
D. Perkins Vocational Education Act
(Perkins Act), 20 U.S.C. 2301 et seg.
(1984). The audit findings against the
State Department resulted from
improper expenditures of VEA funds.
However, since the Perkins Act has
superseded the VEA, the State
Department's proposal reflects the
requirements of the Perkins Act,
which—like the VEA—provides for
grants to States for vocational
education.

The State Department proposes to use
the grantback funds to equip and
operate a video production laboratory
for training education and industry
personnel. The laboratory activities
would include curriculum development,
production of videotaped instructional
modules, and training in videotape
production processes. The State
Department's plan is available on
request from the U.S. Department of
Education contact person listed above.

D. The Secretary’s Determination

The Secretary has carefully reviewed
the plan and other information
submitted by the State Department.
Based upon that review, the Secretary
has determined that the conditions
under section 456 of GEPA have been
met.

These determinations are based upon
the best information available to the
Secretary at the present time. If this
information is not accurate or complete,
the Secretary is not precluded from
taking appropriate administrative
action.

E. Notice of the Secretary's Intent to
Enter into a Grantback Arrangement

Section 456(d) of GEPA requires that,
at least thirty days before entering into
an arrangement to award funds under a
grantback, the Secretary must publish in
the Federal Register a notice of intent to

do so, and the terms and conditions
under which the payment will be made.

In accordance with section 456(d) of
GEPA, notice is hereby given that the
Secretary intends to make funds
available to the West Virginia
Department of Education under a
grantback arrangement. The grantback
award would be in the amount of
$65,629, which is 64 percent—less than
the maximum of 75 percent authorized
by the statute—of the funds recovered
by the Department as a result of the
audit.

F. Terms and Conditions Under Which
Payments Under a Grantback
Arrangement Will Be Made

The State Department agrees to
comply with the following terms and
conditions under which payments under
a grantback arrangement would be
made:

(1) The funds awarded under the
grantback must be spent in accordance
with—

(a) All applicable statutory and
regulatory requirements, and

(b) The plan that was submitted in
conjunction with the request dated July
10, 1986, as amended as September 26,
1986, and any other amendments to that
plan that are approved in advance by
the Secretary.

(2) All funds received under the
grantback arrangement must be
expended not later than September 30,
1989, in accordance with section 456(c)
of GEPA and the State Department's
plan.

(3) The State Department must, not
later than December 30, 1989, submit a
report to the Secretary which—

(a) Indicates how the funds awarded
under the grantback have been used;

{b) Shows that the funds awarded
under the grantback have been
liquidated; and

(c) Describes the results and
effectiveness of the project for which the
funds were spent.

(4) Separate accounting records must
be maintained documenting the
expenditures of funds awarded under
the grantback arrangement.

(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance
Number 84.048, Basic State Grants for
Vocational Education)

Dated: August 19, 1987.
William J. Bennett,
Secretary of Education.
[FR Doc. 87-19288 Filed 8-21-87; 8:45 am|]
BILLING CODE 4000-01-M
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[CFDA No. 84.133E)

Invitation to Apply for New Awards
Under the National Institute on
Disability and Rehabilitation Research
(HIDRR) Program of Rehabilitation,
Engineering Centers

Purpose: Provides funding through
grants or cooperative agreements to
public or private agencies or
organizations, including institutions of
higher education, Indian tribes or tribal
organizations, to conduct programs that
meet the specifications in the proposed
priorities published in this issue of the
Federal Register.

Deadline for Transmittal of
Applications: October 30, 1987.

Applications available: August 24,
1987.

Available funds: $7,000,000.

Estimated range of awards: $400,000-
700,000.

Estimated average award: $575,000.

Project period: Up to:60 months.

Applicable regulations: (a) Education
Department General Administrative
Regulations, 34 CFR Parts 74, 75, 77, and
78, (b) NIDRR regulations at 34 CFR
Parts 350 and 353, and (c) the final
funding priorities for this program when
they become effective. Applicants
should assume there will be no changes
to the priorities as proposed. If there are
significant changes in the final priorities,
applicants will be given an epportunity
to amend or resubmit their applications.

For applications information contact:
Joseph Traub, National Institute on
Disability and Rehabilitation Research,
U.S. Department of Education, 400
Maryland Avenue, SW., Switzer
Building, Room 3070, Washington, DC,
20202. Telephone: (202) 732-1189, or
(202) 732-1198 for TDD service.

Program autherity: 29 U.S.C. 762(b)(2).
Madeleine Will,

Assistant Secretary for Special Education and
Rehabilitative Services.

[FR Doc. 87-19292 Filed 8-21-87; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4000-01-M

—_—

DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY

[PRDA No. DE-PR0O7-871D12708)
Research and Development
Announcement for Development of

Enhanced Heat Transfer; idaho
Operations Office

August 11, 1987,

AGENCY: Department of Energy.

ACTION: Program Research and
Development Announcement (PRDA) for
Development of Enhanced Heat
Transfer.

summanry: The U.S. Department of
Energy (DOE), Idaho Operations Office,
is seeking proposals for development of
enhanced heat transfer techniqus in heat
exchangers for application in energy-
intensive industrial processes. The
enhancement techniques should be able
to increase overall heat transfer rate
leading to greater heat exchanger
effectiveness, and, when applied, should
reduce industrial energy consumption.
The scope of this work encompasses
research and development of unique,
innovative and economical heat transfer
techniques applied to industrial heat
exchangers. Proposals must address the
development of an advanced technique
from the previously esatablished point
of basic identification and theoretical
understanding to the point where
interested companies would be willing
to complete the development of the
techniuge and commercialize the end
product. Results of the proposed
investigations should verify the
industrial applicability and cost
effectiveness of the proposed concept.
All the adverse effects of the
enhancement technique, such as
increased pressure drop and cost,
should be addressed. Proposals must
document collaboration with an
industrial partner who has an interest in
manufacturing and/er commercializing
the concept. The proposed enhancement
technique may be applicable to situation
involving single or multi-phase fluids,
phase change, convection and/or
radiation heat transfer—It is
anticipated that two or three awards
will be initiated from a total available
DOE funding of $200,000. However, DOE
reserves the right to make no .award, a
single award, or multiple awards as
determined to be in the best interest of
the Government. Subject to the
availability of funds, it is anticipated
that a total of approximately $300,000 of
additional funds will be provided in
fiscal year 1988 for completion of this
work. Duration of this effort is expected
to be approximately two years. — DEAR
917.73 will govern if a procurement
contract is entered into and the DOE
Financial Assistance Rules (10 CFR 600)
will goven if a financial assistance
instrument is utilized. However, DOE
reserves the right to make any or all
awards and contracts subject to the
Federal Acquisition Regulations (48
CFR, Chapter 1) and the DOE
Acquisition Regulations (48 CFR,
Chapter 9). Educational institutions,
nonprofit organizations, individuals, or
other private organizations are invited
to respond to this announcement.
Proposals from Federal agencies and/or

laboratories owned, operated, or under
the cognizance of the Federal
Government will not be considered for
selection and should not respond.
Dates: This PRDA is expected to be
available to interested parties by early
September 1987 and proposals will be
due approximately 45 days thereafter.
Contacts: Potential proposers desiring
to receive a copy of the PRDA should
povide a written request to the following
address: U.S, Department of Energy,
Idaho Operations Office, ATTN: T,
Wade Hillebrant, Contracts
Management Division, 785 DOE Place,
Idaho Falls, ID 83402,
H. Brent Clark,
Director,
Contracts Management Division,
[FR Doc. 87-19332 Filed 8-21-87; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 6450-01-M

Economic Regulatory Administration
[ERA Docket No. 87-27-NG]

Order Granting Blanket Authorization
To Import Natural Gas From Canada;
American Natural Gas Corp.

AGENCY: Economic Regulatory
Administration, Department of Energy.

ACTION: Notice of order granting blanket
authorization to import natural gas from
Canada.

suUMMARY: The Economic Regulatory
Administration (ERA) of the Department
of Energy (DOE) gives notice that it has
issued an order granting American
Natural Gas Corporation (American
Natural) blanket authorization to import
natural gas from Canada. The order
issued in ERA Docket No. 87-27-NG
authorizes American Natural to import
up to 146 Bcf over a two-year period for
sale in the domestic spot market.

A copy of this order is available for
inspection and copying in the Natural
Gas Division Docket Room, GA-076,
Forrestal Building, 1000 Independence
Avenue, SW,, Washington, DC, 20585,
(202) 586-9478. The docket room is open
between the hours of 8:00 a.m. and 4:30
p.m., Monday through Friday, except
Federal holidays.

Issued in Washington, DC, August 14, 1887.
Constance L. Buckley,

Director, Notural Gas Division, Office of
Fuels Programs; Economic Regulatory
Administration,

[FR Doc. 87-19333 Filed 8-21-87; 8:45 am]

BILLING CODE 6450-01-M
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[ERA Docket No. 87-39-NG]

Application to Extend Authorization to
Import Natural Gas from Canada;
Natural Gas Clearinghouse Inc.

AGENCY: Department of Energy,
Economic Regulatory Administration.
acTioN: Notice of application to extend
blanket authorization to import natural
gas from Canada.

SUMMARY: The Economic Regulatory
Administration (ERA) of the Department
of Energy (DOE) gives notice of receipt
on July 17, 1987, of an application filed
by Natural Gas Clearinghouse Inc.
(NGC) to extend for two years its
existing two-year blanket authorization
to import up to 730 Bef of Canadian
natural gas granted by the ERA in DOE/
ERA and Order No. 86 {Order No. 86)
issued July 5, 1985 (1 ERA Para. 70,602).
NGC, formerly The U.S. Natural Gas
Clearinghouse, Ltd., is a nationwide
marketer of imported and domestic
natural gas. The authorization will
expire on October 31, 1987. NGC
requests approval to continue importing
gas for short-term or spot market sales
for an additional two years to October
31, 1989. NGC proposes to import a daily
maximum quantity of 1 Bcf, for a total of
730 Bef of gas during the two-year
extended term.

The gas to be imported would be
purchased from a variety of Canadian
suppliers and resold at competitive
prices to U.S. pipelines, electric utilities,
distribution companies, industrial end-
users, and others on NGC's own behalf
or as agent for others. All sales would
be fully interruptible. Moreover, NGC
contemplates that many of the
arrangements would not require the
purchase of a minimum quantity of gas.
The price for the gas would be a
negotiated contract price varying from
sale to sale based on competition in the
market. The specific location where the
gas would enter the U.S. would also
vary for different transactions with
delivery points to be established during
sales contract negotiations. The
proposed imports would be
accomplished using existing pipeline
tapacity and no new construction would
be involved.

NGC proposes to continue to file
reports with the ERA within 30 days
after the end of each calendar quarter
giving the details of the individual
transactions. NGC's prior guarterly
reports filed with the ERA indicate that
approximately 7.4 Bef of natural gas was
imported under Order No. 86 through
June 30, 1987.

The application is filed with the ERA
Pursuant to Section 3 of the Natural Gas

Act and DOE Delegation Order No.
0204-111. Protests, motions to intervene,
notices of intervention and written
comments are invited.

DATE: Protests, motions to intervene, or

notices of intervention, as applicable,

and written comments are to be filed no

later than September 23, 1987.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION:

P.J. Fleming, Natural Gas Division,
Economic Regulatory Administration,
Forrestal Building, Room GA-078,
1000 Independence Avenue SW.,
Washington, DC 20585, (202) 586-4819

Diane Stubbs, Natural Gas and Mineral
Leasing, Office of General Counsel,
U.S. Department of Energy, Forrestal
Building, Room 6E-042 1000
Independence Avenue SW.,
Washington, DC 20585, (202) 586-6667.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The

decision on this application will be

made consistent with the DOE's gas
import policy guidelines, under which
the competitiveness of an import
arrangement in the markets served is the
primary consideration in determining
whether it is in the public interest (49 FR

6684, February 22, 1984). Parties that

may oppose this application should

comment in their responses on the issue
of competitveness as set forth in the
policy guidelines. The applicant asserts
that this import arrangement is
competitive. Parties opposing the
arrangement bear the burden of
overcoming this assertion.

All parties should be aware that if the
ERA approves NGC's application to
extend its blanket import authority, the
ERA may, as it did in Order No. 86,
approve only a total volume over the
authorized term rather than a daily or
annual limit, in order to provide the
applicant with maximum flexibility of
operation.

Public Comment Procedures

In response to this notice, any person
may file a protest, motion to intervene
or notice of intervention, as applicable,
and written comments. Any person
wishing to become a party to the
proceeding and to have the written
comments considered as the basis for
any decision on the application must,
however, file a motion to intervene or
notice of intervention, as applicable.
The filing of a protest with respect to
this application will not serve to make
the protestant a party to the proceeding,
although protests and comments
received from persons who are parties
will be considered in determining the
appropriate action to be taken on the
application. All protests, motions to
intervene, notices of intervention, and
written comments must meet the

requirements that are specified by the
regulations in 10 CFR Part 590. They
should be filed with the Natural Gas
Division, Office of Fuels Programs,
Economic Regulatory Administration,
Room GA-076, RG-23, Forrestal
Building, 1000 Independence Avenue,
SW., Washington, DC 20585, (202) 586—
9478. They must be filed no later than
4:30 p.m. e.d.t., September 23, 1987.

The Administrator intends to develop
a decisional record on the application
through responses to this notice by
parties, including the parties' written
comments and replies thereto.
Additional procedures will be used as
necessary to achieve a complete
understanding of the facts and issues. A
party seeking intervention may request
that additional procedures be provided,
such as additional written comments, an
oral presentation, a conference, or trial-
type hearing. Any request to file
additional written comments should
explain why they are necessary. Any
request for an oral presentation should
identify the substantial question of fact,
law, or policy at issue, show that it is
material and relevant to a decision in
the proceeding, and demonstrate why an
oral presentation is needed. Any request
for a conference should demonstrate
why the conference would materially
advance the proceeding. Any request for
a trial-type hearing must show that there
are factual issues genuinely in dispute
that are relevant and material to a
decision and that a trial-type hearing is
necessary for a full and true disclosure
of the facts.

If an additional procedure is
scheduled, the ERA will provide notice
to all parties. If no party requests
additional procedures, a final opinion
and order may be issued based on the
official record, including the application
and responses filed by parties pursuant
to this notice, in accordance with 10
CFR Sec. 590.316.

A copy of NGC's application is
available for inspection and copying in
the Natural Gas Division Docket Room,
GA-076-A at the above address. The
docket room is open between the hours
of 8:00 a.m. and 4:30 p.m., Monday
through Friday, except Federal holidays.

Issued in Washington, DC, August 17, 1987.

Constance L. Buckley,

Director, Natural Gas Division, Office of
Fuels Programs, Economic Regulatory
Administration.

[FR Doc. 87-19331 Filed 8-21-87; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 6450-01
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[ERA Docket No. 87-32-NG]

Applications To Import Natural Gas
From Canada; Pacific Interstate
Transmission Co.

AGENCY: Department of Energy,
Economic Regulatory Administration.
ACTION: Notice of application for
authorization to import natural gas from
Canada.

SUMMARY: The Economic Regulatory
Administration (ERA) of the Department
of Energy (DOE) gives notice of receipt
on June 26, 1987, of an application filed
by Pacific Interstate Transmission
Company (PIT), an interstate pipeline,
for authority to import from Canada
total daily quantities of up to 640,000
Mcf of natural gas for a period of two
years, beginning on the date when initial
deliveries commence. PIT requests that
approval be granted on a self-
implementing basis, characterized by
PIT as a blanket import authorization.
The gas would be purchased from its
current suppliers, Pan-Alberta Gas Ltd.
(Pan-Alberta) and Westcoast
Transmission Company Limited
(Westcoast), on a best-efforts,
interruptible basis and resold to PIT’s
distributor affiliate and only customer,
Southern California Gas Company
(SoCal), for consumption within
California. PIT furnished copies of
signed letters of intent with Pan-Alberta
and Westcoast to enter into contracts
for the purchase of up to 640,000 Mcf per
day and 440,000 Mcf per day, of natural
gas, respectively, as a potential supply
for its proposed import arrangement. PIT
will receive the gas at points on the
international boundary near Kingsgate
and Huntingdon, British Columbia.
Transportation and delivery of the gas
to SoCal is expected to be performed for
PIT by Pacific Gas Transmission
Company, Northwest Pipeline
Corporation, and El Paso Natural Gas
Company using their existing pipeline
facilities. No new construction would be
involved.

The application proposes an
interruptible supply arrangement,
involving no take-or-pay requirements.
The purchase price SoCal will pay PIT
will be determined in response to
market forces and will reflect the price
of competing natural gas supplies
available to SoCal. The price paid to the
Canadian suppliers by PIT will be a
“net-back" price determined by SoCal's
price, less PIT's tariff charges which
include domestic transportation and fuel
costs and a fee of 1 cent per Mcf to
cover administrative and general
expenses. This net-back price would be
adjusted each month to reflect any

difference in the competitive prices of
natural gas in southern California,

Under the proposed service agreement
between PIT and SoCal, sales would be
arranged on a monthly basis. PIT would
notify SoCal of the price of the
Canadian gas available for sale and
SoCal, in turn, would nominate the
volumes of gas it desires to purchase, up
to a daily maximum of 640,000 Mcf.
There will be no minimum bill to recover
fixed or commodity costs. The service
agreement also provides that at SoCal's
request, PIT will purchase and sell
competitively priced domestic gas.

PIT proposes to submit quarterly
reports to the ERA showing the volumes
imported, points of entry, transporters,
and purchase and sales prices.

PIT has filed an application with the
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission
for certificate authority to sell this
imported gas or gas purchased from
domestic suppliers to SoCal under a
new rate schedule (CP87-411-000)

The application is filed with the ERA
pursuant to section 3 of the Natural Gas
Act and DOE Delegation Order No.
0204-111. Protests, motions to intervene,
notices of intervention and written
comments are invited.

DATE: Protests, motions to intervene or
notices of intervention, as applicable,
and written comments are to be filed no
later than 4:30 p.m., on September 23,
1987,

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:

P.]. Fleming, Natural Gas Division,
Office of Fuels Programs, Economic
Regulatory Administration, U.S.
Department of Energy, Forrestal
Building, Room GA-076, 1000
Independence Avenue, SW.,
Washington, DC 20585, (202) 5864819

Diane Stubbs, Natural Gas and Mineral
Leasing, Office of General Counsel,
U.S. Department of Energy, Forrestal
Building, Room 6E~042, 1000
Independence Avenue, SW., (202) 586—
6667

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
decision on this application will be
made consistent with DOE's gas import
policy guidelines, under which the
competitiveness of an import
arrangement in the markets served is the
primary consideration in determining
whether it is in the public interest (49 FR
6684, February 22, 1984). Parties that
may oppose this application should
comment in their responses on the issue
of competitiveness as set forth in the
policy guidelines. The applicant asserts
that this import arrangement is
competitive. Parties opposing the
arrangement bear the burden of
overcoming this agsertion.

Public Comment Procedures

In response to this notice, any person
may file a protest, motion to intervene,
or notice of intervention, as applicable,
and written comments. Any person
wishing to become a party to the
proceeding and to have written
comments considered as the basis for
any decision on the application must,
however, file a motion to intervene or
notice of intervention, as applicable.
The filing of a protest with respect to
this application will not serve to make
the protestant a party to the proceeding,
although protests and comments
received from persons who are not
parties will be considered in
determining appropriate procedural
action to be taken on the application.
All protests, motions to intervene,
notices of intervention, and written
comments must meet the requirements
that are specified by the regulations in
10 CFR Part 590. They should be filed
with the Natural Gas Division, Office of
Fuels Programs, Economic Regulatory
Administration, Room GA-076, RG-23,
Forrestal Building, 1000 Independence
Avenue, SW., Washington, DC 20585,
(202) 586-9478. They must be filed no
later than 4:30 p.m., e.d.t., September 23,
1987.

The Administrator intends to develop
a decisional record on the application
through responses to this notice by
parties, including the parties’ written
comments and replies thereto.
Additional procedures will be used as
necessary to achieve a complete
understanding of the facts and issues. A
party seeking intervention may request
that additional procedures be provided,
such as additional written comments, an
oral presentation, a conference, or a
trial-type hearing. Any request to file
additional written comments should
explain why they are necessary. Any
request for an oral presentation should
identify the substantial question of fact,
law, or policy at issue, show that it is
material and relevant to a decision in
the proceeding, and demonstrate why an
oral presentation is needed. Any request
for a conference should demonstrate
why the conference would materially
advance the proceeding. Any request for
a trial-type hearing must show that there
are factual issues genuinely in dispute
that are relevant and material to a
decision and that a trial-type hearing is
necessary for a full and true disclosure
of the facts.

If an additional procedure is
scheduled, the ERA will provide notice
to all parties. If no party requests
additional procedures, a final opinion
and order may be issued based on the
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official record, including the application
and responses filed by parties pursuant
to this notice, in accordance with 10
CFR 590.318.

