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Presidential Documents Other Than
Proclamations and Executive Orders

Memorandum of May 13, 1974 for
the Secretary of State; authori-
zation of defense stoeks and
services for military assistance

EXECUTIVE AGENCIES

AGRICULTURE DEPARTMENT

See Animal and Plant Health In-
spection Service; Commodity

Credit Corporation; Forest
Service; Rural Electrification
Administration.

ALCOHOL, TOBACCO AND FIREARMS
BUREAU

Notices
Meetings:
Advisory Committee on Explo-
sives Tagging_. -

ANIMAL AND PLANT HEALTH INSPECTION
SERVICE

Rules
Quarantine areas; exotic New-
castle and psittacosis or ornitho. 20585
ATOMIC ENERGY COMMISSION
Notices
Applications, ete.:
Babcock and Wilecox Co.—.._ 20627
Brookhaven National Labora-
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G0 i i sttt e 20627
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Meetings:
Advisory Committee on Reactor
Safeguards
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Materials and plant protection;
issuance and availability_.._

CIVIL AERONAUTICS BOARD

Proposed Rules

Charter services for military air-
lift command; standard alloca-
tion procedures and additional
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Notices

Hearings, etc.:
Alaska service investigation et

________________ 20629

20628
20629

20603

Uk e T L R R 20630
Allegheny Airlines, Inc._______ 20630
American-Pan American._.__._ 20630
Delta Air Lines, Inc./Trans

World Airlines, InC. 20631
International Air Transport As-
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Rl e e T 0631

contents

CIVIL SERVICE COMMISSION

Notices

Noncareer executive assignment:
Defense Department. . ...
Export-Import Bank of the

United States oo e —= 20631
Federal Energy Office. . 20632
Housing and Urban Develop-

ment Department (2 docu-

0213353 [ eaUe e S e Sy Ly 20632
Interior Department. . . _____ 20632
Justice Department (3 docu-

ielt et i T e VT T R 20632
Labor Department. . -~ 20632

COMMERCE DEPARTMENT

See Domestic and International
Business Administration; Mari-
time Administration.

COMMODITY CREDIT CORPORATION

Rules

Cotton; service charges increase
and warehouse receipt require-
ments change. e

Notices

Monthly sales list; amendments.

CONSUMER PRODUCT SAFETY
ADMINISTRATION

Notices

Meetings:
Product Safety Advisory Coun-
I e o e oo i

COST OF LIVING COUNCIL
Notices
Meetings:
Food and Industry Wage and
Salary Committee___________

DELAWARE RIVER BASIN COMMISSION
Notices

Hope Creek and Summit Generat-
ing Stations; public hearing_ .. _

DOMESTIC AND INTERNATIONAL
BUSINESS ADMINISTRATION

Notices
Organization and functions:

Bureau of International Com-
merce (2 documents) 20621,

Deputy Assistant Seeretary for
International Economic Policy

20585

20620

20632

20633

20622

20624

Directorate of Administrative
Management -

EDUCATION OFFICE
Notices
Meetings:
Advisory Committee on the Edu-
cation of Bilingual Children_.. 20625

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
Rules
Air quality implementation plans;

20624

13173« S SR et s T Rt 20596
Carbofuran; establishment of pes-
ticide tolerances_ - 20596

Organic chemicals manufacturing
point source category; effluent
guidelines and standards; cor-
rections

Notices

Chapman Chemical Co. et al;
O D R e e S e s

Predator control, coyotes; issu-
ance of experimental use per-
Lt NS e et e e S =

FEDERAL AVIATION ADMINISTRATION

Rules

Airport aid program; revised re-
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Certification and operations; first
aid kits; extension of effective
s 4 P ST R R e 20590

Controlgone o i o nes 20586
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Proposed Rules

Transitionr areas and terminal
control area (2 documents) ... 20615,

20616

Restricted area and Continental
Operations Range segments; re~
publication

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS
COMMISSION

Rules

Domestic public radio services;
signaling communications.__...

Proposed Rules

FM broadcast stations; table of
assignments; Maine__ . ___

FEDERAL DISASTER ASSISTANCE
ADMINISTRATION

Notices

Major disaster determinations:
Arkansas
‘Ohio

FEDERAL HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION

Rules

Interstate highway system revi-
sions and modifications (2 docu-
ments) 20658, 20666

FEDERAL HOME LOAN BANK BOARD

Rules

Nationwide lending; loan author-
ization for Trust Territory of the
Pacific Islands_ oo oo o

FEDERAL MARITIME COMMISSION
Notices

Agreements filed:
City of Milwaukee and O'Con-
nell Distributing Co. et al____
Johnson Scanstar Joint Serviece._
Moore-McCormack Lines, Inc.,

20590

20586

20634
20635

20635
Moore-McCormack Lines, Inc.
and Unicorn Shipping Lines
(0 e . o 1 Flllie K T ol
Transportacion Maritima Mexi-
cana, S.A, and Flota Mercante
Gran Central Americana,
337 e S e i S et e
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Notices

Hearings, etc.:
Arizona Public Service Co-_ .. .. 20636
Arkansas Power and Light Co._ 20637
Atlantic-Richfield Co_________ 20637
Blackstone Valley Electric Co__. 20637
City of Fairhope, Alabama and
Alabama Power CO.._ _...___
City of Ketchikan, Alaska.______ 20638
Community Public Service Co__ 20638
Connecticut Light and Power
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Emerald Producing Corp., et al.
(2 documents) _._______ 20640, 20641
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Idaho Power Co. (2 documents) _ 20642,
20643
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Mississippi River Transmission
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- 20643
Pacific Power and Light Co____ 20644
Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line
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Phillips Petroleum Co._._______ 20644
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SHell O ;Cola s a8 Sl 20645
Southern California Edison Co.

(3 documents) __..___.__ 20645, 20646
Southern Natural Gas Co______ 20646
Southwest Gas Co____________ 20647
BORONNCO SRS SR L s 20647
Texas Eastern Transmission
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Texas Gas Transmission Corp.. 20648
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Utah Power and Light Co. (2
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Notices

First Alabama Bancshares Inc.;
acquisition of bank___________

Rush County Insurance Agency,
Inc.; formation of bank holding
company

FOOD AND DRUG ADMINISTRATION

Rules

New animal drugs; use in animal
feeds

Proposed Rules

2-Mercaptoimidazoline; use in clo-
sures and product delivery sys-
tems; extension of comment
Deriods o e

Notices

Griffith Laboratories, Inc., et. al.;
temporary permit for market
testing of bread; correction... 20625

20593

20602

CONTENTS

FOREST SERVICE

Notices

Rogue Planning Unit, Siskiyou
National Forest, Oregon; avail-
ability of environmental state-
ment

GENERAL SERVICES ADMINISTRATION

Rules

Procurement sources and pro-
grams; additional supply sup-
port to Federal agencies_ ... _.

Procurement by advertising; un-
solicited samples, descriptive
literature, or brand name refer-
ences

Notices

Secretary of Health, Education,
and Welfare: delegation of au-
thority

GEOLOGICAL SURVEY

Notices

Power site cancellation:
Green River Basin, Colorado.. 20619
Green River Basin, Utah_____ 20619

HEALTH, EDUCATION, AND WELFARE
DEPARTMENT

See also Education Office; Food
and Drug Administration.

Rules

Special contract clauses; confi-
dentiality of information...__

Proposed Rules

Disclosure of information under
the Freedom of Information
Act

HOUSING AND URBAN DEVELOPMENT
DEPARTMENT

See Federal Disaster Assistance
Administration.

INTERIM COMPLIANCE PANEL (COAL
MINE HEALTH AND SAFETY)

Notices
Twin Pines Coal Co., et al.; hear-
ing

INTERIOR DEPARTMENT
See also Geological Survey; Land
Management Bureau; National
Park Service.
Notices
Statements of changes in financial
interests:

20598
20598

20650

Bennett, Carroll M. (2 docu-
MOALE) | eiccno e r i e s 20620
EiIL Ernest Bl 20620
Ricel, Nicholas A _________ 20620
170 6e0 o1V [) 1) o O S 0, ST 20620

LABOR DEPARTMENT

See Occupational Safety and
Health Administration.

LAND MANAGEMENT BUREAU

Notices
Pipeline application; Western
BIODE CAS G 0 et ane e 20619

Washington; withdrawal and res-
ervationof lands. . ... __._.__

MANAGEMENT AND BUDGET OFFICE

Notices

Clearance of reports; list of re-
S e e e as 20651

Hospital and medical care; tort
liability recovery rates for 3rd

DEISONE e 20651
MARITIME ADMINISTRATION
Notices
Cities Service Tankers Corp.; ap-
plication and environmental
statement .. . _____ 20625
Construction-differential subsidy
applications:
N R GO e T el 20625
74 %6043 3 € 67} y o MASUSIET RS R 20625
NATIONAL PARK SERVICE
Notices
Meetings:
North Atlantic Regional Ad-
visory Committee. ... _.____ 20619

OCCUPATIONAL SAFETY AND HEALTH
ADMINISTRATION

Proposed Rules
Construction safety and health

regulations; hearing location
CRANRE: Sr i ey s Ll 20602
POSTAL SERVICE
Rules
Domestic mail; general informa-
o) o W e ST S TN ST L 20595
RURAL ELECTRIFICATION
ADMINISTRATION
Notices :
Chugach Electric Association,
Inc,; final environmental state-
0T 0\ S e iy A bl bl s 20621
SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE
COMMISSION
Proposed Rules
Closely held issuers; exemption.. 20609
Notices
Hearings, ete.:
Canadian Javelin, Ltd._ ... _. 20651
Colonial Fund, Inc., et al______ 20651
(o) L 51T AR B R S B S 20652
Royal Properties, Inc.. ... 20653
Winner Industries, Inc...—o--- 20653

SMALL BUSINESS ADMINISTRATION

Notices
Disaster loan area; Tennessee.... 20653
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TARIFF COMMISSION

Notices

Draft conversion of the tariff
schedules into format of Brus-
sels tariff nomenclature; hear-
1§31 3 SO S S L S SR A

TRANSPORTATION DEPARTMENT

See also Federal Aviation Admin-
istration; Federal Highway Ad-
ministration.

Notices

Interagency Committee on Search
and Rescue (SAR); establish-
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CONTENTS

TREASURY DEPARTMENT
See Alcohol, Tobacco and Fire-
arms Bureau.
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reminders

(The items in this list were editorially compiled as an aid to Feperarl REeGIsTER users. Inclusion or exclusion from this list has no
legal significance. Since this list s intended as a reminder, it does not include effective dates that occur within 14 days of publication.)

Rules Going Into Effect Today

This list includes only rules that were pub-
lished in the FEpErRAL REGISTER after Octo-
ber 1, 1972,

page no.
and date

Education Office—Low interest loans to

students; special allowances.
17104; 5-13-74
Labor Department—1974 summer pro-
gram for economicaily disadvantaged
youth . . ... 17182; 5-13-74

Next Week's Deadlines for Comments
on Proposed Rules
JUNE 17

CAB—Group inclusive tours; deceptive
practices in advertising........ 15309;
5-2-74
DoT/FHA—Certificate of qualification
for drivers in trip lease or inter-
change service..... . 13900; 4-18-74
DoT/National Highway Traffic Safety
Administration—Federal motor vehi-
cle safety standards; seating systems.
10268; 3-19-74
—Air brake system effective date for
trailers, federal motor vehicle
safety standards.. 17563; 5-17-74
EPA—Washington; proposed compliance
schedules for air quality standards.
17566; 5-17-74
FAA—Transition area, Montague, Calif.
17563; 5-17-74
—Transition area, Clinton, Missouri.
17563; 5-17-74
FCC—<Cable television; protection of

network program exclusivity.
13561; 4-15-74
FDA—Hydrogenated 4.4-isopropyli-
denediphenol-phosphite ester resins.
13667; 4-16-74
—Procedural preparation for environ-

mental impact statements.
13742; 4-16-74
—Sterile chloramphenicol sodium
succinate; deletion of crystallinity
requirement. ... 13894; 4-18-74
FEO—Mandatory petroleum regulations;
computation of land cost. . 17771;
5-20-74
FPC—Natural gas; information on gas
supply and deliverability in applica-
tions for certificates.. 16487; 5-9-74
HEW/Education Office—Grants for col-
lege library resources............ 17857;
5-21-74
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IRS—Sporting goods; manufacturers
excise tax 17328; 5-15-74
Labor Department/OSHA—Vinyl chlo-
ride; occupational exposure standard.
18303; 5-24-74

USDA/Soil Conservation Service—Water
resources program; changes in poli-
cies and procedures.. 15284; 5-2-74
—Snow surveys and water supply

forecasts; policy and procedures
for administration . 16480;
5-9-74

JUNE 18

BLM—Outer Continental Shelf Lands;
hearing procedures 18283;

5-24-74

DoT/HMRB—Cryogenic liquids; trans-

portation requirements 7950;
3-1-74; 9457; 3-11-74

FDA—Oral contraceptive labeling; vene-

real disease warning...... ...... 13972;
4-19-74

"Interior Department—DOil and gas leases
on Outer Continental Shelf; proposal
to improve competition. ... 14511;

4-24-74
JUNE 19

FHLBB—Federal saving and loan sys-
tem; proposed amendments relating
to applications for branch offices,
mobile facilities or satellite offices.

17769; 5-20-74

USDA/ASCS—1975 wheat set-aside,
loan and purchase programs; pro-
posed determinations relative to set-
aside, loan rates, payments and pro-
gram operating provisions for 1975.

17767; 5-20-74
JUNE 20

CAB—Filing and approval of schedules

of foreign air carriers.__.._..__. 16902;
5-10-74

Interior Department/NPS—Lake Mere-
dith Recreation Area, Texas; off road
vehicle use 17851; 5-21-74

Interior Department/Office of the Sec-
retary—Administrative appeals to
combine procedures in the Office of
the Secretary 17853; 5-21-74

Postal Service—Preparation for mail-
ing; nonmailable writings and arti-
cles.....ccecooeeeeoo.o.. 19958: 6-5-74

USDA/Rural Electrification administra-
tion—Electric distribution loans; pol-
icy and procedure.... 19947; 6-5-74

JUNE 21

DoT/FHA—Commercial vehicles; prohi-
bition against operating with over-

loaded or underinflated tires.
13785; 4-17-74
EPA—Approval of compliance sched-
ules for Oklahoma.. 17981; 5-22-74
FAA—Alteration of transition area at
Chicago, lllinois...... 17978; 5-22-74
—Designation of Mt. Carmel, lllinois
transition area.... 17978; 5-22-74
FCC—Designation of aeronautical fre-
quency for discrete use by natural
resource agencies.. 17566; 5-17-74
Interior Department—Civil penaity as-
sessment procedures, Mining En-
forcement and Safety Administration
proposes establishment 16145;
5-7-74
SEC—Broker-dealer registration; revo-
cation or cancellation.._..._... 17867;
5-21-74
USDA/AMS—Raisins produced from
grapes grown in California.... 19946;
6-5-74

Next Week's Hearings

JUNE 17
FDA—Hynson, Westcott, and Dunning,
Inc., new drug applications for fu-
trexin and trexinest tablets; to be
held in Rockvitle, Md 15341,
5-2-74
HEW/Education Office—Grants for col-
lege library resources; to be held in
Washington, D.C.... 17857; 5-21-74

JUNE 18
CAB—<Capacity reduction agreements
case; to be held in Washington, D.C.
13803; 4-17-74
DoT/NHTSA—Buick and Cadillac de-
fects investigation; public proceed-
ings regarding engine mount fail-
ures; to be held in Washington, D.C.
19529; 6-3-74
Labor Department/OSHA—Agricultural
tractors; proposed safety standards
on roll-over protective structures; to

be held in Tallahassee, Fla.

17448; 5-16-74

JUNE 20
Labor Department/OSHA—Agricultural
tractors; proposed safety standards
on roll-over protective structures; to

be held in Washington, D.C.

17448; 5-16-74
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Next Week’s Meetings
AGRICULTURE DEPARTMENT

Agricultural Research Service—General
Conference Committee of the Na-
tional Poultry Improvement Plan; to
be held at Salt Lake City, Utah (open
with restrictions) 6-17-74.

19970; 6-5-74

Animal and Plant Health Inspection
Service—Expert Panel on Nitrites and
Nitrosamines; to be held at Wash-
ington, D.C. (open with restrictions)
6-19-74. ... 19246; 5-31-74

Forest Service—

Cibola National Forest Grazing Ad-
visory Board; to be held at Grants,
New Mexico (open with restric-
tions) 6-19-74.. 18488; 5-28-74

Northeastern Forestry Research Ad-
visory Committee; to be held at
Warren, Pennsylvania (open with
restrictions) 6-20 and 6-21-74.

18124; 5-23-74 .

San Isabel National Forest Grazing
Advisory Board; to be held at
Pueblo, Colorado (open with re-
strictions) 6-21-74 ........ 18124;

5-23-74

ATOMIC ENERGY COMMISSION
Advisory Committee on Reactor Safe-
guards—Subcommittee on Bella-
fonte Nuclear Plant, Units 1 and 2;
to be held at Scottsboro, Alabama
(open with restrictions) 6-18-74.
18804; 5-30-74

CIVIL SERVICE COMMISSION
Federal Employees Pay Council (closed)

6-19-74. . ... 20099; 6-6-74
COMMERCE DEPARTMENT
Domestic and International Business

Administration—

Computer Peripherals, Components
and Related Test Equipment Tech-
nical Advisory Committee; to be
held at Washington, D.C. (open
with restrictions) 6-19-74.

19247; 5-31-74

Telecommunications Equipment Tech-
nical Advisory Committee; to be
held at Washington, D.C. (open
with restrictions) 6-18-74.

19247; 5-31-74
Exporters’ Textile Advisory Committee;
to be held at Washington, D.C. (open

with restrictions) 6-18-74.... 19972;

6-5-74
National Bureau of Standards—
Federal Information Processing

Standards Coordinating and Ad-
visory Committee; Gaithersburg,
Maryland (open) 6-19-74.. 18314;

18314; 5-24-74

REMINDERS—Continued

Federal Information Processing
Standards Task Group 13, Workload
Definition and Benchmarking; to
be held at Arlington, Virginia (open)
6-19-74.............. 18314, 5-24-74

DEFENSE DEPARTMENT

Hemoglobinopathy Policy Review Ad-
visory Committee; to be held at Wash-
ington, D.C. (open with restrictions)
6-18-74................ 18305; 5-24-74

Navy Department
Chief of Naval Operations Executive
Panel Advisory Committee; to be
held at Washington, D.C. (closed)

6-20-74 .............20216; 6-7-74
FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS
COMMISSION

Cable Television Technical Advisory
Committee Panel 6; to be held at
Washington, D.C. (open) 6-18-74.

18505; 5-28-74

FEDERAL POWER COMMISSION
Alaska Power Survey—

Executive Advisory Committee; to be
held at Anchorage, Alaska (open)
6-18-74 ... 16925; 5-10-74

Technical Advisory Committee on Co-
ordinated Systems Development
and Interconnection; to be held at
Anchorage, Alaska (open) 6—
18-74............... 17588; 5-17-74

FEDERAL PREVAILING RATE ADVISORY
COMMITTEE

To be held at Washington, D.C. (closed)
6-20 and 6-27-74....17347, 5-15-74

HEALTH, EDUCATION, AND WELFARE

DEPARTMENT

Center for Disease Control—Medical

Laboratory Services Advisory Com-

mittee to be held at Atlanta, Georgia

(open) 6-20 to 6-21-74 ... 16401;

5-8-74
FDA—

Cardiovascular and Renal Advisory
Committee; to be held at Rock-
ville, Maryland (open with restric-
tions) 6-20-74.... 18694; 5-29-74

Endocrinology and Metabolism Ad-
visory Committee; to be held at
Rockville, Maryland (open with re-
strictions) 6-21-74 ......... 18694;

5-29-74

Geriatric Advisory Subgroup of the
Neuropharmacology Advisory Com-
mittee; to be held at Arlington, Vir-
ginia (open) 6-21-74........ 18694;

5-29-74

Neuropharmacology Advisory Com-
mittee; to be held at Rockuville,
Maryland (open with restrictions)
6-17; (closed) 6-18-74.... 18694;

5-29-74

20579

Panel on Review of Bacterial Vaccines
and Bacterial Antigens; to be held
at Bethesda, Maryland (open with
restrictions) 6-21; (closed) 6—
22-74.. ... ... 18694; 5-29-74

Panel on Review of Dentifrices and
Dental Care Agents; to be held at
Rockville, Maryland (open with re-
strictions) 6-19-74; (closed) 6~
20-74.................. 19972; 6-5-74

Panel on Review of Laxative, Anti-
diarrheal, Emetic, and Anti-emetic
Drugs; to be held at Rockville,
Maryland (open with restrictions)
6-19-74............ 13795; 4-17-74

Panel on Review of Skin Test Antigens;
to be held at Bethesda, Maryland
(open with restrictions) 6-25-74.

19972; 6-5-74

Panel on Review of Viral Vaccines and
Rickettsial Vaccines; to be held at
Bethesda, Maryland (open with re-
strictions) 6-17; (closed) 6-18—
74 ieeeaee.. 18693; 5-29-74

Panel on Review of Vitamin, Mineral,
and Hematinic Drug Products;
(closed) 6-16; (open with restric-
tions) 6-17-74.... 18693; 5-29-74

Panel on Review of Gastroenterologi-
cal Urological Devices; to be held at
Washington, D.C. (open with re-
strictions) 6-17-74 .. ..... 18693;

5-29-74
Health Resources Administration—

National Advisory Health Services
Council; to be held at Rockville,
Maryland (closed) 6-18-74.

17791; 5-20-74

Federal Hospital Council; to be held at
Rockville, Maryland (open with re-
strictions) 6-20-74.......__ 17791;

5-20-74

Joint Meeting of the National Advisory
Health Services Council and Fed-
eral Hospital Council; to be held at
Rockville, Maryland (open) 6—
Rh> oyt A St 17791; 5-20-74

NIH—

Advisory Committee to the Director; to
be held at Pasadena, California
(open) 6-17 and 6-18-74.. 17246;

5-14-74

Committee on Cancer Immunobiology;
to be held at Bethesda, Maryland
(open with restrictions) 6-19-74.

17247; 5-14-74

Committee on Cancer Immunother-
apy; to be held at Bethesds, Mary-
land (open with restrictions) 6—
20-74 ... 17248; 5-14-74

Diagnostic Radiology Committee; to
be held at Bethesda, Maryland
(open with restrictions) 6-20-74.

17248; 5-14-74

FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 39, NO. 114—WEDNESDAY, JUNE 12, 1974




20580

Digestive Diseases and Nutrition Sub-
committee; to be held at Bethes-
da, Maryland (closed) 6-19-74.

17250; 5-14-74

Epidemiology and Biometry Advisory
Committee; to be held at Bethesda,
Maryland (open with restrictions)
6-20-74.... .. 17989; 5-22-74

National Advisory Allergy and Infec-
tious Diseases Council; to be held
at Bethesda, Maryland (open with
restrictions) 6-20 and 6-21-74.

17249; 5-14-74

National Advisory Dental Research
Council; to be held at Bethesda,
Maryland (open with restrictions)
6-20; (closed) 6-21-74.... 17249;

5-14-74

National Advisory Neurological Dis-
eases and Stroke Council; to be
held at Bethesda, Maryland (open
with restrictions) 620 to 6-22-74.

17989; 5-22-74

National Arthritis, Metabolism, and
Digestive Diseases Advisory Coun-
cil; to be held at Bethesda, Mary-
land (open with restrictions) 6—
20-74; (closed) 6-21 and 6-
22-74._ . 17250; 5-14-74

National Cancer Advisory Board; to be
held at Bethesda, Maryland (open)
6-17-74; (open with restrictions)

17251; 5-14-74
National Cancer Advisory Board: Sub-

committee on Carcinogenesis and
Prevention; to be held at Bethesda,
Maryland (open with restrictions)
6-16-74 ....... ... 17251; 5-14-74
National Heart and Lung Advisory
Council; to be held at Bethesda,
Maryland (open with restrictions)
6-20; (closed) 6-21 adn 6-22-74.
17252; 5-14-74

National Library of Medicine Board of
Regents; to be held at Bethesda,
Maryland (open) 6-19-74; (open
with restrictions) 6-20-74.. 17251;
5-14-74

Virus Cancer Program Scientific Re-
view Committee B; to be held at
Bethesda, Maryland (open with re-
strictions) 6-19-74. 17990;
5-22-74

Office of Education—National Advisory
Council on Indian Education; to be
held at Washington, D.C. 6-17 and
6-18-74. . ... ... 19249; 5-31-74

Secretary's Advisory Committee on the
Rights and Responsibilities of Women;
to be held at Washington, D.C. (open)
6-17 and 6-18-74.. 20223; 6-7-74

REMINDERS—Continued

INTERIOR DEPARTMENT
Bureau of Land Management—

Oregon State Multiple Use Advisory
Board; to be held at Vale District,
Oregon (open with restrictions) 6—
19 and 6-20-74 .. 17453; 5-16-74

National Park Service—

Minute Man National Historical Park
Advisory Commission; to be held
at Lincoln, Massachusetts (open
with restrictions) 6-21-74.

20221; 6-7-74

Pacific Northwest Regional Advisory
Committee; to be held at Anchorage
Alaska (open with restrictions)
6-17-74 ... ....... 19526; 6-3-74

Southeast Regional Advisory Commit-
tee; to be held at Great Smoky
Mountains National Park (open with
restrictions) 6-20 and 6-21-74.

18676; 5-29-74
LABOR DEPARTMENT
Bureau of Labor Statistics—

Business Research Advisory Council's
Committee on Consumer and
Wholesale Prices; to be held at New
York, New York (open) 6-19-74.

18724; 5-29-74
NATIONAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE ON
OCEANS AND ATMOSPHERE
Meeting to be held at Washington, D.C.
(open) 6-17 and 6-18-74.... 19317:
5-31-74
NATIONAL ADVISORY COUNCIL ON THE
EDUCATION OF DISADVANTAGED
CHILDREN
Meeting to be held at Atlanta, Georgia
(open with restrictions) 6-21 and 6—
w2y ¢ Rl | G 18511; 5-28-74
NATIONAL SCIENCE FOUNDATION
Advisory Panel for Economics; to be held
at Washington, D.C. (closed) 6—
24-74., ............... 20000; 6-5-74
Science Adviser and Industry Represen-
tatives; meeting to be held at Wash-
ington, D.C. (open with restrictions)
6-18-74 ... 20237; 6-7-74
STATE DEPARTMENT

Fine Arts Committee; to be held at Wash-
ington, D.C. (open with restrictions)
6-20-74. oo 20089; 6-6-74

National Review Board for the Center for
Cultural and Technical Interchange
Between East and West; to be held
at Honolulu, Hawaii (open with restric-
tions) 6-20 and 6-21-74.... 17777;

3-20-74, 18304; 5-24-74

Secretary of State's Advisory Committee
on Private International Law-Study
Group on Matrimonial Matters; to be
held at Baton Rouge, Louisiana (open)
6-19-74___ ... 19510; 6-3-74

TRANSPORTATION DEPARTMENT

National Highway Traffic Safety Admin-
istration—Youths Highway Safety Ad-
visory Committee; to be held at
Washington, D.C. (open) 6-22 and
6-23-74 e 20224; 6-7-74

Saint Lawrence Seaway Development
Corporation Advisory Board; to be
held at Massena, New York (open)
6-20-74. ... ....... 19256; 5-31-74

VETERANS ADMINISTRATION

Advisory Committee on Structural Safety
of Veterans Administration Facilities;
to be held at Washington, D.C. (open
with restrictions) 6-21-74.... 17804;

5-20-74

Wage Committee; to be held at Washing-
ton, D.C. (closed) 6-20-74 __ 10949;
¥ 3-22-74

Weekly List of Public Laws

This is a listing of public bills enacted by
Congress and approved by the President, together
with the law number, the date of approval, and
the U.S. Statutes citation. Subsequent lists will
appear every Wednesday in the DERAL REG-
ISTER and copies of the laws may be obtained
from the U.S. Government Printing Office.

H.R. 6541 Pub. Law 93-297
Ciarendon County, S.C., mineral inter-
ests, conveyance
(June 1, 1974; 88 Stat. 187)

BR. 6542 .o Pub. Law 93-299
Clarendon County, S.C., mineral inter-
ests, conveyance
(June 1, 1974; 88 Stat. 189)

H.R. 10284 ... ............ Pub. Law 93-301
Marion County, Fla., phosphate depos-
its, conveyance
(June 1, 1974; 88 Stat. 190)

H.R. 10942 .. ... ... Pub. Law 93-300
Migratory Bird Treaty Act, amendments
(June 1, 1974; 88 Stat. 190)

H.R. 12670.............._.... Pub. Law 93-294
Aviation Career Incentive Act of 1974
(May 31, 1974; 88 Stat. 177)

H.R. 12920........ .......... Pub. Law 93-302
Peace Corps Act, amendments
(June 1, 1974; 88 Stat. 191)

S.775.........o............ Pub. Law 93-296
Research on Aging Act of 1974
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(May 31, 1974; 88 Stat. 184) Veterans Disability Compensation and
8$.2835........cccc.cocoee.. Pub. Law 93-298 Survivor Benefits Act of 1974
Lyndon B. Johnson Civilian Conserva- (May 31, 1974; 88 Stat. 180)
tion Corps Center and Lyndon B. John- -0y e T el B T Pub. Law 93-293
son National Grasslands, designation Veterans’ educational assistance, time
(June 1, 1974; 88 Stat. 188) extension
B QO 72 4L e Pub. Law 93-295 (May 31, 1974; 88 Stat. 176)
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presidential documents

Title 3—The President
MEMORANDUM OF MAY 13, 1974

[Presidential Determination No. 74-19]

Determination To Authorize the
Ordering of Defense Articles
from Department of Defense
Stocks and Defense Services
for Military Assistance to
Cambodia

Memorandum for the Secretary of State

Tre Waire Housek,

Washington, May 13, 1974.
Pursuant to the authority vested in me by Section 506(a) of the
Foreign Assistance Act of 1961, as amended, I hereby determine that
the ordering of up to $50 million in defense articles from the stocks of
the Department of Defense and defense services to provide military
assistance for Cambodia is in the security interests of the United States.

This Determination shall be published in the FEDERAL REGISTER.

[FR Doc.74-13589 Filed 6-10-74;2:24 pm]
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rules and requlations

REGISTER Issue of each month.

This section of the FEDERAL REGISTER contains regulatory documents having general applicability and legal effect most of which are
keyed to and codified in the Code of Federal Regulations, which is published under 50 titles pursuant to 44 U.S.C. 1510.
The Code of Federal Regulations is sold by the Superintendent of Documents. Prices of new books are listed in the first FEDERAL

Title 7—Agriculture

CHAPTER  XIV—COMMODITY CREDIT
CORPORATION, DEPARTMENT OF AGRI-
CULTURE

SUBCHAPTER B—LOANS, PURCHASES. AND
OTHER OPERATIONS

[Cotton Loan Program Regs., Amdt. 6]

PART 1427—COTTON

Subpart—Cotton Loan Program
Regulations

INCREASE IN SERVICE CHARGES; CHANGE
IN WAREHOUSE RECEIPT REQUIREMENTS

Notices of proposed rulemaking with
respect to the loan programs for the
1974 crops of extra long staple and up-
land cotton regarding the operating pro-
visions to carry out the programs were
published in the FEDERAL REGISTER on
September 11, 1973, and April 2, 1974
(38 FR 24911 and 39 FR 12027), respec=
tively. One response was received which
recommended several changes in the
operating provisions. After careful con-
sideration of the recommendations it has
been determined that the operating pro-
visions will remain basically the same as
those for the 1973 crop. However, the
following changes have been determined
necessary. Because of increased costs in
processing documents, the loan service
charges will be increased for the 1974
and subsequent crops of cotton. Also, any
charges by warehouses for rebanding
must be shown on warehouse receipts.
Interest on amounts invested by finan-
cial institutions shall be at the same
rate as is applicable to commodity loans
under price support programs.

The Cotton Loan Program Regula-
tions, issued by Commodity Credit Cor-
poration, published in 36 FR 13981, as
amended, are hereby further amended
as follows:

1. Section 1427.12 is amended to pro-
vide for an increase in service charges
payable to CCC by producers for each
loan disbursed. The amended section
reads as follows:

§ 1427.12 Service charges.

A producer shall pay a service charge
to CCC for each loan disbursed at the
rate of $1.50 per loan plus 25 cents for
each bale thereon: Provided, however,
That for a loan for which the loan docu-
ments are prepared by a loan clerk and
the Forms A-1 are prepared in a manner
which does not require retyping by CCC
for machine processing, the fee shall be
$1 plus 10 cents for each bale thereon.
The service charge to be paid to CCC by
the producer shall be in addition to any
clerk fee paid to a loan clerk as author-

ized in § 1427.13. The service charge is
not refundable.

L * * - »

2. Paragraph 1427.19(¢) is amended to
provide for payment of charges, if any,
for a new set of ties for compressing flat
bales tied with ties which cannot be re-
used. The amended paragraph (c¢) reads
as follows.

§ 1427.19 Warehouse receipts and in.
surance.
- . . L ] .

(c) Storage and receiving charges. If
warehouse storage charges have been
paid, the receipt. must be stamped or oth-~
erwise noted to show the date through
which the storage charges have heen
paid, For receipts showing accrued stor=-
age charges in excess of 60 days as of the
date of tender to CCC, the loan amount
will be reduced for each month of un-
paid storage or fraction thereof in excess
of 60 days by the monthly storage charge
specified in the storage agreement be-
tween the warehouseman and CCC. If
warehouse receiving charges have been
paid or waived, the receipt must be
stamped or otherwise noted to show such
fact. If the receipt does not show that
receiving charges have been paid or
waived, the loan amount will be reduced
by the amount of the receiving charges
specified in the storage agreement: Pro-
vided, however, That if receiving charg-
es due on the bale include a charge, if
any, for a new set of ties for compressing
flat bales tied with ties which cannot be
reused, the warehouse receipt must show
such receiving charges and state “Rec.
charges due include charge for new set
of ties,” or similar notation, and the loan
amount will be reduced by the amount
of the receiving charges shown on the
warehouse receipt (this will be the
amount payable by CCC if it pays for
receiving, notwithstanding the provisions
of the storage agreement). In any case
where the loan amount is reduced by un-
paid storage or receiving charges, the
charges will be paid to the warehouseman
by CCC after loan maturity if the cotton
is not redeemed from the loan, or as soon
as practicable after the cotton is ordered
shipped by CCC or destroyed by fire while
in loan status. If the bale is stored at a
warehouse which does not have compress
facilities or arrangements, and if the bale
ties are not suitable for reuse when the
bale is compressed, the warehouse re-
ceipt must show this fact, and the loan
amount will be reduced by the charge
which will be assessed by the nearest
compress in line of transit for furnishing
new bale ties.

L - - - -

3. Paragraph 1427.20 (h) is amended
to provide that interest on amounts' in-
vested by financial institutions shall be
at the same rate as is applicable to com-
modity loans under price support pro-
grams. This change is necessary to more
nearly reflect the cost of money to CCC.
The amended paragraph (h) reads as
follows:

§ 1427.20 Special procedure where note
amount advanced.

- L £ s -

(h) Rate of interest. Interest will be at
the same rate as is applicable to com-
modity loans under price support pro-
grams, as announced in a separate notice
published in the FEDERAL REGISTER.

- » - L -
(Secs. 4, 5, 62 Stat. 1070, as amended; secs.
101, 103, 401 63 Stat. 1051, as amended; 15
US.C.T14 b and ¢; 7 U.S.C. 1441, 1444, 1421.)

Effective date. This amendment shall
become effective for all loans made on
1974 and subsequent crops of cotton.

Signed at Washington, D.C. on June 5,
1974.
KENNETH E. FRICK,
Ezxecutive Vice President,
Commodity Credit Corporation.

[FR Doc.74-13534 Filed 6-11-74;8:45 am |

Title 9—Animals and Animal Products

CHAPTER I—ANIMAL AND PLANT HEALTH
INSPECTION SERVICE, DEPARTMENT
OF AGRICULTURE

SUBCHAPTER C—INTERSTATE TRANSPORTA-
TION OF AINMALS (INCLUDING POULTRY)
AND ANIMAL PRODUCTS; EXTRAORDINARY
EMERGENCY REGULATION OF INTRASTATE
ACTIVITIES

PART 82—EXOTIC NEWCASTLE DISEASE;
AND PSITTACOSIS OR ORNITHOSIS IN
POULTRY

Area Quarantined

This amendment guarantines a por-
tion of Comal County in Texas because of
the existence of exotic Newcastle disease.
Therefore, the restrictions pertaining to
the interstate movement of pouliry,
mynah and Psittacine birds, and birds
of all other species under any form of
confinement, and their carcasses and
parts thereof, and certain other articles,
from quarantined areas, as contained in
9 CFR Part 82, as amended, will apply
to the quarantined area.

Accordingly, Part 82, Title 9, Code of
Federal Regulations, is hereby amended
in the following respect:

In § 82.3, in paragraph (a) (1) relating
to the State of Texas, a new subdivision
(1) relating to Comal County is added
toread:
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§ 82.30 [Amended]

(a) * x

(1) Texas. (1) That portion of Comal
County bounded by a line beginning at
the junction of State Highway 46 and
Blanco Road; thence, following the east-
ern edge of Blanco Road in a southerly
direction to Amman Road; thence, fol-
lowing the northern edge of Amman
Road in an easterly direction to Bulverde
Road; thence, following the western edge
of Bulverde Road in a northerly direction
to State Highway 46; thence, following
the southern edge of State Highway 46 in
a westerly direction to its junction with
Blanco Road.

k3 - L * -

(Secs. 4-7, 23 Stat. 32, as amended; secs. 1
and 2, 32 Stat. 791-792, as amended; secs.
1-4, 33 Stat. 1264, 1265, as amended; secs. 3
and 11, 76 Stat. 130, 132 (21 U.S.C. 111-118,
115, 117, 120, 123-126, 134b, 134f); 37 FR
28464, 28477; 38 FR 19141.)

Effective date. The foregoing amend-
ment shall become effective June 6, 1974.

The amendment imposes certain re-
strictions necessary to prevent the inter-
state spread of exotic Newcastle disease,
a communicable disease of poultry, and
must be made effective immediately to
accomplish its purpose in the public
interest. It does not appear that public
participation in this rulemaking proceed-
ing would make additional relevant in-
formation available to the Department.

Accordingly, under the administrative
procedure provisions in 5 U.S.C. 553, it is
found upon good cause that notice and
other public procedure with respect to
the amendment are impracticable and
contrary to the public interest, and good
cause is found for making the amend-
ment effective less than 30 days after
publication in the ¥FepEraL REGISTER.

Done at Washington, D.C., this 6th day
of June 1974.
J. M. HeJy,
Acting Deputy Administrator,
Veterinary Services, Animal
and Plant Health Inspection
Service.

[FR Doc.74-13532 Filed 6-11-74;8:45 am]

Title 12—Banks and Banking -

CHAPTER V—FEDERAL HOME LOAN
BANK BOARD
SUBCHAPTER V—FEDERAL SAVINGS AND
LOAN INSURANCE CORPORATION

[No. 74-481]
PART 563—OPERATIONS
Nationwide Lending
JUNE 5, 1974.

The Federal Home Loan Bank Board
considers it desiratle to amend § 563.9
of the Rules and Regulations for Insur-
ance of Accounts (12 CFR 563.9) for the
purpose of authorizing loans secured by
first liens on improved real estate in the
Trust Territory of the Pacific Islands. Ac-
cordingly, the Board hereby amends
§ 563.9 to read as set forth below, effec-
tive June 12, 1974.

The present § 563.9 would permit the
making of insured loans secured by first
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liens on improved real estate in the Trust
Territory of the Pacific Islands as there
is no area restriction in paragraphs (¢)
and (d) of the regulation. In addition,
under § 563.9, guaranteed loans as de-
fined in § 561.21, which are secured by
real estate, may be made in this region.
However, the remaining paragraphs in
both §§ 563.9 and 563.9-1 refer to loans
or investments in loans made on real
estate located within a *“State”. The
definition of “State” in paragraph (g)
includes possessions of the United States,
but not Trust Territories. Thus, loans
authorized would not include loans se-
cured by first liens on improved real
estate in the Trust Territory of the Pa-
cific Islands.

In. order to correct this situation,
§ 563.9 is amended by revising paragraph
(g) (4) to include within the term “State”
the Trust Territory of the Pacific
Islands.

Since the above amendment relieves
restriction, the Board hereby finds that
notice and public procedure with respect
to said amendment are unnecessary
under the provisions of 12 CFR 508.11
and 5 U.S.C. 553(b); and since publica-
tion of said amendment for the 30-day
period specified in 12 CFR 508.14 and 4
US.C. 553(d) prior to the effective date
of said amendment would in the opinion
of the Board be unnecessary for the same
reason, the Board hereby provides that
said amendment shall become effective
as hereinbefore set forth.

Section 563.9 is amended by revising
the section heading and by amending
paragraph (g) as follows:

§ 563.9 Nationwide lending.
- - . - -
(g) Definitions. As used in this
section—

- » - » -

(4) The term “State” includes the
District of Columbia, the Commonwealth
of Puerto Rico, the Trust Territory of
the Pacific Islands, and the possessions
of the United States.

* - - - -
(Secs. 402, 403, 48 Stat. 1256, 1257, as
amended; 12 U.S.C. 1725, 1726. Reorg. Plan
No. 3 of 1947, 12 FR 4981, 8 CFR, 194348
Comp., p. 1071)

By the Federal Home Loaan Bank
Board.

[SEAL] EUuGeENE M. HERRIN,

Secretary.
|FR Doc.74-13517 Filed 6-11-74;8:45 am]

Title 14—Aeronautics and Space

CHAPTER |—FEDERAL AVIATION ADMIN-
ISTRATION, DEPARTMENT OF TRANS-
PORTATION

[Alrspace Docket No. 74-S0-54]
PART 71—DESIGNATION OF FEDERAL
AIRWAYS, AREA LOW ROUTES, CON-

TROLLED AIRSPACE, AND REPORTING
POINTS

Alteration of Control Zone; c«mew'gn

On May 28, 1974, FEDERAL REGISTER
Document No. 74-12139 was published in

the FepEraL REGISTER (39 FR 18425),
amending Part 71 of the Federal Aviation
Regulations by altering the Myrtle Beach
AFB, S.C,, control zone.

In the amendment, “Conway TACAN
335° radial” was erroneously cited in lieu
of “Conway TACAN 355° radial.” It is
necessary to amend the FEDERAL REGISTER
Document to correct this error. Since
this amendment is editorial in nature,
notice and public procedure hereon are
UNnecessary.

In consideration of the foregoing, effec-
tive immediately, FEpERAL REGISTER Doc-
ument No. 74-12139 is amended as
follows:

In lines one and four of the amended
Myrtle Beach AFB, S.C., control zone
description “* * * 335° ¢ « % 13 de-
leted and “* ¢ * 855° * * *" {5 sub-
stituted therefor.

(Sec. 307(a), Federal Aviation Act of 1958
(49 U.B8.C. 1348(a) ) ; sec. 6(c), Department of
Transportation Act (49 U.S.C. 1655(¢c)))

Issued in East Point, Ga., on June 4,
1974,
Duane W. FREER,
Acting Director, Southern Region.
[FR Doc.74-13378 Filed 6-11-74;8:45 am]

[Airspace Docket No. T4-AL-9]
PART 71—DESIGNATION OF FEDERAL
AIRWAYS, AREA LOW ROUTES, CON-
mn AIRSPACE, AND REPORTING

PART 75—ESTABLISHMENT OF JET
ROUTES AND AREA HIGH ROUTES

Alteration of Colored Airways, Controlled
Airspace, Reporting Points and Jet Route

The purpose of these amendments to
Parts 71 and 75 of the Federal Aviation
regulations is to make editorial changes
in the descriptions of certain airways,
controlled airspace, reporting points, and
a jet route as a result of the conversion
and renaming of the following naviga-
tional aids:

1. Annette Island, Alaska, RR to Nichols,
Alaska, RBN.

2. Fairbanks, Alaska, RR to Chena, Alaska,

3. McGrath, Alaska, RR to Takotna River,
Alaska, RBN.
4. Northway, Alaska, RR to Nebesna, Alaska,
N

5. Unalakleet, Alaska, RR to North River,
Alaska, RBN.

6. Yakutat, Alaska, RR to Ocean Cape,
Alaska, RBN,

A plan for the conversion of all low
frequency four course radio ranges to
nondirectional radio beacons in the State
of Alaska was circulated January 14,
1972, with a request for comment. NO
objections were received.

Since these actions simply redescr}be
airways, controlled airspace, reporting
points and a jet route with no substan-
tive alteration to any route structure or
airspace dimension, it is a minor matter
in which the public is not particularly
interested. Therefore, notice and public
procedure thereon are unnecessary, an
it could be made effective immediately.
However, in order to provide sufficient

12, 1974




time for changes to be depicted on appro-
priate. aeronautical charts, these
amendments will be made effective
September 12, 1974.

In consideration of the foregoing,
Parts 71 and 75 of the Federal Aviation
regulations are amended, effective 0901
GMT, September 12, 1974, as hereinafter
set forth.

1. §71.103 (39 FR 305,
amended as follows:

In G-7 “INT Galena RBN 089° bearing
and west course Fairbanks, Alaska, RR;
Fairbanks RR.” is deleted and “INT
Galena RBN 089° and Chena, Alaska,
RBN 269° bearings; Chena RBN.” is sub~
stituted therefor.

2. §71,105 (39 FR 305, 1272, 3670,
10115, 15259, 38 FR 34728) is amended as
follows:

a. A-1 is amended to read as follows:

From Sandspit, British Columbia, Canada,
RBN via Sitka, Alaska, RBN; 31 miles 12
AGL, 50 miles 48 MSL, 112 miles 20 MSL,
Ocean Cape, Alaska, RBN; INT Ocean Cape
RBN 283° and Hinchinbrook, Alaska, RBN
106° bearings; Hinchinbrook RBN; INT
Hinchinbrook RBN 286° and Campbell Lake,
Alaska, RBN 122° bearings; Campbell Lake
RBN; Squentna, Alaska, RBN; Puntilla Lake,
Alaska, RBN; Farewell, Alaska, RBN;
Takotna River, Alaska, RBN; 24 miles 12
AGL, 53 miles 55 MSL, 46 miles 40 MSL,
Nabesna, Alaska, RBN; 52 miles 12 AGL, 51
miles 26 MSL, to Fort Davis, Alaska, RBN,
The airspace within Canada is excluded.

b. In A-2 “Northway, Alaska, RR;” is
deleted and “Nabesna, Alaska, RBN;” is
substituted therefor, also “Fairbanks,
Alaska, RR;” is deleted and *“Chena,
Alaska, RBN;" is substituted therefor.

c. In A-15 “Annette Island, Alaska,
RR;” is deleted and “Nichols, Alaska,
RBN;” is substituted therefor; “North-
way, Alaska, RR;” is deleted and
“Nabesna, Alaska, RBN;” is substituted
therefor; “Fairbanks, Alaska, RR;” is
deleted and “Chena, Alaska, RBN;” is
substituted therefor.

3. § 71,107 (39 FR 306) is amended as
follows:

a. In R-27 “Fairbanks, Alaska, RR.” is
deleted and “Chena, Alaska, RBN.” is
substituted therefor.

b. In R-39 “McGrath, Alaska, RR;” is
deleted and “Takotna River, Alaska,
RBN;* is substituted therefor; “Fair-
banks, Alaska, RR.” is deleted and
“Chena, Alaska, RBN.” is substituted
therefor.

c. In R-50 “Fairbanks, Alaska, RR.” is
deleted and *“Chena, Alaska, RBN.” is
substituted therefor.

4. § 71.109 (39 FR 306, 10115, 15259, 38
FR 34728) is amended as follows:

a. In B-12 “From McGrath, Alaska,
RR,” is deleted and “From Takotna
River, Alaska, RBN” is substituted
therefor,

b. IN B-26 “INT Summit RBN 007°
bearing and southwest course Fairbanks,
Alaska, RR; Fairbanks RR;” is deleted
and “INT Summit RBN 007° and Chena,
Alaska, RBN 218° bearings; Chena
RBN;” is substituted therefor.

¢. In B-38 *“Annette Island, Alaska,
RR;” is deleted and “Nichols, Alaska,
RBN;” is substituted therefor.
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d. In B-79 “Annefte Island, Alaska,
RR;” is deleted and “Nichols, Alaska,
RBN;” is substituted therefor; “Yakutat,
Alaska, RR, Southeast course.” is deleted
and “Ocean Cape, Alaska, RBN 213°
bearing.” is substituted therefor.

5. §71.171 (39 FR 354, 19449) 1is
amended as follows:

a. In Fairbanks, Alaska (Fairbanks
International-Fort Wainwright AAF),
“Fairbanks RR E course, extending from
the Fort Wainwright 5-mile radius zone
to 5 miles E of the RR.” is deleted and
“Chena, Alaska, RBN 089° bearing, ex-
tending from the Fort Wainwright 5-
mile radius zone to 5 miles E of the
RBN."” is substituted therefor.

b. In Northway, Alaska “Northway RR
NW course, extending from the 5-mile
radius zone to 8 miles NW of the RR.” is
deleted and “Nabesna, Alaska, RBN 307°
bearing extending from the 5-mile radius
zone to 8 miles NW of the RBN.” is sub~
stituted therefore.

c. In Unalakleef, Alaska “Unalakleet
RR, west course, extending from the 5=
mile radius zone to 8.5 miles west of the
RR.” is deleted and “North River, Alaska,
RBN 290° bearing, extending from the
5-mile radius zone to 8.5 miles west of
the RBN.” is substituted therefor,

d. In Yakutat, Alaska “Yakutat RR,”
is delefed wherever it appears and
“Ocean Cape, Alaska, RBN,” is substi=
tuted therefor.

6. §71.181 (39 FR 440, 3670) is
amended as follows:

a. In Annette Island, Alaska “Annette
Island radio range northwest course, ex-
tending from the RR fto 28 miles north-
west of the RR:” is deleted and “Nichols,
Alaska, RBN, 331° bearing, extending
from the RBN to 28 miles NW of the
RBN;"” is substituted therefor.

b. In Darby, Alaska “Unalakeet,
Alaska, RR, extending from 32 miles to
52 miles W of the RR.” iIs deleted and
“North River, Alaska, RBN, extending
from 32 miles to 52 miles W of the RBEN.”
is substituted therefor.

c. In Northway, Alaska, the text is
amended to read as follows: That air-
space extending upward from 700 feet
above the surface within 5 miles NE and
8 miles SW of the 307° and 127° bearings
from the Nabesna, Alaska, RBN, extend-
ing from 8 miles SE to 12 miles NW of
the RBN; and that airspace extending
upward from 1,200 feet above the surface
within 16 miles NE and 25 miles SW of
the 307° and 127° bearings from the
Nabesna RBN, extending from 22 miles
SE to 42 miles NW of the RBN.

d. In Unalakleet, Alaska “the Unalak-
leet RR west course extending from the
RR to 24.5 miles west of the RR;” is de-
leted and “the North River, Alaska, RBN
290° bearing, extending from the RBN
to 24.5 miles west of the RBN;” is sub~
stituted therefor.

e. In Yakataga, Alaska “the west
course of the Yakutat, Alaska, RR.” is
deleted and “the 283° bearing from the
Ocean Cape, Alaska, RBN.” is substi-
tuted therefor.

f. In Yakutat, Alaska “the Yakutat
RR,” is deleted and “the Ocean Cape,
Alaska, RBN,” is substituted therefor,
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7. § 71.211 (39 FR 632, 10115, 15259) is
amended as follows:
a. “Annette Island, Alaska, RR” is de-

‘leted and “Nichols, Alaska, RBN” is
- added.

b. “Fairbanks, Alaska, RR” is deleted
and “Chena, Alaska, RBN” is added.

c. In Halibut INT: “southwest course
Annette Island, Alaska,” is deleted and
“236° bearing Nichols, Alaska, RBN.” is
substituted therefor.

d. In Harbor Point INT: “southeast
course Yakutat, Alaska, RR.” is deleted
and “140° bearing Ocean Cape, Alaska,
RBN." is substituted therefor.

e. “McGrath, Alaska, RR"” is deleted
and “Takotna River, Alaska, RBN.” is
added.

f. In Muzon LF INT': “southwest course
Annette Island, Alaska, RR.” is deleted
and “236° bearing Nichols, Alaska, RBN.”

_1s substituted therefor.

g. “Northway, Alaska, RR” 1s deleted
and “Nabesna, Alaska, RBN” is added.

h, In Porpoise, INT: *“southwest
course Yakutat, Alaska RR.” is deleted
and “213° bearing Ocean Cape, Alaska,
RBN.” is substituted therefor.

i. “Unalakleet, Alaska, RR.” is deleted
and “North River, Alaska, RBN.” is
added.

j. “Yakutat, Alaska, RR,” is deleted
and "“Ocean Cape, Alaska, RBN.” is
added.

8. § 7T1.213 (39 FR 634) is amended as
follows:

“Yakutat, Alaska, RR.” i{s deleted and
“Ocean Cape, Alaska, RBN.,” is added.

9. § 75.100 (39 FR 699) is amended as
follows:

In Jet Route No. 525 “Annette Island,
Alaska, RR,” is deleted and “Nichols,
Alaska, RBN,” is substituted therefor.
(Sec. 307(a), Federal Aviation Act of 18958
(49 US.C. 1348(a)); sec. 6(c). Department
of Transportation Act (49 U.S.C. 1655(¢)))

19}Issued in Washington, D.C., on June 6,
4,
CHARLES H. NEWPOL,
Acting Chief, Airspace and
Air Traffic Rules Division.
[FR Doc.74-13377 Filed 6-11-74;8:45 am]

[Reg. Docket No. 13825; Amdt, 95-247]

PART 95—IFR ALTITUDES
Miscellaneous Amendments

The purpose of this amendment to
Part 95 of the Federal Aviation Regu-
lations is to make changes in the IFR
altitudes at which all aircraft shall be
flown over a specified route or portion
thereof. These altitudes, when used in
conjunction with the current changeover
points for the routes or portions thereof,
also assure navigational coverage that is
adequate and free of frequency inter-
ference for that route or portion thereof.

As a situation exists which demands
immediate action in the interest of
safety, I find that compliance with the
notice and procedure provisions of the
Administrative Procedure Act is imprac-
ticable and that good cause exists for

this amendment effective within
less than 30 days from publication.
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In consideration of the foregoing and
pursuant to the authority delegated to
me by the Administrator (24 FR 5662),
Part 95 of the Federal Aviation regula-
tions is amended, effective July 18, 1974
as follows:

1. By amending Subpart C as follows:

Section 9548 Green Federal airway 8
is amended to read in part:

From; to; and MEA

Mordvinoff INT, Alaska; *Fort Randall,
Alaska, LF/RBN; 6,000. *5,300—MCA Fort
Randall LF/RBN, southwest bound (8,000
MEA required without FH airborne com-
munication equipment).

Fort Randall, Alaska, LF/RBN; Marlin INT,
Alaska; 4,500.

Marlin INT, Alaska, Crab INT, Alaska; 3,000.

Crab INT, Alaska; Naknek River, Alaska,
LF/RBN; 3,000,

Naknek River, Alaska, LF/RBN; Big Moun-
tain, Alaska, LF/RBN; 4,500,

Big Mountain, Alasks, L¥/RBN; Kakhonak,
INT, Alaska; 5,000.

Kakhonak INT, Alaska; Kachemsk, Alaska,
LF/RBN; 6,000.

Kachemak, Alaska, LF/RBN; Wildwood,
Alaska, LF/RBN; 4,000,

Wildwood, Alaska, LF/RBN; Delta Island
INT, Alaska; 1,900.

Delta Island INT, Alaska; *Campbell Lake,
Alaska, LF/RBN; 2,000. *3,800—MCA
Campbell Lake LF/RBN, northbound.

Section 95.51 Green Federal airway 11
is amended to read in part:

Wide Bay INT, Alaska; Woody Island, Alaska,
LF/RBN; *7,000. *5,900—MOCA.

Section 95.101 Amber Federal airway 1
is amended to read in part:
Sandspit, British Columbia, LF/RBN; Muzon
INT, Alaska; °*#5,000. *4,600—MOCA.
#For that airspace over U.S. territory.

Section 95.102 Amber Federal airway 2
is amended to read in part:

Alaska, LF/RBN; 8,000.
Delta Junction, Alaska, LF/RBN; Falrbanks,
Alaska, LFR; 5,000.

Section 95.115 Amber Federal airway
15 is amended to read in part:
Northway, Alaska, LFR; Delta Junction,

.Alaska, LF/RBN; 8,000,

Delta Junction, Alaska, LF/RBN; Fairbanks,

Alaska, LFR; 5,000.

Section 95.240 Red Federal airway 40
is amended by adding:

Woody Island, Alaska, LF/RBN; Kachemak,
Alaska, LF/RBN; 6,000.

Kachemak, Alaska, LF/RBN; Shilak INT,
Alaska; 5,000,
Section 95.240 Red Federal airway 40

is amended to delete:

Kodiak, Alaska, LFR; Homer, Alaska, LFR;
6,000.

Homer, Alaska, LFR; Skilak INT, Alaska;
5,000.

Section 95.303 Red Federal airway 103
is amended to read in part:

Cleare INT, Alaska; Wessels, Alaska, LF/RBN:
2,000,

Section 95.303 Red Federal airway 103
is amended to delete:

*5,800—MCA Skilak INT, southeastbound.

Section 95.303 Red Federal airway 103
.is amended by adding:
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Wildwood, Alaska, LF/RBN; *Shelak INT,
Alaska; 2,000. *5800—MCA Shelak INT,
southeastbound.

Section 95.625 Blue Federal airway 25
is amended to read in part:

Glenallen, Alaska, LF/RBN; *Delta Junction,
Alaska, LF/RBN: 12,000. *9,200—MCA
Delta Junction LF/RBN, southbound,

Section 95.627 Blue Federal airway 27

" is amended to delete:

Kodiak, Alaska, LFR; King Salmon, Alaska,
LFR; *10,000. *3,700—MOCA.

King Salmon, Alaska, LFR; Oscarville, Alaska,
LF-RBN; 7,600.

Section 95.627 Blue Federal airway 27
is amended by adding:

Woody Island, Alaska, LF/RBN; Naknek
River, Alaska LF/RBN; *10,000. *8,700—
MOCA.

Naknek River, Alaska, LF/RBN; Oscarville,
Alasks, LF/RBN; 7,600.

Section 95.1001 Direct routes—U.S. 1s
amended to read in part:

*Huntsville, Alaska, VOR; Rome, Ga., VOR;
**4000. *2800—MCA Huntsyille VOR,
southeastbound. **3,500—MOCA.

Esler, La., VOR; Monroe, La., VOR; 8,000.

Grand Isle, Fla., RBN; *Neptune INT, Fla.
(via control 1226); **2,5600. *5,000—MRA.
**1,300—MOCA.

Section 95.1001 Direct routes—U.S. is
amended to delete:

Biltimore, N.C., RBN; Hickory, N.C., VOR;
*8,000. *7,700—MOCA.

Collett INT, N.C.; Hickory, N.C., VOR; 4,000.

Int, 188 M rad Holston Mountain, Tenn., VOR
and 121 M brq from Boone, Tenn. RBEN;
Hickory, N.C., VOR; 8,000.
Crab LF INT, Fla.; Egmont Key, Fla., RBN
(via control 1226); *2,000. *1,200—MOCA.
Middleton Island, Alaska, LF/RBN; Porpoise
INT, Alaska (via control 1310); +*3,000.
*2,000—MOCA (VHF/UHF communica-
tions ayailable 10,000 ft. and above, HF
only below 10,000 ft.).

*Neptune LF INT, Fla.; Crab LF INT, Fila.;
**2,000. *5,000—MRA. **1,300—MOCA.

Section 95.1001 Direct Roules—U.S.
is amended by adding:

Biltimore, N.C., LF/RBN; Barretts Mountain,
N.C., VOR; 8,000.

*Collett INT, N.C., Barretts Mountain, N.C.,
VOR; 5,000. *7,000—MCA Collett INT,
northwestbound.

Int. 188 M rad Holston Mountain VOR and
121 M brq from Boone LF/RBN; Barretts
Mountain, N.C., VOR; 8,000.

*Neptune INT, Fla.; Oobia INT, Fla. (via con~
trol 1226); **2,500, *5,000—MRA. **1,300—
MOCA.

Cobia INT, Fla; Edmont Key, Fla. RBN (via
control 1226); *2,500. *1,200—MOCA.

Wessels, Alaska, LF/RBN; Porpoise INT,
Alaska (vit control 1310); *3,000. *2,000—
MOCA. (VHF/UHF communication avail-
able 10,000 ft and above, HF only below
10,000 £t.)

Section 955000 High altitude RNAV
routes.

From/to; total distance; changeover point
distance from geographic location; track
angle; MEA; and MAA

J812R is amended to read in part:
Alms, Ga., W/P, Sinca, Ga., W/P; 107; 53,
Alma; 332°/152° to COP, 332°/152° to
Sinca; 18,000; 45,000.
Sinca, Ga., W/P, Cante, Ga., W/P; 86; 43,
Sinca; 331°/151* to COP, 328°/148° to
Cante; 18,000; 45,000.

Cante, Ga., W/P, Shuto, Ey., W/P; 181; 91,
Cante; 844°/164° to COP, 347°/167° to
Shuto; 18,000; 45,000,

J8GIR 1is added to read:

Sinca, Ga., W/P, Augusta, Ga., W/P; 76;
Sinca; 070°/250° to COP,
Augusta; 18,000; 45,000,

Augusta, Ga., W/P, Zolly, 8.0., W/P 40; 671°/
251° to Zolly: 18,000; 45,000,

J873R 1is deleted:

Section 95.5500 High altitude RNAV
routes.

J902R is amended to delete:

Shero, Oreg., W/P, Hyatt, Oreg., W/P; 1759;
852, Shero, 43°66'60"* N., 122°39'57” W.;
150°/330° to COP, 152°/332° to Hyatt;
18,000; 45,000.

J902R is amended by adding:

Newberg, Oreg., W/P, Hyatt, Oreg., W/P; 176;
85, Newberg; 150°/330° to COP, 152°/332°
to Hyatt; 18,000; 45,000.

J911R is amended to delete:

Shero, Oreg., W/P, Dayah, Oreg., W/P; 1574;
78.7, Shero, 44°59°21"™ N,, 121°12'09"" W,
085°/265° to COP, 088°/268° to Dayah;
18,000; 45,000.

J911R 1s amended by adding:

Newberg, Oreg., W/P, Dayah, Oreg., W/P;
157; 79, Newberg; 085°/265° to COP, 088°/
268° to Dayah; 18,000; 45,000.

J913R is amended to delete;

Shero, Oreg., W/P, Paula, Oreg., W/P; 144.0;
77, Shero; 004°/274° to COP, 097°/277° to
Paula; 18,000; 45,000.

J913R is amended by adding:

Newberg, Oreg., W/P, Paula, Oreg., W/P; 144;
72, Newberg; 004°/274° to COP, 097°/277°
to Pauila; 18,000; 45,000.

Section 95.6002 VOR Federal airway 2
is amended to read in part:

From; to; and MEA
Columbus DME Fix; Billings, Mont., VOR;

38,
072%/262° to

Helena, Mont.,, VOR via N alter.; *Watson
INT, Mont., via N alter; 9.400. *10,7700—
MCA Watson INT, eastbound.

Watson INT, Mont., via N alter.; Baxter INT,
Mont.,, via N alter.; *13,000. *10000—
MOCA.

Miles City, Mont.,, VOR; Dickinson, N. Dak.,
VOR; *6,000. *5,400—MOCA.

Mullan Pass, Mont.,, VOR; Alton DME Fix,
Mont.; *8,600. *9,300—MOCA.

Alton DME Fix, Mont.; Missoula, Mont., VOR;
9,000.

Section. 95.6006 VOR Federal airway 6
is amended to read in part:

Niles INT, Ill; South Bend, Ind., VOR; 2,600.

Section 95.6010 VOR Federal airway
10 is amended to read in part:

Plano INT, Ill,; Valley INT, Il
*2,000—MOCA.

Valley INT, IIl; Chicago O'Hare, Iil, VOR;
2,500.

Niles INT, Ill.; South Bend, Ind., VOR; 2,600.

Section 95.6013 VOR Federal airway
13 is amended to read in part:

Fox INT, Tex., via W alter; Noria INT, Tex.,
via W alter; *2,000. *1,300—MOCA.

Noria INT, Tex., via W alter,; Jetty INT, Tex.,
via W alter.; *4,000. *1,300—MOCA.

Jetty INT, Tex., via W atter.; Corpus Christ,
Tex., VOR via W alter; *1,600. *1,500—
MOCA.

Section 95.6019 VOR Federal airway
19 is amended fo read in part:
Morton INT, Wyo.; Deer Creek INT, Wyo.
. 11,600.
Douglas, Wyo., VOR via E alter.; Casper, Wyo.,
VOR via E alter.; 7,900.

*4,000.

12, 1974




*Trail DME Fix; Billings, Mont., VOR; 6,000,
#6,100—MCA Trall DME Fix, southeast-
bound.

*Woody DME Fix, Mont,, via E alter,; Billings,
Mont., VOR via E alter.; 6,000. *6,200—MCA
Woody DME Fix, southeastbound.

Forest Grove INT, Mont.; Lewistown, Mont,
VOR; 7,700.

Lewistown, Mont., VOR via W alter.; Int. 103
M rad Great Falls VOR and 256 M rad
Lewistown VOR via W alter.; *11,000.
*10,300—MOCA.

Section 95.6037 VOR Federal airway

37 is amended to delete:

Columbis, 8.C., VOR via W alter.; Lexington
INT, S.C, via W alter; *2,200. *1,900—
MOCA.

Lexington INT, S.C., via W alter.; Fort Mill,
8.C, VOR via W alter.; *3,500. *2,000—
MOCA.

Section 95.6053 VOR Federal airway
53 is amended to read in part:
Jackson INT, Ind.; Lafayette, Ind., VOR;
*2,600. *2,100—MOCA.

Section 95.6082 VOR Federal airway
82 is amended to read in part:

Bemlidjl, Minn,, VOR; Acock DME Fix, Minn.;
3,400,

Acock DME Fix, Minn,; Brainerd, Minn.,
VOR; 8,000.

Section 95, 6086 VOR Federal airway
86 is amended to read in part:
Billings, Mont.,, VOR; *Trall DME Fix, Mont,;
6,000, *6,100—MCA Trall DME Fix, south-
eastbound.

Section 95.6086 VOR Federal airway
97 is amended to read in part:
*Lobster INT, Fla.; Addax INT, Fla.; **2,500,
*3,000—MRA. **1,200—MOCA.
Addax INT, Fla.; Tallahassee, Fla., VOR;
*2,000. *1,600—MOCA.

Section 95.6020 VOR Federal airway
20 is amended to read in part:

Montgomery, Ala., VOR via N alter.; Seman
INT, Ala., via N alter.; 2,300.

Section 95.6120 VOR Federal airway
120 is amended to read in part:
Lewistown, Mont.,, VOR; Forest Grove INT,

Mont.; 7,700.

Simms INT, Mont.; Great Falls, Mons., VOR;

eastbound, 6,700. westbound, 9,500.

Section 95.6128 VOR Federal airway
128 is amended to read in part:

*Westpoint INT, Ind.; Jackson INT, Ind.;
**4,000, *4,000—MRA. **2,100—BOCA.

Section 95.6133 VOR Federal airway
133 is amended to read in part:
Stanley INT, N.C.; Barretts Mountain, N.C,,

VOR; *3,500. *3,000—MOCA.
Barretts Mountain, N.C, VOR;:

INT, N.C.; 5,000,

Section 95.6134 VOR Federal airway

134 is amended to read in part:

*Basalt INT, Colo.; **Holy Cross INT, Colo.;
eastbound, ***16,000; westbound, ***15,-
*+* *14,500—MCA Basalt INT, eastbound,
* *17,000—MCA Holy Cross INT, eastbound.
**15,500—MRA. ***14,000—MOCA.

Section 95.6152 VOR Federal airway
152 is amended to read in part:
Orlando, Fla., VOR via S alter.; Oak Hill INT,

Fla., via S alter.; 2,200.

Oak Hill INT, Fla., via S alter.; Smyrna INT,

Fla., via S alter; *2,000. *1,600—MOCA.
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Section 95.6159 VOR Federal airway
159 is amended to read in part:

Palm Beach, Fla., VOR; Pluto INT, Fla.; 2,000.

Section 95.6162 VOR Federal airway
162 is amended to read in part:

Harrisburg, Pa., VOR; Hershey INT, Pa.; 3,000,

Section 95.6163 VOR Federal airway
163 is amended to read in part:
Raymondville INT, Tex., via W alter.; Jetty

INT, Tex., via W alter,; *4,000, *1300—

MOCA.

Jetty INT, Tex., via W alter.; Corpus Christi,

Tex., VOR via W alter,; *1,600. *1,600—

MOCA.

Section 95.6172 VOR Federal airway
172 is amended to read in part:

Malta INT, Ill; Chicago O’Hare, Ill, VOR;
3,000,

Chicago O’Hare, I11,, VOR; Neptune INT, Ill;
*4,000. *2,5600—MOCA.

Section 95.6175 VOR Federal airway
175 is amended to read in part:

Vichy, Mo., VOR; Hallsville, Mo., VOR; *2,900.
*2,400—MOCA.

Section 95.6185 VOR Federal airway
185 is amended fto read in part:

Owen INT, N.C.; Marshall INT, N.C.; 7,000.

Section 95.6187 VOR Federal airway
187 is amended to read in part:

Boysen Reservoir, Wyo., VOR; *Pryor DME
Fix, Mont.; 11,000, *9,300—MCA Pryor DME
Fix, southeast-bound.

Pryor DME Fix Mont.; *Billings, Mont., VOR;
7,000. *6,500—MCA Billings VOR, south-
east-bound.

Edgar DME Fix, Mont., via W alter.; Billings,
Mont., VOR via W alter.; 7,000,

Dearborn INT, Mont.; Pomac INT, Mont.;
*13,000. *11,400—MOCA.

Pomac INT, Mont.; Bonner DME Fix, Mont.;
*10,000. *9,600—MOCA.

Missoula, Mont., VOR; Rival INT, Mont.;
10,000.

Rival INT, Mont,; Orofino INT, Idaho;
*13,000, *9,400—MOCA,

Section 95.6217 VOR Federal airway
217 is amended to read in part:
Chicago O'Hare, Ill,, VOR; Taylor INT, Wis.;

*4,000. *2,000—MOCA.

Section 95.6222 VOR Federal airway
222 is amended to read in part:
Valdese INT, N.C.; Barretts Mountain, N.C.,

VOR; *5,000. *4,000—MOCA.

