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(5) 41,500 annual burden hours.
(6) Not applicable under Section

3504(h) of Public Law 96–511.
Public comment on this item is

encouraged.
Dated: February 13, 1995.

Robert B. Briggs,
Department Clearance Officer, United States
Department of Justice.
[FR Doc. 95–4005 Filed 2–16–95; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4410–10–M

Information Collections Under Review

The Office of Management and Budget
(OMB) has been sent the following
collection(s) of information proposals
for review under the provisions of the
Paperwork Reduction Act (44 U.S.C.
Chapter 35) and the Paperwork
Reduction Reauthorization Act since the
last list was published. Entries are
grouped into submission categories,
with each entry containing the
following information:

(1) The title of the form/collection;
(2) The agency form number, if any,

and the applicable component of the
Department sponsoring the collection.

(3) Who will be asked or required to
respond, as well as a brief abstract;

(4) An estimate of the total number of
respondents and the amount of time
estimated for an average respondent to
respond;

(5) An estimate of the total public
burden (in hours) associated with the
collection; and

(6) An indication as to whether
Section 3504(h) of Public Law 96–511
applies.

Comments and/or suggestions
regarding the item(s) contained in this
notice, especially regarding the
estimated public burden and associated
response time, should be directed to the
OMB reviewer, Mr. Jeff Hill on (202)
395–7340 and to the Department of
Justice’s Clearance Officer, Mr. Robert B.
Briggs, on (202) 514–4319. If you
anticipate commenting on a form/
collection, but find that time to prepare
such comments will prevent you from
prompt submission, you should notify
the OMB reviewer and the Department
of Justice Clearance Officer of your
intent as soon as possible. Written
comments regarding the burden
estimate or any other aspect of the
collection may be submitted to Office of
Information and Regulatory Affairs,
Office of Management and Budget,
Washington, DC 20503, and to Mr.
Robert B. Briggs, Department of Justice
Clearance Officer, Systems Policy Staff/
Information Resources Management/
Justice Management Division, Suite 850,
WCTR, Washington, DC 20530.

Extension of a Currently Approved
Collection

(1) Application—Land Border
Facilitation PORTPASS Program

(2) I–823, I–823A, I–823B, I–823C,
and I–823D. Immigration and
Naturalization Service, United States
Department of Justice.

(3) Primary = Individuals and
Households, Others = None. This form
covers two land border programs. At
participating ports-of-entry, this form
will be used by frequent crossers to
voluntarily apply for permission to use
the dedicated commuter lane, or to enter
through an Automated Permit Port.

(4) 200,000 annual respondents at .73
hours (44 minutes) per response.

(5) 132,800 annual burden hours.
(6) Not applicable under Section

3504(h) of Public Law 96–511.
Public comment on this item is

encouraged.
Dated: February 13, 1995.

Robert B. Briggs,
Department Clearance Officer, United States
Department of Justice.
[FR Doc. 95–4006 Filed 2–16–95; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4410–10–M

Antitrust Division

United States v. Sabreliner
Corporation; Proposed Final Judgment
and Competitive Impact Statement

Notice is hereby given pursuant to the
Antitrust Procedures and Penalties Act,
15 U.S.C. 16(b)–(h), that a proposed
Final Judgment and Competitive Impact
Statement have been filed with the
United States District Court for the
District of Columbia in United States of
America v. Sabreliner Corporation.

The Complaint in this case alleges
that the acquisition of Midcoast
Aviation, Inc. (‘‘Midcoast’’) by
Sabreliner Corporation (‘‘Sabreliner’’)
may substantially lessen competition in
the sale of jet fuel to transient general
aviation aircraft at Lambert-St. Louis
International airport (‘‘Lambert’’) in
violation of Section 7 of the Clayton
Act.

Sabreliner and Midcoast are the only
two fixed base operators (‘‘FBOs’’) at
Lambert Field. Fixed base operators
provide terminaling services, such as
aircraft cleaning, de-icing and fueling to
general aviation aircraft. These services
are typically included in the price of jet
fuel sold to the general aviation
customer. This acquisition, left
unchallenged, would result in a
monopoly in the provision of jet fuel to
transient general aviation customers at
Lambert.

The proposed Final Judgment requires
Sabreliner to divest either its transient
general aviation fueling facilities at
Lambert, or, if necessary to attract a
purchaser, its entire FBO operation at
Lambert. If defendant does not complete
the divestiture by the allotted time, a
trustee will be appointed to conduct the
divestiture.

Public comment on the proposed
Final Judgment is invited within the
statutory 60-day comment period. Such
comments, and responses thereto, will
be published in the Federal Register
and filed with the Court. Comments
should be directed to Roger W. Fones,
Chief, Transportation, Energy, and
Agriculture Section, Antitrust Division,
Room 9104, Judiciary Center Building,
555 4th Street, NW., Washington, DC
20001 (202–307–6351).
Constance K. Robinson,
Director of Operations, Antitrust Division.

United States of America; Plaintiff; vs.
Sabreliner Corporation, a corporation;
Defendant.

[Docket Number: 95–0241]

Stipulation

It is stipulated by and between the
undersigned parties, by their respective
attorneys, as follows:

(1) The Court has jurisdiction over the
subject matter of this action and over
each of the parties hereto, and venue of
this action is proper in the District for
the District of Columbia.

(2) The parties consent that a Final
Judgment in the form hereto attached
may be filed and entered by the Court,
upon the motion of any party or upon
the Court’s own motion, at any time
after compliance with the requirements
of the Antitrust Procedures and
Penalties Act (15 U.S.C. 16), and
without further notice to any party or
other proceedings, provided that
plaintiff has not withdrawn its consent,
which it may do at any time before the
entry of the proposed final Judgment by
serving notice thereof on defendant and
by filing that notice with the Court.

(3) In the event plaintiff withdraws its
consent or if the proposed Final
Judgment is not entered pursuant to this
Stipulation, this Stipulation shall be of
no effect whatever, and the making of
this Stipulation shall be without
prejudice to any party in this or any
other proceeding.

Dated: November 2, 1994.
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