A copy of PIT's application is
available for inspection and copying in
the Natural Gas Docket Room, GA-078,
at the above address. The docket room
is open between the hours of 8:00 a.m.
and 4:30 p.m., Monday through Friday,
except Federal holidays.

Issued in Washington, DC, on August 18,
1987.

Constance L. Buckley,

Director, Natural Gas Division, Office of
Fuels Programs, Economic Regulatory
Administration.

[FR Doc. 87-19330 Filed 8-21-87; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6450-01-M

Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission

[Docket Nos. ER87-332-000 et al.)

Electric Rate and Corporate
Regulation Filings; Florida Power &
Light Co. et al

August 14, 1987,
Take notice that the following filings
have been made with the commission:

1. Florida Power & Light Company
[Docket No. ER87-332-000]

Take notice that on August 11, 1987,
Florida Power & Light Company (FPL)
tendered pursuant to the Commission's
order dated June 19, 1987 a compliance
filing. FPL states that it is filing to adjust
the rates applicable to service provided
under the Agreement to reflect the 34%
federal marginal income tax rate.

The resulting transmission service
rates are:

Schedule TA—Emergency Transmission
Service: $2.52 per MWh of Scheduled
Delive

Schedule TB—Short Term Firm
Transmission Service: $60.50 per MW~
day of Scheduled Delivery

Schedule TC—Economy Energy
Transmission Service: $2.52 per MWh
of Scheduled Delivery

Schedule TD—Firm Transmission
Service: $22,081.05 per MW of
Contracted Demand per year
($1,840.09 per MW of Contracted
Demand per month for periods of less
than entire years)

Schedule TF—Assured Capacity and
Energy Transmission Service: $2.52
per MWh of Scheduled Delivery

Schedule TX—Extended Economy
Energy Transmission Service: $2.52
per MWh of Scheduled Delivery
FPL requests that waiver of Section

35.3 of the Commission Regulations be

granted and that the proposed
Amendment No. 1 be made effective July
1, 1987.

A copy of this filing has been served
upon all affected parties.

Comment date: August 31, 1887, in
accordance with Standard Paragraph E
at the end of this document.

2. Mississippi Power Company

[Docket No. ER87-573-000]

Take notice that on August 10, 1987,
Mississippi Power Company
(Mississippi) tendered for filing revised
sheets of Mississippi Power Company
FERC Electric Tariff Original Volume
No. 1:

(1) Fourteenth Revised Sheet No. 3,
superseding Thirteenth Revised Sheet
No. 3

(2) Fifteenth Revised Sheet No. 4,
superseding Fourteenth revised Sheet
No. 4

(3) First Revised Sheet No. 4.01
superseding Original Sheet No. 4.01

all relating to wholesale Electric Service

to Cooperative Electric Power

Association, and designated “Rate

Schedule MRA-16C"

(4) Fourteenth Revised Sheet No. 3,
Supplement No. 1 superseding
Thirteenth Revised Sheet No. 3

(5) Fifteenth Revised Sheet No. 4,
Supplement No. 1 superseding
Original Sheet No. 4.01

(6) First Revised Sheet No. 4.01,
Supplement No. 1 superseding
Original Sheet No. 4.01

all relating to Wholesale Electric Service

to City of Collins, and designated “Rate

Schedule MRA-16C".

Mississippi states that the revisions
relate solely to the Fuel Cost
Adjustment Clause applicable to
wholesale of electric energy to the three
Electric Power Associations which are
wholesale customers of Mississippi and
to the City of Collins, which is a
wholesale municipal customer of
Mississippi.

Mississippi also states that the
purpose of this filing is to provide a
method by which the benefits of lower
total fuel costs (including the costs of
the buy-outs) and tax benefits can be
immediately passed on to wholesale
customers through the Fuel Cost
Adjustment Clause.

Comment date: August 27, 1987, in
accordance with Standard Paragraph E
at the end of this notice.

Standard Paragraph

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, NE., Washington,

DC 20426, 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. 87-19325 Filed 8-21-87; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M

[Docket No. TA87-14-20-000]

Proposed Changes in FERC Gas Tariff;
Algonquin Gas Transmission Co.

August 19, 1987.

Take notice that Algonguin Gas
Transmission Company (“Algonquin™)
on August 14, 1987, submitted for filing
as part of its FERC Gas Tariff, Second
Revised Volume No. 1, six (6) copies of
the following tariff sheets;

Twentieth Revised Sheet No. 203
Alternate Twentieth Revised Sheet No.
203

Algonquin states such tariff sheets are
being filed pursuant to the provisions of
its Rate Schedule F-2 for the purpose of
revising Algonquin's rates to reflect the
effect of Consolidated Gas Transmission
Corporation's (“Consolidated") PGA
filing dated July 31, 1987 in Docket No.
TA87-3-22-000.

Algonquin requests that the
Commission accept that tariff sheet
which synchronizes its rates with the
underlying approved rates of
Consolidated and to grant any waiver of
the Regulations as may be necessary by
the Commission to permit such accepted
tariff sheet to become effective
September 1, 1987.

Algonquin notes that a copy of this
filing is being served upon each affected
party and interested state commission.

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, NE., Washington,
DC 20426, in accordance with Rules 211
and 214 of the Commission's Rules of
Practice and Procedure (18 CFR 385.211,
385.214). All such motions or protests
should be filed on or before August 26,
1987, Protests will be considered by the
Commission in determining the
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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. 87-19324 Filed 8-21-87; 8:45 am)|
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M

[Docket NO. RP87-84-000]

Tariff Filing; El Paso Natural Gas Co.
August 19, 1987.

Take notice that on August 7, 1987, El
Paso Natural Gas Company (El Paso)
filed, pursuant to section 4 of the
Natural Gas Act and Part 154 of the
Regulations issued thereunder by the
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission
(Commission), Original Sheet Nos. 100~
C and 100-D, First Revised Sheet No.
300 and Original Sheet Nos. 366 through
399 to First Revised Volume No. 1 of its
FERC Gas Tariff.

El Paso states that the tendered tariff
sheets, when accepted by the
Commission and permitted to become
effective, will establish procedures for
(i) determining the costs related to gas
prepayment liabilities incurred by El
Paso on and after January 1, 1988 in
maintaining gas supply to serve the firm
sales entitlements of its customers, and
(ii) reimbursement of an allocated
portion of such costs by Southern
California Gas Company, Pacific Gas
and Electric Company, Gas Company of
New Mexico, Southern Union Gas
Company and Southwest Gas
Corporation to El Paso through a Gas
Inventory Charge to be applied to the
quantity by which the customer’s actual
purchases (including transported
released gas for which El Paso receives
take-or-pay relief) is less than that
customer's specified Annual Exemption
Quantity. El Paso states that it has
offered to enter into negotiations with
the affected customers to establish
Annual Exemption Quantities based on
firm sales entitlements and load factors
reflective of the customers' appraisal of
the quantities of natural gas they will
look at El Paso to supply and maintain
in the future.

El Paso is proposing to implement the
Gas Inventory Charge commencing
January 1, 1988. However, since certain
steps necessary to the determination of
each customer's allocable portion of
such costs must occur prior to the date
on which the Gas Inventory Charge is
implemented, El Paso requests that the
tendered tariff sheets be accepted by the

Commission and permitted to become
effective thirty (30) days after the date
of filing.

El Paso is proposing that the Gas
Inventory Charge rate be equal to the
weighted average cost of prepayment
multiplied by a time value factor equal
to the present value of the estimated
Commission-prescribed interest rate to
be in effect during a five-year
prepayment recovery period, such
charge to be implemented on a
prospective basis for prepayment
liabilities incurred on and after January
1, 1988. El Paso states that, depending
upon the future purchasing decisions of
its customers, some of the prepayments
incurred by El Paso on and after January
1, 1988 may later be found to be non-
recoupable. El Paso therefore requests
that the Commission set for hearing the
issue of including in the Gas Inventory
Charge calculation prepayments
incurred on and after January 1, 1988
which are later found to be non-
recoupable (as set forth on the pro
forma tariff sheet included in the filing)
for prospective application following
issuance of a final order approving such
inclusion.

El Paso states that copies of the filing
have been served upon all of its
interstate pipeline system customers
and all interested state regulatory
commissions.

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 NE., Washington,
DC 20426, in accordance with §§ 385.214
and 385.211 of the regulations. All such
motions or protests should be filed on or
before August 26, 1987. 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. 87-19326 Filed 8-21-87; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M

Office of Hearings and Appeals

Issuance of Proposed Decisions and
Orders; Period of June 29 Through
August 7, 1987

During the period of June 29 through
August 7, 1987, the proposed decisions
and orders summarized below were
issued by the Office of Hearings and

Appeals of the Department of Energy
with regard to applications for
exception.

Under the procedural regulations that
apply to exception proceedings (10 CFR
Part 205, Subpart D), any person who
will be aggrieved by the issuance of a
proposed decision and order in final
form may file a written notice of
objection within ten days of service. For
purposes of the procedural regulations,
the date of service of notice is deemed
to be the date of publication of this
Notice or the date an aggrieved person
receives actual notice, whichever occurs
first.

The procedural regulations provide
that an aggrieved party who fails to file
a Notice of Objection within the time
period specified in the regulations will
be deemed to consent to the issuance of
the proposed decision and order in final
form. An aggrieved party who wishes to
contest a determination made in a
proposed decision and order must also
file a detailed statement of objections
within 30 days of the date of service of
the proposed decision and order. In the
statement of objections, the aggrieved
party must specify each issue of fact or
law that it intends to contest in any
further proceeding involving the
exception matter.

Copies of the full text of these
proposed decisions and orders are
available in the Public Reference Room
of the Office of Hearings and Appeals,
Room 1E-234, Forrestal Building, 1000
Independence Avenue SW.,
Washington, DC 20585, Monday through
Friday, between the hours of 1:00 p.m.
and 5:00 p.m., except federal holidays.

Dated: August 14, 1987.
Thomas O. Mann,
Acting Director, Office of Hearings and
Appeals.
Deaton Oil Company, Murfreesboro, AR,

KEE-0142, Reporting Req'mts

Deaton Oil Company filed an Application
for Exception from the requirement to file
Form EIA-821, entitled “Annual Fuel Oil and
Kerosene Sales Report." On August 4, 1987,
the Department of Energy issued a Proposed
Decision and Order which determined that
the exception request should be denied.

Site Oil Company, St. Louis, MO, KEE-0145,
Reporting Req'mts

Site Oil Company filed an Application for
Exception from the requirement to file Form
EIA-782B, entitled "Resellers'/Retailers’
Monthly Petroleum Product Sales Report."
On August 8, 1987, the Department of Energy
issued a Proposed Decision and Order which
determined that the exception request should
be denied.

[FR Doc. 87-19334 Filed 8-21-87; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 6450-01-M
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FECERAL COMMUNICATIONS [MM Docket No. 87-330; File Nos. BPCT~- A Ee oy Euls DM":al
COMMISSION 861261iQ and BPCT-870112KE] pplicant, iy, S SUlo 3¢ o o5
(MM Docket No. 87-316, File Nos. BPH- Applications for Consolidated Hearing;  » yassanutien Brosdcast. | 8H-s0s0sM.....| 87-317
850711MY et al.} Melvin Jonesand G & D . Com\?:ny. inc..

Communications, Inc. ko st
Applications for Consolidated Hearing; : et ol bl o
Cynthia Escajeda Cart et al. 1. The Commission has before it the C.B Nanette  Markunas, | BPH-860S07TMC.............
Sy : following mutually exclusive Froml s Adie

. lll The C;mtm:lilsmr;hlas !:)(fore it the applications for a new TV station: °‘.;l”§5?a'}§'.§l;’§nff,"'é.§$ e
ollowing mutually exclusiv way, VA,
applications for a new FM station: =

Applicant, City and State File No.

A. Cynthia Escajeda Cart,
Reno, NV.

B. Reno 93-FM Broadcasters,
a California limited partner-
ship Reno, NV.

C. Dennis L. Martin, Reno, NV,

D. Washoe Wireless Associ-
ates, Reno, NV.

E. Reno Radie, Ltd., Reno,
NV.

F. Reno FM Services Partners
LUimited, Reno, NV.

G. David L. Metts and Debbte
Rabom d/b/a/ Migh Sierra
Communications Co., Reno,
NV.

H. Condor -& Associates, Inc.,
Reno, NV.

L. L C Broadcasting, Inc.,
Reno, NV,

J. Susan Lundborg, Reno, NV .| BPH-850712TU ...

K. Tropic-Air, Lid., Reno, NV.....| BPH-850712TV

BPH-850711MY...| 87-316

BPH-8507110E .| ........ce.....

BPH-8507120N....
BPH-85071200..

BPH-8507120P...4...........s
BPH-8507120Q....

BPH-8507120V,..L...cccooe.

BPH-8507120Z..{.....

BPH-850712PA ..l ccccrvovicvie

2. Pursuant to section 309(e) of the
Communications Act of 1934, as
amended, the above applications have
been designated for hearing in a
consolidated proceeding upon the issues
whose headings are set forth below. The
text of each of these issues has been
standardized and is set forth in its
entirety under the corresponding
headings at 51 FR 19347, May 29, 1986.
The letter shown before each applicant's
name, above, is used below to signify
whether the issue in question applies to
that particular applicant.

Issue Heading and Applicant(s)

1. Misrepresentation, H
2. Comparative, A-K
3. Ultimate, A-K

3. A copy of the complete HDO in this
proceeding is available for inspection
and copying during normal business
hours in the FCC Dockets Branch (Room
230), 1919 M Street, NW., Washington,
DC. The complete text may also be
purchased from the Commission's
duplicating contractor, International
Transcription Service, Inc., 2100 M
Street, NW., Washington, DC 20037.
(Telephone (202) 857-3800).

W. Jan Gay,

Assistant Chief, Audio Services Division,
Mass Media Bureau.

[FR Doc. 87-19278 Filed 8-21-87; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 6712-01-M

MM
Applicant, City, and State File No, U%Ckel
0.
A. Malvin Jones, Enid, OK...| BPCT-861216iQ........

87-330
B. G&D Communications,
Inc., Enid, OK.

BPCT-870112KE ... &

2. Pursuant to section 309(e) of the
Communications Act of 1934, as
amended, the above applications have
been designated for hearingin a
consolidated proceeding upon the issues
whose headings are set forth below. The
text of each of these issues has been
standardized and is set forth in its
entirety under the corresponding
headings at 51 FR 19347, May 29, 1986.
The letter shown before each applicant's
name, above, is used below to signify
whether the issue in question applies to
that particular applicant.

Issue Heading Applicani(s)
Misrepresentation, A

Air Hazard, A, B
Comparative, A, B
Ultimate, A, B

3. If there is any non-standardized
issue(s) in this proceeding, the full text
of the issue and the applicant(s) to
which it applies are set forth in an
Appendix to this Notice. A copy of
business hours in the FCC Dockets
Branch (Room 230), 1919 M Street, NW.,
Washington, DC. The complete text may
also be purchased from the
Commission's duplicating contractor,
International Transcription Services,
Inc., 2100 M Street, NW., Washington,
DC 20037 (Telephone No. (202) 857-
3800).

Stephen F. Sewell,

Assistant Chief, Video Services Divisjon,
Mass Media Bureau.

[FR Doc. 87-19279 Filed 8-21-87; 8:45 am|)
BILLING CODE 6712-01-M

[MM Docket No. 87-317; File Nos. BPH~
860505MI et al.]

Applications for Consolidated Hearing;
Massanutten Broadcasting Co., Inc.
etal.

1. The Commission has before it the
following mutually exclusive
applications for a new FM station:

2. Pursuant to 47 U.S.C. 309(e), the
above applications have been
designated for hearing in a consolidated
proceeding upon the issues whose
headings are set forth below. The text of
each of theses issues has been
standardized and is set forth in its
entirety under the corresponding
headings at 51 FR 19,347 (May 29, 1986).
The letter shown before each applicant’s
name, above, is useds below to signify
whether the issue in question applies to
that particular applicant.

Issue Heading, Applicants

1. Comparative, A, B, C,D
2, Ultimate, A, B, C,D

3. A copy of the complete HDO in this
proceeding is available for inspection
and copying during normal business
hours in the FCC Dockets Branch (Room
230), 1919 M Street, N.W., Washington
DC. The complete text may also be
purchased from the Commission's
duplicating contractor, International
Transcription Services, Inc., 2100 M
Street, NW., Washington, DC 20037.
(Telephone (202) 857-3800).

W. Jan Gay,

Assistant Chief, Audio Services Division,
Mass Media Bureain.

[FR Doc. 87-19280 Filed 8-21-87; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6712-01-M

[MM Docket No. 87-315; File Nos. BPH-
860707NP and BPH-8607070G]

Applications for Consolidated Hearing;
William M. Morris and Caballero
Spanish Media, Inc.

1. The Commission has before it the
following mutually exclusive
applications for a new FM station:

MM

Applicant, City, and State File No. Dc:chel
NO.

A, William M. Morris, | BPH-BE0707NP......... 87-315

McFarland, Ca.

B. Caballero Spanish | BPH-8807070G........

Media, Inc., McFarland,

Ca.

2. Pursuant to section 309(e) of the
Communications Act of 1934, as
amended, the above applications have
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been designated for hearing in a
consolidated proceeding upon the issues
whose headings are set forth below. The
text of each of these issues has been
standardized and is set forth in its
entirety under the corresponding
headings at 51 FR 19347, May 29, 1986.
The letter shown before each applicant's
name, above, is used below to signify
whether the issue in question applies to
that particular applicant.

Issue Heading, Applicani(s)

1. Comparative, A, B
2. Ultimate, A, B

3. A copy of the complete HDO in this
proceeding is available for inspection
and copying during normal business
hours in the FCC Dockets Branch (Room
230), 1919 M Street NW., Washington
DC. The complete text may also be
purchased from the Commission’s
duplicating contractor, International
Transcription Services, Inc., 2100 M
Street NW., Washington, DC 20037.
(Telephone (202) 857-3800).

W. Jan Gay,

Assistant Chief, Audio Services Division,
Mass Media Bureau.

[FR Doc. 87-19281 Filed 8-21-87; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6712-01-M

Travel Reimbursement Program
Report

AGENCY: Federal Communications
Commission.

ACTION: Publishing of Report on Travel
Reimbursement Program.

SUMMARY: In Pub. L. 97-259 the
Congress authorized the Federal
Communications Commission to accept
reimbursement from non-government
organizations for travel of employees of
the Commission. The Federal
Communications Commission must keep
records of reimbursable travel by event
and prepare a report of all
reimbursements allowed. Copies of each
report will be provided to the Senate
Committee on Appropriations, House
Committee on Appropriations, Senate
Committee on Commerce, Science and
Transportation, and the House
Committee on Energy and Commerce. In
addition, the Federal Communications
Commission must publish each report in
the Federal Register.

DATE: This report is for the period April
1, 1987 through June 30, 1987.

ADDRESS: Federal Communications
Commission, Washington, DC 20554.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Robert Myers, Office of the Managing
Director, (202) 632-8900.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
report for the period April 1, 1887
through June 30, 1987 is as follows:

Federal Communications Commission, Travel
Reimbursement Program, April 1, 1987—June
30, 1987, Summary Report

Total number of sponsored
events 31
Total number of sponsoring orga-
nizations 24
Total number of commissioners/
employees attending......oouriersennee 52
Total number of reimbursement
expected:
Transportation ... $12,068.11
Subsistence e :
Other expenses ... s 1,563.31
Total $24,008.32

Federal Communications Commission, Travel
Reimbursement Program, Individual Event
Report

Sponsoring Organization: American Bar
Association of Science & Technology, 7500
North Lake Shore Drive, Chicago, Illinois
60611.

Date of the Event: May 15-17, 1987.

Description of the Event: To participate in
meeting on International
Telecommunications facilities in Easton,
Maryland.

Commissioners Attending: N/A.

Other Employee(s) Attending: William
Kirsch, Attorney-Advisor—Common Carrier
Bureau.

Amount of reimbursement:

Transportation .. $32.39
Subsistence 128.00
Other eXpenses....unmrmi 20.00

Total 180.39

Federal Communications Commission, Travel
Reimbursement Program, Individual Event
Report

Sponsoring Organization: Ameritech, 1050
Connecticut Avenue, N.-W., Washington, D.C.
200386.

Date of the Event: May 5, 1987.

Description of the Event: To participate in
Ameritech's 1987 Spring President's
Conference in Scottsdale, Arizona.

Commissioners Attending: N/A.

Other Employee(s) Attending: James
Schlichting, Attorney—Advisor Office of
Commissioner.

Amount of reimbursement:

Transportation ... $360.00
Subsistence 75.00
Other expenses 20.00

Total 455.00

Sponsoring Organization: Bell Atlantic,
1133 20th Street, N.W., Suite 810, Washington,
D.C. 20036.

Date of the Event: March 30, 1987.