Barretts Mountain, N.C.,, VOR; Henry INT,

Va.; 5,000.

Section 95.6266 VOR Federal airway
266 is amended to delete:

Hickory, N.C., VOR; Pine Hall INT, N.C.;
*3,500. *3,000—MOCA.

Section 95.6266 VOR Federal airway
266 is amended by adding:

Barretts Mountain, N.C., VOR; Pine Hall INT,
N.C.; *3,500, *3,000—MOCA,

Section 95.6267 VOR Federal airway

267 is amended to read in part:

Palm Beach, Fla., VOR via E alter.; Pluto INT,
Fla., via E alter.; 2,000.

Pluto INT, Fla,, via E alter; St. Lucie INT,
Fla., via E alter.; *2,000. *1,300-MOCA.,

8t. Lucie INT, Fla., via E alter,; Bailey INT,
Fla., via E alter.; *6,000. *1,300—MOCA.

Section 95.6301 VOR Federal airway
301 is amended to read in part:
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Point Reyes, Calif., VOR; Santa Rosa, Calif,
VOR; 3,500.

Section 95.6307 VOR Federal airway
307 is amended to delete:

Biorka Island, Alaska, VOR; Sisters Island,
Alaska, VOR; 7,000,

Section 95.6308 VOR Federal airway
308 is amended to read in part:

Montauk INT, N.Y.; Norwich, Conn., VOR;
*2,300. *1,800—MOCA.

Section 95.6343 VOR Federal airway
343 is amended to read in part:

*Bozeman, Mont., VOR; **Three Forks INT,
Mont.; 8,000, *10,600—MCA Bozeman VOR
southbound. **8,600—MCA Three Forks
INT, westbound.

Three Forks INT, Mont.; *Boulder INT,
Mont.; westbound, 9,000; eastbound, 8,000.
*10,200—MCA Boulder INT, westbound.

Section. 95.6347 VOR Federal airway
347 is amended to read in part:

Falrbanks, Alaska, VOR; *Dome INT, Alaska;
**5,000. *7,000—MRA. **4,400—MOCA.

Dome INT, Alaska; Tatalina INT, Alaska;
*7,000. *5,200—MOCA.

Tatalina INT, Alaska; Chandalar Lake,
Alaska, LF/RBN; *#11,000. *8,000—MOCA,
#MEA is established with & gap in naviga-
tion signal coverage.

Section 95.6428 VOR Federal airway
428 is amended by adding:

Biorka Island, Alaska, VOR; Sisters Island,
Alaska, VOR; *7,000. *6,000—MOCA.,

Sisters Island, Alaska, VOR; Haines, Alaska,
LF/RBN; *10,000, *8,600—MOCA.

Haines, Alaska, LF/RBN; Whitehorse, Yukon
Territory, Canada, *#10,000. *9,600—
MOCA. #For that airspace over U.S. terri-
tory.

Section 95.6440 VOR Federal airway
440 is amended to read in part:

Middleton Island, Alaska, VOR; Hope INT,
Alaska; *10,000, *8,500—MOCA.

Section 95.7045 Jet route No. 45 is
amended by adding:
From; To; MEA; and MAA
Biscayne Bay, Fla., VORTAC; Vero Beach,
Fla., VORTAC; 18,000; 45,000.
Vero Beach, Fla., VORTAC; Ormond Beach,
Fla., VORTAC; 18,000; 45,000.
Ormond Beach, Fla.,, VORTAC; Jacksonville,
Fla., VORTAC; 18,000; 45,000,

Section 95.7077 Jet route No., 77 is
amended to read:

Wilmington, N.C., VORTAC; Gordonsville,
Va., VORTAC; 18,000; 46,000.

Gordonsville, Va., VORTAC; Westminster,
Md., VORTAC; 18,000; 45,000.

Westminster, Md., VORTAC; Huguenot, N.Y.,
VORTAC; 18,000; 45.000.

Huguenot, N.Y., VORTAC; Boston, Mass.,
VORTAC; 18,000; 45,000.

Section 95.7121 Jet route No. 121 is
amended by adding:

Charleston, S.C.” VORTAC; Norfolk, Va.,
VORTAC; #20,000; 45,000, #¥MEA is estab-
lished with a gap in navigation signal
coverage,

Jacksonville, Fla., VORTAC; Charleston, S.C.,
VORTAC; 18,000; 45,000.

Section 95.7160 Jet route No. 160 is
amended by adding:
Fort Yukon, Alaska, VORTAC; Komakuk,
Yukon Territory, Canada; #18,000; 45,000.
#For that airspace over U.S. territory.
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Section 95.7165 Jet route No. 165 is
added to read:

Charleston, 8.C., VORTAC; Richmond, Va.,
VORTAC; 18,000; 45,000.

Section 95.7515 Jet route No. 515 is
is amended by adding:

Bettles, Alaska, VORTAC; Barrow, Alaska,
VORTAC; #18,000; 45,000, #MEA is estab~
lished with a gap in navigation signal
coverage.

Section 95.7515 Jet route No, 515 is
amended to delete:

Bettles, Alaska, VOR; Chip River LF INT,
Alaska; 18,000; 45,000.

Chip River LF INT, Alaska;
Alaska, LF/RBN; 18,000; 45,000,

2. By amending Sub-part D as follows:
Section 95.8003 VOR Federal airway
changeover points.

From; to; changeover point distance from
V440 is amended by adding:
Middleton Island, Alaska, VOR; Anchorage,
Alaska, VOR; 63, Anchorage.
V-100 is amended to delete:
Northbrook, Ill., VOR; Keeler, Mich,, VOR;
47, Northbrook.
V-172 is amended to read In part:
Polo, IIl.,, VOR; Chicago O’Hare, 1ll.,, VOR;
30, Chicago O'Hare.
V-—428 is amended by adding:
Blorka Island, Alaska, VOR; Sisters Island,
Alaska, VOR; 50, Biorka Island.
Sisters Island, Alaska, VOR; Haines, Alaska;
LF/RBN; 25, Bisters Island.
Haines, Alaska, LF/RBN; Whitehorse, Yukon
Territory, Canada, VORTAC; 19, Haines.
V-307 is amended to delete:
Bilorka Island, Alaska, VOR; Sisters Island,
Alaska, VOR; 50, Biorka Island.
V-160 is amended by adding:
Fort Yukon, Alaska, VORTAC; Komakuk,
Yukon Territory, Canada; 130, Fort Yukon,

(Secs. 307, 1110, Federal Aviation Act of 1958
(49 U.S.C. 1348, 1510).)

Issued in Washington, D.C., on June 5,
1974.

Browerville,

James M. VINES,
Chief,
Aircraft Programs Division,

[|FR Doc.7T4-13286 Filed 6-11-74;8:45 am]

[Docket No. 13588; Amdt. No. 121-109]

PART 121—CERTIFICATION AND OPERA-
TIONS: DOMESTIC FLAG, AND SUPPLE-
MENTAL AIR CARRIERS AND COMMER-
CIAL OPERATORS OF LARGE AIRCRAFT

Appendix A—First-Aid Kits

The purpose of this amendment to Ap~
pendix A of Part 121 of the Federal
Aviation regulations is to extend the ef-
fective date of Amendment 121-107,
which will amend the requirements for
first-aid kits specified in Appendix A to
Part 121.

Amendment 121-107 (published in
38 FR 35233) was prescribed with an ef-
fective date of June 24, 1974. However,
the FAA has determined that Appendix
A, as amended, will not permit non-in-
flatable splints to be stowed nearby a
first-aid kit where size precludes stowage
within the first-aid kit, nor do all of the
Appendix A quantity and content re-
quirements comply with certain federal
specifications, Moreover, petitions re-
ceived from certain Part 121 certificate
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holders indicate that the June 24, 1974,
effective date for compliance is imprac-
tical because it does not permit sufficient
lead time to accomplish the engineering,
planning, scheduling, and installation of
the new and additional first-aid kits for
each aircraft type and configuration.

Since the FAA intends to issue a no-
tice of proposed rulemaking and propose
appropriate changes to the requirements
for first-aid kits adopted in Amendment
121-10%7, the FAA considers it appropri-
ate to extend until January 1, 1975, the
effective date for compliance with the in-
stallation of first-aid kits requirements
adopted in Amendment 121-107.

Since this amendment extends the ef-
fective date for compliance with Amend-
ment 121-107, grants relief, and does not
impose any additional burden on any
person, I find that public notice and pro-
cedure hereon unnecessary, and that
good cause exist for making this amend-
ment effective on less than 30 days
notice.

This amendment is made under the
authority of sections 313(a), 601, and
604 of the Federal Aviation Act of 1958,
as amended (49 U.S.C. 1354(a), 1421, and
1424), and section 6(c) of the Depart-
ment of Transportation Act (49 U.S.C.
1655(c) ).

In consideration of the foregoing, Part
121 of the Federal Aviation regulations
is amended, effective June 12, 1974, by
deleting the June 24, 1974, effective date
preseribed in Amendment 121-107 (pub-
lished in the FEpERAL REGISTER December
26, 1973; 38 FR 35233), and by substi-
tuting in lieu thereof January 1, 1975,
as the effective date of that amendment.

Issued in Washington, D.C., on June 3,
1974.

ALEXANDER P. BUTTERFIELD,
Administrator.

[FR Doc.74-13374 Filed 6-11-74;8:45 am]

[Docket No. 18545; Amdt. No. 152-2]
PART 152—AIRPORT AID PROGRAM
Revised Requirements for Administration
Correction

In FR Doc. 74-12435 appearing at page
19348 in the issue for Friday, May 31,
1974, the penultimate sentence of
§ 152.69(c) on page 19351 should read as
follows: )

“In determining the amount of a par-
tial grant payment, those project costs
that the Administrator considers to be of
questionable allowability are deducted
both from the amount of project costs
incurred and from the amount of the
estimated total project cost.”

Title 18—Conservation of Power and Water
Resources

CHAPTER VI—WATER RESOURCES
COUNCIL

PART 701—COUNCIL ORGANIZATION
Revision of Regulations

In accordance with the provisions of
section 402, 79 Stat. 244; 42 U.S.C.
1962d-1, Part 701—Council Organization
is hereby revised as follows, effective
June 12, 1974,

Bed Subpart A—Introduction

701.1 General,

7012 Creation and basic authority.

701.3 Purpose of the Water Resourceg
Council.

701.4 Functions.

T701.5 Organization pattern.

701.6 Location of office,

701.7-701.50 [Reserved]

Subpart B—Headquarters Organization

701,51 The Council.

701.62 Definitions.

701.58 Council decisions by Members.

701.54 Council decisions by Representa.
tives.

701.55 Associate Members.

701.56 Observers.

701.67 Official decisions of the Council,

701.68 Subordinate groups at headquarters,

701.59  Advisory committees.

701.60-701.70 [Reserved]

701,71 The Chairman.,

701.72-701.7T6 [Reserved]

70176 The Water Resources Council Staff,

701.77 Director—duties and responsibil-
ities.
701,78 Director—delegation of authorities.
701.79  Selection policy for professional
personnel.
701.80-701.99 [Reserved]
Subpart C—Field Organization
701.100 Field directors.
701.101 Fleld committees,
701.102 Existing committees.
AvurHOoRITY: Sec. 402, 79 Stat. 244,
U.S.C. 1962d-1).

Subpart A—Introduction
§ 701.1 General.

This part describes the organization
established by 'the Water Resources
Council in discharging its duties and re-
sponsibilities. The organization is de-
signed to assure that Council Members
will meet at least quarterly and consider
and decide major matters before the
Council. It provides that Representa-
tives of Council Members together with
the Director can take action when neces-
sary and appropriate and, after consid-
eration, submit recommendations to the
Council Members on matters requiring
their action. It also provides that the
Council Members shall be continuously
advised of the actions of their represent-
atives and the Council staff. Council
Members expect to participate per-
sonally in the work of the Council.

§ 701.2 Creation and basie authority.

The Water Resources Council was es-
tablished by the Water Resources Plan-
ning Act (42 U.S.C. 1962-1962d-5). The
rules and regulations of this part are
promulgated under section 402 of the
Act (42U.8.C. 1962d-1).

§ 701.3 Purpose of the Water Resources
Council.

1t is the purpose of the Water Re-
sources Council to effectuate the policy
of the United States in the Water Re-
sources Planning Act (hereinafter the
Act) to encourage the conservation, de-
velopment, and utilization of water and
related land resources of the Unitgd
States on a comprehensive and coordi~
nated basls by the Federal Government,
States, localities, and private enterprise

(42
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with the cooperation of all affected Fed-
eral agencies, States, local governments,
individuals, corporations, business enter-
prises, and others concerned, within the
limitations set forth in section 3 of the
Act (42 U.S.C. 1962-1).

§ 701.4 Functions.

The functions of the Water Resources
Council are:

(a) To maintain a continuing study
and prepare periodically an assessment
of the adequacy of supplies of water
necessary to meet the water require-
ments in each water resource region in
the United States and of the national
interest therein.

(b) To maintain a continuing study
of the relation of regional or river basin
plans and programs to the requirements
of larger regions of the Nation.

(c) To appraise the adequacy of ad-
ministrative and statutory means for
coordination and implementation of the
water and related land resources poli-
cies and programs of the several Federal
agencies and to make recommendations
to the President with respect to Federal
policies and programs.

(d) To establish, after consultation
with appropriate interested Federal and
non-Federal entities, and with the ap-
proval of the President, principles,
standards, and procedures for Federal
participation in the preparation of com-
prehensive regional or river basin plans
and for the formulation and evaluation
of Federal water and related land re-
sources projects, including primary di-
rect navigation benefits as defined by
section 7a, P.L. 89-870.

(e) To coordinate schedules, budgets,
and programs of Federal agencies in
comprehensive interagency regional or
river basin planning.

(f) To carry out its responsibilities un-
der title II of the Act with regard to the
creation, operation, and termination of
Federal-State river basin commissions.

(g) To receive plans or revisions there-
of submitted by river basin commissions
in accordance with section 204(3) of the
Act (42 U.S.C. 1962b(3)), and to review
and transmit them, together with its
recommendations, to the President in ac-
cordance with section 104 of the Act (42
U.S.C. 1962a-3).

(h) To assist the States financially in
developing and participating in the de-
velopment of comprehensive water and
related land resources plans in accord-
ance with title IIT of the Act.

(i) To perform such other functions
as the Council may be authorized by
law, executive orders, regulations, or
other appropriate instructions to per-
form.

(j) To take such actions as are neces-
sary and proper to implement the Act
and to carry out the functions enumer-
ated herein.

§701.5 Organization pattern.

(a) The Office of the Water Resources
Council is composed of the Water Re-
sources Council, the Chairman of the
Water Resources Council, the Water
Resources Council Staff headed by a
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Director, and Field Organizations within
its jurisdiction.

¢ (b) The Water Resources Council
consists of the following members: The
Secretary of the Interior, the Secretary
of Agriculture, the Secretary of the Army,
the Secretary of Health, Education, and
Welfare, the Secretary of Transportation
(pursuant to section 7a, P.L. 89-670),
the Chairman of the Federal Power
Commission, and the heads of such other
agencies as may be added by statute.

(¢c) The Chairman of the Council is
designated by the President.

(d) The Water Resources Council staff
is employed, assigned duties and respon-
sibilities, and supervised by the Director.

(e) Administrative consultative and
technical committees are established and
assigned duties and responsibilities by the
Council and are supervised by the Direc-
tor.

(f) Field organizations are established
by or operate under the Council and in-
clude field committees formerly under
the Inter-Agency Committee on Water
Resources and the offices of the
Chairmen of Federal-State River Basin
Commissions established under title II
of the Act.

§ 701.6 Lecation of office.

The Headquarters is located in the
Washington, D.C. area.

§§ 701.7-701.50 [Reserved]
Subpart B—Headquarters Organization
§ 701.51 The Council.

Decisions of the Council are made as
hereinafter described in §§ 701.53 and
701.54.

§ 701.52 Definitions.

{a) As used in this part the term
“Member"” means the Secretary of the
Interior, the Secretary of Agriculture,
the Secretary of the Army, the Secretary
of Health, Education, and Welfare, the
Secretary of Transportation, the Chair-
man of the Federal Power Commission,
or Alternates appointed in accordance
with § 701.53(a) when the Alternate is
acting for one of the above-named.

(b) As used in this part the term
“Representative” means an individual
authorized by a “Member” to act for
such member pursuant to § 701.54.

§ 701.53 Council decisions by Members.

Council decisions by Members with re-
spect to the purpose stated in § 701.3
and the functions listed in § 701.4 are
determined by majority vote of Members
present except that decisions affecting
the authority or responsibility of a Mem-~
ber, within the meaning of section 3(b)
of the Act (42 U.S.C. 1962-1(b)), can be
made only with his concurrence. In ex-
ceptional cases a Council decision may be
made by written communication. Such
decision requires unanimous approval of
the Members.

(a) BEach of the Secretaries named in
§ 701.5 and the Chairman of the Federal
Power Commission shall designate in
writing those individuals who may act as
his Alternate in fulfilling his duties as a
Member.
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(b) A quorum for the transaction of
business consists of four or more Mem-
bers. ’

(c) Each Member has equal responsi-
bility and authority in all decisions and
actions of the Council and each Member
and Associate Member shall have full
access to all information relating to the
performane of his duties and responsi-
bilities.

(d) No vote shall be taken until each
Member and Associate Member shall
have had full opportunity to express his
views.

(e) Members shall meet regularly at
least quarterly, upon the call of the
Chairman, or when requested by a ma-
jority of Members.

(f) The agenda and related docu-~
ments for such meetings will be distrib-
uted to Members at least 7 days in
advance.

(g) Matters specifically reserved for
Council decision by Members are:

(1) Actions requiring Presidential ac-
tion or approval.

(2) Approval of Annual Budget re-
quests and the Annual Operating Pro-
gram of the Office of the Water Re-
sources Council.

(3) Decisions involving substantial
policy issues.

(4) Delegations of authority.

(5) Determination that testimony
taken or evidence received shall be taken
under oath.

(6) Issuance of invitations to become
Associate Members or Observers,

(7) Appointment and ftermination of
the appointment of the Director.

§ 701.54 Council decisions by Repre-
sentatives.

Council decisions may be made by
Representatives except for matters spe-
cifically reserved in § 701.53(g) for Coun-
cil decision by Members. Only one Rep-
resentative of a Member shall partici-
pate officially in a Council decision by
Representatives, but up te four indi-
viduals may be authorized to act as Rep-
resentatives of a Member. Council deci-
sions by Representatives shall be by
unanimous agreement of the Represent-
atives and the Director, or in his absence
the Acting Director. In exceptional cases,
a decision may be made by written
communication.

(a) The Representatives and the Di-
rector shall work to coordinate the water
and related land activities for which the
Council Members are responsible.

(b) Each Representative and the Di-
rector has equal responsibility and au-
thority for Council decisions and shall
have full access to all information re-
lating to the performance of his duties
and responsibilities.

(¢) The Director shall serve as Chair-
man of meetings of Representatives. The
Acting Director, designated in accord-
ance with §701.77(b), shall serve as
Chairman in the absence or disability of
the Director or vacancy in that office.

(d) Regular meetings for the trans-
action of business shall be the second
Wednesday of each month, and special
meetings shall be at the call of the Di-
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rector or when requested by the Repre-
sentatives of two Members, The Director
will arrange, after consultation with the
Representatives, the agenda of items
for consideration; shall distribute the
agenda for regular meetings and related
documents to Representatives at least
7 days in advance of the meeting and
as expeditiously as possible for special
meetings; and shall insure that all mat-
ters within the purpose and scope of the
functions of the Water Resources Coun-
cil are presented for consideration. The
Director shall include on the agenda for
a regular meeting any matter proposed
by any Representative. When items on
the agenda have not been fully consid-
ered they shall take precedence, in the
same order, over other matters to be
placed on the agenda for the next regu-
lar meeting. The Director or a Repre-
sentative may introduce matters not on
the agenda or change the order of busi-
ness at a particular meeting with the
concurrence of a simple majority of the
Representatives present.

(e) A quorum for the fransaction of
business consists of at least four Rep-
resentatives of different Members and
the Director or in his absence the Act-
ing Director.

(f) Except for the appointment and
tenure of the Director, matters specifi-
cally reserved for Council decision by
Members should be considered by Repre~
sentatives and the Director and propos-
als and recommendations formulated
and presented at Council meetings of
Members. The Council Members shall be
advised of minority views, if any, on such
proposals and recommendations.

(g) If unanimity of Representatives
and the Director is not achieved, after
full opportunity for expression of views
and reasonable consideration, the Direc-
tor shall upon his own initiative or upon
the request of a Representative present
the issue for consideration at the next
meeting of Members of the Council.
Presentation of the issue shall include a
statement of the conflicting positions
and recommendations for resolution.

(h) Upon the declaration by any Rep-
resentative or the Director that an issue
involves “substantial policy” (see § 701.-
53(g) (3), it shall be referred with rec-
ommendations to a subsequent meeting
of Council Members for decision.

§ 701.55 Associate Members,

(a) The Chairman, with concurrence
of the Council, may invite the heads of
other Federal agencies having authori-
ties and responsibilities relating to the
work of the Council to become Associate
Members. Associate Members, on the
same terms and conditions as Members,
may designate persons to serve for them
as Associate Members and to act for
them as Associate Representatives.

(b) Associate Members and their As-
sociate Representatives may participate
with Members and Representatives in
consideration of all matters relating to
their areas of responsibility, except that
their concurrence in a decision of the
Council is mot required. Where such
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decision affects the authority and re-
sponsibility of any non-Member agency

within the meaning of section 3(b) of

the Act, the Council shall request such
agency to take concurrent action along
the basis of the Council recommenda-
tions.

§ 701.56 Ohservers. .

(a) Chairmen of River Basin Commis-
sions established under title II of the
Act shall be Observers.

(b) The Chairman, with the concur-
rence of the Council, may invite the
heads of offices or other officials of the
Executive Office of the President or other
Federal agencies to become Observers.

(c) Observers may designate persons
to attend Council meetings of Members
and Representatives, Observers and
their representatives will be furnished
agenda and other materials on the same

basis as Associate Members.
§ 701.57 Official decisions of the
Council.

Official decisions of the Council shall
be of record. Decisions of record shall
be recorded in accepted minutes of duly
called regular or special meetings or
set forth in resolutions, memoranda, or
other documents approved by Members
or by Representatives and the Director,
Decisions which would affect the au-
thority and responsibilities of heads of
other Federal agencies, including Asso-
ciate Members, within the meaning of
section 3(b) of the Act, shall only be
made during a regular or special meet-
ing of Members and recorded in the
minutes thereof.

§ 701.58 Subordinate groups at head-
guarters.

The Council may establish administra-
tive, consultative and technical commit-
tees. Task Forces; Hearing Panels; and
other appropriate subordinate groups to
aid in the performance of its work.

(a) Membership on each such group
shall be decided by the Council. Mem-
bers representing Federal agencies shall
be named by such agencies. Others shall
be named as the Council shall decide.

(b) The Council shall determine the
Chairmanship of each such group.

(c) All such subordinate groups shall
report regularly to the Council upon their
own initiative, or as the Council may di-
rect. In any event, they shall prepare a
final report on their assignments prior to
termination.

(d) The Director, in consultation with
the Representatives, may establish task
forces and other subordinate groups to
aid in the performance of his duties and
responsibilities. The Director shall decide
the chairmanship and membership of
such groups. Members representing Fed-
eral agencies shall be named by such
agencies.

(e) Subordinate groups shall be ap-
pointed for specific periods and termi-
nation dates shall be set forth in estab-
lishing documents.

(f) Each duly constituted subordinate
group will be provided administrative
and secretarial support by the Water Re-

sources Council Staff to the extent pos-
sible, directly or through arrangements
with other Federal agencies.

§ 701.59 Advisory committees.

The Council may establish standing
and ad hoc advisory committees. The
establishment, operation, and termina-
tion of such committees shall be in ac-~
cordance with the Federal Advisory Com-
mittee Act (PL 92-463) and other perti-
nent law and directives,

§§ 701.60-701.70 [Reserved]
§ 701,71 The Chairman.

(a) The Chairman shall preside at
Council meetings of Members.

(b) The Chairman is the official
spokesman of the Council and represents
it in its relations with the Congress, the
States, Federal agencies, persons, or the
public. He shall from time to time report,
on behalf of the Council, to the President.
He shall keep the Counctl apprised of his
actions under this section.

(¢) The Chairman shall request the
heads of other Federal agencies to par-
ticipate with the Council when matters
affecting their responsibilities are con-
sidered by the Council.

(d) In the case of absence, disability,
or vacancy, the acting Chairman shall be,
in order of precedence, as designated (1)
by the President (2) by the Chairman
from among the Members, or (3) by the
Council from among the Members.

§§ 701.72-701.75 [Reserved]
§ 701.76 'The Water Resources Council

aff.

The Water Resources Council Staff
(hereinafter the Staff) serves the Coun-
cil and the Chairman in the performance
of their functions and in the exercise of
their authorities in accordance with the
Act, the rules and regulations and other
decisions of the Council, and all other
laws, rules, regulations, and orders ap-
plicable to the Water Resources Council,
and will be organized in accordance with
a structure approved by the Council.

§ 701.77 Director—duties and responsi-
bilities.

In addition to his role as Chairman of
Representatives in Council meetings, the
Director acts as the principal executive
officer for the Council and head of the
staff. He shall see to the faithful exe-
cution of the policies, programs, and de-
cisions of the Council; report thereon
to the Council from time to time or as
the Council may direct; administer the
office and staff of the Council within
the limits of the Annual Budget and the
Annual Operating Program related
thereto; make recommendations to the
Council and the Chairman relating to
the performance of their functions and
the exercise of their authorities; and
facilitate the work of the Council and
the Chairman. His duties and respon-
sibilities include, but are not limited to,
the following:

(a) Acting for the Chairman, repre-
sents the Council in its relations with the
Congress, States, Federal agencies, per-
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sons, or the public under the general su-
pervision and direction of the Council.

(b) Establishes the line of succession
as Acting Director among the other of-
ficers of the Council below the Deputy
Director.

(¢) Directs the Staff in its service to
the Council and the Chairman in the
performance of their functions and in
the exercise of their authorities. The
Director is responsible to the Council
for the organization of the Staff, em-
ployment and discharge of personnel,
training and personnel development pro-
gram, assignment of duties and respon-
sibilities, and the conduct of its work.

(d) Insures that the quality of the
work of the Staff in its studies, reports,
and in other assignments is high, that
the professional integrity of its personnel
is respected, and that its overall perspec-
tive and independence of judgment with
regard to water and related land re-
sources matters is approximately main-
tained within the context of the inter-
agency, intergovernmental, and other
staff collaboration that is both necessary
and desirable in the fulfillment of the
purpose of the Council as set forth in
§701.3.

(e) Prepares and recommends reports
on legislation, Executive orders, and
other documents requested of the
Council.

(f) Prepares and recommends an An-
nual Budget request in accordance with
policies, rules, and regulations applicable
thereto. During its consideration by the
Office of Management and Budget the
President and the Congress, the Director
shall seek acceptance of the proposed
Annual Budget by every appropriate
means. On behalf of the Council, he is
authorized in his discretion to make ap-
peals and agree to adjustments. How-
ever, to the extent that time and circum-
stances permit, he shall consult with and
obtain the approval of the Council on all
subsfantial appeals and adjustments.

(g) Prepares and recommends the An-
nual Operating Program to carry out the
work of the Council, within the appro-
priations provided by the Congress and
allowances approved by the Office of
Management and Budget.

(h) Prepares and recommends pro-
posed rules and regulations, including
proposed delegations of authority, for
carrying out the provisions of the Act,
or other provisions of law which are
administered by the Council.

(i) Prepares and recommends reports
and materials for public information that
are explanatory of the work and accom-
plishments of the Council.

(j) Appoints representatives of the
Staff on Subordinate Groups established
by the Council on which the Staff has
membership. (See § 701.59.)

(k) Establishes and enforces adminis-
trative rules and regulations pertaining
to the Staff consistent with applicable
laws, Executive orders, Budget Circulars,
and other regulations and orders.

§701.78 Director—delegation of au-
thorities.
(a) Under the authority of section 403
of the Act (42 U.S.C. 1962d-2), the Di-
rector is delegated authority to—
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(1) Hold hearings, sit and act at such
times and places, take such testimony,
receive such evidence, and print or other-
wise reproduce and distribute so much of
its proceedings and reprints thereon as he
may deem advisable.

(2) Acquire, furnish, and equip such
office space as is necessary.

(3) Use the U.S. mails in the same
manner and upon the same conditions
as other departments and agencies of the
United States.

(4) Employ and fix the compensation
of such personnel below the grade of GS—
16 as he deems advisable and after con-
sultation with the Representatives such
personnel of GS-16 and above in accord-
ance with the civil service laws and the
Classification Act of 1949, as amended;
assign duties and responsibilities among
such personnel and supervise personnel
so employed.

(5) Procure services as authorized by
section 15 of the Act of August 2, 1946
(56 U.S.C. 3109, at rates not to exceed
$100 per diem for individuals.

(6) Purchase, hire, operate, and main-
tain passenger motor vehicles.

(7) Utilize and expend such funds as
are deemed advisable for proper admin-
istration of the authorities delegated
herein. However, contracts and individ-
ual modifications thereof in excess of
$25,000 shall be submitted to the Coun-
cil for approval before execution.

(8) Request any Federal department
or agency (i) to furnish to the Council
such information as may be necessary
for carrying out its functions and as
may be available to or procurable by such
department or agency, and (ii) to detail
personnel to temporary duty with the
Council on a reimbursable basis.

(9) Make available for public inspec-
tion during ordinary office hours all ap-
propriate records and papers of the
Council.

(10) Compute and certify for payment
funds to the States in accordance with
standards and formula approved by the
Council, and perform related functions
of the Council contained in section 305
of the Act.

(11) Serve as a duly authorized repre-
sentative of the Chairman of the Coun-
cil for the purpose of audit and examina-
tion of any pertinent books, documents,
papers, and records of the recipient of a
grant under title III of the Act, and
recommend to the Chairman the ap-
pointment of further representatives as
may be necessary for such function.

(12) Review, for compliance, State
programs approved under title III; con-
duct full inquiries as the Council may
direct; and recommend for Council de-
cision such withholding or reinstatement
of payments as is appropriate and au-
thorized by section 304 of the Act.

(b) The authorities delegated in this
section may be redelegated by the Di-
rector to the extent determined by him
to be necessary and desirable for proper
administration.

§ 701.79 Selection policy for profes-
sional personnel.

In the selection for employment of the

professional staff as a whole, the Director
shall be guided by the following criteria:
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(a) Outstanding character and com-
petence—both personal and professional.

(b) Spread and balance of training
and experience in the several relevent
professions—ecology; economics; eco-
nomic geography; engineering; fish and
wildlife biology; forestry; hydrology; ir-
rigation; landscape architecture; law;
political science; recreation; sanitary en-.
gineering; soil conservation; urban and
other land planning; ete.

(¢) Diversity of prior identification
and experience, both planning and oper-
ating in Washington and in the field;
including personnel with prior identi-
fication and experience with Federal,
State, or local government, private en-
terprise, or university teaching and
research.

§§ 701.80-701.99 [Reserved]

Subpart C—Field Organization
§ 701.100 Field Directors.

The Council may employ as profes-
sional staff Field Directors who shall be
designated as chairman of committees
or groups established by the Council to
develop and prepare regional or river
basin assessments or plans. Such Field
Directors shall perform their official
functions at locations established by the
Council.

§ 701.101 Field committees.

The Council may establish or continue
already established regional committees
to carry out assigned functions at fleld
level.

701.102 Existing committees.

Field Committees operating under the
Warter Resources Council (formerly un-
der the Inter-Agency Committee on
Water Resources) are as follows:

Pacific Southwest Inter-Agency Committee

Arkansas-White-Red Inter-Agency Commit-
tee

Southeast Basins Inter-Agency Committee

WARREN D. FAIRCHILD,
Director.

[FR Doc.74-13419 Filed 6-11-74;8:45 am]

Title 21—Food and Drugs

CHAPTER I—FOOD AND DRUG ADMINIS-
TRATION, DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH,
EDUCATION, AND WELFARE

SUBCHAPTER B—FOOD AND FOOD PRODUCTS
PART 121—FOOD ADDITIVES
SUBCHAPTER C—DRUGS
PART 135e—NEW ANIMAL DRUGS FOR
USE IN ANIMAL FEEDS

Lincomycin, Monensin Sodium, 3-Nitro-4-
Hydroxyphenylarsonic Acid, Robenidine
Hydrochloride
The Commissioner of Food and Drugs

has evaluated the following new animal

drug applications filed by The Upjohn

Co., Kalamazoo, MI 49001 :

1. Supplemental application No. 92-
482V proposing safe use of 2 grams per
ton of lincomycin combined with monen-
sin sodium at a level of 110 grams per ton
as monensic acld activity for improved

FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 39, NO. 114—WEDNESDAY, JUNE 12, 1974




RULES AND REGULATIONS

20594

[we gp:8:pL-T11-9 PoIId S0EET~HL 200 W]

vL61 ‘TL ANNC ‘AVASINGIM—*LL

‘ON ‘62 "TOA "¥315193¥ 1v¥3q3d

:SMOTJOF S8 3[q8] 3} 03 9 WY MU B SUIPPE £q PUB G WYL
J07 Uwmiod ST I0F SUOIIBIIPUT,, 3G IOPUll §X39 Y3} SUISTAAI Aq (J)0S'9CGET § UT ‘g

PUINPIP RADUILII2 A [O MD2ING
‘40322.0@
‘ONITIMOOH NVA ' D
‘$LET ‘g dunp :pajed
((1)q09¢ 'D'S'A 18 ‘L¥E 3838 28 ‘(1) 319 "288)
"PLET ‘T SUINLL DAIJ091S 3q [[BYS JI3PI0 STULL, *970P 2413924 F

*333d8Y0 s7U3 JO (9) 10¢°¢81 § UT POy
“19U9pP] $8 /20 'ON ULI[ 0} PajuB.3
UOHBUIQUIOd S[) 105 [BAoJdde
+103dByo S1Y) JO (9)70¢°¢ET § ‘L€0
‘ON 9poo Aq poplacid se upsur
-Q0U [I9JYINB[S ©I0jeq SABpP
€ MBIPUIIM UO[JBI [0S Oy} S8

“ZAIDOIU "I
PUB DURTDUL A ‘DUINALIID
A ‘Djpove; H ipaundq q
‘Yoo maaws Aq pesnsd
SISOIPIOR0D  JO  WO[URA

-8Id U} pIe U s8 pue AoUD A[Snonuijuod peej susy Jurhe[ ‘QPHO[YD
-[g® pes) pesocidwy pue 0} Podj jou Op :ATUO SUINIIYD (%8800 '0) -0IpAY
ures Jo 938l U} 9SBAIOU[ JOJ JIOAY JO JOJI0IQ PesIeI-100§ 0 2 “upAwooury 0g euIpeqoy ‘g
“LIIDIIU " PUB DULTDUL *19)ySne[s
H'DUYNG4D I ‘Dpjeud 0} Jopud sABp ¢ MBI
L WeUNAq T 0w Dewe  tUOMYBI O[OS eyl S8 A[snonup) *9pUOYD
= Aq PesnBd SISOIPIOV0d -U00 pPegj :SI9dB[ 03 Pesj jou op (%8800 °0) ~0dpAyYy
JO uonueARId oY) U PIB UBSY  ‘AUO SUSNOIYD JOAJ] JO JO[I0dq JO ~"TTTTTTTmmoTmsssmess 0g euprueqey ‘1
uo} zed —yjs uoj Jod Juerpeiduj
9ST1 10} SUOT3BOIPUT SUOIIB) T SWBlp)  peujqwio)  swWBiD edpupg
 x s ()
* * »* * -

*OPIO[YR0IPAY JUIPIUIGOY  99'SET §
:SMO[[0F S 9[qB} 9U3 UISIAAI &] (J)99'9GET § UL ‘¥

"83°1 Wojp
. *82'T WYL ‘T ‘I o1q8L, “Je3deys ‘proe
°[qeL, ‘Ie3deyo siy) jo 295 1T § SIU3 JO 292’ 181§ SFST opuosIeiAuoyd
-AX0IPAY-H-013IN-E
*(A31a1908
plos
EUEECITTE ‘mmipos
....... upAwodury $8) 01T USUSUON 9
DUYTDU
A PUB ‘upau o ‘hgoumndq
H‘DWRaLIn I ‘Dyaudl
H ‘Awesu g A pesned
SISOIP[OY0  Jo  uopueaeid
o} ] PIB UB S8 PUB A0uom J
<o  pesy pescidw) ‘uped “Wnpos
J43eM JO 0jed U] eSERIOU] J0L * % 5 s Y USueuol ‘g
- L] . * : - * - >
w03 Jed uoj Jod Juepelsug
©ST1 10} SUOJJBO[PUL SUO[eI WL SWIBIH —YJM PRUIGIIOY Surelp) edpupg
+ 28 ()
* * * * * * *

‘WNIPOS WISUIUOWN § UISURUOTY (S'9C¢T §

"09°9G¢T § puB 193deyod S1UJ JO Z9Z 12T §

UJIA S0UBPIOIOE U WNIPOS UISUIUOW ‘PIOB O[UOSIB[AUIUAAXOIPAY-H~0I)IN-E (XI)
"99'9GET § UM 20UBPIOD0E UL IPLIO[YO0IPAY UIDIUGOY (IMTA)

* & 2 (2)
*» & x (9)
* * *
‘uplwodury 6Hacel §
:SMOTIOF

S& PBal 0} (XI) PU® (IMA) (3) () yderSered mau ® Suippe Aq 63'9GET § UL '

“10deyo siy;
Jo (9)10¢°¢eY § up peypuepr
S8 L0 'ON Wy 07 pejusid
UONBUIQUIOD ST} 10] [RA0IddB
‘121deyd S|y Jo (9)70¢¢eT §
‘480 "ON ep0oo Aq pepraoid
S8 upAuwoouyy {193deyo Sy} Jo
(9)705°¢8T § ‘710 "ON 9p0d Aq
PeplA0Id S8 WNIPOS USUSUOUL
:ejdeyo sIyl Jo (9)109'¢el
‘180 'ON epeo Aq %ovFE
§€ p1oe o[uose-[AueydAx0ipAy
-J-0l1j1u-g (Oo1uUesi® oruBIio
JO 80Inos o[0s se f1Njydne[s
910j9q SAD ¢ MBIPY}IM ‘UOT)BI
9[0S QY] S8 A[SNONUU0d Pes)
{SUSYOIYD Surde[ 03 Pe9) JoU 0P

DUGTOULF PUB ‘Woa UL T
‘ypuniq CH  vUNGL0D
HO‘DpouR CH ‘Tipmnk
‘H AqQ pesned SIOIPR
-000 Jo uopueseid ety
ur pre ue se ‘uiss jusem

. * -
z “urpdwooury *P1oB oruos
*(&31a1308 + -JejAueyd
PIoB O[sue “wnpos -£X0IpAq-§

JO 9jBl W] ©SBOIOUl JOJ (SUSNOIYQ JO[I0dq POsIe-100Q JOg ~UOWLSE) 011 USUOUO  SF-CT -011IN-2 82T
- * * Ll - - -
uoj zed —qja uoj led  juerpeiduy
95T J0J SUOTJBIIPUL SuoR) Uy swBIn PoUIqWIO)  SWIBID edpuug
Paof Mayang puv UayokYo 2)a)dweod U} PIID NU0SIDIAUIYTAZOLPAY-F-0UPN -§—"] ATV
+ « x (9) ‘PaAoxd
= s 7. . 3 -de are suorjeordde 9y, ‘Pedy UaNIIYo

*proe Jruosae

-[Audyd4xoipiy - p ~omIN - ¢  Z9Z'1ZI §
{SMOJJOF S8 ‘T 9[qBL 0} £2'T

+TI9Y MU B SUIPPE £q (9)Z92' 18T § UL °T

:SMO[IOF
SB pOpUSWE I8 9CET PUB IZI S|IBg
‘(0212 MO 1Z) JOUOISSWWOD 8y} 0}
pejeseep Aj1I0yjne J9pun puB ((1)Go9e
O'S'A TZ LPE YIS 28 (1ZIS ‘998) OV
J[J9WISO) PUB ‘SNIT ‘POOS [BIIPAI 93
70 suolstA0Id 0} quensand ‘9I0JoIOUL

Ul £31A1308 PIoB dISuUaUOW U0} Jad sweis
0TI 03 Jua[eamba wMIpoOs USULUOW
UM pPauquod pros  opuosie[Ausayd
=£X0IPAY-FH=0I31U~-¢ JO U0} Jad sweis Cp
03 6T UJIA PauquIod UroAwWooul[ JO U0}
Jod swwelid g JO 9sn ayes Suisodord AZZS
—Z6 "ON uorjeor[dde SnIp [BWIUB MaN '€
“Paa] USNAIYD Uf 9SN JOF ApLI
=0[U20IPAY QUIPIUAQOI JO UQ§ Jod Sweld
0 UM PouUIqUIOd UMAWOIU[[ JO U0}
Jod swei8 g Jo asn d18s pasodoxd A9QT
~£6 "ON uorjeordde SnIp [BWUB MON 'Z
*SULNOIYQ

JI9[101q POS[BI-I00P U AOUSIOWe Podf

>}




Title 38—Pensions, Bonuses; and
Veterans’ Relief

CHAPTER |—VETERANS
ADMINISTRATION

PART 21—VOCATIONAL REHABILITATION
AND EDUCATION

Subpart D—Administration of Educational
Benefits; 38 U.S.C. Chapters 34, 35 and
36

PAYMENT OF BENEFITS DURING EMERGENCY
CLOSING OF SCHOOL

Section 21.4205(¢) (1) provides for con-
tinued payment of educational benefits
within a certified period of enrollment
during which the school is closed due to
Executive order of the President or for
any emergency situation so authorized by
Public Law 93-208, effective December 28,
1973. A minor editorial change, unrelated
to the substantive change, is being made
in § 21.4206(c) designed to reflect agency
policy to avoid any appearance of seem-
ing to preclude benefits for female
veterans,

It is found that it is impracticable and
contrary to the public interest to give
preliminary notice in the FEDERAL REGIS~
TER (§ 1.12 of this chapter) because of
the need for an immediate liberalization
of the requirements for awarding educa-
tional assistance for veterans and eligible
persons.

1. In § 21.4205, paragraph (¢)(1) is
amended to read as follows:

§ 21.4205 Absences.
- * * L] -

(¢) Reporting. (1) Veterans and eligi-
ble persons must report each full day
of absence from scheduled attendance
as well as days when the school was
closed for local and school holidays and,
if reported enrollment was on an ordi-
nary school year basis, intervals between
terms, quarters or semesters. When the
school is closed for the weekend, those
days will not be reported. However, if
classes are normally scheduled for Sat-
urday and Sunday, absences must be
reported. At the discretion of the Ad-
ministrator, days of absence will not
be reported for days of nonattendance
within a certified period of enrollment
during which the school is closed under
an established policy based upon an Ex-
ecutive order of the President or due to
an emergency situation.

- - L - -

2. In §214206, paragraph (c¢) is

amended to read as follows:

§ 21.4206 Reporting fee.
- - . - -

(¢) An additional $1 will be paid to
those institutions who have delivered
to the veteran or eligible person at regis-
tration the educational assistance check
representing the advance payment. In
order to receive this fee, the institution
shall submit to the Veterans Administra-
tion a certification of delivery of the
check, If the check is not delivered within
30 days after commencement of the stu-
dent’s program, the check is to be re-
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turned to the Veterans Administration.
(38 U.S.C.1784)

(72 Stat. 1114; 38 U.S.C. 210)

Section 21.4205(¢) (1) is effective De-
cember 28, 1973.

Approved: June 5, 1974,

By direction of the Administrator.

[SEAL] R. L. ROUDEBUSH,
Deputy Adminisirator.

|FR Doc.74-13373 Filed 6-11-74;8:45 am|

Title 39—Postal Service
CHAPTER |—U.S. POSTAL SERVICE

SUBCHAPTER C—POST OFFICE SERVICES
[DOMESTIC MAIL]
PART 111—GENERAL INFORMATION ON
POSTAL SERVICE

The purpose of this document is to
incorporate by reference Chapter I of the
Postal Service Manual pursuant to the
policy and provisions of 5 U.S.C. 552(a)
relating to material deemed published in
the FEpERAL REGISTER when the material
is readily available to the public. Chapter
I of the Manual contains provisions
which are substantially identical to the
present Subchapter C of 39 CFR Chapter
I concerning domestic mail service;
therefore, this document involves no
substantive change in the regulations.

Chapter I of the Manual is and will
remain readily available to all users of
the U.S. Postal Service at all United
States Post Offices and classified stations
and branches during normal business
hours. The Postal Service also issues a
publication entitled Instructions for
Mailers, which reproduces Chapter I of
the Manual almost in its entirety, omit-
ting merely a handful of sections con-
taining procedures of interest only to
postal employees. This publication is sold
in looseleaf, subscription form by the
Superintendent of Documents for $5.00.
The entire Postal Service Manual, com-
prising six chapters, may also be pur-
chased in looseleaf, subscription form for
$33.00 from the Superintendent of Docu-
ments, Washington, DC 20402. The entire
Manual may be examined during normal
business hours at any of the more than
31,000 United States Post Offices.

All amendments to Chapter I of the
Manual will be noticed by publication in
the FEpERAL REGISTER and filed at the Of-
fice of the Federal Register as they occur,
Each notice will recite the issuance of a
numbered and dated Transmittal Letter,
and will describe the amendments made
to particular sections of Chapter I of the
Manual, The amended sections will be
listed in the daily List of Parts Affected
and in the monthly and annual List of
CFR Sections Affected. This should as-
sure proper access to these regulations
through the finding aids of the Federal
Register system. In addition, the Postal
Service maintains a subject-matter index
to the Manual for the convenience of
users, which will be filed at the Office of
the Federal Register and periodically up-
dated. For an indefinite period, the initial
subscription price of the Manual will en-
title subscribers to receive copies of all
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amendments (including amendments of
Chapter I) when issued.

This change in the manner of publica-
tion of Postal Service regulations gov-
erning domestic mail service establishes
a more efficient and economical means of
making the material available to the
mailing public. It will greatly reduce the
amount “ of duplication of published
material appearing in the Manual, the
FrpERAL REGISTER and the Code of Fed-
eral Regulations. The Postal Service be-
lieves this can be accomplished without
any impairment to the value of the Fed-
eral Register system. Indeed, the useful-
ness of the FEDERAL REGISTER system will
be enhanced because the time between
the issuance of a change to Chapter I of
the Manual and notice of the change in
the FEperAL REGISTER will be shortened.
This would come about in part through
the elimination of time-consuming prep-
aration of documents for printing in the
FEDERAL REGISTER, whose format and in-
ternal paragraphing system differs from
that of the Manual.

Soon after the effective date of this
document users of the Code of Federal
Regulations will have the 1974 volume
of the Code of Federal Regulations. Each
amendment of Subchapter C of the 1974
volume will appear only in the form of a
“notice of amendment” of specified sec-
tions of Chapter I of the Manual. The
Manual sections correspond to the sec-
tions in the 1974 volume.

The Postal Service is exempt from the
provisions of 5 U.S.C. 553 by reason of 39
U.8.C. 410(a). However, in the spirit of
those provisions and notwithstanding the
immediate effectiveness of this docu-
ment, the Postal Service invites public
comment upon the effects of this ap-
proach to postal regulations and of their
availability to the mailing publie.

There will be almost one year's ex-
perience with this new system before the
basic material in the 1974 volume of CFR
would be dropped. Accordingly, during
this period the Postal Service will receive
public comments concerning the new
format for postal regulations and in-
formation and the experience of work-
ing with this system. Comments should
identify this document as the basis for
communication and be directed to: W.
Allen Sanders, Assistant General Coun-
sel, Legislative Division, Law Depart~
ment, Room 9112, 475 L’Enfant Plaza
West, SW., Washington, D.C. 20260.

(5 US.C. 652(a), 39 U.S.C. 401, 404, 407, 408,
3001-3011, 3201-18, 3403-05, 3601, 3621, and
50 U.S.C. 1463-64.)
RoceR P. Craxg,
Deputy General Counsel.

Accordingly, effective July 1, 1974, Sub-
chapter C is amended by adding Part 111
to read as follows:

Sec.

111.1 Postal Service Manual; incorporation
by reference of general information
on postal services.

1112 Avallability of Chapter I of the Postal
Service Manual.
1113 Amendments to Chapter I of the
Postal Service Manual,
1114 Approval of the Director of the
Federal Register.
111.5 Contents of Chapter I of the Postal

Service Manual,

12, 1974
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AurnorrTy: 5 U.S.C. 552(a), (39 US.C, 401,
404, 407, 408, 3001-3011, 3201-18, 3403-3405,
8601, 3621; 50 U.S.C. 1463, 1464.)

§ 111.1 Postal Service Manual; incorpo-
ration by reference of general infor-
mation on postal services,

Section 452(a) of title 5, United States
Code, relating to the public information
requirements of the Administrative
Procedure Act, provides in pertinent part
that “* * * matter reasonably avail-
able to the class of persons affected
thereby is deemed published in the Fep-
ERAL REGISTER when incorporated by
reference therein with the approval of
the Director of the Federal Register.”
In conformity with that provision, and
with 39 U.S.C. section 410(b) (1), and as
provided in this part, the United States
Postal Service hereby incorporates by
reference in this part, Chapter I of its
Postal Service Manual, a looseleaf pub-
lication published and maintained by the
U.S. Postal Service, Washington, DC,
20260.

§111.2 Availability of Chapter I of the
Postal Service Manual.

(a) Copies of Chapter I of the Postal .

Service Manual are available for refer-
ence and inspection upon request at the
National Headquarters and regional of-
fices of the U.S. Postal Service and at all
United States Post Offices and classified
stations and branches during normal
business hours. Regional offices are
located in New York, Philadelphia,
Memphis, Chieago, and San Francisco.

(b) A copy of Chapter I of the Postal
Service Manual, together with each
amendment of it, is on file with the Di-
rector, Office of the Federal Register,
National Archives and Records Service,
General Services Administration, at 1100
“L” Street, NW., Room 8401, Washing-
ton, D.C., 20408.

(¢) Copies of the entire Postal Service
Manual may be purchased from the
Superintendent of Documents, Wash-
ington, D.C., 20402 for $33.00. This price
includes entitlement to receive, for an
indefinite period, changes in the Postal
Service Manual which may be published
from time to time. A companion publi-
cation entitled Instructions for Mailers
excerpts all portions of Chapter I which
are directed to the mailing public. This
publication is sold to the public on a sub-
scription basis for $5.00 by the Superin-
tendent of Documents.

§111.3 Amendments to Chapter I of
Postal Service Manual,

Notices of changes made in Chapter I
of the Postal Service Manual will
periodically be published in the FEDERAL
RecisTER. The text of such changes will
be filed with the Director, Office of the
Federal Register. Subscribers to the
Postal Service Manual will automatically
receive the amendments from the Gov-

ernment Printing Office.

§ 111.4 Approval of the Director of the
Federal Register.

(a) Incorporation by reference of

Chapter I of the Postal Service Manual

RULES AND REGULATIONS

was approved by the Director of the
Federal Register under 5 U.S.C. 552(a)
and 1 CFR Part 51,

(b) This approval was granted on
June 7, 1974 for the period of one year
at the conclusion of which it will expire
without further action unless renewed
and extended by the Director upon appli-
cation by the U.S. Postal Service.

§ 111.5 Contents of Chapter I of Postal

Service Manual.

Chapter I of the Postal Service Manual
contains the following parts;

(a) Subchapter 110—General Information
on Postal Service.

(1) Part 111—What this chapter covers.

(2) Part 112—Domestic mail service,

(3) Part 113—Service in post offices.

(4) Part 114—Complaints.

(6) Part 115—Mail treated in confidence.
. (b) Subchapter 120—Preparation for mail-
g.

(1) Part 121—Packaging.

(2) Part 122—Addresses.

(3) Part 123—Nonmallahle matter,

(4) Part 12¢—Matter mailable under spe-
cial rules.

(5) Part 125—Second-class bulk mailings,

(6) Part 126—Mail addressed to military
post offices overseas.

(7) Part 127—Mall sent via Department
of State to U.S. foreign service personnel
abroad.

(c) Subchapter
and rates.

(1) Part 131—First class.

(2) Part 132—Second class,

(3) Part 133—Controlled circulation pub-
lications, '

(4) Part 134—Third class.

(6) Part 135—Fourth class.

(6) Part 136—Air and priority mail.

(7) Part 137—Oflicial mail.

(8) Part 138—For the blind and other
handicapped persons,

(9) Part 139—Mixed classes.

(d) Subchapter 140—Postage.

(1) Part 141—Envelopes, postal cards,
aerogrammes.

(2) Part 142—Stamps (adhesive).

(3) Part 143—Precanceled stamps.

(4) Part 144-—Postage meters and meter
stamps.

(5) Part 145—Permit imprints.

o (6) Part 146—Prepayment and postage
ue.

(7) Part 147—Exchanges and refunds.

(8) Part 148—Revenue deficiencies devel-
oped by audit.

(e) Subchapter 150—Collection and de-
livery.

(1) Part 1561—General,

(2) Part 162—Who may carry letters.

(8) Part 153—Mail deposit and collection.

(4) Part 154—Conditions of delivery.

(5) Part 155—City delivery.

(6) Part 156—Rural service.

(7) Part 157—Star route box delivery
service.

(8) Part 168—Forwarding mail.

(9) Part 159—Undeliverable mail.

(f) Subchapter 160—Special malil services.

(1) Part 161—Registered mall,

(2) Part 162—Insured mail.

Part 163—COD mail.

Part 164—Indemnity claims,

Part 165—Certificates of mailing,
Part 166—Special delivery.

Part 167—Special handling.

Part 168—Certified mail.

Part 169—Post office boxes.
Subchapter 170—Nonmalil services.
Part 171—Money orders.

130—Mail classification

(2) Part
bonds.
(8) Part 173—Postal savings.

[FR Doc.74-13453 Filed 6-11-74;8:45 am|

172—Nonpostal stamps and

Title 40—Protection of Environment

CHAPTER I—ENVIRONMENTAL
PROTECTION AGENCY

SUBCHAPTER C—AIR PROGRAMS

PART 52—APPROVAL AND PROMULGA-
TION OF IMPLEMENTATION PLANS

Utah Plan; Correction

On June 22, 1973 (38 FR 16568), a dis-
approval of Utah's implementation plan
for the State’s failure to meet the re-
quirements of §51.20 was entered in the
FeEpERAL REGISTER. The notice was incor-
rect in that a previously revoked section
(§ 52.2329) was amended by adding a
paragraph (b). To correct this error, the
disapproval notice for Utah is repub-
lished below in the proper format.

(42 US.C. 1857¢c-5)
Dated: June 6, 1974.

ROGER STRELOW,
Acting Assistant Administrator
for Air and Waste Manage-
ment.

Subpart TT is amended by adding
§ 52.2329 to read as follows:

§ 52.2329 Resources.

(a) The requirements of § 51.20 of this
chapter are not met because the trans-
portation control plan does not contain
a sufficient description of resources
available to the Staie and local agencies
and of additional resources needed to
carry out the plan during the 5-year
period following submittal.

[FR Doc.74-13538 Filed 6-11-74;8:45 am]

SUBCHAPTER E—PESTICIDE PROGRAMS

PART 180—TOLERANCES AND EXEMP-
TIONS FROM TOLERANCES FOR PESTI-
CIDE CHEMICALS IN OR ON RAW
AGRICULTURAL COMMODITIES

Carbofuran

Two petitions (PPs 1F1163 and
2F1283) were filed by FMC Corp., 100
Niagara Street, Middleport, NY 14105, in
accordance with provisions of the Fed-
eral Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act (21
U.8.C. 346a), proposing establishment of
tolerances for combined residues of the
insecticide carbofuran (2,3-dihydro-22-
dimethyl-7-benzofuranyl N-methylcar-
bamate) and its metabolites 2,3-dihydro-
2,2-dimethyl-3-hydroxy-T7-benzofuranyl-
N-methylcarbamate in or on the raw
agricultural eommodities sugar beet tops
at 1 part per million and sugar beet roots
at 0.1 part per million (PP 1F1163) and
sorghum fodder and forage at 0.5 part
per million and sorghum grain at 0.1 part
per million (PP 2F1283).

Subsequently, the petitioner amended
the petitions by proposing that:

a. The existing regulation (§ 180.254)
be expanded to include the phenolic
metabolites of carbofuran (2,3-dihydro-
2,2 - dimethyl - 7 - benzofuranol, 2,3-di-
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hydro-2,2-dimethyl-3-oxo~- 7-benzofura-
nol and 2,3-dihydro-2,2-dimethyl-3,7-
benzofurandiol) .

b. The established toleranse of 20 parts
per million for residues in er on alfalfa
hay be increased to 40 paris per million
(of which no more than 20 parts per
million are carbamates).

c. The established tolerance of 5 parts
per million for residues in or on corn
fodder and forage be increased to 25 parts
per million (of which no more than 5
parts per million are carbamates).

d. The established tolerance of 5 parts
per million for residues in or on alfalfa
(fresh) be increased to 10 parts per mil-
lion (of which no more than 5 parts per
million are carbamates).

e. The established tolerance of 1 part
per million for residues in or on peanut
hulls be increased to 5 parts per million
(of which no more than 1 part per million
is carbamates).

f. The proposed tolerance of 1 part per
million for residues in or on sugar beet
tops (PP 1F1163) be increased fo 2 parts
per million (of which not more than 1
part per million is carbamates).

g. The proposed tolerance of 0.5 part
per million for residues in or on sorghum
fodder and forage (PP 2F1283) be in-
creased to 3 parts per million (of which
no more than 0.5 part per million is
carbamates) .

h., The established tolerance of 0.2 part
per million for residues in or on rice
straw be increased to 1 part per million
(of which no more than 0.2 part per
million is carbamates).

i. The established tolerance of 0.02
part per million (negligible residue) for
residues in milk be increased to 0.1 part
per million (of which no more than 0.02
part per million (negligible residue) is
carbamates) .

j. The established tolerances of 0.1
part per million for residues in or on
corn grain and peanuts be increased to
0.2 part per million (of which no more
than 0.1 part per million is carbamates).

k. The proposed tolerance of 0.1 part
per million in or on sugar beet roots be
changed to read “0.1 part per million in
or on sugar beets.”

Based on consideration given the data
submitted in the petitions and other
relevant material, it is concluded that:

1. The insecticide is useful for the
purpose for which the tolerances are
being established. J

2. There is no reasonable expectation
of residues in eggs or poultry and § 180.6
(a) (3) applies. Established tolerances
for residues in meat and the proposed
tolerance for residues in milk are ade-
quate to cover residues resulting from
the established and proposed uses and
§ 180.6(a) (2) and (1) apply respectively
to meat and milk.

3. The tolerances established by this
order will protect the public health.

4. The tolerances listed in § 180.254a
for carbofuran and its metabolites
should be combined with the tolerances

established by this order.
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Therefore, pursuant to provisions of
the Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic
Act (sec. 408(d)(2), 68 Stat. 512; 21
U.8.C. 346a(d) (2)), the authority trans-
ferred to the Administrator of the
Environmental Protection Agency (35
FR 15623), and the authority delegated
by the Administrator to the Deputy
Assistant Administrator for Pesticide
Programs (39 FR 18805), Part 180 is
amended as follows:

§ 180.254a [Deleted]

1. By deleting § 180.254a Carbofuran
and its metabolites (including phenolic
metabolites) ; tolerances for residues.

2. By revising §180.254 to read as
follows:

§ 180.254 Carbofuran;
residues.

Tolerances are established for com-
bined residues of the insecticide carbo-
furan (2,3-dihydro-2,2-dimethyl-benso=
furanyl-N-methylcarbamate), its carba«
mate metabolite 2,3-dihydro-2,2-di-
methyl-3 - hydroxy-T7-benzofuranyl - N-
methylcarbamate, and its phenolic
metabolites 2,3-dihydro-2,2-dimethyl-7-
benzofuranol, 2,3-dihydro-2,2-dimethyl-
3-oxo-T-benzofuranol, and 2,3-dihydro-
2,2-dimethyl-3,7-benzofurandiol in or on
the following raw agricultural com-
modities:

40 parts per million in or on alfalfa
hay (of which no more than 20 parts per
million are carbamates).

25 parts per million in or on corn
fodder and forage (of which mo more
than 5 parts per million are carba-
mates).

10 parts per million in or on alfalfa
(fresh) (of which no more than 5 parts
per million are carbamates).

5 parts per million in or on peanut
hulls (of which no more than 1 part per
million is carbamates).

3 parts per million in or on sorghum
fodder and forage (of which no more
than 0.5 part per million is carbamates).

2 parts per million in or on sugar beet
tops (of which no more than 1 part per
million is carbamates).

1 part per million in or on peppers,
potatoes (of which no more than 0.1
part per million is carbamates) , and rice
straw (of which no more than 0.2 part
per million is carbamates).

0.2 part per million in or on corn grain
and peanuts (of each, no more than 0.1
part per million is carbamates) and rice.

0.1 part per million in milk (of which
no more than 0.02 part per million
(negligible residue) is carbamates).

0.1 part per million in or on bananas
(negligible residue), sorghum grain,
sugar beets, and sugarcane.

0.05 part per million in the fat, meat,
and meat byproducts of cattle, goats,
hogs, horses, and sheep (of which no
more than 0.02 part per million (negli-
gible residue) is carbamates).

Any person who will be adversely af-
fected by the foregoing order may at
any time on or before July 12, 1974 file
with the Hearing Clerk, Environmental

tolerances for

20597

Protection Agency, Room 1019E, 4th and
M Streets, SW., Waterside Mall, Wash-~
ington, D.C. 20460, written objections
thereto in quintuplicate. Objections shall
show wherein the person filing will be
adversely affected by the order and
specify with particularity the provisions
of the order deemed objectionable and
the grounds for the objections. If a hear-
ing is requested, the objections must
state the issues for the hearing. A hear-
ing will be granted if the objections are
supported by grounds legally sufficient
to justify the relief sought. Objections
may be accompanied by & memorandum
or brief in support thereof.

Effective date. This order shall become
effective June 12, 1974,

(Sec. 408(d) (2), 68 Stat. 512; 21 US.C. 346a
(d)(2))

Dated: June 7, 1974,

Hexry J. KoOrp,
Deputy Assistant Administrator
for Pesticide Programs.

[FR D0c¢.74-13540 Filed 6-11-74;8:45 am|]

SUBCHAPTER N—EFFLUENT GUIDELINES AND
STANDARDS

PART 414—ORGANIC CHEMICALS MANU-
FACTURING POINT SOURCE CATEGORY

Corrections

In FR Doc. 74-9355 appearing at 39
FR 14676-14683 of the FEDERAL REGISTER
of April 25, 1974, the Environmental
Protection Agency published final efflu-
ent guidelines, and standards of per-
formance and pretreatment standards
for new sources, for the major organic
products segment of the organic chem-
icals manufacturing point source cate-
gory. As published, the final rules con-
tained several errors. Accordingly, in
order to correct those errors, the follow-
ing changes are made, effective imme-
ciately.

1. Page 14676, column 1, first para-
graph, fifth line, after the word “efflu-
ent”, delete the comma.

2. Page 146717, column 3, first para-
graph, line 12, delete the comma after
“BATEA" and insert a period.

3. Page 14678, column 2, section F,
sixth line, after the word “Organic”, de-
lete the word “Chemicals".

§414.20 [Amended]

4. Page 14679, column 3, in the table
under the heading “B2-process descrip-
tions”, change the word “n-butane” in
“Oxidative-dehydrogenation of n-bu-
tane” to “butylene”.

§414.22 [Amended]

5. Page 14680, column 1, last para-
graph (b), change the word “n-butane™
in “oxidative-dehydrogenation of n-bu-
tane” to “butylene”.

§ 414.23 [Amended]

6. Page 14680, column 2, last para-
graph (b), change the word “n-butane”
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in “oxidative-dehydrogenation of n-bu-
tane” to “butylene”.

§ 414.25 [Amended]

7. Page 14680, column 3, last para-
graph (b), change the word ‘“n-butant
in “oxidative~-dehydrogenation of n-bu-
tane” to “butylene”.

8. Page 14680, column 3, §414.25(b),
in the table under the heading “English
units (pounds per 1,000 of product)”
in the line beginning “TSS__.." delete
the number “.23* in the second column
and substitute therefor %32,

§ 41435 [Amended]

9. Page 14683, column 1, § 414.35(a),
in the table under the heading “Metric
units (kilograms per 1,000 kg of prod-
uct), in the line beginning “TSS....%,
delete the number *.94” in fthe second
column and substitute therefor “.094”.

10. Page 14683, column 1, § 414.35(a),
in the table under the heading “English
units (pounds per 1,000 Ib of produect),
in the line beginning “TSS..._%», delete
the number “.94” in the second column
and substitute therefor “.094”,

Dated: June 6, 1974.

JOHN QUARLES,
Acting Administrator.

[FR Doc.74-13539 Filed 6-11-74;8:45 am]

Title 41—Public Contracts and Property
Management

CHAPTER 3—DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH,
EDUCATION, AND WELFARE

PART 3-7—CONTRACT CLAUSES
Subpart 3-7.50—Special Contract Clauses
CONFIDENTIALITY OF INFORMATION

Chapter 3, Title 41, Code of Federal
Regulations, is amended as set forth be-
low. Section 3-7.5010 is being revised to
state the purpose of the Government’s
review of the data submitted by the con-
tractor under the terms of the “Confi-
dentiality of Information” clause.

It is the general policy of the Depart-
ment of Health, Education, and Welfare
to allow time for interested parties to
participate in the rule making process.
However, since the revision is being
made in response to a letter from a mem-
ber of the general public and the clause
was previously published in the FEDERAL
REGISTER, the public rule making process
is deemed unnecessary in this instance,

1. Section 3-7.5010, Confidentiality of
information is hereby deleted and the
following is substituted in lieu thereof:

§ 3-7.5010 Confidentiality of informa-
tion.
The clause set forth below shall be

used in all contracts where the contrac-
tor shall have access to or is expected

to generate information which relates to
individual person(s) or institution(s).In
accordance with the terms of the clause,
the contracting officer must designate
such information in the contract.
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CONFIDENTIALITY OF INFORMATION

The contracting officer may, from time fo
time, identify elsewhere in this contract any
confidential data that the Government will
furnish to the contractor or that the cone
tractor is expected to generate.

The contractor shall not disclose any con=
fidential information obtained in the per=
formance of this contract. Any presentation
of any statistical or analytical material or
reports based on information obtained from
the studies covered by this contract will be
subject to review by the Government’s
project officer before publication or dissems
ination in order to determine whether safe-~
guards of privacy have been observed.

(6 U.S.C.301; 40 U.S.C. 486(¢c))

Effective date. These amendments
shall become effective June 12, 1974,

Dated: June 6, 1974,

JoHN OTTINA,
Assistant Secretary for Admin-
istration and Management.

[FR Doc.74-13515 Filed 6-11-74;8:45 am]

CHAPTER 5A—FEDERAL SUPPLY SERV-
ICE, GENERAL SERVICES ADMINIS-
TRATION

PART 5A-2—PROCUREMENT BY FORMAL
ADVERTISING

Subpart 5A-2.2—Solicitation of Bids

UNSOLICITED SAMPLES, DESCRIPTIVE LITER~-
ATURE OR BRAND NAME REFERENCES

This change to the General Services
Administration Procurement Regulations
(GSPR) provides for a notice entitled
“Notice Concerning Unsolicited Samples,
Descriptive Literature, or Brand Name
References” which emphasizes that the
Government is not responsible for deter-
mining whether or not unsolicited ma-
terial offered with a bid meets the re-

quirements of the specifications,
Section 5A-2.202-70 is revised as fol-
lows:

§ 5A-2.202-70 Unsolicited samples, de-
scriptive literature, or brand name
references.

(a) The following provision (Article 25
of GSA Form 1424) shall be inserted in
each invitation for bids:

UNSOLICITED SAMPLES, DESCRIPTIVE LITERA-
TURE OR BRAND NAME REFERENCES

‘Where procurement is effected under spec-
Hications or purchase descriptions (other
than “brand name or equal”) and the Gov=
ernment does not specifically request bid
samples, descriptive literature, or references
to brand names, models, or part numbers as
an integral part of the bid, bids which are
accompanied by any of the foregoing will be
rejected unless it is clear from the bid or
accompanying papers that the samples, de-
scriptive literature, or references to brand
names, models, or part numbers are not in-
tended to qualify the bid and that the bidder
proposes to furnish items fully in accordance
with the specifications or purchase descrip=
tions. Where offers contain unsolicited mae=
terial such as samples, descriptive literature,
or references to brand names, models, or
part numbers, the Government will not be
responsible in any way for determining

whether the items which are offered meet the
Government’s requirements set forth in the

applicable specifications or purchase descrip-
tions.,

(b) The following notice shall be in-
cluded in GSA Form 1602, Notice to Pro-
spective Bidders:

Norice CONCERNING UNSOLICITED SAMPLES,
DESCRIPTIVE LITERATURE, OR BRAND NAME
REFERENCES

Bidders are cautioned that submission of
unsolicited material may result in rejection
of bids under the provisions of this solicita-
tion (see Article 25 of GSA Form 1424). It is
also emphasized that the Government will
not be responsible for determining if un-
solicited material offered meets the require-
ments of the specifications or purchase de-
scription of the solicitation.

(¢) The following clause shall be in-
cluded in Solicitations for Offers:

UNSOLICITED SAMPLES

Bidders are cautioned that the submission
of unsolicited material will result in rejec-
tion of bids under the provisions of this solic-
itation unless it is clear from the bid or ac-
companying papers that the samples, descrip-~
tive literature, or references to brand names,
models, or part numbers are not intended to
qualify the bid and that the bidder proposes
to furnish items fully in accordance with the
specifications or purchase descriptions (see
Article 256 of GSA Form 1424). It is also em-
phasized that the Government will not be
responsible for determining if unsolicited
material offered meets the requirements of
the specifications or purchase description of
the solicitation.

(Sec. 205(c), 63 Stat. 390; 40 U.S.C. 486(c))

Effective date. This regulation is effec-
tive on the date shown below.

Dated: May 30, 1974.

M. J. TIMBERS,
Commissioner, Federal
Supply Service.

[FR Doc.74-13463 Filed 6-11-74;8:45 am]

CHAPTER 101—FEDERAL PROPERTY
MANAGEMENT REGULATIONS
SUBCHAPTER E—SUPPLY AND PROCUREMENT
[FPMR Amdt. E-142]

PART 101-26—PROCUREMENT SOURCES
AND PROGRAMS

Additional Supply Support To Federal
encies

This amendment provides policy re-
lating to the use by civil agencies of the
inventory control points of the Military
Departments as sources of supply, the
acquisition by civil agencies of commodi-
ties in addition to petroleum products
and electronic items from the Defense
Supply Agency, and the purchase by all
executive agencies of goods and services
from the workshops of the blind and
other severely handicapped persons.

The table of contents for Part 101-26
is amended as follows:
Subpart 101—206.5—churemom Sources of the

partment of Defense
101-26.601 [Reserved]
101-26.604 [Reserved|
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Sec.
101-26.606 Items other than petroleum
_ products and electronic items

available from the Defense
Supply Agency.

101-26.606 Supply support available from
the inventory control points
of the Military Departments.

Subpart 101-26.7—Procurement Sources Other
Than GSA and the Department of Def

101-26.700 Scope and applicability of sub-
part.

Purchase of products and serv-
ices from the blind and other
severely handicapped persons,

Purchase of products manufac-
tured by the Pederal Prison
Industries, Inc.

Marginally punched continuous
forms.

Subparts 101-26.8—101-26.47 [Reserved]

Subpart 101-26.6 is amended as fol-
lows:

Subpart 101-26—Procurement Sources of
the Department of

101-26.701
101-26.702

101-26.703

Defense

1. Section 101-26.600 is revised to read
as follows:

§101-26.600 Scope and applicability of

This subpart prescribes the policies,
procedures, and limitations relating to
civil agency use of procurement sources

of the Department of Defense (DOD),
which include the Defense supply centers

of the Defense Supply Agency (DSA) and -

the inventory control points of the Mili-
tary Departments. The provisions of this
Subpart 101-26.6 are applicable to execu-
tive agencies unless otherwise specifically
indicated. Other Federal agencies are
encouraged to obtain their requirements
in the same manner.

§101-26.601 [Reserved]
2, Section 101-26.601 is reserved.

3. Section 101-26.602-2 is amended as
follows:

§ 101-26.602-2 Procurement of pack-
aged petroleum products.

(a) Packaged petroleum products
listed in Federal Supply Catalog C 2510-
9999 CA shall be obtained by submitting
requisitions prepared in accordance with
the FEDSTRIP Operating Guide (§ 101~
26.2) to the Defense General Supply Cen-
ter (DGSC), Richmond, VA 23219, using
routing identifier code S9G. Federal Sup-
ply Catalog C 2510-9999 CA may be ob-
tained, upon written request, from the
Commander, Defense Logistics Services
Center, Aftn: DLSC-T, Battle Creek, MI
49016. Requisitions for packaged petro-
leum items not in this catalog and not
otherwise included in Defense Fuel Sup-
ply Center (DFSC) procurements under
the provisions of § 101-26.602-1 may be
submitted to DGSC. DGSC will supply
the items from inventory or will refer
the requisitions to DFSC for purchase
and direct delivery to the requisitioner.
Packaged petroleum items may be ob-
tained from other Federal activities by
agreement with the activity concerned or
by local purchase when such action is

authorized under the provisions of the
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DSA local purchases policy contained in
subparagraph (b), below.

- - L d . =

(d) Billings will be rendered at least
monthly on Standard Form 1080 Vouch-
er for Transfers Between Appropriations
and/or Funds (Disbursement) , supported
by a mechanically prepared listing of
documents including identification of
requisitions and the related punch cards
reflecting appropriate data pertaining to
the gross sale, the retail loss allowance,
and any credits for adjustments appli-
cable to prior billings or for material re-
turned. In addition, an accessorial charge
will be made on shipments destined for
overseas to cover expenses incident to
overseas packing, handling, and trans-
portation. DGSC shall be provided with a
continental U.S. billing address for reg-
uisitioning activities requiring overseas
shipments.

(e) Payments are expected to be made
within 15 days of recelpt of Standard
Form 1080 from DGSC. Payment shall
not be deferred until receipt of shipment
or withheld pending resolution of adjust-
ments.

(f) Requests for billing adjustments
will be submitted to DGSC in accord-
ance with instructions contained in the
FEDSTRIP Operating Guide.

4. Section 101-26.603 is revised to read
as follows:

§ 101-26.603 Electronic items available
from the Defense Supply Agency.

Executive agencies shall obtain their
requirements for electronic items listed
in Federal Supply Catalog C 2510-9999
CA (FSC group 59, except classes 5940,
5970, 5975, 5977, and 5995) from the De-
fense Electronic Supply Center (DESC),
DSA. Requisitions shall be prepared in
accordance with the FEDSTRIP Oper-
ating Guide and submitted to DESC,
1507 Wilmington Pike, Dayton, OH
45401, using routing identifier code S9E.
Electronic items may be obtained from
local purchase sources when such action
is authorized under the provisions of
§ 101-26.602-2(b). DESC may return
requisitions for local purchase under the
same conditions governing the return of
requisitions by DGSC set forth in
§ 101-26.602-2(c).

§ 101-26.604 [Reserved]

5. Section 101-26.604 is reserved.
6. Sections 101-26.605 and 101-26.606
are added as follows:

§ 101-26.605 Ttems other than petro-
leum products and electronic items
available from the Defense Supply
Agency.

Agencies required to use GSA sources
may obtain, on an optional basis, a
variety of items available from Defense
supply centers (DSC) of DSA, provided
the items are not listed in the GSA
Supply Catalog or Federal Supply Sched-
ules. A listing of items available is in-
cluded in Federal Supply Catalog C 2510-
9999 CA. A list of DSC's and their cor-
responding commodity areas along with
instructions for obtaining items from
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these sources are in the FEDSTRIP Op-
erating Guide.

§ 101-26.606 Supply support available
from the inventory control points of
the Military Departments.

Federal civil agencies may obtain
items of supply which are procured and
managed by the inventory control points
(ICP) of the Army, Navy, and Air Force
and are available in the United States,
provided that a Federal stock number
has been assigned to the items. A list
of ICP's and their corresponding com-
modity areas is in the FEDSTRIP Oper-
ating Guide. Agencies should also refer
to the FEDSTRIP Operating Guide for
additional information concerning sup-
ply support from the ICP's and for in-
structions on obtaining items from these
sources.

7. Subpart 101-26.7 is added to read as
follows:

Subpart 101-26.7—Procurement Sources
gtel;er Than GSA and the Department of
ense

§ 101-26.700 Scope and applicability of
subpart.

‘This subpart prescribes policy and pro-
cedures relating to procurement sources
other than those of GSA and the De-
partment of Defense. The provisions of
this Subpart 101-26.7 are applicable to
executive agencies unless otherwise in-
dicated. Other Federal agencies are en-
couraged to obtain fheir requirements
in the same manner.

§ 101-26.701 Purchase of products and
services from the blind and other
severely handicapped persons.

(a) Purchases by executive agencies of
products produced by workshops of the
blind or other severely handicapped per-
sons which are carried in GSA supply
distribution facilities must be made as
provided in Subpart 101-26.3.

(b) Purchases by all Federal agencies
of products and services offered for sale
by workshops of the blind or other se-
verely handicapped persons which are
not carried in GSA supply distribution
facilities, and purchases by executive
agencies under exceptions set forth in
§ 101-26.301, must be made in accordance
with the procurement list published by
the Committee for Purchase of Products
and Services of the Blind and Other Se-
verely Handicapped. Products and serv-
ices offered by the blind shall be given
precedence over those offered by other
severely handicapped persons. (See
§ 101-26.702(d) for priority accorded to
products manufactured by Federal
Prison Industries, Inc.)

(c) Products produced by workshops
of the blind or other severely handi-
capped persons available from GSA sup-
ply distribution facilities are identified
by Federal stock numbers in the Pro-
curement List identified in paragraph
(b), of this section.
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§ 101-26.702 Purchase of products
manufactured by the Federal Prison
Industries, Inc.

(a) Purchases by executive agencies of
prison-made products carried in GSA
supply distribution facilities must be
made as provided in Subpart 101-26.3.

(b) Purchases by all Federal agencies
of prison-made products not carried in
GSA supply distribution facilities, or
supply items procured under exceptions
set forth in § 101-26.301, must be made
in accordance with the provisions in the
Schedule of Products Made in Federal
Penal and Correctional Institutions.

(c) Prison-made products available
from GSA supply distribution facilities
are identified by Federal stock numbers
in the product schedule referred to in
(b), above.

(d) Products available from Federal
Prison Industries, Inc., shall be accorded
priority over products offered for sale by
the workshops of the blind and other
severely handicapped persons.

§ 101-26.703 Marginally punched con-

tinuous forms.

GSA has delegated authority to the
U.S. Government Printing Office (GPO)
to procure all marginally punched con-
tinuous forms for use by Federal agencies
except those procured by GSA for stock.
Therefore, all Federal agencies shall sub=-
mit their requirements for such forms
in accordance with the provisions of this
§ 101-26.703.

(a) Except for those marginally
punched continuous forms which GSA
procures for stock, all requirements for
such forms shall be ordered from GPO
contracts or other established GPO
sources. If an item is available from GSA
stock, acquisition shall be from this
source.

(b) Requirements for marginally
punched continuous forms which are not
available from GPO or GSA sources or
which exceed the maximum monetary
limitations of the GPO contract shall be
submitted to GPO for appropriate action.
If requirements are less than the mini-
mum orders/shipment limitations of the
GPO contract, agencies may procure
them directly from commercial sources,

Subparts 101-26.8—101-26.47
[Reserved]

8. Subparts 101-26.8—101-26.47 are
reserved.

(Sec. 205(c), 63 Stat. 390; 40 U.S.C. 486(c) )

Effective date. This regulation is ef-
fective June 12, 1974.

Dated: June 4, 1974.

ARTHUR F. SAMPSON,
Administrator of
General Services.

[FR Doc.74-13462 Filed 6-11-74;8:45 amj
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Title 47—Telecommunication

CHAPTER |—FEDERAL COMMUNICA-
TIONS COMMISSION

[Docket No. 19939; FCC 74-550; RM-2222.]

PART 21—DOMESTIC PUBLIC RADIO
SERVICES (OTHER THAN MARITIME
MOBILE)

Signaling Communications

In re the Amendment of Part 21 of
rules and regulations, applicable to
Domestic Public Land Mobile Radio
Service to Allow “Signaling Communica-
tions” by Sub-Audible Means of Infor-
mation Intended for Reception at Multi-
point Mobile and/or Fixed Points.

1. On February 19, 1974, the Commis~
sion released a Notice of Proposed Rule
Making in the above-referenced pro-
ceeding (FCC 74-149, 45 FCC 2d 290).
Since that time the petitioner, CSA
Applications, Inc., has changed its name
to Laser Credit Control, Inc. (Herein-
after “LCC”). The basic purpose of this
rule making was set out in paragraph 2
of our Notice:

Using facilities leased from mobile com=
mon carriers, CSA, which is a communica=
tions system corporation, seeks to offer one-
way delivery of a “package’ of digital infor-
mation to a large number of mobile and/or
fixed points. The digital information “pack=-
age” is intended to be recelved at many
hiundreds of retall locations in & given met-
ropolitan area by an “extremely low-cost™
combination of a receiver and miniature
computer designed and developed by CSA.
This miniature computer can carry out sim=
ple “inquiry and response” functions neces-
sary in ordinary retail transactions such as
credit card verification.

We also set out our reaction to the pro-
posal in paragraph 14 of the Notice:

Since the service proposed by CSA could
apparently be accommodated with no in-
creased use of the radio spectrum, we find it
is in the public interest to issue this Notice
of Proposed Rule Making.

Provision was made for Comments to be
filed on March 29, 1974, and Reply Com-~
ments on April 10, 1974,

2. Comments were filed by LCC, Air-
signal International, Inc., Airways Com-
munications, Autophone Company,
GT&E Service Corporation, the National
Association of Radiotelephone Systems
(NARS) and RAM Broadcasting Com-
pany. Most of these comments need not
be summarized in detail, since all favored
the proposal and pointed out that it
would provide a useful service without re-
quiring any new frequency allocation.

3. While all comments were favorable,
some points raised should be mentioned.
First, NARS stated that the question it
had raised in a previous comment had
been answered to its satisfaction by LCC.

4, Next, Airsignal International, Inc,,
noted its earlier comments in support of
LCC’s Petition for Rule Making and its

“active interest” in LCC’s proposed sery-
ice. Airsignal further stated that it had
“reviewed with approavl” the develop-
mental report relating to LCC’s service
submitted, on behalf of LCC, by United
Telephone Company of Ohio. Although
Airsignal indicated that its “more de-
tailed comments” would be reserved until
“a thorough study of (LCC's) further
particularization of its proposal,” Air-
signal commented that “it clearly wishes
to indicate its continuing support of the
(LCC) proposal”.

5. Finally, the GTE Service Corpora-
tion (GT&E), commenting on behalf of
the telephone operating companies of the
General System, also expressed its sup-
port for the proposed amendments of
Part 21. GT&E stated that “the proposed
rules, if adopted, would not only provide
for the establishment of a useful com-
munications service, but would do so
without taking valuable spectrum space
from existing radio services,” If sufficient
safeguards are incorporated in the new
service, GT&E noted, the proposed digital
information service would be offered
without interference with sub-audible
paging service. GT&E further noted that
common carriers must know what equip-
ment will be required “for the appropri-
ate interface of the service with the vari-
ous mobile services they now provide,
such as IMTS, MTS and one-way pag-
ing.” GT&E further suggested that the
amended rules should “include a specific
bit rate and time requirement for updat-
ing of remote terminals, and the deter-
mination of whether only one channel
will be utilized or whether the proposed
(LCC) receivers will be capable of idle
channel hunting.” GT&E stated its belief
that, with the suggested modifications,
“the Commission should adopt the pro-
posed Rules . . .”

6. Reply comments were filed by Air-
signal and LCC, Airsignal stated that its
problems had been answered by LCC and
it now fully supported the proposal. LCC,
in its reply, focused primarily on the
GT&E comments.

7. With reference to GT&E’s comments
which request data about the appropriate
interface of LCC’s service with existing
mobile services, LCC noted that the
transfer to the IMTS, MTS or one-way
paging transmitters would be at the same
impedance level as presently used paging
tone inputs. As to specifying a bit rate
requirement for updating receiver-termi-
nals, LCC believed that this matter is an
operational decision and should be de-
termined by radio station operators. It
stated that during its tests using United
Telephone of Ohio’s IMTS facilities, LCC
used a single tone with phase reversal
keying to provide the digital format; and
it used a bit rate of 110Hz. However,
other sub-audible frequencies such as
112Hz, 115Hz and so forth could be used
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equally well, it believed. As noted above,
LCC submitted that the bit rate need not
—and should not—be specified in the
rules but should, as an operational mat-
ter, be determined by the station op-
grafor.

8. LCC further believed that no time
requirement for updating need be speci-
fied in the proposed amendments to Part
21, as urged by GT&E, because of the in-
terruptible character of LCC’s proposed
service in the event the sub-audible
channel is required for paging. Further,
digital transmission would normally take
place in low demand periods such as after
midnight. In view of the likely variations
in the time necessary for updating and
the ability of LCC’s service to operate
without interference with existing serv-
ices, LCC submitted that no time require-
ments for the proposed service need be
incorporated in the proposed amend-
ments,

9. LCC concluded that, “after consid-
eration of these operational character-
istics of LCC’s proposed service, GT&E
has indicated to LCC that no modifica~
tions are required in the proposed
amendments to Part 21. GT&E has au-
thorized LCC to state that it now urges
the adoption of the amendments to Part
21 as proposed by the Commission.”

10. We agree with LCC that purely
operational requirements are not neces-
sary in the amended rules. The carriers
who provide this service are under an
obligation to maintain control of this

RULES AND REGULATIONS

operation to operate without interference
to their primary operations, and we will
make this explicit in the rule adopted
herein. From the information contained
in the developmental report submitted
by United Telephone Company of Ohin,
February 14, 1974, concerning their test
programming of an LCC system, it ap-
pears that this is practicable. Thus we
find that the operation proposed is feas-
ible, will benefit the public, and will not
require any frequency allocation. In view
of this finding, we have concluded that
the LCC proposal should be allowed and
the rules amended as set out in the
Appendix,

11. Authority for the action taken here-
in is contained in Sections 4 and 303
of the Communications Act of 1934, as
amended.

12. Accordingly, It is ordered, That ef-
fective July 12, 1974 Sections 21.1 and
21.509(e) of the Commission’s Rules
are amended as set forth below.

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

(Secs. 4, 303, 48 Stat., as amended, 1086, 1082;
47 US.C. 154, 303.)

Adopted: May 28, 1974.
Released: June 4, 1974,

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS
COMMISSION
VINCENT J. MULLINS,
Secretary.

The specific amendments adopted are
as follows:

[SEAL]
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1. In Part 21, Subpar: A, §21.1 the
definition of “signaling communications”
is amended to read as follows:

§ 21.1 Definitions.

» * - - -

Signaling communication. One-way
communications from a base station to
a mobile receiver or to multipoint mobile
and/or fixed locations by subaudible
means for the purpose of actuating a
signaling device in the mobile unit, for
communicating information to the de-
sired mobile unit or for communicating
information for reception at multipoint
mobile and/or fixed locations.

* . L 1 *

2. Section 21.509(e) is amended to
change present paragraph (e) to para-
graph (e) (1) and to add a new para-
graph (e) (2) as follows:

§ 21.509 Permissable communications.
L L . * .

@)1y * * »

(2) Base stations in this service may
also be authorized to render one-way
signaling communications service by
subaudible means to multipoint mobile
and/or fixed locations for purposes of
communicating information intended
for reception at multipoint mobile and/or
fixed locations, provided that this does
not interefere with normal communica-
tions.

- ® * * -

[FR Doc.74-13450 Filed 6-11-74;8:45 am|
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proposed rules

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 rulemaking prior to the adoption of the final rules.

DEPARTMENT OF LABOR

Occupational Safety and Health
Administration

[ 29 CFR Part 1926 ]
[8-74-17]

SAFETY AND HEALTH REGULATIONS FOR
CONSTRUCTION

Change in Location of Public Hearing

In the matter of the hearing for tun-
nels and shafts, illumination, scaffold-
ing, motor vehicles, seat belts, pneu-
matic-tired earthmoving haulage equip-
ment, excavation, eofferdams, and sur-
face transportation of explosives.

On March 18, 1974 a notice was pub-
lished in the FEDpERAL REGISTER (39 FR
10216) that oral data, views and argu-
ments will be received at a public hearing
on June 26 and 27, 1974, in the Depart-
mental Auditorium, Constitution Avenue
between 14th and 12th Streets NW.
Washington, D.C.

The location has been changed to:

June 26, 1974—Department of Commerce
Auditorium, 14th Street Between Constitu-
tion Avenue and E Street, NW,

June 27, 1974—Council Chamber, Room 500,
District Building, 14th and E Streets, NW,
Washington, D.C.

Signed at Washington, D.C., this Tth
day of June 1974.

JOHN STENDER,
Assistant Secretary
oJ Labor.

[FR Doc.74-13487 Filed 6-11-74;8:45 am]

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH,
EDUCATION, AND WELFARE

Food and Drug Administration
[21CFRPart3]
2-MERCAPTOIMIDAZOLINE

Use in Closures and Product Delivery Sys-
tems for Drugs and Cosmetics and in
Components of Medical Devices; Exten-
sion of Time for Comments

A notice of proposed rulemaking pub-
lished in the FEpERAL REGISTER of May 2,
1974 (39 FR 15306) , as amended by a cor-
rection published in the FEDERAL REGIS~
TER of May 29, 1974 (39 FR 18660), pro-
posed regulations with regard to discon-
tinuing the use of 2-mercaptoimidazoline
in container closures and product deliv-
ery systems for drugs and cosmetics and
in components of medical devices.

The Commissioner of Foods and Drugs
has been requested to extend the time
for filing comments on the grounds that
additional time is required to obtain data
necessary to prepare and file responsive,
meaningful comments to the proposal,

such as information on safety of 2-mer-
captoimidazoline, the extent of its use in
the manufacturing process, assessment
of available literature to ascertain the
extent of conversion to ethylenethiourea
as well as extent of dissemination of the
material, if any, from containers, man-
ner and levels in which 2-mercapotimi-
dazoline is used, product types involved,
availability of alternatives for use as a
curing agent, time needed for transition
to alternatives and degree of human risk,
if any, from inhalation or dermal expo-
sure to 2-mercaptoimidazoline when used
as a curing agent in the neoprene gasket
sealer of aerosol products. Accordingly,
having found good reason, the Commis-
sioner hereby extends the time for sub-
mitting comments on this proposal and
will consider all comments received not
later than close of business August 12,
1974,

This action is taken pursuant to provi-
sions of the Federal Food, Drug, and Cos-
metic Aet (secs. 201, 501, 505, 512, 701, 52
Stat. 1041, 1049, 1052-1053, 1055, 82 Stat.
347: 21 U.S.C. 321, 351, 355, 360b, 371),
the Public Health Service Act (see. 351,
58 Stat. 702, as amended; 42 U.S.C. 262),
and under authority delegated to the
Commissioner (21 CFR 2.120).

Dated: June 6, 1974,

Sam D. FINE,
Associate Commissioner
for Compliance.
[FR Doc.74-13459 Filed 6-11-74;8:45 am|

Office of the Secretary
[ 41 CFR Part 3-50 ]

DISCLOSURE OF INFORMATION UNDER
THE FREEDOM OF INFORMATION ACT

Notice of Proposed Rulemaking

Notice is hereby given in accordance
with the administrative provisions in 5
U.S.C. 553, that pursuant to the Federal
Property and Administrative Services
Act of 1949, as amended, the Office of
the Secretary is considering an amend-
ment to 41 CFR, Chapter 3, by adding
a new Subpart 3-50.8, Disclosure of In-
formation Under the Freedom of Infor-
mation Act.

This amendment would provide pro-
curement personnel with a policy and
procedure for responding to requests for
information from the general public,
with particular regard as to how such
requests are affected by the provisions of
the Freedom of Information Act,

Any person who wishes to submit writ-
ten data, views, or objections pertaining
to the proposed amendment may do so
by filing them with the Deputy Assistant
Secretary for Grants and Procurement
Management, OASAM, Room 2038, HEW

Switzer Building, 330 C Street SW,
Washington, D.C. 20201, on or before
July 12, 1974, All comments submitted
pursuant to this notice will be available
for inspection during regular business
hours in the Office of Grants and Pro-
curement Management.

Dated: June 5, 1974,

JOHN OTTINA,
Assistant Secretary for
Administration and Management.

As proposed, the new Subpart 3-50.8
would read as follows:
Subpart 3-50.8—Disclosure of Information
under the Freedom of Information Act
Sec.
3-50.800
3-50,801
3-50.802

Scope.

General.

Release of procurement informa-
tion.

Denial of requests for information.

Resolution of doubtful cases.

3-50.803
3-50.804
3-50.805 Fees.

Subpart 3-50.8—Disclosure of Informa-
tion under the Freedom of Information Act

§ 3-50.800 Scope.

This subpart provides policy and proce-
dures pertaining to the release of pro-
curement information to the public in ac-
cordance with the provisions of the
“Freedom of Information Act” (5 U.S.C.
552).

§ 3-50.801 General.

The “Freedom of Information Act”
provides that certain Government rec-
ords shall be made available to the pub-
lic upon request. This Act has been im-
plemented by the Department in 45 CFR
Part 5 (this material also appears in Ex-
hibit 1-120-1 of the General Administra-
tion Manual). The Department’s policy
is one of the fullest responsible disclosure
limited only by the obligations of confi-
dentiality and administrative necessities
recognized by the Act. Any record re-
quested and properly identified by any
member of the public will be made avail-
able unless it is exempt from public dis-
closure. Neither the fact that the per-
son making the request does not have a
particular interest in its subject matter,
nor that he does not provide justification
for the request, is a basis for denying his

request,
§ 3-50.802 Release of procurement in-
formation.

It is anticipated that the majority of
requests for information from the pub-
lic may be handled by procurement
offices in accordance with the following
guidelines.

(a) Information generally available.

FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 39, NO. 114—WEDNESDAY, JUNE 12, 1974




(1) Name of contractor, subject matter,
date, and amount of contract.

(2) Contract performance review re-
port.

(3) Deficiency report.

(4) Final report.

(b) Information generally not avail-
able. (1) Trade secrets.

(2) Confidential pricing data con-
tained in a contract proposal if in the
contracting officer’s judgment it is prop-
erly so designated by the offeror.

(3) Proprietary technical data con-
tained in a contract proposal if in the
contracting officer’s judgment it is prop-
erly so designated by the offeror.

PROPOSED RULES

(4) Confidential financial information.

(5) Draft of proposed final report sub-
mitted for comment prior to acceptance.

(6) Research protocol, design, process-
ing, and other technical information to
the extent proprietary or of a confiden-
tial nature, including proprietary con-
tents of unsolicited proposals.

(7) Proposals on which no award is
made.

§ 3-50.803 Denial of requests for infor-
mation,
(a) Written requests for inspection or
copying of records shall be denied only
by the following officials:

Office of the Secretary.- oo cccaana

Health Services Administration, Center for
Disease Control, Health Resources Admin-
istration, and National Institutes of
Health.

Food and Drug Administration. oo ..

Office of Education. . e

Social Security Administration. . e

Social and Rehabilitation Service. .- .-

National Institute of Education. ..o

Director of Public Services, Department In-
formation Center Officer, or Regional Pub-
lic Affairs Officers.

Director of Public Services, Department In-
formation Center Officer.

Assistant Commissioner for Public Affairs.
Do.
Do.
Assistant Administrator for Public Affairs.
Assistant to the Director for Public Affairs.

In those instances where a contracting
officer considers it necessary to deny &
written request for information, a state-
ment justifying denial shall be prepared
and the concurrence of the Business and
Administrative Law Division, Office of
General Counsel or cognizant regional
attorney shall be obtained. A copy of
the request and of the justification for
denial shall then be forwarded to the
appropriate duly authorized officer for
his consideration.

(b) Oral requests. Oral requests may
be dealt with orally, but if the requester
is dissatisfied with the disposition of such
a request he shall be asked to put the
request in writing.

§ 3-50.804 Resolution of doubtful cases.

Whenever a contracting officer enter-
tains a reasonable doubt as to whether
records requested are or may be exempt
from disclosure, he shall promptly re-
quest a determination from the Business
and Administrative Law Division, Of-
fice of General Counsel or from the cog-
nizant regional attorney, and the appro-
priate public affairs officer.

§ 3-50.805 Fees.

(a) Policy. Routine information shall
be provided to the general public with-
out charge. Special information services
involving a benefit that does not accrue
to the general public shall be subject to
the payment of fees, which shall be fixed
in such amounts as to recover the cost
to the Government of providing such
services. Fees will be charged for the fol-
lowing special services: (1) Reproduc-
tion, duplication, or copying of records;
(2) certification or authentication of
records; (3) searches of or for records.

(b) Fee schedules. Fee schedules of the
various components of the Department
are set forth in 45 CFR Part 5.

[FR Doc.74-13516 Filed 6-11-74;8:45 am]
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CIVIL AERONAUTICS BOARD

[14 CFR Part 243]

[Economic Regs.; Docket No. 26770;
EDR-271]

REPORT OF CHARTER SERVICES PER-
FORMED FOR THE MILITARY AIRLIFT
COMMAND

Proposed Standard Allocation Procedures
and Reporting of Additional Data
JUNE 4, 1974.

Notice is hereby given that the Civil
Aeronautics Board has under considera-
tion a proposed amendment to Part 243
of the Economic Regulations which would
establish standard allocation procedures
for allocating investment and expenses
to Military Airlift Command charter con-
tracts, and require the reporting of addi-
tional data on CAB Form 243 “Report of
Charter Services Performed for the Mili-
tary Airlift Command.”

The principal features of the proposed
amendment are described in the attached
Explanatory Statement, and the pro-
posed amendment is set forth in the pro-
posed rule. The amendment is proposed
under the authority of sections 204(a)
and 407 of the Federal Aviation Act of
1958, as amended (72 Stat. 743, 766; 49
U.S.C. 1324, 1377).

Interested persons may participate in
the proposed rulemaking through sub-
mission of twelve (12) copies of written
data, views, or arguments pertaining
thereto, addressed to the Docket Section,
Civil Aeronautics Board, Washington,
D.C. 20428. All relevant material received
on or before July 15, 1974, will be con~
sidered by the Board before taking final
action on the proposed rule. Copies of
such communications will be available
for examination by interested persons in
the Docket Section of the Board, Room
710, Universal Building, 1825 Connecti-

20603
cut Avenue, NW., Washington, D.C.,
upon receipt thereof.

By the Civil Aeronautics Board.
Dated: June 4, 1974,

[SEAL] Epwin Z. HOLLAND,
Secretary.

EXPLANATORY STATEMENT

On June 5, 1973, by notice of proposed
rulemaking EDR-249/PSDR-35 (38 FR
15368), the Board proposed, in addition
to other amendments to Part 288 of the
Economic Regulations (14 CFR Part 288)
and Part 399—Statements of General
Policy (14 CFR Part 399), the establish-
ment of interim final minimum rates ap-
plied prospectively to certain foreign and
overseas air transportation services for
the Department of Defense (DOD)
through procurement by the Military
Airlift Command (MAC). This modifica-
tion of MAC ratemaking procedure, sub-
sequently adopted in ER-819, August 28,
1973, is based on an expedited analysis
of available reported results and other
related data. The interim final rates de-
termined are to be effective prospectively
and shall not be subject to retroactive
adjustment. Moreover, the analyses are
to be updated periodically for the latest
available data to determine whether or
not the interim final rates established
should be further adjusted prospectively.

The primary source data for inferim
final rate analyses are the Form 243 re-
ports submitted by the carriers to the
Board covering MAC charter contract
operations, which served as the base for
the interim rate determinations adopted
by the Board in ER-819. DOD comments
in response to the Notice took issue with
the validity of the carrier reports, point-
ing out a number of discrepancies in the
results reported within and between the
carriers. While our review of the DOD
comments revealed most of the items
raised were not substantive and the re-
ports at that time were reasonably ac-
ceptable for the interim rate determina-
tions therein, we are nonetheless con-
cerned about maintaining the reliability
of these reported data, particularly in
view of the procedural modification for
interim final rate determinations, In this
connection, a study of the Form 243
reports and related procedures was made
which indicates that the inconsistencies
and deficiencies in the reporting noted
by the DOD are primarily due to the
inability under the present regulation
to relate the assigned MAC operational
investment and cost elements with those
reported for these same elements as they
are reflected in the Form 41 reports for
the system operations. Moreover, the
present regulation does not prescribe the
bases for assignment and allocation of
investment and expenses to MAC oper-
ations, Rather, each carrier has been
permitted to assign investment and ex-
penses on its own bases, subject to the
filing of policy statements for its meth-
odologies. While the carrier allocations
have been reasonably acceptable, the
fact remains that the variations in meth-
odologies reduced their usefulness for

12, 1974
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analytical purposes. Accordingly, on the
basis of the foregoing, and since the serv-
ices provided for MAC are to a large
extent standardized and the rates are
fixed on a class basis, we conclude that:
(1) Form 243 reporting for such services
performed would be improved through
prescription of standard allocation
methods * to be employed in this report-
ing by all of the participating carriers;
and, (2) that an enlargement of the re-
ported data base is required for admin-
istration of the recently adopted modi-
fication of MAC ratemaking procedure.

Therefore, we are proposing herein
additional reporting and standardiza-
tion of investment and cost assignments
for the MAC operations, as reported on
the Form 243 directed towards signifi-
cantly enhancing the reliability of these
reports as an analytical base for expe-
dited monitoring and processing of MAC
rates. Due to a limited statistical report-
ing currently required of the supple-
mental carriers under Part 241, we can-
not accomplish complete standardization
at this time. However, upgrading of re-
porting for the supplemental carriers
is under consideration, and it is contem-
plated that in the near future all of the
carriers reporting on Form 243 will have
a standard Form 41 data base. In the
interim, in order to achieve a major part
of our objective herein, the assignment
bases for operations by supplemental
carriers which are not mutually reported
with the route operations will tempo-
rarily be keyed to what are considered the
best bases currently available, At such
time as the Form 41 reporting for the
supplementals provides data comparable
to that now provided by the route car-
riers, we intend to convert the supple-
mental carrier assignment standards for
MAC services on Form 243 reports to be
compatible with those being proposed for
the route carriers, We believe that the
proposed amendments to Form 243 re-
porting will strengthen the tie-in to the
system data reported on the Form 41, im-
prove the reliability and the consistency
of reporting both within and between the
carriers, and provide for better cost per-
spectives relating to the equipment types
utilized by all of the participating car-
riers in the various classes of services
performed for MAC. We are very much
aware that our proposed amendments to
Part 243 will impose an added reporting
burden upon the carriers. This was duly
considered and weighed against the
benefits, which are anticipated to be
derived, in reaching our conclusion to
issue this Notice. Diligence was extended
to keep the report revisions to a mini-
mum. As for the added data require-
ments, particularly Schedules D-2 (b)
and (¢), we have closely aligned the
format of these reports with the related
schedules for similar data submissions

1 The standards for the proposed cost as-
signments are based primarily on the allo-
cations which were employed by the Board
in its cost analyses made for the Domestic
Passenger-Fare Investigation, Docket 21866.
(DPFT) .

PROPOSED RULES

for the Form 41 system reports, which
we expect will facilitate their prepara-
tion—especially if performed through
automated data processing,

ADDITIONAL DATA
A. Investment. Schedule D-1, Sum-

mary of Invested Capital, would be:
amended to provide separate reporting

of assigned investment related to pas-
senger, cargo and mixed traffic services
performed under MAC charter contracts
during the report period. In addition, we
will require memorandum reporting for
the net valuation of assigned leased
equipment, pursuant to regulatory pro-
visions. The foregoing, coupled with the
standard methods for assignment, should
provide us with more direct information
detail for the carriers’ capital costs as
they pertain to the different MAC serv-
ices performed which underlie our rate
determinations.

B. Operating revenues and expenses.
1. Schedule D-2, Summary of Financial
Results of Operations, would be amended
to provide separate reporting for pas-
senger, cargo and mixed traffic services.
We will also require the carriers to sub-
mit a 12-months-to-date summary of
these results: commencing with the
fourth quarter -of reporting under this
rule. During the first year that the
regulation is in effect, the reporting car-
riers will report the totals to date, each
quarter, and use the to-date summaries
in lieu of the computations required on
an annual basis. For example, after six
months' effectiveness in cases where the
base for assignment is required on all
or one-twelfth of the anmual data, the
assignment would be made on the basis
of all or one-sixth of the six-month
totals as is appropriate—ete., all or one-
ninth of the nine-month totals. It should
also be noted that the reporting of reve-
nues and expenses related to commerecial
backhaul services is being deleted from
this report. This is consistent with the
treatment accorded to the results of this
service by the Board in ER-819 for the
determination of the interim final rates
adopted therein,

2. Supplemental Schedules D-2(a), D~
2(b) and D-2(c) are added to provide
memorandum reports covering out-of-
period adjustment entries reflected
within the reported data, ebjective ac-
count reporting of direct operating ex-
penses, and objective account reporting
for indirect expenses, respectively. We
feel that this cost breakdown is necessary
for two reasons: (1) To enable the car-
riers to comply with the standard cost
assignments being prescribed herein;
and, (2) to provide adequate reported
data detail so as to permit analytical
focus on selected cost areas which come
to the forefront in expedited rate re-
views and monitoring.

C. Service and traffic. Schedule D-3,
Summary of Operating Statistics and
Aircraft Utilization, would also be
amended to provide separate reporting
for passenger, cargo and mixed traffic
services performed quarterly and 12
months to date beginning with the fourth

quarter after this amendment is effec-
tive. During the first year, totals will
be acecumulated to date. The commer.
cial backhaul miles have been elimi.
nated consistent with the deletion of rev-
enues and expenses for this service. The
assignment of aircraft days to MAC
services has been specifically defined in
the proposed rule. For cost assignment
purposes, revenue passengers enplaned,
revenue passenger-miles and departures
performed have been added to this re-
port. Further, gallons of fuel consumed,
reflecting purchases from military and
commercial sources, have also been in-
cluded in the report which we consider
a relevant information item for analyti-
cal purposes.

STANDARD ALLOCATIONS

The proposed rule sets out in detail
the standard allocations, specified where
necessary for the different methods to
be used by route and supplemental car-
riers, which are to be applied to the sys-
tem. results in order to obtain the in-
vestment and expenses related to MAC
contract charter services. Revenues will
be reported on Form 243 as directly de-
rived from the performance of MAC op-
erations. The prescribed allocation
standards reach to each element of the
reported investment and to each expense
function and sub-function reporting re-
quired herein.

It is proposed ta amend Part 243 of the
Economic Regulations (14 CFR Part 243)
as follows: )

1. Amend the Table of Contents by re-
vising the title of § 243.4, changing the
present § 243.8 to §243.11, and adding
new §§ 243.8, 243.9, and 243.10. As amend-
ed, the table of contents will read:

Sec.
- - - - »
2434 Standard allocation procedures.
- £ Kl L »*
2438 Schedule D-2(a)—Notes to Sum-
mary of Financial Results of Op-
erations—MAC Charter Contracts.
2439 Schedule D-2(b)—Summary of Di-

- rect Expenses—MAC Charter Con-
tracts,
24310 Schedule D-2(c¢c)—Summary of In-
direct Expenses—MAC Charter
Contracts.

243.11 Schedule D-3—Summary of Operat-
ing Statistics and Alrcraft Utillza-
tion—MAC Charter Contracts,

§243.1 [Amended]

2. Amend § 243.1 by deleting the def-
inition for Category X charter services.

3. Amend §243.2 by revising para-
graphs (a) and (¢) to read:

§ 243.2 Applicability of CAB Form 243
requirements,

(a) This part applies only to certifi-
cated air carriers performing Category
B, Logalr, or Quicktrans charter services
under fiscal year contracts with the Mili-
tary Airlift Command.

- - L] . -

(e) List of Schedules in CAB Form 243
report.
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Schedule No. Schedule title Flling Due dates
frequency
Certificat] 2 Quarterly...= Inlno l}h 803;6& 1, Dea:
308 B Summary of Invesud Capita!-—MAC Charter Contraets . .=-=.d0...== Do.
Do e nee Bummary of Financial Resulis of Operations—MAC -...do . cocz Do.
Charter Contracts.
D3R ot =~ Notes to Summary of Fimmcln] Results of Operations— ... do......oz Do:
MAC Chartor Contrac
D-2(1) . eaenmea-=- Summary of Direct Expenm—MA(‘ Charter Contraots <...d0.—..==z2 Do.
D2(e)aiatinannes Eummt?ry of Indirect Expenses—MAGC Charter Con- ..... doc oo Do,
tracts.
DSt mmary of Operating Staustics and Afreraft Utiliza- .z do....z.c. May 10, Aug, 10,

tlon—MAC &(;nnor Contracts

Nov. 10, Feb. 10.

Due dates falling on a Saturday, Sunday,
or national holiday will become effec-
tive the first following working day.

4. Revise § 243.4 to read as follows: -
§ 243.4 Standard allocation procedures.

(a) Balance sheef, revenue, and ex-
pense classifications shall be allocated in
accordance with the standard allocation
procedures set forth in the subsequent
paragraphs of this section.

(b) Standard allocation procedures
for Schedule D-1—Summary of Invested
Capital—MAC Charter Contracts.

(1) Working capifal—one month’s
cash operating expenses determined from
the expenses reported by type of MAC
charter contract, type of service, and
type of aircraft on Schedule D-2 shall be
reported by similar groupings as working
capital on this schedule. In each in-
stance, one month's cash operating ex-
penses shall be determined by multiply-
ing the related 12-months-to-date cash
operating expenses reported on Schedule
D-2 by one-twelfth.

(2) Flight equipment costs and re-
serves for depreciation—costs and de-
preciation reserves for those aircraft
types used in MAC operations included in
the system amounts reported on CAB
Form 41 (column 7—Costs, column 8—
Regulatory Reserves for Depreciation,
and column 10—Total Reserves for De-
preciation of Schedule B-5 for route air
carriers; and Account 1609—Flight
Equipment Cost and Account 1619—Re-
serves for Depreciation of Schedule B-1,
and the Regulatory Reserves for Depre-
ciation shown on Schedule B-2.1 for sup-
plemental air carriers) shall be allocated
to MAC operations by type of MAC char-
ter contract, type of service, and type of
aircraft on the basis of the ratios of the
related “aircraft days assigned to serv-
ice—carrier’s equipment” reported on
line 19 of Schedule D-3 to the respective
aircraft type system “aircraft days as-
signed to service—carrier’s equipment”
reported on CAB Form 41 Schedule T-2
(b) or Schedule T-3.1.

(3) Ground equipment costs and re-
serves for depreciation—costs and depre-
ciation reserves reported on CAB Form
41 Schedule B-1 shall be allocated to
MAC operations by type of MAC charter
contract, type of service, and type of air-
craft on the following bases:

(1) Route air carriers—costs of ground
equipment at stations operated solely for
MAC charter services shall be directly
assigned to MAC operations, and costs of

ground equipment at stations operated
for both MAC charter services and other
services shall be allocated on the basis of
the ratios of the related MAC charter air-
craft departures to the total aircraft de~
partures by respective type reported for
the station on CAB Form 41 Schedules
T-3(b) and T-3(¢). Ground equipment
reserves for depreciation shall be allo-
cated on the basis of the ratios of the

- ground equipment costs allocated to

MAC operations on this schedule to the
system ground equipment costs.

(ii) Supplemental air carriers—costs
of ground equipment at stations operated
solely for MAC charter services shall be
directly assigned to MAC operations, and
costs of ground equipment at stations
operated for both MAC charter services
and other services shall be allocated on
the basis of the ratios of the related
MAC charter airborne aircraft hours
flown reported on line 18 of Schedule D-3
to the respective aircraft type system
revenue airborne aircraft hours flown
reported on CAB Form 41 Schedule T-3.1.
System reserves for depreciation shall be
allocated on the basis of the ratios of
the ground equipment costs allocated
to MAC operations on this schedule to
the system ground equipment costs.

(4) Developmental and preoperating
costs—unamortized costs applicable to
aireraft utilized in MAC operations in-
cluded in the system amounts reported
in column 6 of CAB Form 41 Schedule
B-10 (Account 1830 of CAB Form 41
Schedule B-1 for Group I supplemental
air carriers) shall be allocated to MAC
operations by type of MAC charter con-
tract, type of service, and type of air-
craft on the basis of the ratios developed
for allocating the related flight equip-
ment costs and reserves for depreciation
(§ 243.4(b)(2)).

(5) Other—with respect to capital
items for which no allocation basis is
otherwise preseribed herein, the carrier
shall provide a description of each in-
vestment item, the amounts capitalized
for each in the MAC services investment,
and an explanation of the allocation
method utilized. In those instances where
the item is related to one of the fore-
going investment items listed above, the
allocation should be made on the same
basis as prescribed for the related items.

(6) Constructive asset value of leased
flight equipment—costs and depreciation
accumulations for those aircraft types
used in MAC operations included in the
system amounts reported on CAB Form
41 Schedule B-14 (columns 3 and 4) shall
be reported as memorandum items and

20605

allocated to MAC operations by type of
MAC charter contract, type of service,
and type of aircraft on the basis of the
ratios developed for allocating related
owned flight equipment costs and re-
serves for depreciation (§243.4(b) (2)).
If type of equipment is totally leased,
costs and depreciation accumulations in-
cluded in system amounts reported on
CAB Form 41 Schedule B-14 (columns
3 and 4) shall be allocated to MAC oper-
ations on the basis of ratios developed
in accordance with the provisions of
§ 243.4(b) (2),

(¢) Standard allocation procedures for
Schedule D-2—Summary of Financial
Results of Operations—MAC Charter
Contracts.

(1) Operating revenues—actual rev-
enues shall be reported by type of MAC
charter contract, type of service, and
type of aircraft.

(2) Operating expenses—totals of op-
erating expenses reported on Schedules
D-2(b) and D-2(c) shall be reported on
this schedule by type of MAC charter
contract, type of service, and type of air-
craft. Expenses not allocated to MAC
operations on Schedules D-2(b) and D-2
(¢) shall be allocated to MAC operations
as follows:

(i) Flight equipment rentals—rental
expenses for those aircraft types used
in MAC operations included in the sys-
tem amounts reported on CAB Form 41
Schedule P-5.1 (Group I air carriers) or
Schedule P-5.2 (Groups II and IIT air
carriers) shall be allocated to MAC oper-~
ations by type of MAC charter contract,
type of service, and type of aircraft on
the basis of the ratios developed for al-
locating the constructive asset value of
the related leased flight equipment
(§ 243.4(b) (6)).

(ii) Form 41 components of flight
equipment depreciation—depreciation
expenses for those aircraft types used
in MAC operations included in the sys-
tem amounts reported on CAB Form 41
Schedule P-5.1 (Group I air carriers) “or
Schedule P-5.2 (Groups II and IIT air
carriers) shall be allocated by objective
account to MAC operations by type of
MAC charter contract, type of service,
and type of aircraft on the basis of the
ratios developed for allocating flight
equipment costs and reserves for depre-
ciation (§ 243.4(b) (2)).

(iil) Developmental and preoperating
expenses—expenses applicable to those
aircraft types utilized in MAC opera-
tions included in the system amounts
reported on CAB Form 41 Schedule P-3
(all route air carriers) or Schedule B-
10— column 5 (Group II supplemental
air carriers) shall be allocated to MAC
operations by types of MAC charter con-
tract, type of service, and type of air-
craft on the basis of the ratios developed
for allocating developmental and preop-
erating costs (§243.4(b)(4)). Group I
supplemental air carriers shall also allo-
cate expenses of aircraft types used in
MAC operations on the same basis as the
other carriers and, because these car-
riers do not report these expenses on CAB
Form 41, shall indicate the respective
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system expenses in the notes section of
this Schedule D-2,

(iv) Interest—system interest ex-
penses reported on CAB Form 41 Sched-
ule P-3 (accounts 87.1, 87.2, and 87.3)
shall be allocated to MAC operations by
type of MAC charter contract, type of
service, and type of aircraft on the basis
of the ratios developed for allocating
flight equipment costs and reserves for
depreciation (§ 243.4(b) (2)).

(v) Income taxes—income taxes shall
be allocated to MAC operations by type
of MAC charter contract, type of serv-
ice, and type of aircraft by multiplying
the income before income taxes reported
on line 12 of this schedule by the current
tax rates.

(d) Standard allocation procedures for
Schedule D-2(b) —Summary of Direct
Expenses—MAC Charter Contracts.

(1) Flying operations—except for the
direct assignment of the actual costs of
aircraft fuels acquired from DOD and
commercial sources to MAC operations
by type of MAC charter contract, type of
service, and type of aircraft, system ex-
penses reported on CAB Form 41 Sched-
ule P-5.1 (Group I air carriers) or
Schedule P-5.2 (Groups II and III air
carriers) shall be allocated by objective
account to MAC operations by type of
MAC charter contract, type of service,
and type of aircraft on the following
bases:

(i) Route air carriers—ratios of the
related MAC charter ramp-to-ramp air-
craft hours flown reported on line 22 of
Schedule D-3 to the respective aireraft
type system ramp-to-ramp aircraft hours
flown reported on CAB Form 41 Sched-
ule T-2(h).

(ii) Supplemental air carriers—ratios
of the related MAC charter airborne air-
craft hours flown reported on line 18
of Schedule D-3 to the respective aireraft
type system revenue airborne aircraft
hours flown reported on CAB Form 41
Schedule T-3.1.

(2) Direct maintenance—flight equip-
ment—except for applied maintenance
burden (account 79.6), system expenses
reported on CAB Form 41 Schedule P-5.1
(Group I air carriers) or Schedule P-5.2
(Groups II and III air carriers) shall be
allocated by objective account to MAC
operations by type of MAC charter con-
tract, type of service, and type of aircraft
on the basis of the ratios developed for
allocating flying operation expenses
(§243.4(d) (1)). Maintenance burden
costs already allocated by type of MAC
charter contract, type of service, and
type of aircraft on Schedule D-2(c)
(§ 243.4(e) (2)) shall be allocated to ac-
count 79.6 on the basis of direct labor
incurred under this function.

(3) Regulatory components of flight
equipment depreciation — system ex-
penses reported on CAB Form 41 Sched-
ule P-5(a) shall be allocated by objec-
tive account to MAC operations by type
of MAC charter contract, type of service,
and type of aircraft on the basis of the
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ratios developed for allocating flight
equipment costs and reserves for depre-
ciation (§ 243.4(b) (2)).

(4) Obsolescence and deterioration —
expendable parts—system expenses re-
ported on CAB Form 41 Schedule P-5.1
(Group I air carriers) or Schedule P-5.2
(Groups II and III air carriers) shall be
allocated by objective account to MAC
operations by type of MAC charter con-
tract, type of service, and type of aircraft
on the basis of the ratios developed for
allocating flight equipment costs and re-
serves for depreciation (§243.4(b)(2)).

(e) Standard allocation procedures for
Schedule D-2(¢c)—Summary of Indirect
Expenses—MAC Charter Contracts.

(1) Direct maintenance-ground equip-
ment—except for applied maintenance
burden (account 79.8), system expenses
reported on CAB Form 41 Schedule P-6
shall be allocated by objective account to
MAC operations by type of MAC charter
contract, type of service, and type of air-
craft on the basis of the ratios developed
for allocating flying operation expenses
(§ 243.4(d) (1)) . Maintenance burden ex-
penses already allocated by type of MAC
charter contract, type of service, and
type of aircraft on this schedule (§ 243.4
(e) (2)) shall be allocated to account 79.8
on the basis of direct labor incurred un-
der this function.

(2) Maintenance burden—system ex-
penses reported on CAB Form 41 Sched-
ule P-6 shall be allocated by objective ac-
count to MAC operations by type of MAC
charter contract, type of service, and
type of aircraft on the basis of the ratios
developed for allocating flying operation
expenses (§ 243.4(d) (1)).

(3) Passenger service—system ex-
penses reported on CAB Form 41 Sched-
ule P-6 (Groups IT and IIT air carriers)
shall be allocated by objective account
to MAC operations by type of MAC char-
ter contract, type of service, and type of
aireraft on the following basis:

(i) Route air carriers—ratios of the
related MAC revenue passenger-miles
flown reported on line 23 of Schedule
D-3 to the respective aircraft type system
revenue passenger-miles flown reported
on CAB Form 41 Schedule T-2(b).

(ii) Supplemental air carriers—ratios
developed for allocating flying operation
expenses (§ 243.4(d) (1) (i),

(4) Aireraft servicing—system ex-
penses reported on CAB Form 41 Sched-
ule P-7 (Group III route air carriers)
shall be allocated by objective account
to MAC operations by type of MAC char-
ter contract, type of service, and type of
aircraft on the basis of the ratios of the
related MAC departures (weighted by
the standard maximum landing weight)
reported on line 21 of Schedule D-3 to
the respective aircraft type system de-
partures (weighted by the standard max-
imum landing weight) reported on CAB
Form 41 Schedules T-3(b) and T-3(e).
The standard maximum landing weights
to be used in weighting departures are as
follows:

Standard Maximum
Landing Weight

Aircraft Type (Tons)
W T e S P 282
p 2 Ty { 2 : W S 282
B-707-800C wccccmeaeceea 123.5
B-T707-821B e 107.5
B-707-831/351B .. 103.5
DC-10-30CF oo 205.5
DC-B8-60F oo ccinaaos 120
DC-8-61F o ccccccamnoa 229
DO-B-82 -t maanacs 120
DC-8-83F o ioacinsaas 125
DC-8-63/F o ccicmcccanan 137.5
B3RO e cvavnncnnmme 68.75
e R o e e ey e o 47,825
L-100-20 oo e 65. 000
R e e o 44.500

(5) Traffic servicing—system expenses
reported on CAB Form 41 Schedule P-8
(Group III route air carriers) shall be
allocated by objective account to MAC
operations by type of MAC charter con-
tract, type of service, and type of air-
craft on the basis of the ratios of the
<related MAC revenue ton-miles flown re-
ported on line 26 of Schedule D-3 to the

. respective aircraft type system revenue

ton-miles flown reported on CAB Form
Schedule T-2(b) .

(6) Servicing administration—system
expenses reported on CAB Form 41
Schedule P-8 (Group III route air car-
riers) shall be allocated by objective
account to MAC operations by type of
MAC charter contract, type of service,
and type of aircraft on the basis of the
ratios developed for allocating traffic
seryvicing expenses (§ 243.4(e) (5)).

(7) Aircraft and traffic servicing—sys-
tem expenses reported on a combined
basis (also includes servicing adminis-
tration expenses) on CAB Form 41
Schedule P-7 (Group II air carriers)
shall be allocated by objective account to
MAC operations by type of MAC charter
contract, type of service, and type of air-
craft on the following bases:

(i) Route air carriers—ratios of the
related MAC revenue ton-miles flown re-
ported on line 26 of Schedule D-3 to the
respective aircraft type system revenue
ton-miles flown reported on CAB Form
41 Schedule T-2(b).

(i) Supplemental air carriers—ratios
developed for allocating flying operation
expenses (§ 243.4(d) (1) (iD).

(8) General and administrative—sys-
tem expenses reported on CAB Form 41
Schedule P-6 (Group I air carriers) * or
Schedule P-T (Groups II and IIT air car-
riers) shall be allocated by objective ac-
count to MAC operations by type of MAC
charter contract, type of service, and

type of aircraft on the basis of the ratios

i Classified as general services and admin-
Istration, functional account 6900, on this
schedule, and expenses reported are for the
passenger service, alrcraft and traflic servic-
ing, promotion and sales, and general and
administrative functions. Nonrecognized
MAC expenses (advertising and promotion,
accounts 6960 and 6962) shall not be allo-
cated to MAC operations,
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of the related MAC cash operating ex-
penses * reported on Schedule D-2 to
total system cash operating expenses*
reported on CAB Form 41 Schedule P-1.1
(Group I air carriers) or Schedule P-1.2
(Groups II and III air carriers) .

5. Amend § 243.6 by deleting paragraph
(e-=1) and revising paragraphs (¢) and
(e) toread:

§243.6 Schedule D=1—Summary of in-
vested capital—MAC charter con-

tracts.
* * - - E3
(c) Each indicated balance sheet

classification shall be allocated in ac-
cordance with the standard allocation
procedures in § 243.4(b), and reported by
type of MAC charter contract, type of
service, and type of aircraft.

- - L] - .

(e) The flight equipment depreciation
reserve shown on line 3a, “Form 41 com-
ponents,” represents a memorandum
entry only, and is not to be considered in
the computation of line 4, “Net flight
equipment.”

(e-1) [Deleted]

- - » - »*

6. Amend § 243.7 by deleting para-
graphs (c-1) and (g-1) and revising
paragraphs (a), (¢), (d), (D, (g), and
(h) toread:

§ 243.7 Schedule D-2—Summary of
financial results of operations—MAC
charter contracts.

(a) This schedule shall be prepared for
both the current calendar quarter and
the 12-month period ended with the cur-
rent quarter.

L - * L .

(¢) Each indicated revenue classifica-
tion, representing actual revenue earned,
shall be reported by type of MAC char-
ter contract, type of service, and type of
aircraft.

(c-1) [Deleted]

(d) Each indicated expense classifica-
tion shall be allocated in accordance
with the standard allocation procedures
in §243.4(c), and reported by type of
MAC charter contract, type of service,
and type of aircraff.

* v - - * -

(f) “Operating expenses” shall in-
clude all expenses incurred in empty
backhauls to one-way MAC charters,
consistent with mileages reported on
Schedule D-3.

(g) The flight equipment depreciation
shown on line 7d(1), “Form 41 compo-
nents,” represents a memorandum entry
only, and is not to be considered in the
computation of line 9, “Total operating
expenses.”

*For purposes of this regulation, cash
operating expenses for Group I air carriers
are flying operation and malntenance ex-
penses; and cash operating expenses for
Groups IT and IIT air carriers are the total
operating expenses less: depreciation, amor-
tization, and general and administrative ex-
penses,
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(g-1) [Deleted]

(h) Group III air carriers shall report
expenses of aircraft servicing, traffic
servicing, and servicing administration
functions separately on lines 8d(1), (2),
and (3). Group II air carriers shall
report expenses of combined aircraft and
traffic servicing function on line 8d.

7. Reyise § 243.8 to read:

§ 243.8 Schedule D-2Z(a)—Notes to
Summary of financial results of op-
erations—MAC charter contracts.

(a) This schedule shall be prepared
each calendar quarter.

(b) All substantive matters, such as
out-of-period adjustments, included in
the data reported on Schedules D-2, D-2
(b) and D-2(c) which affect the con-
clusions to be drawn from the reported
data shall be disclosed on this schedule
and cross-referenced to the affected
schedules by applicable quarter and
amounts related to each quarter.

8. Add new § 243.9 to read:

§ 243.9 Schedule D=2(b)—Summary
of direct expenses—MAC charter
contracts.

(a) This schedule shall be prepared
for both the current calendar quarter
and the 12-month period ended with the
current quarter.

(b) Data reporfed on this schedule
shall conform with the instructions per-
taining to expense classifications within
Part 241 of the economic regulations in
this chapter and the pertinent regula-
tory policies within Part 399—State-
ments of General Policy of this chapter.

(¢) This paragraph applies only to
those carriers whose contracts specify
Category B charter services. Long-haul
or short-haul operations shall be indi-
cated on the schedule under aircraft
type. Therefore, carriers utilizing a sin-
gle aircraft type to perform both long-
haul and short-haul Category B charter
services, shall report the respective cost
data separately on the schedule.

(d) Each indicated objective account
shall be allocated in accordance with the
standard allocation procedures in
§ 243.4(d), and reported by type of MAC
charter contract, type of service, and
type of aircraft.

(e) Regulatory components, not Form
41 components, of flight equipment de-
preciation are to be reported on this
schedule.

9. Add new § 243.10 to read:

§ 243.10 Schedule D-2(¢)—Summary
of indirect expenses—MAC charter
contracts,

(a) This schedule shall be prepared
for both the current calendar quarter
and the 12-month period ended with the
current quarter.

(b) Data reported on this schedule
shall conform with the instructions per-
taining to expense classifications within
Part 241 of the economic regulations and
the pertinent regulatory policies within
Part 399—Statements of General Policy.

(¢) This paragraph applies only to
those carriers whose contracts specify
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Category B charter services. Long-haul
or short-haul operations shall be indi-
cated on the schedule under aircraft type.
Therefore, carriers utilizing a single air-
craft type to perform both long-haul and
short-haul Category B charter services
shall report the respective cost data sepa-
rately on the schedule.

(d) Each indicated objective account
shall be allocated in accordance with the
standard allocation procedures in § 243.-
4(e), and reported by type of MAC char-
ter contract, type of service, and type of
aircraft.

(e) All air carriers shall follow CAB
Form 41 functional reporting require-
ments when reporting on this schedule,
as follows:

(1) Group I air carriers—report ex-
penses separately for direct mainte-
nance—ground equipment, maintenance
burden, and general and administrative *
functions.

(2) Group II air carriers—report ex-
penses separately for direct mainten-
ance—ground equipment, maintenance
burden, passenger service, and general
and administrative functions; and report
combined aircraft and traffic servicing
expenses under the aircraft servicing
function.

(3) Group III air carriers—report ex-
penses separately for each function on
the schedule.

10. Add new § 243.11 (supersedes pres-
ent § 243.8) toread:

§ 243.11 Schedule D-3—Summary of
operating  statistics and aircraft
utilization—MAC charter contracts.

(a) This schedule shall be prepared
for both the current calendar quarter
and the 12-month period ended with the
current quarter,

(b) This paragraph applies only to
those carriers whose contracts specify
Category B charter services. Long-haul
or short-haul operations shall be indi-
cated on the schedule under aireraft type.
Therefore, carriers utilizing a single air-
craft type to perform both long-haul and
short-haul Category B charter services,
shall report the respective operating sta-
tistics separately on the schedule.

(¢) Data shall be reported by type of
MAC charter contract, type of service,
and type of aircraft.

(d) Miles flown in Category B, Logair,
and Quicktrans charters shall be report-
ed on the basis of the great-circle dis-
tance, in statute miles, between airports
served. Line 10, “Total revenue aircraft
miles flown,"” shall reflect the total miles
flown under MAC contracts and service
orders.

(e) Line 9, “Paid ferry miles,” shall re-
flect ferry miles flown in the course of
round-trip charters and paid for by MAC
as required by § 288.9 of the Economic
Regulations.

(f) On trips designated “convertible”
by MAC, the miles flown with passengers

3 Classified as general services and admin-
istration on CAB Form 41 Schedule P-6. See
footnote 2 to § 243.4(e) (8).
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shall be reported on line 7 and not in-
cluded on line 2; and the miles flown
with cargo shall be reported on line 8
and not included on line 4.

(g) Line 11, “Total MAC pay miles” for
Category B services shall be the miles
which are used with the current rates
specified in Part 288 to compute the com-
pensation due the carriers from MAC for
the routings specified in the MAC con-
tracts and service orders. For Logair and
Quicktrans “Total MAC pay miles” shall
be the course-flown statute miles as spec-
ified in MAC contracts and service
orders.

(h) “Revenue passengers enplaned” re-
ported on line 15 shall reflect the num-
ber of revenue passengers who boarded
aircraft used in MAC charter operations.

(1) “Available seat-miles flown (pas-
senger) " reported on line 16 shall reflect
the aircraft miles flown under each MAC
charter contract by aircraft type multi-
plied by the minimum aircraft load set
forth in § 288.8.

(j) “Available ton-miles flown (car-
go) " reported on line 17 shall reflect the
aircraft miles flown under each MAC
charter contract by aircraft type multi-
plied by the minimum aircraft load set
forth in § 288.8.

(k) Line 18, “MAC charter aircraft
hours flown (airborne)” shall reflect all
hours that relate to “Total revenue air-
craft miles flown” (line 10) and “Total
empty backhaul miles flown” (line 14).

(1) Line 19, “Aircraft days assigned to
service—carrier’s equipment” shall be
based on aircraft owned and/or acquired
through rental or lease as they are actu-
ally used in the carrier’s MAC charter
operations. It shall represent the cumu-
lative number of days or fractions
thereof during the report period for MAC
services performed by each aircraft, re-
flecting the time from dispatch of the
aircraft to MAC services to the time the
aircraft is dispatched for return to com-
mercial air transport operations.

(m) Line 20, “MAC charter hours per
aireraft day” shall be determined by di-
viding line 19, “Aircraft days assigned to
service—carrier’s equipment” into line
18, “MAC charter aircraft hours flown
(airborne) .”

(n) “Departures” reported on line 21
shall reflect the number of departures
performed in MAC charter operations.

(o) Line 22, “MAC charter aircraft
hours flown (ramp-to-ramp/block
hours)” shall reflect all hours that relate
to “Total revenue aircraft miles flown”
(line 10) and “Total empty backhaul
miles flown” (line 14).

(p) “MAC revenue passenger-miles
flown"” reported on line 23 shall reflect
the aircraft miles flown under each MAC
charter contract multiplied by the num-
ber of passengers transported.

(q) “MAC revenue ton-miles flown
(passenger) *’ reported on line 24 shall re-~
flect the aircraft miles flown under each
MAC charter contract multiplied by the
passenger-tons transported. A standard
weight of 200 pounds per passenger shall
be used for determining the passenger-
tons transported.
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(r) “MAC revenue ton-miles flown
(cargo) " reported on line 25 shall reflect
the aircraft miles flown under each MAC
charter contract multiplied by the cargo-
tons transported.

(s) “MAC revenue ton-miles flown
(total) ” reported on line 26 shall repre-
sent the total of the ton-miles reported
on lines 24 and 25.

(t) “Gallons of fuel—DOD” reported
on line 27 shall reflect the number of gal-
lons of fuel obtained from DOD sources
for MAC charter operations.

(u) “Gallons of fuel—commercial” re-
ported on line 28 shall reflect the humber
of gallons of fuel obtained from commer-
cial sources for MAC charter operations.

11. Amend CAB Form 243 by deleting
old Schedules D-1, D-2, D-3, D-4, and
D-4(a), and by adding new Schedules
D-1, D-2, D-2(a), D-2(b), D-2(c), and
D-3, as shown in Exhibits A, B, C, D, E,
and P which are filed as part of original
document.

|FR Doc.74-13250 Filed 6-11-74;8:45 am]

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS
COMMISSION

[47 CFRPart73]
[Docket No. 20071; RM-2179]

FM BROADCAST STATIONS IN PORTLAND,
MAINE

Table of Assignments; Notice of Proposed
Rulemaking

In the matter of amendment of
§ 73.202(b), table of assignments, FM
broadcast stations (Portland, Maine).

1. On March 6, 1973, Aurovideo, Inc.
(Aurovideo), licensee of full-time AM
Station WLOB, Portland, Maine, filed a
petition proposing the assignment of
Class B FM Channel 226 to Portland,
Maine. Portland (population 65,116)} is
the seat of Cumberland County (popula-
tion 192,528) and the largest city in
Maine. It has one daytime-only and three
full-time AM stations and three Class B
FM stations (Channels 250, 270 and 275).
Westbrook (population 14,444), an ad-
joining community and part of the Port-
land Urbanized Area, has a daytime-only
AM station and Channel 265A assigned
(two pending applications) . Channel 226
could be assigned to Portland in con-
formance with the Commission’s mini-
mum mileage separation rule and with-
out affecting any other assignment in the
FM Table of Assignments. The proposal
is subject to Canadian clearance.

2. In support of its proposal, Aurovideo
asserts that Portland, with a population
of 65,116 persons, has three FM assign~
ments which are all occupied, and would
qualify under FCC criteria for a fourth
assignment. It points ouf that unlimited-
time AM Station WLOB, of which it is
the licensee, is the only AM station li-
censee without at least one companion
facility, i.e., either an FM station, a TV
station, or a daily newspaper and that

1 All population figures are from the 1970
U.S. Census unless otherwise indicated.

it is competitively disadvantaged even
as to co-owned AM-FM facilities in
neighboring communities. However, pe-
titioner has not shown in his pleadings
that the proposed assignment would be
in the public interest. Therefore Auro-
video in its comments should submit in-
formation as to economiec, sociological
and governmental activities to demon-
strate the importance of the community
and the need for additional service. (See
Docket No. 19512, re: Adrian, Michigan,
FCC 72-430 and F.C.C. 2d 1021 (1972).)
It should also submit information as to
whether the proposed operation would
provide any area and population with a
first or second aural service and a first
or second FM service based upon the
Roanoke Rapids-Goldsboro, N.C. criteria
as to FM service. (Docket No. 19161, re:
Anamosa and Iowa City, Towa, FCC T4-
409, adopted April 16, 1974, published
May 2, 1974, 39 FR 1234.)

3. The proposed assignment would
foreclose future assignment only on
Channel 226 in the area of Portland.
There would be no preclusion on any of
the six pertinent adjacent channels.

4. Although additional information is
required to show whether the requested
assignment would be in the public inter-
est, we believe that a Notice of Proposed
Rule Making should be issued to explore
the possibility of making such an assign-
ment. We are therefore inviting com-
ments from all interested persons on the
proposal to assign Channel 226 to Port-
land, Maine,

5. Showings required. Comments are
invited on the proposal set forth and dis-
cussed above. Proponents are expected
to answer questions raised in this Notice
and other questions that may be pre-
sented in the initial comments. The pro-
ponents are expected to state their in-
tentions to apply for the channel, if as-
signed, and if authorized to promptly
build the station. Failure to make these
showings may result in denial of the
petition.

6. Cut-off procedures. The following
procedures will govern the consideration
of filings in this proceeding:

(a) Counterproposals advanced in this
proceeding itself will be considered, if
advanced in initial comments, so that
parties may comment on them in reply
comments.

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

7. In view of the foregoing and pur-
suant to authority contained in sections
4(i), 303 and 307(b) of!the Communi-
cations Act of 1934, as amended, and
§0.281(b) (6) of the Commission’s Rules,
it is proposed to amend the FM Table
of Assignments (§ 73.202(b)) as follows:
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Channel No:
Proposed

City
Present

Portland, Maine. .sz=ceses 250,270,275 226, 250, 270, 275

8, Pursuant to applicable procedures
set out in Section 1.415 of the Commis-
sion’s Rules and Regulations, interested
parties may file comments on or before
July 18, 1974, and reply comments on or
before August 6, 1974. All submissions by
parties to this proceeding or persons act-
ing on behalf of such parties must be
made in written comments, reply com=-
ments, or other appropriate pleadings.,

9. In accordance with the provisions
of §1.419 of the Commission’s rules and
regulations, an original and 14 copies
of all comments, pleadings, briefs, or
other documents shall be furnished the
Commission.

10. All filings made in this proceeding
will be available for examination by in-
terested parties during regular business
hours in the Commission’s Public Refer-
ence Room at its headquarters in Wash-
ington, D.C. (1919 M Street NW.).

Adopted: June 4, 1974,

Released: June 5, 1974.
FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS
COMMISSION,
[SEAL] WALLACE E. JOHNSON,
Chief, Broadcast Bureau,

[FR Doec.74-13451 Filed 6-11-74;8:45 am]

SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE
COMMISSION

[ 17 CFR Parts 230, 239 ]
[Securities Act Release No. 33-5499]
EXEMPTION FOR CLOSELY HELD ISSUERS

Notice of Proposed Rule, Form and
Amgndment

The Securities and Exchange Com-
mission today published for comment a
proposed Rule 240 (17 CFR 230.240) and
related Form 240 (17 CFR 239.240) under
the Securities Act of 1933 (“Act”), “Ex-
emption of Certain Limited Offers and
Sales by Closely Held Issuers,” which
would provide under Section 3(b) of the
Act an exemption from registration for
limited offers and sales of small dollar
amounts of securities to a limited number
of purchasers by an issuer that after the
transaction pursuant to the rule would
continue to have a small number of bene-
ficial owners of its securities. The pur-
pose of the proposed rule is to provide
an exemption from the registration, but
not the anti-fraud, provisions of the Act
for offers and sales that take place in
raising of capital by small businesses
where, because of the size of the offering
and the limited number of persons in-
volved, the public benefits of registration
are too remote. The proposed rule is
available for issuers only; it is not avail-
able for resales. In connection with the
proposal to adopt Rule 240 and Form 240,
the Commission is proposing an amend-
ment to Rule 144 (17 CFR 230.144) under
the Act which would specify that secu-

PROPOSED RULES

rities sold pursuant to Rule 240 would
be deemed to be “restricted securities”
for the purpose of Rule 144 and could,
therefore, be resold pursuant to its
provisions.

ProPOSED RULE 240 AND Form 240

This release contains a general dis-
cussion of the background, purpose and
general effect of the proposed rule to
assist in a better understanding of its
provisions. A brief synopsis of each para~
graph of the proposed rule is also in-
cluded. However, attention is directed to
the proposed rule itself for a more com-~
plete understanding.

BACKGROUND AND PURPOSE

Congress, in enacting the federal secu~
rities laws, created a continuous disclo-
sure system designed to protect investors
and to assure the maintenance of fair
and honest securities markets. The Com=
mission, in administering and imple-
menting these laws, has sought to coordi-
nate and integrate this disclosure system
with the exemptive provisions provided
by such laws. Proposed Rule 240 is a
further effort in this direction.