Description of the Event: To participate in
the Bell Atlantic Companies Regional
External Affairs Conference held in
Baltimore, Md.

Commissioners Attending: N/A.

Other Employee(s) Attending: John Cimko,
Chief, Tariff Division-Common Carrier
Bureau.

Amount of reimbursement:

Transportation .....sessssscssrssenes $20.50

Subsistence

Other exp i
Total 20.50

Sponsoring Organization: Bell Atlantic,
1133 20th Street, N.W., Suite 810, Washington,
D.C. 20036.

Date of the Event: April 21, 1987,

Description of the Event: To attend
Separations Settlements and Access Charge
Seminar in Baltimore, Md.

Commissioners Attending: N/A.

Other Employee(s) Attending: Cynthia
Work, Supervisory Attorney-Advisor-
Common Carrier Bureau.

Amount of reimbursement:

Transportation ... $74.00

Subsistence

Other eXpPenses.....mmmssssssssssssssss $25.00
Total 99.00

Sponsoring Organization: Bell
Communications Research, 2101 L Street,
N.W,, Washington, D.C. 20037.

Date of the Event: April 29—May 1, 1987.

Description of the Event: To participate in
the 1987 National Forecasting Conference in
New Orleans, Louisiana.

Commissioners Attending: N/A.

Other Employee(s) Attending: Alexander
Belinfante, Industry Economist-Common
Carrier Bureau.

Amount of reimbursement:

Transportation .....wssssssssies $318.00
Subsistence 170.00
Other eXpenses. ... 185.00

Total 673.00

Sponsoring Organization: Bell
Communications Research, 2101 L Street,
N.W., Washington, D.C. 20037,

Date of the Event: May 6, 1987.

Description of the Event: To participate in
the Eastern Communications Forum in
Stamford, Connecticut.

Commissioners Attending: N/A.

Other Employee(s) Attending: Thomas C.
Spavins, Deputy Chief-Office of Plans &
Policy.

Amount of reimbursement:
Transportatlon ...
Subsistence
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Other exp
Total

Sponsoring Organization: Bell
Communication Research, 290 W Mt.
Pleasant Avenue, Livingston, NJ. 07039.

Date of the Event: May 13 & 14, 1987.

Description of the Event: To participate in
the Bellcore Executive Briefing Session on
Third-Party Marketing in Dallas, Texas.

Commissioners Attending: N/A.

Other Employee(s) Attending: Thomas
Sugrue, Chief, Policy & Program Plan—
Common Carrier Bureau.

Amount of reimbursement:
Transportation .......eeeessoimes $270.00

Subsistence 107.00
Other eXPenses......wsssssisssissrons 30.00
Total 407.00

Sponsoring Organization: Bell
Communications Research, 2101 L Street,
NW., Washington, DC 20037.

Date of the Event: June 9, 1987.

Description of the Event: To participate in
the National Security Emergency
Preparedness Committee meeting in Chicago,
Illinois.

Commissioners Attending: N/A.

Other Employee(s) Attending: Edward .
Minkel, Managing Director—Office of
Managing Director.

Amount of reimbursement:

Transportation ... $391.00
Subsistence 429.00
Other eXpenses.....cuemmmimmns 10.00

Total 830.00

Sponsoring Organization: Bell South
Corporation, Suite 900—1133 21st Street,
NW., Washington, DC. 20036.

Date of the Event: May 27, 1987.

Description of the Event: To discuss recent
separations changes and future plans for
separations changes with carriers in Atlanta,
Georgia.

Commissioners Attending: N/A.

Other Employee(s) Attending: Michael E.
Wilson, Supervisory Auditor—Common
Carrier Bureau.

Amount of reimbursement:

Transportation ... $200.00
Subsistence 12,50
Other expenses 42.80

Total 255.30

Sponsoring Organization: Centel, O'Hare
Plaza, 5725 N. East River Road, Chicago,
Illinois 60631.

Date of the Event: May 7, 1987.

Description of the Event: To participate in
a training session on filing tariffs pursuant to
Part 61 of the Commission’s rules in Chicago,
llinois.

Commissioners Attending: N/A.

Other Employee(s) Attending: James W.
Lichford, Public Utilities Specialist—Common
Carrier Bureau.

Amount of reimbursement:

Transportation ... $311.00
Subsistence 203.64
Other expenses 13.80

Total 528.44

Sponsoring Organization: Harvard
University Graduate School of Business
Administration, Soldiers Field, Boston,
Massachusetts 02163.

Date of the Event: May 28-29, 1967.

Description of the Event: To participate in
Collogquium on Future Competition in
Telecommunications in Boston,
Massachusetts.

Commissioners Attending: N/A.

Other Employee(s) Attending: Thomas C.
Sp;avins. Deputy Chief—Office of Plans and
Policy.

Amount of reimbursement:

Transportation ..o $119.00

Subsistence 324.00

Other eXpen8es.......uumsmsessssssiss 0
Total 443.00

Sponsoring Organization: Kentucky
Broadcasters Association, Post Office Box
680, Lebanon, KY 40033.

Date of the Event: May 15, 1987.

Description of the Event: To address the
annual convention of the Kentucky
Broadcasters Association in Louisville,
Kentucky.

Commissioners Attending: Commissioner
Patricia Diaz Dennis.

Other Employee(s) Attending: N/A.

Amount of reimbursement:

Transportation ..o $202.00
Subsistence 16.50
Other eXPenses. ... mmmmmssmsasines 28.20

Total 246.70

Sponsoring Organization: Law Offices
Keller and Heckman, 1150 17th Street NW.,
Suite 1000, Washington, D.C. 20036.

Date of the Event: June 16-18, 1987.

Description of the Event: Attend and
participate at the Utilities
Telecommunications Counsel (UTC) Annual
Meeting in Portland, Oregon.

Commissioners Attending: N/A.

Other Employee(s) Attending: Michael T.N.
Fitch, Chief—Private Radio Bureau.

Amount of reimbursement:

Transportation ... $478.00
Subsistence 300.00
Other eXpenses......smmmuisises 25.00

Total 803.00

Sponsoring Organization: Md./DC/Del.
Broadcasters’ Association, Incorporate,
Robert B. Cochrane Executive Director, Route
1—Box 559, St. Michaels, Maryland 21663.

Date of the Event: June 18-20, 1987.

Description of the Event: To participate in
the Md/DC/Del. Broadcasters' meeting in
Ocean City, Maryland.

Commissioners Attending: N/A.

Other Employee(s) Attending: James C.
McKinney, Chief—Mass Media Bureau,
Charles W. Kelley, Chief—Enforcement
Division—Mass Media Bureau.

Amount of reimbursement:

Transportation ......cesmsssessens $139.40
Subsistence 297.00
Other eXpenses.......susessssssarsssse 40.00

Total 476.40

Sponsoring Organization: Mississippi
Broadcaster Association, Post Office Box
4561, Jackson, Mississippi 39218.

Date of the Event: June 13, 1987.

Description of the Event: To participate in
the Mississippi Broadcasters Association
Annual Convention in Biloxi, Mississippi.

Commissioners Attending: N/A.

Other Employee(s) Attending: Larry P.
Eads, Chief, Audio Services Division—Mass
Media Bureau.

Amount of reimbursement:

Transportation ... $372.00
Subsistence 128.00
Other eXpenses...smesssssssssnss 25.00

Total 525.00

Sponsoring Organization: National Cable
Television Association, 1724 Massachusetts
Avenue, N.W., Washington, D.C. 20036.

Date of the Event: May 17-20, 1987.

Description of the Event: To participate in
the National Cable TV Association
Convention and Exposition in Las Vegas,
Nevada.

Commissioners Attending: Commissioner
Dennis R. Patrick.

Other Employee(s) Attending:

James C. McKinney, Chief-Mass Media
Bureau

Diane S. Killory, General Counsel

Sydney P. Bradfield, Supervisory
Electronics Engineer-Mass Media Bureau

Bradley P. Holmes, Supervisory Attorney-
Advisor-Mass Media Bureau

Roy ]. Stewart, Chief Video Services-Mass
Media Bureau

Stephen R. Ross, Supervisory General
Attorney-Mass Media Bureau

Gregory Vogt, Supervisory General
Attorney-Common Carrier Bureau

Brian F. Fontes, Special Assistant-Oifice of
the Commissioner

Amount of reimbursement
Transportation

Subsistence.......... :
Other EXpenses.... . e 263.65
Total 6,600.31

Sponsoring Organization: National
Translator Association, Fernand Bibeau, 4
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Broadcast Plaza, S.W., Albuquerque, New
Mexico 87104.

Date of the Event: April 30, May 2, 1987.

Description of the Event: To participate in
the TV & FM Translator Annual Technical
Seminar in Albuquerque, New Mexico.

Commissioners Attending: N/A.

Other Employee(s) Attending: Keith
Larson, Supervisory Electronics Engineer-
Mass Media Bureau.

Amount of reimbursement:

Transportation ... $332.00
Subsistence 336.00
Other expenses

Total 668.00

Sponsoring Organization: Nebraska
Telephone Association, 845 South 14th Street,
Suite 300, Lincoln, Nebraska 68508.

Date of the Event: May 19, 1987.

Description of the Event: Speak at annual
meeting of the Nebraska Telephone
Association in Lincoln, Nebraska.

Commissioners Attending: N/A.

Other Employee(s) Attending: Stephen L.
Goodman, Supervisory Attorney—Common
Carrier Bureau.

Amount of reimbursement:

Transportation .....sessiesssssssses $604.00
Subsistence 64.00
Other exper 10.00

Total 678.00

Sponsoring Organization: North American
Philips Corporation, 100 East 42nd Street,
New York, New York 10017.

Date of the Event: April 23-24, 1987.

Description of the Event: To attend
demonstrations at North American Philips
Corporation laborateries in Briarcliff Manor,
N.Y.

Commissioners Attending: N/A.

Other Employee(s) Attending: Bruce A.
Franca, Supervisory Electronics Engineer—
Office of Engineering & Technology.

James C. McKinney, Chief—Mass Media
Bureau.

Victor Tawil, Electronics Engineer—Office
of Engineering and Technology.

William Hassinger, Electronics Engineer—
Office of Engineering and Technology.

Amount of reimbursement:

Transportation .. $592.00
Subsistence 66.00
Other expenses 80.00

Total 738.00

Sponsoring Organization: Northern
Telecom Incorporate, Post Office Box 13010,
Research Triangle Park, North Carolina
27709.

Date of the Event: April 5-8, 1987,

Description of the Event: To speak at
Northern Telecom symposium held in
Sarasota, Florida.

Commissioners Attending: N/A.

Other Employee(s) Attending: Karl W.
Brimmer, Chief, Management Planning &

Program Evaluation Staff—Office of

Managing Director.
Amount of reimbursement:
Transportation ... $319.00
Subsistence 206.00
Other eXpenses..... s 40.00
Total 565.00

Sponsoring Organization: Phoenix
Telocator Network of America, 2000 M Street,
N.W., Washington, D.C. 20036.

Date of the Event: April 20-May 1, 1987.

Description of the Event: To participate in
Telocator Network of America 1987 Semi-
Annual meeting held in Phoenix, Arizona.

Commissioners Attending: N/A.

Other Employee(s) Attending: Richard J.
Shiben, Chief—Land Mobile & Microwave
Division; Kevin J. Kelley, Supervisor Attorney
Advisor—Common Carrier Bureau.

Amount of reimbursement:

Transportation ....weseersssneres $498.00
Subsistence 450.00
Other eXpenses. ... 110.00

Total 1,058.00

Sponsoring Organization: Pierson, Ball and
Dowd, 1200 18th Street, N.W., Washington,
D.C. 20036.

Date of the Event: April 28, 1987.

Description of the Event: To participate in
a conference held in Scottsdale, Arizona.

Commissioners Attending: N/A.

Other Employee(s) Attending: Gerald
Vaughan, Deputy Bureau Chief Common
Carrier—Bureau.

Amount of reimbursement:
Transportation......
Subsistence........
Other expenses

Total

Sponsoring Organization: Southeastern
Association of Regulatory Utility
Commissioners, Post Office Box 991,
Montgomery, Alabama 36102.

Date of the Event: June 1, 1987,

Description of the Event: To participate in
the 1987 SEARUC Conference in Birmingham,
AL.

Commissioners Attending: N/A.

Other Employee(s) Attending: Cynthia
Work, Supervisory Attorney-Advisor—
Common Carrier Bureau.

Amount of reimbursement:

Transportation ... $243.00
Subsistence........ - 75.00
Other eXpenses ... 30.00

Total 348.00

Sponsoring Organization: Tharring, Smith &
Hargrove, Post Office Box 1151, Raleigh,
North Carolina 27602.

Date of the Event: May 5-6, 1987.

Description of the Event: To participate in
North Carolina Association of Broadeaster's
EEO Seminar held in Raleigh, North Carolina.

Commissioners Attending: N/A.

Other Employee(s) Attending: Larry D.
Eads, Chief, Audio Services—Mass Media
Bureau: James Shook, Supervisory Attorney-
Advisor—Mass Media Bureau.

Amount of reimbursement:
Transportation ...
Subsistence..........
Other expenses

Total

Sponsoring Organization: The Illinois
Telephone Association, 300 East Monroe
Street, Springfield, lllinois 62705.

Date of the Event: June 7-9, 1987.

Description of the Event: To participate in
the annual meeting of the Illinois Telephone
Association in Chicago, Illinois.

Commissioners Attending: N/A.

Other Employee(s) Attending: Barbara J.
Lynch, Attorney-Advisor (PU)—Common
Carrier Bureau.

Amount of reimbursement;

Transportation $355.00
Subsistence...... e 105.00
Other eXpenses. ..o 20.00

Total 480.00

Sponsoring Organization: United States
Telephone Association, 900 19th Street, N.-W.,
Suite 800, Washington, DC 20006-2102.

Date of the Event: April 14-18, 1987.

Description of the Event: To participate
and speak at a Western Telecommunications
Showcase Seminar.

Commissioners Attending: N/A.

Other Employee(s) Attending: Colleen
Boothby, Attorney-Advisor—Common
Carrier Bureau.

Amount of reimbursement;

Transportation $289.50
Subsistence...... 306.00
Other eXpPenses . s 60.00

Total 655.50

Sponsoring Organization: United States
Telephone Association, 900 19th Street, NNW.,
Suite 800, Washington, DC 20006-2102.

Date of the Event: June 9-10, 1987,

Description of the Event: To participate in
depreciation rate conference with General
Telephone Company in Raleigh, North
Carolina.

Commissioners Attending: N/A.

Other Employee(s) Attending: Richard G.
Kirkman, Supervisory Electronics Engineer—
Common Carrier Bureau.

Amount of reimbursement:

Transportation ... $162.00
Subsistence...... 237.00
Other expenses... 100.00
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Total 489.00

Sponsoring Organization: United States
Telephone Association, 900 19th Street, N.W.,
Suite 800, Washington, DC 20006-2102.

Date of the Event: June 22-23, 1987.

Description of the Event: To participate in
depreciation rate conference with General
Telephone Company and the Ohio Public
Utilities Commission in Indianapelis, Indiana.

Commissioners Attending: N/A.

Other Employee(s) Attending: Richard G.
Kirkman, Supervisory Electronics Engineer—
Common Carrier Bureau.

Amount of reimbursement:

Transportation ......seeescesssecesesse $234.52
Subsistence 75.00
Other expenses........ i 30.00

Total 339.52

Sponsoring Organization: United States
Telephone Association, 900 19th Street, N.W.,
Suite 800, Washington, D.C. 20006-2102.

Date of the Event: July 8-9, 1987.

Description of the Event: To participate in
depreciation rate conferences with Pacific
NW Bell in Seattle, Washington.

Commissioners Attending: N/A.

Other Employee(s) Attending: Richard G.
Kirkman, Supervisory Electronics Engineer—
Common Carrier Bureau,

Amount of reimbursement:

Transportation ... $604.00
SUbDSIBLENCE..cuuuvcnssrerserusssensesssane 973.50
Other eXpenses ... s 150.00

Total 1,727.50

Sponsoring Organization: Virginia
Association of Broadcasters (VAB), 820
Stagecoach Road, Charlottesville, Virginia
22901,

Date of the Event: June 286, 1887.

Description of the Event: To attend VAB
Convention in Virginia Beach, Virginia.

Commissioners Attending: N/A.

Other Employee(s) Attending: Glenn A.
Wolfe, Equal Opportunity Officer—Mass
Media Bureau.

Amount of reimbursement:

Transportation wsesisssssssses e $40.00
Subsistence....... 320.00
Other expenses 10.00

Total 370.00

Sponsoring Organization: Wiley, Rein &
Fielding, 1776 K Street, N.W., Washington,
D.C. 20008.

Date of the Event: April 24-26, 1987.

Description of the Event: FCC Bar
Association Annual Seminar held in
Win!ergreen. VA.

Commissioners Attending: Commissioner
James H, Quello.

Other Employee(s) Attending: Lauren J.
Belvin, Senior Advisor to Commissioner
Dawson: Stuart Z. Chiron, Attorney-
Advisor—Office of the Commissioner; Diane

S. Killory, General Counsel; Peter Pitsch,
Chief—Office of Plans and Policy; Jerald N.
Fritz, Chief of Staffi—Office of the Chairman;
Sharon B. Kelley, Attorney-Advisor—Office
of General Counsel; David L. Donovan,
Attorney—Advisor-Office of Commissioner
Quello.

Amount of reimbursement:

Transportation «.....essssssens 7 $357.80
Subsistence....... pimseiinst 1 A0
Other eXpenses....u s = 137.76

Total 1,710.66

Federal Communications Commission.
William J. Tricarico,

Secretary.

[FR Doc. 87-19259 Filed 8-21-87; 8:45 am)
BILLING CODE 6712-01-M

FEDERAL EMERGENCY
MANAGEMENT AGENCY

Agency Information Collection
Submitted to the Office of
Management and Budget for
Clearance

The Federal Emergency Management
Agency (FEMA) has submitted to the
Office of Management and Budget the
following information collection
package for clearance in accordance
with the Paperwork Reduction Act (44
U.S.C. Chapter 35).

Type: Extension of 3067-0176
Title: Statewide Radiological Instrument
inventory

Abstract: Maintenance of a statewide
civil defense radiological instrument
inventory is required to assist Federal
and State Government to maintain the
existing FEMA radiological instrument
inventory of 4.3 million instruments,
granted and dispersed to Federal, State,
and local users. The inventory is
maintained and calibrated by FEMA
supported State Radiological Instrument
Maintenance and Calibration (RIM&C)
facilities.

Type of Respondents: State or local
governments

Number of Respondents: 50

Burden Hours: 100

Frequency of Recording or Reporting:
Annually

Copies of the above information
collection request and supporting
documentation can be obtained by
calling or writing the FEMA Clearance
Officer, Linda Shiley, (202) 646-2624, 500
C Street, SW., Washington, DC 20472,

Comments should be directed to
Francine Picoult, (202) 395-7231, Office
of Management and Budget, 3235 NEOB,

Washington, DC 20503 within two
weeks of this notice.

Wesley C. Moore,

Director, Office of Administrative Support.
[FR Doc. 87-19244 Filed 8~21-87; 8:45 am}
BILLING CODE 6718-01-M

FEDERAL RESERVE SYSTEM

Acquisition of Company Engaged in
Permissible Nonbanking Activities; The
Chase Manhattan Corp.

The organization listed in this notice
has applied under § 225.23 (a)(2) or (f) of
the Board's Regulation Y (12 CFR 225.23
(a)(2) or (f)) for the Board's approval
under setion 4(c)(8) of the Bank Holding
Company Act (12 U.S.C. 1843(c])(8)) and
§ 225.21(a) of Regulation Y (12 CFR
225.21(a)) to acquire or control voting
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.
Unless otherwise noted, such 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
inspection at the officers 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 September 9,
1987.

A. Federal Reserve Bank of New York
(William L. Rutledge, Vice President) 33
Liberty Street, New York, New York
10045:

1. The Chase Manhattan Corporation,
New York, New York; to acquire through
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its wholly-owned subsidiary, Chase
Home Mortgage Corporation, selected
assets and liabilities of Lyons Mortgage
Corp, Rolling Meadows, Illinois, and
thereby engage in the servicing of loans
and the origination of residential
mortgages pursuant to § 225.25(b)(1) of
the Board's Regulation Y.

Board of Governors of the Federal Reserve
System, August 18, 1987.

William W. Wiles,
Secretary of the Board.

[FR Doc. 87-19235 Filed 8-21-87; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6210-01-M

Acquisitions of Companies Engaged in
Permissible Nonbanking Activities;
Fleet Financial Group, Inc.; et al.;
Correction

This notice corrects a previous
Federal Register notice (FR Doc. 87—
17929) published at page 29436 of the
issue for Friday, August 7, 1987.