The legislative history of the Securi-
ties Act of 1933 indicates that the main
concern of Congress was to provide full
and fair disclosure in connection with
the offer and sale of securities. However,
Congress recognized that there were cer-
tain situations in which the protections
afforded by the registration provisions of
the Act were not necessary. Concerning
those specified exemptions from the
Act, the House Report stated that “The
Act carefully exempfs from its applica~
tion certain types of * * * securities
transactions where there is no practical
need for its application or where the
public benefits are too remote.”*

Section 3(b) of the Act provides that
the Commission may by rules, and sub-
ject to such terms and conditions as it
may prescribe, “add any class of securi-
ties to the securities exempted as pro-
vided in this section [Section 3 of the
Act], if it finds that the enforcement of
this title with respect to such securities
is not necessary in the public interest
and for the protfection of investors by
reason of the small amount involved or
the limited character of the public offer-
ing.” The Commission believes that of-
fers and sales to a limited number of per-
sons of limited dollar amounts of
securities by an issuer that has few bene-
ficial owners of its securities both before
and after the offers and sales pursuant
to the rule are of such limited character
and of such small amount that enforce-
ment of the registration provisions of
the Act with respect to such transactions
may not be necessary in the public inter-
est or for the protection of investors.
Notwithstanding the proposed exemption
from registration, however, the anti-
fraud provisions of the federal securities
laws, and the state securities laws, con-
tinue to apply to such transactions.

The Commission recognizes that situa-

1H.R. Rep. No, 85, 73rd Cong., 1st Sess. &
(1938).
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tions exist that represent in many cases
a legitimate method of raising capital for
small businesses where in view of the
size and limited nature of the transac-
tion the federal interest in registration
may be remote, particularly in light of
the applicability of most state securities
laws to such transactions. The states are
often in a better position to deal with
such transactions. In such cases, the full
registration process is uneconomical and
unnecessary, and the exemptions from
registration offered by sections 3(a) (11)
and 4(2) of the Act may not be available
because of the nature of the issuer or the
nature of the investors. The proposed
rule would not be available for offers and
sales of interests in limited partnerships,
however, because the Commission is
presently unaware of any need for such
an exemption with regard to limited
partnerships and it believes that the po-
tential for abuse in such cases may be
great.

GENERAL DESCRIPTION

In brief, the proposed rule provides
that offers and sales of securities of the
issuer by an issuer are exempt from reg-
istration if all the conditions of the rule
are met. These conditions relate to the
manner of offering, limitations on pay-
ment for solicitation of buyers, the ag-
gregate sales price of all securities of the
issuer within a consecutive twelve month
period, the number of purchasers and
beneficial owners, limitations on resales
of the securities, and a notice of sales.

The conditions are intended to assure
that the offering is indeed one in which
the dollar amount involved is small, and
in which the persons affected are limited
in number. The Commission is also con-
sidering the desirability of adding a con-
dition restricting the availability of the
proposed rule to securities with a mini-
mum offering price, such as $1 or $5, in
order to avoid the possibility of wide-
spread distributions of “penny stock”
sold pursuant to the rule. Comment is
specifically invited on this point.

The proposed rule would only be avail-
able to issuers of securities and would
not be available to affiliates of the issuer
or other persons for sales of the issuer's
securities. The proposed rule provides an
exemption for the issuer transaction
only, not for the securities themselves.
Persons who would acquire securities
from issuers in transactions complying
with the rule would acquire securities
that would be unregistered and that
could only be reoffered and resold if reg-
istered or pursuant to an exemption from
the registration provisions of the Act. In
this connection, the proposed amend-
ment to Rule 144 would make Rule 144
explicitly available for resales of securi-
ties acquired pursuant to Rule 240, as-
suming all the conditions of Rule 144
were met.

SYNOPSIS OF THE PROVISIONS OF RULE
240

Preliminary Notes. The Preliminary

Notes to the proposed rule are intended

to call to the attention of persons using

the rule certain restraints outside the
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rule. The first preliminary note reminds
issuers that proposed Rule 240 would pro-
vide an exemption from registration only,
and not from the anti-fraud or other pro-
visions of the federal securities laws. The
second note reminds issuers that state
law also applies to transactions under
the proposed rule and that the proposed
rule does not relieve the issuer from
compliance with such law. The third
note makes clear that the proposed rule
would be available to issuers only and
is a transactional exemption, and the
fourth restates the Commission’s posi-
tion, as with respect to Rules 144, 146
(17 CFR 230.146) and 147 (17 CFR 230.-
147), that the proposed rule would not be
available to any issuer with respect to
any transactions which, although in
technical compliance with the rule, were
part of a plan or scheme to evade the
registration provisions of the Act. In
such cases, registration pursuant to the
Act would be required.

Definitions: Securities of the Issuer;
Proposed Rule 240(a)(1). The term
“securities of the issuer” is defined for
purposes of the proposed rule to mean
all securities of the issuer, its predeces-
sors and its affiliates. Thus, securities of
all classes of the issuer would be con-
sidered in applying the conditions of the
rule, as well as securities of affiliated or
predecessor corporation or other entities.

Definitions: Affiliate; Proposed Rule
240(a) (2). The term *“affiliate” of or
“affiliated” with a person is defined, as
it is in Rules 144 and 146 under the Act,
to be a person that directly, or indirectly
through one or more intermediaries, con-
trols, or is controlled by, or is under
common control with such person.

Definitions: Predecessor; Proposed
Rule 240(a) (3) . The term “‘predecessor”
is defined in the same manner as in Rule
405 under the Act to include persons a
major portion of whose business or
assets has been acquired by another
person.

Proposed Rule 240(b) ! Use of the rule.
Paragraph (b) provides that the rule
is not available for the offer or sale of
interests in limited partnerships,
whether such offers or sales are made
prior or subsequent to the formation of
the partnership.

Proposed Rule 240(c¢): Conditions to
be met. This paragraph of the proposed
rule provides that transactions by an
issuer involving the offer or sale of its
securities in accordance with all the
terms and conditions of the rule would
be exempt from registration under the
Act pursuant to section 3(b). The pro-
posed rule thus applies to individual
transactions in securities, and not to
“offerings.”

Proposed Rule 240(d): Manner of
offering. The proposed rule provides that
the securities cannot be offered or sold
by any means of general advertising or
general solicitation. The intention of
this provision is that the offers and sales
generally be made through individual
contact between persons who have some
knowledge of each other, or some reason
to know about each other, and not
through newspapers, advertisements or
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other means of general advertising.
Where such means are used, it is diffi-
cult to justify an exemption on the basis
of the “limited character” of the
offering.

Proposed Rule 240(e) : Remuneration
paid for solicitaiion. Another condition
of the proposed rule is that there be no
commission or similar remuneration paid
for solicitation of prospective buyers or
in connection with the selling of the se-
curities. This provision is based on simi-
lar ones in many state securities statutes
and is intended to assure that securities
are not offered or sold using high pres-
sure tactics or otherwise through orga-
nized securities distribution media. The
object of the proposed rule is to provide
an exemption from registration for in-
formal small business capital raising, not
for organized and orchestrated sales
efforts.

Proposed Rule 240(f) : Aggregate sales
price. In order to assure that only a
limited quantity of securities is sold, the
proposed rule provides as a condition
that the aggregate sales price of all se-
curities of the issuer sold by the issuer,
its predecessors, or any affiliated issuers
in reliance on the rule or otherwise with-
out registration under the Act, during
any consecufive twelve month period
cannot exceed $100,000. This means that
any sales pursuant to section 3 or 4 of the
Act during the twelve month period
would be included in computing the dol-
lar maximum. The proposed rule does
specifically exclude from the computa-
tion of the dollar amount two types of
securities: notes or similar evidences of
indebtedness issued to a commercial
bank, and securities issued to 100 percent
owned subsidiaries, or to a 100 percent
parent of the issuer.

Proposed Rule 240(g) : Number of pur-
chasers. The proposed rule contains a
limitation on the number of persons who
purchase securities (other than regis-
tered securities) from the issuer, its
predecessors or any affiliated issuers in
any twelve month period in order to
assure the limited character of any offer-
ing. As proposed, the rule limits the
number of such purchasers to 25 in any
consecutive twelve month period. The
proposed rule contains special provisions
for computing the number of purchasers,
but basically, the computation is made
in terms of the number of beneficial
owners except in certain instances in-
volving family relationships and where
the purchaser is a corporation or trust
(unless the entity was formed for the
specific purpose of buying the securi-
ties). In addition, commercial banks that
purchase or hold only notes or similar
evidences of indebtedness of the issuer
would be excluded, as would 100 percent
owned subsidiaries or a 100 percent
parent of the issuer,

Proposed Rule 240(h): Number of
beneficial owners. The proposed rule pro-
vides that immediately before and after
any sale pursuant to the rule, there can
be no more than 50 beneficial owners of
the securities of the issuer. The number
of beneficial owners is computed in the

same manner as set forth in paragraph
(g) for the number of purchasers. The
purpose of this condition is to make the
rule available only to issuers with a
limited number of beneficial owners
where the public interest in registration
appears to be remote,

Proposed Rule 240(i) ! Limitations on
resale, The condition relating to resale in
the proposed rule makes clear that the
securities acquired pursuant to the rule
are unregistered securities and that they
can be resold only with registration
under the Act or pursuant to an exemp-
tion therefrom. The proposed rule re-
quires that the issuer legend the securi-
ties. Actions such as stop transfer in-
structions and investment letters would,
of course, also be in the best interest of
issuers to protect them from the conse-
quences of a deferred distribution. The
proposed rule also requires that the is-
suer inform each purchaser of the re-
strictions on resale.*

In connection with such restrictions,
the Commission is proposing to amend
Rule 144 to provide that Rule 144 would
be available for resales of securities ac-
quired pursuant to Rule 240, since such
securities would not be “restricted” se-
curities within the existing definition of
that term in Rule 144,

Proposed Rule 240(j) : Notice of sales.
The rule as proposed requires that an
issuer proposing to sell securities pur-
suant to the rule file a notice on Form
240 with the appropriate Regional Office
of the Commission at least 10 days before
its first sale pursuant to the rule.

Prorosep Form 240

The proposed Form 240 is in effect a
notice to be filed with the appropriate
Regional Office of the Commission be-
fore any sales are made pursuant to
the rule. The Form is very brief and
requires information about the issuer’s
name, address and felephone number,
its officers, directors and principal stock-
holders and the proposed sales.

OPERATION OF PrROPOSED RULE 240

If adopted, the rule would operate
prospectively only since there is now
no similar exemption under section 3(b)
and such an exemption would not exist
until such time as the rule was actually
adopted. The staff would issue interpre-
tive letters to assist persons in comply-
ing with the rule. As to resales of securi-
ties, the staff would continue its present
policy of not issuing no-action letters in
section 4(1) situations, as set forth in
the release accompanying the adoption
of Rule 144 (Securities Act Release No.
5223, January 11, 1972) (37 FR 596).

In view of the objectives and policies
underlying the Act, the proposed rule
would not be available to any issuer with

#1In this regard see Securities Act Release
No. 5226 (January 10, 1972) (37 F.R. 600)
relating to the applicability of the anti-fraud
provisions of the securities laws to disclosure
of the restrictions on resale of securities
offered pursuant to Section 4(2) of the Act.
That release would also be applicable to se-
curities sold in reliance on Rule 240,
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respect to any transaction which, al-
though in technical compliance with
the provisions of the rule, was part of a
plan or scheme to evade the registration
provisions of the Act. In such cases, reg-
istration would be required.

Proposed Rule 240 would relate only
to transactions exempted by the rule
from registration pursuant to section
3(b) of the Act. It would not provide
an exemption from the anti-fraud pro-
visions of section 12(2) of the Act or
other provisions of the federal or state
securities laws.

The proposed rule would be available
only to the issuer of the securities and
not to affiliates or other persons wanting
to resell or otherwise dispose of securi-
ties of the issuer. Such disposition would
have to be made in compliance with the
registration provisions of the Act unless
an exemption from such provisions was
available. Also, the proposed rule would
not relieve issuers of their obligations
under relevant state laws.

Commission action: Pursuant to sec-
tions 3(b), 4(1) and 19(a) of the Act,
the Securities and Exchange Commis-
sion proposes to amend Parts 230 and
239 of the Code of Federal Regulations
by (1) adding thereunder new § 230.240,
(2) amending § 230.144(a) (3), and (3)
adding new § 239.240, as set forth below:

1. A new § 230.240 is added as follows:

§ 230.240 Exemption of certain limited
offers and sales by closely held
issuers.

PRELIMINARY NOTES

1. Rule 240 relates to transactions ex-
empted from section 5 of the Act by
section 3(b) of the Act. It does not pro-
vide an exemption from the anti-fraud
provisions of the federal securities laws
or from the civil liability provisions of
section 12(2) of the Act or other pro-
visions of the federal securities laws.

2. Nothing in this rule obviates the
need for compliance with any applicable
state law relating to the offer and sale
of securities.

3. This rule is available only to the
issuer of the securities and is not avail-
able to afliliates or other persons for
resales of the issuer’s securities. The rule
provides an exemption only for the
transactions in which the securities are
offered or sold by the issuer, not for the
securities themselves.

4. In view of the objectives of the rule
and the purposes and policies underlying
the Act, the rule is not available to any
issuer with respect to any transactions
which, although in technical compli-
ance with the rule, are part of a plan
or scheme to evade the registration pro-
visions of the Act. In such cases regis-
tration pursuant to the Act is required.

(a) Definitions. For the purposes of
the rule only, the following definitions
shall apply.

(1) Securities of the issuer. The term
“securities of the issuer” shall include
all securities issued by the issuer and
by any predecessor or affiliates of the
issuer,

(2) Afiliate. The term “affiliate” of or
“affiliated” with a person means a per-
son that directly, or indirectly through
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one or more intermediaries, controls, or
is controlled by, or is under common
control with such person.

(3) Predecessor. The term “prede-
cessor” means a person the major por-
tion of the business and assets of which
another person acquired in a single
succession or in a series of related suc-
cessions in each of which the acquiring
person acquired the major portion of the
business and assets of the acquired
person.

(b) Use of the rule. The rule is not
available for offers or sales of any
interests in a limited partnership,
whether such interests are offered or
sold prior or subsequent to the formation
of the partnership.

(¢) Conditions to be met. Transactions
by an issuer involving the offer and sale
of its securities in accordance with all
the terms and conditions of this rule
shall be exempt from registration under
the Act pursuant to section 3(b) of the
Act.

(d) Manner of offering. The securities
shall not be offered, offered for sale or
sold by any means of general advertising
or general solicitation.

(e) Remuneration paeid for solicita-
tion. No commission or other remunera-
tion shall be paid or given directly or
indirectly for soliciting any prospective
buyer or for selling any of the securities.

(f) Aggregate sales price. The aggre-
gate sales price of all securities of the
issuer sold by the issuer, its predecessors,
or any affiliated issuer in reliance upon
this rule or otherwise without registra-
tion under the Act during any consecu-
tive twelve month period shall not exceed
$100,000, For purposes of computing the
price of securities sold, the following
shall be excluded:

(1) Notes or similar evidences of in-
debtedness issued to a commercial bank;

(2) Securities sold to any 100 percent
owned subsidiary of the issuer or to any
100 percent parent of the issuer.

(g) Number of purchasers. There
shall be no more than twenty-five per-
sons who purchase from the issuer, its
predecessors or any affiliated issuer secu-
rities of the issuer sold by the issuer, its
predecessors or any affiliated issuer in
reliance upon this rule or otherwise with-
out registration under the Act during
any consecutive twelve month period.
For purposes of computing the number
of persons, each person who is, imme-
diately after the purchase, a beneficial
owner of the securities shall count as
one, except that:

(1) the following shall be deemed fo
count as one with any person:

(i) any relative or spouse of a person
and any relative of such spouse, who has
the same home as such person; and

(ii) any trust or estate in which a per-
son or any of the persons related to him
as specified in paragraph (g) (1) () or
(iii) of this section collectively have 100
percent of the beneficial interest (ex-
cluding contingent interests); and

(iii) any corporation or other organi-
zation of which a person or any of the
persons related to him as specified in

paragraph (g) (1) (i) or (ii) of this sec~
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tion collectively are the beneficial owners
of all of the equity securities (excluding
directors’ qualifying shares) or equity
interests;

(2) there shall be counted as one per-
son and one beneficial owner any corpo-
ration or trust, except that if such entity
was organized for the specific purpose of
acquiring the securities offered, each
beneficial owner of equity interest or
equity securities in such entity shall
count as a separate person and separate
beneficial owner; and

(3) there shall be excluded from the
computation:

(i) commercial banks which purchase
or hold only notes or similar evidences
of indebtedness of the issuer; and

(ii) any 100 percent owned subsidi-
ary of the issuer and any 100 percent
parent of the issuer.

(h) Number of beneficial owners. Im-
mediately before and after any sale pur-
suant to the rule, the securities of the
issuer shall be beneficially owned by 50
or fewer persons. The number of per-
sons who are beneficial owners shall be
computed in the manner set forth in
paragraph (g).

(i) Limitation on resale. Securities
sold in reliance on this rule cannot be
resold without registration under the
Act or exemption therefrom and the is-
suer shall so inform each person who
purchases the securities and shall so
legend the securities sold.

(j) Filing of notice of sales. At least
ten days (Saturdays, Sundays and holi-
days excluded) prior to the first sale of
securities pursuant to this rule, there
shall be filed with the Regional Office
of the Commission for the region in
which the issuer’s principal office is lo-
cated three copies of a notice on Form
240 which shall be signed by a duly au-
thorized officer of the issuer or by a per-
son acting in a similar capacity for a
noncorporate issuer.

2. Section 230.144 is amended as fol-
lows:

§ 230.144  Persons deemed not to be en-
gaged in a distribution and therefore
not underwriters.

* * L * *

(a) * % =

(3) The term “restricted securities”
means securities acquired directly or in-
directly from the issuer thereof, or from
an affiliate of such issuer, in a transac-
tion or chain of transactions not involv-
ing any public offering or from the issu-
er in a transaction in reliance on Rule

240 under the Act.

2. New § 239.240 is added as follows:

§ 239.240 Form 240, report by issuer of
sales of securities pursuant to § 230.-
240 of this chapter.

This form shall be filed by the issuer
with the appropriate Regional Office of
the Commission not less than ten days,
excluding Saturdays, Sundays and holi-
days, prior to the first sale pursuant to
Rule 240.

Nore.—Copies of proposed Form 240 have
been filed with the Office of the Federal
Register as part of this document. Addi-
tional copies will be avallable on request
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from the Securities and Exchange Commis-
sion, Washington, D.C. 20549.

E ES - . -
(Secs. 3(b), 4(1), 19(a), 48 Stat. 75, 77, 85
sec. 209, 48 Stat. 908; 59 Stat. 167; sec. 12,
78 Stat. 580; 84 Stat, 1480; 156 U.S.C. Tc(b),
77d(1),77s(a) ).

All interested persons are invited to
submit their views and comments on the
foregoing proposals to George A. Pitz-
simmons, Secretary, Securities and Ex-
change Commission, Washington, D.C.
20549 on or before August 2, 1974. Such
communications should refer to File
No. S7-525. All such communications
will be available for public inspection.

By the Commission.

[SEAL] GEORGE A. FITZSIMMONS,
Secretary.

JUNE 3, 1974,

[FR Doc.74-13514 Filed 6-11-74;8:45 am|

WATER RESOURCES COUNCIL
[18CFRPart 703 ]

GRANTS TO STATES FOR COMPREHEN-
SIVE WATER AND RELATED LAND RE-
SOURCES PLANNING

Grant Formula

Notice is hereby given that the Water
Resources Council, under the authority
contained in section 402 of the Water
Resources Planning Act, 79 Stat. 244, 42
USC 1962d-1, proposes to revise §§ 703.3
and 703.5, of 18 CFR, Chapter VI as set
forth below.

Part 703 establishes rules and regula-
tions under which States may apply for
grants from the Water Resources Coun-
cil to carry out comprehensive water and
related land resources planning,

In the revised § 703.5, below, a change
in the formula for computing the grant
is proposed. This change is based on the
Council experience with its grant pro-
gram under Title III of the Water Re-
sources Planning Act, 79 Stat. 244, 42
U.S.C. 1962c. The Council believes that
these proposed changes will improve the
program by providing priority considera-
tion to allocate funds on the basis of
participating in regional and river basin
planning and the development of State
water and related land resources plans.

Interested persons are invited to sub-
mit written comments, suggestions, or
objections regarding this proposal to
amend Part 703, to the Director, Water
Resources Council, 2120 L Street NW.,
Suite 800, Washington, D.C. 20037, on or
before July 12, 1974.

(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance Pro-
gram No. 65.001.)

Dated: June 6, 1974.

WARREN D. FAIRCHILD,
Director.

In § 703.3 paragraph (b) is amended
and paragraphs (¢) and (d) are revised
fo read as follows:

§ 703.3 Allotments.

- * * L4 »

(b) W e, ¥

(1) Seven and a half percent of the
funds in the ratio that the population
of each State bears to the population of
all States,
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(2) Seven and a half percent of the
funds in the ratio that the land area of
each State bears to the land ares of all
the States,

(3) PFifteen percent of the funds in
the ratio that the reciprocal of all per
capita income of a State bears to the
sum of the reciprocals for all States, and

(4) Seventy percent of the funds ac-
cording to need for comprehensive water
and related land resources planning pro-
grams in each State as detemined by the
Council.

(¢) In determining the need of a State
for comprehensive water and related
land resources planning as specified in
paragraph (b)(4) of this section, the
Council shall consider the following:

(1) The participation in and contri-
bution to regional and river basin plan-
ning for water and related land resource
use and development,

(2) Progress in the development of a
comprehensive State water plan or com-
ponents of a State plan,

(3) The complexity and immediacy of
the water and related land resources
problems, and

(4) Other factors determined to be
relevant in specific instances, such as
training of personnel to carry out State
contribution to comprehensive planning
related to paragraphs (¢) (1) and (2).

(d) Within 30 days after publication of
the President’s Budget each year, the
Council shall publish a tabulation show-
ing the tentative distribution of funds
to each State of the amounts computed
under paragraphs (b) (1), (2), and (3)
of this section. This computation is based
on the appropriation requested by the
President for the next fiscal year. This
publication does not confer entitlement
to such funds; it is simply a preliminary
figure that can be used by the States for
budgetary planning purposes.

L3 * - - -

Paragraph (h) of §703.5 is revised to
read as follows:

§ 703.5 Contents of applications.
L - . - -

(h) Need for augmented planning:
Include statements on at least the cri-
teria set forth in § 703.0(c) (1), (2), (3),
and (4) to assist the Council in apprais-
ing the need for comprehensive water
and related land resources planning
among the States for the purpose of
allotting the 70 percent of Federal Title
III funds available for distribution on the
basis of planning need.

= - - - =

[FR Doc.74-13418 Filed 6-11-74;8:45 am)

DEPARTMENT OF
TRANSPORTATION
Federal Aviation Administration
[ 14 CFR Chapter1 ]
[Docket No, 13817; Notice No. 74-20]

RESTRICTED AREA AND CONTINENTAL
OPERATIONS RANGE SEGMENTS

Advanced Notice of Proposed Rulemaking

Nore: This document was published in
error as a notice document on May 31, 1974
at 39 FR 19252 and errors were made on pages
19252 and 19253. It Is correctly republished

here in full as an advanced notice of proposed
rulemaking.

The Federal Aviation Administration
has received a proposal from the De-
partment of the Air Force that would
designate a new restricted area and two
new areas where special air traffic rules
would apply. These new areas are located
adjacent to existing restricted areas lo-
cated generally north of Nellis AFB near
Las Vegas, Nevada. In addition, the Air
Force proposal would restructure re-
stricted area R—4807 into three separate
areas and would redesignate it and re-
stricted areas R-4806 and R—4809 as joint
use airspace.

This advance notice of proposed rule
making is being issued in accordance
with the FAA's policy for early institution
of public proceedings in actions related to
rule making. An “advance” notice is is-
sued to invite early public participation
in the identification and selection of a
course or alternate courses of action with
respect to a particular rule making
action.

Interested persons are invited to par-
ticipate in the making of the proposed
rule by submitting such written data,
views, or arguments as they may desire,
Communications shotld identify the
regulatory docket or notice number and
be sumitted in duplicate to the Federal
Aviation Administration, Office of the
Chief Counsel, Attention: Rules Docket,
AGC-24, 800 Independence Avenue SW,
Washintgon, D.C. 20591. All communica-
tions received on or before August 2, 1974,
will be considered by the Administrator
before taking action with respect to the
subject matter. All comments will be
available, both before and after the clos-
ing date for comments, in the Rules
Docket, for examination by interested
persons. Copies of comments will also be
avallable for examination at the Office
of the Chief, Airspace and Procedures
Branch, Air Traffic Division, Federal
Aviation Administration, 15000 S. Avia-
tion Boulevard, Lawndale, California
90261,

Informal meetings to present the Air
Force's airspace proposal, together with
guestion and answer sessions, will be held
during the comment period in order that
interested persons may avail themselves
of all aspects and present their views.
These meetings are scheduled for
June 25, 1974, at 1:00 p.m., and 7:30 p.m,,
Room 1, Las Vegas Convention Center,
Las Vegas, Nevada.

The newly designated areas proposed
by the Air Force are part of an overall
program entitled a Continental Opera-
tions Range (COR), for the operational
testing and evaluation of aircraft weap-
ons systems. The COR encompasses an
area deseribing approximately a triangle
having corners at Reno, Nevada; Salt
Lake City, Utah; and Las Vegas, Nevada.
Designation of airspace for the COR pro-
gram is limited to the one new restricted
area and two special use areas described
in this notice.

The Air Force proposal envisions &
three phase development for the near-
term, mid-term, and far-term require-
ments. The three steps, as planned by
the Air Force, cover the development pe=

12, 1974
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riods from the present through June,
1975, the mid-term through June, 1978,
and the far-term through June, 1983,
The mid-term and far-term require-
ments are not projected to include addi-
tional airspace. It is anticipated that
restricted airspace will be reduced.

The Continental Operations Range is
required by the Air Force to develop a
realistic operational environment for
simulating combat conditions with the
capability to test and evaluate air crew
effectiveness in the delivery of airborne
munitions and performance of combat
tactics. Specifically, the military activity
to be scheduled within the special rule
areas and the new restricted area would
include the following: air-to-air combat
maneuvering; air-to-ground attack ma-
neuvering; simulated combat search and
rescue; simulated combat tactical air-
lift; reconnaissance missions at low and
intermediate altitudes at varying speeds;
tests of remotely piloted vehicles; and
simulated strategic bombing missions.
Activities will be conducted through in-
dividual aircraft missions, small forma-
tions and, on occasion, large scale exer-
cises.

The two new segments of airspace, re-
quested by the Air Force and identified
as “COR North” and “COR East,”
wherein special air traffic rules apply,
would be used for operational testing
under simulated combat conditions. The
maneuvers would include both high
speed, subsonic low altitude and vertical
movement tactics. To accommodate this
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activity, with safety, an area as free as
possible from population density and air
traffic density is desired. The proposed
area was selected on this basis.

The Air Force request for the new re-
stricted area is based upon a need for
an area adjacent to existing restricted
areas for delivery of weapons that will
impact within existing restricted area
R-4807. Since flight within the new re-
stricted area could be potentially haz-
ardous to other aircraft, and since there
is not adequate radar surveillance within
the area to provide separation and in-
sure safety, the new restricted area is
considered necessary by the Air Force.
This restricted area would be designated
joint use, that is, available to the public

when not in use by the Air Force. When.

adequate radar surveillance and control
become available, the new restricted
area would be revoked and the airspace
would become part of the eastern COR
airspace.

The Air Force plans to provide exten-
sive instrumentation and communica-
tion capability, including expanded
radar surveillance. These facilities, al-
though primarily oriented to support the
military activity, will be employed also
to enhance the safe transit of all air-
craft.

The FAA and the Air Force wish to
minimize the burden of the Continental
Operations Range on nonparticipating
aireraft and request public comment
concerning alternate airspace options
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and regulatory concepts that may be
available.

Every effort will be made consistent
with safety to allow flight through the
COR area. Accordingly, visual flight
rules (VFR) flight corridors are planned
along commonly flown east-west and
north-south routes. Although communi-
cations are encouraged to aid in provid-
ing separation, flight through these cor-
ridors would be permitted without radio
communication or prior permission. An
east-west corridor is proposed as being
along V-244 from 1,500 feet AGL up to
12,500 feet MSL, North-south corridors,
as shown in the diagram, are proposed
for the same altitudes and are generally
located above highways for easy identi-
fication.

In order to cause the least amount of
inconvenience to transiting pilots, ex-
isting restricted areas R—4807 and R-
4806, which form part of the COR,
R-4809, and the new restricted area
identified as R-4817, would all be desig-
nated as joint use areas. This would pro-
vide for release of this airspace for pub-
lic use when it is not needed by the using
agency.

The following diagram desecribes the
Air Force proposal for the COR includ-
ing restricted areas R—4817, the pro-
posed realignment of restricted area
R-4807, R-4808, R-4809, the proposed
special rule areas, COR-North and COR~
East, and the proposed VFR Flight cor-
ridors.
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The details of the areas shown on the
diagram would be as follows:

1. R-4817 Tonopah, Nevada (as pro-
posed) .

Boundaries. Bounded on the E by longitude
115°18°00’* W.; on the S.,, W, and N. by a line
from latitude 87°17'00” N.. longitude
115°18’00™ W.; via latitude 37°17°00" N,
longitude 115°85'00” W.; latitude 87°83'00"
N., longitude 115°85°00” W.; Ilatitude
87°33700’” N., longitude 115°53'00” W.; lati-
tude 37°42°00”* N., longitude 115°53'00°" W,
latitude 87°42°00’ N., longitude 116°11°00""
W.; latitude 87°42'00" N., longitude 116°-
11'00*” W.; latitude 87°53'25’' N., longitude
116°38'20’* W.; latitude 37°59’65’ N., longi-
tude 116°38°10” W. latitude 38°00°10’’ N.,
longitude 116°83’30"* W.; latitude 38°00'30"
N. longitude 116°33’45’* W.; latitude 38°-
01’50’ N, longitude 116°19’45"* W, latitude
88°01’40"* N., longitude 115°58'40” W.; lati-
tude 38°06'00” N., longitude 115°28'00"" W.;
to latitude 88°07°00” N, longitude 115°«
18’00 W.

Altitude. 200 feet AGL to but not including
FL 180.

Time. Continuous,

Controlling agency. Los Angeles ARTC
Center.

Using agency. Commander, Continental
Operations Range, Nellis AFB, Nevada.

2. R-4807 Tonopah, Nevada, would be
redesignated as R-4807 A, B, and C,

(a) R-4807A Tonopah, Nevada.

Boundaries. Beginning at latitude 37°-
53’00 N., longitude 116°30'00"" W.; via
latitude 87°42700™ N., longitude 116°11’00"*
W.; latitude 37°42'00"" N., longitude 116°-
1100’ W.; latitude 37°42'00”’ N,, longitude
115°53'00"' W.; latitude 37°33'00’' N., longl-
tude 115°5300”" W.; latitude 87°33'00°" N,
longitude 116°30°00"" W.; to the point of
beginning,

Altitude. Unlimited.

Time. Continuous.

Controlling agency. Los Angeles ARTC
Center.

Using agency. Commander, Continental
Operations Range, Nellis AFB, Nevada.

(b) R-4807B Tonopah, Nevada.

Boundaries. Bounded on the N, by latitude

37°383'00’” N.; on the E. by Ilongitude
116°00°00" W. on the 8. by latitude
87°16'00"” N.; .on the W. by longitude

116°3000"" W,

Altitude. Unlimited.

Time, Continuous.

Controlling agency. Los Angeles ARTC
Center, .

Using agency. Commander, Continental
Operations Range, Nellls AFB, Nevada.

(¢) R-4807C Tonopah, Nevada.

Boundaries. Bounded on the N. by latitude
87°33°00’ N, on the E. by longitude
116°30700’ W,; on the 8. and W, by a line
from latitude 36°51'00”" N, longitude
118°30700"* ' W.; via latitude 36°51'00°" N, lon~
gitude 116°33‘30"* W,; latitude 37°26'30"" N.,
longitude 117°04'30"" W.; to Ilatitude
37°33'00'" N,, longitude 117°03'40"" W,

Altitude, Unlimited.

Time. Continuous.

Controlling agency. Los Angeles ARTC
Center.

Using agency. Commander, Continental
Operations Range, Nellis AFB, Nevada.

3. Special Rule Airspace.

Description of area. (a) Continental Op-
erations Range North (COR-North).

Boundaries. Beginning at latitude 37°69'-
55" N, longitude 116°38'10’* W.; via latitude
38°00°00"” N,, longitude 116°34'00' W.; lati-~
tude 38°01'00’' N., longitude 116°33'00°" W.;
latitude 38°01'60"' N., longitude 116°19''45’"
W.; latitude 38°01'40'" N, longitude 115°58’~
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00" W. Ilatitude 38°06700"* N., longitude
115°28°00”* W latitude 38°07°00"" N, longl-
tude 115°18’00”* W.; Ilatitude 38°10°60™
N., longitude 114°24’40" W.; latitude 38°11'~
50 N., longitude 114°27'30"” W, latitude
38°30700”" N., longitude 114°85’15” W.; lati-
tude 38°30°00’* N,, longitude 116°38’00"" W.;
to the point of beginning.

Altitude, 100 feet to but not including
FL 180.

Time. Continuous.

Controlling agency. Salt Lake City ARTC
Center.

Using agency. Commander, Continental
Operations Range, Nellis AFB, Nevada.

(b) Continental Operations Range East
(COR-East).

Boundaries. Beginning at latitude 38°07
00’’ N., longltude 1156°18°00"”" W.; via latitude
87°17°00”* N., longitude 115°18°00™ W.; lati-
tude 37°17°00’" N., longitude 113°58'45’* W.;
latitude 37°81'00’* N., longitude 113°47'30”
W.; latitude 37°36°00”" N., longitude 113°44'~
00" W.; latitude 37°41°00”” N, longitude
113°40’00” W.; latitude 37°52”20" N., longi-
tude 113°30'30" W.; latitude 38°11'00” N.,
longitude 114°24'30" W, to the point of
beginning.

Altitude, 100 feet to but not including
FL 180.

Time. Continuous.

Controlling agency. Los Angeles ARTC
Center.

Using agency. Commander, Continental
Operations Range, Nellis AFB, Nevada.

VFR CORRIDORS

(a) COR-North—Flyway A. Beginning at
latitude 38°30'00’" N., longitude 115°55'00'’
W.; thence southwest, one NM on either side
of U.S, Highway 6 to latitude 38°08'30'' N.,
longitude 116°38'00"" W.

(2) Flyway B. Beginning at latitude 38°-
3000’ N., longitude 115°37°00"" W. thence
southwest, one NM on either side of a direct
line to latitude 38°13700’ N, longitude 115°=
48°00"" W,

(3) Flyway C. Beginning at latitude 38°-
3000 N., longitude 115°01’30"" W, thence
south, one NM on either side of State High-
way 88 to latitude 38°16°45"* N, longitude
115°01'45"" W,

(4) Flyway D. V-244 will serve as a VFR
fiyway for east/west bound traffic between
Tonopah and Wilson Creek, Nevada,

(b) COR-East—(1) Flyway A. Beginning
at latitude 37°17°00’* N., longitude 115°-
0700"* W.; thence north one NM on either
side of U.S. Highway 93 to latitude 37°31'~
40’" N., longitude 115°18’30" W.; thence
northwest one NM on either side of State
Highway 25 to latitude 37°32°00"' N., longi-
tude 115°14700’ W.; thence north one NM
on either side of State Highway 38 to lati-
tude 38°08'80°' N., longitude 114°58°05’*' W.

(2) Flyway B. Beginning at latitude 37°=
17'00’* N., longitude 114°28‘25'° W.; thence
north one NM on either side of the Union
Pacific Rallroad to Callente, Nevada; thence
north one NM on either side of U.S. High-
way 93 to latitude 38°10°05'7 N., longitude
114°35'20"" W.

(3) Flyway C. Beginning at latitude 37°-
47'30'" N,, longitude 114°24’30'" W.; thence
east one NM on either side of U.S. Highway
25 to Modena, Utah; thence northeast one
NM on either side of the Union Pacific Rail-
road to latitude 37°54’30'° N., longitude
113°37'30"" W.

Based on the foregoing, FAA solicits
the views of all interested persons con-
cerning the Air Force proposal. The FAA
is particularly interested in receiving
comments regarding the following as-
pects of the proposal:

1. The present level of VFR activity in the
affected areas.
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2. The effect of this proposal on present
VFR activity.

8. The effect this proposal would have on
existing airports wunderlying the proposed
airspace.

4. The suitability of the proposed VFR
flight corridors.

5. The effect of this proposal on Instru-
ment Flight Rule (IFR) traflic in the area.

6. The type of communication such as
direct telephone, or radio needed by civil
users within the proposed alrspace.

7. The regulatory options available to as-
sure safe entry and transit through the area,
including the possible need for alr traflic
control clearances,

8. Possible alternatives to the proposed
new restricted area and the proposed special
rule areas.

Comments are also invited concern-

ing the potential environmental impact
of implementing the actions proposed
herein. In this connection, a Notice of
Intent to prepare an environmental im-
pact statement with respect to the Con-
tinental Operations Range was published
by the Air Force in the FPEDERAL REGISTER
(38 FR 31691) on November 16, 1973.
Comments concerning the environmen-
tal impact of the military use of the air-
space discussed in this Notice should be
sent to Dr. Billy E. Welch, Special As-
sistant for Environmental Quality, De-~
partment of the Air Force, Washington,
D.C. 20330, Comments concerning other
potential environmental impact (such as
the affect of the Continental Operations
Range on civil aircraft fuel usage)
should be included in the comments to
the rules docket for this notice.
(Secs. 307 and 3813(a), Federal Aviation Act
of 1058, 40 U.S.C, 1348, 1354(a); and sec.
6(c), Department of Transportation Act, 40
U.8.C. 1655(¢c) )

Issued in Washington, D.C., on May 24,
1974.
RAYMOND G, BELANGER,
Director, Air Traflic Service, AAT-1.

[FR Doc.74-12508 Filed 5-30-74;8:45 am|

[14 CFR Part 71]
[Airspace Docket No, 74-SW-31]

ALTERATION OF TRANSITION AREA
Notice of Proposed Rulemaking

The Federal Aviation Administration is
considering amending Part 71 of the Fed-
eral Aviation regulations to alter the
Midland, Tex., transition area.

Interested persons may submit such
written data, views or arguments as they
may desire. Communications should be
submitted in triplicate to Chief, Airspace
and Procedures Branch, Air Traffic Divi-
sion, Southwest Region, Federal Aviation
Administration, P.O. Box 1689, Fort
Worth, Texas 76101. All communications
received on or before July 12, 1974, will
be considered before action is taken on
the proposed amendment. No public
hearing is contemplated at this time, but
arrangements for informal conferences
with Federal Aviation Administration
officials may be made by contacting the
Chief, Airspace and Procedures Branch,
Any data, views or arguments presented
during such conferences must also be
submitted in writing in accordance with
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this nofice in order to become part of
the record for consideration. The pro-
posal contained in this notice may be
changed in the light of comments re-
ceived.

The official docket will be available
for examination by interested persons at
the Office of the Regional Counsel, South-
west Region, Federal Aviation Adminis~
tration, Fort Worth, Texas. An informal
docket will also be available for examina-
tion at the Office of the Chief, Airspace
and Procedures Branch, Air Traffic Divi-
sion.

It is proposed to amend Part 71 of the
Federal Aviation Regulations as here-
inafter set forth,

In Section 71.181 (39 FR 440), the Mid-
land, Tex., transition area is amended
toread:

MipLAND, TEX,

That airspace extending upward from 700
feet above the surface within a 20-mile radius
of Midland Regional Air Terminal (latitude
31°56°25"" N., longitude 102°12°10"" W.) and
within a 5-mile radius of Mabee Ranch Air-
port (latitude 32°12'67"" N., longitude 102°-
09’46"" W.).

Alteration of the transition area is to
provide controlled airspace for an origi-
nal RNAV instrument approach proce-
dure to the Mabee Ranch Airport and for
radar vectoring by the Midland radar
approach control facility down to 1,000
feet above the highest obstruction.

(Sec. 307(a), Federal Aviation Act of 1958 (49
U.S.C. 1348); sec. 6(c), Department of Trans-
portation Act (40 U.S.C. 1655(c)))

9I.ssued in Fort Worth, TX., on June 4,
1974.
ALBERT H, THURBURN,
Acting Director, Southwest Region.

[FR Doc.74-18375 Filed 6-11-74;8:45 am|

[14CFRPart71]
[Airspace Docket No, 73-WA-49]

ALTERATION OF MIAMI, FLA., TERMINAL
CONTROL AREA

Notice of Proposed Rulemaking

The Federal Aviation Administration
(FAA) is considering an amendment to
Part 71 of the Federal Aviation regula-
tions that would alter the Miami, Fla.,
Terminal Control Area (TCA), This pro-
posal would redefine the lateral bound-
aries and floor altitudes to contain
within the TCA the air traffic patterns
intended for use by large turbine-pow-
ered aircraft arriving/departing the
Miami International Airport. It would
also delete airspace not needed within
the TCA and more properly used by air-
craft operating outside the TCA,

Interested persons may participate in
the proposed rulemaking by submitting
such written data, views or arguments
as they may desire. Additionally, com-
ments are invited on the votential im-
pacts of this proposal on the quality of
the human environment. Communica-
tions should identify the airspace docket
number and be submitted in triplicate
to the Director, Southern Region, Atten-
tion: Chief, Air Traffic Division, Federal
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Aviation Administration, P.O. Box 20636,
Atlanta, Ga. 30320. All communications
received on or before August 12, 1974, will
be considered before action is taken on
the proposed amendment. The proposal
contained in this notice may be changed
in the light of comments received.

An official docket will be available for
examination by interested persons at the
Federal Aviation Administration, Office
of the General Counsel, Rules Docket,
Room 916, 800 Independence Avenue
SW., Washington, D.C. 20591, An infor-
mal docket also will be available for ex-
amination at the office of the Regional
Air Traffic Division Chief.

As part of this proposal relates to the
navigable airspace outside the United
States, this notice is submitted in con-
sonance with the ICAQO International
Standards and Recommended Practices,

Applicability of International Stand-
ards and Recommended Practices by the
Air Traflic Service, FAA, in areas outside
domestic airspace of the United States
is governed by Article 12 of and Annex
11 to the Convention on International
Civil Aviation, which pertain to the es-
tablishment of air navigation facilities
and services necessary to promoting the
safe, orderly, and expeditious flow of civil
air traflic. Their purpose is to insure that
civil flying on international air routes is
carried out under uniform conditions de-
signed to improve the safety and effi-
ciency of air operations.

The International Standards and Rec-
ommended Practices in Annex 11 apply
in those parts of the airspace under the
Jurisdiction of a contracting State, de-
rived from ICAO, wherein air traffic
services are provided and also whenever
a contracting State accepts the responsi-
bility of providing air traffic services over
high seas or in airspace of undetermined
sovereignty. A contracting State accept~
ing such responsibility may apply the
International Standards and Recom-
mended Practices to civil aircraft in a
manner consistent with that adopted for
airspace under its domestic jurisdiction.

In accordance with Article 3 of the
Convention on International Civil Avia-
tion, Chicago, 1944, state aircraft are
exempt from the provisions of Annex 11
and its Standards and Recommended
Practices. As a contracting State, the
United States agreed by Article 3(d) that
its state aircrait will he operated in in-
ternational airspace with due regard for
the safety of civil aircraft.

Since this action involves, in part, the
designation of navigable airspace outside
the United States, the Administrator
has consulted with the Secretary of State
and the Secretary of Defense in ac-
cordance with the provisions of Execu-
tive Order 10854,

Planned changes in the approach sys-
tems and procedures used, and a reevalu-
ation of the airspace necessary to con-
tain the large turbine-powered aircraft
operating at Miami International Air-
port within the TCA, have given cause to
propose this amendment. It is proposed
to reduce the radius boundary of the sur-
face area from 8 and 9 miles to 6 miles,
raise the floor of the areas east and west
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of the airport between the 10 and 15 mile
radii from 2,000 feet to 3,000 feet, lower
the floor of the shelves north and south
of the airport from 5,000 feet to 3,000
feet, add an additional area to the north-
west of the airport between the 15 and 20
mile radii with a floor of 4,000 feet, ex-
tend the area between the 15 and 20 mile
radii southeast of the airport with a floor
of 3,000 feet, raise the floor within the
New Tamiami control zone to 2,000 feet
and 3,000 feet, and revise the base of the
1,000 feet floor area to 500 feet and 1,500
feet.

The adjustments would accomplish the
following:

1. The revisions south and southeast
of the airport would provide manuevering
area and final approach airspace for use
of the VOR Runway 30 approach by large
turbine-powered aircraft.

2. The area northwest of the Miami
VORTAC would contain flight paths for
transitioning to the VOR Runway 12
approach.

3. Lowering the TCA floor north of
Miami International Airport would be
for the purpose of containing within
rather than beneath TCA airspace, those
large turbine-powered aircraft currently
operating between Miami and Ft. Lau-
derdale-Hollywood International Air-
ports, thus reducing the potential of mid-
air collision for these passenger carrying
aireraft.

4. Raising the TCA floor altitudes be-
yond 10 miles east and west of the air-
port, would make more airspace avail-
able for aircraft, operating beneath the
TCA, using the VFR flyways of Krome
Avenue and offshore Miami Beach. The
floor altitude over most of the Biscayne
Bay would also be raised.

5. Raising the floors within the New
Tamiami airport trafic area would pro-
vide much needed relief to the aircraft
operating at that airport.

The proposal was discussed at FAA In-
formal Airspace Meeting No. 85, held in
Miami on February 13, 1974. The air-
space configuration presented at this
meeting differed from that now proposed
in that the surface extended over Bis-
cayne Bay within a 6-mile radius of the
Miami International Airport where it is
now 1,000 feet. Objection was made of
containing this additional area within
the TCA and several persons requested
that a floor of at least 500 feet be estab-
lished. The primary user needs are sea-
plane and helicopter operations. A review
of the vertical airspace requirements re-
veals this is possible and this recom-
mendation is contained herein as Area F.

The lowering of the 5,000 feet floor
areas, north and south of Miami, to 3,000
feet also received some objection. Lower-
ing the area to the south is primarily to
contain the flight paths of aireraft tran-
sitioning to the VOR Runway 30 ap-
proach. The use of these altitudes is con-
sidered to be minimal and should cause
little or no interference to current air-
space use. Lowering the area to the north
received stronger objection. Primarily,
this was because VFR flights would not
be able to overfly either the Opa Locka
ar North Perry airport traffic areas and
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be able to remain clear beneath the TCA.

It is considered impractical to use a
higher en route altitude than 3,000 feet
for large turbine-powered aircraft oper-
ating between the Miami and Ft. Lauder=-
dale-Hollywood International Airports
because of the short distance involved.
To have these aircraft continue to oper-
ate below the TCA floor does not provide
the desired level of protection. Another
factor is that nonparticipating aircraft
operating beneath TCA floors should be
able to expect a greater degree of segre-
gation from these turbine-powered air-
craft. Even though an aircraft would not
be able to overfly the airport traffic areas,
authorization could be obtained from
ATC to operate within these areas.

There were no other objections made
to the proposed airspace configuration.
Except as noted, the consensus was that
the proposal was a good compromise of
airspace utilization for all users.

In consideration of the foregoing, it
is proposed to amend Part 71 of the Fed-
eral Aviation Regulations by revising the
Miami, Fla., TCA to read as follows:

Miamr, FrA,, TERMINAL CONTROL AREA

Primary Airport. Miami International Alr-
port (Lat. 25°47'34™ N., Long. 80°17'10”" W.)
Boundaries—Area A, That airspace ex-

PROPOSED RULES

tending upward from the surface to and
including 7,000 feet MSL within a 6-mile
radius of the Miami International Airport,
excluding that airspace that is both north-
east of the Miami VORTAC (Lat. 25°5747"
N., Long. 80°27’39'* W.) 130° radial and north
of Lat. 25°52°02'' N. (Northwest 103rd Street/
40th Street in the City of Hialeah), and
within and underlying Area F described here-
inafter.

Area B, That airspace extending upward
from 1,500 feet MSL to and including 7,000
feet MSL within a 10-mile radius of Miami
International Airport, excluding that air-
space that is both northeast of the Miamli
VORTAC 180° radial and north of Lat.
25°52'02'" N., that airspace south of the
Biscayne Bay VORTAC (Lat. 25°40'17"* N,
Long. 80°10'40’" W.) 090° and 270° radials,
Area A previously described, and within and
underlying Areas C and F described herein=-
after,

Area C. That airspace extending upward
from 2,000 feet MSL to and including 7,000
feet MSL within an area bounded on the
northeast by a 5-statute mile radius arc of
the New Tamiami Afrport (Lat. 25°38'561"™ N,
Long. 80°25'69”" W.), on the south by the
Biscayne Bay VORTAC 270° radial, and on
the southwest by a 10-mile radius arc of
the Miami International Airport.

Area D. That airspace extending upward
from 3,000 feet MSL to and including 7,000
feet MSL within a 20-mile radius of Miami
International Airport, excluding that air-
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space beyond a 15-mile radius of Miami In-
ternational Airport extending clockwise from
the Miami VORTAC 270° radial to the Mi-
ami VORTAC 090° radial, and extending
clockwise from the Biscayne Bay VORTAC
150° radial to the Biscayne Bay VORTAC
270° radial, Areas A, B, and C previously de-
seribed, and within and underlying Area F
described hereinafter.

Area E. That airspace extending upward
from 4,000 feet MSL to and including 7,000
feet MSL between the 15-mile and 20-mile
radii of the Miami International Airport ex-
tending clockwise from the Miami VORTAC
270° radial to the Biscayne Bay VORTAC 331°
radial,

Area F. That airspace extending upward

from but not including 500 feet MSL to and
including 7,000 feet MSL bounded on the east
by & 6-mile radius arc of the Miami Inter=
national Airport, and on the west by the
west shoreline of Biscayne Bay.
(Sec. 307(a), 1110 Federal Aviation Act of
1968 (49 U.S.C. 1348(a) and 1510); Executive
Order 10854 (24 FR 9565); sec. 6(c), Depart=
ment of Transportation Act (49 U.S.C. 16556
(e)))«

Issued in Washington, D.C., on June 6,
1974,

CHARLES H. NEWPOL,
Acting Chief, Airspace and
Air Traffic Rules Division.

[FR Doc.74-13376 Filed 6-11-74;8:45 am]
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notices

This section of the FEDERAL REGISTER contains documents other than rules or proposed rules that are applicable to the public. Notices
of hearings and 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.

DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY
Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco and Firearms

TECHNICAL SUBCOMMITTEE OF THE AD-
VISORY COMMITTEE ON EXPLOSIVES
TAGGING

Notice of Closed Meeting

Pursuant to section 10(a)(2) of the
Federal Advisory Committee Act (5
U.S.C. App. section 10(a) (2)), notice is
hereby given that a meeting of the Tech-
nical Subecommittee of the Advisory
Committee on Explosives Tagging will
be held on July 16-18, 1974, at the Hilton
Hotel, Park Square, Providence and Ar-
lington Streets, Boston, Massachusetts,
02216, beginning at 9:00 a.m. each day
in Room 403.

The Technical Subcommittee will hear
and discuss proposals from the public
and private research and development
sectors concerning candidate systems for
the Explosives Tagging Program.

The information which will be pre-
sented to, and discussed by, the Techni-
cal Subcommittee during the meeting
will constitute trade secrets and com-
mercial or financial information ob-
tained from a person and privileged or
confidential within the ambit of Title 5,
Untied States Code, section 552(b) (4).
Accordingly, the meeting of the Techni-
cal Subcommittee will, under the au-
thority of section 10(d) of the Federal
Advisory Committee Act (5 U.S.C. App.
section 10(d)), not be open to public.

Any public or private sector research
and development agency may present an
Explosives Tagging System proposal to
the Committee Manager no later than
July 1, 1974. Written notification will be
sent to that agency indication time and
date of their presentation to the Tech-
nical Subcommittee.

All communications regarding this

" Technical Subcommittee meeting should
be addressed to Bureau of Alcohol, To-
bacco and Firearms, Explosive Tagging
Program, Room 8239, 12th and Pennsyl-
vania Avenue, NW., Washington, D.C.
20226, Attention: Mr. Robert Dexter,
Committee Manager.

[seaL] WiLLiam R. THOMPSON,
Acting Director.

JUNE 4, 1974.
[FR Do0c.74-13518 Filed 6-11-74;8:45 am|

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
Bureau of Land Management
[OR 11469 (Wash.)]
WASHINGTON

Notice of Proposed Withdrawal and
Reservation of Lands

May 31, 1974,

The Department of Agriculture, on be-
half of the Forest Service, has filed appli-
cation OR 11469 (Wash.) for withdrawal
of the lands described below, from all
forms of appropriation under the mining
laws (30 U.S.C. Ch. 2), but not from leas~
ing under the mineral leasing laws, sub-
Jject to valid existing rights.

The applicant desires the lands for
roadside/trailside scenic areas.

All persons who wish to submit com-
ments, suggestions, or objections in con-
nection with the proposed withdrawal
may present their views in writing no
later than July 9, 1974, to the under-
signed officer of the Bureau of Land
Management, Department of the In-
terior, (729 NE. Oregon St.), P.O. Box
2965, Portland, Oregon 97208.

The authorized cofficer of the Bureau of
Land Management will undertake such
investigations as are necessary to deter-
mine the existing and potential demand
for the lands and their resources. He
will also undertake negotiations with the
applicant agency with the view of ad-
Jjusting the application to reduce the area
to the minimum essential to meet the
applicant’s needs, to provide for the
maximum concurrent utilization of the
lands for purposes other than the ap-
plicant’s, to eliminate lands needed for
purposes more essential than the appli-
cant’s, and to reach agreement on the
concurrent management of the lands and
their resources.

He will also prepare a report for con-
sideration by the Secretary of the In-
terior who will determine whether or
not the lands will be withdrawn as re-
quested by the applicant agency.

The determination by the Secretary
on the application will be published in
the FEpERAL REGISTER. A separate notice
will be sent to each interested party of
record.

If circumstences warrant it, a public
hearing will be held at a convenient time
and place, which will be announced.

The lands involved in the application
are:

WILLAMETTE MERIDIAN
MT. BAKER NATIONAL FOREST
HANNEGAN ROAD (FOREST SERVICE ROAD NO. 402)
Travel Influence Zone

A strip of land 1,320 feet on each side of
surveyed centerline of sald romad from the
west line of lot 8, sec. 31, T. 40 N, R. 9 E, to
its terminus at Hannegan Campground in
the NE;8E%;, sec. 35, T. 40 N.,, R. 9 E,
through the following sections:
T.39N,R.9E,

Sec. 3, NW4NEY, N%4NWY, and SW,

NW4:
Sec. 4, N, and N4, 814;
Sec. 5, NV, and N1, SEY,;

Sec. 31, 1ot 8, N, SEY,, SEY,SEY,;

Sec. 32, W%SWY;, SEYSWY, and SW,
SEY;

Sec. 33, 81, SEY;

Sec, 34, S1,NEY,, SEY,NW1, and S1;

Sec. 35, SWYNEY,, WI,SEYNEY,, WILEY
SEYNEY;, S%L,NWY, SWY, WILSEY,
WLEYSEY, and W, EYLELSEY,.

Whatcom Pass Trail (F.S, Trail No. 674)

Travel Infiuence Zone

A strip of land 1,320 feet on each side of
sald existing trail as located on-the-ground
from its beginning at the end of the Hanne-

gan Road No. 402 in the NE1,SE1;, sec. 35,
T.40 N., R. 9 E,, to where 1t enters the North
Cascades National Park on the east line of
the NEY,NEY, sec. 8, T. 39 N,, R. 10 E.,, WM.
through the following sections:

T.838 N, R.9E,,
Sec., 1, NE;, NY%LNWI;, SE,NWY;, and
N1,SEY.
T.39 N, R. 10 E.,
Sec. 5, SWY%SWY and S1,SEY,:
Sec. 6, SWYNEY, WL, NWY;, SELNWY,
Sl
Sec. 7, NE¥;, NE,NW1; and NEY4SE14;
Sec. 8, N4, SWY%, N4 SEY;, and SW1SEY.
T.40N,R.9E,,
Sec. 35, ELEY%SEYNEY, and ELELEY
SE1;
Sec. 36, SY,NW;, SW¥;, W1,SEY, and
SEYSEY,

The area described aggregates approxi-~
mately 2,898 acres, in Whatcom County,
Washington.

Leranp D. MORRISON,

Acting Chief, Branch of Lands
and Minerals Operations.

[FR Doc.74-13422 Filed 6-11-74;8:45 am]
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WESTERN SLOPE GAS CO.
Pipeline Application
JUNE 3, 1974,

Notice is hereby given that, pursuant
to section 28 of the Mineral Leasing Act
of 1920 (41 Stat. 449), as amended (30
USC 185), Western Slope Gas Company,
P.O. Box 840, Denver, Colorado 80201,
has applied for a 1,750-foot~long right of
way for a four-inch natural gas gather-
ing pipeline across the following lands:

Sixth Principal Meridian, Colorado,
T.2N.,.R.97TW.,

Section 28: El%

The pipeline will convey natural gas
from the No. 5-Federal-A natural gas
well to an existing six-inch pipeline lo=
cated northwest of Meeker in Rio Blanco
County, Colorado.

The purposes of this notice are: to in-
form the public that the Bureau of Land
Management will be proceeding with the
preparation of environmental and other
analyses necessary for determining
whether the application should be ap-
proved and, if so, under what terms and
conditions; to allow interested parties to
comment on the application; and to
allow any persons asserting a claim to
the lands or having bona fide objections
to the proposed pipeline right of way to
file their objections in this office. Any
person asserting a claim to the lands or
filing an objection must include evidence
that a copy thereof has been served on
the applicant. Any comment, claim, or
objections must be filed with the Chief,
Branch of Land Operations, Bureau of
Land Management, Room 700, Colorado
State Bank Building, 1600 Broadway,
Denver, Colorado 80202, within -thirty
days from the date of this notice.

Evererr K. WEEDIN,
Chief,
Branch of Land Operations.

[FR Doc.74-13421 Filed 6-11-74;8:45 am|

Geological Survey
GREEN RIVER BASIN, COLORADO
Power Site Cancellation 323

Pursuant to authority under the Act
of March 3, 1879 (20 Stat. 394; 43 U.S.C.
31), and 220 -Departmental Manual 6.1,
Power Site Classification 87 and 93 are
hereby canceled to the extent that they
affect the following described land:

STH PRINCIPAL MERIDIAN, COLORADO

Power Site Classification 87 of February 14,
1925 (Interpreted 10-13-28 and 10-12-42):

T.6N,R.09 W,,
Sec. 18, lot 6, SE},NW14, and S, NEY;
Sec. 28, lot 2;
Sec, 29, NEY,NW 4.
T.6 N, R. 100 W,,
Sec. 13, S, NE1;;
Sec. 18, lot 5.
T.6N,R.101 W,
(Unsurveyed) All lands within 15 mile of
Yampa River.
T.6N,, R. 102 W.,
(Unsurveyed) All lands within 14 mile of
Yampa River.
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T.6N,R.103W,,

Sec. 1, (unsurveyed) All lands within 1}
mile of Yampa River;

Sec. 12, El, NEY;, EY,SW;, and SE4.

T.7TN,R.103 W,

(Unsurveyed) All lands within 15 mile of
Yampa River,

The area described aggregates approxi-

mately 17,268 acres.

Power Site Classification 93 of April 186,
1925 (Interpreted 4-16-25 and 4-30-28) :
T.8N,R.102W,,

Every smallest legal subdivision in unsur-
veyed secs. 5, 6, and 7, and unsurveyed
N4 sec. 8, any portion of which, when
surveyed, will lie within the limits of
a survey of the Green River made in 1922
by U.8.G.S. in cooperation with the Utah
Power and Light Company,

T.9N,R.102W,,

Sec. 16, lots 5, 7, 14, 15, and 17, WL NW4,
and NWY8SW1;

Sec. 17, lots 1, 8, and 5, N4, N4S%, and
SWI4SW,;

Sec. 18, NE1; and E1,8EY,;

Sec. 19, EL,El;

Sec. 20, lots 2, 4, and 6, NWI,NW4, 814N,
and S515;

Sec. 21, lots 6 and 9, S}/, NW14 and SW1;;

Sec. 29, WILNEY,, NW4, and unsurveyed
SW;

Sec. 30, EI4,NEY; and unsurveyed E1,SEY;

Sec. 31, (unsurveyed) ;

Sec. 32, W1, (unsurveyed).

T.TN,R.103 W,,

Sec. 82, Fractional N5;

Every smallest legal subdivision in that
portion of the township unsurveyed
which, when surveyed, will lie within
the limits of a survey of Green River
made in 1922 by the U.S.G.S. (in cooper=
ation with the Utah Power and Light
Company).

T.8N,R.103 W,,

Sec. 26, SWI4NEY, and unsurveyed SW;;

Sec. 35, unsurveyed NW14; and unsurveyed
NW,SW%.

T.TN,R. 104 W.,

Sec. 23, lots 9, 10, and 11;

Sec. 24, lot 1, N%,SW1;, SEY,SW!4, and
SEY;;

Sec. 25, lots 1 to 8, iInclusive, S14N#, and
NLSYe;

Sec. 26, lots 7, 8, and 9.

The area described aggregates approxi«

mately 9,866 acres.

The total area of the land described
in this notice aggregates about 27,134
acres.

The land described is subject to a per=
manent reservation created by a Presi-
dential Proclamation of July 14, 1938
(63 Stat. 2454), establishing the Dino-
saur National Monument. Therefore, the
Secretary of Interior will not declare any
of the land open to location, entry, or
selection under the public land laws.

The Federal Power Commission, in
DA-499-Colorado, issued October 3, 1973,
found that it had no objection to the
revocation of Power Site Classifications
87 and 93 insofar as they are described
above.

Dated: June 3, 1974,

Henry W. COULTER,
Acting Director.

[FR Doc.74-13465 Filed 6-11-74;8:45 am]
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GREEN RIVER BASIN, UTAH
Power Site Cancellation 322

Pursuant to authority under the Act of
March 3, 1879 (20 Stat. 394; 43 U.S.C.
31), and 220 Departmental Manual 6.1,
Power Site Classification 3 and 60 are
hereby canceled to the extent that they
affect the following described land:

SALT LAKE MERIDIAN, UTAH

Power Site Classification 3 of May 17, 1921,
T.48.,R.23E,

Sec, 24, SEY.

The area described aggregates 160 acres.

Power Site Classification 60 of February 21,

1924:
T.38,R.25E,

Sec. 23, lots 1 and 2, NEY,SW14, SW1,SW1;,
and N1,SEY;;

Sec. 24, lots 2 to 6, inclusive, and Wi, NEY;

Sec. 27, SEY,8W1; and NW 4 8E14;

Sec, 29, W1L,SW1;;

Sec. 30, lots 1 to 8, inclusive, and N1, SE43

Sec. 31, lots 1 to 18, inclusive, S}, NE;,
and SE1,8W1i4;

Sec. 32, lots 1 to 14, inclusive, S NEY,
and NE,NW,;

Sec, 33, 81, NW1;.

All unsurveyed tracts in secs. 23, 24, 25,
27, any part of which, when surveyed,
shall be within a quarter of a mile of
the left bank of the Green River.

The area described aggregates approxi-

mately 2,021 acres,

The total area of the land described
in this notice aggregates about 2,181
acres.

The land described is subject to a per-
manent reservation created by a Presi-
dential Proclamation of July 14, 1938
(53 Stat. 2454), establishing the Dino-
saur National Monument. Therefore, the
Secretary of Interior will not declare any
of the land open to location, entry, or
selection under the public land laws.

The Federal “Power Commission, in
DA-196-Utah, issued October 3, 1973,
found that it had no objection to the
revocation of Power Site Classifications 3
ax;g 60 insofar as they are described
above.

Dated: June 3, 1974,

HeNrRY W, COULTER,
Acting Director.

[FR Doc.74-13464 Plled 6-11-74;8:45 am])

National Park Service

NORTH ATLANTIC REGIONAL ADVISORY
COMMITTEE

Notice of Meeting

Notice is hereby given in accordance
with the Federal Advisory Committee Act
that a meeting of the North Atlantic Re-
gional Advisory Committee will be held
at 9:00 am., e.d.t., on June 26, 1974, at
the North Atlantic Regional Office, Room
715, 150 Causeway Street, Boston, Massa-
chusetts.

The purpose of the North Atlantic
Regional Advisory Committee is to pro-
vide for the free exchange of ideas be-
tween the National Park Service and
the public, and to facilitate the solici-
tation of advice or other counsel from
members of the public on problems and
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programs pertinent to the North Atlan-
tic Region of the National Park Service.

The members of the Advisory Com-
mittee are as follows:

Mrs. George E. Downing, Providence, Rhode
Island.

Dr. Charles H. W, Foster, Needham, Masss=_

chusetts,
Mr, Frederick R. Micha, Ontario, New York.

The matters to be discussed at this
meeting include:

1. Organization of North Atlantic Regional
Advisory Committee.

2. Status of Reglional Office.

3. Relationship of regional advisory com-
mittee to existing park advisory committees
and to the Advisory Board on National Parks,
Historic Sites, Buildings and Monuments.

The meeting will be open to the public.
However, facilities and space for accom-
modating members of the public are
limited and it is expected that not more
than 25 persons will be able to attend the
sessions. Any member of the public may
file with the committee a written state-
ment concerning the matters to be
discussed.

Persons wishing further information
concerning this meeting, or who wish to
submit written statements, may contact
David A. Richie, Deputy Regional Direc-
tor, North Atlantic Regional Office at
617-223-3769. Minutes of the meeting will
be available for public inspection four
weeks after the meeting at the office of
the North Atlantic Region, 150 Causeway
Street, Boston, Massachusetts.

Dafed: May 30, 1974.

Davip A. RICHIE,
Deputy Regional Director.
[FR Doc.74-13547 Filed 6-11-74;8:45 am]

Office of the Secretary
CARROL M. BENNETT

Statement of Changes in Financial
Interests

In accordance with the requirements
of section 710(b) (6) of the Defense Pro-
duction Act of 1950, as amended, and
Executive Order 10647 of November 28,

1955, the following changes have taken
place in my financial interests during the
past six months:

(1) None.

This statement is made as of April 11,
1974.

Dated: April 30, 1974.

CARROL M. BENNETT,
[PR Doc.74-13436 Filed 6-11-74;8:45 am]

CARROL M. BENNETT

Statement of Changes in Financial
Interests
In accordance with the requirements
of section 710(h) (6) of the Defense Pro-
duction Act of 1950, as amended, and Ex~
ecutive Order 10647 of November 28, 1955,
the following changes have taken place

NOTICES

in my financial interests during the past
six months:

(1) None.

This statement is made as of Novem-
ber 2, 1973.

Dated: November 2, 1973.

CARROL M. BENNETT.
[FR Doc.74-13437 Filed 6-11-74;8:45 am]

ERNEST H. HILL
Statement of Changes in Financial
Interests

In accordance with the requirements
of section 710(b) (8) of the Defense Pro-
duction Act of 1950, as amended, and
Executive Order 10647 of November 28,
1955, the following changes have taken
place in my financial interests during
the past six months:

(1) No change.

(2) No change.

(3) No change.

(4) No change.

19'I‘his statement is made as of May 15,
T4.

Dated: May 15, 1974.
ErnesT H. HiLL.
[FR Doc.74-13438 Filed 6-11-74;8:45 am|]

NICHOLAS A. RICCI

Statement of Changes in Financial
Interests

In accordance with the requirements
of section 710(h) (6) of the Defense Pro-
duction Act of 1950, as amended, and
Executive Order 10647 of November 28,
1955, the following changes have taken
place in my financial interests during
the past six months:

(2) Delete: Ofl Shale Corp. Mortgage As-
sociates, Add: Industrial National Corp.

This statement is made as of May 7,
1974.

Dated: May T, 1974.
NicHoLas A. Riccr.
|FR Doc.74-13439 Filed 6-11-74;8:45 am |

JOHN ROLFING
Statement of Changes in Financial
Interests

In accordance with the requirements
of section 710(b) (6) of the Defense Pro-
duction Act of 1950, as amended, and
Executive Order 10647 of November 28,
1955, the following changes have taken
place in my financial interests during
the past six months:

(1) No change.

(2) No change.

(3) No change.

(4) No change.

- This statement is made as of May 6,
1974,
Dated: May 6, 1974.
JOHN ROLFING.
[FR Doec.74-13440 Filed 6-11-74;8:45 am]

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE

Commodity Credit Corporation
[Amendment 10]
SALES OF CERTAIN COMMODITIES

Monthly Sales List (Fiscal Year Ending
June 30, 1974)

The CCC Monthly Sales List for the
fiscal year ending June 30, 1974, pub-
lished in 38 FR 19259 is amended as
follows:

1. The last sentence of section 1(b)
entitled “General” published in 38 FR
19259 as amended in 38 FR 22808 and
26012 and 39 FR 10305 and 16912 is
revised to read as follows: Interest at
12% percent will be charged for delin-
quent payments on consignment and
track sales of grain from the date of sale
to the date payment is received.

2. The sixth sentence of section 1(c)
entitled “General” published in 38 FR
19259 as amended in 38 FR 22808 and
26102 and 39 FR 10305 and 16912 is re-
vised to read as follows: “Interest to date
of payment will be at 12% percent.”

Effective Date: 2:30 p.m. (EDT)
May 31, 1974.

Signed at Washington, D.C., on June 5,
1974,
KENNETH E. FRICK,
Executive Vice President,
Commedity Credil Corporation.

[FR Doc.74-13533 Filed 6-11-74;8:45 am|

Forest Service

ROGUE PLANNING UNIT, SISKIYOU
NATIONAL FOREST, OREGON

Availability of Draft Environmental
Statement

Pursuant to section 102(2) (C) of the
National Environmental Folicy Act of
1969, the Forest Service, Department of
Agriculture, has prepared a draft envi-
ronmental statement for the Rogue Plan-
ning Unit, Siskiyou National Forest, Ore-
gon, USDA-FS-R6-DES-(Adm)-74-8.

The environmental statement con-
cerns a proposed land use management
plan for the Rogue Planning Unit, Siski-
you National Forest, in Coos and Curry
Counties, Oregon. The proposed plan ap-
plies to a 27,000 acre roadless area.