Under the Federal Reserve Bank of
Boston, the entry for Fleet Financial
Group, Inc. is revised to read as follows:

A. Federal Reserve Bank of Boston
(Robert M. Brady, Vice President) 600
Atlantic Avenue, Boston, Massachusetts
02106:

3. Fleet Financial Group, Inc.,
Providence, Rhode Island; to acquire
Norstar Investment Advisory Services,
Inc.; Rochester, New York; and thereby
engage in portfolio management and
investment advice and consumer
financial counseling pursuant to
§ 225.25(b)(4) and (b)(20) of the Board's
Regulation Y.

8. Fleet Financial Group, Inc.,
Providence, Rhode Island; to acquire
Adams, McEntee & Company, Inc., New
York, New York; and thereby engage in
the sale and underwriting of state and
municipal securities and brokerage of
certain mutual fund shares pursuant to
§ 225.25(b)(16) and (b)(15) of the Board's
Regulation Y.

9. Fleet Financial Group, Inc.,
Providence, Rhode Island; to acquire
Altman, Brown & Everett Inc., Albany,
New York; and thereby engage in
actuarial and employee benefits
consulting services pursuant to Board
Orders dated June 19, 1985 and August
19, 1986.

Comments on this application must be
received by August 31, 1987.

Board of Governors of the Federal
Reserve System, August 18, 1987.

William W. Wiles,
Secretary of the Board.

[FR Doc. 87-19233 Filed 8-21-87; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 6210-01-M

Application To Engage de novo in
Permissible Nonbanking Activities;
FNB Rochester Corp.

The company listed in this notice has
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 U.S.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.

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
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
outweight 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 question 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.

Unless otherwise noted, comments
regarding the application must be
received at the Reserve Bank indicated
or the offices of the Board of Governors
not later than September 9, 1987.

A. Federal Reserve Bank of New York
(William L. Rutledge, Vice President) 33
Liberty Street, New York, New York
10045:

1. FNB Rochester Corp., Rochester,
New York; to engage de novo through its
subsidiary, First National Mortgage Inc.,
Rochester, New York, in making,
procuring or acquiring loans and other
extensions of credit pursuant to
§ 225.25(b)(1) of the Board's Regulation
Y

Board of Governors of the Federal Reserve
System, August 18, 1987.

William W. Wiles,

Secretary of the Board.

[FR Doc. 87-19236 Filed 8-21-87; 8:45 am)|
BILLING CODE 6210-01-M

Formations of, Acquisitions by, and
Mergers of Bank Holding Companies;
Horizon Bancorp et al.

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 set forth in section 3(c) of the Act (12
U.S.C. 1842(c)).

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 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 not suffice in
lieu of a hearing, identifying specifically
any questions of fact that are in dispute
and summarizing the evidence that
would be presented at a hearing.

Unless otherwise noted, comments
regarding each of these applications
must be received not later than
September 14, 1987.

A. Federal Reserve Bank of New York
(William L. Rutledge, Vice President) 33
Liberty Street, New York, New York
10045:

1. Horizon Bancorp, Morristown, New
Jersey; to acquire 100 percent of the
voting shares of Princeton Bank of
Pennsylvania, Philadelphia,
Pennsylvania, a de novo bank.

B. Federal Reserve Bank of
Minneapolis (James M. Lyon, Vice
President) 250 Marquette Avenue,
Minneapolis, Minnesota 55480:

1. Security Banco, Inc., Adams, North
Dakota: to become a bank holding
company be acquiring 100 percent of the
voting shares of Security State Bank.
Adams, North Dakota.

C. Federal Reserve Bank of Kansas
City (Thomas M. Hoenig, Vice President)
925 Grand Avenue, Kansas City
Missouri 64198:

1. United Community Corporation,
Oklahoma City, Oklahoma:; to merge
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with Arbuckle Bancorp, Inc., Sulphur,
Oklahoma, and thereby indirectly
acquire First Oklahoma Bank and Trust
Company, Sulphur, Oklahoma; First
Madill Bancorporation, Inc., Madill,
Oklahoma, and thereby indirectly
acquire First National Bank of Marshall
County, Madill, Oklahoma; First Prague
Bancorporation, Inc., Prague, Oklahoma,
and thereby indirectly acquire First
National Bank, Prague, Oklahoma; and
Kiamichi Bancshares, Inc., Hugo,
Oklahoma, and thereby indirectly
acquire The Citizens State Bank, Hugo,
Oklahoma. Comments on this
application must be received by
September 4, 1987,

D. Federal Reserve Bank of San
Francisco (Harry W. Green, Vice
President) 101 Market Street, San
Francisco, California 94105;

1. Western Community Bancorp,
Corona, California; to become a bank
holding company by acquiring 100
percent of the voting shares of Western
Community Bank of Corona, Corona,
California.

Board of Governors of the Federal Reserve
System, August 18, 1987,

William W. Wiles,

Secretary of the Board.

[FR Doc. 87-19237 Filed 8-21-87; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6201-01-M

Formation of, Acquisition by, or
Merger of Bank Holding Companies
and Acquisition of Nonbanking
Company; Marshall & lisley Corp.

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) to become a bank holding
company or to acquire voting securities
of a bank or bank holding company. The
listed company has also applied under
§ 225.23(a)(2) of Regulation ¥ (12 CFR
225.23(a)(2)) for the Board's approval
under section 4(c)(8) of the Bank
Holding Company Act (12 U.S.C
1843(c)(8)) and § 225.21(a) of Regulation
Y (12 CFR 225.21(a)) to acquire or
control voting 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

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 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 September 11,
1987.

A. Federal Reserve Bank of Chicago
(David S. Epstein, Assistant Vice
President) 230 South LaSalle Street,
Chicago, lllinois 60690:

1. Marshall & llsley Corporation,
Milwaukee, Wisconsin; to acquire 100
percent of the voting shares of Central
Wisconsin Bankshares, Inc., Wausau,
Wisconsin, and thereby indirectly
acquire First American National Bank;
Eagle River State Bank; Community
State Bank; Mosinee Commercial Bank;
Tri-County State Bank of Marshfield;
The First National Bank of Neillsville;
Community First Bank; Northern
National Bank; Union National Bank of
Ashland; Wisconsin Valley Trust
Company; CWB Holdings—Onalaska,
Inc.; Central National Bank of Wausau;
Valley View Bank; and Bank of Plover.

In connection with this application,
Applicant also proposes to acquire First
American Investment, Inc., Wausau,
Wisconsin, and thereby act as a broker
or dealer retailing corporate securities
over the counter; mutual funds retailer;
put and call broker or dealer or option
writer; underwriter or selling group
participant; broker or dealer selling tax
shelters or limited partnerships; broker
or dealer selling oil and gas interest
pursuant to § 225.25(b)(15) of the Board's
Regulation Y; and Wisconsin Valley
Trust Company, Wausau, Wisconsin,
and thereby engage in trust services to
individuals, corporations, and charitable
institutions pursuant to § 225.25(b)(3) of
the Board’s Regulation Y. Tri-County
State Bank of Marshfield engages in
general insurance activities through its

subsidiary, Greater Wisconsin
Insurance Agency, Inc.

Board of Governors of the Federal Reserve
System, August 18, 1987.
William W. Wiles,
Secretary of the Board.
[FR Doc. 87-19238 Filed 8-21-87; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 6210-01-M

Acquisition of Shares of Banks or
Bank Holding Companies; Ronald J.
Sanders

The notificant listed below has
applied under the Change in Bank
Control Act (12 U.S.C. 1817(j)) and
§ 225.41 of the Board's Regulation Y (12
CFR 225.41) to acquire a bank or bank
holding company. The factors that are
considered in acting on notices are set
forth in paragraph 7 of the Act (12 U.S.C.
1817(j)(7)).

The notices are available for
immediate inspection at the Federal
Reserve Bank indicated. Once the
notices have been accepted for
processing, they will also be available
for inspection at the offices of the Board
of Governors. Interested persons may
express their views in writing to the
Reserve Bank indicated for that notice
or to the offices of the Board of
Governors. Comments must be received
not later than September 4, 1987.

A. Federal Reserve Bank of Kansas
City (Thomas M. Hoenig, Vice President)
925 Grand Avenue, Kansas City,
Missouri 64198:

1. Ronald V. Sanders, Higginsville,
Missouri, to acquire 18.2 percent; Ryan
Galli, Springfield, Missouri, 4.55 percent;
Robert G. Russell, Sedalia, Missouri,
4.55 percent; Stephen L. Abney, 12.73
percent; Alfonso Sicat, 18.2 percent;
Charles Alan Cavaness, 9.1 percent;
Arthur. F. McClure, 9.1 percent; Densil
Allen, 5.45 percent; Forrest Yankee, 4.55
percent; A.L. Folkner, 4.55 percent;
Russell W. Lotspeich, 2.73 percent;
Robert A. Lotspeich, 1.82 percent;
Charles M. Lederer, 1.82 percent; and
Irwin L. Graves, 2.73 percent; all of
Warrensburg, Missouri; to acquire
voting shares of Warrensburg
Bancshares, Inc., Warrensburg,
Missouri, and thereby indirectly acquire
Community Bank of Warrensburg,
Warrensburg, Missouri.

Board of Governors of the Federal Reserve
System, August 18, 1987,
William W, Wiles,
Secretary of the Board.
[FR Doc. 87-19234 Filed 8-21-87; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6210-01-M
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DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND Dated: August 18, 1987. EFFECTIVE DATE: This notice is effective
HUMAN SERVICES on August 24, 1987,

Centers for Disease Control

Notice of Public Meeting Between the
Centers for Disease Control (CDC) and
the Cruise Ship Industry, Private
Sanitation Consultants, and other
Interested Parties

Time and Date: 9:00 a.m., Wednesday,
September 23, 1987.

Place: Miami Port Authority Passenger
Terminal No. 10, 1007 North American
Way, Miami, Florida.

Status: Open to the Public for
participation, comment, and
observation, limited only by the space
available.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: A notice
of two public meetings with the cruise
ship industry, private sanitation
consultants, and other interested parties
to be convened by CDC was published
in the Federal Register, Vol. 52, No. 115,
pages 22848-22849, Tuesday, June 16,
1987.

The first of the two meetings was held
in Miami, Florida, on Wednesday, June
24,1987, Matters discussed at the
meeting included the consideration of
contracting, by CDC, the inspection
portion of the Vessel Sanitation
Program; the proposal to establish an
advisory committee with representation
from the cruise ship industry, private
sanitation consultants, local health
departments, and other interested
parties; the minimum qualifications to
be required of the Contractor's
inspectors; and CDC's intent to begin
charging fees, to conduct sanitation
inspections of cruise ships as part of the
Vessel Sanitation Program.

Matters To Be Considered. Experience
to date with the operation of the Vessel
Sanitation Program. CDC's decision on
the matter of contracting, by CDC, the
inspection portion of the Vessel
Sanitation Program. Analysis of data
relating to diarrheal illness occurring on
board passenger cruise ships during the
period 1975-1985.

For a period of 30 days following the
meeting, through October 23, 1987, the
official record of the meeting will remain
open so that additional material or
comments may be submitted to be made
part of the record of the meeting.

Contact Person for More Information:
Vernon N. Houk, M.D., Director, Center
for Environmental Health, CDC,
Atlantic, Georgia 30333. Telephone: FTS:
236-4111; Commercial: (404) 452-4111.

Glenda S. Cowart,

Acting Director, Office of Program Support,
Centers for Disease Control.

[FR Doc. 87-19223 Filed 8-19-87; 8:45 am|]
BILLING CODE 4160-18-M

Open Meeting on Temporal Factors
Influencing Carcinogenicity of
Industrial Chemicals

The following meeting will be
convened by the National Institute for
Occupational Safety and Health
(NIOSH) of the Centers for Disease
Control (CDC) and will be open to the
public for observation and participation,
limited only by the space available:

Date: September 23, 1987.

Time: 9 a.m.-4 p.m.

Place: Room B-21, Robert A. Taft
Laboratories, 4676 Columbia Parkway,
Cincinnati, Ohio 45226.

Purpose: To review and discuss a
project protocol which will compare
tumorigenic, cytogenetic, and DNA
adduct formation following inhalation of
ethylene oxide at differing dose-rates.
Viewpoints and suggestions from
industry, organized labor, academic,
other government agencies, and the
public are invited.

Additional information may be
obtained from: Mr. William ]. Moorman,
Division of Biomedical and Behavioral
Sciences, NIOSH, CDC, 4676 Columbia
Parkway, Cincinnati, Ohio 45226,
Telephones: FTS:648-8275. Commercial:
513/533-8275.

Dated: August 18, 1987,
Glenda S. Cowart,

‘A cting Director, Office of Program Support,

Centers for Disease Control.
[FR Doc. 87-19224 Filed 8-21-87; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4160-19-M

Health Care Financing Administration

[BERC-420-N]

Changes to Rural Referral Center
Discharge Standards; Medicare
Program

AGENCY: Health Care Financing
Administration (HCFA), HHS.

ACTION: Notice.

SUMMARY: We are changing the way we
determine the regional median urban
number of discharges for hospitals to
qualify as rural referral centers. The
median urban discharge standards are
to be determined based on the most
current data available.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION, CONTACT:
Linda Magno, (301) 594-9343.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
1. Background

Under section 1886(d) of the Social
Security Act (the Act), hospitals
generally are paid by the Medicare
program for inpatient hospital services
covered by Medicare in accordance with
the prospective payment system. Certain
hospitals, however, receive special
treatment under that system, Section
1886(d)(5)(C)(i) of the Act specifically
provides for exceptions and adjustments
to prospective payment amounts, as the
Secretary deems appropriate, to take
into account the special needs of
regional (including rural) and national
referral centers. As one of the ways that
a hospital may qualify as a rural referral
center, a hospital must meet two
mandatory criteria (specifying a
minimum case-mix index and a
minimum number of discharges) and at
least one of three optional criteria
(relating to specialty composition of
medical staff, source of inpatients, or
volume of referrals), in addition to being
located in a rural area. These criteria
are described in detail in 42 CFR
412.96(c).

In an August 31, 1984 final rule, we
amended § 412.96 to provide that, with
respect to the mandatory discharge
criterion, a hospital's number of
discharges for the specified cost
reporting year must be at least equal to
the national discharge criterion or to the
regional discharge criteria (49 CFR
34762). Section 412.96 goes on to state
that HCFA announces the number of
discharges for each criterion, to be
effective with cost reporting periods
beginning during the next Federal fiscal
year (FY), in the annual notice of
prospective payment rates required by
§ 412.8(b).

In a final rule published on September
3, 1986 to update the inpatient hospital
prospective payment system for FY 1987,
we provided that, in order to qualify for
rural referral center status for cost
reporting periods beginning during FY
1987, a hospital’'s number of discharges
for its cost reporting period beginning
during Federal FY 1985 would have to be
at least 5,369 or the applicable number
of discharges for the census region in
which the hospital is located, whichever
is lower. We published a list (set forth
below) of regional discharge values to
be effective with cost reporting periods
beginning on or after October 1, 1986.
The values were derived from the 1981
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median number of discharges from
urban hospitals, which had applied
previously. However, in recognition of
the fact that total discharges had
declined nationally and that rural
hospitals had experienced a greater than
average decline in discharges, we
established the national and regional
discharge values by adjusting the
regional median urban discharge values
from 1981 by the national decline (10.51
percent) in the number of discharges
from rural hospitals from their 1981
levels through cost reporting periods
beginning in Federal FY 1984.

REGIONAL MEDIAN URBAN DISCHARGE LEVELS
PUBLISHED IN THE SEPTEMBER 3, 1986
FiNAL RULE (51 FR 31471)

Region

DO S WN -
~N

On October 21, 1986, the Omnibus
Budget Reconciliation Act of 1986 (Pub.
L. 99-509) was enacted. Section
9302(d}(1) of Pub. L. 99-509 amended
section 1886(d)(5)(C)(i) of the Act to
specify that the criterion for the number
of discharges must be 5,000 discharges
per year, or the median number of
discharges for urban hospitals in the
region in which the hospital is located,
whichever is lower.

To implement the provisions of Pub. L.
99-509 concerning the prospective
payment system update that had been
published on September 3, 1986, we
published a final rule with comment
period on November 24, 1986 (51 FR
42231). In that final rule, we
implemented section 9302(d)(1) of Pub.
L. 99-509 by specifically stating in
regulations text (§ 412,96(c)(2)(i)(B))
that, for cost reporting periods beginning
on or after October 1, 1986, a hospital
applying for rural referral center status
must have discharges of at least 5,000 or
the median number of discharges for
urban hospitals located in its region,
whichever is lower. No changes were
made to the regional discharge values at
that time.

II. Changes Concerning the Method of
Establishing the Regional Median
Numbers of Discharges

In publishing the November 24, 1986
final rule, we stated that the changes to
the regulations that we promulgated
under section 9302 of Pub. L. 99-509
(including the changes to
§ 412.96(c)(2)(i)(B) concerning rural

referral center discharge criteria) were
mandated by statute and required little
interpretation. Nonetheless, the decision
announced in the final rule concerning
the definition of approved teaching
programs, necessary for purposes of
establishing rural referral center case-
mix index criteria, did require
interpretation, and we provided a period
for public comment about the provision.
Several commenters, however, took the
opportunity to submit comments
concerning the method we used to
establish the regional median urban
number of discharges, as announced in
the September 3, 1986 and the November
24,1986 final rules. The commenters
made the following suggestions:

« It would be more equitable to
determine the “actual” median urban
discharges by census region rather than
by adjusting the original regional
discharge criteria by the national
average decrease in discharges for rural
hospitals from 1981 through 1984.

* The median number of discharges
should be adjusted to reflect the greater
decline in discharges for rural hospitals
as compared to urban hospitals.

In light of the importance attached by
Congress to the discharge criteria, we
carefully considered these suggestions.
We agree with the first suggestion that it
is more appropriate to determine actual
median urban discharge levels by
census region. Therefore, we have
recalculated the discharge standards to
reflect the decline in the number of
discharges using the most current data
available, that is, total discharges from
hospitals for cost reporting periods
beginning in Federal FY 1984, the first
year of the inpatient hospital
prospective payment system. The
revised values are listed below.

REVISED REGIONAL MEDIAN URBAN DISCHARGE
LEVELS EFFECTIVE WiTH COST REPORTING
PERIODS OCCURRING DURING THE PERIOD
OCTOBER 1, 1986-SEPTEMBER 30, 1987

Region Discharges

7,386
8,435
7415
8,337
6,847
6,557
5216

8,773
4,491

DOENOIOEWN -

We note that the regional discharge
values are higher in some regions and
lower in other regions than the
standards published in the September 3,
1986 final rule (51 FR 31471). However,
only hospitals in Census Region 9 are
affected by the revised value since it is
the only region in which the regional
median urban discharge standard is

lower than the national standard of
5,000 discharges, as provided in section
1886(d)(5)(C)(i) of the Act. For hospitals
in Census Region 9 that qualify based on
the lower (regional) discharge standard,
we are allowing 60 days from the date of
publication of this final notice to file an
application for referral center status. As
with other hospitals that submitted
timely applications to qualify as rural
referral centers pursuant to section
9302(d)(1)(B)(ii) of Pub. L. 99-508, for
hospitals in Census Region 9 that submit
to the HCFA regional office a timely
application that is subsequently
approved, payment to the hospitals as
referral centers will be effective with
discharges occurring on or after October
1, 1986.

We do not agree with the second
suggestion that the regional number of
discharges should be adjusted by the
greater percentage decline in the
number of discharges for rural hospitals
versus urban hospitals. Section
1886(d)(5)(C)(i) of the Act requires that
the regional number of discharges
standard be based on the *. . , median
number of discharges in urban hospitals
in the region in which the hospital is
located . . ." (Emphasis added.) Thus,
we do not believe that we have
authority to adjust these urban median
discharge values.

IIL. Regulatory Impact Statement

Executive Order (E.O.) 12291 requires
us to prepare and publish a regulatory
impact analysis for any notice such as
this that meets one of the E.O. criteria
for a “major rule"; that is, that would be
likely to result in: an annual effect on
the economy of $100 million or more; a
major increase in costs or prices for
consumers, individual industries,
Federal, State, or local government
agencies, or geographic regions; or
significant adverse effects 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. In addition, we generally
prepare a regulatory flexibility analysis
that is consistent with the Regulatory
Flexibility Act (RFA) (5 U.S.C. 601
through 612), unless the Secretary
certifies that a notice such as this will
not have a significant economic impact
on a substantial number of small
entities. For purposes of the RFA, we
treat all hospitals as small entities.

This notice will affect only those few
hospitals in Census Region 9 that had
fewer than 4,979 discharges and more
than 4,491 discharges. However, it is
unlikely that this change in the
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methodology for determining discharge
standards would affect hospitals in
other regions, with the possible
exception of Census Region 7 in the
foreseeable future. Thus, although
payment as a rural referral center is
certainly a significant financial
advantage for an affected hospital, this
change would affect only a few
hospitals.

For these reasons, we have
determined that a regulatory impact
analysis is not required. Further, we
have determined, and the Secretary
certifies, that this notice will not have a
significant economic impact on a
substantial number of small entities. We
have therefore not prepared a regulatory
flexibility analysis.

IV. Other Required Information
A. Paperwork Reduction Act

The Paperwork Reduction Act of 1980
(44 U.S.C. 3501-3511) requires that any
information collection requirements
included in a document such as this
must be submitted to and approved by
the Executive Office of Management
and Budget (EOMB). The requirements
of this final notice do not impose any
information cellection requirements that
must be approved under the Paperwork
Reduction Act. Therefore, the notice
need not be reviewed by EOMB for that
purpose.

B. Waiver of 30-day Delay in Effective
Date

We customarily provide a 30-day
delay in the effective date. However, we
may waive the delay if we find it to be
impractical, unnecessary, or contrary to
the public interest. We are applying the
revised regional median urban discharge
levels to hospital discharges occurring
on or after October 1, 1986, as
authorized under section 1886(d)(5)(C)(i)
of the Act. We believe that the change
we have adopted represents a better
interpretation of the statutory provision.
Furthermore, the change benefits
hospitals in Census Region 9 applying
for referral center status (in that it
lowers the criterion) without
disadvantaging any other hospitals.
Accordingly, we believe that the revised
discharge levels are in the best interest
of the public and that they should be
made retroactive to cost reporting
periods occurring on or after October 1,
1986. For these reasons, we believe that
a delay in the effective date is
unnecessary and contrary to the public
interest, and we find good cause to
waive the delay.

(Section 1886(d})(5)(C)(i) of the Social Security

Act (42 U.S.C. 1395ww(d)(5)(C)(i)), 42 CFR
412.96)

(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance
Program No. 13.773, Medicare—Hospital
Insurance Program)

Dated: June 28, 1987,
William L. Roper,

Administrator, Health Care Financing
Administration.

Approved: July 28, 1987.
Otis R. Bowen,
Secretary.
[FR Doc 87-19248 Filed 8-21-87; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4120-01-M

[10A-012-N]

Task Force on Technology-Dependent
Children; Meeting

AGENCY: Health Care Financing
Administration (HCFA), HHS.

AcTION: Notice of public meeting.

SUMMARY: In accordance with section
10(a)(2) of the Federal Advisory
Committee Act (Pub. L. 92-463), this
notice announces a meeting of the Task
Force on Technology-Dependent
Children,

DATE: The meeting will be held on
September 22, 1987 from 9:00 a.m. to 8:00
p.m., CD.T., and on September 23, 1987
from 9:00 a.m. to 2:00 p.m., C.D.T. The
meeting will be open to the public.
ADDRESS: The meeting will be held in
the Ramada Executive House, 71 East
Wacker Drive, Chicago, IL 60601.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Bill Pickens, Executive Director, Task
Force on Technology-Dependent
Children, Department of Health and
Human Services, Room 4414, HHS North
Building, 330 Independence Avenue
SW., Washington, DC 20201, (202) 245~
0070.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Purpose

The Task Force on Technology-
Dependent Children, established under
section 9520 of the Consolidated
Omnibus Budget Reconciliation Act of
1985 (Pub. L. 99-272), investigates
alternatives to institutional care for
technology-dependent children.
Technology-dependent children are
those with chronic conditions requiring
continuing use of medical technology.

The Task Force must report to the
Secretary of Health and Human
Services, the Administrator of the
Health Care Financing Administration
(HCFA), and to the Congress concerning
alternatives to institutional care for
technology-dependent children. The
Task Force must develop
recommendations designed to—

(1) Identify barriers that prevent the
provision of appropriate care in a home

or community setting to meet the special
needs of technology/dependent
children; and

(2) Recommend changes in the
provision and financing of health care in
private and public health care programs
(including appropriate joint public-
private initiatives) so as to provide
home an community-based alternatives
to the institutionalization of technology-
dependent children.

The Task Force will address fully the
two specified goals before it takes up
any other question. To the extent that
time and resources permit, the Task
Force may develop recommendations
that would address additional concerns
regarding technology-dependent
children. The Task Force
recommendations are intended to be use
only at the option of the Department of
Health and Human Services and the
Congress.

Agenda

The Task Force will conduct a
business meeting to evaluate and review
testimony, data, and information that
has been received to date. It will
consider barriers, recommendations,
and possible solutions for technology-
dependent children.

The public is invited to present
testimony to the Task Force. We request
those wishing to testify to contact the
Task Force by September 11, 1987.

Agenda items are subject to change as

priorities dictate.
(Sec. 10{a)(2) of Pub. L. 92-463, as amended (5
U.S.C. App. 1, Sec. 1-15) and Sec, 9520 of Pub.
L. 99-272 (42 U.S.C. 1395a note); 45 CFR Part
11

}Jated: August 7, 1987.

William L. Roper,

Administrator, Health Care Financing
Administration.

[FR Doc. 87-19339 filed 8-21-87; 8:45 am|]
BILLING CODE 4120-01-M

Statement of Organization, Functions
and Delegations of Authority

Part F. of the Statement of
Organization, Functions, and
Delegations of Authority for the
Department of Health and Human
Services, Health Care Financing
Administration (HCFA) Federal Register
Vol. 52, No. 91, pp. 17832-17833, dated
Tuesday, May 12, 1987) is amended to
reflect a reorganization within the Office
of the Associate Administrator for
Management and Support Services. The
reorganization within the Office of
Statistics and Data Management, Bureau
of Data Management and Strategy, will
centralize part of the effort needed to
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carry out the Project to Redesign
Information Systems Management
(PRISM).

The specific changes to Part F. are as
follows:

¢ Section FH.20.D.4.b., Division of
Statistical Analysis (FHE72) is deleted
in its entirety and replaced by an
updated functional statement to read as
follows:

b. Division of Statistical Analysis
(FHE?8)

Performs planning, organization, and
coordination activities required to build
and control HCFA's program data
needs. Formulates and administers
policy necessary for developing
strategies to identify, organize, store
(inventory), and maintain security over
the Agency's program data resources.
Performs strategic data resource
planning to develop long-range plans to
meet future data requirements.
Coordinates requirements definitions for
data base and non-data base systems
design and implementation, ensuring
consistency with long-term Agency
goals. Establishes and maintains a data
dictionary system to store
documentation on all systems,
programs, and databases. Assists
operational components in the
development and design of databases to
ensure that informational needs are
adequately addressed. Plans, organizes,
coordinates, and controls activities
required to assure the timely, accurate,
cost-effective, and successful
development and implementation of
new and revised decision support
systems to support Medicare statistical
policy and program management
information development. Plans and
conducts comprehensive analyses of
complex and diversified areas such as
systems analysis and design
methodologies, computer programming
methods and techniques, software
testing, validation and systems
acceptance, configuration of HCFA
automated data processing (ADP) and
data communications resources, and
data base security and integrity.
Formulates contracting strategies and
prepares procurement packages for
major contractual agreements
concerning Office workload. Provides
highly technical data analysis and
processing support needed to analyze
current and proposed health care
delivery systems, the implications of
experimental financing methods on
providers and physicians, the quality
and accessibility of care being received
by beneficiaries, the monetary effects of
new legislation on alternative
reimbursement methodologies, and
related research studies of concern to

policymakers and program managers.
Develops data bases and computer
software for addressing research
initiatives; ad hoc data request;
statistical, legislative, and policy issues;
and computer-based simulations in
support of studies by HCFA's
researchers and program managers.
Manages the Hospital Cost Report
Information System which is the
national data base of all Medicare
hospital cost reports. Collects, validates,
and processes automated and hard copy
cost reports; generates routine and user-
specific research, actuarial, and
budgetary reports; and incorporates
modifications to the systems that will
handle revised user requirements and
changes in cost reports. Prepares
documentation for and participates in
the preparation of fiscal intermediary
manual instructions. Coordinates
program support to Office staff in such
areas as disk space requirements, ADP
equipment acquisition, and tape
handling. Provides Office focus for ADP
systems standards and documentation.

* Section FH.20.D.4.d., Division of
Data Administration (FHE74) is deleted
in its entirety and replaced by a new
division whose functional statement
reads as follows:

d. Division of Coding and
Standardization Policy (FHE75)

Develops policy by which the quality
of data is to be measured to improve the
efficiency and effectiveness of
information management in HCFA.
Develops and implements procedures to
ensure the integrity and proper usage of
data and provides counsel on data
collection policy and procedures, forms
design, and forms clearance.
Participates in the development and
establishment of data standards used
for areas such as uniform billing,
uniform reporting, and uniform coding
systems. Develops, maintains, and
coordinates the publication and
dissemination of manuals such as the
Statistical Files Manual and HCFA Data
Profiles to inform other government
agencies and non-government
organizations of the data maintained in
the HCFA statistical files. Provides
advice, consultation, and coordination
on the availability and use of HCFA's
data files. Develops and implements
data release policies and costing
methodologies to be used when
releasing information to the public.
Works with components of the health
care industry in the development of
medical coding policies to improve the
efficiency and effectiveness of
information management in HCFA.
Serves as the Agency focal point, and
provides staff support for the Director,

BDMS, for data policy task forces and
advisory groups such as the National
Committee on Vital and Health
Statistics, the Interagency Task Force on
the Uniform Ambulatory Medical Care
Minimum Data Set, the Task Force on
Long-Term Care Policies, the Health
Information Policy Council, and the
Washington Business Group on Health.
Formulates HCFA policy for the
development and maintenance of new
and revised codes for the International
Classification of Diseases—Ninth
Revision—Clinical Modification (ICD-9-
CM) function. Serves as the Bureau's
focal point for the development of
HCFA's Common Procedure Coding
System. Coordinates changes in medical
codes and coding policy with Federal
and non-Federal organizations.
Develops and analyzes profiles of
diagnostic and procedural information
reported by providers (institutional and
non-institutional), intermediaries, and
carriers. Participates in the development
of medical coding related training
materials. Advises other Federal
agencies regarding medical coding and
policy. Assists user groups in defining
medical coding requirements.

Date: August 4, 1987.
Bartlett S. Fleming,

Associate Administrator for Management and
Support Services.

|FR Doc, 87-19249 Filed 8-21-87; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4120-03-M

National Institutes of Health

National Heart, Lung, and Blood
Institute; Arteriosclerosis,
Hypertension and Lipid Metabolism
Advisory Committee; Meeting

Pursuant to Pub. L. 92-463, notice is
hereby given of the meeting of the
Arteriosclerosis, Hypertension and Lipid
Metabolism Advisory Committee,
National Heart, Lung, and Blood
Institute, October 29-30, 1987, Federal
Building, Conference Room B119, 7550
Wisconsin Avenue, Bethesda, Maryland
20892.

The entire meeting will be open to the
public from 8:30 a.m. to approximately
5:00 p.m. on Thursday, October 29, and
from 8:30 a.m. to adjournment on Friday,
October 30, to evaluate program support
in Arteriosclerosis, Hypertension and
Lipid Metabolism. Attendance by the
public will be limited on a space
available basis.

Ms. Terry Bellicha, Chief,
Communication and Public Information
Branch, National Heart, Lung, and Blood
Institute, Building 31, Room 4A21,
National Institutes of Health, Bethesda,
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Maryland 20892, (301) 4964236, will
provide a summary of the meeting and a
roster of the committee members.

Dr. G.C. McMillan, Associate Director,
Arteriosclerosis, Hypertension and Lipid
Metabolism Program, NHLBI, Room
4C12, Federal Building, National
Institutes of Health, Bethesda, MD
20892, (301) 496-1613, will furnish
substantive program information.

(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance
Program No. 13.837, Heart and Vascular
Diseases Research, National Institutes of
Health)

Dated: August 17, 1987.
Betty ]. Beveridge,
NIH Committee Management Officer.
[FR Doc. 87-19350 Filed 8-21-87; 8:45 am)
BILLING CODE 4140-01-M

National Heart, Lung, and Blood
Institute; Blood Diseases and
Resources Advisory Committee;
Meeting

Pursuant to Pub. L. 92463, notice is
hereby given of the meeting of the Blood
Diseases and Resources Advisory
Committee, National Heart, Lung, and
Blood Institute, October 26-27, 1987,
National Institutes of Health, 9000
Rockville Pike, Bethesda, Maryland
20892. The Committee will meet in
Building 31, Conference Room 8, C
Wing.

The entire meeting will be open to the
public from 9 a.m. to recess on October
26, and from 9 a.m. to adjournment on
October 27 to discuss the status of the
Blood Diseases and Resources program
needs and opportunities. Attendance by
the public will be limited to space
available.

Ms. Terry Bellicha, Chief,
Communications and Public Information
Branch, National Heart, Lung, and Blood
Institute, Building 31, Room 4A21,
National Institutes of Health, Bethesda,
Maryland 20892, phone (301) 4964236,
will provide a summary of the meeting
and a roster of the Committee members.

Dr. Fann Harding, Assistant to the
Director, Division of Blood Diseases and
Resources, National Heart, Lung, and
Blood Institute, Federal Building, Room
5A-08, National Institutes of Health,
Bethesda, Maryland 20892, phone (301)
496-1817, will furnish substantive
program information.

(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance
Program No. 13.839, Blood Diseases and
Resources Research, National Institutes of
Health)

Dated: August 17, 1987.
Betty |. Beveridge,
Committee Management Officer, NIH.
[FR Doc. 87-19348 Filed 8-21-87; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 4140-01-M

National Heart, Lung, and Blood
Institute; Cardiology Advisory
Committee; Meeting

Pursuant to Pub. L. 92-463, notice is
hereby given of the meeting of the
Cardiology Advisory Committee,
National Heart, Lung, and Blood
Institute, October 26-27, 1987, Building
31C, Conference Room 8, National
Institutes of Health, 9000 Rockville Pike,
Bethesda, Maryland 20892.

The entire meeting will be open to the
public from 8:00 a.m. on October 26 to
adjournment on October 27. Attendance
by the public will be limited to space
available. Topics for discussion will
include a review of the research
programs relevant to the Cardiology
area and consideration of future needs
and opportunities.

Terry Bellicha, Chief, Communications
and Public Information Branch, National
Heart, Lung, and Blood Institute, Room
4A21, Building 31, National Institutes of
Health, Bethesda, Maryland 20892,
telephone (301) 496-4236, will provide a
summary of the meeting and a roster of
the Committee members.

Eugene R, Passamani, M.D., Acting
Associate Director for Cardiology,
Division of Heart and Vascular
Diseases, National Heart, Lung, and
Blood Institute, Room 320, Federal
Building, Bethesda, Maryland 20892,
telephone (301) 496-5421, will furnish
substantive program information upon
request.

Dated: August 17, 1987.
Betty J. Beveridge,
NIH Committee Management Officer.
[FR Doc. 87-19349 Filed 8-21-87; 8:45 am|]
BILLING CODE 4140-01-M

National Heart, Lung, and Blood
Institute; Clinical Applications and
Prevention Advisory Committee;
Meeting

Pursuant to Pub. L. 92463, notice is
hereby given of the meeting of the
Clinical Applications and Prevention
Advisory Committee, Division of
Epidemiology and Clinical Applications,
National Heart, Lung, and Blood
Institute, National Institutes of Health,
on October 5-6, 1987, in Building 31,
Conference Room 9, 9000 Rockville Pike,
Bethesda, Maryland 20892.

This meeting will be open to the
public on October 5 from 9 a.:m. to recess

and from 8:30 a.m. to adjournment on
October 6 to discuss new initiatives,
program policies, and issues.
Attendance by the public will be limited
to space available.

Terry Bellicha, Chief, Communications
and Public Information Branch, National
Heart, Lung, and Blood Institute.
Building 31, Room 4A21, National
Institutes of Health, Bethesda, Maryland
20892, (301) 4964236, will provide a
summary of the meeting and a roster of
committee members upon request.

Dr. Lawrence Friedman, Acting
Director, Division of Epidemiology and
Clinical Applications, Federal Building,
Room 212, Bethesda, Maryland 20892,
(301) 496-2533, will furnish substantive
program information.

(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance
Program No. 13.837, Heart and Vascular
Diseases Research, National Institutes of
Health.)

Dated: August 17, 1987.
Betty J. Beveridge,
Committee Management Officer, NIH

[FR Doc. 8719347 Filed 8-21-87; 8:45 am)|
BILLING CODE 4140-01-M

Public Health Service

Meeting of the National Commitiee on
Vital and Health Statistics,
Subcommittee on Long Term Care
Statistics

Pursuant to the Federal Advisory Act
(Pub. L. 92-463), notice is hereby given
that the National Committee on Vital
and Health Statistics (NCVHS)
Subcommittee on Long Term Care
Statistics established pursuant 1o 42
USC 242k, section 306(k)(2) of the Public
Health Service Act, as amended, will
meet on Monday, September 28, 1987
from 1:00 p.m. to 5:00 p.m. and Tuesday.
September 29, 1987 from 9:00 a.m. to 3:00
p.m. in Room 303A of the Hubert H.
Humphrey Building, 200 Independence
Avenue, SW., Washington, DC 20201.

The Subcommittee will conduct a
Board and Care Survey review and
begin the direct service and the
classification review.

Further information regarding the
Subcommittee may be obtained by
contacting Richard Havlik, National
Center for Health Statistics, Room 2-12,
Center Building, 3700 East-West
Highway, Hyattsville, Maryland 20762,
telephone (301) 436-7050.
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Date: August 12, 1987.
Robert A. Israel,

Deputy Director, National Center for Health
Statistics.

[FR Doc. 87-19250 Filed 8-21-87; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4160-17-M

Meeting of the National Committee on
Vital and Health Statistics,
Subcommittee on Medical
Classification Systems

Pursuant to the Federal Advisory Act
(Pub. L. 92-463), notice is hereby given
that the National Committee on Vital
and Health Statistics (NCVHS)
Subcommittee on Medical Classification
Systems established pursuant to 42
U.S.C. 242k, section 306(k)(2) of the
Public Health Service Act, as amended,
will meet on Wednesday, September 16,
1987 from 8:45 a.m. to 5:00 p.m. and
Thursday, September 17, 1987 from 8:45
a.m. to 1:30 p.m. in Room 303A of the
Hubert H. Humphrey Building, 200
Independence Avenue, SW.,
Washington, DC 20201.

The Subcommittee will review the
current and future plans for the
International Classification of Diseases.

Further information regarding this
meeting of the Subcommittee may be
obtained by contacting Richard Havlik,
National Center for Health Statistics,
Room 2-12, Center Building, 3700 East-
West Highway, Hyattsville, Maryland
20782, telephone (301) 436-7050.

Dated: August 12, 1987,
Robert A. Israel,

Deputy Director, National Center for Health
Statistics.

[FR Doc. 87-19251 Filed 8-21-87; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4160-17-M

Statement of Organization, Functions
and Delegations of Authority; Office of
the Assistant Secretary for Health

Part H, Public Health Service (PHS),
Chapter HA (Office of the Assistant
Secretary for Health), of the Statement
of Organization, Functions and
Delegations of Authority for the
Department of Health and Human
Services (DHHS) (42 FR 61318,
December 2, 1977, as amended most
recently at 52 FR 23502, June 22, 1987), is
amended to reflect the establishment of
a National Vaccine Program Office in
the Office of the Assistant Secretary for
Health reporting directly to the
Assistant Secretary for Health who also
serves as the Director of the National
Vaccine Program. The Office will
provide support to the activities of the
National Vaccine Program as described
in subtitle 1 of Title III, Pub. L. 99-660.

Office of the Assistant Secretary for
Health

Under Part H, Chapter HA, Office of
the Assistant Secretary for Health
(OASH), Section HA-10, Organization,
add to the list of organizations, item 20,
National Vaccine Program Office
(HA2).

Under Section HA-20, Functions, after
the statement for the National Aids
Program Office (HAA), add the
following title and statement:

National Vaccine Program Office (HA2)

The National Vaccine Coordinator
serves as the head of the Office and
reports directly to the Director of the
National Vaccine Program for activities
regarding the National Vaccine Program
(NVP). The Office: (1) Serves as PHS
focus in coordinating a national vaccine
program including governmental and
nongovernmental vaccine activities; (2)
identifies issues, and makes
recommendations to the Director, NVP,
concerning vaccine activities; (3)
develops the NVP Implementation Plan
for approval by the Director; (4)
develops and maintains a directory of
organizations and calendar of events
involved in vaccine activities; (5)
coordinates PHS public education
activities related to vaccines; (6)
monitors Federal spending for vaccine
activities; (7) provides executive
secretary and administrative support to
the National Vaccine Advisory
Committee; and (8) prepares the
National Vaccine Report for the
Director, NVP to submit to Congress.

Date: August 13, 1987.

Robert E. Windom,

Assistant Secretary for Health.

[FR Doc. 87-19252 Filed 8-21-87; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 4160-17-M

DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND
URBAN DEVELOPMENT

[Docket No. D-87-857]

Office of the Manager, Milwaukee
Office; Designation of Succession

AGENCY: Department of Housing &
Urban Development.