This draft environmental statement
was transmitted to CEQ on June 5, 1974

Copies are available for inspection dur-
ing regular working hours at the follow-
ing locations:

USDA, Forest Service

South Agriculture Bidg., Room 3231
12th St. & Independence Ave., SW
Washington, D.C. 20250

USDA, Forest Service

Pacific Northwest Reglon

319 SW Pine Street

Portland, Oregon 97204

Siskiyou National Forest

1504 NW 6th Street

Grants Pass, Oregon 97526

A limited number of single copies are
available upon request to Regional For-
ester T. A. Schlapfer, Pacific Northwest
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Region, P.O. Box 3623, Portland, Oregon
97208, or Forest Supervisor William P.
Ronayne, 1504 NW. 6th Street, Grants
Pass, Oregon 97526.

Comments are invited from the pub-
lic, and from state and local agencies
which are authorized to develop and en-
force environmental standards, and from
Federal agencies having jurisdiction by
law or special expertise with respect to
any environmental impact involved for
which comments have not been requested
specifically.

Comments concerning the proposed
action requests for additional informa-
tion should be addressed to responsible
official, William P, Ronayne, Forest Su~-
pervisor, 1504 NW. 6th Street, Grants
Pass, Oregon 97526. Comments must be
received by July 22, 1974, in order to be
considered in the preparation of the final
environmental statement.

C. G. JORGENSEN,
Acting Regional Foresier,
Region 6.
JUNE 5, 1974,

[FR Doc.74-13466 Piled 6-11-74;8:45 am |

Rural Electrification Administration
CHUGACH ELECTRIC ASSOCIATION, INC.
Final Environmental Statement

Notice is hereby given that the Rural
Electrification Administration has pre-
pared a Final Environmental Statement
in accordance with Section 102(2) (C) of
the National Environmental Policy Act
of 1969, in connection with a loan to
Chugach Electric Association, Inc., Box
3518, Anchorage, Alaska 99501. This loan
includes financing for an addition to the
existing Beluga, Alaska, generating sta-
tion. The addition will include two new
58.5 MW (nominal rating) natural gas-
fired regenerative gas turbines to be
known as Unit No. 5 and Unit No. 6.

Additional information may be secured
on request, submitted to Mr. David H.
Askegaard, Assistant Administrator-
Electric, Rural Electrification Adminis-
tration, U.S. Department of Agriculture,
Washington, D.C. 20250. The Final En-
vironmental Statement may be examined
during regular business hours at the of-
fices of REA in the South Agriculture
Building, 12th Street and Independence
Avenue, SW, Washington, D.C., Room
4:3)0 or at the borrower address indicated
above,

Final REA action with respect to this
matter (including any release of funds)
may be taken after thirty (30) days, but
only after REA has reached satisfactory
conclusions with respect to its environ-
mental effects and aiter procedural re-
quirements set forth in the National En-
vironmental Policy Act of 1969 have been
met.

Dated at Washington, D.C., this 3rd
day of June, 1974.

Georce P. HERZOG,
Acting Administrator,
Rural Electrification Administration.

[FR Doc,74-13531 Filed 6-11-74;8:45 am]
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DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

Domestic and International Business
Administration

[Order No. 43-1]
BUREAU OF INTERNATIONAL COMMERCE
Organization and Functions

This order effective March 25, 1974
supersedes the material appearing at 38
FR 9319, April 13, 1973.

Section 1, Purpose. This order dele-
gates authority to the Deputy Assistant
Secretary for International Commerce
and prescribes the organization and
functions of the Bureau:

Sec, 2. Delegations of authority. .01
Pursuant to Section 4.03 of Department
Organization Order 10-3 of November 11,
1973, the following authorities, delegated
to the Assistant Secretary DIB by the
Secretary of Commerce, are hereby dele-
gated to the Deputy Assistant Secretary
for International Commerce:

a. Such provisions of the Act of Febru-~
ary 14, 1903 (15 U.S.C. 1512 ef. seq.; 15
U.S.C. 171 et. seq.) as amended, to foster,
promote, and develop the foreign com-
merce of the United States, as are neces-
sary to the performance of the Bureau's
funections;

b., The Foreign Assistance Act of 1961,
as amended (22 U.S.C. 2151, et. seq.), and
section 302 of Executive Order 10973 of
November 3, 1961, issued pursuant
thereto, relating to drawing the atten-
tion of private enterprise to investment
opportunities abroad;

¢. Such portions as are necessary to
the performance of the Bureau's func-
tions of the delegation of authority,
dated June 25, 1962, from the United
States Information Agency under Sec. 5
(e) of Executive Order 11034 of June 25,
1962, as amended by Executive Order
11380 of November 8, 1967, insofar as said
delegation pertains te U.S. participation
in trade missions abroad under the Mu-
tual Educational and Cultural Exchange
Act of 1961, as amended (22 U.S.C. 2451
et. seq.);

d. Executive Order 10978 of Decem-
ber 5, 1961 regarding the Presidential
“E” Award, “E” Certificate of Service,
and “E Star” Award, except final selec-
tion of recipients;

e. The Act of October 18, 1962, as
amended (46 U,S.C. 1122b), which au-
thorized mobile trade fairs;

f. The China Trade Act of 1922, as
amended (15 U.S.C. 141 et. seq.);

g. The Act of October 27, 1972 (Pub.
L. 92-598; 84 Stat. 271) relating to the
participation of the U.S. in the Inter-
national Exposition on the Environment
to7be held in Spokane, Washington in
1974;

h. Other authorities of the Assistant
Secretary applicable to performing the
funections assigned in this Order.

.02 The Deputy Assistant Secretary
may redelegate his authority to any em-
ployee of the Bureau of International
Commerce or to any other appropriate
officer or agency of the Government, sub-
ject to such conditions in the exercise of
such authority as he may prescribe.
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Sec. 3. Organization and Line of Au-
thority. .01 The Bureau of International
Commerce shall be headed by the Deputy
Assistant Secretary for International
Commerce who shall also be the Director
and who shall report and be responsible
to the Assistant Secretary for Domestic
and International Business. The Deputy
Assistant Secretary shall be assisted by a
Deputy Director who shall perform the
functions of the Deputy Assistant Secre-
tary during the latter’s absence.

.02 The Bureau of International Com-
merce shall consist of the following
principal organizational elements:
Commercial Representation Stafl
Qffice of Market Planning
Office of Export Development
Office of International Marketing

SEc. 4. Functions. The Bureau of Inter-
national Commerce shall perform the
following functions:

a. Foster the economic strength and
national security of the United States by
promoting its foreign commerce;

b. Stimulate the participation of U.S.
private enterprise in and its expansion of,
international trade and investment by
all appropriate means;

¢. Recommend programs and proce-
dures to the Assistant Secretary for Do-
mestic and International Business
regarding the foreign commerce of the
United States;

d. Assist in opening new, and main-
taining old, markets for U.S. private en-
terprise abroad through negotiations
with other nations bilaterally or through
international organizations and con-
ferences, in cooperation with appropriate
agencies of the U.S. Government;

e. Manage export promotion and ex-
pansion facilities such as trade fairs,
trade missions, trade centers, and sample
display centers, and develop other tech-
niques to stimulate non-exporting U.S.
business to participate in overseas mar-
kets or to enlarge sales for present ex-
porters;

f. Review, approve on behalf of the
Secretary, and coordinate national pro-
gram activities developed by the Presi-
dent’s Export Council for execution by
the Regional and District Export Coun-
cils; and perform coordination and sup-
port services for the President’s Inter-
agency Committee on Export Expansion;

g. Collect, organize, and analyze in-
formation obtained from the Foreign
Service and other sources and dissemi-
nate such information to the business
community and other end-users regard-
ing (1) the economic, commercial, in-
dustrial and financial structure of coun-
tries with which the U.S. maintains trade
relations; (2) the identity of overseas
importers, exporters and manufacturers
of potential interest to U.S. business; (3)
the investment opportunities in the
United States for potential foreign in-
vestors, and opportunities for investment
in developing overseas areas for U.S. in-
vestors; and (4) overseas trade oppor=-
tunities developed by Foreign Service
commercial officers;

h. Strengthen commercial services and
commercial officer representation; and
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through full utilization of all available
training, exchange and assignment tech-
niques facilitate development and ap-
plication of commercial skills in coop-
eration with all government activities
supporting U.S. international economic
activities;

i. Conduct U.S.-based export develop~
ment activities designed to increase na-
tional awareness of export opportunities,
improve Government/business coopera=
tion and assist U.S. firms on specific
major export projects; and

j. Carry out the domestic trade fair
function including coordination of the
Department’s participation in domestic
trade fairs and arranging of visits to ex-
positions and U.S. businesses by foreign
businessmen and government officials.

Sec. 5. Effect on Other Orders. This
Order supersedes DIBA Organization and
Function Order 43-1 of February 22,
1973.

Effective date: March 25, 1974,

TimwtoN H. DOBBIN,
‘Assistant Secretary jor Domestic
and International Business.

[FR Doc.74-13428 Filed 6-11-74;8:45 am]

[Order No. 43-2]
BUREAU OF INTERNATIONAL COMMERCE
Organization and Functions

This order effective March 25, 1974
supersedes the material appearing at 38
FR 9320, April 13, 1973,

SecrroNy 1. Purpose. This order pre-
seribes the organization and assignment
of Punctions within the Bureau of Inter-
national Commerce.

Sec. 2. Organization and Structure.
The organization structure and line of
authority of the Bureau of International
Commerce (the “Bureau”) shall be as
depicted in the attached organization
chart. A copy of the chart is on file with
the original of this document in the
Office of the Federal Register.

Sgc. 3. Office of the Deputy Assistant
Secretary. .01 The Deputy Assistant Sec-
retary for International Commerce shall
assist and advise the Assistant Secretary
for Domestic and International Business
on export expansion, and shall serve as
National Export Expansion Coordinator,
and shall direct or perform coordination
and support services for the President’s
Interagency Committee on Export Ex-
pansion. Within the framework of overall
DIBA goals, the Deputy Assistant Secre-~
tary shall determine the objectives of
the Bureau, formulate policies and pro-
grams for achieving those objectives, and
direct the execution of Bureau programs.

.02 The Deputy Director shall assist in
the direction of the Bureau and perform
the functions of the Deputy Assistant
Secretary in his absence.

.03 The Deputy Assistant Secretary
shall supervise and direct the following
organizational components:

a. Office of the Deputy Assistant Sec-
retary and Director

" p. Commercial Representation Staff

¢. Office of Market Planning
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d. Office of Export Development

e. Office of International Marketing

.04 The Commercial Representation
Staff shall be responsible for represent-
ing the interests of the Department to
other agencies with regard to the official
representation of U.S. commercial inter-
ests abroad. It shall be responsible for as-
suring that the other organizational ele-
ments of DIBA cohesively implement the
provisions of pertinent legislation, State-
Commerce Agreements, Commercial
skills development program, and Execu-
tive Branch determinations covering
commercial representation. In cases of
dispute between Bureau offices as to the
mix of activities required from State De-
partment resources, the Deputy Director
shall act as the arbiter. The Staff shall
concentrate its efforts in the following
areas: recruitment, assignment, utiliza-
tion, and career management aspects of
economic/commercial personnel serving
in support of Commerce programs; eval=
uation of past performance and evalua-
tion of effectiveness in commercial re-
porting and performance of other com-
mercial activities by personnel assigned
these functions abroad; development of
training requirements for the personnel
scheduled for assignment or reassign-
ment overseas; monitoring (by providing
for participation in State Department
inspection activities and by other ac-
tivities) of both overseas and domestic
programs concerned with the effective-
ness of commercial services and com=
mercial office representation abroad; and
development of justification for person-
nel and other resource requirements in-
volved in State and Commerce budget
requests. ;

Sec. 4. Office of Market Planning, .01
The Office of the Director includes: the
Director who shall plan and direct the
execution of the policies and programs
of the Office, provide principal direction
to market planning and strategy devel-
opment for the Bureau of International
Commerce, shall direct the analysis of
ongoing Bureau programs to insure vi-
ability and shall recommend improve-
ments; and the Deputy Director who
shall assist in the direction of the Office
and perform the functions of the Di-
rector in his absence. The Office of the
Director shall coordinate all Bureau
publications and communications pro-
grams and information systems. The
Director shall supervise and direct the
following organizational components:

02 The Strategic Planning Division
shall be responsible for continually de-
veloping and reviewing BIC’s role, ob-
jectives and operational plans on a
worldwide basis; shall analyze impact of
economic and other developments on
Bureau programs and recommend
changes to reflect these impacts; shall
set specific objectives for all programs;
shall approve the specifications and ob-
jectives for the Country Commercial pro-
gram and the BIC-OFO agreement; and
shall coordinate the development of ra-
tionale, strategy, and filnancial analysis
for all programs.

.03 The Targeting Division shall ana-

lyze U.S. industry and identify those in-
dustry sectors that have the greatest
export growth potential; examine for-
eign markets and identify those which
offer the greatest export opportunities to
American industry; develop for the Of-
fice of International Marketing, the Of-
fice of Export Development and the Of-
fice of Field Operations guidelines for the
allocation of resources for Commerce-
sponsored export programs and estab-
lish “intensive promotion cycles” for
BIC’s export expansion activities.

.04 The Program Evaluation Division
shall develop and maintain a system to
measure and evaluate the effectiveness
of all commercial programs; shall develop
techniques for forecasting potential re-
sults at least three years in advance, shall
develop a reporting system that will per-
mit the evaluation of actual results
against forecasts and goals; shall coordi-
nate studies and analyses performed for
the Bureau, and shall assist in analysis
of operating programs.

Sec. 5, Office of Export Development.
.01 The Office of the Director includes:
The Director who shall plan and direct
the execution of the policies and pro-
grams of the Office and the Deputy Di-
rector who shall assist in the direction
of the Office and in program planning
and shall perform the functions of the
Director in the latter’s absence.

a. The President’s Export Council
Staff shall promote Government dialogue
with U.S. business by providing central-
ized staff support and program guidance
to the President’s Export Council, the
Regional Export Councils and the Dis-
trict Export Councils, and shall com-~
municate the recommendations of these
Councils to the President’s Interagency
Committee on Export Expansion through
its liaison officer; and shall encourage in-
creased direct exports by major U.S. ex-
porting corporations.

b. The Domestic Investment Services
Staff shall carry out the Department’s
“Inyest In The U.S.A."” program, designed
to encourage and facilitate foreign direct
capital investment and licensing by for-
eign firms in the United States as one of
the continuing Department programs to
improve the U.S. balance of payments;
develop domestic investment, joint ven-
tures and licensing opportunities and
proposals for transmission to interested
foreign businessmen; and obtain specific
investment and licensing proposals from
potential foreign investors for presenta-
tion to the U.S. business community.

The Director shall supervise and di-
rect the following organizational com-
ponents:

02 The Major Export Projects Divi-
sion shall serve as the focal point in the
Department for providing governmex_lt-
wide assistance to U.S. firms on major
international business transactions;
identify foreign capital projects with
major export potential which should be
brought to the attention of U.S. industry
or which are likely to require special U.S.
Government assistance for successiul
participation by American firms; and in=-
form U.S. firms of specific large-scale

12, 1974




projects overseas with significant poten-
tial for exports of U.S. goods and services
and assist them on a case-by-case basis
in competing for such projects. The Divi-
sion communicates direetly with other
Washington agencies and with U.S. Mis-
sions abroad as appropriate to obtain the
quick reaction needed to assist U.S. firms
in winning major foreign contract
awards.

.03 The Export Information Division
shall identify foreign agents/distributors
and licensees through Trade Lists, Ex-
porters Mafling Lists, and Agency Dis-
tributor Service; shall help U.S. business-
men evaluate foreign firms through the
provision of the World Traders Data Re-
ports; shall maintain the Foreign Traders
Index to identify customers for U.S.
firms; shall maintain a U.S. exporter-

- importer index to assist firms in develop-
ing trade and investment opportunities
abroad and to provide information for
the export development and infernational
marketing programs of the Bureau; shall
provide individual counseling services to
U.S. exporters and prospective exporters;
shall process trade inquiries from U.S.
firms; shall assist in the resolution of
commercial trade disputes; shall dissemi-
nate reports containing information on
foreign production and commercial data
to U.S. firms; shall arrange for Foreign
Service assistance to U.S. businessmen
traveling abroad; and shall arrange
meetings and other facilitation as appro-
priate for foreign business and govern-
ment visitors; and shall support the ex-
port control function of the Department
and the economic defense activities of
other U.S. agencies.

.04 The Domestic Export Programs
Division shall serve as the focal point for
conducting domestic programs which
stimulate an interest in exporting and
provide information and assistance to
firms interested in international trade.
In this regard it shall organize confer-
ences, seminars and other promotional
techniques to familiarize U.S. industry
with the advantages of exporting; shall
develop promotional literature to ac-
quaint U.S. firms with export opportu-
nities and procedures and with BIC pro-
grams; shall direct the national multi-
plier program which enlists the support
of service organizations such as banks
and airlines in delivery of informational
material on overseas marketing oppor-
tunities to carefully identified elements
of industry; shall work with trade asso-
ciations to promote exporting among
their membership; shall administer The
Export Assistance Masters Program
(TEAM) which utilizes graduate univer-
sity students to prepare foreign market
surveys for individual U.S. firms; shall
stimulate and arrange visits to exposi-
tions and industry for foreign business-
men and government officials; shall iden-
tify, with the assistance of the Foreign
Bervice, prospective foreign buyers and
shall direct these buyers to appropriate
domestic trade shows and arrange for
meetings with U.S. manufacturers in
order to facilitate sales; shall provide
development, scheduling and displays for
and shall participate in selected domestic
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trade shows to promote DIBA and De-
partmental programs; shall administer
the President’s “E” and “E Star” Award
and other national incentive programs;
shall direct national marketing and ad-
vertising efforts undertaken to stimulate
export awareness; shall serve as liaison
for the Bureau of International Com-
merce with the Office of Field Operations
for the preparation of comprehensive
prepackaged sales programs for the Dis-
trict Offices to use in their calls on target
industries. It is also responsible for ad-
ministering the Joint Export Association
Program which provides finaneial and
other assistance to groups of U.S. com-
panies formed to sell their products in
foreign markets.

.05 The Overseas Business Opportuni-
ties Division shall be responsible for the
dissemination of foreign investment and
foreign trade opportunity data and for
providing assistance to firms in obtaining
overseas business. In this regard it shall
be responsible for the collection of speci-
fic foreign trade opportunity leads and
their dissemination to interested U.S.
firms through the Trade Opportunity
Program; shall identify major equipment
export sales opportunities which should
be brought to the attention of U.S. firms
or which are likely to require special U.S.
Government assistance and to assist U.S.
industy to obtain the sales by coordinat-
ing U.S. Government expertise and as-
sistance on a case-by-case basis; and
shall provide information and ecounsel,
consistent with U.S. balance of payments
policies and objectives, to U.S. business-
men concerning their existing and
planned overseas investments; shall
identify and disseminate for the benefit
of the U.S. business community, foreign
investment, licensing and joint venture
proposals; and shall furnish information
to U.S. foreign investors on private and
public sources of investment eapital,
particularly foreign sources, guarantees
and related types of investment and loan
capital available for financing invest-
ment abroad, particularly developing
countries.

Skc. 6. Office of International Market-
ing. .01 The Office of the Director in-
cludes: the Director who shall plan and
direct the execution of the.policies and
programs of the Office, and the Deputy
Director who shall provide principal
direction to overseas operations and per-
form the functions of the Director in his
absence. The Director shall have respon-
sibility for the participation of the
United States in the International Ex-
position on the Environment to be held
in Spokane, Washington in 1974, and
shall supervise and direct the following
organizational components:

.02 The Assistant Director for Program
Development shall be responsible for the
coordination of country programs, the
collection of foreign market data and the
development of the mechanism for seeur-
ing the necessary approvals for country
commercial programs within DIBA.

a. The Program Coordination Division
shall coordinate the development of in-
dividual country commercial programs
with the country marketing managers,
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other elements of DIBA, the State De-
partment, Foreign Service Posts, and as-
sure concurrence with Government policy
and program documents such as Policy
Analysis and Resource Allocation
(PARA) and the Country Analysis and
Strategy Paper (CASP).

b. The Market Research Division shall
design and coordinate the program to
produce marketing information about
countries, regions and markets which will
identify U.S. export problems and op-
portunities; and shall collect specific
product/industry information to assist
U.S. industry in selving problems of ad-
vertising, pricing and preoduct develop-
ment in the marketing of specific prod-
ucts.

.03 The Assistant Director for
Developed Markets shall direct the plan-
ning for and implementation of individ-
ual country programs within his assigned
area to support the marketing needs of
the U.S. business community on a tar-
geted industry, product, and market
basis. The Developed Markets area shall
consist of- the following geographic divi-
sions:

a. Northern Europe Division (Scandi-
navia, United Kingdom, Canada, Bene-
lux).

b. Western Europe Division (France,
Germany, Austria).

¢. Southern Europe Division, (Italy,

- Greece, Yugoslavia, Switzerland, Portu-

gal, Spain).

d. Japan, Australia, New Zealand Di-
vision.

.04 The Assistant Director for Emer-
gent Markets shall have similar respon-
sibilities within his assigned area. The
Emergent Markets area shall consist of
the following geographic divisions:

a. Far East Division.

b. Latin America Division.

c. Africa Division.

d. Near East/South Asia Division.

.05 Each Division of the Developed
Markets and Emergent Markets areas
shall be responsible for the content and
management of country marketing pro-
grams for its assigned territory within
global export priorities and targets es-
tablished by the Office of Market Plan-
ning. Each of these geographic divisions
shall perform the following functions:

a. Serve as the foecal point in DIBA
for the development of the Country Com-
mercial Program.

b. Provide overseas marketing infor-
mation and counseling services to the
U.S. business community and to other
U.S. Government agencies.

¢. Identify key economie, trade, finan-
cial and marketing problems in overseas
country or country groupings.

d. Provide to the U.S. business com-
munity a regular review of the prospects
for increased U.S. exports in significant
overseas markets.

e. Provide for development in detail
of the annual couniry commereial pro-

grams.
f. Plan and direct trade promotional
activities within the country, including
Trade Centers and commercial fairs,
g. Within the framework of Bureau

approved country programs, provide
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guidance and direction to overseas per-
sonnel engaged in commercial activities,
ie., the Commercial Foreign Service,
Trade Center staffs, commercial fair
staffs, and other trade promotional per-
sonnel.

h. Maintain contact with foreign gov-
ernment representatives in the United
States on matters concerning the mar-
keting programs developed for their
countries.

i. In addition to the functions set forth
in the preceding paragraph, the Far East
Division shall administer the Depart-
ment’s responsibilities pursuant to the
China Trade Act of 1922, as amended.

.08 The Assistant Director for Re-
sources shall plan, develop and manage
the fiscal and physical resources sup-
porting and complementing the various
programs of the Office.

a. The Support Services Division shall
provide logistical support for overseas
promotional activities. In this regard, it
shall provide for exhibition design; shall
prepare specifications and provide tech-
nical administration of contracts with
private design firms; shall provide for
the leasing, construction, operation, and
promotional support of overseas exhibi-
tions and seminars; shall provide for the
leasing, design, and construction of U.S.
Trade Center facilities; and shall coordi-
nate the shipment of exhibition products
and support material. It shall also pro-
vide for program allocation of resources;
shall coordinate the development of op-
erational budgets and fiscal plans; shall
provide facilitative services and coordi-
nation for Office printing, supplies,
equipment, and space requirements.

b. The Special Activities Division shall
plan and develop promotional techniques
and activities as required by the geo-
graphic divisions to meet special export
marketing needs of U.S. industry such
as catalogue fairs, trade missions, in-
store consumer products promotions, and
seminars.

Sec. 7. Administrative, Public Affairs
and Field Support. .01 The Office of
Public Affairs for Domestic and Inter-
national Business Administration shall
furnish public affairs and information
services to Bureau of International Com-
merce organization units.

02 The Directorate of Administrative
Management, Domestic and Interna-
tional Business Administration shall fur-
nish management, budget, personnel,
travel and administrative services to
Bureau of International Commerce or-
ganization units. The Directorate will
also serve as liaison with Departmental
elements providing other administrative
service to the Bureau of International
Commerce organization units.

.03 Field support necessary to Bureau
of International Commerce activities will
be provided by the Office of Field Opera-
tions (OFO) . In particular, the Commer-
cial Representation Staff/BIC will work
in coordination with the Office of Per-
sonnel, and Office of Field Operations to
provide for full utilization of available
training, exchange, and assignment tech-
niques to further develop skills of officers
for service in the U.S. and abroad.
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Sec. 8. Effect on Other Orders. This
Order supersedes DIBA Organization
tliqu Function Order 43-2 of December 4,

2.

Effective date: March 25, 1974.

M. vAN GESSEL,
Deputy Assistant Secretary for
International Commerce.
Approved:
JupiTH 8. CHADWICK,
Deputy Assistant Secretary for
Administrative Management.
| FR Doc.74-13429 Filed 6-11-74;8:45 am]

[Order No. 47-1; Amdt. 3]

DEPUTY ASSISTANT SECRETARY FOR IN-
TERNATIONAL ECONOMIC POLICY AND
RESEARCH

Organization and Functions

This order effective May 24, 1974
amends the material appearing at 39 FR
1649, January 11, 1974,

DIBA Organization and Function
Order 47-1, dated November 12, 1973, as
amended, is hereby further amended.'

Section 7. Office of Competitive Assess-
ment is revised to read, as follows:

“Sgc. 7. Office of Competitive Assess-
ment. .01 The Office of the Director in-
cludes: The Director who shall plan and
direct the execution of policies and pro-
grams of the Office; and the Deputy Di-
rector who shall assist in the direction
of the Office and perform the functions
of the Director in his absence. The Di-
rector shall supervise and direct the fol-
lowing organizational components:

.02 The Information Development Di-
vision will organize and develop broad
and internally consistent data bases, cov-
ering relevant time series data, key indi-
cators and input-output systems tables
covering a broad range of factors reflect-
ing and affecting U.S. competitiveness
and required for all phases of research
and analysis to be performed within the
overall program; will define, measure
and monitor the changing indicators of
competitiveness of U.S. industry and
business in the world economy; will seek
to develop through appropriate statistical
analyses lead-lag indicators, early warn-
ing systems and composite indexes of
competitiveness; and shall interpret, as-
sess and communicate such descriptors
of significant changes and trends in Us.
competitiveness through regular and
special briefings, releases and reports to
Government and business leaders.

.03 The Competitive Determinants
Division will contduct and/or direct the
conduct of research and analysis utiliz-
ing factor analysis, discriminant analysis
and other variance analysis statistical
techniques (applied on an aggregative,
macro-economic, and/or sector/industry
cross-sectional or vertical, multi-factor
design basis) within and between indus-
tries, industry sectors and more highly
aggregated economic series of the U.S.
economy, identifying and measuring the

1 Organization charts filed as part of origl-
nal document.

impact of the most significant factor
determinants and characteristics on U.S.
international competitiveness in both
domestic and foreign markets; will con-
duct special maecro-economic industry or
factor related studies to analyze and
assess the effect of specific domestic and
international actions, policies, conditions
and trends—and their interactions—
upon U.S. competitiveness; will also pre-
pare policy options and recommenda-
tions for improving competitiveness of
U.S. industries at home and abroad.
:04 The Competitive Systems Anal-
vsis Division will review currently or near
term available econometric models, and.
through selection and adaptation of
those best suited to analysis and projec-
tions of both U.S. trade and balance of
payments aggregate and sector trends,
will develop an econometric simulation
§yst,em (a) for sensitivity analysis test-
ing and to identify sectors most critically
impacting U.S. competitiveness, (b) to
simulate and forecast the impact on U.S.
competitiveness of specified or projected
changes in significant external macro-
economic factors or internal technologi-
c?,l or micro-economic fators or condi-
tions, and (¢) to provide trade negotia-
tion resourece support prior to and during
U.S. negotiations through systematic,
rapid measurement and evaluation of the
general economic or industry impact of
any proposed changes in U.S. and tariff
rates, trade terms and other non-tariff
provisions; will combine use of econo-
metric model systems, operations re-
search, sophisticated mathematical-
spatistica.l techniques and input-output
simulation systems to improve projec-
tions and quality of simulation system
outputs most relevant to analyzing im-
pacts on U.S. competitiveness; will also
prepare policy options and recommenda-
tions for improving competitiveness of
U.S. industries at home and abroad.”

Tivron H. DOBBIN,
Assistant Secretary jor
Domestic and International Business.

[FR Doc¢.74-13426 Filed 6-11-74;8:45 am]

[Order No, 42-2; Amdt. 1]

DIRECTORATE OF ADMINISTRATIVE
MANAGEMENT
Organization and Functions

This order effective May 9, 1974
amends the material appearing at 39
FR 2781, January 24, 1974.

DIBA Organization and Function
Order 42-2 dated January 2, 1874, is
hereby amended, as follows: *

SEc. 6. Office of Administrative Serv-
ices. .01 The Office of Administrative
Services shall be headed by a Director
who shall plan and direct all admin-
istrative services for DIBA operating
units and maintain liaison with the
Department’s Office of Administrative
Services and Procurement. The Office of
the Director will administer the fol-
lowing DIBA programs and functions:

1 Organization chart filed as part of orig-
inal document.,
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(1) Security program including docu-
ment and physical security. The Director
is the DIBA Security Officer. (2) Safety
program including assuring safe work-
ing conditions and accident reporting.
The Director is the DIBA Safety Offi-
cer. (3) Issuance of Building Passes,
Credentials, Civil Defense Identification
Cards, and Door Keys. The Director will
head the following operating units:

0.2 The Communications Manage-
ment Division shall analyze and assign
action on all incoming overseas cor-
respondence; dispatch all outgoing Com-
merce correspondence to overseas estab-
lishments; receive, sort, and distribute
all correspondence; receive, log, con-
trol, and distribute all classified and
registered documents from NATO, the
Department of State, other Federal
agencies and the Foreign Service posts.
In addition, the division includes the
DIBA Secretariat which is responsible
for correspondence control, including re-
view, assignment of responsibility and
follow-up; special messenger service;
and distribution of bulk material in-
cluding newspapers and Departmental
and DIBA bulk mailings.

03 The Acquisition and Property Di-
vision processes procurement requests
for all furniture, furnishings, and office
equipment; processes requests for sub-
scriptions and publications; arranges for
the purchase of office supplies; proc-
esses requests for rental and lease equip-
ment; processes requests for printing;
approves requests for driver permits; ar-
ranges for repair of office equipment;
maintains an inventory of furniture,
furnishings and office equipment; and
provides payroll services for DIBA.

.04 The Facilities Management Divi-
sion plans, organizes, reviews and con-
trols DIBA space; provides DIBA orga-
nizations with space in the main Com-
merce Building and contracts for Field
Office space in accordance with staffing
requirements and GSA guidelines; de-
signs office layouts and arranges for im-
provement of office appearance and
working conditions in accordance with
the Office Excellence Program; provides
liaison and coordination of requests for
telephone, electrical service, alterations
and renovations with Office of the Sec-
retary, Office of Administrative Services
and Procurement and GSA; and ar-
ranges for and supervises all moves of
furniture, furnishings and equipment
within DIBA.

EpWARD J. HENRIKSEN,
Acting Director, Directorate of
Administralive Mangement.

[FR Doc,74-13427 Filed 6-1 1-74;8:45 am]

Maritime Administration
CITIES SERVICE TANKERS CORP.

Application Under Tanker Assistance
Program; Environmental Statement

An environmental impact statement
entitled, Maritime Administration Tank-
er Construction Program, NTIS Report
No. EIS730725-F, was published on May
30, 1973. The statement concerns pro-
Posed assistance to private industry to

NOTICES

aid in the construction in the United
States of a fleet of oil-carrying vessels
during the decade of the 1970’s. Vessel
classes included range from approxi-
mately 35,000 DWT to 400,000 DWT.

The Maritime Subsidy Board has re-
ceived the following application for as-
sistance under the Tanker Construction
Program and has determined that the
vessels to be constructed with such as-
sistance are of the type, design and char-
acteristics of those vessels treated in the
above mentioned environmental impact
statement. As a consequence the Board
has found that no supplement to the
impaet statement mentioned herein, nor
any new impact statement need be pre-
pared with respect to these vessels. Fu-
ture Board action with respect to the
application will be, from an environ-
mental standpoint, based on the above
mentioned impact statement., This ap-
plication is:

Cities Service Tanker Corporation—Ap-
plication for two ships. These are to be of
MarAd -Design TI10-S-101b, 265,000 DWT,
identical to the five ships now under con-
struction at Bethlehem Steel Shipbuilding
Corporation, Sparrows Point, Maryland for
MFC-Boston Corporation (3) and Gulf Oil
Corporation (2). These are described in de-
tail in Section II of the EIS as an example of
a “Very Large Crude Carrfer, (VLCC).” The
environmental Impact of such designs are
covered throughout the statement in vari-
ous sections.

The basis for the Board’s determina-
tions, as described herein, are available
for public inspection in the Office of the
Secretary, Room 3099-B, Maritime Ad-
ministration, Commerce Department
Building, 14th & E Streets, NW, Wash-
ington, D.C. 20230.

Dated: June 7, 1974,

By Order of the Maritime Subsidy
Board, Maritime Administration.
JaMES S. Dawson, Jr.,
Secretary.
| FR Doc.74-13523 Piled 6-11-74;8:45 am|

VLCC | CORP.

Application for Construction-Differential
Subsidy

Notice is hereby given that VLCC I
Corporation on May 29, 1974 filed pur-
suant to Title V of the Merchant Marine
Act, as amended, an application for a
construction~differential subsidy to aid
in the construction of one new tank ves-
sel of approximately 390,200 deadweight
tons for use in the foreign commerce of
the United States.

Any person may inspect the non-con-
fidential portion of this application in
the Office of the Secretary, Room 3099~
B, Maritime Administration, Depart-
ment of Commerce, 14th and E Streets,
NW., Washington, D.C. 20230,

Dated: June 4, 1974,

By order of the Maritime Subsidy
Board, Maritime Administration.

JAMES S. Dawson, Jr.,
Secretlary.

[FR Doc.74-18524 Filed 6-11-74;8:45 am]|
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VLCC Il CORP.

Application for Construction-Differential
Subsidy

Notice is hereby given that VLCC II
Corporation on May 29, 1974, filed, pur-
suant to Title V of the Merchant Marine
Act, as amended, an application for a
construction-differential subsidy to aid
in the construction of one new tank ves-
sel of approximately 390,200 deadweight
tons for use in the foreign commerce of
the United States.

Any person may inspect the non-
confidential portion of this application
in the Office of the Secretary, Room
3099-B, Maritime Administration, De-
partment of Commerce, 14th and E
Streets, N.W., Washington, D.C. 20230.

Dated: June 4, 1974,

By order of the Maritime Subsidy
Board, Maritime Administration.

JAMES S. DAWSON, Jr.,
Secretary.

[FR Doc.74-13525 Filed 6-11-74:8:45 am]

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH,
EDUCATION, AND WELFARE

Food and Drug Administration
GRIFFITH LABORATORIES, INC., ET AL.

Bread Deviating From ldentity Standards;
Temporary Permit for Market Testing;
Correction

In FR Doc. 73-17155 appearing at page
22247 in the issue of Friday, August 17,
1973, in the first column, the last three
lines of the first paragraph reading “and
Roskam Baking Company, Inc., 1140
Butterworth  Avenue, SW. Grand
Rapids, MT 49504,” are corrected to read
“and Arnold Bakers, Inc., 10 Hamilton
Ave., Greenwich, CT 06830.”

Dated: June 6, 1974.

Sam D. FinE,
Associate Commissioner
for Compliance.

[FR Doc.74-13460 Filed 6-11-74;8:45 am]

Office of Education

ADVISORY COMMITTEE ON THE EDUCA-
TION OF BILINGUAL CHILDREN

Notice of Public Meeting

Notice is hereby given, pursuant to sec-
tion 10(a)(2) of the Federal Advisory
Committee Act (Public Law 92-463), that
a subcommittee meeting of the Advisory
Committee on the Education of Bilingual
Children will be held from 9 a.m. to 4:30
p.m. on Tuesday, June 25, 1974. Also the
meeting of the Advisory Committee on
the Education of Bilingual Children will
be held from 9 a.m., Wednesday, June 28,
1974, through 4:30 p.m., Thursday,
June 27, 1974. Both Committees will meet
in Room 1031, Regional Office Building,
1321 Second Avenue, Seattle, Washington
98101,

The Advisory Committee on the Edu-
cation of Bilingual Children as well as
the Subcommittee are established pursu-
ant to section 708 of the Bilingual Edu-
cation Act (20 U.S.C. 880b-5) to advise
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the Secretary of Health, Education, and
Welfare and the Commissioner of Educa~-
tion concerning matters arising in ad-
ministration of the Bilingual Education
Act.

The above described meetings shall be
open to the public. The proposed agenda
for these meetings are the review and
acceptance by the full Committee of a
position paper on bilingual education
which will in final form be submitted to
the Commissioner of Education. Other
relevant matters which the Advisory
Committee deems germane to the issue
shall also be discussed.

Records shall be kept of all proceed-
ings, and shall be available for public in-
spection at Room 3045, Regional Office
Building 3, 7th and D Streets, SW,,
‘Washington, D.C. 20202.

Signed at Washington,
June 10, 1974.

D.C., on
JoaN C. MOLINA,

Director, Division of
Bilingual Education.

[FR Doc.74-13578 Filed 6-11-74;8:45 am]

DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND
URBAN DEVELOPMENT

Federal Disaster Assistance
Administration

[Docket No. NFD-200, FDAA-435-DR |
ARKANSAS

Notice of Major Disaster and Related
Determinations

Pursuant to the authority vested in
the Secretary of Housing and Urban De-
velopment by the President under Execu-
tive Order 11749 of December 10, 1973;
and delegated to me by the Secretary
under Department of Housing and Ur-
ban Development Delegation of Author-
ity, Docket No. D-73-238: ahd by virtue
of the Act of May 22, 1974, entitled “Dis-
aster Relief Act of 1974” (88 Stat. 143);
notice is hereby given that on May 31,
1974, the President declared a major dis-
aster as follows:

I have determined that the damage in cer-
tain areas of the State of Arkansas resulting
from heavy rains and flooding beginning on
May 14, 1974, is of sufficient severity and mag-
nitude to warrant a major disaster declara-
tion under Public Law 93-288. I therefore de-
clare that such a major disaster exists in the
State of Arkansas, You are to determine the
specific areas within the State eligible for
Federal assistance under this declaration.

Notice is hereby given that on June 4,
1974, the President amended his declara-
tion of a major disaster for the State of
Arkansas as follows:

You are further authorized to apply the
aubthorities contained in Executive Order
11749 to Public Law 03-288 (the Disaster
Relief Act of 1974) pending the issuance of
a new Executive order implementing Publlc
Law 93-288,

Notice is hereby given that pursuant
to the authority vested in the Secretary
of Housing and Urban Development
under Executive Order 11749, and dele-
gated to me by the Secretary under De-
partment of Housing and Urban Develop-
ment Delegation of Authority, Docket
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No. D-73-238, I hereby appoint Mr. Joe
D. Winkle, HUD Region 6, to act as the
Pederal Coordinating Officer for this de-
clared major disaster.

I do hereby determine the following
areas in the State of Arkansas to have
been adversely affected by this declared
major disaster:

The County of:

Phillips
This disaster has been designated as
FDAA-435-DR.
(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance No.
14.701, Disaster Assistance.)
Dated: June 4, 1974,
Wirriam E. CROCKETT,
Acting Administrator, Federal
Disaster Assistance Adminis-
tration.
[FR Doc.74-13448 PFiled 6-11-74;8:45 am]

[Docket No. NFD-201; FDAA-436-DR]
OHIO

Notice of Major Disaster and Related
Determinations

Pursuant to the authority vested in the
Secretary of Housing and Urban Devel-
opment by the President under Execu-
tive Order 11749 of December 10, 1973;
and delegated to me by the Secretary
under Department of Housing and Ur-
ban Development Delegation of Author-
ity, Docket No. D-73-238; and by virtue
of the Act of May 22, 1974, entitled “Dis~-
aster Relief Act of 1974” (88 Stat. 143);
notice is hereby given that on May 31,
1974, the President declared a major dis-
aster as follows:

I have determined that the damage In cer-
tain areas of the State of Ohio resulting from
severe storms and flooding beginning about
April 8, 1974, is of sufficient severity and
magnitude to warrant a major disaster dec-
laration under Public Law 93-288. I there-
fore declare that such a major disaster exists
in the State of Ohlo. You are to determine
the specific areas within the State eligible
for Federal assistance under this declaration.

Notice is hereby given that on June 4,
1974, the President amended his declara-
tion of a major disaster for the State of
Ohio as follows:

You are further authorized to apply the
authorities contained in Executive Order
11749 to Public Law 93-288 (the Disaster
Rellef Act of 1974) pending the issuance of
a new Executive order implementing Public
Law 93-288.

Notice is hereby given that pursuant
to the authority vested in the Secretary
of Housing and Urban Development
under Executive Order 11749, and dele-
gated to me by the Secretary under De-
partment of Housing and Urban Devel~
opment Delegation of Authority, Docket
No. D-73-238, I hereby appoint Mr.
Robert E. Connor, HUD Region 5, to act
as the Federal Coord’nating Officer for
this declared major disaster.

I do hereby determine the following
areas in the State of Ohio to have been
adversely affected by this declared major
disaster:

The Counties of:

Lacas
Ottawa

This disaster has been designated as
FDAA-436-DR.

(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance No.
14.701, Disaster Assistance.)

Dated: June 4, 1974.

Wirrtiam E. ChOCKETT,
Acting Administrator, Federal
Disaster Assistance Adminis-
tration.

[FR Doc.74-13449 Flled 6-11-74;8:45 am]

DEPARTMENT OF
TRANSPORTATION

Office of the Secretary

INTERAGENCY COMMITTEE ON SEARCH
AND RESCUE (SAR)

Notice of Establishment

This notice announces the establish-
ment of the Interagency Committee on
Search and Rescue (SAR) under the
sponsorship of the Commandant of the
Coast Guard, Department of Transporta-
tion.

The purpose of the Committee is to
oversee the National Search and Rescue
Plan and to act as a coordinating forum
for national search and rescue matters.

The Department Order establishing
the Committee is set forth below.

This notice is issned under authority of
sections 4 and ‘9, Department of Trans-
portation Act, 49 U.S.C. 1653, 1657.

Issued in Washington, D.C. on May 21,
1974.

Sandusky

CLAUDE S. BRINEGAR,
Secretary of Transportation.

INTERAGENCY COMMITTEE ON SEARCH AND
RESCUE

[DOT Order 1120.28]
May 21, 1974,

1. Purpose. ‘This order documents the
establishment of the Interagency Commit-
tee on Search and Rescue (SAR).

2, Background, The National Search and
Rescue Conference of 1973, when congider-
ing the need to establish a continuing inter-
agency group to oversee the National Search
and Rescue Plan, recommended that the
signatories to the National Search and Res-
cue Plan establish a standing committee 10
oversee the Plan and to act as a coordinat-
ing forum for national search and rescue
matters: Accordingly the Conference drafted
an interagency agreement for the purpose.
In acting on the recommendation, the Sec-
retary of Transportation proposed to the Na-
tional Search and Rescue Plan signatories
that the agreement be executed. The agree-
ment became effective on March 5, 1974.

3. Objectives. The objectives of the Com-
mittee are:

a. To provide a standing committee to
oversee the National Search and Rescue Plan
and coordinate interagency search and res-
cue matters.

b. To provide & forum for preliminary de-
velopment of interagency positions in search
and rescue matters.

¢. To provide for an interface with other
national agencies involved with emergency
services.

4, Determination. The formation and use
of the Interagency Committee on Search and
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Rescue Is defermined to be in the public
interest in connection with the performance
of duties imposed on the Department by
law.

5. Committee membership. a. The Com-
mittee consists of representatives of the De-
partments of Transportation, Defense and
Commerce, the National Aeronautics and
Space Administration, and the Federal Com=-
munications Commission.

b. An alternate member may be designated
by each participating Department or Agency,

c. The Chairman of the Committee is the
member (or alternate) of the Coast Guard
representing the Department of Transpor=-
tation. ¢

d. Each member may call upon officials
from his Department or Agency to serve as
advisors and to participate in the meetings
of the Committee.

e. Others may be invited with the approval
of the Chairman or the Committee to par-
ticipate as observers or serve as advisors on an
ad hoc basis.

6. Authority and Procedures. a. The Chair-
man shall report{ to the Secretary of Trans«
portation through the Commandant of the
Coast Guard.

b. Those policy issues or plans which re-
quire the attention or approval of the sig-
natories will be submitted by the Chairman
with recommendations for action, In such
cases the views of each Committee member
shall be included.

¢. The Chairman and any signatory au-
thority may call a meeting when deemed
necessary.

7. Sponsorship. The Commandant of the
Coast Guard 1s designated as sponsor for the
Committee. He is authdrized to appoint a
Committee Secretary and shall insure that
the Committee and its officers operate ac-
cording to the policy and procedure con-
tained in current directives.

8. Termination. On June 30, 1975 and bi-
ennlally thereafter, the Commandant of the
Coast Guard will review the activities and
progress with the Committee to determine if
it should be continued, realigned, or termi-
nated and make appropriate recommenda-
tlons to the signatory agencies through the
Secretary of Transportation.

CLAUDE S. BRINEGAR,
Secretary of Transportation.

[FR Doc.74-13433 Filed 6-11-74;8:45 am|

ATOMIC ENERGY COMMISSION
BROOKHAVEN NATIONAL LABORATORY

Preparation of Environmental Impact
Statement

Notice is hereby given that in accord-
ance with the National Environmental
Policy Act the U.S. Atomic Energy Com-
mission has commenced the preparation
of a draft environmental impact state-
ment on its Brookhaven National Labo-
ratory (BNL) at Upton, Long Island. The
BNL Site has been in operation for about
25 years. The current cumulative impact
on the environment of the operation of
the various facilities will be assessed as
well as the anticipated future impact of
continuing the operations at the Site.
When completed, the draft statement
will be circulated for review to Federal,
State and local agencies and interested
public organizations and individuals. The
comments received on the draft will be
considered in the preparation of the final
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statement which will provide environ-
mental input into Commission decisions
affecting the future operations at the
Site.

Copies of documents to be utilized in
the preparation of this draft environ-
mental impact statement will be avail-
able for inspection at the BNL library
and the AEC Public Document Room at
1717 H Street, NW., Washington, D.C.
20545.

All interested agencies, organizations
or persons desiring to submit suggestions
for consideration in connection with the
preparation of the draft environmental
statement should submit them to James
L. Liverman, Assistant General Manager
for Biomedical and Environmental Re-
search and Safety Programs, U.S. Atomic
Energy Commission, Washington, D.C.,
on or before July 25, 1974,

Dated at Germantown, Md., this 6th
day of June 1974.

For the Atomic Energy Commission.

PauL C. BENDER,
Secretary of the Commission.

[FR Doc.74-13456 Filed 6-11-74;8:456 am|

[Byproduct Material License No.
48-12397-01]

GREEN BAY X-RAY SERVICE, INC.

Prehearing Conference and Evidentiary
Hearing

In the matter of Green Bay X-Ray
Service, Inc., 838 Boroan Avenue, Green
Bay, Wisconsin.

On May 13, 1974, the Atomic Energy
Commission issued a Notice of Hearing
providing for a prehearing conference
and evidentiary hearing respecting the
madtters set forth in the Notice of Viola-
tion and Notice of Proposed Imposition
of Civil Penalties, issued by the Director
of Regulatory Operations. The attorney
for Green Bay X-Ray Service, Inc. and
the attorney for the Regulatory Staff of
the Commission have conferred respect-
ing a convenient date for a prehearing
conference and evidentiary hearing and
propose June 25, 1974 at a location in
Green Bay, Wisconsin.

Wherejore, it is ordered, in accordance
with the Atomic Energy Act, as amended,
and the rules of practice of the Commis-
sion, particularly § 2.205 thereof, that
a prehearing conference shall convene at
9:30 A.M. on June 25, 1974, and the evi-
dentiary hearing shall convene at 2:00
PM. on June 25, 1974 to consider and
determine the issues set forth in the
Commission’s May 13, 1974 Notice of
Hearing, in a Courtroom to be assigned
by the Clerk of the Court in the Brown
County Courthouse, 100 South Jefferson
Street, Green Bay, Wisconsin 54301,

Issued: June 7, 1974, Germantown,
Maryland.

SAMUEL W. JENSCH,
Chief Administrative Law Judge,

[FR Doc.74-13457 Filed 6-11-74;8:45 am]
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[Dockets Nos. 50-466, 50-467]
HOUSTON LIGHTING & POWER CO.
Notice of Reconstitution of Board

In the matter of Houston Lighting &
Power Company (Allens Creek Nuclear
Generating Station, Units 1 & 2).

Elizabeth S. Bowers, Esq. was Chair-
man of the Atomic Safety and Licensing
Board established to consider the above
applications. Because of schedule con-
flicts, she is unable to continue in her
duties as Chairman of this Board.

Accordingly, Frederic J. Coufal, Esq.,
whose address is Atomic Safety and Li-
censing Board Panel, U.S. Atomic En-
ergy Commission, Washington, D.C.
20545, is appointed Chairman of this
Board. Reconstitution of the Board in
this manner is in accordance with § 2.721
of the rules of practice, as amended.

Dated at Bethesda, Maryland, this Tth
day of June 1974.
NaTeANIEL H. GOODRICH,
Chairman, Atomic Safety and
Licensing Board Panel.

[FR Doc.74-13458 Filed 6-11-74;8:45 am]

[Docket No, STN 50-481]

BABCOCK AND WILCOX CO.

Notice of Receipt of Standard Safety
Analysis Report

Babeock and Wilecox Company, in re-
sponse to Option No. 1 of the policy
statement of the Atomic Energy Com-
mission (the Commission) entitled
“Methods of Achieving Standardization
of Nuclear Power Plants,” issued March
5, 1973, has filed with the Commission
a four-volume document entitled “B-
SAR-241, Standard Safety Analysis Re~
port”, which was docketed May 14, 1974.
The tendered application for B-SAR-241
was received on March 1, 1974, Following
a preliminary review for completeness,
it was accepted on May 2, 1974 for dock-
eting. Docket No. STN 50-481 has been
assigned to B-SAR-241 and should be
referenced in any correspondence relat-
ing thereto.

B-SAR-241 has been submitted in
accordance with the ‘‘reference system'
option wherein an entire facility design
or major fractions of it can be identi-
fled as a standard design to be used in
multiple applications. B-SAR-241 de-
seribes and analyzes & standard four-
loop pressurized water nuclear steam
system (NSSS) with auxiliary and safety
systems. The reactor is designed for ini-
tial operation at a core thermal power
1evel of 3,800 megawatts.

When its review of B-SAR-241 is com-
plete, the Commission’s Regulatory staff
will prepare and publish a Safety Evalu-
ation Report documenting the results of
the review. In addition, B-SAR-241 will
be referred to the Advisory Committee
on Reactor Safeguards (ACRS) for its
review and a report thereon, Copies of
the Safety Evaluation Report and the
ACRS report will be made available to
the public. A notice relating to the avail-
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ability of these documents will be pub-
lished in the FEDERAL REGISTER.

A copy of B-SAR-241 is available for
public inspection at the Commission’s
Public Document Room, 1717 H Street
NW., Washington, D.C. 20545. When
available, the Safety Evaluation Report
and the ACRS report will also be made
available for inspection by the public at
the AEC Public Document Room.

Dated at Bethesda, Md., this 5th day
of June 1974.
For the Atomic Energy Commission.
A. SCHWENCER,
Chief, Light Water Reactors

Branch 2-3, Directorate of
Licensing.

[FR Doc.74-13445 Filed 6-11-74;8:45 am]

[Docket No. 50-389]

FLORIDA POWER & LIGHT CO. (ST. LUCIE
PLANT, UNIT 2)

Order Postponing and Relocating
Prehearing Conference

Take notice that the Prehearing Con-
ference in the above-captioned matter,
as noticed and announced by an order
of this Board dated May 31, 1974, by
agreement of the parties and the Board,
is hereby rescheduled to occur on Thurs-
day, Jufie 20, 1974, commencing at 9:00
a.m. local time at the Airport Lakes
Holiday Inn, 1101 NW. 57th Avenue,
Miami, Florida 33126.

The purpose of this special Prehearing
Conference is to discuss issues in con-
troversy, the status of discovery, ques-
tions arising therefrom, proposed sched-
ule for all further procedural dates, the
site suitability issue, and any other mat-
ters that may aid in the orderly disposi-
tion of the matters heretofore raised.

It is so ordered.

Issued at Bethesda, Md,, this 6th day
of June 1974.

AToMIC SAFETY AND LICENS~
ING BOARD,
JOHN B. FARMAKIDES,
Chairman.

[FR Doc.74-13444 Piled 6-11-74;8:45 am)

[Docket No. 50-382A]

LOUISIANA POWER & LIGHT CO. (WATER-
FORD STEAM ELECTRIC GENERATING
STATION, UNIT 3)

Order for Sixth Prehearing Conference

Take notice, that pursuant to the
Atomic Energy Commission’s notice of
Ferbuary 23, 1973, published in the Fep-
ERAL REGISTER (38 FR 5502) March 1,
1973, the Commission’s Memorandum
and Order of September 28, 1973, and in
accordance with the Commission’s Rules
of Practice, a Sixth Prehearing Confer-
ence will be held in the subject proceed-
ings on July 2, 1974, at 9:30 am. at the
U.S. Tax Court, 1111 Constitution Ave.
NW., Room 2132, Washington, D.C.

The subject of this Prehearing Con-
ference will be: (1) Applicant’s motions
filed May 21, 1974; (2) progress of dis-
covery pursuant to the Board's Memo-
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randum and Order of April 19, 1974; (3)
such other matters as will aid in the
disposition of these proceedings.

It is so ordered.

Issued at Bethesda, Md., this 5th day
of June, 1974.
By Order of the Atomic Safety and Li-
censing Board.
Huca K. CLARE,
Chairman.
[FR Doc.74-13446 Filed 6-11-74;8:45 am)

[Docket No. 50-423]
NORTHEAST NUCLEAR ENERGY CO.
Notice of Limited Work Authorization

Pursuant to the provisions of 10 CFR
50.10(e) of the Atomic Energy Commis-
sion’s (Commission) regulations, the
Commission has authorized the North-
east Nuclear Energy Company to conduct
certain site activities in connection with
the proposed Millstone Nuclear Power
Station Unit 3 prior to a decision regard-
ing the issuance of a construction permit.

‘The authorized activities are as fol-
lows: >

1. Excavation for permanent plant
structures. The excavation in the con-
tainment area includes the removal of
all overburden and the blasting and re-
moval of bedrock to elevation —39°0"".
Grade is at elevation 24’.

2. Erection of temporary construction
facilities. These facilities include the ad-
ministration building, warehouse, gual-
ity control laboratory, batch plant, trade
shops, air compressor house, and clock
alleys.

3. Grading of temporary construction
parking area and the installation of the
temporary sewer, water, fire protection,
telephone and electric systems.

4. Construction of the intake struc-
ture cofferdam.

This authorization is subject to the
following conditions for the protection of
the environment:

1. During the construction provided by
this authorization, the applicant shall
take the necessary mitigating actions, in-
cluding those commitments summarized
in section 4.6 of the AEC’s Final Environ-
mental Statement, to avoid unnecessary
adverse environmental impacts from
construction activities.

2. Before engaging in a construction
activity which may result in a significant
adverse environmental impact that was
not evaluated or that is significantly
greater than that evaluated in the
Final Environmental Statement, the ap-
plicant shall provide written notification
to the Director of Licensing.

3. If significant harmful effects or evi-
dence of irreversible damage from the
construction activities are detected by
the monitoring programs at the station,
the applicant shall provide an analysis
and a proposed course of action to allevi-
ate the problem.

Any activities undertaken pursuant to
this authorization are entirely at the risk
of the Northeast Nuclear Energy Com-
pany and, except as to matters deter-
mined by the presiding officer under 10

CFR 50.10(e) (2), the grant of this au-
thorization has mo bearing on the issu-
ance of a construction permit with re-
spect tc the requirements of the Atomic
Energy Act of 1954, as amended, and
rules, regulations, or orders promulgated
pursuant thereto. The authorization is
further subject to the condition that it
will terminate if the application for a
construction permit is subsequently
denied.

An Initial Decision on National En-
vironmental Policy Act considerations
and site suitability by the Atomic Safety
and Licensing Board in this proceeding
was issued on May 31, 1974. A copy of
(1) the Initial Decision of May 31, 1974;
(2) the applicant’s Preliminary Safety
Analysis Report and amendments there-
to; (3) the applicant’s Environmental
Report and amendments thereto; (4) the
staff’s Final Environmental Statement
dated February 1974; and (5) the Com-
mission’s letter of authorization dated
June 5, 1974 are available for public in-
spection at the Commission’s Public Dac-
ument Room at 1717 H Street NW.,
Washington, D.C,, and at the Waterford
Public Library, Rope Ferry Road, Route
156, Waterford, Connecticut 06385.

Dated at Bethesda, Md., this 5th day
of June 1974,

For the Atomic Energy Commission.

RoGER Bo¥D,
Acting Deputy Director for Re-
actor Projects, Directorate of
Licensing.

IR Doc.74-13441 Flied 6-11-74;8:45 am |

REGULATORY GUIDES

Notice of Early Comment Period for
Regulatory Guides

The Atomic Energy Commission, in its
continuing effort to provide for increased
public participation in the regulatory
process, is making a change in the issu-
ance of its Regulatory Guides.

The primary purposes of Regulatory
Guides are (1) to describe and make
available to the public methods accept-
able to the AEC Regulatory staff of
implementing specific parts of the Com-
mission’s regulations and in some cases
to delineate techniques used by the staff
in evaluating specific problems or postu-
lated accidents and (2) to provide guid-
ance to applicants concerning certain of
the information needed by the Regula-
tory staff in its review of applications for
permits and licenses. Regulatory Guides
are not intended as substitutes for regu-
lations, and therefore compliance with
these guides is not required. Methods
and solutions different from those set out
in the guides will be acceptable if they
provide a basis for the findings requisite
to the issuance or continuance of a per-
mit or license by the Commission.

Comments and suggestions in connec-
tion with improvements in all published
guides are encouraged at any time, and
the guides will be revised periodically, as
appropriate, to accommodate comments
and to reflect new information or experi-
ence in areas covered by the guides.
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However, comments and suggestions
received from the public soon after a
guide is issued would be particularly use-
ful to the Regulatory staff in evaluating,
in conjunetion with initial experience
with use of the guide and other factors,
the desirability of an early revision.
Accordingly, Regulatory Guides will be
issued with a statement that comments
and suggestions received by a date ap-
proximately 60 days after issuance will
be particularly useful to the staff.

Nothing in the foregoing should be
construed to imply that comments and
suggestions are no longer encouraged or
will not be considered after the specified
date or that comments and suggestions
are not encouraged on guides issued with
no specified date for comments.

Comments and suggestions for im-
provements in all guides should be sent
to the Secretary of the Commission, U.S.
Atomic Energy Commission, Washing-
ton, D.C. 20545, Attention: Chief, Public
Proceedings Staff.

Regulatory Guides are available for
inspection at the Commission’s Public
Document Room, 1717 H Street NW.,
Washington, D.C. Requests for single
copies of issued guides or for placement
on an automatic distribution list for
single copies of future guides should be
made in writing to the Director of Regu-
latory Standards, U.S. Atomic Energy
Commission, Washington, D.C. 20545.
Telephone requests cannot be accommo-
dated. Regulatory Guides are not copy-
righted and Commission approval is not
required to reproduce them.

(5 U.S.C. 522(a))

Dated at Rockville, Md., this 4th day
of June, 1974,

For the Atomic Energy Commission.

LESTER ROGERS,
Director of Regulatory Standurds.

|FR Doc.74-13442 Filed 6-11-74;8:45 am]

MATERIALS AND PLANT PROTECTION
GUIDE

Notice of Issuance and Availability

The Atomic Energy Commission has
issued a guide in its Regulatory Guide
series. The Regulatory Guide series has
been developed to describe and to make
avallable to the public methods accept-
able to the AEC Regulatory staff for im-
plementing specific parts of the Com-
mission’s regulations and, in some cases,
to delineate techniques used by the staff
in evaluating specific problems or postu-
lated accidents and to provide guidance
to applicants concerning certain infor-
mation needed by the staff in its review
of applications for permits and licenses,

The new guide is in Division 5, “Ma-~
terials and Plant Protection.” Regula-
tory Guide 5.23, “In-Situ Assay of Plu-
tonium Residual Holdup,” details meth-
ods and procedures for the in-situ assay
of plutonium residual holdup in reactor
fuel processing areas.

Regulatory Guides are available for in-
spection at the Commission’s Public
Document Room, 1717 H Street, NW.,
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Washington, D.C. Comments and sug-
gestions in connection with (1) items
for inclusion in guides currently being
developed (listed below) or (2) improve-
ments in any published guides are en-
couraged and should be sent to the Sec-
retary of the Commission, U.S. Atomic
Energy Commission, Washington, D.C.
20545, Attention: Chief, Public Proceed-
ings Staff. Requests for single copies of
the issued guides (which may be repro-
duced ) or for placement on an automatic
distribution list for single copies of
future guides should be made in writing
to the Director of Regulatory Standards,
U.S. Atomic Energy Commission, Wash-
ingten, D.C. 20545. Telephone requests
cannot be accommodated. Regulatory
Guides are not copyrighted and Com-
mission approval is not required to repro-
duce them.

Other Division 5 Regulatory Guides
currently being developed include the
following:

Minimizing Nuclear Material Holdup in Dry
Process Operations.

Organization for Materials and Plant Pro-
tection.

Management Review of Materials and Plant
Protection Programs and Activities.

Standards for Physical Barrier Construction,

Special Nuclear Material Doorway Monitors,

Plant SecurityForce Duties.

Personnel Selection and Screening.

Perimeter Intrusion Alarms.

Road Shipment of SNM by Speeially Designed
Vehicle with Armed Guards.

Communication with Transport Vehicles.

Coordination of Response Plan with Law Fn-
forcement Authority.

Monitoring Transfers of Speclal
Material,

Selection of Material Balance and Item Con-
trol Areas.

Internal Transfers of Nuclear Material.

Material Control in Unirradiated Scrap Re-
covery Facilities.

Dynamic Inventory Techniques.

Prior Measurement: Verification.

Materials Protection Contingency Measures
for Uranium and Plutonium Processing
and Fuel Fabrication Plants.

Evaluation of Material Unaccounted for
(MUF).

Evaluation of Shipper and Receiver Data.

Resolution of S8hipper-Receiver Differences.

Measurement Control Program for Materials
Accounting in Nuclear Material Processing
Plants.

Determination of Random Measurement
Errors.

Determination of Measurement Bias and
Systematic Errors.

Training and Quallfying Measurement Con-
trol Personnel.

Nuclear Material Control Systems for Nuclear
Power Plants.

Methods for the Accountability of Plutonium
Oxide Powder.

Methods for the Accountability of High-En-
riched UO,. 3

Chemical, Nuclear, and Radlochemical Analy-
sis of UO,(NO,), Solutions.

Guide for Mass and Scales Calibration.

Guide for Mixing and Sampling Nuclear Ma-
terials.

Preparation of Pu(NO,), Solution as a Work-
ing Standard.

Gulide to Making Working Standards from
Production Material.

Preparation of UO,(NO,), Solution as a
Working Standard.

Radiometric Calibration Techniques,

Nuclear
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Calorimetric Assay of Pu-Bearing Sollds,
Nondestructive Assay of Plutonium-Bearing
Fuel Rods by Gamma-Ray Spectroscopy.
Nondestructive Assay of High-Enrichment

Uranium Fuel Plates.
Nondestructive Assay of Plutonium by Spon-
taneous Fission Coincidence Detection.
Nondestructive Assay of High-Enrichment
Uranium Scrap by Active Neutron Infer-

rogation.

Nondestructive Assay of Uranium Residual
Holdup.

Nondestructive Assay of Plutonium by

Gamma-Ray Spectroscopy.

Specifications for Ge(Li) Spectroscopy Sys-~
tems for Material Protection—Part II:
Data Reduction.

Radionuclide Analysis of Specially Prepared
Samples by Gamma-Ray Spectroscopy.

Analysis and Use of Process Data for the Pro-
tection of Special Nuclear Material,

Design Considerations for Minimizing Resid-
ual Holdup of Special Nuclear Material in
Equipment for Wet Process Operations.

(5 U.8.C. 552(a))

Dated at Rockville, Md. this 4th day
of June, 1974,

For the Atomic Energy Commission.

LESTER ROGERS.
Director of Regulatory Standards.

[FR Doc.74-13443 Filed 6-11-7%;8:45 am]

ADVISORY COMMITTEE ON REACTOR
SAFEGUARDS; SUBCOMMITTEE ON
SURRY POWER STATION, UNITS 3 & 4

Notice of Meeting
JuneE 10, 1974,

In accordance with the purposes of
section 29 and 182 b. of the Afomic
Energy Act (42 U.S.C. 2039, 2232b), the
Advisory Committee on Reactor Safe-
guards’ Subcommittee on Surry Power
Station, Units 3 and 4 will hold a meet-
ing on June 28, 1974 in the Holiday Inn—
West, 902 Richmond Road, Williamsburg,
Virginia 23185. The purpose of this meet-
ing will be to develop information for
consideration by the ACRS in its review
of the application of the Virginia Electric
and Power Co. for a permit to construct
these two units. The facility will be lo-
cated along the James River in Surry
County, Virginia. The plant site is ap-
proximately 44 miles southeast of Rich-
mond and 30 miles northwest of Norfolk,
Virginia.

The following constitutes that portion
of the Subcommittee’s agenda for the
above meeting which will be open to the
public:

Friday, June 28, 1974, 2:00 p.m. until
5:00 p.m. The Subcommittee will hear
presentations by representatives of the
Regulatory Staff and Virginia Electric
and Power Co. and will hold discussions
with these groups pertinent to its review
of the application of Virginia Electric
and Power Co. for a permit to construct
the Surry Power Station, Units 3 and 4.

In connection with the above agenda
item, the Subcommittee will hold Execu-
tive Sessions, not open to the public, at
approximately 1:30 p.m. and at the end
of the day to consider matters relating
to the above application. These sessions
will involve an exchange of opinions and
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discussion of preliminary views and
recommendations of Subcommittee
Members and internal deliberations for
the purpose of formulating recommen-
dations to the ACRS.

In addition to the Executive Sessions,
the Subcommittee may hold a closed
session with representativse of the
Regulatory Staff and Applicant for the
purpose of discussing privileged infor-
mation relating to plant physical secu-
rity.

I have determined, in accordance with
subsection 10(d) of Public Law 92463,
that the above-noted Executive Sessions
will consist of an exchange of opinions
and formulation of recommendations,
the discussion of which, if written, would
fall within exemption (5) of 5 U.S.C.
552(b) and that a closed session may be
held, if necessary, to discuss certain
documents and information which are
privileged and fall within exemption (4)
of 5 U.S.C. 552(b). Further, any non=-
exempt material that will be discussed
during the above closed sessions will be
inextricably intertwined with exempt
material, and no further separation of
this material is considered practical. It is
essential to close such portions of the
meeting to protect the free interchange
of internal views, to avoid undue inter-
ference with agency or Committee opera=
tion, and to avoid public disclosure of
proprietary information.

Practical considerations may dictate
alterations in the above agenda or sched-

ule.

The Chairman of the Subcommittee
is empowered to conduct the meeting in
a manner that in his judgment will fa-
cilitate the orderly conduct of business,
including provisions to carry over an
incompleted open session from one day
to the next.

With respect to public participation in
the open portion of the meeting, the fol-
lowing requirements shall apply:

(a) Persons wishing to submit written
statements regarding the agenda item
may do so by mailing 25 copies thereof,
postmarked no later than June 21, 1974
to the Executive Secretary, Advisory
Committee on Reactor Safeguards, U.S.
Atomic Energy Commission, Washing-
ton, D.C. 20545. Such comments shall be
based upon the Preliminary Safety
Analysis Report for this facility and re-
lated documents on file and available for
public inspection at the Atomic Energy
Commission’s Public Document Room,
1717 H Street, NW., Washington, D.C.
20545, and at the Swem Library, College
of William & Mary, Williamsburg, Vir-
ginia 23185.

(b) Those persons submitting a writ-
ten statement in accordance with para-
graph (a) above may request an oppor-
tunity to make oral statements concern-
ing the written statement. Such requests
shall accompany the written statement
and shall set forth reasons justifying the
need for such oral statement and its use-
fulness to the Subcommittee. To the ex-
tent that the time available for the meet-
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ing permits, the Subcommittee will re-
ceive oral statements during a period of
not more than 30 minutes at an appro-
priate time, chosen by the Chairman of
the Subcommittee, between the hours of
2:30 p.m. and 3:30 p.m. on June 28, 1974.

(¢) Requests for the opportunity to
make oral statements shall be ruled on
by the Chairman of the Subcommittee,
who is empowered to apportion the time
available among those selected by him to
make oral statements.

(d) Information as to whether the
meeting has been cancelled or resched-
uled and in regard to the Chairman’s
ruling on requests for the opportunity to
present oral statements, and the time
allotted, can be obfained by a prepaid
telephone call on June 27, 1974, to the
Office of the Executive Secretary of the
Committee (telephone: 301-973-5640)
between 8:30 a.m, and 5:15 p.m., Eastern
Daylight Time.

(e) Questions may be propounded only
by members of the Subcommittee and its
consultants.

(f) Seating for the public will be avail-
able on a first-come, first-served basis.

(g) The use of still, motion picture,
and television cameras, the physical in-
stallation and presence of which will not
interfere with the conduct of the meet-
ing, will be permitted both before and
after the meeting and during any recess.
The use of such equipment will not, how=
ever, be allowed while the meeting is in
session.

(h) Persons desiring to attend por-
tions of the meeting where proprietary
information is to be discussed may do so
by providing to the Executive Secretary,
Advisory Committee on Reactor Safe-
guards, 1717 H Street, NW., Washington,
D.C. 20545, 7 days prior to the meeting,
a copy of an executed agreement with
the owner of the proprietary informa-
tion to safeguard this material.

(i) A copy of the transcript of the open
portion of the meeting will be available
for inspection on or after July 1, 1974 at
the Atomic Energy Commission’s ‘Pub-
lic Document Room, 1717 H Street, NW.,
Washington, D.C. 20545, and within ap-
proximately nine days at the Swem Li-
brary, College of Willlam & Mary, Wil-
liamsburg, Virginia 23185. Copies of the
transcript may be reproduced in the Pub-
lic Document Room or may be obtained
from Ace Federal Reporters, Inc., 415
Second Street, NE., Washington, D.C.
20002 (telephone 202-547-6222) wupon
payment of appropriate charges.

(i) On request, copies of the Minutes
of the meeting will be made available for
inspection at the Atomic Energy Com-
mission’s Public Document Room, 1717
H Street, NW., Washington, D.C. 20545
after August 28, 1974. Copies may be ob-
tained upon payment of appropriate
charges.