ACTION: Designation of Succession.

SUMMARY: The Manager is designating
officials who may serve as the Acting
Manager during the absence, disability
or vacancy in the position of the
Manager.

EFFECTIVE DATE: The designation is
effective August 4, 1987.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Lewis M. Nixon, Regional Counsel,

Chicago Regional Office, Department of
Housing & Urban Development, 300
South Wacker Drive, Chicago, Illinois
60606-6765, 312-353-4681. (This is not a
toll-free number.)

Designation:

Each of the officials appointed to the
following positions is designated to
serve as Acting Manager during the
absence, disability, or vacancy in the
position of the Manager, with all the
powers, functions, and duties
redelegated or assigned to the Manager:
Provided, that no official is authorized
to serve as Acting Manager unless all
preceding listed officials in this
designation are unavailable to act by
reason of absence, disability or vacancy
in the position.

1. Deputy Manager

2. Chief Counsel

3. Director, Housing Development
4. Director; Housing Management
5. Director, CPD Division

6. Director FHEO Division

7. Chief, Valuation

This designation supersedes the
designation published at Docket No. D-
860822, Federal Register Vol. 51, No.
174, dated Tuesday, September 9, 19886.

Authority: Delegation of Authority, 27 FR
4319 (1962): Sec. 9(c), Department of Housing

and Urban Development Act, 42 U.S.C. 3531
note; and Interim Order 11, 31 FR 615 (1966).

Delbert F. Reynolds,
Manager, Milwaukee Office.
Gertrude W. Jordan,

Regional Administrator—Regional Housing
Commissioner, Region No. 5.

FR Doc. 87-19370 Filed 8-21-87; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4210-32-M

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR

Bureau of Land Management

[CA-060-87-4333-10]

Meeting of the California Desert
District Advisory Council

AGENCY: Bureau of Land Management,
Interior.

ACTION: Meeting notice for California
Desert District Advisory Council and
agenda item additions for the meeting.

SUMMARY: The September 3, 1987,
scheduled meeting of the California
Desert District Advisory Council will
begin at 1:00 p.m. instead of 2:00 p.m.
due to an agenda item addition. The
meeting will be held in the Victoria
Room, Park Inn, 1150 University Avenue,
Riverside, California and will be divided
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into two sessions: 1:00 p.m. to 5:00 p.m.
and 7:00 p.m. to 9:00 p.m.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
regular meeting for the California Desert
District Advisory Council, scheduled for
September 3, 1987, at the Park Inn, 1150
University Avenue, Riverside,
California, was originally scheduled
with only one agenda item: final public
meeting to receive public comment on
the East Mojave National Scenic Area
Draft Management Plan and
Environmental Assessment.

The meeting agenda has now been
expanded to include one additional
item: the presentation of a preliminary
recommendation of future recreation use
at Windy Point near Palm Springs in
Riverside County. The meeting will now
open at 1:00 p.m., instead of 2:00 p.m.,
with presentation of this preliminary
recommendation followed by discussion
and public comment.

The remainder of the meeting, from
2:00 p.m to 5:00 p.m. and from 7:00 p.m.
to 9:00 p.m., will be devoted to receiving
public comment on the East Mojave
National Scenic Area Draft Management
Plan and Environmental Assessment.
This will be the last of 10 public
meetings and informal workshops on the
Draft Plan. The public review and
comment period is scheduled to close
September 11, 1987.

Written comments should be sent to

the Bureau of Land Management,
Needles Resource Area, 101 West
Spike's Road, P.O. Box 888, Needles,
California 92363. Copies of the Draft
Plan and Assessment are available at
Bureau of Land Management offices
throughout Southern California.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION, CONTACT:
Bureau of Land Management Public
Affairs Office, California Desert District,
1695 Spruce Street, Riverside, California
92507, (714) 351-6383.

Dated: August 17, 1987.

Gerald E. Hillier,

District Manager.

[FR Doc. 87-19222 Filed 8-21-87; 8:45 am|]
BILLING CODE 4310-40-M

Minerals Management Service

Development Operations Coordination
Document; ARCO Oil and Gas Co.

AGENCY: Minerals Management Service,
Interior.

ACTION: Notice of the receipt of a
Proposed Development Operations
Coordination Document (DOCD).

SUMMARY: Notice is hereby given that
ARCO Oil and Gas Company has
submitted a DOCD describing the
activities its proposes to conduct on

Lease OSC-G 3386, Block 601, West
Cameron Area, offshore Louisiana.
Proposed plans for the above area
provide for the development and
production of hydrocarbons with
support activities to be conducted from
an onshore base located at Sabine Pass,
Texas.
DATE: The subject DOCD was deemed
submitted on August 13, 1987.
ADDRESS: A copy of the subject DOCD
is available for public review at the
Public Information Office, Gulf of
Mexico OCS Region, Minerals
Management Service, 1201 Elmwood
Park Boulevard, Room 114, New
Orleans, Louisiana (Office Hours: 8 a.m.
to 4:30 p.m., Monday through Friday).
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Michael J. Tolbert; Minerals
Management Service, Gulf of Mexico
OCS Region, Field Operations, Plans,
Platform and Pipeline Section,
Exploration/Development Plans Unit;
Telephone (504) 736-2867.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
purpose of this Notice is to inform the
public, pursuant to sec. 25 of the OCS
Lands Act Amendments of 1978, that the
Minerals Management Service is
considering approval of the DOCD and
that it is available for public review.

Revised rules governing practices and
procedures under which Minerals
Management Service makes information
contained in DOCDs available to
affected States, executives of affected
local governments, and other interested
parties became effective December 13,
1979 (44 FR 53685). Those practices and
procedures are set out in revised
§ 250.34 of Title 30 of the CFR.

Date: August 14, 1987.
J. Rogers Pearcy,
Regional Director, Gulf of Mexico OCS
Region.
[FR Doc. 87-19229 Filed 8-21-87; 8:45 am)
BILLING CODE 4310-MR-M

Development Operations Coordination
Document; ODECO Oil & Gas Co.

AGENCY: Minerals Management Service,
Interior.

ACTION: Notice of the receipt of a
Proposed Development Operations
Coordination Document (DOCD).

SUMMARY: Notice is hereby given that
ODECO 0il & Gas Company has
submitted a DOCD deseribing the
activities it proposes to conduct on
Lease OCS 074, Block 20, South Pelto
Area, offshore Louisiana. Proposed
plans for the above area provide for the
development and production of
hydrocarbons with support activities to

be conducted from onshore bases
located at Dulac and Houma, Louisiana,

DATE: The subject DOCD was deemed
submitted on August 13, 1987.

ADDRESS: A copy of the subject DOCD
is available for public review at the
Public Information Office, Gulf of
Mexico OCS Region, Minerals
Management Service, 1201 Elmwood
Park Boulevard, Room 114, New
Orleans, Louisiana (Office Hours: 8 a.m.
to 4:30 p.m., Monday through Friday).

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Michael J. Tolbert; Minerals
Management Service, Gulf of Mexico
OCS Region, Field Operations, Plans,
Platform and Pipeline Section,
Exploration/Development Plans Unit;
Telephone (504) 736-2867.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
purpose of this Notice is to inform the
public, pursuant to sec. 25 of the OCS
Lands Act Amendments of 1978, that the
Minerals Management Service is
considering approval of the DOCD and
that it is available for public review.

Revised rules governing practices and
procedures under which the Minerals
Management Service makes information
contained in DOCDs available to
affected States, executives of affected
local governments, and other interested
parties became effective December 13,
1979 (44 FR 53685). Those practices and
procedures are set out in revised
§ 250.34 of Title 30 of the CFR.

Date: August 14, 1987,
J- Rogers Pearcy,
Regional Director, Gulf of Mexico OCS
Region,
[FR Doc. 87-19230 Filed 8-21-87; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 4310-MR-M

Development Operations Coordination
Document; Samedan Oil Corp.

AGENCY: Minerals Management Service,
Interior,

ACTION: Notice of the Receipt of a
Proposed Development Operations
Coordination Document (DOCD).

SUMMARY: Notice is hereby given that
Samedan Oil Corporation has submitted
a DOCD describing the activities it
porposes to conduct on Lease OCS-G
2898, Block 242, Eugene Island Area,
offshore Louisiana. Proposed plans for
the above area provide for the
development and production of
hydrocarbons with support activities to
be conducted from an onshore base
located at Intracoastal City, Louisiana.

DATE: The subject DOCD was deemed
submitted on August 17, 1987.
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ADDRESS: A copy of the subject DOCD
is available for public review at the
Public Infermation Office, Gulf of
Mexico OCS Region, Minerals
Management Service, 1201 Elmwood
Park Boulevard, Room 114, New
Orleans, Louisiana (Office Hours: 8 a.m.
to 4:30 p.m., Monday through Friday).
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Michael J. Tolbert; Minerals
Management Service, Gulf of Mexico
OCS Region, Field Operations, Plans,
Platform and Pipeline Section,
Exploration/Development Plans Unit;
Telephone (504) 736-2867.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
purpose of this Notice is to inform the
public, pursuant to sec. 25 of the OCS
Lands Act Amendments of 1978, that the
Minerals Management Service is
considering approval of the DOCD and
that it is available for public review.

Revised rules governing practices and
procedures under which the Minerals
Management Service makes information
contained in DOCDs available to
affected States, executives of affected
local governments, and other interested
parties became effective December 13,
1979 (44 FR 53685). Those practices and
procedures are set out in revised
§ 250.34 of Title 30 of the CFR.

Date: August 17, 1987.
J. Rogers Pearcy,
Regional Director, Gulf of Mexico OCS
Region.
[FR Doc. 87-19231 Filed 8-21-87; 8:45 am)
BILLING CODE 4310-MR-M

Development Operations Coordination
Document; Samedan Oil Corp.

AGENCY: Minerals Management Service,
Interior.

ACTION: Notice of the Receipt of a
Proposed Development Operations
?()(wrdination Document (DOCD).

summARY: Notice is hereby given that
Samedan Oil Corporation has submitted
4 DOCD describing the activities it
proposes to conduct on Lease OCS-G
5537, Block 80, Ship Shoal Area, offshore
Louisiana. Proposed plan for the above
area provide for the development and
production of hydroecarbons with

support activities to be conducted from
an onshore base located at Intracoastal
City, Louisiana.

DATE: The subject DOCD was deemed
submitted on August 13, 1987. Comments
must be received within 15 days of the
date of this Notice or 15 days after the
Coastal Management Section receives a
copy of the plan from the Minerals
Management Service.

ADDRESSES: A copy of the subject

DOCD is available for public review at

the Public Information Office, Gulf of
Mexico OCS Region, Minerals
Management Service, 1201 Elmwood
Park Boulevard, Room 114, New
Orleans, Louisiana (Office Hours: 8 a.m.
to 4:30 p.m., Monday through Friday). A
copy of the DOCD and the
accompanying Consistency Certification
are also avaiable for public review at
the Coastal Management Section Office
located on the 10th Floor of the State
Lands and Natural Resources Building,
625 North 4th Street, Baton Rouge,
Louisiana (Office Hours: 8 a.m. to 4:30
p.m., Monday through Friday). The
public may submit comments to the
Coastal Management Section, Attention
OCS Plans, Post Office Box 44487, Baton
Rouge, Louisiana 70805.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Ms. Angie D. Gobert; Minerals
Management Service, Gulf of Mexico
OCS Region, Field Operations, Plans,
Platform and Pipeline Section,
Exploration/Development Plans Unit;
Telephone (504) 736-2876.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
purpose of this Notice is to inform the
public, pursuant to sec. 25 of the OCS
Lands Act Amendments of 1978, that the
Minerals Management Service is
considering approval of the DOCD and
that it is available for public review.
Additionally, this Notice is to inform the
public, pursuant to § 930.61 of Title 15 of
the CFR, that the Coastal Management
Section/Louisiana Department of
Natural Resources is reviewing the
DOCD for consistency with the
Louisiana Coastal Resources Program.

Revised rules governing practices and
procedures under which the Minerals
Management Service makes information
contained in DOCDs available to
affected States, executives of affected
local governments, and other interested
parties became effective December 13,
1979 (44 FR 53685).

Those practices and procedures are
set out in revised § 250.34 of Title 30 of
the CFR.

Dated: August 14, 1987,

]. Rogers Pearcy,

Regional Director, Gulf of Mexico OCS
Region.

[FR Doc. 87-19232 Filed 8-21-87; 8:45 am)|
BILLING CODE 4310-MR-M

Outer Continental Shelf; Availability of
Proposed Notice of Sale for Beaufort
Sea Oil and Gas Lease Sale 97

The proposed Notice of Sale for Sale
97, Beaufort Sea, may be obtained by
written request to the Alaska Outer
Continental Shelf (OCS) Region,
Minerals Management Service, Room

544, 949 East 36th Avenue, Anchorage,
Alaska 99508-4302, or by telephone (907)
261-4691.

The final Notice of Sale will be
published in the Federal Register at
least 30 days prior to the date of bid
opening. Bid opening is scheduled for
January 1988.

With regard to oil and gas leasing on
the OCS, the Secretary of the Interior,
pursuant to section 19 of the OCS Land
Act, as amended, has provided the
affected States the opportunity to
review the proposed Notice of Sale.

Comments should be submitted to the
Minerals Management Service, 18th and
C Streets NW., Room 4230 (MS-645),
Washington, DC 20240, within 60 days of
this Notice.

This notice of Availability is hereby
published pursuant to 30 CFR 256.29, as
amended (51 FR 37177 on October 20,
1986), as a matter of information to the
public.

Dated: August 20, 1987.
David W. Crow,
Acting Director, Minerals Management
Service.
[FR Doc. 87-19478 Filed 8-21-87; 8:45 am)
BILLING CODE 4310-MR-M

National Park Service

Availability of an Environmental
Assessment; Big Cypress National
Preserve, FL

SUMMARY: Notice is hereby given
pursuant to § 9.52(b) of Title 36, Part 9,
Subpart B of the Code of Federal
Regulations of the availability for
review of and comment on an
environmental assessment for an oil and
gas Plan of Operations submitted by
Shell Western E & P Inc., for the purpose
of conducting geophysical seismic
exploration surveys in the Big Cypress
National Preserve.

DATE: Comments received on or before

October 23, 1987, will be entered into the

official records.

ADDRESSES: Copies of the

environmental assessment are available

for review at:

Big Cypress National Preserve, S.R. Box
110, Satinwood Drive, Ochopee,
Florida 33943, Telephone (813) 695-
2000

Office of Science and Natural
Resources, Southeast Regional Office,
National Park Service, 75 Spring
Street SW., Atlanta, Georgia 30303,
Telephone (404) 331-4916

Miami-Dade Public Library, 101 West
Flagler, Miami, Florida 33130
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Collier County Public Library, 650
Central Avenue, Naples, Florida 33940
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Mr. Fred Fagergren, Superintendent, Big
Cypress National Preserve.
Date: August 6, 1987.
C. W. Ogle,
Regional Director, Southeast Region.
[FR Doc. 87-19243 Filed 8-21-87; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 4310-70-M

Cape Cod National Seashore Advisory
Commission, South Wellfleet, Meeting;

Notice is hereby given in accordance
with the Federal Advisory Committee
Act (Pub. L. 92463, 86 Stat. 770, 5 U.S.C.
App. 1 s 10), that a meeting of the Cape
Cod National Seashore Advisory
Commission will be held Friday,
September 11, 1987.

The Commission was reestablished
pursuant to Pub. L. 99-349, Amendment
24. The purpose of the Commission is to
consult with the Secretary of the
Interior, or his designee, with respect to
matters relating to the development of
the Cape Cod National Seashore, and
with respect to carrying out the
provisions of sections 4 and 5 of the Act
establishing the Seashore.

The meeting will convene at Park
Headquarters, Marconi Station, South
Wellfleet, Massachusetts at 1:00 p.m. for
the following reasons:

1. Commission Business
(a) Adoption of Rules of Procedure
(b) Election of Permanent Officers
2. Three Sisters Relocation
3. Parkwide Bicycle Trail Study

The meeting is open to the public. It is
expected that 50 persons will be able to
attend the session in addition to the
Commission members.

Interested persons may make oral/
written presentations to the Commission
or file written statements. Such requests
should be made to the official listed
below at least seven days prior to the
meeting. Further information concerning
this meeting may be obtained from the
Superintendent, Cape Cod National
Seashore, So. Wellfleet, MA 02663.
Herbert S. Cables, Jr.,

Regional Director.

August 12, 1987

[FR Doc. 87-19242 Filed 8-21-87; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 4310-70-M

lllinois and Michigan Canal National
Heritage Corridor Commission;
Meeting

Notice is hereby given, in accordance
with the Federal Advisory Committee
Act, 86 Stat. 770, 5 U.S.C. App. 1, as
amended by the Act of September 13,

1976, 90 Stat. 1247, that a meeting of the
Illinois and Michigan Canal National
Heritage Corridor Commission will be
held September 3, 1987, beginning at 1:30
p-m. at the Illinois Waterway Visitor
Center, Rural Route 1, Dee Bennet Road,
Ottawa, Illinois,

The Commission was originally
established on August 24, 1984, pursuant
to provisions of the Illinois and
Michigan Canal National Heritage
Corridor Act of 1984, 98 Stat. 1456, 18
U.S.C. sec. 461 note, to implement and
support the conceptual plan.

Matters to be discussed at the meeting
will include the budget for fiscal year
1988 and the revolving loan fund.

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.

William W. Schenk,

Acting Regional Director, Midwest Region.
[FR Doc. 87-19240 Filed 8-21-87; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4160-70-M

Receipt of Mining Plans of Operations;
Wrangell-St. Elias National Park and
Preserve; Alaska Region

AGENCY: National Park Service, Alaska
region, Interior.

SUMMARY: The Wrangell-St. Elias
National Park and Preserve in the
Alaska Region of the National Park
Service has received mining Plans of
Operation from Mr. James R. Moody and
Mr. Donald E. Dippel, operators on the
Bonanza Creek Claims and the Big
Eldorado Creek Claims respectively, in
the Gold Hill area of the Chisana Mining
District within the National Preserve.
Engineering Analyses and
Environmental Assessments for these
Plans have been prepared and are being
processed. The Plans of Operations and
related agency prepared documents are
on file at Headquarters, Wrangell-St.
Elias NP/P, mile 105.2, Richardson
Highway, Glennallen, Alaska, or at the
Alaska Regional Office, 2525 Gambell,
Anchorage, Alaska.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Richard H. Martin, Superintendent,
Wrangell-St. Elias NP/P, P.O. Box 29,
Glennallen, Alaska 99588,

Dated: August 11, 1987.
Richard . Stenmark,
Acting Regional Director, Alaska Region.
[FR Doc. 87-19241 Filed 8-21-87; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 4310-70-M

INTERSTATE COMMERCE
COMMISSION

[Ex Parte No. 466)

Railroad Cost of Capital—1986

AGENCY: Interstate Commerce
Commission.

AcTION: Notice of decision.

SUMMARY: On August 21, 1987, the
Commission served a decision to update
its estimate of the railroad industry's
cost of capital for 1986. The composite
cost of capital rate for 1986 is found to
be 11.7 percent, based on a current cost
of debt of 8.9 percent, a cost of preferred
equity capital of 8.7 percent, a cost of
common equity capital of 13.4 percent,
and a 34.8 percent debt/1.6 percent
preferred equity/63.8 percent common
equity capital structure mix. The cost of
capital finding made in this proceeding
will enable the Commission to make its
annual determination of railroad
revenue adequacy for 19886.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Ward L. Ginn, Jr., (202) 275-7489.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The cost
of capital finding in this decision should
be utilized to evaluate the adequacy of
railroad revenues for 1986 under the
standards and procedures promulgated
in Ex Parte No. 393 (Sub-No. 1),
Standards for Railroad Revenue
Adequacy, served December 31, 1986.
This finding may also be utilized in
proceedings involving the prescription of
maximum reasonable rate levels.

To purchase a copy of the full
decision write to: T.S. Infosystems, Inc.,
Room 2229, Interstate Commerce
Commission Building, 12th &
Constitution Avenue NW., Washington,
DC 20423 (202) 289-4357 (DC
Metropolitan Area) (202) 2751721 TDD
for hearing impaired.

Decided; August 12, 1987,

By the Commission, Chairman Gradison,
Vice Chairman Lamboley, Commissioners
Sterrett, Andre, and Simmons. Commissioner
Simmons dissented in part with a separate
expression. Vice Chairman Lamboley
dissented with a separate expression.
Noreta R. McGee,

Secretary.
[FR Doc. 87-19363 Filed 8-21-87; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 7035-01-M
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[Ex Parte No. 472]

Railroad Revenue Adequacy; 1986
Determination

AGENCY: Interstate Commerce
Commission.

AcTION: Notice of 1986 determination of
rail revenue adequacy.

SUMMARY: In Ex Parte No. 393,
Standards for Railroad Revenue
Adequacy, 364 1.C.C. 803 (1981), as
modified in Ex Parte No. 393 (Sub. No.
1), Standards for Railroad Revenue
Adequacy, served December 31, 1986,
the Commission determined that a
railroad would be considered revenue
adequate under 49 U.S.C. 10704(a) if the
railroad achieved a rate of return at
least equal to the current cost of capital.
This decision applies the rate of return
standard to data for the year 1986. Using
these data, the Commission has now
determined that none of the 18 Class I
freight carriers are revenue adequate.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Ward L. Ginn, Jr., (202) 275-7489.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: To
purchase a copy of the full decision
write to: T.S. Infosystems, Inc., Room
2229, Interstate Commerce Commission
Building, 12th & Constitution Avenue
NW., Washington, DC 20423 (202) 289~
4357 (DC Metropolitan Area) TDD for
hearing impaired: (202) 275-1721.

Decided: August 12, 1987.

By the Commission, Chairman Gradison,
Vice Chairman Lamboley, Commissioners
Sterrett, Andre, and Simmons. Vice Chairman
Lamboley dissented with a separate
expression.

Noreta R. McGee,

Secretary.

[FR Doc. 87-19364 Filed 8-21-87; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 7035-01-M

[Finance Docket No. 31024]

The Durango & Silverton Narrow
Gauge Railroad Company; Petition for
Declaratory Order or Exemption

AGENCY: Interstate Commerce
Commission.

ACTION: Notice of Exemption.

SUMMARY: Pursuant to 49 U.S.C. 10505,
the Commission exempts the Durango &
Silverton Narrow Gauge Railroad
Company from the requirements of 49
U.S.C. Subtitle IV with respect to
Cperation of its 49.35-mile line, known
as the Silverton Branch, between
Durango and Silverton, CO, subject to
the condition that it consult with the
Colorado State Historic Preservation
Officer for compliance with section 106

of the National Preservation Act, 16
U.S.C. 470.

DATES: The exemption is effective on
September 23, 1987. Petitions for stay
must be filed by September 3, 1987.
Petitions for reconsideration must be
filed by September 14, 1987.

ADDRESSES: Send pleadings, referring to
Finance Docket No. 31024 to:

(1) Office of the Secretary, Case Control
Branch, Interstate Commerce
Commission, Washington, DC 20423

(2) Edward T. Lyons, Jr., 1600 Lincoln
Center, Lincoln Street, Denver, CO
80264

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Joseph H. Dettmar, (202) 275-7245.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
Additional information is contained in
the Commission’s decision. To obtain a
copy of the full decision, write to T.S.
InfoSystems, Inc., Room 2229, Interstate
Commerce Commission Building,
Washington, DC 20423 or call (202) 275-
4357, For hearing impaired, call (202)
275-1721.

Decided: August 14, 1987,

By the Commission, Chairman Gradison,
Vice Chairman Lamboley, Commissioners
Sterrett, Andre, and Simmons. Commissioner
Andre commented with a separate
expression.

Noreta R. McGee,

Secretary.

[FR Doc. 87-19365 Filed 8-21-87; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 7035-01-M

[Finance Docket No. 31067]

Dissolution of Lake Superior Terminal
and Transfer Railway Co.; Exemption

AGENCY: Interstate Commerce
Commission.

ACTION: Notice of Exemption.

SUMMARY: The Interstate Commerce
Commission exempts under 49 U.S.C.
10505 from the requirements of 49 U.S.C.
11343(a)(1), the dissolution of Lake
Superior Terminal and Tranfer Railway
Company, which in effect merges it into
its rail carrier owners Burlington
Northern Railroad Company, Chicago
and North Western Transportation
Company, and Soo Line Railroad
Company. The exemption is subject to
standard labor protective conditions.

DATES: The exemption will be effective
on September 23, 1987, Petitions for stay
must be filed by September 3, 1987, and
petitions for reconsideration must be
filed by September 14, 1987.

ADDRESSES: Send pleadings, referring to
Finance Docket No. 31067, to:

(1) Office of the Secretary, Case Control
Branch, Interstate Commerce
Commission, Washington, DC 20423

(2) Petitioner's representative: Peter M.
Lee, 3800 Continental Plaza, 777 Main
Street, Fort Worth, TX 67102

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:

Joseph H. Dettmar (202) 275-7245. (TDD

for hearing impaired: (202) 275-1721,

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Additional information is contained in

the Commission's decision. To purchase

a copy of the full decision, write to T.S.

InfoSystems, Inc., Room 2229, Interstate

Commerce Commission Building,

Washington, DC 20423, or call (202) 289-

4357 (assistance for the hearing

impaired is available through TDD

services (202) 275-1721) or by pickup
from TSI in Room 2229 at Commission
headquarters.

Decided: August 14, 1987.

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

Noreta R. McGee,

Secretary.

[FR Doc. 87-19366 Filed 8-21-87; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 7035-01-M

[Finance Docket No. 31063]

Midsouth Corp.; Control Exemption

AGENCY: Interstate Commerce
Commission.

AcTION: Notice of exemption.

SUMMARY: The Interstate Commerce
Commission exempts from the
requirements of 49 U.S.C. 11343 the
continuance of control of MidLouisiana
Rail Corporation by MidSouth
Corporation, which already controls
MidSouth Rail Corporation, subject to
employee protective conditions.
DATES: This exemption will be effective
on September 3, 1987. Petitions for
reconsideration must be filed by
September 14, 1987.

ADDRESSES: Send pleadings referring to
Finance Docket No. 31063 to:

(1) Office of the Secretary, Case Control
Branch, Interstate Commerce
Commission, Washington, DC 20423

Petitioner's representative: Mark M.
Levin, Weiner, McCaffrey, Brodsky &
Kaplan, P.C., Suite 800, 1350 New York
Avenue NW., Washington, DC 20005
4797

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:

Joseph H. Dettmar, (202) 275-7245. (TDD

for hearing impaired: (202) 275-1721).

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Additional information is contained in

the Commission's decision. To purchase
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a copy of the full decision, write to T.S.
InfoSystems, Inc., Room 2229, Interstate
Commerce Commission Building,
Washington, DC 20423, or call [202) 289-
4357 (assistance for the hearing
impaired is available through TDD
services (202) 275-1721) or by pickup
from TSI in Room 2229 at Commission
headquarters.

Decided: August 17, 1887.

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

Noreta R. McGee,

Secretary.

[FR Doc. 87-18367 Filed 8-21-87; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 7035-01-M

[Finance Docket No. 31089]

Montana Rail Link, Inc.; Exemption
Acquisition and Operation

Montana Rail Link, Inc. (MRL) has
filed a notice of exemption to acquire
and cperate certain properties of
Burlington Northern Railroad Company
(BN).! The properties consist of 544.30
miles of non-contiguous BN main rail
line (which MRL will lease and have an
option to purchase) extending: From
Huntley, MT (milepost 209.91) to west of
Helena, MT at mainline number one
(milepost 2.95) and mainline number two
(milepost 5.02); from Laurel, MT
(milepost 15.15) to south of Laurel, MT
(milepost 514.47); from Moss Main MT
(milepost 0.00) to a point north of Moss
Main, MT (milepost 0.50); and from
Phosphate, MT {milepost 52.94) to Sand
Point, ID (milepost 2.79). The transaction
will also include MRL's acquisition and
operation of 286.32 miles of BN branch
rail lines extending: From De Smet, MT
(milepost 0.00) to Paradise, MT {milepost
64.27); from Missoula, MT (milepost 0.02)
to Darby, MT (milepost 64.66); from
Dixon, MT (milepost 0.46) to Polson, MT
(milepost 33.40); from Sappington, MT
(milepost 0.00) to Harrison, MT
(milepost 9.48); from Whitehall, MT
(milepost 0.00) to Alder, MT (milepost
45.58); from Helena, MT [milepost
218.05) to Montana City, MT (milepost
222.78); from Logan, MT (milepost 0.26)
to Whitehall, MT (milepost 39.00); and

! By decision served july 31, 1987, the
Commission denied petitions filed by the Montana
Public Service Commission and the Transportation
Division of the Department of Commenrce, State of
Montana, requesting a stay of the effective date of
this exemption (July 31, 1987). A petition to stay was
also filed jointly by Citizens Alliance to Save the
Southline, United Transportation Union,
Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, and
Brotherhood of Maintenance of Way Employees, but

the Commission did not have the opportunity 1o
consider it prior to reaching its decision served on
the effective date of the exemption.

from Drummond, MT (milepost 0.00) to
Philipsburg, MT (milepost 25.96).

MRL will also operate pursuant to
bridge-only trackage rights over BN's
rail line upon lease of the property from
BN, from Sand Point, ID (milepost 2.79)
to Spokane, WA [milepost 68.17); from
mainline number one west of Helena,
MT {milepost 2.95) to Phosphate, MT
(milepost 52.94); and from mainline
number two west of Helena, MT
(milepost 5.02) to Phosphate, MT
(milepost 52.94). BN will retain bridge-
only trackage rights from Huntley, MT
(milepost 209.91) to Moss Main, MT
(milepost 0.50) and to the yard at Laurel,
MT, and between Moss Main, MT
(milepost 0.50) and south of Laurel, MT
(milepost 514.47).

Any comments must be filed with the
Commission and served on R. Lawrence
McCaffery, Jr., Weiner, McCaffrey,
Brodsky & Kaplan, P.C. Suite 800, 1350
New York Avenue, NW., Washington,
DC 200054797, (202) 628-2000, and
Douglas |. Babb, Burlington Northern
Railroad Company, Continental Plaza,
777 Main Street, Fort Worth TX 76102,
(817) 878-2000. This transaction will also
involve the issuance of securities by
MRL which will be Class I carrier. The
issuance of these securities is exempt
under 49 CFR 1175.1.

The notice is filed under 49 CFR
1150.31. If the notice contains false or
misleading information, the exemption is
void ab initio. Petitions to revoke the
exemption under 49 U.S.C. 10505(d) may
be filed at any time. The filing of a
petition to revoke will not automatically
stay the transaction.

Decided: August 13, 1987.

By the Commission, Jane F. Mackall,
Director, Office of Proceedings.
Noreta R. McGee,
Secretary.
[FR Doc. 87-19368 Filed 8-21-87; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 7035-01-M

[Finance Docket No. 31093)

Valley Forge Railways, Ltd.;
Acquisition and Operation Exemption;
Certain Lines of Consolidated Rail
Corp.

Valley Forge Railways, Ltd. (VFR) has
filed a notice of exemption to acquire
and operate certain properties of
Consolidated Rail Corporation (Conrail).
The properties consist of 7.27 miles of
rail line extending: (1) From Oaks, PA
(milepost 23.90) to Cromby, PA (milepost
29.20); (2) from Perkiomen Junction, PA
(milepost 0.12) to Oaks, PA {milepost
1.71); and (3) in Phoenixville Borough,
PA (milepost 0.00 to milepost 0.38). Any
comments must be filed with the

Commission and served on Kimberly A,
Madigan, Weiner, McCaffrey, Brodsky &
Kaplan, P.C., Suite 800, 1350 New
Avenue, NW., Washington, DC 20005~
4797, (202) 628-2000; and Charles
Mecham, Consolidated Rail
Corporation, 6 Penn Center Plaza,
Philadelphia, PA, 19108, [215) 977-5017,
This transaction may also involve the
issuance of securities by VFR which will
be a Class III carrier. The issuance of
these securities, if any, is exempt under
49 CFR 1175.1.

The notice is filed under 49 CFR
1150.31. If the notice contains false or
misleading information, the exemption is
void ab initio. Petitions to revoke the
exemption under 49 U.S.C. 10505(d) may
be filed at any time. The filing of a
petition to revoke will not automatically
stay the transaction.

Decided: August 14, 1987.

By the Commission, Jane F. Mackall,
Director, Office of Proceedings.

Noreta R. McGee,

Secretary.

[FR Doc. 87-19369 Filed 8-21-87; 8:45 am)
BILLING CODE 7035-01-M

DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE
[Civil Action No. 87-1088D]

Pollution Controf; Lodging of Consent
Decree Pursuant to the Clean Water
Act; City of Anacortes, WA

In accordance with Department
policy, 28 CFR 5§0.7, notice is hereby
given that on August 10, 1987, a
proposed consent decree in United
States of America and the State of
Washington v. City of Anacortes,
Washington, Civil Action No. 87-1089D,
was lodged with the United States
District Court for the Western District of
Washington. The complaint sought the
imposition of injunctive relief and civil
penalties under the Clean Water Act
against the City of Anacortes for
violations of the secondary treatment
standards of the Clean Water Act in the
operation of its wastewater treatment
facility.

The consent decree provides that the
City of Anacortes will construct a
wastewater treatment facility capable of
achieving secondary treatment levels,
attain compliance with its National
Pollutant Discharge Elimination System
permit, maintain compliance with
interim effluent limitations during
construction of the new facility, and pay
a civil penalty of $5,000.

The Department of Justice will receive
for a period of thirty (30) days from the
date of this publication comments
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relating to the proposed consent decree.
Comments should be addressed to the
Assistant Attorney General, Land and
Natural Resources Division, Department
of Justice, Washington, DC 20530, and
should refer to United States and the
State of Washington v. City of
Anacortes, Washington, D.]. Ref, 90-5-
1-1-2670.

The proposed consent decree may be
examined at the office of the United
States Attorney, 3600 Seafirst 5th
Avenue Plaza, 800 5th Avenue, Seattle,
Washington 98104, or the Environmental
Protection Agency, 1200 6th Avenue,
Seattle, Washington 98101. Copies of the
consent decree may be examined at the
Environmental Enforcement Section,
Land and Natural Resources Division,
Department of Justice, Room 1517, Ninth
Street and Pennsylvania Avenue NW.,
Washington, DC 20530. Copies 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 $1.40 (10 cents
per page reproduction cost) payable to
the Treasurer of the United States.

Roger J. Marzulla,

Acting Assistant Attorney General, Land and
Natural Resources Division,

[FR Doc. 87-19300 Filed 8-21-87; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4410-01-M

[Civil Action No. 87-1088C]

Pollution Control; Lodging of Consent
Degree Pursuant to the Clean Water
Act; City of Lynnwood, WA

In accordance with Department
policy, 28 C.F.R. § 50.7, notice is hereby
given that on August 10, 1987, a
proposed consent decree in United
States of America and the State of
Washington v. City of Lynnwood,
Washington, Civil Action No. 87-1088C,
was lodged with the United States
District Court for the Western District of
Washington. The complaint sought the
imposition of injunctive relief and civil
penalties under the Clean Water Act
against the City of Lynnwood for
violations of the secondary treatment
standards of the Clean Water Act in the
operation of its wastewater treatment
facility.

The consent decree provides that the
City of Lynnwood will constuct a
wastewater treatment facility capable of
achieving secondary treatment levels,
attain compliance with its National
Pollutant Discharge Elimination System
permit, maintain compliance with
interim effluent limitations during

constuction of the new facility, and pay
a civil penalty of $12,500.

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, Land and
Natural Resources Division, Department
of Justice, Washington, DC 20530, and
should refer to United States and the
State of Washington v. City of
Lynnwood, Washington, D.]. Ref. 90-5-
1-1-2673.

The proposed consent decree may be
examined at the office of the United
States Attorney, 3600 Seafirst 5th
Avenue Plaza, 800 5th Avenue, Seattle,
Washington 98104, or the Environmental
Protection Agency, 1200 6th Avenue,
Seattle, Washington 98101. Copies of the
consent decree may be examined at the
Environmental Enforcement Section,
Land and Natural Resources Division,
Department of Justice, Room 1517, Ninth
Street and Pennsylvania Avenue NW,,
Washington, DC 20530. Copies 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 $1.40 (10 cents
per page reproduction cost) payable to
the Treasurer of the United States.
Roger J. Marzulla,

Acting Assistant Attorney General, Land and
Natural Resources Division.

[FR Doc. 87-19201 Filed 8-21-87; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4410-01-M

[Civil Action No. 87-1087R]

Poliution Control; Lodging of Consent
Decree Pursuant to the Clean Water
Act

In accordance with Department
policy, 28 CFR 50.7, notice is hereby
given that on August 10, 1987, a
proposed consent decree in United
States of America and the State of
Washington v. City of Port Angeles,
Washington, Civil Action No. 87-1087R,
was lodged with the United States
District Court for the Western District of
Washington. The complaint sought the
imposition of injunctive relief and civil
penalties under the Clean Water Act
against the City of Port Angeles for
violations of the secondary treatment
standards of the Clean Water Act in the
operation of its wastewater treatment
facility.

The consent decree provides that the
City of Port Angeles will construct a
wastewater treatment facility capable of

achieving secondary treatment levels,
attain compliance with its National
Pollutant Discharge Elimination System
permit, maintain compliance with
interim effluent limitations during
construction of the new facility, and pay
a civil penalty of $8,500.

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, Land and
Natural Resources Division, Department
of Justice, Washington, DC 20530, and
should refer to United States and the
State of Washington v. City of Port
Angeles, Washington, D.]. Ref. 90-5-1-
1-2672.

The proposed consent decree may be
examined at the office of the United
States Attorney, 3600 Seafirst 5th
Avenue Plaza, 800 5th Avenue, Seattle,
Washington 98104, or the Environmental
Protection Agency, 1200 6th Avenue,
Seattle, Washington 98101. Copies of the
consent decree may be examined at the
Environmental Enforcement Section,
Land and Natural Resources Division,
Department of Justice, Room 1517, Ninth
Street and Pennsylvania Avenue NW.,
Washington, DC 20530. Copies 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 $1.30 (10 cents
per page reproduction cost) payable to
the Treasurer of the United States.
Roger J. Marzulla,

Acting Assistant Attorney General, Land and
Natural Resources Division.

[FR Doc. 87-19302 Filed 8-21-87; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4410-01-M

NATIONAL FOUNDATION ON THE
ARTS AND HUMANITIES

Ad Hoc Advisory Committee on Arts
Education Study; Meeting

Pursuant to section 10(a)(2) of the
Federal Advisory Committee Act (Pub.
L. 92-463), as amended, notice is hereby
given that a meeting of the Ad Hoc
Advisory Committee on Arts Education
Study (1987) to the National Council on
the Arts will be held on September 19,
1987 from 12:00 p.m,—5:30 p.m. and on
September 20, 1987 from 9:00 a.m.—5:30
p.m. in room MO-9 of the Nancy Hanks
Center, 1100 Pennsylvania Avenue NW.,
Washington, DC 20506.

This meeting will be open to the
public on a space available basis. The
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topic of discussion will be a Draft of
Arts Education Study to be submitted to
Congress by December 20, 1987 by the
National Endowment for the Arts.

If you need special accommodations
due to a disability, please contact the
Office of Special Constituencies,
National Endowment for the Arts, 1100
Pennsylvania Avenue, NW.,
Washington, DC 20506, 202/682-5532,
TTY 202/682-5496 at least seven {7)
days prior to the meeting.

Further information with reference to
this meeting can be obtained from Ms.
Yvonne M. Sabine, Advisory Committee
Management Officer, National
Endowment for the Arts, Washington,
DC 20508, or call (202) 682-5433.

Y vonne M. Sabine,
Acting Director, Council and Panel

Cperations, National Endowment for the Arts.

August 18, 1967.
[FR Doc. 87-19303 Filed 8-21-87; 8:45 am|
EiLLING CODE 7537-01-M

Music Advisory Panel (Music Festival
Section); Meeting

Pursuant to section 10{a)(2) of the
Federal Advisory Committee Act (Pub.
L. 92-463), as amended, notice is hereby
given that a meeting of the Music
Advisory Panel {Music Festivals
Section) to the National Council on the
Arts will be held on September 9, 1987
from 9:00 a.m.-6:30 p.m. and on
September 10, 1987 from 9:00 a.m.—6:00
p-m. in room 730 of the Nancy Hanks
Center, 1100 Pennsylvania Avenue NW.,
Washington, DC 20506.

A portion of this meeting will be open
te the public on September 10, 1987 from
1:00 p.m.-3:00 p.m. The topics for
discussion will be guidelines and policy
issues,

The remaining sessions of this
meeting on September 9, 1987 from 9:00
a.m.-6:30 p.m. and September 10, 1987
from 9:00 a.m.-1:00 p.m. are for the
purpose of application review. In
accordance with the determination of
the Chairman published in the Federal
Register of February 13, 1980, these
sessions will be closed to the public
pursuant to subsection (c) (4), (6) and
(9) (B) of section 552b of Title 5, United
States Code.

If you need special accommodations
due to a disability, please contact the
Office for Special Constituencies,
National Endowment for the Arts, 1100
Pennsylvania Avenue NW., Washington
DC 20508, 202/682-5532, TTY 202/682-
5496 at least seven [7) days prior to the
meeting.