JOHN C. R¥aAN,
Advisory Committee
Management Officer.

[FR Doc.74-13641 Filed 6-11-74;4:25 pm]

CIVIL AERONAUTICS BOARD
[Docket No. 20826, etc.]
ALASKA SERVICE INVESTIGATION ET AL

Notice of Reassignment of Proceedings

In the matter of Alaska Service In-
vestigation (Bush Routes Phase), Docket
20826, et al.; Kodiak-Western Alaska
Renewal Proceeding, Docket 23604, et
al.; Howard J. Mays Revocation/Munz
Northern Certification Proceeding, Dock-
et 25655, et al.

These proceedings are hereby reas-
signed from the undersigned to Admin-
istrative Law Judge Henry Whitehouse.,
Future communications should be ad-
dressed to Judge Whitehouse.

lsaated at Washington, D.C., June 7,

[sEAL] Racpe L. WISER,
Chief Administrative Law Judge.

[FR Doc.74-13506 Filed 6-11-74;8:45 am]

[Docket 26113]

ALLEGHENY AIRLINES, INC.
Deletion of Lima, Ohio; Notice of Hearing

Notice is hereby given, pursuant to the
provisions of the Federal Aviation Act of
1958, as amended, that a public hearing
in the above-entitled proceeding has been
scheduled to be held commencing on July
9, 1974, at 10:00 a.m. (Iocal time) in the
City Council Chambers, Municipal Build-
ing, Lima, Ohio, before the undersigned
Judge.

For information concerning the issues
involved and other details of this pro-
ceeding, interested persons are referred
to the various documents which are in
the docket of this case on file in the
Docket Section of the Civil Aeronautics
Board,

Dated at Washington, D.C., June 6,
1974.

[SEAL] Frank M, WHITING,
Administrative Law Judge.

[FR Doc.74-13503 Filed 6-11-74;8:45 am|

AMERICAN-PAN AMERICAN ROUTE
EXCHANGE AGREEMENT CASE

[Docket 26245]

Availability of Draft Statement of
Environmental Assessment

The Civil Aeronautics Board’s Bureau
of Operating Rights has released &
“Draft Statement of Environmental As-
sessment” in connection with the Ameri-
can-Pan American Route Exchange
Agreement.

The Statement concludes that ap-
proval of the route exchange would not
constitute a “major federal action sig-
nificantly affecting the quality of human
environment.”

Interested persons and agencies of the
federal, state and local governments will
be given 45 days to submit comments in
response to the draft statement. In the
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American-Pan American Route Ex-
change case, comments are due by July
22, 1974. Upon receipt of comments, the
Bureau of Operating Rights will prepare
and issue a revised statement, Comments
so received will, in addition, be available
to the public.

In the route exchange agreement case,
American Airlines would transfer to Pan
American its basic operating authority
between the domestic co-terminal points
New York-Newark, Washington-Balti-
more, Chicago and Dallas-Ft. Worth to
Hilo and Honolulu, Hawaii, and beyond
Hawaii to American Samoa, Fiji, New
Zealand and Australia while Pan Ameri-
can would transfer to American its au-
thority in four markets: New York/
Newark - Bermuda; Boston - Bermuda;
New York/Newark-Barbados and New
York/Newark-Santo Domingo, Domini-
can Republic.

Copies of the draft statement are avail-
able from the Bureau of Operating
Rights, Civil Aeronautics Board, Wash-
ington, D.C. 20428.

Dated at Washington, D.C., June 7,
1974,

[sEAL] EpwiN Z. HOLLAND,

Secretary.
[FR Doc.74-13506 Piled 6-11-74;8:45 am|

[Docket 26479]

DELTA AIR LINES, INC./TRANSWORLD
AIRLINES, INC.

Route Transfer Agreement; Notice of
Hearing

Notice is hereby given, pursuant to the
provisions of the Federal Aviation Act
of 1958, as amended, that a public hear-
ing in this proceeding will be held on
July 22, 1974, at 10:00 a.m. (local time),
in Room 911, Universal Building, 1825
Connecticut Avenue, NW, Washington,
D.C., before the undersigned.

For information concerning the issues
and other details involved in this pro-
ceeding, interested persons are referred
to the prehearing conference report
served April 16, 1974, the notice to all
parties dated May 9, 1974, and other doc-
uments in the docket of this proceeding
on file in the Docket Section of the Civil
Aeronautics Board.

Dated at Washington, D.C., June 7,
4.

[SEAL] HARrRY H. SCHNEIDER,

Administrative Law Judge.
[FR Doc.74-13507 Filed 6-11-74;8:45 am]

[Docket 25280; Order 74-6-31; Agreement
C.AB., 24340; Agreement C.A.B, 24352;
Agreement C.A B, 24353]

INTERNATIONAL AIR TRANSPORT
ASSOCIATION
Specific Commodity Rates
Issued under delegated authority June
6, 1974.
Agreements have been filed with the
Board pursuant to section 412(a) of the
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Federal Aviation Act of 1958 (the Act)
and Part 261 of the Board's Economic
Regulations between various air carriers,
foreign air carriers and other carriers,
embodied in the resolutions of the Joint
Traffic Conferences of the International
Air Transport Association (IATA). The
agreements were adopted at the 36th
Meeting of the TC1 Specific Commodity
Rates Board, and at the 11th Meeting of
the T'C3 Specific Commodity Rates Board
held in Panama City on February 20,
1974 and in Geneva on April 1, 1974
respectively.

With respect to air transportation as
defined by the Act, the agreements pro-
pose revisions to the specific commodity
rate structures applicable within the
Western Hemisphere and Asia/Austra-
lasia/Pacific areas. We are approving
these revisions, outlined in the attach-
ments hereto, which reflect reductions
from otherwise applicable general cargo
rates. We are also approving a mail vote
agreement which would establish cargo
rates to/from San Andres Island/Leticia,
Colombia and Western Hemisphere
points by adding 30 cents per kilogram to
existing rates for Barranquilla, Bogota,
Cali, or Medellin, whichever is lower.
Similarly, rates for all other Colombian
points would be established by adding 15
cents to the appropriate existing rate.

Pursuant to authority duly delegated
by the Board in the Board's Regulations,
14 CFR 385.14, it is not found that Agree-
ment C.AB. 24340, Agreement C.A.B.
24352 and Agreement C.A.B. 24353 are
adverse to the public interest or in vio-
lation of the Act, provided that approval
is subject to the conditions hereinafter
ordered.

Accordingly, it is ordered that:

1. Agreement C.AB. 24352 be and
hereby is approved; and

2. Agreement C.AB. 24340 and Agree-
ment C.AB. 24353* be and hereby are
approved, provided that approval shall
not constitute approval of the specific
commodity descriptions contained there-
in for purposes of tariff publication; pro-
vided further that tariff filings shall be
marked to become effective on not less
ﬁgm 30 days’ notice from the date of fil-

Persons entitled to petition the Board
for review of this order pursuant to the
Board’s Regulations, 14 CFR 385.50, may
file such petitions within ten days after
the date of service of this order.

This order shall be effective and be-
come the action of the Civil Aeronautics
Board upon expiration of the above pe-
riod, unless within such period a petition
for review thereof is filed or the Board
gives notice that it will review this order
on its own motion.

This order will be published in the
FEDERAL REGISTER.

[sEAL] Epwin Z, HOLLAND,
Secretary.
[FR Doc.74-13508 Filed 6-11-74;8:45 am]

1C.AB. Agreements 24340 and 24353 filed
as part of the original document,
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[Docket 26194]
OVERSEAS NATIONAL AIRWAYS, INC.,
ET AL

Enforcement Proceeding; Notice of
Hearing

In the matter of Overseas National
Airways, Inc.,, Elkin Tours, Inc., and
Elliott Elkin, Individually.

Notice is hereby given, pursuant to the
provisions of the Federal Aviation Act of
1958, as amended, that hearing in this
proceeding * is assigned to be held on Au-
gust 13, 1974, at 10:00 a.m. (local time),
in Courtroom 1017, Federal Building and
Courthouse, 231 West Lafayette Street,
Detroit, Michigan, before Administrative
Law Judge Louis W. Sornson.?

Dated at Washington, D.C., June 6,
1974.

[sEAL] Raver L. WISER,
Chief Administrative Law Judge.

[FR Doc.74-13504 Filed 6-11-74;8:45 am|

CIVIL SERVICE COMMISSION
DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE

Revocation of Authority To Make Noncareer
Executive Assignment

Under authority of § 9.20 of Civil Serv-
ice Rule IX (5 CFR 9.20), the Civil Serv-
ice Commission revokes the authority of
the Department of Defense to fill by non-
career executive assignment in the ex-
cepted service the position of Deputy
Assistant Secretary (Manpower Research
and Utilization), Office of the Assistant
Secretary of Defense (Manpower and Re-
serve Affairs), Office of the Secretary of
Defense.

UniTeED STATES CIviL SERV-
ICE COMMISSION,
James C. Spry,
Ezxeculive Assistant
to the Commissioners.

[FR Doc.74-13501 Filed 6-11-74;8:45 am|

[SEAL]

EXPORT-IMPORT BANK OF THE UNITED
STATES

Grant of Authority To Make Noncareer
Executive Assignment

Under authority of § 9.20 of Civil Serv-
ice Rule IX (5 CFR 9.20), the Civil Serv-
ice Commission authorizes the Export-
Import Bank of the United States to fill
by noncareer executive assignment in
the excepted service the position of Spe-
cial Assistant to the President and
Chairman, Board of Directors.

UniTED STATES CIVIL SERV-
ICE COMMISSION,
James C. Srry,
Ezxecutive Assistant
to the Commissioners.

[FR Doc.74-13498 Filed 6-11-74;8:45 am|

[sEAL]

1The contentions of the respondents that
the matter is not ripe for hearing have been
considered and it is concluded that they are
not justified. The notice herein substantially
grants their requests with respect to time and
place of hearing.

*The Judge will fix the time and place of
further hearing in Washington, D.C., if
needed.
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FEDERAL ENERGY OFFICE

Grant of Authority To Make Noncareer
Executive Assignment

Under authority of § 9.20 of Civil Serv-
ice Rule IX (5 CFR 9.20), the Civil Serv-
ice Commission authorizes the Federal
Energy Office to fill by noncareer execu=
tive assi ent in the excepted service
the position of Executive Assistant to the
Deputy Administrator, Office of the Ad-
ministrator.

UnNIiTED STATES CIviL SERV-
IcE COMMISSION,
James C. SPRY,
Executive Assistant
to the Commissioners.

[FR Doc.74-13497 Filed 6-11-74;8:45 am]

[SEaL]

DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND URBAN
DEVELOPMENT

Grant of Authority To Make a Noncareer
Executive Assignment

Under authority of § 9.20 of Civil Serv-
ice Rule IX (5 CFR 9.20), the Civil Serv-
ice Commission authorizes the Depart-
ment of Housing and Urban Development
to fill by noncareer executive assignment
in the excepted service the position of
Deputy Assistant Secretary for Research
and Demonstration, Office of Research
and Demonstration, Office of the Assist-
ant Secretary for Policy Development and
Research,

Unttep STATES CIviL SERV=-

IcE COMMISSION,

JAMES C. SPRY,
Ezxecutive Assistant
to the Commissioners.

[FR Doc.74-13495 Filed 6-11-74;8:45 am]

[sEAL]

DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND URBAN
DEVELOPMENT

Revocation of Authority To Make Noncareer
Executive Assignment

Under authority of §9.20 of Civil
Service Rule IX (5 CFR 9.20), the Civil
Service Commission revokes the author-
ity of the Department of Housing and
Urban Deyelopment to fill by non-career
executive assignment in the excepted
service the position of Director, Office of
Housing Research, Office of the Assistant
Secretary for Policy Development and
Research.

Unirep STATES CIviL SERV-

ICE COMMISSION,

JaMmEes C. SPrY,
Ezecutive Assistant
to the Commissioners.

[FR Doc.74-13496 Filed 6-11-74;8:45 am|

[sEAL]

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR

Grant of Authority To Make Noncareer
Executive Assignment

Under authority of § 9.20 of Civil Sery-
ijce Rule IX (5 CFR 9.20), the Ciyil
Service Commission authorizes the De-
partment of the Interior to fill by non-
career executive assignment in the ex-
cepted service the position of Deputy

NOTICES

Assistant Secretary—Program Develop-
ment and Budget, Office of the Secretary.

Unitep STATES CIVIL SERV=
IcCE COMMISSION,
[seaL] James C. SPRY,
Executive Assistant
to the Commissioners.

[FR Doc.74-13502 Filed 6-11-74;8:45 am|

DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE

Grant of Authority To Make a Noncareer
Executive Assignment

Under authority of § 9.20 of Civil Serv-
ice Rule IX (5 CFR 9.20), the Civil Serv-
ice Commission authorizes the Depart-
ment of Justice to fill by noncareer exec=
utive assignment in the excepted service
the position of Associate Director, Office
of Deputy Director, Community Rela-
tions Service.

Unitep STATES CIviL SERV-
1cE COMMISSION,
[sEaL] JamEes C. SPRY,
Ezeculive Assisiant
to the Commissioners.

[FR Doc.74-13493 Filed 6-11-74;8:45 am|]

DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE

Revocation of Authority To Make a Non-
career Executive Assignment

Under authority of § 9.20 of Civil Sery-
ice Rule IX (5 CFR 9.20), the Civil Serv=
ice Commission revokes the authority of
the Department of Justice to fill by non~
career executive assignment in the ex-
cepted service the position of Assistant
Director for National Services, Office of
National Services, Community Relations
Service.

UntTED STATES CIVIL SERV-
ICE COMMISSION,

[sEAL] James C, SPRY,

Ezxecutive Assistant
1o the Commissioners.

[FR Doc.74-13494 Flled 6-11-74;8:45 am|

DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE

Revocation of Authority To Make a Non-
career Executive Assignment

Under authority of § 9.20 of Civil Serv-
ice Rule IX (5 CFR 9.20), the Civil Serv-
ice Commission revokes the authority of
the Department of Justice to fill by non-
career executive assignment in the ex-
pected service the position of Chief of
Section, Review Section, Tax Division.

UniTep STATES CiviL SERV~
ICE COMMISSION,
James C. SPRY,
Ezecutve Assistant
to the Commissioners.

[FR Doc.74-13499 Filed 6-11-74;8:45 am|]

[sEAL]

DEPARTMENT OF LABOR

Revocation of Authority To Make Noncareer
Executive Assignment

Under authority of § 9.20 of Civil Serv-

ice Rule IX (5 CFR 9.20), the Civil Serv-

ice Commission revokes the authority of

the Department of Labor to fill by non-
career executive assignment in the ex-
cepted service the position of Deputy
Manpower Administrator for Employ-
gmnt Security, Manpower Administra-
on.
UNITED STATES CIVIL SERV-
ICE COMMISSION,
JAMES C. SPRY,
Ezecutive Assistant
to the Commissioners.

[FR Doe.74-13500 Filed 6-11-74;8:45 am|

CONSUMER PRODUCT SAFETY
COMMISSION

PRODUCT SAFETY ADVISORY COUNCIL
Notice of Meeting

Notice is given that a meeting of the
Product Safety Advisory Council will be
held on Thursday and Friday, June 13
and 14, 1974.

The Council has been established pur-
suant to section 28 of the Consumer
Product Safety Act (Public Law 92-573,
86 Stat. 1230; 15 U.S.C. 2077). The act
provides that the Commission may con-
sult the Council before prescribing a con-
sumer product safety rule or taking other
action under the act.

The meeting of the Council on Thurs-
day, June 13, will be held at the Com-
mission’s Product Safety Operations
Center, 5401 Westbard Ave., Bethesda,
Maryland, and will consist of, beginning
at 10 a.m,, visits and informal discussion
with various CPSC operating offices and
bureaus. No formal agenda is planned.

On Friday, June 14, the Council meet-
ing will be held in the hearing room, 6th
floor, Consumer Product Safety Com-
mission, 1750 K Street NW., Washing-
ton, D.C., from 9 a.m. to 3 p.m. The pro-
posed agenda includes discussion of:

1. Status of CPSC efforts to obtain broad-
based public participation in standards de-
velopment activities.

2. Briefing on the CPSC/State Conference
held May 15-17, 1974.

3. The experimental Consumer Deputy
Program and prospects for its continuation.

4. Review of issues regarding sampling
plans in mandatory safety standards and
compliance activity.

Further information concerning this
meeting, which is open to the public,
may be obtained from the Office of the
Secretary, Consumer Product Safety
Commission, Washington, D.C. 20207,
phone (202) 634-7700.

Dated: June 7, 1974,

SapyeE E. DUNN,
Secretary, Consumer Product
Safety Commission.

[FR Doc.74-13541 Filed 6-11-74;8:45 am]

COST OF LIVING COUNCIL

FOOD INDUSTRY WAGE AND SALARY
COMMITTEE

Notice of Meeting

Pursuant to the provisions of the Fed-
eral Advisory Committee Act (Public Law
92-463, 86 Stat. 770) notice is hereby
given that the Food Industry Wage and

[SEAL]
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Salary Committee, established under the
authority of section 212(f) of the Eco-
nomic Stabilization Act, as amended, sec=
tion 4(a) (iv) of Executive Order 11695,
and Cost of Living Council Order No, 14,
will meet on Wednesday, June 12, 1974,
The meeting will be open to the public
on a first-come, first-served basis at
10:00 AM, in Conference Room 8202, 2025
M Street NW., Washington, D.C.

The agenda will consist of a discussion
of food industry wage cases pending be-
fore the Cost of Living Council

The Chairman of the Committee is
empowered to conduct the meeting in a
fashion that will, in his judgment, facili-
tate the orderly conduct of business.

Issued in Washington, D.C., on June
10, 1974,
Henry H. PERRITT, Jr.,
Ezxecutive Secretary,
Cost of Living Council.

[FR Doc.74-13568 Filed 6-10-74;11:37 am]

DELAWARE RIVER BASIN
COMMISSION

HOPE CREEK AND SUMMIT
GENERATING STATIONS

Notice of Public Hearing

Notice is hereby given that the Dela-
ware River Basin Commission will hold
a public hearing on June 25, 1974, The
subject of the hearing will be a proposal
to amend the Commission’s Comprehen-
sive Plan so as to include the Hope Creek
and Summit generating stations as sum-
marized in this notice. The hearing will
be held in the South Auditorium of the
ASTM Building, 1916 Race Street in
Philadelphia, Pa. The hearing on the
Hope Creek generating station will com-
mence at 10 a.m. and the hearing on the
Summit generating station will com-
mence at 2 p.m.

Hope Creek Generating Station. A
nuclear-fueled generating station to be
located on the southern half of Artificial
Island on the east bank of the Delaware
River in Lower Alloways Creek Town-
ship, Salem County, N.J. The plant site
is approximately 15 miles south of the
Delaware Memorial Bridge and eight
miles southwest of Salem, N.J. Two 1,100~
megawatt light water nuclear-fueled
units of the boiling water type are pro-
posed. The plant would utilize a closed-
loop circulating water cooling system
with wet natural draft cooling towers and
2 once-through service water system. Ap-
proximately 190 cubic feet per second of
river water will be used for service water
cooling and cooling tower makeup re-
guirements. The service water system
will discharge to the river via a sub-
merged pipe 137 cubic feet per second of
plant cooling water and cooling tower
blowdown with an average heat content
of 270 10" Btu/hr, Maximum heat dis-
charged to the river is estimated to be
420X10° Btu/hr. Evaporate loss in the
river due to plant discharge is estimated
fo be 0.61 cubic feet per second and 1.1
cubic feet per second at average and
maximum design operating conditions,
respectively, The plant’s closed circulat-
ing water system will recirculate approx-
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imately 2,228 cubic feet per second of
cooling water which will release 15,520 X
10 Btu/hr of rejected heat to the
atmosphere through the cooling towers.
To compensate for evaporative losses,
the cooling towers will require an aver-
age of 52.6 cubic feet per second of
makeup water to the plant. Anticipated
blowdown practices for the cooling
towers will require 53.5 cubic feet per
second of makeup water which will be
returned to the river via the service
water system discharge. Unit No. 1 is
planned to go into operation in 1981 and
Unit No. 2 in 1982. A final environmental
impact statement was filed with the U.S.
Atomic Energy Commission in February
1974.

Summit Generating Stalion. A nu-
clear-fueled generating station proposed
to be located about one and one-quarter
miles south of the Chesapeake and Dela-
ware Canal between the Penn Central
Railroad and the duPont Parkway (U.S.
Route 13), in New Castle County, Del.
The project site is approximately 6
miles from Delaware City and 10 miles
from Newark. The proposed plant would
consist of two high temperature gas-
cooled reactors each having a capacity
of 770 megawatts. Exhaust steam from
the turbines would be condensed by a
closed cycle cooling system using me-
chanical draft evaporative cooling tow-
ers. The maximum heat rejection rate for
the two units would be about 8,600 x 10°
btu/hr. Makeup water to replace evap-
oration and blowdown is proposed to be
withdrawn from the C&D Canal at a
maximum rate of about 43.5 cubic feet
per second. Blowdown will be discharged
to the Canal through a submerged jet at
a maximum rate of about 14.5 cubic feet
per second. Evaporative losses will be
about 19.8 cubic feet per second on the
average and 29 cubic feet per second at
maximum. Unit No. 1 is proposed to go
into operation in 1980 and Unit No. 2 in
1982. A draft environmental impact
statement was filed with the U.S. Atomic
Energy Commission in March 1974.

Documents relating to each of the
above projects may be examined at the
Commission offices. All persons wishing
to testify are requested fo register with
the Secretary to the Commission prior
to 12 noon on June 24, 1974.

W. BrRiNTON WHITALL,
Secretary.
JUNE 5, 1974,

[FR Doc.74-13423 Filed 6-11-74;8:45 am]

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY

[FIFRA Docket No. 246, et al.]
CHAPMAN CHEMICAL COMPANY, ET AL.
Notice of Hearing

In the above matter, relating to can-
cellation of registrations of pesticides
containing mercury, notice is hereby
given that a public hearing will be held
commencing at 9:30 o'clock a.m. on July
9, 1974, at Departmental Auditorium,
Conference Room B, between 12th and
14th Streets, NW., Washington, D.C.

The hearing will convene at the place
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and time announced in this notice but
thereafter it may be moved to a different
place and may be continued from day to
day or recessed to a later day without
otler notice than announcement thereof
at the hearing.

This notice is issued pursuant to the
Rules of Practice governing hearings of
this type, 40 CFR, Part 164, 38 FR 19371,
38 FR 34117, 39 FR. 11884.

BERNARD D. LEVINSON,
Administrative Law Judge.

June 7, 1974,
[FR Doc.74-13537 Filed 6-11-74;8:45 am]

[OPP-50008]
PREDATOR CONTROL; COYOTES

Issuance of Experimental Use Permit to
Department of Interior

Pursuant to section 5 of the Federal
Insecticide, Fungicide, and Rodenticide
Act (FIFRA), as amended (86 Stat. 983),
the Department of Interior applied to
the Environmental Protection Agency
(EPA) for an experimental use permit.
This permit (No. 6704-EXP-6G) is
hereby issued in accordance with 40 CFR
Part 162.19 as promulgated in the Fep-
ERAL REGISTER on January 31, 1974 (39
FR 3939) and allows the shipment and
use of sodium cyanide in the sodium
cyanide spring-loaded ejector mecha~
nism (SCSLEM) for control of predation
by coyotes. The SCSLEM is to be used
only in an experimental program ap-
proved by the EPA and under the super-
vision and control of approved SCSLEM
applicators as designated by the Depart-
ment of Interior.

This program began on May 28, 1974,
and will expire on October 31, 1974. How-
ever, it may be revoked at any time for
violation of the terms thereof, or to avoid
deleterious effects on the environment.

EPA invites interested persons to sub-
mit written comments with reference to
this notice to the Federal Register Sec-
tion, Technical Services Division (WH-
569), Office of Pesticide Programs, En-
vironmental Protection Agency, 401 M
Street, SW., Room EB-1, Washington,
D.C. 20460. Three copies of the comments
must be submitted to facilitate the work
of EPA and ofhers interested in inspect-
ing them. The comments must be re-
ceived on or before July 12, 1974, and
should bear the notation OPP-50006. All
written comments filed pursuant to this
notice will be available for public Inspec-
tion in the office of the Federal Register
Section from 8:30 a.m. to 4:00 p.m., Mon-
day through Friday.

The application, the permit issued and
the label and directions for use of sodium
cyanide in the SCSLEM are available for
public inspection at the Environmental
Protection Agency, Room EB-37, East
Eoger. 401 M Street, SW., Washington,

EXPERIMENTAL PROGRAM FOR USE OF THE
SontuMm CYANIDE SPRING LOADED EJECTOR
MecHANISM (SCSLEM) FOR PREDATOR
CONTROL BY DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR

I. Purpose, Sodium cyanide will be used in
the spring loaded ejector mechanism in an
experimental program designed to measure

12, 1974
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the usefulness of the tool as a method of
reducing domestic livestock losses due to
predation by coyotes In situations where
mechanical control methods are not feasible
or effective. The program will also evaluate
the effect of the SCSLEM on nontarget
species.

II. Objectives. A. Determine the value of
the SCSLEM as used on a response-to-com-
plaint basis where the mechanical control
methods are not feasible or effective.

B. Record nontarget species taken In
SCSLEM use areas.

C. Evaluate the selectivity of the SCSLEM
when used to control coyotes on the basis
of data collected on nontarget species taken.

D, Keep records of the use of SCSLEM for
predator control- with regard to human
safety.

E. Determine the overall value of the
SCSLEM when used on a complaint basis.

F. Obtain data on the cost of reducing
Hvestock losses with the SCSLEM and me-
chanical methods.

III, Control. A. Administrative Director.
The administrative director of the program
will be Lynn A. Greenwalt, Director, Bureau
of Sport Fisheries and Wildlife.

B. Regional supervision. The Division of
Wildlife Service’s Regional Directors will have
authority to approve use of the SCSLEM
within their respective regions based on re-
quests forwarded to them.

C. State control. The State Animal Dam-
age Control Office within each state will re-
view and make recommendations on each re-
quest from private individuals in the case
of private land and land administrators in
the case of public land,

D. Applications. Application of the
SCSLEM will be conducted only by Bureau,
state and county employees under direct su-
pervision of the Bureau of Sport Fisherles
and Wildilife.

IV. Procedures for implementation. A.
Areas of wuse. Use of the SCSLEM by the
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service is permitted
only in those areas where the Regional Di-
rector has authorized such use.

B. The SCSLEM will not be used In areas
where susceptible threatened or endangered
species might be affected. Maps delineating
the known ranges of susceptible threatened
and endangered species will be supplied to
the Reglonal Directors by Bureau headquar-
ters in Washington, D.C.

C. In those states having EPA approved
experimental SCSLEM programs, Bureau
personnel will coordinate with the appropri-
ate State Officials to insure that the use of
the SCSLEM by Bureau personnel will not
interfere with the conduct and results of the
state experimental programs.

D. Use of the SCSLEM by Bureau person=-
nel will not be permitted In any area de-
signed as an experimental or control area
in any EPA approved state experimental
programs.

E. The spring loaded ejector mechanism or
the sodium cyanide capsules shall not be
given to, or entrusted to the care of, any per-
son not under the supervision of the Bureau.
Care shall be taken to prevent theft or loss
and the possibility of their subsequent use
by nonauthorized persons.

F. Distribution, storage, maintenance, and
use of the SOSLEMs will be controlled by Bu-
reau personnel and subject to the rules and
policies of the Department of Interior.

G. Cyanide antidote kits shall be pos-
sessed by all employees using the SCSLEM
and shall be carried with them at the time
SCSLEMs are being set or maintained.

H. This program will begin May 28, 1974,
and will end October 31, 1974, The termi-
nation date is subject to evaluation and
modification.

NOTICES

1. Authorization is granted for the use of
10,000 spring loaded ejector mechanisms and
100,000 sodium cyanide capsules In the pro-
gram. This authorization is subject to con-
tinuing evaluation and amendment as may
be necessary.

J. The Bureau’s Regional Director will pro-
vide notification of SCSLEM use within a
state to the appropriate EPA regional head-
quarters within one working day of granting
approval on any request for use.

K. Recordkeeping and reporting. Each ap-
plicator must submit the following informa-
tion to the State Supervisor at least once
& month.

1. Name of the applicator,

2. Number of SCSLEMs and capsules used,
and cumulative total of SCSLEM use—
years or months.

3. Number of discharged capsules at each
SCSLEM location, noting cause when pos-
sible, and the number of capsules replaced
at each SCSLEM location.

4, Identification of area where SCSLEM
is used.

5. Total number of target specles taken at
each location, by direct count.

6. Number of nontarget specles taken at
each location, by species and direct count.

7. Number of discharges with no animal
recovery.

8. Any human or domestic animal acci-
dents associated with SCSLEM use.

9. Number and type of livestock losses to
coyotes before the use of the SCSLEM.

10. Number and type of livestock losses
during SCSLEM use to:

a. Coyotes

b. Other known causes

c. Unknown causes

11. Other control measures used prior to
and at the same time that SCSLEMs are in
use in an area and the animals taken by
specles and direct count.

L. Monitoring. Each Regional Director shall
establish a system for monitoring the oper-
ation of program procedures and shall pro-
vide a monthly report of findings, Surveil-
lance may be undertaken on a sampling
basis and shall include verification of:

1. Data presented in support of requests.

2. Effort expended to provide control with
mechanical means.

3. Adherence to areas of use as defined by
Bureau policies.

4. Adherence to policy in use of the
SCSLEM.

5. Reports of results obtained from use of
the SCSLEM, Prior to control or use of
SCSLEM, an “Agreement for Control of
Animals on Private Property” must be signed
by the land owner, lessee or administrator
requesting use of the SCSLEM to allow rep-
resentatives of the Bureau of Sport Fisheries
and Wildlife and the Environmental Pro-
tection Agency to enter on their property
for the purpose of inspecting and monitoring
all aspects of the experimental program. Any
person found to be using the materials im-
properly or falsifylng required data will be
denijed further use of SCSLEMs and may be
subject to the civil and ecriminal penalties
under the Federal Insecticide, Fungicide, and
Rodenticide Act. Fallure to adhere to the
provisions of this program could result in
suspension of the program.

V. Data summarization and analysis. A.
The Regional Directors will he responsible
for insuring the collection of reports from
the applicator for summarization and for-
warding to the Animal Damage Control Pro~
gram Office, Washington, D.C. The Depart-
ment of Interior shall furnish the Environ-
mental Protection Agency with coples of
monthly reports and findings, and a final
report and analysis of the data within 60
days after the completion of the program.
Coples of individual field reports of SCSLEM

applicators will be sent to EPA on comple-
tion of the program.

B. The Bureau’s Regional Directors wil
provide notification of SCSLEM use within
states to the appropriate EPA regional head-
quarters and provide copies of the report
summations to the appropriate EPA Reglonal
Offices.

C. A precensus of livestock to be protected
and a postcensus of livestock populations
will be conducted in SCSLEM use areas at
the completion of the program. Information
on coyote populations in those areas will be
derived from the Annual “Predator Survey”
conducted by the Service.

D. The Bureau will continue to maintain
records of ongoing nenchemical control
programs. This data will be utilized by EPA
for comparative purposes.

Dated: June 7, 1974.

James L. AGEE,
Acting Assistant Administrator for
Water and Hazardous Materials.

[FR Doc.74-13536 Filed 6-11-74;8:45 am|

FEDERAL MARITIME COMMISSION

CITY OF MILWAUKEE AND O'CONNELL
DISTRIBUTING CO. INC.

Notice of Agreement Filed

Notice is hereby given that the follow-
ing agreement has been filed with the
Commission for approval pursuant to
section 15 of the Shipping Act, 1916, as
amended (39 Stat. 733, 75 Stat. 763, 46
U.S.C. 814).

Interested parties may inspect and oh-
tain a copy of the agreement at the
Washington office of the Federal Mari-
time Commission, 1100 L Street, NW,
Room 10126; or may inspect the agree-
ment at the Field Offices located at New
York, N.¥Y., New Orleans, Louisiana, San
Francisco, California and Old San Juan,
Puerto Rico. Comments on such agree-
ments, including requests for hearing,
may be submitted to the Secretary, Fed-
eral Maritime Commission, Washington,
D.C. 20573, on or before July 2, 1974. Any
person desiring a hearing on the pro-
posed agreement shall provide a clear and
concise statement of the matters upon
which they desire to adduce evidence. An
allegation of discrimination or unfair-
ness shall be accompanied by a state-
ment describing the diserimination or un-
fairness with particularity. If a violation
of the Act or detriment to the commerce
of the United States is alleged, the state-
ment shall set forth with particularity
the acts and circumstances said to consti-
tute such violation or detriment to com-
merce.

A copy of any such statement should
also be forwarded to the party filing the
agreement (as indicated hereinafter’
and the statement should indicate that

this has been done.
Notice of agreement filed by:
Mr. J, L. Haskell
Deputy Port Director
Board of Harbor Commissioners

Room 606—City Hall
Milwaukee, Wisconsin 53202

Agreement No. T-2966, between City of
Milwaukee (City) and O’Connell Distrib-
uting Co., Inc. (O'Connell), provides for
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the five-year exclusive lease (with re-
newal options) by O’Connell of City’s
Municipal Terminal 1, together with non-
exclusive berthing privileges and the
right of usage of contiguous facilities at
Milwaukee, Wisconsin, for the receiving,
shipping, storing and handling of gen-
eral and bulk commodities. As compensa-
tion, O’Connell shall pay City a minimum
guaranteed annual rental of $20,000 plus
30% of all gross storage income in excess
of $30,000 annually. In addition, O’Con-
nell shall share with City all revenues
earned from wharfage, car loading and
unloading, warehousing, handling opera-
tions, or any incidental services rendered
by O’Connell to its customers, at the rate
of $.10 per ton of 2,000 pounds on in-
bound salt and at a basic rate, per 2,000
pounds on other cargo, to be negofiated
prior to the time of cargo movement.
After the first two years, the rental shall
be reevaluated.

By Order of the Federal Maritime
Commission.
Dated: June 7, 1974.

Francis C. HURNEY,
Secretary.

[FR Doc¢.74-13491 Filed 6-11-74;8:45 am1

JOHNSON SCANSTAR JOINT SERVICE

Notice of Agreement Filed; Petition to
Reconsider Order

Notice is hereby given that the fol-
lowing agreement has been filed with
the Commission for approval pursuant
to Section 15 of the Shipping Act, 1916, as
amended (39 Stat. 733, 75 Stat. 763, 46
U.S.C. 814).

Interested parties may inspect and ob-
tain a copy of the agreement at the
Washington office of the Federal Mari-
time Commission, 1100 L Street, N.W.,
Room 10126; or may inspect the agree-
ment at the field Offices located at New
York, N.Y., New Orleans, Louisiana, San
Francisco, California, and San Juan,
Puerto Rico. Comments on such agree-
ments, including requests for hearing,
may be submitted to the Secretary, Fed-
eral Maritime Commission, Washington,
D.C. 20573, on or before July 2, 1974. Any
person desiring a hearing on the pro-
posed agreement shall provide a clear
and concise statement of the matters
upon which they desire to adduce
evidence. An allegation of discrimina-
tion or unfairness shall be accompanied
by a statement describing the discrim-
ination or unfairness with particularity.
If a violation of the Act or detriment to
the Commerce of the United States is
alleged, the statement shall set forth
with particularity the acts and circum-
stances said to constitute such violation
or detriment to commerce.

A copy of any such statement should
also be forwarded to the party filing the
agreement (as indicated hereinafter)
and the statement should indicate that
this has been done.

Notice of petition Filed by :

John R, Mahoney, Esq.
Casey, Lane & Mittendort

NOTICES

26 Broadway
New York, New York 10004

Agreement No. 9973-1 is a petition by
the parties' to the Johnson Scanstar
Joint Service (JSS) requesting the Com-
mission to remove the limitation on its
container capacity which the Commis-
sion imposed in its Order of Approval
dated March 30, 1972. In consideration
of the removal of this limitation, JSS
agrees that it will not increase its
present fleet of nine vessels without
prior Commission approval with the
proviso, however, that it may charter
additional container vessels or charter
additional container space to meet
seasonal Increases in ftonnage require-
ments.

By Order of the Federal Maritime
Commission.

Dated: June 5, 1974.

Francis C. HURNEY,
Secretary.

[FR Dco0.74-13490 Filed 6-11-74;8:45 am]

MOORE-McCORMICK LINES, INC., ET AL.
Notice of Agreement Filed

Notice is hereby given that the follow-
ing agreement has been filed with the
Commission for approval pursuant to
section 15 of the Shipping Act, 1916, as
amended (39 Stat. 733, 75 Stat. 763, 46
U.S.C.814).

Interested parties may inspect and ob-
tain a copy of the agreement at the
Washington office of the Federal Mari-
time Commission, 1100 L Street, NW,
Room 10126; or may inspect the agree-
ment at the Field Offices located at New
York, N.¥Y., New Orleans, Louisiana, San
Francisco, California and Old San Juan,
Puerto Rico. Comments on such agree-
ments, including requests for hearing,
may be submitted to the Secretary, Fed-
eral Maritime Commission, Washington,
D.C. 20573, on or before July 2, 1974. Any
person desiring a hearing on the pro-
posed agreement shall provide a clear
and concise statement of the matters
upon which they desire to adduce evi-
dence. An allegation of discrimination or
unfairness shall be accompanied by a
statement describing the discrimination
or unfairness with particularity. If a
violation of the Act or detriment to the
commerce of the United States is alleged,
the statement shall set forth with par-
ticularity the acts and circumstances said
to constitute such violation or detriment
to commerce.

A copy of any such statement should
also be forwarded to the party filing the
agreement (as indicated hereinafter)
and the statement should indicate that
this has been done.

MOORE-MCCORMACK LINES, INCORPORATED
CompPANHIA DE NAVEGACAO LLOYD BRASI-
LEIRO AND COMPANHIA DE NAVEGACAO
MARITIMA NETUMAR S/A

Notice of agreement filed by:

J. D, Straton, Manager
Rates & Conferences
Moore-McCormack Lines, Incorporated
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2 Broadway
New York, New York 10004

Agreement No. 10028-2, among the
lines listed above, modifies the approved
basic agreement by amending Article
1(e) to provide that the parties may,
by mutual agreement, increase or de-
crease the number of minimum sailings
and/or calls, without impairing the ade~
quate service, and informing the respec-
tive government authorities by the
prompt submission to them of the agreed
change(s) signed by all parties. Article
1(e) presently provides that the parties
shall submit any changes in the number
of minimum sailings and/or calls to re-
spective government authorities for
approval.

By Order of the Federal Maritime
Commission.

Dated: June 7, 1974.
Francis C. HURNEY,
Secretary.

[FR Doc.74-13492 Filed 6-11-74;8:45 am|

MOORE-McCORMACK LINES, INC., AND
UNICORN SHIPPING LINES (PTY) LTD.

Notice of Agreement Filed

Notice is hereby given that the follow-
ing agreement has been filed with the
Commission for approval pursuant to
section 15 of the Shipping Act, 1916, as
amended (39 Stat. 733, 75 Stat. 763, 46
U.S.C. 814).

Interested parties may inspect and ob-
tain a copy of the agreement at the
Washington office of the Federal Mari-
time Commission, 1100 L Street, N.W.,
Room 10126; or may inspect the agree-
ment at the Field Offices located at New
York, N.Y., New Orleans, Louisiana, San
Francisco, California, and Old San Juan,
Puerto Rico. Comments on such agree-
ments, including requests for hearing,
may be submitted to the Secretary, Fed-
eral Maritime Commission, Washington,
D.C, 20573, on or before July 2, 1974. Any
person desiring a hearing on the pro-
posed agreement shall provide a clear and
concise statement of the matters upon
which they desire to adduce evidence. An
allegation of diserimination or unfair-
ness shall be accompanied by a state-
ment describing the discrimination or
unfairness with particularity. If a viola-
tion of the Act or detriment to the com-
merce of the United States is alleged, the
statement shall set forth with particu-
larity the acts and circumstances said to
constitute such violation or detriment to
commerce.

A copy of any such statement should
also be forwarded to the party filing the
agreement (as indicated hereinafter)
and the statement should indicate that
this has been done.

Notice of agreement filed by :
J. D. Straton, Manager
Rates & Conferences
Moore-McCormack Lines, Incorporated
2 Broadway
New York, New York 10004

Agreement No. 9820-2, between Robin
Line, a service of Moore-McCormack
Lines, Incorporated and Unicorn Ship-
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ping Lines (Pty) Ltd., modifies the ap-
proved basic transshipment agreement
between the parties by (1) broadening
the geographic scope to include ports in
Mozambique, Tanzania, and Kenya, and
(2) adding a new paragraph D to Article
2, to provide that the divisions of through
rates and transshipment expenses will
not apply when the parties enter into a
trip or voyage charter between them-
selves in the agreement trade.

By Order of the Federal Maritime
Commission.

Dated: June 6, 1974.

Francis C. HURNEY,
Secretary.

[FR Doc.74-13488 Filed 6-11-74;8:45 am|

TRANSPORTACION MARITIMA MEXICANA,
S.A. AND FLOTA MERCANTE GRAN
CENTRAL AMERICANA, S.A.

Notice of Agreement Filed

Notice is hereby given that the follow-
ing agreement has been filed with the
Commission for approval pursuant to
section 15 of the Shipping Act, 1916, as
amended (39 Stat. 733, 75 Stat. 763, 46
U.S.C. 814).

Interested parties may inspect and
obtain a copy of the agreement at the
Washington office of the Federal Mari-
time Commission, 1100 L Street NW.,
Room 10126; or may inspect the agree-
ment at the Field Offices located at New
York, N.Y., New Orleans, Louisiana, San
Francisco, California, and Old San Juan,
Puerto Rico. Comments on such agree-
ments, including requests for hearing,
may be submitted to the Secretary, Fed-
eral Maritime Commission, Washington,
D.C. 20573, on or before July 2, 1974. Any
person desiring a hearing on the pro-
posed agreement shall provide a clear
and concise statement of the matters
upon which they desire to adduce evi-
dence. An allegation of discrimination or
unfairness shall be accompanied by a
statement deseribing the discrimination
or unfairness with particularity. If a
violation of the Act or detriment to the
commerce of the United States is alleged,
the statement shall set forth with partic-
ularity the acts and circumstances said
to constitute such violation or detriment
to commerce.

A copy of any such statement should
also be forwarded to the party filing the

agreement (as indicated hereinafter)’

and the statement should indicate that
this has been done.

Notice of agreement filed by:

William Levenstein, Esquire
Dross & Levenstein

4320 Hamilton Street
Hyattsville, Maryland 20781

Agreement No. 10131 establishes a rate
agreement between the two lines listed
above governing the transportation of
freight between Atlantic coast ports of
the United States (Calais, Maine to
Jacksonville, Florida, inclusive) and
Caribbean coast ports in Honduras and
Guatemala.
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By Order of the Federal Maritime
Commission.

Dated: June 5, 1974,

Francis C. HURNEY,
Secretary.

[FR Doc.74-13489 Filed 6-11-74;8:45 am]

FEDERAL POWER COMMISSION
[Docket No. E-8624]
ARIZONA PUBLIC SERVICE CO.

Order Accepting Proposed Fuel Adjustment
Clause, Denying Motion to Reject, Set-
ting Matter for Hearing, Ordering Re-
funds, and Permitting Intervention

JUNE 4, 1974,

On February 12, 1974, Arizona Public
Service Co. (APS) tendered for filing
supplements to 14 wholesale rate sched-
ules and 1 tariff which would include in
these schedules and tariff a superseding
Fuel Adjustment Clause. APS requested
an effective date of April 1, 1974,

By order issued March 15, 1974, the
Commission accepted APS' fuel adjust-
ment clause for filing and suspending it
for 1 day until April 2, 1974. The
March 15 order indicated that APS' pro-
posed fuel adjustment clause did not con-
form to § 35.14 of the Commission’s regu-
lations under the Federal Power Act, and
indicated certain deficiencies. Due to the
possibility of APS’ suffering substantial
revenue loss as a result of continued op-
erations without an effective fuel clause,
the order directed that APS within 30
days from the issuance of the order, cure
various specified deficiencies. The order
stated that “[ulpon receipt of such filing,
and our review thereof, we shall issue
such further orders as may be appro-
priate”.

On March 20, 1974, Arizona Electric
Power Cooperative, Inc. (AEPCO) and
Papago Tribal Utility Authority (PTU)
filed a “Protest, Petition To Intervene,
Motion To Reject and Petition To Re-
voke Unlawfully Issued Order, or Alter-
natively, For Rehearing Thereof"”.! On
April 19, 1974, we granted (AEPCO) and
PTU’s application for rehearing to allow
all parties the opportunity to comment
upon the revised fuel clause filed by Ari-
zona on April 3, 1974, in purported com-
pliance with our March 15, 1974, order.

The April 3, 1974, revised fuel clause
was noticed with comments due on or be-
fore April 30, 1974. On April 30, 1974,
AEPCO and PTU filed a “Protest, Peti-
tion to Intervene and Motion to Re-
ject * * *" AEPCO and PTU allege that
the revised clause does not comply with
the principles underlying the Commis-
sion’s Opinion No. 633 in New England
Power Co., 48 FPC 899 (1972) and § 35.14
of its regulations, AEPCO and PTU
allege that (1) the revised fuel clause
attempts to disguise a major rate increase
in the form of a fuel clause with a new
base fuel cost at a level which produces

1On April 22, 1974, Electric District No, 6
filed a letter supporting the filing made by
AEPCO and PTU.

revenues greater than APS actually
earned in 1973, without producing the
various cost of service and revenue data
required for such an increase by the Com-
mission’s regulations, (2) APS has er-
roneously computed the proposed adjust-
ment factor by subtracting from the cur-
rent cost, as adjusted for losses, a 1969
base cost which has not been similarly
adjusted for losses, and by calculating
the proposed adjustment factor in a
manner which disregards and violates the
Commission’s conclusion in its March 15,
1974 order that total system losses should
not be assigned to the wholesale sales

‘but should be equitably apportioned

among all classes of sales, and (3) APS
has, without justification, excluded from
its computation of increased fuel costs
and mwh system imput “specific deliver-
ies"” made out of its system from all
interchanges and deliveries for which the
rate is tied to fuel costs of specific plants
or units. AEPCO and PTU move that the
Commission either reject the revised
clause, or, in the alternative, suspend
the operation of the proposed fuel clause
for the full statutory period and set the
matter for full evidentiary hearing.

With regard to AEPCO and PTU'’s sug-
gestion that the revised clause attempts
to disguise a major rate increase and
their complaints relating to the compu-
tation of the proposed adjustment fac-
tor, we note that APS has provided an
explanation as to their determination of
base fuel cost. However, we do not find
this explanation completely satisfactory,
and we shall direct APS to furnish the
appropriate cost support and revenue
data. We also bhelieve that the proposed
adjustment factor may not be consistent
with our conclusion in the March 15,
1974 order that losses should not be as-
signed to the wholesale sales but should
be equally apportioned among all classes
of sales. We also believe that the com-
plained of exclusions from computation
of increased fuel costs and mwh system
input may be unreasonable.

For the foregoing reasons, we believe
that the revised fuel clause has not been
shown to be just and reasonable. How-
ever, we believe that the existence of the
possible deficiencies discussed above does
not warrant the rejection of the revised
clause and we shall therefore deny
AEPCO and PTU’s motion to reject. We
shall instead accept the revised clause in
substitution for that clause accepted by
our March 15, 1974, order, to be effec-
tive subject to refund as of April 2, 1974,
establish an evidentiary hearing with re-
spect to the issues of the propriety of the
base fuel cost, the assignment of losses,
and the exclusions from computation of
increased fuel costs and mwh system in-
put, and permit AEPCO and PTU to
intervene in this proceeding.

The Commission finds:

(1) Good cause exists to accept APS’
revised clause filed on April 3, 1974 in
substitution for that clause accepted by
the Commissien, subject to further order,
on March 15, 1974, to be effective subject
to refund as of April 2, 1974.
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(2) It is necessary and proper in the
public interest and to aid in the enforce-
ment of the provisions of the Federal
Power Act that the Commission enter
upon & hearing concerning the issues of
the propriety of the base fuel cost, the
assignment of losses and the exclusions
from computation of increased fuel cost
and mwh system input, in APS’s revised
fuel clause.

(3) APS should be required to file
within 30 days of the issuance of this
order its complete case-in-chief, includ-
ing cost support and revenue data with
respect to the base fuel cost contained
in the revised fuel clause.

(4) The disposition of this proceeding
should be expedited in accordance with
the procedure set forth below.

(5) AEPCO’s and PTU’s motion to re-
Jject should be denied.

(6) APS should be required to refund
with interest the difference, if any, be-
tween revenues collected under the fuel
clause accepted by the Commission’s
March 15, 1974 order, and the revenues
which would have been collected under
the revised fuel clause.

(7) Participation in this proceeding of
the above-named petitioners to intervene
may be in the public inferest.

The Commission orders:

(A) APS’ revised fuel clause filed on
April 3, 1974 is accepted in substitution
for that clause accepted by the Commis-
sion subject to further order, on
March 15, 1974, to be effective subject to
refund as of April 2, 1974.

(B) AEPCO’s and PTU's motion to re-
ject is denied.

(C) APS shall file, within 30 days of
the issuance of this order its complete
case-in-chief including cost support and
revenue data with respect to the base
fuel cost contained in the revised fuel
clause.

(D) Pursuant fo the authority of the
Federal Power Act particularly section
205(e) thereof, the Commission’s rules
of practice and procedure, and the regu-
lations under the Federal Power Act (18
CFR, Ch. I), a public hearing shall be
held September 17, 1974 at 10 a.m., e.d.t.,
in a hearing room of the Federal Power
Commission, 825 North Capitol Street
NE., Washington, D.C. 20426, concerning
the issues of the propriety of the assign-
ment of losses, and the exclusions from
computation of increased fuel cost and
mwh system input in APS’s revised fuel
clause

(E) On or before August 9, 1974, the
Commission Staff shall serve its pre-
pared testimony and exhibits. The pre-
pared testimony and exhibits of all in-
tervenors shall be served on or before
August 23, 1974. Any rebuttal evidence
by APS shall be served on or before
September 6, 1974.

(F) A Presiding Administrative Law
Judge to be designated by the Chief
Administrative Law Judge for that pur-
pose (see Delegation of Authority, 18
CFR 3.5(d) ), shall preside at the hearing
in this proceeding, shall prescribe rele-
vant procedural matters not herein pro-
vided, and shall control this proceeding
in accordance with the policies expressed

NOTICES

in §259 of the Commission's rules of
practice and procedure.

(G) APS shall refund with interest
the difference, if any, between revenues
collected under the fuel clause accepted
by the Commission’s March 15, 1974
order, and the revenues which would
have been collected under the revised
fuel clause.

(H) The above-named petitioners are
hereby permitted to intervene in this
proceeding, subject to the rules and regu-
lations of the Commission: Provided,
however, That the participation of such
intervenors shall be limited to matters
affecting rights and interests specifically
set forth in its petition to intervene, and
Provided, further, That the admission of
such intervenors shall not be construed
as recognition by the Commission that it
may be aggrieved because of any order
or orders issued by the Commission in
this proceeding.

(I) The Secretary shall cause prompt
publication of this order in the FEpEraL
REGISTER.

By the Commission.

[seaAL] KennNETH F. PLUMSB,
Secretary.

[FR Doc.74-13393 Filed 6-11-74;8:45 am |

[Docket Nos. E-8250, E-8071, E-8142]
ARKANSAS POWER AND LIGHT CO.

Notice of Further Extension of Time and
Postponement of Hearing

May 31, 1974.

On May 24, 1974, the Interveners, Con-
way Corp., et al.,’ filed a motion for a fur-

iConway Corp. Benton Municipal Light
and Water Works, Hope Water & Light Com-
mission, City of North Little Rock, City of
West Memphis, Farmers Electric Coopera-
tive Corporation and Mississippi County
Electric Cooperative, Inc,, Arkansas.

ther extension of the procedural dates
fixed by notice issued May 3, 1974, in the
above-designated matter. The motion
states that all parties agreed to the pro-
cedural schedule.

Upon consideration, notice is hereby
given that the procedural dates are fur-
ther modified as follows:

Completion of production by Arkansas Power

and Light, June 4, 1974,

Service of evidence by interveners, July 16,

1974.

Service of rebuttal evidence, August 16, 1974,
Hearing, September 24, 1974 (10 am. Ed.t.).

KeENNETH F, PLUMSB,
Secretary.

[FR Doc.74-13389 Filed 6-11-74;8:45 am|

[Docket No. R174-243]

ATLANTIC RICHFIELD CO.
Notice of Petition for Special Relief
JuNe 6, 1974,
Take notice that on May 28, 1974,
Atlantic Richfield Co. (Petitioner), P.O.
Box 2819, Dallas, Texas 75221, filed a

petition for special relief in Docket No.
RIT4-243, seeking a rate above the ap-
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plicable area ceiling under Opinion No.
662, Petitioner seeks a price of 26.5 cents
per Mcf for the sale of residue gas to
Northern Natural Gas Co. under its FPC
Gas Rate Schedule No. 376 from the
Eldorado Gas Plant remaining from gas
well gas produced from the acreage
commonly called the V. J. Powell “A”
No. 5 proration unit. Petitioner states
that since the well is depleted and shut
in, it cannot justify reworking the well
and attempting to obtain additional re-
coverabie gas reserves at the current
16.5¢ rate. Petitioner estimates that ad-
ditional gas reserves of 500,000 Mecf are
recoverable if the well is reworked.

Any person desiring to be heard to
make any protest with reference to said
petition should on or before June 25,
1974, file with the Federal Power Com-
mission, Washington, D.C. 20426, a peti-
tion to intervene or a protest in accord-
ance with the requirements of the Com-
mission’s rules of practice and procedure
(18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10). All protests filed
with the Commission will be considered
by i% in determining the appropriate ac-
tion to be taken but will not serve to
make the profestants parties to the pro-
ceeding. Any party wishing to become
a party to a proceeding, or to participate
as a party in any hearing therein, must
file a petition to intervene in accordance
with the Commission’s rules.

KeNNETH F. PLUMS,
Secretary.

[FR Doc.74-13410 Filed 6-11-74;8:45 am |

[Docket No. E-8524]

BLACKSTONE VALLEY ELECTRIC CO.
Order Granting Late Petition To Intervene
JUNE 4, 1974,

On May 3, 1974, Narragansett Electric
Co. (Narragansett) filed a petition to in-
tervene out of time in the above cap-
tioned proceeding. Notice of the filing in
this docket was issued on February 19,
1974, with protests and petitions to in-
tervene due on or before March 4, 1974,
Narragansett states that the late filing
of its petition to intervene was due to
extraordinary circumstances and that it
has a direct and substantial interest in
this proceeding.

The Commission finds:

Participation by Narragansett in this
proceeding may be in the public interest
and good cause exists to grant Narragan-
sett’s late petition to intervene.

The Commission orders:

(A) Narragansett is hereby permitted
to intervene in this proceeding, subject
to the rules and regulations of the Com-
mission; Provided, however, That the
participation of the intervenor shall be
limited to matters affecting rights and
interests specifically set forth in its pe-
tition to intervene, and; Provided, fur-
ther, That the admission of such inter-
venor shall not be construed as recog-
nition by the Commission that it might
be aggrieved because of any order or
orders issued by the Commission in this
proceeding,
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(B) The intervention granted herein
shall not be the basis for delaying or de-
ferring the procedural schedule hereto-
fore established for the orderly and ex-
peditious disposition of this proceeding.

(C) The Secretary shall cause prompt
publication of this order in the FEDERAL
REGISTER.

By the Commission.

KENNETH F. PLUMB,
Secretary.

[FR Doc.74-13379 Filed 6-11-74;8:45 am/|

[Docket No, E-8074]

CITY OF FAIRHOPE, ALABAMA AND
ALABAMA POWER CO.

Order Denying Motion To Dismiss and
Providing for Hearing

JUNE 4, 1974.

On March 8, 1973, the City of Fair-
hope, Alabama (Fairhope) filed a peti-
tion for a declaratory order concerning
the proper termination date of Fair-
hope's contract with Alabama Power Co.
(Alabama)., On November 1, 1971, Ala~
bama had tendered for filing a tariff ap-
plicable to its cooperative and munici-
pal customers, including Fairhope. Ala-
bama stated its intention to make the
tariff applicable to the affected custom-
ers upon the termination of the then ex-
isting contracts with these customers. By
order of December 30, 1971, the Commis-
sion accepted the tariff for filing, sus-
pended the effective date until February
2, 1972, and established hearing proce-
dures.!

On April 16, 1973, Alabama tendered
an unexecuted service agreement to
place the tariff in effect as to Fairhope.
Alabama requested an effective date of
May 3, 1972, as to Fairhope, contending
that was the termination date of its ex-
isting contract with Fairhope. In the in-

stant petition Fairhope contends that by

the terms of the contract, the proper
expiration date was September 18, 1972.
Fairhope asks that all collections made
under the tariff provisions for the period
May 3, 1972, to September 18, 1972, be
refunded.

It is Fairhope's contention (Petition,
paragraph 7) that the delay in the con-
struction by Alabama of a 44 Kv trans-
mission line from South Foly Substation
to the Fairhope Switching Station caused
a delay in the commencement of delivery
of power to Fairhope, and thus delayed
the term of the five-year contract, pur-
suant to Paragraph Eight thereof, for the
period from May 3 to September 18,
Fairhope also alleges (Petition, para-
graph 9) that “the delay was attributable
to one of the causes enumerated in
Paragraph Eight [of the contractl,
namely, the failure of Alabama Power
Company to secure the necessary mate-
rial and apparatus required to render the
service, which material and apparatus
included the necessary transmission
facilities and capacity.”

In its Motion to Dismiss and Answer

146 FPC 1386; Rehearing denled February
11, 1972, 47 FPC 280.

NOTICES

to the Petition filed April 19, 1973, Ala-
bama denied the allegations of para-
graphs 7 and 9 of the petition. Alabama
further denied that Paragraph eight of
the contract would operate to extend the
termination date of the contract. Ala-
bama also contended that the Commis-
sion should not defermine the con-
troversy raised by Fairhope, and that it
should not be raised by petition in any
event, but rather determined in the exist~
ing proceedings, Docket No. E-7664, in-
volving the effective dates Alabama’s
tariff with respect to various customers.
Alabama also moved the Commission to
dismiss Fairhope’s petition on the ground
the Fairhope, as an intervenor, could and
should have raised this question in
Docket No, 7674, and is now barred by the
principles to res adjudicata and waiver,
and that the petition is an untimely at-
tempt to reopen the proceeding in Docket
No. E-7674 for taking of additional evi-
dence without complying with the re-
quirements of § 1.33 of the Commission’s
rules of practice and procedure by filing
with the presiding officer and setting
forth facts showing material changes of
fact or law since the conclusion of the
hearing in Docket No. E-7674.

There is also a difference of three cents
in the computations of the parties of the
amount in dispute.

On January 4, 1974, the Commission
issued an order terminating the present
proceeding as moot in the light of “Ala-
bama Power Company,” -.__ FPC ____,
Opinion No. 679, issued December 14,
1973. On February 1, 1974, Alabama filed
application for rehearing of the Janu-
ary 4 order. On March 1, 1974, the Com-
mission granted rehearing for the pur-
pose of further consideration. On April
16, 1974, the Commission issued Opinion
No. 679-A, amending Opinion No. 679,
and denied rehearing on May 13, 1974,
In view of Opinion No. 679-A, the issues
raised in this proceeding are no longer
moot and must be considered on the
merits.

We find that the motion of Alabama to
dismiss the petition should be denied.
The petition was filed more than a month
prior to Alabama's filing of the unexe-
cuted service agreement, and consider-
ably prior to the contract’s expiration
date. The arguments of the participants
in Docket No. E-7674, as well as the later
opinions and orders of the Commission,
make it clear that the procedures to be
followed were both new and uncertain.
While it might have been preferable for
Fairhope to raise the present issue by
other means, Alabama has had full no-
tice and in no way has been prejudiced
as a result of this procedure rather than
another,

The question before us is the proper
effective date for a rate increase by a
company subject to the Commission’s
jurisdiction under the Federal Power Act.
‘We find that this controversy is properly
determinable by the Commission.

As to the merits, it is apparent that
there are questions of fact requiring a
hearing, We express no opinion upon the
issues of contract interpretation at this
time,

The Commission orders:

(A) The motion of Alabama Power
Co. to dismiss the petition in this pro-
ceeding is denied.

(B) Pursuant to the authority con-
tained in and subject to the jurisdiction
conferred upon the Federal Power Com-
mission by the Federal Power Act, and
pursuant to the Commission’s rules of
practice and procedure, a public hearing
shall be convened with the prehearing
conference to be held on August 27, 1974,
at 10 a.m. (e.d.t.) at the offices of the
Federal Power Commission in Washing-
ton, D.C., concerning the issues in this
proceeding.

(C) The direct evidence of all parties,
including the Commission Staff, shall be
served on or before July 2, 1974. Rebuttal
evidence of all parties, including the
Commission Staff, shall be served on or
before August 6, 1974.

By the Commission.

[SEAL] KeNNETH F. PLUMB,
Secretary.

[FR Doc.74-13380 Filed 6-11-74;8:45 am|

[Project No. 420]
CITY OF KETCHIKAN, ALASKA
Notice of Issuance of Annual License

JUNE 5, 1974.

On August 31, 1970, City of Ketchikan,
Alaska, Licensee for Ketchikan Lakes
Project No. 420, located in the vicinity
of Ketchikan, Alaska, on the Ketchikan
Creek filed an application for a new li-
cense under section 15 of the Federal
Power Act and Commission regulations
thereunder. (§§ 16.1-16.6).

The license for Project No. 420 was
issued effective July 1, 1928, for a period
ending June 30, 1970. Since the original
date of expiration, the project has been
under annual license. In order to au-
thorize the continued operation of the
project pursuant to section 15 of the Act
pending completion of Licensee's appli-
cation and Commission action thereon it
is appropriate and in the public interest
to issue an annual license to the City
of Ketchikan, Alaska for continued op-
eration and maintenance of Project No.
420.

Take notice that an annual license is
issued to the City of Ketchikan, Alaska
(Licensee) under section 15 of the Fed-
eral Power Act for the period July 1,
1974, to June 30, 1975, for the continued
operation and maintenance of the Ket-
chikan Lakes Project No. 420, subject to
the terms and conditions of its present
license.

KENNETH F. PLUMB,
Secretary.

[FR Doc.74-13413 Filed 6-11-74;8:45 am|

[Docket No. E-88011
COMMUNITY PUBLIC SERVICE CO.
Notice of Application

JUNE 6, 1974.

Take notice that on May 20, 1974,
Community Public Service Co. (Appli-
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cant), filed an Application with the
Federal Power Commission seeking au-
thority pursuant to section 204 of the
Federal Power Act to increase the in-
terest rate on its First Mortgage Bonds
of Series C, D, G, H and I, previously
authorized.

Applicant is incorporated under the
laws of the State of Texas, and is domes-
ticated in the State of New Mexico with
its principal business office at Fort
Worth, Texas. Applicant is engaged pri-
marily in the generation, purchase, dis-
tribution, and sale of electric energy
and the purchase, distribution and sale
of natural gas. Applicant provides elec-
tricity and natural gas service to a total
of 85 incorporated municipalities in
Texas and New Mexico.

Applicant proposes to create a Thir-
teenth Supplemental Indenture for the
purpose of amending certain provisions
of Community’s Indenture of Mortgage
and Deed of Trust dated as of Novem-
ber 1, 1944, with Continental Illinois
National Bank and Trust Company of
Chicago, as successor Trustees to the
City National Bank and Trust Company
of Chicago, as supplemented and to be
supplemented and amended by a Thir-
teenth Supplemental Indenture, to be
created as of July 1, 1974, will amend the
original Indenture to remove therefrom
a provision limiting the total amount of
First Mortgage Bonds outstanding to
$50,000,000. Applicant requests an order
authorizing the increase in Interest Rate
to be paid on the Bonds of Series C, D,
G, H and I by twenty-one-hundredths of
one percent (.L20%).

Any person desiring to be heard or to
make any protest with reference to said
Application should on or before June 25,
1974, file with the Federal Power Com-
mission, Washington, D.C. 20426, peti-
tions or protests in accordance with the
requirements of the Commission’s rules
of practice and procedure (18 CFR 1.8
or 1.10). All protests filed with the Com-
mission will be considered by it in deter-
mining the appropriate action to be ta-
ken but will not serve to make the protes-
tants parties to the proceeding. Persons
wishing to become parties to the pro-
ceeding or to participate as a party in
any hearing therein must file petitions
to intervene in accordance with the
Commission’s rules. The Application is
on file with the Commission and avail-
able for public inspection.

KEenNNETH F, PLUumME,
Secretary.

[FR Doc.74-13412 Filed 6-11-74;8:45 am]

[Project No. 2646

CONNECTICUT LIGHT AND POWER CO.

Notice of Application for Withdrawal of
Application for License (Major)

JUNE 5, 1974.
Public notice is hereby given that an
application was filed on December 27,
1973, under the Federal Power Act (16
U.S.C. 791a-825r), by the Connecticut
Light and Power Co. (correspondence to:
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Edwin L. Johnson, Vice-President, the
€onnecticut Light and Power Co., P.O.
Box 2010, Hartford, Connecticut 06101
and William H. Cuddy, Day, Berry &
Howard, One Constitution Plaza, Hart-
ford, Connecticut 06103) for withdrawal
of the application for Ilicense filed
April 28, 1967, for its constructed Steven-
son Project No. 2646 which is located on
the Housatonic River in the counties of
New Haven and Fairfield, Connecticut.

The request for approval to withdraw
the application for license is based on a
decision of the United States Court of
Appeals for the Second Circuit, “Farm-
ington River Power Co. v. Federal Power
Commission,” 455 F. 2d 86 (2d Cir. 1972).
Applicant argues that the decision makes
the Commission’s jurisdiction over the
project questionable.

The constructed Stevenson Project
consists of: (1) A concrete gravity dam
1,250 feet long and 124 feet high, sup-
porting Connecticut State Highway
Route No. 34, with a 630-foot overflow
spillway section, topped by flashboards 3
feet high, a gated overflow spillway, a
skimming gate section, a power intake
section, and three non-overflow sections;
(2) a reservoir known as Lake Zoar 27
miles in length with a surface area of
1,063 acres, a total storage capacity of
26,900 acre-feet, and a usable storage
capacity of 5,038 acre-feet with a draw-
down of five feet below the normal water
surface elevation of 101.3 feet (U.S.G.S.
datum); (3) an indoor powerhouse inte-
gral with the dam containing four gen-
erating units with a total capacity of
30,500 kw; and (4) all other facilities
and interests appurtenant to the opera-
tion of the project.

Any person desiring to be heard or to
make protest with reference to said ap-
plication should on or before July 22,
1974, file with the Federal Power Com-
mission, Washington, D.C. 20426, peti-
tions to intervene or protests in accord-
ance with the requirements of the Com-
mission’s rules of practice and proce-
dure (18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10), All protests
filed with the Commission will be con-
sidered by it in determining the appro-
priate action to be taken but will not
serve to make the protestants parties to
a proceeding. Persons wishing to become
parties to a proceeding or to participate
as a party in any hearing therein must
file petitions to intervene in accordance
with the Commission’s rules. The appli-
cation is on file with the Commission and
is available for public inspection.

KeNNETH F. PLUMS,
Secretary.

[FR Doc.74-13381 Filed 6-11-74;8:45 am)

[Project No. 2604 |

CONNECTICUT LIGHT & POWER CO.
Application for Withdrawal of Application
for License (Major)

JUnE 5, 1974,

Public notice is hereby given that an
application was filed on December 27,
1973, under the Federal Power Act (16
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U.S.C. 791a-825r) by the Connecticut
Light and Power Co. (Applicant) (Corre-
spondence to: Edwin L. Johnson, Vice-
President, The Connecticut Light and
Power Co., P.O. Box 2010, Hartford, Con-
necticut 06101 and William H. Cuddy,
Day, Berry & Howard, One Constitution
Plaza, Hartford, Connecticut 06103) for
withdrawal of the application for license
filed on July 1, 1968, for constructed Bulls
Bridge Project No. 2604 located on the
Housatonic River, near Gaylordsville, in
the towns of New Milford and Kent, in
the counties of Fairfield and Litchfield.
Connecticut.

The request for approval to withdraw
the application for license is based on &
decision of the United States Court of
Appeals for the Second Circuit, “Farm-
ington River Power Co. v. Federal Power
Commission,” 455 F.2d 86 (2d Cir, 1972).
Applicant argues that the decision makes
the Commission’s jurisdiction over the
project questionable.

The constructed Bulls Bridge Project
consists of: (1) Two dams: (a) a cyeclo-
pean concrete gravity-arch dam on the
east channel about 203 feet long and 24
feet high with an overflow spillway 195
feet long and (b) a masonry gravity
dam on the west channel about 156 feet
long and 17 feet high with an overflow
spillway 120 feet long topped by 3-foot
flashboards; (2) a reservoir at eleva-
tion 354 feet about 4.5 miles long with
an area of about 120 acres and a gross
storage of 1,800 acre-feet of which 233
acre-feet, at a drawdown of two feet,
is normally used; (3) canal spillways
consisting of two gated sections and two
overflow sections; (4) a headgate struc-
ture controlling flow into the canal; (5)
a power canal about two miles long; (6)
a six acre forebay; (7) a forebay in-
take structure with penstock gates; (8)
two steel penstocks about 420 feef long;
{9) two steel surge tanks 96 and 98
feet in height, respectively; (10) a pow-
erhouse containing six 2,000 hp tur-
bines each connected to a generator
rated at 1,400 kw; (11) an indoor sub-
station containing six transformers; and
(12) appurtenant lacilities.

Any person desiring to be heard or to
make protest with reference to said ap-
plication should on or before July 22,
1974, file with the Federal Power Com-
mission, Washington, D.C, 20426, peti-
tions to intervene or protests in accord-
ance with the requirements of the Com-
mission’s rules of practice and procedure
(18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10). All protests filed
with the Commission will be considered
by it in determining the appropriate ac-
tion to be taken but will not serve to
make the protestants parties to a pre-
ceeding. Persons wishing to become par-
ties to a proceeding or to participate as
a party in any hearing therein must file
petitions to intervene in accordance with
the Commission’s rules. The applica-
tion is on file with the Commission and
is available for public inspection.

KenNETH F. PLUME,
Secretary.

| FR Doc.74-13382 PFiled 6-11-74;8:45 am|
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[Project No. 2576]
CONNECTICUT LIGHT AND POWER CO.