Further information with reference to
this meeting can be obtained from Ms.
Yvonne M. Sabine, Advisory Committee
Management Officer, National

Endowment for the Arts, Washington,
DC 205086, or call 202/682-5433.
Yvonne M. Sabine,

Acting Director, Council and Panel
Operations, National Endowment for the Arts.

August 18, 1987.
[FR Doc. 87-19304 Filed 8-21-87; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 7537-01-M

- - —

NUCLEAR REGULATORY
COMMISSION

Advisory Committee on Reactor
Safeguards; Subcommittee on Future

LWR Designs; Meeting; Change of
Date

The ACRS Future LWR Designs
Subcommittee meeting scheduled for
September 8, 1987 has been rescheduled
for 8:30 a.m., Wednesday, September 9,
1987. All other items pertaining to this
meeting remain the same as previously
published in the Federal Register dated
Friday, August 14, 1987 {52 FR 80473).

Date: August 18, 1987.

Morton W. Libarkin,

Assistant Executive Director for Project
Review.

[FR Doc. 87-19360 Filed 8-21-87; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 7590-01-M

[Docket No. 50-270]

Confirmatory Order Modifying License
(Effective Immediately); Duke Power

Co., (Oconee Nuclear Station, Unit 2)

I

Duke Power Company (DPC or the
licensee) is the holder of Facility
Operating License No, DPR-47, which
authorizes the operation of Oconee
Nuclear Station, Unit 2 (the facility) at a
power level not to exceed 2568
megawatts thermal. The facility consists
of a pressurized water reactor plant
located at the licensee's site in Oconee
County, South Carolina.

IL

For Oconee Unit 2, the reactor
building cooling units (RBCUs) provide
decay heat removal after the design-
basis accident, which is the loss-of-
coolant accident (LOCA). In a post-
accident situation, all three coolers
operate continuously circulating the
steam-air mixture past the cooling tubes
of the RBCU to transfer heat from the
containment atmosphere to the low-
pressure service water (LPSW) system.
Also, the low-pressure injection (LPI)
system (in the recirculation mode) cools
the water from the reactor building
sump. For long-term cooling, the LPI
pumps recirculate injected water from
the reactor building sump to the core.
Heat is transferred through the LPI

coolers to the LPSW system.

By telephone on April 3, 1987, and by
letter dated April 6, 1987, the licensee
informed the NRC staff that recent
fouling in the LPSW system (lake water)
side of the RBCUs and LPI coolers had
resulted in an inability to transfer the
total LOCA heat loads. Consequently,
the licensee has reduced power level in
Unit 2 to a maximum of 81.7% to match
LOCA heat transfer requirements with
the capability of the degraded heat
exchangers.

In its letter of April 6, 1987, the
licensee committed (1) to establish new
interim maximum allowable power
levels, (2) to change the reactor
protection system (RPS) high-flux trip
setpoints for Unit 2, and (3) to specify
that the third non-engineered safeguards
LPI pump for Unit 2 must be operable,

On April 10, 1987, the NRC issued an
immediately effective Order confirming
the licensee’s commitments and
establishing new interim maximum
allowable power levels and
corresponding changes to the RPS high-
flux trip setpoint for Unit 2 while the LPI
system coolers and the RBCUs are in a
degraded mode.

By letters dated July 24, 28, 29, 31, and
August 13, 1987, the licensee informed
the NRC of the effects for Unit 2 of
elevated water temperatures of Lake
Keowee. In the letter dated July 24, 1987,
the licensee stated that the lake water
temperature was increasing and was
expected to exceed the design-basis
water temperature {75°F) used in the
accident analysis documented in the
Final Safety Analysis Report (FSAR) for
the plant. The licensee stated that the
lake temperature has exceeded 75°F in 9
of the past 11 years. Oconee Unit 2 will
have to reduce power when the lake
water temperature reaches 80°F,

To determine the impact of higher
lake water temperatures on station
systems and components, the licensee
evaluated the effects of temperatures of
80 °F and 85 °F. The results of the
evaluation indicated that under elevated
lake water temperature conditions, there
is a need to reduce the maximum
allowable power level below that
specified by the Order of April 10, 1987.
The licensee has committed to reduce
power level until all the Unit 2 heat
exchangers have been fully cleaned and
tested. The commitment is confirmed by
this Order which will be in place until
the unit shuts down for refueling at the
end of Cycle 9, which is currently
scheduled for January 1988, In
accordance with the April 10, 1987
Order, the LPI coolers were cleaned,
tested, evaluated for full-power
operation, and approved for full-power
operation by the Region II Regional
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Administrator before they were returned
to service following a brief shutdown
before April 22, 1987. The RPS high flux
trip setpoint has to be reduced to
account for the higher lake water
temperatures and the fouling of the
RBCU coolers. The RPS high flux trip
setpoint will be reduced to correspond
to the appropriate maximum allowable
power level to ensure that the power
level will be maintained below the
allowed maximum power level.

118

In the July 24, 29, and August 13, 1987
letters, the licensee stated that the
calculational methods used in
determining the heat exchanger
performance at the higher lake
temperatures were the same as those
used and documented in the April 6,
1987 submittal on heat exchanger
fouling. The staff had reviewed these
methods and found them acceptable
before issuing the Confirmatory Order
dated April 10, 1987, Using this same
calculational technique, the licensee has
determined that for Unit 2, power level
reduction to 93% is appropriate when
the lake water temperature is between
80°F and 85°F. These restrictions apply
only until the end of Cycle 8 for Unit 2,
when the RBCU heat exchangers will be
cleaned and tested.

The licensee provided a conservative
calculation that compared the LOCA
heat removal requirements with the
current degraded heat exchanger
capacity to ensure (1) that the post-
LOCA equipment qualification
temperature limits will not be exceeded
and (2) that required decay heat removal
requirements can be satisfied. This
calculation indicated that a scram from
the power level set out above will
produce decay heat levels within the
heat exchanger capabilities. Actual heat
transfer and flow rates through the
degraded heat exchangers have been
confirmed by testing. The licensee has
committed to reduce the RPS high-flux
trip setpoint to 93% of rated power for
lake water temperatures between 80°F
and 85°F, The setpoint reduction will
ensure that this power level is not
exceeded until the heat exchanger
fouling is corrected. If lake temperatures
exceed 85°F, Unit 2 will be shutdown.,

The staff has reviewed the licensee’s
heat transfer calculational method and
assumptions and has reviewed the
Overpower trip setpoint. On the basis of
these reviews, the staff concurs that,
with this setpoint, adequate accident

eart removal capacity will be
Maintained with the current degraded
heat exchangers and the projected
tlevated lake water temperatures.

The licensee has also evaluated the
effects of the higher lake water
temperature on other equipment and has
concluded that the accident analysis is
not affected. In the submittals dated July
28 and August 13, 1987, the licensee
stated that all of the equipment served
by the service water system was
purchased with a design inlet water
temperature specification of 85°F, except
for the turbine-driven emergency
feedwater pump lube oil cooler. This
cooler has a design inlet temperature of
78°F and is designed to control the lube
oil temperature to between 130°F and
160°F. With the 78°F inlet temperature,
the lube oil cooler has been tested to
verify its capability to maintain an oil
temperature of 130°F. Thus a 7°F
increase in inlet water temperature will
result in an oil temperature of
approximately 137°F, which is within the
130°F-160°F temperature range for
acceptable turbine operation. The staff
concurs with the licensee's assessment.

In the July 28 and August 13, 1987
submittals, the licensee also stated that
there are 18 temperature sensors that
monitor lake water temperature, with
the results printed hourly by the plant
computer system. The temperature
monitoring instrumentation is calibrated
during every refueling outage. The peak
lake water temperature is also recorded
daily. The licensee committed to reduce
the power level setpoint to the values
indicated above when the lake
temperature reaches 79.5°F, as
appropriate, to provide assurance that
the plant will be operated in accordance
with its design basis and within the
requirements of the Order.

In the July 28, 29, and August 13, 1987
submittals, the licensee further stated
that all of the design-basis accidents
identified in the FSAR for Oconee Unit
2, and their attending single active
failures, have been reviewed. This
review confimed that, with an assumed
85°F lake water temperature and
appropriate reduction in power level,
there will be no adverse impact on the
public health and safety beyond that
identified in the FSAR.

On the basis of the staff's previous
approval of the licensee’s calculational
methodology, the verification of the
operability of the components with an
increased lake water temperature of
85°F based upon reduced power level,
and the licensee's assurance that the
lake water temperature is being
appropriately monitored with action
taken to reduce power level and the
high-flux reactor trip setpoint as
required, I conclude that there is
reasonable assurance for safe plant
operation until the end of Cycle 9. I

further conclude that the heat removal
capability provided at the reduced
power level is adequate to ensure that
no adverse consequences to the health
and safety of the public will result
beyond those identified in the FSAR.

I find the licensee’s commitments
acceptable and conclude that the plant’s
safety can be maintained until the
fouling can be corrected and lake water
temperatures decrease, and the unit
returns to full power. I have determined
that these commitments are required in
the interest of the public health and
safety and should, therefore, be
confirmed by an immediately effective
Order.

V.

Accordingly, pursuant to sections 103,
161b, and 1611, of the Atomic Energy Act
of 1954, as amended, and the
Commission's regulations in 10 CFR
2.204 and Part 50, it is hereby ordered,
effective immediately, that license DPR-
47, is amended as follows:

1. If the lake water temperature
exceeds 79.5°F, Oconee Unit 2 operation
will be at reduced power levels and the
RPS high flux trip setpoint will be
reduced, as follows:

a. If the lake water temperature is
greater than 79.5°F but equal to or less
than 85°F, the RPS high flux trip setpoint
shall be set so that the maximum
allowable power level shall not exceed
93% rated power; and

b. If lake water temperature exceeds
85°F, Unit 2 shall proceed to shut down
in accordance with Technical
Specification 3.0.

2, The peak lake water temperature
shall be recorded daily.

3. Oconee Unit 2 shall not operate at
any power level after the end of Cycle 9
unless the Regional Administrator,
Region II, has approved the LPI and
RBCU coolers for full power operation.

The Regional Administrator, Region II
may relax or rescind any of the above
conditions upon a showing by the
licensee of good cause.

The licensee or any other person who
has an interest adversely affected by
this Order may request a hearing on this
Order within 20 days of the date of its
issuance. Any request for a hearing shall
be addressed to the Director, Office of
Nuclear Reactor Regulation, U.S.
Nuclear Regulatory Commission,
Washington, DC 20555. A copy shall be
sent to the Office of the General
Counsel, Assistant General Counsel for
Enforcement, at the same address, and
the Regional Administrator, Region II, at
101 Marietta Street, NW., Suite 2900,
Atlanta, Georgia 30303. If a person other
than the licensee requests a hearing,




31830

Federal Register /

Vol. 52, No. 163 / Monday, August 24, 1987 / Notices

that person shall set forth with
particularity the manner in which the

petitioner’s interest is adversely affected

by this Order and should address the
criteria set forth in 10 CFR 2.714(d). A
REQUEST FOR HEARING SHALL NOT
STAY THE IMMEDIATE
EFFECTIVENESS OF THIS ORDER.

If a hearing is to be held, the
Commission will issue an Order
designating the time and place of any
such hearing. If a hearing is held, the
issue to be considered at the hearing
shall be whether this Order should be
sustained.

Dated at Bethesda, Maryland, this 19th day
of August 1987,

For the Nuclear Regulatory Commission.
Thomas E. Murley,

Director, Office of Nuclear Reactor
Regulation.

[FR Doc. 87-19335 Filed 8-21-87; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 7530-01-M

[Docket No. 50-289 (CH)]

Atomic Safety and Licensing Appeal
Board Hearing; Oral Argument;
General Public Utilities Nuclear (Three
Mile Island Nuclear Station, Unit No. 1)

Notice is hereby given that, in
accordance with the Appeal Board’s
order of August 11, 1987, oral argument
on the appeal of Charles Husted from
the April 2, 1987 initial decision of the
Administrative Law Judge will be heard
at 10:00 a.m. on Wednesday, September
9, 1987, in the NRC Public Hearing
Room, Fifth Floor, East-West Towers
Building, 4350 East-West Highway,
Bethesda, Maryland.

For The Appeal Board.

C. Jean Shoemaker,
Secretary to the Appeal Board.

Dated: August 18, 1987,

[FR Doc. 87-19361 Filed 8-21-87; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 7580-01-M

PENSION BENEFIT GUARANTY
CORPORATION

Enforcement of Nondiscrimination on
the Basis of Handicap in Programs or
Activities Conducted by the Pension
Benefit Guaranty Corporation

AGENCY: Pension Benefit Guaranty
Corporation.

ACTION: Notice of self-evaluation;
request for comments.

SUMMARY: Notice is hereby given that
the Pension Benefit Guaranty
Corporation is evaluating its current
policies and practices to determine if

discrimination against handicapped
persons is present in its programs and
activities. This notice also requests
public comment from interested parties
on the PBGC's policies and practices
with respect to handicapped persons.
The effect of this notice is to comply
with the PBGC's regulation on
Enforcement of Nondiscrimination on
the Basis of Handicap in Programs or
Activities Conducted by the Pension
Benefit Guaranty Corporation, 29 CFR
Part 2608, which requires the PBGC to
conduct this self-evaluation and to
permit interested parties to participate
in the project.

DATES: Comments must be received on
or before September 24, 1987.

ADDRESSES: Written comments should
be addressed to the General Counsel,
Office of the General Counsel (Code
22500), Pension Benefit Guaranty
Corporation, 2020 K Street, NW.,
Washington, DC 20006. Comments will
be available for public inspection in the
PBGC Communications and Public
Affairs Department, Suite 7100, at the
above address, between the hours of
9:00 a.m. and 4:00 p.m.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Renae R. Hubbard, Special Counsel,
Office of the General Counsel, Pension
Benefit Guaranty Corporation, 2020 K

Street, NW., Washington, DC 20008, 202-

778-8851, or Peggy Anne Hansen, Equal
Opportunity Manager, Pension Benefit
Guaranty Corporation, 2020 K Street,
NW.,, Room 3700A, Washington, DC
20006, 202-778-8808 (202-778-8859 for
TTY and TDD). These are not toll-free
numbers.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
regulation of the Pension Benefit
Guaranty Corporation (PBGC) on
Enforcement of Nondiscrimination on
the Basis of Handicap in Federally
Conducted Programs, 29 CFR Part 2608,
which was issued pursuant to 29 U.S.C.
794, prohibits discrimination on the
basis of handicap in its programs and
activities.

Section 2608.110(a) of that regulation
requires the PBGC to evaluate, by
August 24, 1987, its current policies and
practices, and the effects thereof, in
order to determine if they result in
discrimination against handicapped
persons in employment, program
accessibility, communication, or
otherwise. Section 2608.110(b} requires
that the PBGC "'provide an opportunity
to interested persons, including
handicapped persons or organizations
representing handicapped persons, to
participate in this self-evaluation
process by submitting comments (both

oral and written)."

Four hundred forty-one questionnaires
were distributed to 100 percent of all
full-time and part-time permanent PBGC
employees occupying all or part of five
floors of the PBGC's sole facility at 2029
K Street, NW., Washington, DC, with
provision for both written and oral
responses. The questionnaire was
designed to determine whether an
employee is physically or mentally
handicapped by a mobility, hearing,
visual, speech, mental, emotional, or
other impairment and, if so, to find out
whether the employee has been
adversely affected by the PBGC's action
or inaction, by the absence of aids, or by
structural impediments at the work site,

Employees also were asked to
describe any complaints received in the
past two years from applicants,
participants, beneficiaries, or other
persons on non-accessibility of sites
where PBGC activities have been held.

Finally, employees were encouraged
to advise the PBGC of anything that
might give handicapped persons an
equal opportunity to participate in all
PBGC programs and activities.

Forty-four written and two oral
responses were received, representing
10.8 percent of the PBGC employees. Six
responders identified themselves as
either mobility, hearing, visually, or
speech impaired. Four employees said
that they had been adversely affected—
two by PBGC action or inaction, one by
absence of aids, and one by structural
impediments.

Two employees indicated that they
had received complaints from persons
who are not PBGC employees. One
complaint was that the water fountains
are too high for persons in wheel chairs:
the other was that maneuvering wheel
chairs is a problem in corridors where
boxes or “other debris” are placed
temporarily.

Suggestions for facilitating equal
participation of handicapped persons in
PBGC programs and activities included
placing braille markers in elevators and
stairways and providing awareness
training, suitable space within the
facility for all-employee gatherings, and
appropriate chairs for individuals with
back problems.

The PBGC has examined its work silé
facilities for impediments, and has
requested that building modifications.
such as elevator markings and water
fountain heights, be made wherever
possible. Complementary valet parking
and retrieval is offered to employees
and visitors in wheel chairs by the
building's parking operator, and the
PBGC is working toward impediment-




4

e§

0

ins
airs:
el

18 in
ded
and

~and
vith
< sile
NS,

r
king
es

Federal Register /

Vol. 52, No. 163 / Monday, August 24, 1987 |/ Notices

31831

free corridors. The international
handicap symbol is used to mark
accessible rest rooms. The PBGC also
has provided special chairs and
computer accommodations as needed by
impaired employees.

The PBGC has published its TTY/TDD
telephone number in the International
Telephone Directory of the Deaf and on
forms and stationery mailed to the
public. All hearing-impaired and speech-
impaired employees and employees with
impaired family members have access to
the device. Interpreters and telephone
amplifiers are provided on request.

Although there is insufficient space on
the work site for activities involving
large numbers of employees, it is the
PBGC's policy to schedule off-site
activities in barrier-free facilities
whenever possible.

Comments on the PBGC's programs
and policies as they affect handicapped
persons or on the PBGC's self-
evaluation, a summary of which is set
forth above, are invited. Please send
written comments to the General
Counsel, Office of the General Counsel
(Code 22500), Pension Benefit Guaranty
Corporation, 2020 K Street, NW.,
Washington, DC 20006. Oral comments
may be submitted to Peggy Anne
Hansen, Equal Opportunity Manager,
Pension Benefit Guaranty Corporation,
2020 K Street, NW., Room 37004,
Washington, DC 20006, 202-778-8808
(202-778-8859 for TTY and TDD). These
are not toll-free numbers.

Upon completion of this self-
evaluation and comment period, the
PBGC will carefully review all
comments and will take appropriate
steps to collect deficiencies in its
programs or activities. In addition, the
PBGC will maintain on file a description
of areas examined and any problems
identified, and a description of any
modifications made. This file will be
maintained for a period of three years
following the completion of this self-
evaluation, and will be made available
for public inspection upon request.

Issued in Washington, DC, this 5th day of
August, 1987.

Kathleen P, Utgoff,

Executive Director, Pension Benefit Guaranty
Corporation.

[FR Doc. 87-19322 Filed 8~21-87; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 7708-01-M

PRESIDENTIAL COMMISSION ON THE
HUMAN IMMUNODEFICIENCY VIRUS
EPIDEMIC

Meeting

In accordance with section 10(a)(2) of
the Federal Advisory Committee Act

(Pub. L. 92-463), and at the request of W.
Eugene Mayberry, M.D., Chairman,
announcement is made of the following
national advisory body scheduled to
meet during the month of September
1987:

Name: Presidential Commission on
the Human Immunodeficiency Virus
Epidemic.

Date, Time, and Place: September 9,
1987; 9:00 a.m.; National Press Club-
National Press Building, 14th & F Streets,
NW., 13th Floor, Washington, DC

September 10, 1987; 9:00 a.m.—3:00
p.m.; Department of Commerce
Auditorium, 14th Street and Constitution
Avenue, NW., Washington, DC

Purpose: The Commission was formed
as the result of Executive Order 12601 to
advise the President, the Secretary of
Health and Human Services, and other
relevant Cabinet heads on the public
health dangers including the medical,
legal, ethical, social, and economic
impact from the spread of the HIV and
resulting illnesses including AIDS,
AIDS-related complex, and other related
conditions. The primary focus of the
Commission shall be to recommend
measures that Federal, State, and local
officials can take to: (1) Protect the
public from contracting the HIV; (2)
assist in finding a cure for AIDS: and (3)
care for those who already have the
disease.

The Commission is required to: (1)
Evaluate efforts by educational
institutions and other public and private
entities to provide education and
information concerning AIDS; (2)
analyze the efforts currently underway
by Federal, State, and local authorities
to combat AIDS; (3) examine long-term
impact of AIDS treatment needs on the
health care delivery system, including
the effect on non-AIDS patients in need
of medical care; (4) review the United
States history of dealing with
communicable disease epidemics; (5)
evaluate research activities relating to
the prevention and treatment of AIDS;
(6) identify future areas of research that
might be needed to address the AIDS
epidemic; (7) examine policies for
development and release of drugs and
vaccines to combat AIDS; (8) assess the
progression of AIDS among the general
population and among specific risk
groups; (9) study legal and ethical issues
relating to AIDS; and (10) review the
role of the United States in the
international AIDS pandemic.

The