Application for Withdrawal of Application
for License (Major)

JUNE 5, 1974,

Public notice is hereby given that an
application was filed on December 27,
1973, under the Federal Power Act (16
U.S.C. § 791a-825r), by the Connecticut
Light and Power Co. (correspondence to:
Edwin L. Johnson, Vice-President, The
Connecticut Light and Power Co., P.O.
Box 2010, Hartford, Connecticut 06101
and William H. Cuddy, Day, Berry &
Howard, One Constitution Plaza, Hart-
ford, Connecticut 06103) for withdrawal
of the application for license filed Feb-
ruary 28, 1966, for its constructed Shep-
aug Project No. 2576 which is located on
the Housatonic and Shepaug Rivers near
New Milford, Southbury, Newtown, Rox-
bury Falls, Brookfield, and Bridgewater
in the counties of Fairfield, New Haven,
and Litchfield, Connecticut.

The request for permission to withdraw
the application for license is based on the
contention that the Federal Power Com-~
mission (Commission) does not have
jurisdiction over the project and, there-
fore, cannot require its licensing. Appli-
cant points to the Commission’s Order of
December 22, 1952, which declared that
“the interests of interstate or foreign
commerce would not be affected by the
construction and operation of the pro-
posed Shepaug development: * * *” (see
11 FPC 1548). Applicant argues that
there is not sufficient evidence to support
a change in that determination and, in
any event, that the Commission lacks au-
thority to make such a change.

The constructed Shepaug Project con-
sists of: (1) A concrete gravity dam 147
feet high and 1,412 feet long consisting
of three sections comprising an ogee
spillway 293 feet long topped by five
taintor gates each measuring 35 x 28
feet and two bays of flashboards each
measuring 35 x 23 feet, an intake section
about 100 feet long with a 25 foot steel
penstock 77 feet long, and flanking non-
flow sections about 268 feet long at the
south bank and 751 feet long at the
north bank; (2) a reservoir, Lake Lilli-
nonah, at elevation 198.3 feet U.S.G.S.
datum, about 13 miles long with a sur-
face area of 1,870 acres and a total ca-
pacity of 74,000 acre-feet with a 3-foot
drawdown of 5,400 acre-feet; (3) a
brick powerhouse with a vertical gener-
ating unit rated at 37,200 kw; (4) a
switchyard with out-door transformer;
and (5) appurtenant facilities.

Any person desiring to be heard or to
make protest with reference to said ap-
plication should on or before July 22,
1974, file with the Federal Power Com-
mission, Washington, D.C. 20426 peti-
tions to intervene or protests in accord-
ance with the requirements of the Com-
mission’s rules of practice and proce-
dure (18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10). All protests
filed with the Commission will be con-
sidered by it in determining the appro-
priate action to be taken but will not
serve to make the protestants parties

NOTICES

to a proceeding. Persons wishing to be-
come parties to a proceeding or to par-
ticipate as a party in any hearing therein
must file petitions to intervene in ac-
cordance with the Commission’s rules.
The application is on file with the Com-~
mission and is available for public
inspection,

KenNETH F, PLUMB,
Secretary.

| FR Doc.74-13383 Filed 6-11-74;8:45 am|]

[Project No. 2632]
CONNECTICUT LIGHT AND POWER CO.

Notice of Application for Withdrawal of
Application for License (Major)

JUNE 5, 1974.

Public notice is hereby given that an
application was filed on December 27,
1973, under the Federal Power Act (16
U.S.C. 791a-825r), by the Connecticut
Light and Power Co. (correspondence to:
Edwin L, Johnson, Vice-President, The
Connecticut Light and Power Co., P.O.
Box 2010, Hartford, Connecticut 06101
and Willilam H. Cuddy, Day, Berry &
Howard, One Constitution Plaza, Hart-
ford, Connecticut 06103) for withdrawal
of the application for license filed De-
cember 29, 1966, for its constructed
Rocky River Project No. 2632 which is
located on the Housatonic River in the
counties of Fairfield and Litchfield, Con-
necticut, in the vicinity of Brookfield,
Danbury, New Fairfield, New Milford,
and Sherman.

The request for approval to withdraw
the application for license is based on a
decision of the United States Court of
Appeals for the Second Circuit, “Farm-
ington River Power Co. v. Federal Power
Commission,” 455 F. 2d 86 (2d Cir. 1972).
Applicant argues that the decision makes
the Commission’s jurisdiction over the
project questionable.

The existing Rocky River seasonal
pumped storage project consists of: (1)
An earth main dam 952 feet long (maxi-
mum height 100 feet) ; (2) four dikes: an
11-foot high, 181-foot long concrete
gravity dike with a 57-foot overflow sec-
tion; a 15-foot high, 522-foot long con-
crete dike with a 391-foot overflow sec-
tion; a 45-foot high, 167-foot long earth
dike; and a 42-foot high, 873-foot long
earth dike in two parts; (3) a reservoir
with a surface area of 5,600 acres at the
normal elevation of 428.14 feet (U.S.G.S.
datum) and with usable storage of
142,560 acre-feet at a drawdown of 30
feet; (4) an intake canal 3,190 feet long;
(5) an Intake tower at the end of the
canal; (6) a 15-foot diameter conduit 943
feet long; (7) a surge tank; (8) a steel
penstock 670 feet long, with an inside
diameter reducing from 13 to 11 feet; (9)
an indoor powerhouse containing three
units, one a conventional generating unit
rated at 24,000 kW, and two others being
motor-generator units each having a
rating as a generator of 3,500 kW; and
(10) appurtenant facilities.

Any person desiring to be heard or to
make protest with reference to said ap-
plication should on or before July 22,

1974, file with the Federal Power Com-
mission, Washington, D.C. 20426, peti-
tions to intervene or protests in accord-
ance with the requirements of the Com-
mission’s rules of practice and procedure
(18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10). All protests filed
with the Commission will be considered
by it in determining the appropriate ac-
tion to be taken but will not serve to
make the protestants parties to a pro-
ceeding. Persons wishing to become par-
ties to a proceeding or to participate as a
party in any hearing therein must file pe-
titions to infervene in accordance with
the Commission’s rules. The application
is on file with the Commission and is
available for public inspection.

KENNETH F. PLUMB,
Secretary.

[FR Do00.74-13384 Filed 6-11-74;8:45 am]

| Docket No. CI74-670)

EMERALD PRODUCING CORP., ET AL.
Notice of Application
June 6, 1974.

Take notice that on May 20, 1974,
Emerald Producing Corp. (Operator), et
al. (Applicant), P.O. Box 15325, Lafay-
ette, Louisiana 70501, filed in Docket No.
CI74-670 an application pursuant to sec-
tion 7(c) of the Natural Gas Act for a
certificate of public convenience and
necessity authorizing the sale for resale
and delivery of natural gas in interstate
commerce to Southern Natural Gas Co.
(Southern) from the Diamond TField,
Plaquemines Parish, Louisiana, all as
more fully set forth in the application
which is on file with the Commission and
open to public inspection.

Applicant proposes to sell to Southern
from the subject acreage approximately
37,500 Mcf of gas per month for one year
at 45.0 cents per Mcf at 15.025 psia, sub-
ject to upward and downward Btu ad-
justment from a base of 1,000 Btu per
cubic foot, within the contemplation of
§ 2.70 of the Commission’s general policy
and interpretations (18 CFR 2.70) . Esti-
mated monthly sales are 37,500 Mcf of
gas.

Any person desiring to be heard or to
make any protest with reference to said
application should on or before June 25,
1974, file with the Federal Power Com-
mission, Washington, D.C. 20426, a peti-
tion to intervene or a protest in accord-
ance with the requirements of the Com-
mission’s rules of practice and procedure
(18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10). All protests filed
with the Commission will be considered
by it in determining the appropriate
action to be taken but will not serve to
make the protestants parties to the pro-
ceeding. Any person wishing to become a
party to a proceeding or to participate as
a party in any hearing therein must file
a petition to intervene in accordance with
the Commission’s rules.

Take further notice that, pursuant to
the authority contained in and subject
to the jurisdiction conferred upon the
Federal Power Commission by sections 7
and 15 of the Natural Gas Act and the
Commission’s rules of practice and pro-
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cedure, a hearing will be held without
further notice before the Commission on
this application if no petition to inter-
vene is filed within the time required
herein, if the Commission on its own re-
view of the matter finds that a grant of
the certificate is required by the public
convenience and necessity. If a petition
for leave to intervene is timely filed, or
if the Commission on its wn motion be-
lieves that a formal hearing is required,
further notice of such hearing will be
duly given.

Under the procedure herein provided
for, unless otherwise advised, it will be
unnecessary for Applicant to appear or
be represented at the hearing.

KENNETH F. ProMme,
Secretary.

[FR Doc.74-13408 Filed 6-11-74:8:45 am|

[Docket No. CI74-670]

EMERALD PRODUCING CORP. ET AL
Notice of Application
JUNE 6, 1974.

Take notice that on May 20, 1974,
Emerald Produeing Corp. (Operator), et
al. (Applicant), P.O. Box 15325, Lafay-
ette, Louisiana 70501, filed in Docket No.
CI74-670 an application pursuant to sec-
tion 7(c) of the Natural Gas Act for a
certificate of public convenience and ne-
cessity authorizing the sale for resale and
delivery of natural gas in interstate com-
merce to Southern Natural Gas Co.
(Southern) from the Diamond Field,
Plaquemines Parish, Louisiana, all as
more fully set forth in the application
which is on file with the Commission and
open to public inspection.

Applicant proposes to sell to Southern
from the subject acreage approximately
37,500 Mcf of gas per month for one year
at 45,0 cents per Mcf at 15.025 psia, sub-
ject to upward and downward Btu ad-
justment from a base of 1,000 Btu per
cubic foot, within the contemplation of
§ 2.70 of the Commission’s general policy
and interpretations (18 CFR 2.70). Es-
timated monthly sales are 37,500 Mcf of
gas.

Any person desiring to be heard or to
make any protest with reference to said
application should on or before June 25,
1974, file with the Federal Power Com-
mission, Washington, D.C. 20426, a peti-
tion to intervene or a protest in accord-
ance with the requirements of the
Commission’s rules of practice and pro-
cedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10). All protests
filed with the Commission will be con-
sidered by it in determining the appro-
priate action to be taken but will not
serve to make the protestants parties to
the proceeding. Any person wishing to
become a party to a proceeding or to par-
ticipate as a party in any hearing therein
must file a petition to intervene in ac-
cordance with the Commission’s rules.

Take further notice that, pursuant to
the authority contained in and subject

NOTICES

to the jurisdiction conferred upon the
Federal Power Commission by sections
7 and 15 of the Natural Gas Act and the
Commission’s rules of practice and pro-
cedure, a hearing will be held without
further notice before the Commission on
this application if no petition to inter-
vene is filed within the time required
herein, if the Commission on its own re-
view of the matter finds that a grant of
the certificate is required by the public
convenience and necessity. If a petition
for leave to intervene is timely filed, or
if the Commission on its own motion be-
lieves that a formal hearing is required,
further notice of such hearing will be
duly given.

Under the procedure herein provided
for, unless otherwise advised, it will be
unnecessary for Applicant to appear or
be represented at the hearing.

KennNeETH F. PLUMS,
Secretary.

[FR Doc.74-13395 Filed 6-11-74;8:45 am]

[Docket No. RP73-17]
GRANITE STATE '(':‘ACS TRANSMISSION,

Notice of Proposed Changes in Rates Pur-
suant to Purchased Gas Adjustment

Provision
JUNE 5, 1974,

Take notice that Granite State Gas
Transmission, Inc. (Granite), on May 30,
1974, tendered for filing Alternate Third
Revised Sheet 3A in its FPC Gas Tariff,
Original Volume No. 1, containing a cor-
rection to the proposed changes in rates
filed on May 15, 1974, for effectiveness on
July 1, 1974, According to Granite, its fil-
ing of May 15, 1974, contained an inad-
vertent error in the computation of the
commodity charge component under its
General Service Rate Schedule (G) as set
forth on Third Revised Sheet 3A. Granite
states that Alternate Third Revised Sheet
3A is tendered in place of Third Revised
Sheet 3A. Granite further states that no
other portion of its filing of May 15, 1974,
is affected by this change.

Any person desiring to be heard or to
protest said filing should file a petition to
intervene or protest with the Federal
Power Commission, 825 North Capitol
Street, NE., Washington, D.C. 20426, in
accordance with §§ 1.8 and 1.10 of the
Commission’s rules of practice and pro-
cedure (18 CFR 1.8, 1.10). All such peti-
tions or protests should be filed on or be-
fore June 19, 1974. Protests will be con-
sidered by the Commission in determin-
ing 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 pe-
titon to intervene, Copies of this filing
are on file with the Commission and are
available for public inspection.

KENNETH F. PLUMS,
Secretary.

[FR Doc.74-13404 Flled 6-11-74,8:45 am]

20641
[Docket No, G-2730, ete.]

HILDA B. WEINERT AND JANE W.
BLUMBERG, ET AL

Order Consolidating Proceedings, Granting
interventions, Setting Hearing and Pre-
scribing Procedures

JUNE 4, 1974.

In the mattier of Hilda B. Weinert and
Jane W. Blumberg, et al. (G-2730, etc.),
Continental Oil Co. (G-6211), Reserve
Oil and Gas Co. (G-12671), H. H. Phillips,
Jr. (CI63-586), Gulf Oil Corp. (CI72-
178), Sun Oil Co. (CI73-634), Reserve Oil
and Gas Co. (CI73-808), Castle, Inc. (CI
74-124).

The United States Court of Appeals for
the District of Columbia Circuit in
“Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line Corp.
v. FPC,” 488 F. 2d 1325 (1973), modified
by the Court on November 21, 1973, cert.
denied sub nom., “Natural Gas Pipeline
Co. v. Transcontinental Gas Pipeline
Corp.”, U.S. —— (May 28, 1974),
reversed the Commission in the above
consolidated dockets in the issuance of
Opinion No. 655, which authorized the
abandonment of deliveries of gas by the
LaGloria Field producers to Transcon-
tinental Gas Pipe Line Corp. and cer-
tificated sales to Natural Gas Pipeline
Co. of America.

On November 27, 1973, Natural Gas
Pipeline filed an emergency motion for
an order directing the producers to make
full deliveries to which it asserts it is en-
titled to under outstanding orders of the
Commission, namely the contract and
certificated volume of 125,000 Mecef per
day. Natural asserts that since the field
is not capable of producing a total of
206,000 Mcf/d, the producers are supply-
ing Transco the full 81,000 Mcf per day,
and Natural is suffering all of the short-
fall in the La Gloria Field capacity to
produce gas. By order issued on Febru-
ary 22, 1974, the Commission denied Na-
tural’s motion, and on April 24, 1974,
denied Natural's application for rehear-
ing?*

On November 29, 1973, Natural filed
a motion asking for imposition of a pay-
back obligation on Transco for all vol-
umes received during the inferim period
from and after November 15, 1973, from
the La Gloria Field producers, in order
to make Natural whole in the event
abandonment is later authorized and to
recover for Natural the asserted excess
volumes now taken by Transco over its
proper share of the Field's production in
the event said authorization is denied.
Natural proposed that a five year repay-
ment period be established for the return
of the gas volumes taken by Transco
after November 15, 1973. Natural further
asked for a prehearing conference for
disposition of the remanded proceeding.

On December 19, 1973, Transco filed a
motion for an order requiring repayment

i Petition for review filed April 30, 1974,
“Natural Gas Pipeline Co, v. FPC'" No. 74—
1462 (D.C. Cir.).
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of gas diverted under the abandonment
order. Transco states that for the period
April 18, 1973, through November 15, the
producers de facto abandonment was not
de jure abandonment, and Opinion No.
655 never existed legally. Therefore,
Transco argues that Natural Gas Pipe-
line received 77,000 Mcf per day or 16,~
177,000 Mecf during that period in 1973
which it now is obligated to return to
Transco. By order issued herein on Feb-
ruary 22, 1974 (p. 11), the Commission
ordered: “Payback obligations will
be specifically determined during the
abandonment/certificate hearing".

In the caption of this order, we have
listed the names of additional applicants
for abandonment of service to Transco
and sale of gas to Natural from the La
Gloria Field. The seven dockets involved
common question of fact and law as are
present in the 24 dockets previously con-
solidated in the order herein issued Au-
gust 23, 1971, For the purposes of fur-
ther proceedings involving the abandon-
ment of sales to Transco and the certifi-
cation of additional volumes to Natural,
these 31 dockets should be considered to-
gether. The following petitions for inter-
vention have been filed:

Brooklyn Union Gas Co.

Natural Gas Pipeline Company of America
Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line Corp.
Consolidated Edison Company of New York
Public Service Commission of New York

The Court of Appeals in “Transcon-
tinental Gas Pipe Line Corp. v. FPC,"” 488
F. 2d 1325 (D.C. Cir. 1973) said:

We contemplate on remand, therefore, &
searching and comprehensive inquiry by the
Commission into all factors relevant to de-
termining the overall public interest in this
abandonment proceeding. For this purpose it
will doubtless be necessary to supplement the
record with additional evidence with respect
to these factors. Primary importance must
be given to a broadly conceived comparison
of the needs of the two natural gas systems
and the public markets they serve.

Additionally, the Court directed inter
alia, that:

The Commission should consider the
environmental effects of its decision (see
“Arizona Public Service Co. v. FPC,” 483
F. 2d 1275 (D.C. Cir. 1973)).

In “Arizona Public Service Co.,” supra,
the Court held: ’

We * * * give the Commission ninety days
to conduct whatever further proceedings it
deems necessary either for the preparation
and circulation of an [NEPA] impact state-
ment or for preparation of a statement of
reasons as to why an impact statement is
unnecessary.

On remand, the Court of Appeals af-
firmed the Commission’s Opinion No.
615B. which contained an analysis of
environmental impact evidence. (490 F.
2d 783.) The Commission in this pro-
ceeding, therefore, directs applicants and
interveners to submit evidence of en-
vironmental impact of a Commission de-
cision granting or denying applications,
if any.

* El Paso Natural Gas Co., —— FPC ——
(Oct. 26, 1973).

NOTICES

The motion filed by Natural on No-
vember 29, 1973, to preserve the subject
matter of this proceeding by imposing &
payback obligation will be the subject of
the hearing on remand of the abandon-
ment certificate issues; as will the motion
by Transco filed December 19, 1973, for
repayment of gas volumes by Natural for
gas sold to it during the April through
November 1973 period.

These reserved issues have been ex-
pressly deferred from the interim orders
herein of February 22 and April 24, 1974,
wherein the Commission stated that:

The order [of February 22] specifically
places all parties on notice that there will be
a determination of natural gas payback obli-
gations as a result of final orders in the course
of abandonment proceedings for all quanti-
ties of gas not properly received during the
interim period. Order paragraph (D) further
reserved Natural's rights in this matter. If,
after the searching and comprehensive in-
quiry by the Commission into all factors rele-
vant to determining the overall public inter-
est, as directed by the Court of Appeals, 488
F. 2d at 1329, the Commission determines
that Natural should have received volumes of
natural gas sold and delivered to Transco by
the producers after November 12, 1973, the
legal and equitable powers of the Commis-
sion will be exercised on the payback issue.

Order paragraph (F) herein specifi-
cally sets these issues for hearing here-
after ordered.

On April 23, 1974, Natural filed a Mo-
tion for a decision of the Commission
based on the existing record for a re-
opening of the record for limited pur-
poses. The New York Commission on
May 7, 1974, and Transco and AGD on
May 8, 1974, filed answers in opposition
to the motion. As Natural itself recog-
nizes (Motion p. 2), the Court of Appeals
on remand directed that “it will doubt-
less be necessary to supplement the rec-
ord with respect to those factors”, 488 F.
2d at 1329, as well as supplement the
record with respect to those factors”, 488
F. 2d at 1329, as well as supplemental
evidence on environmental impact, supra,
page 3.

The Commission has concluded, more=
over, that additional evidence and hear-
ings are required to comply with the
Court’s mandate. As noted, this order also
consolidates seven additional dockets for
abandonment and certification which
were not part of the first hearings and
could not be decided without a hearing.
Furthermore, additional delay in resum-
ing hearings for review of the record will
not aid in resolution of these proceed-
ings. Thus, we hereafter order reopening
of the hearings and filing of evidence.

The Commission finds:

(1) Dockets Nos. G-6211, G-12671,
C163-586, CI72-178, CI73-684, CI73-808,
and CIT4-124 should be consolidated for
the purposes of hearing and decision with
the proceedings previously consolidated
in Docket Nos. G-2730, et al.

(2) The parties listed above having
filed petitions to intervene should be per-
mitted to intervene.

The Commission orders:

(A) Applicants and intervenors shall
submit prepared direct testimony and

exhibits in support of their positions, in-
clusive of any evidence relative to en-
vironmental impact with and without
abandonment as they may deem appro-
priate and in compliance with the Court’s
mandate on remand on June 28, 1974,
and serve copies on the Office of Admin-
istrative Law Judges, the Commission
Staff and all parties of record.

(B) A hearing shall commence in
these consolidated proceedings on July 9,
1974, at 10 a.m. (e.d.t.) in a hearing room
of the Federal Power Commission, 825
North Capitol Street, NE., Washington,
D.C. 20426. The Presiding Administrative
Law Judge to be assigned by the Chief
Administrative Law Judge shall control
the proceeding hereafter.

(C) The dockets listed at the head of
this order beginning with G-6211, are
hereby consolidated with the proceedings
previously consolidated in Docket No,
G-2730, et al.

(D) The above-listed interveners are
hereby permitted to intervene in this
consolidated proceeding subject to the
Commission’s rules and regulations: Pro-
vided, however, That they shall comply
with the terms of this order and that
their participation shall be limited fo
matters affecting rights and interests
expressly asserted in the petitions to in-
tervene, and Provided, further, That
granting of the petitions to intervene
shall not be construed as recognition by
the Commission that any intervener
might be aggrieved by any order entered

*in this proceeding.

(E) The issues in this consolidated
proceeding relating to the abandonment
of sales by the La Gloria Field producers
to Transco and the certification of addi-
tional volumes to Natural are hereby con-
solidated with the issues set forth in (F)
below. :

(F) The issues raised by the Motions
of Natural and Transco for orders relat-
ing to the imposition of payback obliga-
tions for gas assertedly improperly taken
by either pipeline, as more fully set forth

“in their Motions and described herein are

hereby consolidated for hearing and de-
cision with the issues set forth in (E)
above.

(G) The motion of Natural Gas Pipe-
line Co. filed April 23, 1974 for a decision
on the existing record is denied.

By the Commission.

[sEaL] KeNNETH F. PLUMSB,
Secretary.

[FR Doc.74-13392 Filed 6-11-74;8:45 am|

[Project No. 503]
IDAHO POWER CO.
Notice of Issuance of Annual License
JUNE 6, 1974.
On June 26, 1969, Idaho Power Co,
Licensee for Swan Falls Project No. 5p3.
located in Ada and Owyhee Counties,
Idaho, on the Snake River, filed an appli-
cation for a new license under section 15
of the Federal Power Act and Commis-
sion regulations thereunder (§§16.1-
16.6), Licensee also made supplemental
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filing pursuant to Commission Order No,
384 on February 19, 1970.

The license for Project No. 503 was is-
sued effective January 1, 1928, for a pe-
riod ending June 30, 1970, Since the origi-
nal date of expiration, the project has
been under annual license, In order to
authorize the continued operation of the
projeet pursuant to section 15 of the Act
pending completion of licensee’s applica-
tion and Commission action thereon, it
is appropriate and in the public interest
to issue an annual license to Idaho Power
Co. for continued operation and mainte-
nance of Project No. 503.

Take notice that an annual license is
issued to Idaho Power Co. (Licensee)
under section 15 of the Federal Power
Act for the period July 1, 1974, to June 30,
1975, or until Federal takeover, or the
issuance of a new license for the project,
whichever comes first, for the continued
operation and maintenance of the Swan
Falls Project No. 503, subject to the terms
and eonditions of its license.

KenNETH F. PLUmS,
Secretary.

|FR Dec.74-13403 Filed 6-11-74;8:45 am]

[Docket No. E-8450]
IDAHO POWER CO.
Notice of Application

JUNE 5, 1974.

Take notice that on April 25, 1974,
Idaho Power Co. (Applicant) filed a sup-
plemental application with the Federal
Power Commission, pursuant to section
204 of the Federal Power Act, seeking
authority to increase to $130,000,000 the
amount of short-term unsecured prom-
issory notes, ineluding commercial paper,
which it may have outstanding af any
one time.

The Commission authorized the issu-
ance of short-term unsecured promissory
notes by the Applicant in its order issued
December 28, 1973, in the above docket.
The Commission authorized Applicant to
issue short-term unsecured promissory
notes in amounts of up to a maximum
of $100,000,000 with maturities of not
later than December 31, 1974,

Applicant. is incorporafed under the
laws of the State of Maine with its prin-
cipal business office at Boise, Idaho and
is engaged in the electric utility business
in the States of Idaho, Oregon, Nevada
and Wyoming.

Applicant requests that its short-term
borrowing authorization of up to
$130,000,000 be composed of the fol-
lowing:

(a) Bank loans evidenced by the issu-
ance of unsecured notes to Revelving
Credit Agreement in the principal
amount of not to exceed $90,000,000 out-
standing at any one time;

(b) The issuance of unsecured notes
pursuant to a line of credit, in the
amount of $18,000,000; and

¢¢) The issuance of unsecured prom-~
issory notes in the form of commercial
paper in the aggregate principal amount
of not to exceed $22,000,000 outstanding
at any one time,

NOTICZS

The proceeds from the issuance of
short-term unsecured promissory notes
will be used to provide funds for current
corporate transactions, including the in-
terim financing of the Applicant’s con-
struction programs.

Any person desiring to be heard or to
make any protest with reference to said
application should on or before June 21,
1874, file with the Federal Power Com-
mission, Washington, D.C. 20426, peti-
tions or protests in accordance with the
requirements of the Commission’s rules
of practice and procedure (18 €FR 1.8
or 1.10). All protests filed with the Com-~
mission will be considered by it in deter-
mining the appropriate action to be
taken but will not serve to make the
protestants parties to the proceeding.
Persons wishing to become parties to a
proceeding or to participate as a party
in any hearing therein must file petitions
to intervene in accordance with the Com-
mission’s rules. The application is on file
with the Commission and available for
public inspection.

KenverH F. PLums,
Secretary.

[FR Doc.74-13388 Filed 6-11-74;8:45 am|

{Docket No. E-8815]
IOWA PUBLIC SERVICE CO.
Notice of Changes in Rates and Charges

JUNE 6, 1974.

Take notice that Iowa Public Service
Co., on May 29, 1974, tendered for filing
proposed changes in its FPC Electric
Service Tariff, Volume No. 1. The pro-
posed changes to be effective July 1, 1974,
would increase revenues in jurisdictional
sales and service by $293,116 based on
the twelve month period, ending Decem-
ber 31, 1973.

Applicant states that the reasons for
this increase in electric revenues are the
increased pressure of inflation on labor
eosts, taxes, inferest rates and the cost
of capital.

Copies of the filing were served upon
the publie utility jurisdictional custom-
ers and the Jowa State Commerce
Commission.

Any person desiring to be heard or to
protest said filing should file a petition
to intervene or protest with the Federal
Power Commission, 825 North Capitol
Street, NE., Washington, D.C. 20426, in
accordance with §§ 1.8 and 1.10 of the
Commission’s rules of practice and pro-
cedure (18 CFR 1.8, 1.10). All such peti-
tions or protests should be filed on or
before June 14, 1974. Protests will be con-
sidered by the Commission in determin~
ing the appropriate action to be taken,
but will not serve to make protestants
parties fo the proceeding. Any person
wishing to become a party must file a
petition to intervene. Copies of this filing
are on file with the Commission and are
available for public inspection.

KENNETH F. PLUME,
Secretary.

[FR Doc.74-13407 Filed 6-11-74;8:45 am]
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[Docket No. RPT2-149]
MISSISSIPPI RIVER TRANSMISSION
C

Notice of Proposed Change in Rates

JUNE 5, 1974

Take notice that Mississippi River
Transmission Corp. ¢“Mississippi”’) en
May 23, 1974 tendered for filing Nine-
teenth Revised Sheet No. 3A to its FPC
Gas Tariff, First Revised Volume No. 1 to
become effective July 1, 1974.

The instant filing was made pursuant
to the purchased gas cost adjustment
provisions: of Mississippi’s tariff in order
to reflect rate changes applicable to
Mississippi by United Gas Pipe Line Co.
(*United”) and Natural Gas Pipeline
Company of America (“Natural”) pursu-
ant to the provisions of their tariffs.

Mississippi states that copies of its fil-
ing were served on Mississippi’s jurisdic-
tional customers and the State Commis-
sions of Arkansas, Illinois and Missouri.

Any person desiring to be heard or to
protest said filing should file a petition
to intervene or protest with the Federal
Power Commission in accordance with
§§ 1.8 and 1.10 of the Commission’s rules
of practice and procedure (18 CFR 1.8,
1.10) . All such petitions or protests should
be filed on or before June 21, 1974. Pro-
tests will be considered by the Commis-
sion in determining the appropriate ac-
tion to be taken but will not serve to make
protestants parties to the proceeding. Any
person wishing to become a party must
file a petition to intervene unless such
petition has previously been filed. Copies
of the filing are on file with the Commis-
30:1 and are available for public inspec-

on.
KeENNETH F. Piums,
Secretary.

[FR Doc.74-13415 Filed 6-11-74;8:45 am]

[Docket No. RP74-1]

NORTHWESTERN PUBLIC SERVICE CO.
AND KANSAS-NEBRASKA NATURAL GAS
CO., INC.

QOrder Denying Application for Rehearing

JUnE 4, 1974,

The Northwestern Publie Service Co.,
pursuant to § 1.3¢ of the Commission’s
rules of practice and procedure and sec-
tion 19 of the Natural Gas Act has filed
an application for rehearing of the Com-
mission’s “Order Affirming Initial Deci-
sion, Denying Relief sought by North-

western Public Service Co.” of April 8,

1974. The order affirms a December 14,

Initial Decision of Administrative Law

Judge Michel Levant, whichx denies a

petition by Northwestern to the Com-

mission that the Commission order

Kansas-Nebraska Natural Gas Com-

pany; Inec., to provide Northwestern with

an additional 2000 Mcf per day of con-
tract demand and conecluding that Kan-
sas-Nebraska’s denial of Northwestern’s
request does not violate its tariff nor is
unjust, unreasonable, unduly discrimina~
tory or preferential.

The Commission orders:
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The application for rehearing on the
Commission’s order of April 8, 1974,
affirming the Administrative Law Judge’s
initial decision is denied.

By the Commission.

[SEAL] KeENNETH F. PLUMSB,
Secretary.

[FR Doc.74-13394 Filed 6-11-74;8:45 am]

[Project No. 308]
PACIFIC POWER & LIGHT CO.
Notice of Issuance of Annual License
JUNE 6, 1974.

On June 22, 1971, Pacific Power & Light
Co., Licensee for Wallowa Falls Project
No. 308, located in Wallowa Whitman
National Forest, Wallowa county, State
of Oregon, filed an application for a new
license under section 15 of the Federal
Power Act and Commission Regulations
thereunder (§§ 16.1-16.6).

The license for Project No. 308 was is-
sued effective June 27, 1924, for a period
ending June 26, 1974. In order to au-
thorize the continued operation of the
project pursuant to section 15 of the Act,
Pending completion of Licensee’s appli-
cation and Commission action thereon,
it is appropriate and in the public inter-
est to issue an annual license to Pa-
cific Power & Light Co. for continued
operation and maintenance of Project
No. 308.

Take notice that an annual license is
issued to Pacific Power & Light Co. (Li-
censee) for the period June 27, 1974, to
June 26, 1975, or until Federal takeover,
or the issuance of a new license for the
project, whichever comes first, for the
continued operation and maintenance of
Project No. 308, subject to the terms and
conditions of its present license.

KEeENNETH F. PLUMB,
Secretary.

| FR Doc.74-13396 Flled 6-11-74;8:45 am|

| Docket Nos. RP71-119; RP74-31-20]

PANHANDLE EASTERN PIPE LINE CO.
AND ANCHOR HOCKING CORPORATION

Proposed Stipulation and Agreement in
Settlement of Proceeding

JUNE 5, 1974,

Take notice that on March 4, 1974,
Anchor Hocking Corp. (Anchor Hocking)
filed a petition for extraordinary relief
and a motion for immediate temporary
relief to avoid irreparable injury in the
above-styled proceeding. By order is-
sued on April 2, 1974, the Commission
partially granted Anchor Hocking's re-
quest for temporary relief by requiring
.that Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line Co.
(Panhandle) provide that company with
790 Mcf a day in order for it to main-
tain the operation of its Winchester, In-
diana plant. In the aforementioned order
the Commission further set the afore~

mentioned matter down for formal hear-

NOTICES

ing in order to determine the merits un-
derlying the request made in Anchor
Hocking’s petition for extraordinary
relief.

A formal hearing with respect to this
matter commenced and was terminated
on May 30, 1974. During the course of
this hearing, the participating parties
tendered the following Stipulation and
Agreement to the Presiding Administra-
tive Law Judge for certification to the
Commission in the hope that this pro-
ceeding could be resolved in this manner:

The parties stipulate that extraordinary
relief from curtailment of gas dellveries will
be granted to Anchor Hocking allowing it to
take 790 Mcf on an average day basis dur-
ing each month. Panhandle will not curtail
volumes covered by this grant of extraordi-
nary relief to the extent they are classified
as Priority No. 3 until all other Priority 3 vol-
umes not similarly subject to extraordinary
relief are curtailed.

Anchor Hocking's maximum take on any
given day will be determined as provided by
§ 16.4(c) of Panhandle’s tariff. Anchor Hock-
ing will pay back as operating conditions
permit those Priority 3 volumes taken pur-
suant to this grant of extraordinary relief to
the extent they exceed the volumes allocated
to Anchor Hocking under Panhandle’s effec-
tive curtailment plan.

The volumes taken pursuant to this grant
of extraordinary relief will be for Anchor
Hocking's use only. This stipulation will con-
tinue in effect until a new curtailment plan
goes Into effect. This stipulation shall not
constitute a walver of any party’'s rights in
Docket No. RP71-119 to contest categoriza-
tion of any volumes.

This stipulation is made to settle all issues
raised in Anchor Hocking's petition for ex-
traordinary relief in Docket No. RP74-31-20
and is without prejudice to Anchor Hocking's
right to apply for extraordinary relief in any
new curtailment plan put into effect on
Panhandle's system.

That completes the stipulation,
Honor.

The participating parties indicated
that there were no present objections to
the Stipulation and Agreement. They
did, however, request to be afforded the
opportunity to indicate the existence of
objections in the event that such a course
of action subsequently became necessary.
It was decided that this could be accom-
plished by providing all parties with an
opportunity to make comment as pro-
vided for in a Notice relating to the pro-
posed Stipulation and Agreement to be
issued at a subsequent date (Tr. 139).
The Presiding Judge indicated his intent
to certify this Stipulation and Agree-
ment and the record developed with re-
spect to this proceeding to the Commis-
sion at an early date (Tr. 139).

Any party desiring to be heard with
respect to this stipulation and agreement
should on or before June 20, 1974, file
with the Federal Power Commission, 825
North Capitol Street NE. Washington,
D.C. 20426, comments indicating its sup-
port or opposition to this proposal.

KeENNETH F. PLUMSB,
Secretary.

[FR Doc.74-13405 Filed 6-11-74;8:45 am]

Your

|Docket No. G-3332]

PHILLIPS PETROLEUM CO.

Notice of Application for Termination of

Certificate

JUNE 6, 1974.

Take notice that on May 16, 1974,
Phillips Petroleum Co. (Phillips), 583
Frank Phillips Building, Bartlesville,
Oklahoma 74004, filed in Docket No.
G-3332 an application for termination
of the certificate of public convenience
and necessity issued in said docket pur-
suant to section 7(c) of the Natural Gas
Act, all as more fully set forth in the
application which is on file with
the Commission and open to public
inspection.

By order issued September 28, 1956,
Phillips was granted a certificate of pub-
lic convenience and necessity in Docket
No. G-3332 authorizing the sale of gas-
well gas from the Rodessa Field, Cass
Courity, Texas, under its FPC Gas Rate
Schedule No. 140 to Breckenridge Gaso-
line Co. (Breckenridge). Phillips states
that the contract dated June 30, 1952,
covering said sale of gas expired on Sep-
tember 4, 1972, and that the replace-
ment contract calls for Phillips to con-
tinue casinghead gas delivery to Breck-
enridge for a percentage of the proceeds
received by Breckenridge. Phillips antici-
pates such basis of payment will be per-
manent. Phillips requests, therefore, that
the certificate in Docket No. G-3332 be
terminated because the Commission does
not permit the producer’s filing of per-
centage-type contracts and -certificate
applications based thereon (18 CFR
154.91(e) ).

Any person desiring to be heard or to
make any protest with reference to said
application should on or before¢ June 25,
1974, file with the Federal Power Com-
mission, Washington, D.C. 20426, a petl-
tion to intervene or a protest in ac-
cordance with the requirements of the
Commission’s rules of practice and pro-
cedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10). All protests
filed w.th the Commission will be con-
sidered by it in determining the appro-
priate action to be taken buf will not
serve to make the protestants parties to
the proceeding. Any person wishing to
become a party to a proceeding or to par-
ticipate as a party in any hearing therein
must file a petition to intervene in ac-
cordance with the Commission’s rules.

KeENNETH F. PLUMB,
Secretary.

[FR Doc.74-13398 ° {led 6-11-74;8:45 am]

[Project No. 2685]
POWER AUTHORITY OF THE STATE OF
NEW YORK

Notice of Complaint
JUNE 5, 1974.
Public notice is hereby given that &
complaint was filed November 5, 1973
under the Federal Power Act (16 U.S.C.
791a-825r) by the Towns of Fulton and
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Blenheim, New York, Complainants
(Correspondence to Kafin and Needle-
man, Robert J. Kafin, 115 Maple Street,
Glens Falls, New York 12801) against
Power Authority of the State of New
York, Licensee, concerning operation of
the Blenheim-Gilboa Pumped Storage
Project No. 2685, which is located in
Schoharie County on Schoharie Creek in
the Towns of Blenheim and Gilboa, New
York,

Complainants allege that the Licensee
is operating the project in such a manner
with regard to flow releases that it is
violating its license with respect to flows
in Schoharie Creek downstream from the
project.

Any person desiring to be heard or to
make protest with reference to said com-
plaint should on or before July 22, 1974,
file with the Federal Power Commission,
Washington, D.C. 20426, petitions to in-
tervene or protests in accordance with
the requirements of the Commission’s
rules of practice and procedure (18 CFR
1.8 or 1.10). All protests filed with the
Commission will be considered by it in
determining the appropriate action fo
be taken but will not serve to make the
protestants parties to a proceeding. Per-
sons wishing to become parties to the
proceeding or to participate as a party
in any hearing therein must file petitions
to intervene in accordance with the Com-
mission’s rules. The complaint is on file
with the Commission and available for
public inspection.

KeENNETH F. Proms,
Secretary.

[FR Doc.74-13397 Filed 6-11-74;8:45 am]|

[Docket No. RI74-241]
SHELL OIL CO.
Notice of Petition for Special Relief
JUNE 6, 1974.

Take notice that on May 28, 1974,
Shell Oil Co., (Petitioner), One Shell
Plaza, P.O. Box 2463, Houston, Texas
77001, filed & petition for special relief
in Docket No. RI74-241, seeking a rate
above the applicable area ceiling under
Opinion No. 662, (Permian Basin Area
II). Petitioner seeks a price of 46 cents
per Mcf for the sale of gas to El Paso
Natural Gas Co. under its FPC Gas Rate
Schedule No. 334 from new wells to be
drilled by it in Crockett, Terrell, and Val
Verde Counties, Texas (JM Area). Peti-
tioner states that without the price re-
quested further exploration and develop-
ment in this area cannot be economically
justified and recoverable reserves under-
lying the acreage here involved will be
lost to the interstate market,

Any person desiring to be heard or to
make any protest with reference to said
petition should on or before June 25,
1974, file with the Federal Power Com-
mission, Washington, D.C. 20426, a peti-
tion to intervene or a protest in accord-
ance with the requirements of the Com-
mission's rules of practice and procedure
(18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10). All protests filed
with the Commission will be considered
by it in determining the appropriate ac-

NOTICES

tion to be taken but will not serve to
make the protestants parties to the pro-
ceeding. Any party wishing to become a
party to a proceeding, or to participate as
a party in any hearing therein, must file
a petition to intervene in accordance
with the Commission’s rules.

KeENNETH F. PLUMSB,
Secretary.

[FR Doc.74-13411 Filed 6-11-74;8:45 am]

[Project No. 872]
SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON CO.
Notice of Issuance of Annual License

JUNE 6, 1974.

On June 16, 1969, Southern California
Edison Co., Licensee for Lower Tule River
Project No. 372, located on the Tule River
in Tulare County, California, filed an ap-
plication for a new license under section
15 of the Federal Power Act and Com-
mission regulations thereunder (§§ 16.1—
16.6) . Licensee also made a supplemental
filing pursuant to Commission Order No.
384 on February 9, 1970.

The license for Project No. 372 was
issued effective December 31, 1941, for a
period ending June 15, 1970. Since the
original date of expiration, the project
has been under annual license. In order
to authorize the continued operation of
the project pursuant to section 15 of the
Act pending Commission action thereon,
it is appropriate and in the public inter-
est to issue an annual license to South-
ern California Edison Co. for continued
operation and maintenance of Project
No. 372.

Take notice that an annual license is
issued to Southern California Edison Co.
(Licensee) under section 15 of the Fed-
eral Power Act for the period June 16,
1974, to June 15, 1975, or until Federal
takeover or the issuance of a new license
for the project, whichever comes first, for
the continued operation and mainte-
nance of the Lower Tule River Project
No. 372, subject to the terms and condi-
tions-of its present license.

KeENNETH F. PrUums,
Secretary.

[FR Doc.74-13400 Piled 6-11-74;8:45 am]

[Docket No. E-8570]
SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON CO.
Order Denying Rehearing

JUNE 5, 1974.
By order of March 1, 1974, the Com-
mission, inter alia, suspended certain
changes in jurisdictional rates proposed
by Southern California Fdison Co.
(Edison), set the matter for hearing and
permitted various petitions to intervene,
including the Anza Electric Cooperative,
Inc. (Anza). On March 29, 1974, Edison
filed a Petition for Rehearing or Clarifi-
cation of the March 1 order wherein
Edison sought to have the Commission
modify the order so as to proscribe any
consideration of the issue of “price-
squeeze”, involving a comparison be-
tween retail and resale rate levels, or

20645

other anti-trust issue or issues based on
allegations of anti-competitive practices,
The request for clarification was based
upon Commission action in “Southern
California Edison Co.,” Docket No. E-
8176, order issued September 21, 1973,
and “Indiana and Michigan Electric Co.,”
Docket No. E-7740, order issued May 31,
1973. On April 15, 1974, Anza filed a
Reply to the Edison Petition. This plead-
ing will be further discussed below.

By order of April 25, 1974, the Com-
mission, inter alia, clarified its March 1
order as requested by Edison, so as to
avoid the implication that by granting
interventic.us, including that of Anza,
the Commission was broadening the
issues in this proceeding to include ques-
tions of “price squeeze” or anticompeti-
tive behavior.

On May 9, 1974, Anza filed a Petition
for Rehearing of the April 25 order in-
sofar as that order purports to clarify
the March 1 order so as to limit the
participation of Anza in the proceeding
to matters other than the alleged “price
squeeze’ and anticompetitive behavior on
the part of Edison. The Petition correctly
indicates that, as to the question of
alleged “price squeeze” and of alleged
anticompetitive behavior by Edison *“not
related to contracts or agreements to
which if is a party which are or should
be on file with the Commission,” Anza's
views have been rejected by the Com-
mission in Doclet No. E-8176 and are
currently pending petitions for review
in the Courts.! Further discussion of
these questions is therefore unnecessary
and Anza's Petition will be denied inso-
far as it is based upon views previously
rejected in Docket No. E-8176.

Anza'’s petition, however, states that,
in addition to the above, the Commis-
sion’s order of April 25 is in error to the
extent that it rejects Anza's “separate
argument”, set forth in Anza's Reply to
Edison’s Petition for Clarification, which
Anza filed on April 15. The “separate
argument” in Anza's Reply concerns the
Commission’s order of March 14, 1974,
in “Pacific Gas and Electric Co.”, Docket
No. E-T777. In the Reply, Anza expresses
its view that the Commission made clear
in the Pacific Gas order “that it did have
jurisdiction to consider, in rate proceed-
ings under sections 205 and 206 of the
Act, the possible modification of con-
tracts between a utility and other utili-
ties or parties which as part of an anti-
competitive policy on the part of the
utility adversely affect service to a whole-
sale customer of a utility.” Anza points
out that a number of the contracts spe-
cifically referred to by the Commission
in the Pacific Gas order involve contracts
between Pacific Gas and Electric Co.
(PG&E) and Edison “which may improp-
erly restrict service to the customers of
both wutilities, including Anza,” Anza
gives its view that if it is appropriate
for PG&E's customers to examine into
the propriety of such restriction agree-

I Cities of Ansheim, Californis, et al,, v.
Federal Pow~r Commission, Case No. 72-2173;
Anza Electric Cooperative, Inc, v. Federal
Powcr Commission:, Case No, 73-2255,
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ments in the Pacific Gas proceeding, it
is equally appropriate for Edison's cus-
tomers to do so in this proceeding. Anza
also contends that the Commission has
jurisdiction to look into another con-
tract between Edison and the Imperial
Trrigation District, referred to in its
pleadings in Docket No. E-8176, to deter-
mine if the contract inhibits Anza from
securing service from Imperial. Finally,
Anza contends that it is appropriate to
consider in the present rate case whether
certain agreements entered into by Edi-
son with the Cities of Anaheim, River-
side, and Banning in Docket No. E-7618
should be modified to require Edison to
file a rate schedule for transportation
service with Anza as well as to include a
displacement service.

We do not believe that the “separate
argument” contained in Anza's Reply,
and reasserted in its Petition, provides an
adequate basis to either set aside our
order of April 25 so as to permit Anza
to participate as an intervenor in this
proceeding without limitation or to au-
thorize Anza to raise herein the matters
discussed in its Reply. Our conclusion is
based upon the following:

(1) The Commission cannot institute an
investigation into the contract between Edi-
son and the Imperial Irrigation District be-
cause this contract is apparently applicable
to service over which this Commission has
no jurisdiction.? As we stated'in Pacific Gas:

“If * * * gfter hearing and decision PG&E
is found by virtue of contract provisions sub-
ject to FPC jurisdiction, to have (engaged
in unlawful anticompetitive practices), this
Commission will not hesitate to order con-
tract reform * * *” % (emphasis added).

(2) While the Commission will reform
contracts containing anticompetitive pro-
visions when such provisions are subject to
Commission jurisdiction (Cf. Carolina Power
and Light Company, Docket No. E-7918,
order issued March 12, 1973), the Commis-
sion cannot “reform” such contracts or any
other agreements among parties in such a
manner as to order a utility to wheel power
(or provide a displacement service) for &
customer. The Commission believes that this
guestion was resolved in Otter Tail Power
Co. v. U.S., 410 U.S. 366 (1973). The fact that
such services may be offered to another cus-
tomer does not give the Commission an au-
thority which the courts have clearly indl-
cated the Commission does not possess.

(3) We have instituted an investigation,
pursuant to Section 206 of the Federal Power
Act, into contracts in Pacific Gas, some of
which Anza states may improperly restrict
service to the customers of PG&E and Edison,
including Anza. Such relief as might be
granted through the reformation of these

: Anza’s Amended Petition for Intervention
filed in Docket E-8176 on August 10, 1973
indicates that the contract is on file with
the Public Service Commission for the State
of California, has never been filed with the
Federal Power Commission, and is not a part
of Edison’s Rate Schedules No. 7 and No. 12
(the only rate schedules on file with this
Commission involving the Imperial Irrigation
District) . Since we do not have this contract
before us, we must assume that the contract
relates only to service over which this Com-
mission has no jurisdiction (iLe., it is directly
applicable to nonjurisdictional service).

3 pacific Gas and Electric Co, supra, at
page 6.

NOTICES

contracts is (as was the case In the Pacific
Gas proceeding) unrelated to the deter-
mination of just and reasonable rates to be
made in this proceeding, Since an investiga-
tion Into these contracts has already been
instituted, it would appear that any con-
tractual remedies which Anza may wish to
pursue may be fully considered through in-
tervention in that proceeding.

For the foregoing reasons, we shall
deny in its entirety Anza's Petition for
Rehearing.

The Commission finds:

Anza’s Petition for Rehearing, filed on
May 9, 1974, raised no facts or points of
law which would provide an appropriate
basis for modifying the Commission’s
order of April 25, 1974, and such Petition
should be denied.

The Commission orders:

(A) Anza's Petition for Rehearing,
filed May 9, 1974, is denied.

(B) The Secretary shall cause prompt
publication of this order in the FEDERAL
REGISTER.

By the Commission.

[SEAL] KenNETH F. PLUMB,
Secretary.

[FR Doc.74-13390 Filed 6-11-74;8:45 am|

|Project No. 1398]

SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON CO.

Notice of Application for Approval of
Revised Exhibit K
JUNE 5, 1974.

Public notice is hereby given that ap-
plication for approval of revised exhibits
was filed January 25, 1974, under the
Federal Power Act (16 U.S.C. 791a-8251)
by Southern California Edison Co. (Cor-
respondence to: Mr, P, B. Peeeook, Man-
ager, Right of Way and Land Dept.,
Southern California Edison Co., P.O. Box
800, 2244 Walnut Grove Avenue, Rose-
mead California 91770), Licensee for
Transmission Line Project No. 1398, lo-
cated in Mono and Inyo Counties, Cali-
fornia, The project affects lands of the
United States under the jurisdiction of
the Forest Service, Department of Agri-
culture and the Bureau of Land Manage-
ment, Department of Interior.

Southern California Edison Co., Ap-
plicant, states that the realignment of
U.S. Highway 395 necessitates relocating
sections of their 115 kV transmission and
telephone lines designated as Transmis-
sion Line Licensed Project No. 1398. The
subject transmission and telephone lines
extend from the Rush Creek powerhouse
(Rush Creek Project No. 1389) to a sub-
station near, Bishop and cross lands of
the United States. The proposed action
would affect public lands under the ju-
risdiction of the Department of Agricul-
ture, Forest Service, Inyo National Forest
within the S.% of section 7 and the N.}
of section 18, T. 5 S., R. 31 E. MD.M,
and the Department of the Interior,
Bureau of Land Management within
section 4 T. 6 S., R. 31 E,, M.D.M. The
total length of the lines is approximately
54 miles.

Any person desiring to be heard or

to make protest with reference to said
application should on or before Au-
gust 19, 1974, file with the Federal Power
Commission, Washington, D.C. 20426,
petitions to intervene or protests in ac-
cordance with the requirements of the
Commission’s rules of practice and pro-
cedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10). All pro-
tests filed with the Commission will be
considered by it in determining the ap-
propriate action to be taken but will not
serve to make the protestants parties
to a proceeding. Persons wishing to be-
come parties to a proceeding or to par-
ticipate as a party in any hearing
therein must file petitions to intervene
in accordance with the Commission’s
rules. The application is on file with the
Commission and available for public
inspection.
KeENNETH F, PLUMSB,
Secretary.

[FR Doc.74-13385 Filed 6-11-74;8:45 am]

[Docket: No. RP74-938]

SOUTHERN NATURAL GAS CO.
Notice of Petition'for Declaratory Order
JUNE 6, 1974.

Take notice that on May 15, 1974,
Southern Natural Gas Co. (Southern),
tendered for filing a Petition for Declar-
atory Order (Petition). In the Petition,
Southern requests the Commission to is-
sue an order declaring that the cost of
acquiring certain coal reserves to be
dedicated to a coal gasification plant is
an appropriate item for inclusion in
Southern’s rate base and cost of service
in Account No. 105 as Gas Plant Held for
Future Use.

In its filing, Southern states that on
May 1, 1974, Southern entered into an
option agreement with Consolidated Coal
Co. (Consol) whereby Southern was
granted an exclusive option to purchase
approximately one-half of Consol’s
“Hillsboro” coal reserves. Southern fur-
ther states that the Option Agreement
provides that within a two year period
ending April 30, 1976. Southern may ex-
ercise its right to purchase said coal at
a price of 10¢ a ton of recoverable coal.
Finally, Southern states that the option
period was designed to permit Southern
an opportunity to seek and obtain from
the Commission an order stating that
the investment in said coal reserves is
appropriate for inclusion in Southern’s
rate base.

Any person desiring to be heard or to
protest said filing should file a petition
to intervene or protest with the Federal
Power Commission, 825 North Capitol
Street, NE., Washington, D.C. 20426, in
accordance with §§1.8 and 1.10 of the
Commission’s rules of practice and pro-
cedure (18 CFR 1.8, 1,10). All such peti-
tions or protests should be filed on or
before June 20, 1974. Protests will be
considered by the Commission in deter-
mining the approprizte action to be
taken, but will not serve to make protes-
tants parties to the proceeding. Any per-
son wishing to become a party must file
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a petition to intervene. Copies of this
filing are on file with the Commission
and are available for public inspection.
KeNNETH F. PLUMS,
Secretary.
[FR Doc. 74-13409 Filed 6-11-74;8:45 am]

[Docket No. CP74-301]

SOUTHWEST GAS CORP.
Notice of Application

JUNE 5, 1974.

Take notice that on May 22, 1974,
Southwest Gas Corp. (Applicant), P.O.
Box 1450, Las Vegas, Nevada 89101, filed
in Docket No. CP74-301 an application
pursuant to section 7(c) of the Natural
Gas Act for a certificate of public con-
venience and necessity authorizing the
construction and operation of enlarged
measuring facilities at the Tracy Power
Plant delivery point (Tracy) on Appli-
cant’s Northern Nevada Transmission
System near Reno, Nevada, all as more
fully set forth in the application which is
on file with the Commission and open
to public inspection.

Applicant proposes to construct and
operate a 10-inch orifice tube in parallel
with two existing 10-inch tubes, a dif-
ferential controller, and associated me-
tering facilities at the Tracy delivery
point on Applicant’s Reno lateral. The
application states that the expanded
measuring facilities will permit delivery
of up to 390,000 therms per day to the
Tracy Power Plant of Sierra Pacific
Power Co. (Sierra) for the generation of
electricity.

Applicant states that by this applica-
tion it does not propose to increase its
power plant sales to Sierra and notes
that such sales are the first sales cur-
tailed on Applicant’s system and that
annual and peak day power plant sales
have recently declined. Applicant states
further that as curtailments from North-
west Pipeline Corp., the sole supplier of
Applicant’s Northern Nevada Transmis-
sion System, increase and as Applicant’s
high priority loads increase, deliveries to
Sierra will probably continue to decline.
Applicant also notes, however, that Sier-
ra’s electrical generation requirements
are increasing and to meet these require-
ments Sierra is presently installing a
third generating unit at its Tracy plant.

Applicant states that it presently de-
livers gas to Sierra for electrical genera-
tion at two delivery points, Tracy and
Fort Churchill. Applicant states further
that since Sierra has alternative fuel
facilities at both plants its proposed
measuring facilities will enable Appli-
cant to reduce deliveries at Fort Church-
ill as necessary to meet operating re-
quirements at Tracy. Applicant asserts
that such a proposal will allow it to meet
Sierra’s needs as related to the additional
generating unit while keeping within ex-
isting contract entitlements and thereby
permit Sierra to meet its increased elec-
trical generation requirements by the in-
creased use of alternative fuels in con-
junction with existing levels of natural
gas service.

NOTICES

The application states that the cost of
constructing the proposed facilities will
be borne entirely by Sierra and is antici-
pated to be approximately $13,100.

Any person desiring to be heard or to
make any protest with reference to said
application should on or before June 25,
1974, file with the Federal Power Com-
mission, Washington, D.C. 20426, a peti-
tion to intervene or a protest in accord-
ance with the requirements of the Com-
mission’s rules of practice and procedure
(18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10) and regulations
under the Natural Gas Act (18 CFR
157.10) ., All protests filed with the Com-
mission will be considered by it in de-
termining the appropriate action to be
taken but will not serve to make the pro-
testants parties to the proceeding. Any
person wishing to become a party to a
proceeding or to participate as a party in
any hearing therein must file a petition
to intervene in accordance with the
Commission’s rules.

Take further notice thaf, pursuant to
the authority contained and subjeet to
the jurisdiction conferred upon the Fed-
eral Power Commission by sections 7 and
15 of the Natural Gas Act and the Com-~
mission’s rules of practice and procedure,
a hearing will be held without further
notice before the Commission on this ap~
plication if no petition to intervene is
filed within the time required herein, if
the Commission on its own review of the
maftter finds that a grant of the certifi-
cate is required by the public convenience
and necessity. If a petition for leave to
intervene is timely filed, or if the Com-
mission on its own motion believes that
a formal hearing is required, further no-
tice of such hearing will be duly given.

Under the procedure herein provided
for, unless otherwise advised, it will be
unnecessary for Applicant to appear or
be represented at the hearing.

KeNNETH F. PLums,
Secretary.

[FR Doc.74-13391 Filed 6-11-74;8:45 am]

[Docket No. RIT4-242]

SUN OIL CO.
Notice of Petition for Special Relief

JUNE 6, 1974,

Take notice that on May 28, 1974, Sun
Oil Co. (Petitioner), Southland Center,
Post Office Box 2880, Dallas, Texas 75221,
filed a petition for special relief in Docket
No. RI74-242, seeking a rate above the
applicable area ceiling under Opinion
No. 586. Petitioner seeks a price of 30
cents per Mcf for the sale of gas to
Northern Natural Gas Co. under its FPC
Gas Rate Schedule No. 461 from the
Griffith “A"” Well No. 1 located in section
22-6N-12E, Texas County, Oklahoma.
The petition is based on the installation
of water pumping equipment on the sub-
ject well. Petitioner states that the cur-
rent contract rate of 14.15 cents per Mef
would not recover the cost of installing
the necessary pumping equipment, Sun
and Northern Natural entered into an
amendment to the Gas Purchase Con-
tract, dated April 24, 1974, to provide for
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30 cents per Mcf for gas produced from
the Griffith “A" Well No. 1 commencing
the first of the month following the
month in which pumping equipment is
installed and operating on said well.

Any person desiring to be heard or to
make any protest with reference to said
petition should on or hefore June 25,
1974, file with the Federal Power Com-
mission, Washington, D.C. 20426, a pe-
tition to intervene or a protest in accord-
ance with the requirements of the Com-
mission’s rules of practice and procedure
(18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10). All protests filed
with the Commission will be considered
by it in determining the appropriate
action to be taken but will not serve to
make the protestants parties to the pro-
ceeding. Any party wishing to become a
party to a proceeding, or to participate
as & party in any hearing therein, must
file a petition to intervene in accord-
ance with the Commission’s rules.

KenNETH F. PLUMSE,
Secretary.

[FR Doc.74-18406 Filed 6-11-74;8:45 am]

[Docket No. RP74-41]

TEXAS EASTERN TRANSMISSION CORP.
Notice of Proposed Changes in FPC Gas
Tariff

JUNE 5, 1974.

‘Take notice that Texas Eastern Trans-
mission Corp. on May 24, 1974, tendered
for filing proposed changes in its FPC
Gas Tariff, Fourth Revised Volume No.
1, the following sheets:
First Revised Sheet No, 14
First Revised Sheet No. 14A
First Revised Sheet No. 14B
First Revised Sheet No. 14C
First Revised Sheet No. 14D

Texas Eastern states that these sheets
are being issued pursuant to Texas East-~
ern’s Purchased Gas Cost Adjustment
Provision contained in section 23 of the
general terms and conditions of its FPC
Gas Tariff, Fourth Revised Volume No.
1, and that the change in Texas East-
ern’s rates proposed by this filing re-
flects a cost of gas adjustment and an
adjustment to clear the balance of the
Gas Cost Adjustment Account.

The proposed effective date of the
above tariff sheets is July 1, 1974.

Copies of the filing were served upon
the company’s jurisdictional customers
and interested State commissions.

Any person desiring to be heard or to
protest said filing should file a petition
to intervene or protest with the Federal
Power Comimission, 825 North Capitol
Street, NE., Washington, D.C. 20426, in
accordance with §§ 1.8 and 1.10 of the
Commission’s rules of practice and pro-
cedure (18 CFR 1.8, 1.10). All such peti-
tions or protests should be filed on or
before June 21, 1974. Protests will be con-
sidered by the Commission in determin-
ing the appropriate action to be taken,
but will not serve to make protestants
parties to the proceeding. Any person
wishing to become a party must file a
petition to intervene. Copies of this filing
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are on file with the Commission and are
available for public inspection.

KenNNETH F. PLUMB,
Secretary.

[FR Doc.74-13386 Filed 6-11-74;8:45 am]

|Docket No. CP74-297)

TEXAS GAS TRANSMISSION CORP.
Notice of Application

JUNE 5, 1974.

Take notice that on May 17, 1974,
Texas Gas Transmission Corp. (Appli-
cant), P.O. Box 1160, Owensbhoro, Ken-
tucky 42301, filed in Docket No. CP74-297
an application pursuant to section 7(b)
of the Natural Gas Act for permission
and approval to abandon approximately
10.22 miles of its Scottsyille 3-inch pipe-
line, together with certain measuring and
regulating equipment associated there-
with which were constructed in 1931, all
as more fully set forth in the applica-
tion which is on file with the Commission
and open to public inspection.

Applicant proposes to abandon in place
a 10.22-mile portion of its Scottsville
3-inch pipeline located in Warren and
Allen Counties, Kentucky, and to salvage,
at a value of $258, associated measuring
and regulating equipment. The applica-
tion states that the facilities to be
abandoned have deteriorated to the point
where they cannot be operated and meet
the requirements of the Natural Gas
Pipeline Safety Act of 1968 (49 U.S.C.
1671, et seq.) and the regulations prom-
ulgated thereunder.

Applicant states that the subject facil-
ities are currently used to supply 16 farm
tap or rural customers of Western Ken-
tucky Gas Co. (Western Kentucky) in
Applicant's Zone 3. Applicant further
states that Western Kentucky and all
the farm tap customers have agreed to
the proposed abandonment and that the
latter have made arrangements for
alternate fuels. Applicant states that
there will be no change in the contract
demand or the guantity entitlements of
Western Kentucky in Zone 3.

Any person desiring to be heard or to
make any protest with reference to said
application should on or before June 25,
1974, file with the Federal Power Com-
mission, Washington, D.C. 20426, a peti-
tion to intervene or a protest in accord-
ance with the requirements of the Com-
mission’s rules of practice and procedure
(18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10) and the regulations
under the Natural Gas Act (18 CFR
157.10) . All protests filed with the Com~
mission will be considered by it in deter-
mining the appropriate action to be
taken but will not serve to make the pro-
testants parties to the proceeding. Any
person wishing to become a party to a
proceeding or to participate as a party
in any hearing therein must file a peti-
tion to intervene in accordance with the
Commission’s rules.

Take further notice that, pursuant to
the authority contained in and subject to
the jurisdiction conferred upon the Fed-
eral Power Commission by sections 7 and

NOTICES

15 of the Natural Gas Act and the Com-
mission’s rules of practice and procedure,
a hearing will be held without further
notice before the Commission on this
application if no petition to intervene is
filed within the time required herein, if
the Commission on its own review of the
matter finds that permission and ap-
proval for the the proposed abandon-
ment are required by the public con-
venience and necessity. If a petition for
leave to intervene is timely filed, or if
the Commission on its own motion
believes that a formal hearing is re-
quired, further notice of such hearing
will be duly given,

Under the procedure herein provided
for, unless otherwise advised, it will be
unnecessary for Applicant to appear or
be represented at the hearing.

KeNNETH F., PLUums,
Secretary.
[FR Doc.74-13401 Filed 6-11-74:8:45 am]

[|Docket Nos. RP72-23, et al, and RP73-35]

TRUCKLINE GAS CO.

Notice of Extension of Time and Postpone-
ment of Prehearing Conference and

Hearing )
JUNE 5, 1974.

On May 28, 1974, Commission Staff
Counsel filed a motion for postponement
of the procedural dates fixed by order is-
sued January 31, 1974, and April 5, 1974,
and by the notice issued May 10, 1974, in
the above-designated matter. Counsel
states that the parties have no objection
to the motion.

Upon consideration, notice is hereby
given that the procedural dates in the
above-designated matter are modified as
follows:

Service of Testimony by Stafl, July 12, 1974,

Service of testimony by Intervenors, July 26,
1074.

Service of rebuttal testimony by Trunkline,
August 16, 1974,

Prehearing Conference and Hearing, August
22, 1974 (10 am.,, Ed.t,).

KeENNETH F. PLUMB,
Seeretary.

[FR Doc.74-13399 Filed 6-11-74;8:45 am]

[Project No. 472]
UTAH POWER AND LIGHT CO.
Notice of Issuance of Annual License

JUNE 5, 1974,

On June 5, 1969, Utah Power and
Light Co., Licensee for Oneida Project
No. 472, located in Franklin County,
Idaho, on the Bear River, filed an appli-
cation for a new license under Section
15 of the Federal Power Act and Com=-
mission regulations thereunder (§§ 16.1-
16.6). Licensee also made supplemental
filings pursuant to Commission Order No.
384 on February 27, 1970, and October 7,
1970.

Tl.e license for Project No. 472 was
issued effective June 1, 1927, for a period
ending June 30, 1970. Since the original
date of expiration, the proiect has been

under annual license. . order to au-
thorize the continued operation of the
project pursuant to Section 15 of the
Act pending completion of Licensee's ap-
plication and Commission action thereon,
it is appropriate and in the »ublic inter-
est to issue an annual license to Utah
Power and Light Co. for continued opera-
tion and maintenance of Project No. 472.

Take notice that an annual license is
issued to Utah Power and Light Co. (Li-
censee) under section 15 of the ™eceral
Power Act for the period July 1, 1974,
to June 30, 1975, or until Federal take-
over, or the issuance of a new license for
the project, whichever comes first, for
the continued operation and mainte-
nance of the Oneida Project No. 472, sub-
ject to the terms and conditions of its
present license.

KeENNETH F. PLUMSB,
Secretary.
[FR Doc.74-13414 Filed 6-11-74;8:45 am |

[Project No. 597]
UTAH POWER AND LIGHT CO.
Notice of Issuance of Annual License

June C, 1974.

On June 26, 1969, Utah Power and
Light Co., Licensee for Stairs Project No.
597, located in Salt Lake County, Utah,
on the Big Cottonwood Creek, filed an
application for a new license under sec-
tion 15 of the Federal Power Act and
Commission regulations thereunder
(§§ 16.1-16.6) . Licensee also made a sup-
plemental filing pursuant to Commission
Order No. 384 on December 15, 1969.

The License for Project No. £97 was
issued effective June 1, 1927 for a period
ending June 30, 1970. Since the original
date of expiration, the project has been
under annual license. In order to au-
thorize the continued operation of the
project pursuant to section 15 of the Act
pending completion of licensz:'s applica-
tion and Commission action thereon, it
is appropriate and in the public interest
to issue an annual license to Utah Power
and Light Co. for continued operation
and maintenance of Project No. 597.

Take notice that an annual license is
issued to Utah Power and Light Co. (Li-
censee) under section 15 of the Federal
Power Act for the period July 1, 1974,
to June 30, 1975, or until Federal take-
over, or the issuance of a new license for
the project, whichever comes first, for
the continued operation and mainte-
nance of the Stairs Project No. 597, sub-
ject to the terms and conditions of its
license.

KeNNETH F. PLUMS,
Secretary.

[FR Doc.74-13387 Filed 6-11-74;8:45 am]

[Project No. 1979]
WISCONSIN PUBLIC SERVICE CORP.
Notice of Issuance of Annual License

JUNE 5, 1974.

On March 29, 1971, Wisconsin Publie
Service Corp., Licensee for Alexandef
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Project No. 1979, located in Lincoln
County, Wi , on the Wisconsin
River, filed an application for a new li-
cense under section 15 of the Federal
Power Act and Commission regulations
thereunder (3§ 16.1-16.6) .

The License for Project No. 1979 was
issued January 4, 1949 for a period end-
ing June 30, 1974. In order to authorize
the continued operation of the project,
pursuant to section 15 of the Act pending
completion of Licensee’s application and
Commission action thereon, it is appro-
priate and in the public interest to issue
an annual license to Wisconsin Public
Service Corporation for the .continued
operation and maintenance of Alexander
Project No. 1979.

Take notice that an annual license is
issued to Wisconsin Public Service Corp.
(Licensee) for the period July 1, 1974, to
June 30, 1975, or until Federal takeover,
or the issuance of a new license for the
project, whichever comes first, for the
continued operation and maintenance of
Project No. 1979, subject to the terms and
conditions of its present license,

KenNETH F. PLUMSB,
Secretary.

[FR Doc,74-13402 Filed 6-11-74;8:45 am]

FEDERAL RESERVE SYSTEM
FIRST ALABAMA BANCSHARES, INC.
Order Approving Acquisition of Bank

First Alabama Bancshares, Inc., Bir-
mingham, Alabama, a bank holding
company within the meaning of the
Bavn_ Holding Company Act, has applied
for the Board's approval under section
3(a)(3) of the Act (12 U.S.C. 1842(a)
(3)) to acquire 80 percent or more of the
voting shares of the successor by merger
to the First City National Bank of Gads-
den, Gadsden, Alabama (“Bank”). The
bank into which Bank is to be merged
has no significance except as a means to
facilitate the acquisition of the voting
shares of Bank. Accordingly, the pro-
posed acquisition of shares of the suc-
cessor organization is treated herein as
the proposed acquisition of the shares
of Bank.

Notice of the application, affording op-
portunity for interested persons to sub-
mit comments and views, has been given
in accordance with section 3(b) of the
Act. The time for filing comments and
views has expired, and none has been
timely received. The Board has con-
sidered the application in light of the
factors set forth in section 3(c) of the
Act (12 U.S.C. 1842(¢c)).

Applicant, the second largest hanking
organization in Alabama, controls 10
banks with aggregate deposits of ap-
proximately $859 m.llion, representing
about 12 percent of the total deposits in
commercial banks in the State.! Acquisi-
tion of Bank would increase Applicant’s

* All banking date are as of June 30, 1978,
and reflect bank holding company forma-
tions and acquisitions approved through
March 81, 1974,

NOTICES

share of State deposits only slightly and
would not alter Applicant’s ranking
among other State banking organiza-
tions. The four largest bank holding
companies now control 14 of Alabama's
largest 20. banks and, in the past three
years, have increased their share of state
deposits from 30 percent to 50 percent.
Thus, any further increase in concentra-
tion is viewed with some degree of con-
cern by the Board. However, in consider-
ing the circumstances of this case, in-
cluding the competitive environment in
the relevant market, the Board concludes
that the increase in Statewide concen-
tration resulting from this proposal
would not have such adverse competitive
effects as to require denial of the applica-
tion.

Bank is the second largest of nine
commereial banks in the relevant bank-
ing market,? and holds deposits of ap-
proximately $33 million, representing
slightly more than 18 percent of total
market deposits in commercial banks.
The largest and third largest banks in
the market hold deposits of about 23 per-
cent and 15 percent, respectively. Appli-
cant’s banking subsidiary closest to Bank
is located 40 miles away in Gunterville.
No meaningful competition presently
exists between any of Applicant’s bank-
ing subsidiaries and Bank; nor does it
appear likely that any significant future
competition would develop between Ap-
plicant’s banking subsidiaries and Bank
because of the distances involved and
Alabama’s restrictive branching laws.
Although the market’s population and
deposits per banking office are above the
Btate average, it appears unlikely that
Applicant would enter the market de
novo in view of the fact that from 1960
to 1970 the population of the market
declined. Moreover, after acquisition of
Bank, seven independent banks, includ-
ing the largest bank in the market, would
remain available for acquisition by other
banking organizations seeking to enter
the market. Therefore, the Board con-
cludes that consummation of the pro-
posal would not have a significantly
adverse effect on existing or potential
competition in any relevant area, and
that competitive considerations are con-
sistent with approval of the application.

The financial and managerial re-
sources of Applicant and its subsidiaries
are generally satisfactory and the future
prospects for each appear favorable. In
view of Applicant’s commitment to inject
$500,000 of equity capital into Bank
within six months of its acquisition,
Bank's financial and managerial re-
sources are also regarded as satisfactory
and its future prospects appear favor-
able. Thus, the banking factors are con-
sistent with approval of the application.
Although there is no evidence in the
record to indicate that the major bank-
ing needs of the area are not currently
being met, Applicant proposes to provide
Bank with the services of its real estate

2The relevant banking market is approxi-
mated by Etowah County.
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financing subsidiary, increase the volume
of agricultural lending and introduce
lease financing. These considerations
relating to the convenience and needs of
the communities to be served lend weight
toward approval of the application. It is
the Board’s judgment that the proposed
acquisition would be in the public in-
terest and that the application should be
approved.

On the basis of the record, the applica-
tion is approved for the reasons sum-
marized above. The transaction shall not
be made (a) before the thirtieth calendar
day following the effective date of this
Order or tb) later than three months
after the effective date of this Order,
unless such period is extended for good
cause by the Board, or by the Federal
Reserve Bank of Atlanta pursuant to
delegated authority.

By order of the Board of Governors,®
effective June 4, 1974.

[SEAL] CHESTER B. FELDBERG,
Secretary of the Board.

[FR Doc.74-18435 Filed 6-11-74;8:45 am]

RUSH COUNTY INSURANCE AGENCY, INC.

Order Approving Formation of Bank Hold-
ing Company and Engaging in Insurance
Agency Activities

Rush County Insurance Agency, Inc.,
La Crosse, Kansas, has applied for the
Board's approval under section 3(a) (1)
of the Bank Holding Company Act (12
U.SC. 1842(a) (1)) to become a bank
holding company through acquisition of
80 percent or more of the voting shares
of The Home State Bank, La Crosse,
Kansas (“Bank”). The factors that are
considered in acting on the application
are set forth in section 3(c) of the Act
(12 U.S.C. 1842(¢)).

At the same time, Applicant has ap-
plied, pursuant to section 4(c) (8) of the
Bank Holding Company Act (12 US.C.
1843(c) (8)) and section 225.4(h) (2) of
the Board’s Regulation Y, for permission
to acquire the insurance agency business
conducted by Full Service Insurance In-
corporated, La Crosse, Kansas (“Full
Service”). Applicant will engage in the
general insurance agency business, sell-
ing fire, casualty, automobile, and credit
life insurance in a community of less
than 5,000 people. Such activities have
been determined by the Board to be
closely related to banking (12 CFR 225.4
(a)(9)).

Notice of the applications, affording an
opportunity for interested persons to
submit comments and views, has been
given in accordance with sections 3 and
4 of the Act (39 FR 12388) . The time for
filing comments and views has expired,
and the Board has considered the appli-
cations and all comments received in
light of the factors set forth in sections
3(c) and 4(c) (8) of the Act.

*Voting for this action: Chairman Burns
and Governors Mitchell, Brimmer, Sheehan,
Bucher, Holland and Wallich,
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Applicant is a recently organized cor-
poration formed for the purpose of be-
coming a holding company through the
purchase of Bank’s stock and of acquir-
ing the insurance agency business of Full
Service. Bank, with deposits of $4.4 mil-
lion,' controls about 14 percent of total
deposits in commercial banks in the rele-
vant banking market® and is the third
largest of nine commercial banks oper-
ating therein. Since the proposal repre-
sents a restructuring of Bank’s owner-
ship, and Applicant has no banking sub-
sidiaries, the acquisition of Bank by Ap-
plicant would have no adverse effects on
existing or potential competition. There-
fore, the Board concludes that competi-
tive considerations are consistent with
approval of the application.

The financial and managerial re-
sources and future prospects of Applicant
are satisfactory and consistent with ap-
proval of the applications. Applicant
plans to improve Bank's capital position
by retaining a large portion of Bank's
earnings for the next several years. The
proposed improvement in Bank's capital
condition supports approval of the appli-
cation. There is no evidence that the
banking or insurance needs of the com-
munity are not being adequately met at
present, However, the proposed reorgani-
zation and planned improvement of
Bank's capital position should enhance
Bank’s financial condition and improve
its ability to serve the community. Con-
siderations relating to the convenience
and needs of the community to be served
are consistent with approval of the ap-
plication. It is the Board's judgment that
consummation of the transaction would
be in the public interest and that the
application to acquire Bank should be
approved.

Applicant proposes to acquire the gen-
eral insurance agency business of Full
Service and operate it as a division of
Applicant. Since Applicant is not pres-
ently engaged in the business of selling
insurance, it does not appear that such
acquisition will have any significant im-
pact on existing or future competition.
There is no evidence in the record indi-
cating that consummation of the pro-
posed acquisition would result in any un-
due concentration of resources, unfair
competition, conflicts of interests, un-
sound banking practices, or other ad-
verse effects on the public interest.

Based on the foregoing and other con-
siderations reflected in the record, the
Board has determined that the consid-
erations affecting the competitive fac-
tors under section 3(¢c) of the Act and the
balance of the public interest factors the

Board must consider under section 4(c)
(8) both favor approval of Applicant’'s
proposals,

Accordingly, the applications are here-
by approved for the reasons summarized

! Banking data are as of June 30, 1973,

% The relevant banking market is approxi-
mated by Rush County and the western
section of Barton County.

NOTICES

above. The determination as to Ap-
plicant's insurance activities is subject
to the conditions set forth in § 225.4(c)
of Regulation ¥ and to the Board’s au-
thority to require reports by, and make
examinations of, holding companies or
any of their subsidiaries as the Board
finds necessary to assure compliance with
the provisions and purposes of the Act
and the Board's regulations and orders
issued thereunder or to prevent evasion
thereoi.

The acquisition of Bank shall not be
made before the thirtieth calendar day
following the effective date of this Order;
and neither the acquisition of Bank nor
the acquisition of the insurance agency
business of Full Service Insurance In-
corporated shall be made later than three
months after the effective date of this
Order unless such period is extended for
good cause by the Board or by the Fed-
eral Reserve Bank of Kansas City pur-
suant to delegated authority.

By order of the Board of Governors,’
effective June 3, 1974.

[sEAL] CHESTER B. FELDBERG,
Secretary of the Board.

[FR Doc.74-13434 Filed 6-11-74;8:45 am|

GENERAL SERVICES
ADMINISTRATION

[FPMR, Temp. Reg. D-48]

SECRETARY OF HEALTH, EDUCATION,
AND WELFARE

Delegation of Authority

1. Purpose. This regulation delegates
authority to the Secretary of Health,
Education, and Welfare to assist in con-
trolling violations of law at the Saint
Elizabeths Hospital, a Department of
Health, Education, and Welfare facility,
located in Washington, D.C.

2. Effective date. This regulation is
effective immediately.

3. Delegation—a. Pursuant to the au-
thority vested in me by the Federal Prop-
erty and Administrative Services Act of
1949 (63 Stat. 377), as amended, and by
the Act of June 1, 1948 (62 Stat. 281), as
amended, authority is hereby delegated
to the Secretary of Health, Education,
and Welfare, to appoint uniformed
guards of the Department of Health,
Education, and Welfare as special police-
men for the protection of the buildings
and other areas of the Saint Elizabeths
Hospital in the District of Columbia and
under the charge and control of the
Department of Health, Education, and
Welfare and over which the Federal Gov-
ernment has acquired exclusive or con-
current jurisdiction under 24 U.S.C. 161
and authority to make all needful rules
and regulations for the government of
the said Federal property under his

charge and control and to annex to such
rules and regulation such reasonable

3 Voting for this aétlon: Chalrman Burns
and Governors Mitchell, Brimmer, Sheehan,
Bucher, Holland, and Wallich.

penalties, within the limits prescribed
in 40 USC 318c, as will insure their
enforcement,

b. The Secretary of Health, Education,
and Welfare may redelegate this author-
ity to any officer or employee of the De-
partment of Health, Education, and
Welfare.

¢. This authority shall be exercised in
accordance with the limitations and re-
quirements of the above cited acts, and
of the policies, procedures, and controls
prescribed by the General Services
Administration.

ARTHUR F. SAMPSORN,
Administrator of General Services.

JUNE 4, 1974,
|FR Doc.74-13424 Filed 6-11-74;8:45 am|

INTERIM COMPLIANCE PANEL
(COAL MINE HEALTH AND SAFETY)

TWIN PINES COAL CO., ET AL.

Applications for Renewal Permits, Electric
Face Equlnment Standard; Opportunity
for Public Hearing

Applications for Renewal Permits for
Noncompliance with the Electric Face
Equipment Standard prescribed by the
Federal Coal Mine Health and Safety
Act of 1969 have been received for items
of equipment in underground coal mines
as follows:

(1) ICP Docket No. 4150-000, Twin Pines
Coal Company, Twin Pines Mine, Mine ID No.
05 00252 0, Canon City, Colorado, ICP Permit
No. 4150-001 (Joy 8BU Loader, Ser, No. 11
AE 2879), ICP Permit No. 4150-003 (Sullivan
CET7 Cuftting Machine, Ser. No. 6724), ICP
Permit No. 4150-004 (Joy T11H Cutting Ma-
chine Truck, Ser. No, MT 381).

(2) ICP Docket No. 4307-000, Darby B Coal
Company, Inc., Mine No. 6, Mine ID No.
15 02794 0, Linefork, Kentucky, ICP Permit
No, 4307-001 (S & S 90 Battery Tractor Motor,
I.D. No. 4), ICP Permit No. 4307-002 (Kersey
445 Battery Tractor Motor, 1.D, No. 05), ICP
Permit No. 4307-003 (Owens Wagon Coal
Drill, I.D. No. 01), ICP Permit No. 4307-004
(Owens Wagon Coal Drill, I'D. No. 02).

(3) ICP Docket No. 4328-000, Branch Min-
ing and Land Company, Inc., Ace Mine, Mine
ID No. 15 00950 0, Gordon, Kentucky, ICP
Permit No. 4328-001 (Stacy Spinner Loader,
Ser, No. 639-906), ICP Permit No. 4328-002
(Owens Wagon Coal Drill, I.D. No. 5), ICP
Permit No. 4328-003 (S & S 80 Battery Trac-
tor Motor, 1.D. No, 07), ICP Permit No, 4328—
004 (S & S 80 Battery Motor, I.D. No, 08),
ICP Permit No. 4328-005 (S & S 90 Battery
Tractor Motor, Ser. No, 10665-2684) .

In accordance with the provisions of
30 CFR 504.7(b), notice is hereby given
that requests for public hearing as to an
application for a renewal permit may be
filed on or before June 27, 1974. Requests

for public hearing must be filed in ac-
cordance with 30 CFR Part 505 (35 FR
11296, July 15, 1970), as amended, copies
of which may be obtained from the Panel
upon request.

A copy of each application is available
for inspection and requests for public
hearing may be filed in the office of the
Correspondence Control Officer, Interim

FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 39, NO. 114—WEDNESDAY, JUNE 12, 1974




Compliance Panel, Room 800, 1730 K Ofiice of Management and Budget on

Street, NW., Washington, D.C. 20006,

C. DoNALD NAGLE,
Vice Chairman,
Imterim Compliance Panel.
JUNE T, 1974.
[FR Doc.74-13420 Filed 6-11-74;8:45 am]

OFFICE OF MANAGEMENT AND
BUDGET

COST OF HOSPITAL AND MEDICAL CARE
AND TREATMENT FURNISHED BY THE
UNITED STATES

Tort Liability Recovery Rates from Third
Persons

By virtue of the authority vested in the
President by Section 2(a) of the Act of
September 25, 1962 (76 Stat. 593; 42
U.S.C. 2652), delegated to the Director of
the Office of Management and Budget by
Executive Order No. 11541 of July 1, 1970
(35 FR 10737), the following three sets
of rates are established for use in con-
nection with the recovery, as authorized
by such Act, from tortiously liable third
persons of the cost of hospital and medi-
cal care and treatment furnished by the
United States (28 CFR Part 43) through
three separate Federal agencies. These
rates have been determined to represent
the reasonable cost of hospital, nursing
home, medical, surgical or dental care
and treatment (including prostheses and
medical appliances) furnished or to be
furnished:

(a) For such care and treatment fur-
nished by the United States in Federal
hospitals and nursing homes, adminis-
tered by any of the three Federal agen-
cies—Department of Defense, Veterans
Administration, or Department of
Health, Education, and Welfare—with
the exception of Canal Zone Government
Hospitals—

Effective July 1, 1974, and thereafter

DOD VA HEW

Hospital eare per lnpatient day:
Federal general, sa

tuberculosis hospitals....... $133 $68 $08
Federal mental hospitals... - - S
Veterans Admlnistrauon
nursing home units. ..o oo e |
Outpatien medt ical and dental
reatm
Per facmty | S tnst ot 16/ 80 20

(b) For such care and treatment fur-
nished at Government expense in a
facility not operated by the United States,
the rates shall be the amounts expended
by the United States for such care and
treatment.

(¢) For such care and treatment at
Canal Zone Government hospitals, the
rates shall be those established, and in
effect at the time the care and treatment
is furnished, by the Canal Zone Govern-
ment for such care and treatment fur-
nished to beneficiaries of other United
States Government agencies.

For the period beginning July 1, 1974,
the rates prescribed herein supersede
those established by the Director of the

NOTICES

August 8, 1973 (38 FR 160).
Dated: May 22, 1974,

Roy L. Asn,
Director,
Office of Management and Budget.

[FR Doc.74-13425 Filed 6-11-74;8:45 am)

CLEARANCE OF REPORTS
List of Requests

The following is a list of requests for
clearance of reports intended for use in
collecting information from the public
received by the Office of Management
and Budget on June 7, 1974 (44 US.C.
3509) . The purpose of publishing this list
in the FEDERAL REGISTER is to inform the
public.

The list ineludes the title of each re-
quest received; the name of the agency
sponsoring the proposed collection of in-
formation; the agency form number, if
applicable; the frequency with which the
information is proposed to be collected;
the name of the reviewer or reviewing
division within OMB, and an indication
of who will be the respondents fo the
proposed collection. ;

The symbol (x) identifies proposals
which appear to raise no significant is-
sues, and are to be approved after brief
notice through this release.

Further information about the items
on this Daily List may be obtained from
the Clearance Office, Office of Manage-
ment and Budget, Washington, D.C.
20503, (202-595-4529) .

New ForMS
FEDERAL RESERVE BOARD

Report of Loans Sold to and Outstanding
Commercial Paper Issued by Selected In-
stitutions, Form FR 416¢, Weekly, Hulett,
Commercial bank.

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH,
WELFARE

Social and Rehabilitation Service:
Children Served by Public and Voluntary
Child Welfare Agencies and Institutions,
Form SRS NCSS 107, Annual, Evinger

EDUCATION, AND

(x).

Interim State Agency Report on Staff De-
velopment Expenditures, Form SRS
NCSS 114-T, Annual, Evinger (x).

DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND URBAN DEVELOP-
MENT

Community Development: Statement of Ac-
countability—Water and Sewer Grant Pro-
gram, Form HUD 41448, Quarterly, CVA/
Lowry, Local public agencies.

DEPARTMENT OF LABOR
Bureau of Labor Statistics: Labor Require-
ments for College Housing Construction,

Form BLS 2652.06A, Occasional, Sunder-
hauf, General contractors and colleges.

REVISIONS

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH, EDUCATION, AND
WELFARR

Center for Disease Control: Study of Smoking
Intervention Technigues, Form CDC 1114,
Occasional, Wann, Smokers,
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DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND URBAN
DEVELOPMENT

Community Planning and Development: Ap-
plication for Section 115 Rehabilitation
Grant, Formm HUD 6260, Occasional, CVA/
Lowry, Low income individuals and house-
holds,

EXTENSIONS
DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE

Department of the Army: Motor Carriers
Facilities Questionaire, Form MTMTS 45,
Occasional, Evinger, Transportation in-
dustry.

DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND URBAN
DEVELOPMENT

Community Development: Combined Cost
Control Statement of Accountabllity-
Urban Beautification, Open Space and His-
toriec Preservations Programs, Form HUD
6601, Quarterly, CVA/Lowry, Local public
agencles.

VELMA N. BALDWIN,
Assistant to the Director
for Administration.

[FR Doc.74-13611 Piled 6-11-74;8:45 am]

SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE
COMMISSION

[File No. 500-1]

CANADIAN JAVELIN, LTD.
Notice of Suspension of Trading
JUNE 6, 1974,

The common stock of Canadian
Javelin, Ltd. being traded on the Ameri-
ean Stock Exchange pursuant to provi-
sions of the Securities Exchange Act of
1934 and all other securities of Canadian
Javelin, Ltd. being traded otherwise than
on a national securities exchange; and

It appearing to the Securities and Ex-
change Commission that the summary
suspension of trading in such securities
on such exchange and otherwise than on
a national securities exchange is required
in the public interest and for the pro-
tection of investors;

Therefore, pursuant to sections 19(a)
(4) and 15(c) (5) of the Securities Ex-
change Act of 1934, trading in such se-
curities on the ahove mentioned exchange
and otherwise than on a national securi-
ties exchange is suspended, for the period
from June 7, 1974 through June 16, 1974,

By the Commission,

[seaL]l GEORGE A. FITZSIMMONS,
Secretary.

|FR Doc.74-13513 Filed 6-11-74;8:45 am]

[812-3638]
COLONIAL FUND, INC., ET AL.

Notice of Filing of Application for Order

In the matter of the Colonial Fund,
Inc., 75 Federal Street, Boston, Massa-
chusetts 02110; Colonial Growth Shares,
Ine., 75 Federal Street, Boston, Massa~
chusetts 02110; State Mutual Life As-
surance Company of America, 440 Lin-
coln Street, Worcester, Massachusetts
01605; Terra Chemicals International,
Inc., 507 Sixth Street, Sioux City, Iowa
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51101; and Diamond Shamrock Corpora-
tion, 1100 Superior Avenue, Cleveland,
Ohlo 44114,

Notice is hereby given that State Mu-
tual Life Assurance Company of America
(the “Insurance Company”), and The
Colonial Fund, Inc. (“Colonial”) and Co-
lonial Growth Shares, Inc. (“Colonial
Growth”) (collectively the ‘“Funds”),
open-end investment companies regis-
tered under the Investment Company
Act of 1940 (“Act”), Terra Chemicals In-
ternational, Inc. (“Terra"”), and Dia-
mond Shamrock Corporation (“Dia-
mond’), (hereinafter collectively re-
ferred to as “Applicants”), have filed an
application pursuant to section 17(d) of
the Act and rule 17d-1 thereunder for
an order of the Commission permitting
Applicants to participate jointly in a
public offering of certain shares of com-
mon stock of Terra. All interested per-
sons are referred to the application on
file with the Commission for a statement
of the representations contained therein,
which are summarized below.

Terra is engaged in the manufacture
and sale of chemicals and fertilizers. It
has filed with the Commission a registra-
tion statement under the Securities Act
of 1933 covering its proposed sale to
underwriters of 300,000 shares of its com-
mon stock together with 1,500,000 shares
to be sold by various selling shareholders.
The following table shows the sharehold-
ings in Terra and the number of shares
each selling shareholder who is an Ap-
plicant proposes to sell in the public
offering:

Number of

Number
Name shores owned  of shares
and percent to be sold
of total
Diamond Shamrock Corp- 1,280,000 (25.6) 215,371
The Colonial F:lll;!délluc..- 256,000 (5.1) 282, 960
Yolonial Grow hares,
C‘L?:. ..................... 64,000 (1.3) 58, 240
State Mutual Life Assur-
ance Co. of America..... 160,000 (3.2) 145, 600

The Insurance Company, through a
wholly-owned subsidiary, owns 89.8% of
the outstanding stock of the investment
adviser of the Funds and is, therefore, an
affiliate of both Funds under the defini-
tion of *“affiliated person” in section
2(a) (3) of the Act. In addition, in view
of Colonial’s stock ownership in Terra,
Colonial and Terra are affiliated persons;
Diamond and Terra are also affiliated;
thus, Diamond is an affiliated person of
an affiliated person of Colonial.

Rule 17d-1, adopted under section
17(d) of the Act, provides, in pertinent
part, that no affiliated person of any reg-
istered investment company or any affili-
ated person of such a person, acting as
principal, shall participate in, or effect
any transaction in connection with, any
joint enterprise or other joint arrange-
ment in which such registered company
is a participant unless an application re-
garding such joint enterprise or arrange-
ment has been filed with the Commission
and has been granted by order, and that
in passing upon such application the

NOTICES

Commission will consider whether the
participation of the registered company
in the joint enterprise or arrangement
on the basis proposed is consistent with
the provisions, policies and purposes of
the Act and the extent to which such
participation is on a basis different from
or less advantageous than that of other
participants.

The public offering price of the Terra
shares will be determined by negotiation
among Terra, the selling stockholders
and the underwriters. Terra has inform-
ed the Applicants that an over-allotment
option has been granted to the under-
writers. Since the Insurance Company
and the Funds are selling the maximum
number of shares Terra has permitted,
the over-allotment option may allow
them to sell additional shares. In the
event the Funds and the Insurance Com-
pany are able to sell additional shares
in this manner, they will be sold pro
rata, based on the number of shares each
sold initially in the offering. The Funds
will bear only their pro rata share of the
selling expenses, based upon the number
of shares to be sold by them.

Applicants assert that the participa-
tion of Colonial and Colonial Growth in
the proposed transaction is (1) consist-
ent with the provisions, policies and pur-
poses of the Act and (2) is not on a basis
less advantageous than or different from
that of other participants.

Notice is further given that any inter-
ested person may, not later than June 27,
1974, at 5:30 p.m., submit to the Com-
mission in writing a request for a hear-
ing on the matter, accompanied by a
statement as to the nature of his interest,
the reason for such request and the is-
sues of fact or law proposed to be con-
troverted, or he may request that he be
notified if the Commission should order
a hearing thereon. Any such communi-
cation should be addressed: Secretary,
Securities and Exchange Commission,
Washington, D.C. 20549. A copy of such
request shall be served personally or by
mail (air mail if the person being served
is located more than 500 miles from the
point of mailing) upon Applicants at the
addresses stated above. Proof of such
service (by affidavit or in case of an at-

torney-at-law by certificate) shall be-

filed contemporaneously with the request
As provided by rule 0-5 of the rules and
regulations promulgated under the Act,
an order disposing of the matter will be
issued as of course following said date
unless the Commission thereafter orders
a hearing upon request or upon the Com-
mission’s own motion. Persons who re-
quest a hearing, or advice as to whether
a hearing is ordered, will receive notice
of further developments in this matter,
including the date of the hearing (if or-
dered) and any postponements thereof.

For the Commission, by the Division
of Investment Management Regulation,
pursuant to delegated authority.

[sEAL] GEORGE A. Fn'zsmmoné,
Secretary.

[FR Doc.74-13509 Filed 6-11-74;8:45 am|

[811-1686]
OIF FUND
Notice of Filing of Application

Notice is hereby given that OIF Fund
(the “Applicant’), 3, rue Maurice, 1204
Geneva, Switzerland, registered as a di-
versified, open-end management invest-
ment company under the Investment
Company Act of 1940 (the “Act’), has
filed an application pursuant to section
8(f) of the Act for an order of the Com-
mission declaring that Applicant has
ceased to be an investment company as
defined in the Act. All interested persons
are referred to the application on file
with the Commission for a statement of
the representations set forth therein,
which are summarized below.

Applicant’s shares were offered only
to individual investors who were not citi-
zens or resident aliens of the United
States and to domestic and foreign in-
stitutional investors who were not sub-
ject to United States Federal income
taxation. No public offering of Appli-
cant’s securities is presently being made
nor is any such offering presently pro-
posed. There have been no sales of Ap-
plicant’s shares since May 1971,

As of February 21, 1974, there were
approximately 5500 shares of Applicant’s
common stock outstanding which stock
was held by 43 persons, and Applicant’s
sole remaining asset was cash in the
amount of approximately $21,200. There
are no plans to liquidate Applicant at
the present time.

Applicant has consented to inform
each of its shareholders, by means of a
letter mailed immediately subsequent to
the issuance of this notice, of its appli-
cation for an order granting deregistra-
tion of Applicant under the Act and of
the legal consequences of such deregis-
tration. A copy of the notice of the ap-
plication will be enclosed with each such
letter.

Section 3(c) (1) of the Act excepts from
the definition of “investment company”
any issuer whose outstanding securities
are beneficially owned by not more than
100 persons and which is not making and
does not propose to make a public offer-
ing of its securities.

Section 8(f) of the Act provides, in
pertinent part, that when the Commis-
sion, upon application, finds that a
registered investment company has
ceased to be an investment company, it
shall so declare by order, and upon the
effectiveness of such order the registra-
tion of such company shall cease to be
in effect.

Notice is further given, that any
interested person may, not later than
July 8, 1974, at 5:30 p.m., submit to the
Cmmission in writing a request for a
hearing on the matter accompanied by
a statement as to the nature of his
interest, the reason for such request, and
the issues of fact or law proposed to be
controverted, or he may request that he
be notified if the Commission shall order
a hearing thereon. Any such communi-
cation should be addressed: Secretary,
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Securities and Exchange Commission,
Washington, D.C. 20549. A copy of such
request shall be served personally or by
mail (air mail if the person being served
is located more than 500 miles from the
point of mailing) upon Applicant at the
address stated above. Proof of such serv-
ice (by affidavit, or in case of an at-
torney-at-law, by certificate) shall be
filed contemporaneously with the re-
quest. As provided by rule O-5 of the rules
and regulations promulgated under the
Act, an order disposing of the applica~-
tion will be issued as of course follow-
ing July 8, 1974, unless the Commission
thereafter orders a hearing upon request
or upon the Commission’s own motion.
Persons who request a hearing or advice
as to whether a hearing is ordered, will
receive notice of further developments
in this matter, including the date of the
hearing (if ordered) and any postpone-
ments thereof.

For the Commission, by the Division
of Investment Management Regulation,
pursuant to delegated authority,

[SEAL] GEORGE A, FITZSIMMONS,

Secretary.

[FR Doc,74-13510 Filed 6-11-74;8:45 am|

[File No. 500-1]

ROYAL PROPERTIES INC.
Notice of Suspension of Trading

JUNE 6, 1974.

It appearing to the Securities and Ex-
change Commission that the summary
suspension of trading in the common
stock of Royal Properties Incorporated
being traded otherwise than on a na-
tional securities exchange is required in
the public interest and for the protection
of investors;

Therefore, pursuant to section 15(c)
(5) of the Securities Exchange Act of
1934, trading in such securities otherwise
than on a national securities exchange is
suspended, for the period from June 7,
1974 through June 186, 1974.

By the Commission,

[sEAL] GEORGE A, FITZSIMMONS,
Secretary.

[FR Doc.74-13512 Filed 6-11-74;8:45 am|

[File No. 500-1]
WINNER INDUSTRIES, INC.
Notice of Suspension of Trading

JUNE 6, 1974,

It appearing to the Securities and Ex-
change Commission that the summary
suspension of trading in the common
stock of Winner Industries, Inc. being
traded otherwise than on a national
securities exchange is required in the
public interest and for the protection of
investors:

No, 114—Pt, I—=11
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Therefore, pursuant to section 15(e)
(5) of the Securities Exchange Act of
1934, trading in such securities otherwise
than on a national securities exchange is
suspended, for the period from June 7,
1974 through June 16, 1974,

By the Commission.

[SEAL] GEORGE A. FITZSIMMONS,
Secretary.

[FR Doc.74-13511 Filed 6-11-T4;8:45 am|]

SMALL BUSINESS ADMINISTRATION
[Declaration of Disaster Loan Area 1067]
TENNESSEE
Declaration of Disaster Loan Area

Whereas, it has been reported that
during the month of May, because of
the effects of a certain disaster, damage
resulted to property located in the State
of Tennessee;

Whereas, the Small Business Admin-
istration has investigated and received
reports of other investigations of condi-
tions in the area affected;

Whereas, after reading and evaluating
reports of such conditions, I find that the
conditions in such area constitute a
catastrophe within the purview of the
Small Business Act, as amended:

Now, Therefore, as Administrator of
the Small Business Administration, I
hereby determine that:

1. Applications for disaster loans un-
der the provisions of section 7(b)(1) of
the Small Business Act, as amended, may
be received and considered by the of-
fice below indicated from persons or
firms whose property situated in Lauder-
dale County, and adjacent affected areas,
suffered damage or destruction result-
ing from flooding which occurred on
May 9 and 10, 1974:

OFFICE

Small Business Administration, District Of-
fice, 500 Union Street, Nashville, Tenn.
37219,

2. Applications for disaster loans un-
der the authority of this declaration will
not be accepted subsequent to August 5,
1974.

Dated: June 3,1974.

THOMAS S. KLEPPE,
Administrator.

[FR Doc.74-13432 Filed 6-11-74;8:45 am

TARIFF COMMISSION
[332-70]

CERTAIN CHAPTERS OF DRAFT CONVER-
SION OF THE TARIFF SCHEDULES OF
THE UNITED STATES -INTO THE
FORMAT OF THE BRUSSELS TARIFF
NOMENCLATURE

Public Notice of Hearings

The U.S. Tariff Commission hereby
gives notice that preliminary drafts of
the following chapters of the Tariff
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Schedules of the United States (TSUS)

converted to the format of the Brussels

Tariff Nomenclature (BTN) :

Chapter 16: Preparations of meat, of fish, of
crustaceans or mollusecs.

Chapter 21: Miscellaneous
preparations.

Chapter 26: Metallic ores, slag and ash,

Chapter 65: Headgear and parts thereof.

Chapter 66: Umbrellas, sunshades, walking-
sticks, whips, ridingcrops and parts
thereof.

Chapter 74: Copper and articles thereof,

Chapter 75: Nickel and articles thereof,

Chapter 77: Magnesium and beryllium and
articles thereof.

Chapter 78: Lead and articles thereof.

Chapter 79: Zinc and articles thereof,

Chapter 80; Tin and articles thereof,

are being released today and that public
hearings thereon will begin at 10:00
am. edt, on July 8, 1974, in Court
Room Number 2, Fourth Floor, Room
461, U.S. Customs Courthouse, 1 Federal
Plaza, New York, New York 10007. The
purpose of this hearing is to obtain the
comments and views of interested
parties on the preliminary draft
conversion.

Requests to appear at the hearings on
these chapters must be filed in writing
with the Secretary of the Commission
not later than July 1, 1974. Parties who
have properly entered an appearance by
this date will be individually notified of
the date on which they are scheduled to
appear. Such notice will be sent as soon
as possible after July 1, 1974. Any per-
son who fails to receive such notification
by July 3, 1974, should immediately com-
municate with the Office of the Secre-
tary of the Commission,

In its public notice issued March 8,
1974, regarding hearings on other chap-
ters of the draft converted schedules (39
FR 9719 of March 13, 1974) interested
parties were notified regarding the rules
governing the conduct of the hearings,
and the submission of written state-
ments. The Commission’s notice of
March 8, 1974, applies to the hearings
on the chapters being released today to
the extent that it is applicable.

As each of the chapters is completed
and released, copies thereof are made
available for public inspection at the Of-
fices of the Commission in Washington,
D.C., and New York, New York: at all
field offices of the Department of Com-
merce; and at the offices of Regional and
District Directors of Customs. The loca~
tions of these offices are listed in the
notice of March 8, 1974.

By order of the Commission :
Issued: June 7, 1974,
[SEAL]

edible

KENNETH R. MAson,
Secretary.

[FR Doc.74-13485 Filed 6-11-74;8:45 am]|
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Title 23—Highways

CHAPTER |—FEDERAL HIGHWAY ADMIN-
ISTRATION, DEPARTMENT OF TRANS-
PORTATION

PART 476—INTERSTATE HIGHWAY
SYSTEM

In the March 11, 1974, edition of the
FeperAL REGISTER (39 FR 9522), the
Federal Highway Administration and
the Urban Mass Transportation Ad-
ministration published a notice of pro-
posed rulemaking to add a new Part
476 to 23 CFR Ch. I. The regula-
tions in Part 476 would implement cer-
tain provisions of title 23, United States
Code, which were added or amended by
the Federal-Aid Highway Act of 1973 (87
Stat. 250). These provisions concermn
modification and revision of the Inter-
state System of Highways, including
removal, withdrawal, substitution and
addition of Interstate segments, and
substitution of nonhighway public mass
transit projects in lieu of Interstate
segments.

The public was invited to participate
in this rulemaking through submission
of written comments. Over one hundred
comments were received from interested
groups and individuals. Commentators
included the Committee on Public Works

_of the House of Representatives, the U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency, the
National League of Cities and U.S.
Conference of Mayors, the National
Association of Counties, the Institute for
Rapid Transit, the American Transit
Association, the Highway Users Federa-
tion, the National Resources Defense
Council, and several private citizens, as
well as a number of State highway and
transportation departments, mass
transit authorities, regional planning
agencies, and officials of individual cities
and counties across the nation.

In the preparation of the final regula-
tions, set forth below, FHWA and UMTA
have given due consideration to all com-
ments received in response to the notice
of proposed rulemaking, insofar as they
relate to matters within the scope of the
notice. Except for editorial changes, and
except as specifically discussed herein-
after, these regulations and the reasons
therefor are the same as confained in
the notice. Review of the comments in-
dicated the necessity for making a
number of changes in the regulations of
Part 476 as proposed. Most of these
changes are clarifications rather than
substantive alterations. However, in
view of the interest evinced in these
regulations, each section of these final
regulations which has been revised or
which was the subject of major com-
mentary is discussed in detail below.

SUBPART A

Subpart A contains the definitions of
essential terms used in Part 476, and
also provides that terms not otherwise
defined are used as defined in 23 U.S.C.
101(a). Terms used in these regulations
with the special meaning contained in
23 US.C. 101(a) include ‘“urbanized
area”, “construction”, and “State high-
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way department”. One comment sug-
gested that “or State Department of
Transportation” be added after “State
highway department” throughout the
regulations, inasmuch as some States do
not have highway departments. This
change is not necessary, since “State
highway department” is defined in 23
U.S.C. 10i(a) as “* * * that depart-
ment, commission, board, or official of
any State charged by its laws with the
responsibility for highway construction.”

The proposed rules defined “responsi-
ble local officials” as the principal elec-
ted officials of general purpose local
governments, acting through the area-
wide transportation planning agency
designated by the Governor. The pro-
posed definition proved quite contro-
versial; more comments were addressed
to this definition than to any other por-
tion of the proposed regulations. The
definition is an important one, since
“responsible local officials” have a major
role under the provisions of Subparts
C and D of Part 476 dealing with with-
drawal of Interstate segments and sub-
stitution of other segments or of mass
transit projects. One comment pointed
out that the definition as proposed would
not include the Mayor of the Dis-
trict of Columbia. We have adopted this

.comment and amended the definition

accordingly.

Most of the comments addressed to
this proposed definition objected to or
expressed confusion as to the meaning
of the phrase, “acting through the area-
wide transportation planning agency
designated by the Governor”. On the
other hand, a number of comments sup-
ported the concept embodied in that
phrase. Many of those objecting felt that
the proposed definition made the desig-
nated planning agency itself the entity
which is to initiate mass transit sub-
stitution actions and to take the other
actions required of responsible local
officials. This was not the intent or
meaning of the definition. The definition
means, simply that actions or decisions
of local officials must be presented to
and endorsed by the designated agency
before they can be the basis for sub=-
sequent actions under these regulations.
For example, when considering the sub-
stitution of mass transit projects for
withdrawn Interstate segments under
Subpart D of these regulations, the
stipulation that local officials act
through the designated areawide trans-
portation planning agency means that,
while individual officials may initiate
or approve transportation investment
proposals, the proposals must be pre-
sented to and endorsed by the designated
planning agency. Each planning agency
has a process by which transportation
investment proposals are assigned a
priority or placed on a program of proj-
ects to be undertaken in the area. Pro-
posals initiated or approved by local
officials are to be presented to and en-
dorsed by the planning agency in con-
formance with that process. Such a re-
view and endorsement process assures
that decisions having a regional impact
will be made with benefit of a regional

perspective. Accordingly, we have not
altered this portion of the definition.

The other definitions in § 476.2 did not
prove particularly controversial. Several
comments did request that busways be
included as a “non-highway public mass
transit’ project” which could be substi-
tuted for a withdrawn Interstate seg-
ment. We have reconsidered this ques-
tion, and again come to the conclusion
that busways should not be included in
this definition. A busway may well be
a viable alternative to a currently
planned, multi-lane Interstate facility,
and certainly can be an important com-
ponent of the overall public mass trans-
portation system in the local area. Under
the provisions of 23 U.S.C. 142, exclusive
and preferential busways may be built
on any Federal-aid highway system, in-
cluding the Interstate System. A pres-
ently planned Interstate segment can be
redesignated as a busway if the appro-
priate State and local officials determine
that such a facility would best serve their
needs. Inasmuch as busways can be con-
structed with Federal-ald highway funds,
it is not necessary to include busways as
nonhighway public mass transit projects,
which are eligible for general funds.

Another comment on “non-highway
public mass transportation project”
asked if carpooling support facilities
would be eligible. As with busways, while
carpooling is recognized as an important
mode of travel, we do not feel it can
properly be termed a non-highway proj-
ect. Finally, one comment asked that the
eligibility of people movers and personal
rapid transit facilities should be ex-
pressly stated in the definition, While we
feel that these facilities are within the
range of eligible projects under the defii-
nition, any attempt to list all eligible
projects would no doubt result in the
inadvertent omission of some projects
which would be eligible.

We have, however, after due consider-
ation determined that the law requires
that mass transit support facilities and
equipment are eligible for funding under
the provisions of these regulations only if
such support facilities are part of a pro-
gram for the development of an urban
mass transit system which includes
either the construction of fixed rail facil-
ities or the purchase of passenger equip-
ment. The definition is accordingly
altered as follows:

“Nonhighway public mass transit project”
means any undertaking to develop or im-
prove public mass transit facilities or equip-
ment. A project must be included in and re-
lated to a program for the development or
improvement of an urban public mass translt
systemy which includes either the construc-
tion of fixed rail facilities, or the purchase
of passenger equipment, or both, Passenger
equipment includes buses, fixed rail rolling
stock, and other transportation equipment.

This definition in practice would re-
quire, for example, that a project for the
purchase of bus shelters or the construc-
tion of a bus garage would be eligible
for funding under these provisions only
if it were included in a planned transit
development program contemplating the
purchase of buses, or other passenger
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rolling stock or the construction of fixed
rail facilities. It would not be necessary,
however, that all projects included in
any such program be funded under the
provisions of these regulations.

The definition of “initial basic con-
struction” has been altered and clarified
in response to a comment requesting that
modification projects on existing Inter-
state segments be included. The term is
used in establishing the Interstate seg-
ments for which the States must submit
the information required by Subpart B
of these regulations. We have adopted
the comment and altered the definition
accordingly.

The definition of “Interstate segment”
has not been changed, despite a com-
ment that requested the definition in-
clude the term “portion” so that a local-
ity could request withdrawal of lanes
but not mileage from an Interstate high-
way and use the resulting cost savings
for mass transit purposes. Interstate
mileage must be given up in order to ob-
tain substitute funding for mass transit
projects, since the statute speaks of the
mileage withdrawn under the substitute
provision as being available for designa-
tion elsewhere. Further, we do not believe
that it was Congress’ intent that the
simple redesign of an Interstate facility
should result in the availability of sub-
stitute funds for transit. The substitute
funds are available when the determina-
tion is made that transit facilities rather
than Interstate highway facilities best
serve local needs and requirements.

SUBPART B

Subpart B contains the regulations im-
plementing 23 U.S.C. 103(g), which
authorizes the Secretary to remove from
the Interstate System designated Inter-
state segments for which the States fail
to take certain actions by specific dates.

Several commentators, including the
House Public Works Committee, ex-
pressed reservations about §476.102,
which provides that information sub-
mitted in accordance with Subpart B
does not preclude subsequent actions
under the Cramer-Howard and transit
substitution provisions implemented by
Subparts C and D. The commentators
felt that § 476.102 might encourage inde-
cision and delay with respect to plans for
Interstate segments and did not express
Congress’ sense of urgency that the prob-
lems of controversial Interstate segments
be resolved. Alternatively, it was sug-
gested that a date certain be established
by which time substitution proposals
would have to be made.

We have reconsidered § 476.102, and
determined not to amend the section.
While we are aware of, and share, Con-
gress’ concern that plans for controver-
sial segments be finalized as quickly as
possible, we do not feel it would be
proper to force hasty and irrevocable
decisions with respect to these segments.
Further, we believe that 23 U.S.C. 103(g)
must be read in pari materia with 23
US.C. 103 (e)(2) and (e)(4), so that
the options made available by the latter
provisions are not foreclosed by an un-
necessarily strict interpretation of the
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former. We have amended a later section,
§ 476.106, to incorporate language ex-
pressing the sense of urgency.that the
problems of controversial segments be
faced and resolved. Finally, we do not
think it practicable to establish time lim-
itations within which the substitution
options must be exercised, other than
those already contained in the law. With
respect to transit substitutions, the law
requires that substitute funds be obli-
gated by June 30, 1981. The Cramer-
Howard provision contains no such dead-
line, and should remain available as an
option until the Interstate System is
completed, to allow alterations to be
made should circumstances require.

Section 476.106 discusses the informa-
tion that must be supplied to the Federal
Highway Administration by June 17,
1974, with respect to Interstate segments
to which the Subpart is applicable.
Under the proposed regulations, the re-
porting date was June 1, 1974. However,
due to delay in publication of these final
regulations, we have changed the date
to June 17, 1974. Several commentators,
including the House Public Works Com-
mittee, objected to this section on the
basis that it does not properly reflect the
intent of Congress, either because it does
not require notification of a State’s in-
tent to construct the segment, with all
other segments being removed from the
Interstate System, or because it does not
provide . for direct expression of intent
to substitute mass transit projects.

As discussed above, we have amended
§ 476.106 to clarify that the necessary
notifications are to be made in good faith,
thereby requiring that they be the best
result of due deliberation and considered
judgment, not mere pro forma state-
ments. However, after reconsideration,
we have decided not to alter the content
of the required notification. We share
the congressional concern that plans for
controversial segments be settled as
quickly as possible and have adopted
§ 476.106 in order to meet that concern.
We believe that our procedure for im-
plementing 23 U.S.C. 103(g) will, by per-
mitting the States to provide an assess-
ment of an unsettled intent to construct,
provide us with more accurate informa-
tion. If a simple notification of intent to
construct were required, the States
would be inclined to omit discussion of
substitution proposals and announce an
intent to construct in order to preserve
a segment on the system. Our regula-
tions recognize, as does title 23, that a
State’s true intent may well be to con-
struct a segment if a substitution or
some alternate highway project proves
impossible to implement. We have there-
fore chosen to emphasize the informa-
tional aspects of the 1974 reporting date
rather than requiring unreliable notifi-
cations of intent to construct that would
be submitted to preserve future options.

Several other comments on § 476.106
need mention. One comment asked that
the regulations define who is to act as
the “State” in making the required sub-
missions. The statute uses the term
‘“State”, and we have not chosen to de-
fine this term further. We anticipate that
in some cases the submission will be from
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the Governor and in other cases from the
State highway department, depending
on local variations in authority and de-
cision making apparatus. Another com-
ment asked that the views of local offi-
cials be included in the submission, so
that formal expressions of opposition to
construction of a segment could be made
part of the record. The Department of
Transportation encourages local officials
to express and submit their views on
Interstate projects at any time. We feel
that requiring these views as part of the
notification of intent would result in de-
lay and ‘“‘red tape” if imposed at this
time.

Section 476.108 requires that a sched-
ule for construction, an assurance that
the schedule will be met, and supporting
material be submitted to FHWA by July
1, 1975, with respect to each Interstate
segment to which these regulations are
applicable. Several comments were ad-
dressed to the supporting material which
the regulations require. One comment
said that this material is not required by
law and constitutes “red tape”. We be-
lieve, however, that these supporting ma-
terials are essential for establishing a
proper administrative record with re-
spect to the affected segments, and are of
such a nature as to be readily available.
Therefore, we have not adopted this
comment. Another comment said it was
inconsistent to include a discussion of
the status of the Environmental Impact
Statement (EIS) as part of the support-
ing materials when a schedule for an as-
surance of construction could not prop-
erly be submitted prior to completion of
the EIS. We have not adopted this com-
ment, because we feel it is based on a
misconstrual of the purpose and effect
of the required 1975 submission. That
submission is for programming purposes,
and does not represent a decision to build
the segment. The schedule will be based
on the expectation that an EIS will be
carefully reviewed by the responsible offi-
cials before decisions are made on design
and location of any proposed major
highway project. An EIS normally in-
cludes an analysis of alternatives to a
proposed project, including the possibil-
ity of not constructing a project at all.

Section 476.110 details the action
which FHWA will take if the States do
not submit the required information
with respect to affected Interstate seg-
ments. At the suggestion of the House
Public Works Committee, we have added
a new paragraph (d) which makes clear
that the mileage from segments re-
moved from the Interstate System be-
cause of a State’s failure to submit the
required information is available for
designation on the Interstate System in
accordance with the usual Interstate
designation procedures. One comment on
this section requested that FHWA take
into account the possibly incomplete
status of local transportation control
strategies being developed to meet clean
air standards before removing segments
in 1975. In response to this comment, we
reiterate that the information submit-
ted by July 1, 1975, will not represent
a decision to build the particular seg-
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ment. Rather, it Is programing infor-
mation based on the expectation that all
controversies and problems surrounding
the segment will be resolved and the seg-
ment subsequently constructed. If air
quality transportation control strategies
have not been finalized by July 1, 1975,
the States should submit the required
information based on their good faith
estimation of the eventual results of the
strategies. A final decision on these
issues will be made, after consultation
with the Environmental Protection
Agency, at the time of project approval.
Finally, one commentator requested that,
in the event a State failed to make the
required submissions, responsible local
officials be given a 30-day period to pre-
pare and submit a mass transit substi-
tute proposal. We do not believe the law
contemplates such a procedure.

SusPART C

Subpart C contains the regulations im-
plementing 23 U.S.C. 103(e) (2), com-~
monly known as the Cramer-Howard
Amendment, which allows a State to re~
quest withdrawal of an Interstate seg-
ment and to use the mileage of that seg-
ment as well as a limited amount of ad-
ditional mileage for substitute or addi-
tional segments. This Subpart produced
fewer comments than the others, but a
few changes have been made and sev-
eral of the comments merit discussion.

Section 476.202 establishes which
Interstate segments may be withdrawn
and used as the basis of Cramer-Howard
transfers. Two commentators, including
the House Public Works Committee, ex-
pressed disagreement with our conclusion
that Interstate segments selected and
approved prior to August 13, 1973, were
eligible segments, They believe that the
eligibility date is January 2, 1968, when
the Cramer-Howard Amendment was
first enacted. This position is based on
the fact that section 103(e) (2) of title
23, United States Code, was not re-
enacted in whole in the Federal-Aid
Highway Act of 1973; rather, section
137(a) of the 1973 Act made several
specific amendments to 23 U.S.C. 103
(e) (2). The language establishing eli-
gible segments as those “* * * selected
and approved in accordance with this
title prior to the enactment of this para-
graph * * *” was not amended by sec-
tion 137(a) of the 1973 Act.

A legal opinion prepared by FHWA on
the question of the eligibility date for
Cramer-Howard transfers concluded
that valid precepts of statutory con-
struction could support either interpre-
tation of the eligibility date, and that
under such circumstances the agency
should use its discretion to adopt that
interpretation which better furthers the
needs of the Interstate program and the
general purposes of the statute. On the
one hand, a traditional rule of statutory
interpretation is that language which is
left unchanged by amendatory legisla-
tion is not to be considered as having
been altered. New language is to be read
back into the Act, and the statute or pro-
vision then read as if originally enacted
in the amended form. If this traditional
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approach were followed, 1968 would be
the operative date in 23 U.S.C. 103(e) (2).
However, another basic principle of
statutory interpretation is that an act
is to be read as a whole, so as to cany
out the legislative intent and further the
purposes of the legislation. The legal
opinion concluded that Congress, by in-
creasing the Cramer-Howard additional
mileage through section 137(a) of the
1973 Act, recognized that the need re-
mains for the Interstate segment flexi-
bility which was the original impetus for
the Cramer-Howard provisions. Since
this need may well exist with respect to
segments selected and approved after
January 1968, the opinion concluded that
it would best further the legislative and
statutory purposes to allow the FHWA
to withdraw approval of those routes. We
have reconsidered this opinion, and con-
clude that its'reasoning is valid. Accord-
ingly, we have not changed the Cramer-
Howard eligibility date in these regu-
lations.

We have, however, amended § 476.202
to further clarify which segments are
eligible. One comment suggested that
segments which were selected, approved,
or withdrawn prior to August 1973, be
eligible. We do not believe that Congress
intended that segments which were
withdrawn at an earlier date, for rea-
sons unrelated to the Cramer-Howard
provision, could now be used as a basis
for a Cramer-Howard transfer. Accord-
ingly, we have added a new paragraph
(b) to §476.202 which clarifies that a
segment must have been a designated
part of the Interstate System as of
August 13, 1973, in order for it now to
be used as the basis for a Cramer-
Howard transfer, Similarly, we have
added a new paragraph (c) to § 476,202
to clarify that segments are not eligible
which were designated as a part of the
Interstate System under 23 U.S.C. 138(a),
which allows existing routes on the Fed-
eral-aid primary system without mile-
age charge to be designated as Interstate
routes when the Secretary determines
that designation appropriate.

Section 476.204 concerns the require-
ments for a withdrawal request submit~-
ted under 23 U.S.C. 103(e) (2). Several
comments were addressed to the partici-
pants and their roles as established by
the proposed regulations. Some com-
ments suggested that approval of respon-
sible local officials and local governments
concerned be required for a withdrawal
request, rather than the consultation
with these parties which was required
in the proposed regulations. Another
comment objected to any role being pro-
vided for these.parties. This matter was
seriously considered during the formula-
tion of the proposed regulations, There
is no statutory requirement for local ap~
proval of withdrawal requests under 23
U.S.C. 103(e) (2) ; but we do believe that,

given the interrelation of the various
statutory provisions covered by these
regulations, it is appropriate to require
consultation at the local level to assure
that local governments will be heard be-
fore a decision that vitally concerns them

is made. Accordingly, we have not
amended this portion of § 476.204.

Another comment suggested that,
where the Interstate segment being con-
sidered for withdrawal has a present or
planned transit component, such as a
rail line in the median, the concurrence
of the affected transit agency should be
required for a withdrawal request, There
is no statutory authority for regquiring
concurrence under these circumstances.
We do agree, however, that the affected
transit agency or operator be consulted
prior to submission of a withdrawal re-
quest for a segment which has a transit
component and have amended § 476.204
accordingly.

Finally, we have made technical
changes in § 476.204(b) concerning the
supporting material required in a with-
drawal request. A withdrawn segment
cannot become a part of the Interstate
System, and a statement to this effect
must accompany the withdrawal request.
The technical change made in § 476.204
(b) (1) (i) clarifies one of the necessary
bases for making this statement. The
withdrawal request must discuss the rea-
sons why the segment will not be com-
pleted as a part of the Interstate Sys-
tem or, although technically completed,
cannot become a functional part of the
Interstate System. This amendment
makes clear that a segment which is
partially constructed or even technically
completed is eligible for withdrawal un-
der 23 U.S.C. 103(e) (2) if it is not essen-
tial to a unified and connected Interstate
System and if it is either not going to
be completed as a part of the System,
or although completed, cannot for other
reasons become a functional part of the
System. :

Section 476.206(b) provides that a re-
quest for a substitute or additional Inter-
state segment under 23 U.8.C. 103(e) (2)
can be combined with a request for sub-
stitute mass transit projects under 23
U.S.C. 103(e) (4). Section 476.312 also
provides for such combination proposals.
Several comments asked that the regula-
tions cover the parameters and mechan-
ics of these combination proposals or
expressed confusion about them because
mileage from segments withdrawn under
section 103(e) (2) is available for use in
substitute segments in the same State,
while mileage from segments withdrawn
under section 103(e) (4) is available for
designation only in other States. We do
not feel it necessary to specify in these
regulations the programmatic details of
combined proposals; these details will
depend on the individual proposals. How-
ever, because of the different statutory
requirements attaching to the mileage
from segments withdrawn under the two
provisions, it will be necessary for a com-
bined proposal to identify which portion
of the withdrawn segment is to be uti-
lized for purposes of a Cramer-Howard
substitute or additional segment, and
which portion is to be utilized for pur-
poses of substitute mass transit projects.

Section 476.212 provides that all the
provisions of title 23, United States Code,
apply to substitute and additional seg-
ments approved under 23 U.S.C. 103(e)
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(2) except that the total Federal cost for
those segments cannnt exceed the total
Federal share of the cost for the seg-
ments which are withdrawn, as the cost
is included in the 1972 Interstate System
Cost Estimate. Paragraphs (b) and (¢)
of §476.212 cover what happens when
the requested substitute or additional
segment costs either less or more than
the segment which has been withdrawn.
Several comments reflected confusion
about the cost limitation on Cramer-
Howard transfer segments. We have
made a technical change, removing the
term “currently estimated” from para-
graph (a) to avoid this confusion. There
is an aggregate limitation on the costs
of Cramer-Howard transfer segments,
based on the 1972 Cost Estimate costs of
all segments withdrawn under 23 U.S.C.
103(e) (2). Under the statute, these
transfer segments are not entitled to the
usual cost escalation procedures provided
for regular Interstate segments through
periodic revision of the cost estimates.
By virtue of the Cramer-Howard Amend-
ment, States can obtain additional mile-
age for Interstate segments, but the
Federal participation in the costs of that
mileage is limited to 1972 Cost Estimate
levels. For purposes of establishing the
limit for each substitute and additional
segment, so as to allow sound program-
ming ‘of Cramer-Howard transfers, the
State must submit current estimates for
costs of requested Cramer-Howard trans-
fer segments. Those figures will be used
for defining the permissible Federal cost
for each such segment.

SUsBPART D

The regulations in Subpart D imple-
ment 23 U.S.C. 103(e) (4), which allows
public mass transit projects to be sub-
stituted for Interstate segments under
certain conditions. A number of com-
ments received on the proposed regula-
tions indicated the need to clarify a num-
ber of the sections of this Subpart with
respect to two general areas of concern.

First, several comments expressed con=
fusion about whether more than one
mass transit project could be substituted
for a withdrawn segment. One or more
substitute transit projects may be pro-
posed, the only limitation being one of
cost. By virtue of 23 U.S.C. 103(e) (4), a
certain amount of money becomes avail-
able for substitute transit projects upon
and by virtue of withdrawal of an In-
terstate segment. This money may be
used all in one project, in several proj-
ects, or in one or more phases of one or
more projects. Accordingly, amendments
have been made to §§ 476.206, 476.304,
476.306, 476.308, 476.312, 476.314, and
§ 476.316 to clarify this matter.

The second general areas of concern
reflected in the comments is the possibil~
ity of using funds obtained through the
regular grant program of the Urban
Mass Transportation Administration in
combination with funds available for
transit projects under 23 U.S.C. 103(e)
(4) by virtue of a withdrawn Interstate
segment. The law specifically contem-
plates such combinations, by providing

FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 39, NO. 114—WEDNESDAY, JUNE

RULES AND REGULATIONS

that the funds made available under 23
U.S.C. 103(e) (4) are supplementary to
those funds available under the Urban
Mass Transportation Act of 1964. The
proposed regulations did not adequately
convey that fact. Whenever the funds
available by virtue of the withdrawn seg-
ment would not be sufficient to provide
80 percent of a substitute transit project,
supplementary financial assistance can
be applied for from the Urban Mass
Transportation Administration. Any
UMTA funds received are not subject to
the cost limitation which affects the
funds available under section 103(e) (4).
However, it should be noted that there is
and can be no guaranteed supplementary
assistance from UMTA Act funds for
these substitute transit projects. Amend-
ments have been made to §§ 476.306,
476.312, 476.314, and § 476.316 of these
regulations to clarify this matter.

Section 476.304 concerns the request
to withdraw an Interstate segment
under the provisions of 23 U.S.C. 103
(e) (4), Several comments were ad-
dressed to the parties to this withdrawal
request, which under the regulations is
to be submitted jointly by the Governor
and local governments concerned, with
the concurrence of responsible local
officials. Two comments suggested that
transit operating officials should have a
role in the withdrawal request; another
comment suggested that concurrence of
responsible local officials not be required.
‘We do not believe it necessary or appro-
priate to specifically involve transit
operating officials in the withdrawal re-
quest; we do, however, believe it essen-
tial for responsible local officials to be
involved, since they will concurrently or
subsequently be involved in substitute
transit project determinations.

One comment proposed that § 476.304
be revised to detail the procedure by
which the withdrawal request is coordi-
nated between the Governor and the
local governments concerned, and to
require that disagreements about the
essentiality of the segment be formally
articulated. We have not adopted this
comment. These decisions are to be
made at the State and local level, and
the specific arrangements and determi-
nations must be cooperatively worked
out at that level. The Federal Govern-
ment will not be an arbiter in these
matters of State and local decision
making.

Section 476.306 concerns the approval
of a request to withdraw a segment.
Several questions were raised concerning
the finding which must be made that the
segment is not essential or would no
longer be essential because of substitute
mass transit projects. In order to clarify
the elements of essentiality, we have
added a reference to 23 U.S.C. 103(e) (1)
which describes the nature and purpose
of the Interstate System. In response to
a comment from the House Public Works
Commitfee questioning the validity of a
determination that a segment would no
longer be essential because of mass
transit projects, we have rewritten
§ 476.306(a) (2) to clarify the circum-
stances under which this determination
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could be made. Where the needs of
through traffic service for interstate
private and commercial vehicles are or
will be served by other Interstate routes,
and the segment is principally important
for intraurban transportation service, a
determination can be made that transit
projects together with the local street
and highway network could provide an
adequate level of intraurban service, and
thus withdrawal of the segment would be
permissible. The distinction between
different situations may be a fine one in
practice, heavily dependent on varying
local circumstances. However, we believe
the distinction should be expressed and
that it gives effect to the statutory lan-
guage of 23 U.S.C. 103(e) (4).

Finally, one comment suggested that
planning agencies and processes should
be considered in approving withdrawal
requests. We note that this concept is
already contained in the regulations,
through the requirement that responsi-
ble local officials must concur in the
withdrawal request, which involves co-
ordination through the areawide trans-
portation planning agency.

Section 476.308 concerns the develop-
ment of proposals for substitute mass
transit projects and the materials which
miust be included in those proposals. Un-
der the draft regulations, responsible
local officials were first to determine that
their needs require mass transit projects
in lieu of the withdrawn Interstate seg-
ment and then were to prepare the pro-
posal for substitute projects in consulta-
tion with local transit operating officials.
The proposal was then to be forwarded
to the Goveri.or for submission to UNMTA.
As a part of our review of the definition
of responsible local officials, and in re-
sponse to several comments requesting
that transit operating officials be given a
larger role in the substitution process, we
have amended this section to provide
increased flexibility in the manner in
which substitute transit proposals can
be initiated at the local level. Under the
final regulations, responsible local offi-
cials determine that their needs require
one or more substitute mass transit proj-
ects in lieu of the withdrawn Interstate
segment. The actual proposal for a sub -
stitute project may be developed either
by local elected officials of general pur-
pose governments in consultation with
local transit operating officials, or by
local transit operating officials them-
selves. The proposal must then be ap-
proved by responsible local officials be-
fore it can be forwarded to the Governor
for submission to UMTA.

Several other comments on § 476.308
concerned the materials which must be
included in a substitute project proposal.
One comment requested that we further
clarify the statutory requirement that
there be an assurance that the substi-
tute projects will be fully utilized, by
amending the regulations to say that the
assurance is that the project will be fully
utilized by the public mass transporta-
tion system. This is the statutory lan-
guage, and we believe this change better
expresses the Congressional intent. The

full utilization determination is one that
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is to be made with a system-wide per-
spective, rather than relating to the in-
dividual utilization of each specific proj-
ect. Sections 47¢.308, 476.310, and 476.314
have been amendeu accordingly.

One comment suggested that the words
“or private carriers” be added after
‘“local transit operating officials” in
§ 476.308(b) (6), wiich discusses the as-
surance of full utilization and the bases
of that assurance. "We have not adopted
this comment, since we did not intend
and do not believe that the term ‘“local
transit operating officials refers exclu-
sively to public officials. Anoth.y com-
ment cbjected to § 476.308(b) (7), which
makes a determination that the propesed
substitute projects are in accord with
and entitled to priority under the 23
U.S.C. 134 planning process a part of the
loeally developed proposal. The comment
noted that this determination, under the
statute, is to be made by the State high-~
way department. We feel it appropriate
that this determination be made initially
on the local level, inasmuch as the see-
tion 134 agency is locally based. By virtue
of the requirement in § 476.310¢a) (2) of
the regulaticns that the State high oy
department. concur in this determina-
tion, that department’s statutory au-
thority is preserved.

Section 476.310 provides that the pro-
posal for substitute mass transit proj-
ects is to be submitted to UMTA by the
Governor, provided that he and the
State highway department concur in
certain of the determinations included
in the proposal. Several comments ob-
jected to anyone but loecal officials be-
ing involved in the submission process.
However, we believe that the regulations
properly reflect the statute, which vests
principal initiating and deeision mak-
ing pewers ati the loeal level, but also re-
quires State level actions with respect to
the section 134 planning requirements
and the assurance of full utilization. A
related comment asked that the regu-
lations require that the Govermor act
within a specified time period on any
proposal he receives, and that any non-
concurrence with respect to the planning
and utilization findings be formally ar-
ticulated. We have not adopted this sug-
gestion. Again, these are matters to be
worked out at the State and local level;
the Federal Government has no role at
this stage of a proposal’s development
and it would not be appropriate for the
Federal Government to act as an arbiter
in these matters.

Section 476.314 concerns the precon-
ditions which & proposed substitute
transit project must meet before it can
be considered for approval by UMTA.
One of these is that the project must
serve the urbanized area from which
the Interstate segment was withdrawn.
One comment pointed out that there was
an inconsistency between the regulations
as proposed (§476.314(a)(1)), which
said that the substitute project need
not utilize the same corridor as the
withdrawn segment, and the explana-
tory language in the preamble to the
proposed regulations, which in addition
stated that the substitute project need
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not be physically located in the whan-
ized area. We agree that this may have
been confusing and have amended the
regulations to include the language that
was in the preamble. We believe this
provision enhances local decision-mak-
ing flexibility; there may well be situ-
ations, particularly where there are con-
tignous wurbanized areas, where local
needs will best be served by loecating a
substitute project im whele or in part
outside of the particular urbanized area.

Section 476.316 concerns appraval by
WUMTA of substitute transit projects. One
comment asked that the regulations in-
clude a provision that UMTA procedures
will apply in the administration of the
projects after approval. These regula-
tions do not cover project administra-
tion and we have therefore not adopted
this comment. Nevertheless, it is correct
that UMTA administrative procedures
will apply to approved substitute proj-
ects. Another comment addressed the
provision in this seetion that UMTA can
approve a substitute project or a phase
thereof; the commentator requested that
“phase thereof’” be further defined in
the regulations. We use that termy be-
cause it is inclusive, covering all matters
of project development beyond systems
planning action, and because we felt
such a term was preferable to an ex-
tended list of eligible items. The term
does and is intended to include such. ac-
tions as preliminary engineering, design,
and right-of-way acquisition. The term
also recognizes that a preject may con-
tain a number of different elements
which may be considered as diserete
parts or phases for the purposes of ob-
taining Federal funds. For example, an
applicant may wish to advanee one
phase of an eoverall project, such as pre-
liminary engineering or design, while
seeking funding for subsequent phases of
the project at a later time or from al-
ternative sources.

Finally, the House Public Warks Com-
mittee pointed out that §476.316(c),
which provides that the State’s Inter-
state apportionment is reduced by an
equivalent amount. when general funds
are obligated for substitute transit proj-
ects, should be amended to clarify that
this reduction only occurs when the ap-
portionment is based on an Interstate
System Cost Estimate which includes
the withdrawn segment for which the
transit project is being substituted. See~
tion 476.316(c) has been amended ac-
cordingly.

Section 476.318 is concerned with the
redesignation of Interstate mileage from
segments withdrawn under 23 U.S.C.
103(e) (4). Such mileage is not subject to
any cost limitation and can be redesig-
nated in any State other than that from
which it was withdrawn. The regulations
also state, for purposes of clarity, the
fact that redesignation cannot cause the
overall Interstate mileage limitation to be
exceeded. Several comments objected to
the prohibition against redesignating the
mileage in the State from which with-
drawn. This wds not an adminstrative
decision; it is mandated by 23 U.S.C.
103(e) (4), Several comments also ex-

pressed confusion about this provision,
finding it inconsistent with § 476.206(h)
which is ceoncerned with the mileage
withdrawn under 23 U.S.C. 103(e) (2). As
noted in the discussion under Subpart C,
the statutory requirements with respect
to mileage withdrawn under 23 U.S.C.
103(e) (2) and under 23 U.S.C. 103(e) (4)
are different. Mileage withdrawn under
section 103¢e)(2) is available to the
State from which withdrawn as well as
to ather States; mileage withdrawn under
section: 103(e) (4) is available only to
other States. Therefore, when a pro-
posal combining the options available
under these two subsections is submitted,
it will be necessary to specify which por-
tions of the withdrawn segment are to be
utilized for which purposes.

GENERAL

Several further general comments on
the proposed regulations are worthy of
mention, A number of comments felt that
the regulations were deficient in that
environmental eoncerns were not men-
tioned as factors to be considered in local
deeision making or in Federal approvals.
Environmental concerns are normally
important in these matters. It is not the
purpose of these regulations, however, o
detail all elements necessary for ap-
proval of speecific projects.

One commentator alleged that pro-
mulgation of the regulations itself con-
stitutes a “major Federal action signifi-
cantly affecting the human environment”
within the meaning of the National Envi-
ronmental Policy Act, thereby requiring
the preparation and circulation of an
environmental impact statement on their
alleged impact. It is our view that the
regulations do not “significantly affect
the quality of the human environment”
since the regulations are essentially pro-
cedural. The impact of any actions taken
pursuant. to the regulation will be fully
analyzed before Federal approvals of any
substitute projects, highway eor mass
transportation, are given, in accordance
with current CEQ, DOT, FHWA and
UMTA regulations implementing the Na~-
tional Environmental Policy Act.

Another eommentator wanted to know
whether unanimous action was required
under these regulations by responsible
local officials or local governments eon-
cerned. We do not feel that unanimity is
required; neither do we feel it feasible to
preseribed a numerical standard for local
actions. We expect that local officials will
act. cooperatively and that proposed ac-
tions will have the support of a substan-~
tial majority of those concerned. These
decisions will often be of a political and
practical nature, reflecting competing
interests. The involvement of the area-
wide transportation planning agency
will insure & certain regional perspective
in the actions taken. These essentially
are matters that must be worked out
locally, and we do not believe Federal
Government should do anything more
than establish the necessary outer
parameters for these local actions.

These regulations have also been
amended to show their relation to the
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provisions of 23 U.S.C. 103(h), which
authorizes the construction of a segment
of the Interstate System which was a
designated part of the System on June 1,
1973, and is entirely within the bound-
aries of an incorporated city when such
city enters into an agreement with the
Secretary to pay all non-Federal costs of
construction of the segment, The provi-
sions of 23 U.S.C. 103(h) will be imple-
mented by Subpart G of Part 476 of title
23 of the Code of Federal Regulations. A
proposed Subpart G was published for
nofice and comment in the April 24, 1974,
edition of the FEpErAL REGISTER (39 FR
14517), Sections 476.102, 476.106, and
476.110 of these regulations have been
amended to show the relation to Sub-
part G.

These regulations do not cover the dis-
position of Federal monies previously
commitfed to an Interstate segment with-
drawn under the provisions of 23 U.S.C.
103 (e) (2) and (e) (4). This issue will be
covered in Subpart E of Part 476. A
proposed Subpart E will be published in
the FEperAL REGISTER for notice and com-
ment in the near future.

In consideration of the foregoing, and
under the authority of 23 U.S.C. 103(e)
(2), 103(e) (4), 103(g), 103(h), and 315,
and the delegation of authority by the
Secretary of Transportation at 49 CFR
148(b) and 1.50(f), Chapter I of title

23 of the Code of Federal Regulations is
amended by adding a new Part 476 as set
forth below.

Effective date. Sections 476.100, 476.102,
476.104, and 476.106 require certain ac-
tions by the several State highway de-
partments by June 17, 1974. They have
been coordinated extensively with the
appropriate State officials over the past
year, and we know that all State high-
way departments are prepared to comply.
Since an immediate effective date will
not impose any undue burden on any
parties, these regulations are effective
upon publication, June 12, 1974,

NorBerT T. TIEMANN,
Federal Highway Administrator,

FraNk C. HERRINGER,
Urban Mass Transportation

Administrator.
JUNE 6, 1974.
Subpart A—General
Sec.
4762 Definitions.

Subpart B—Required State Action Regarding
Designated Segments of the Interstate System

476,100 Purpose.

476.102 Relation to Subparts C, D, and G.

476.104 Applicability.

476,106 Required State action—June 17,
1974,

Required State action—July 1, 1975,

Noncompliance—action by the Fed-
eral Highway Administrator,

Subpart C—Interstate System Modifications
Under 23 U.S.C. 103(e)(2)

Purpose.

Applicability,

Withdrawal request,

Request for substitute or additional
segment.

Withdrawal approval by Federal
Highway Administrator.

476.108
478,110

476,200
476.202
476.204
476,206

476.208
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Sec.

476210 Approval of substitute and addi-
tional segments by Federal High-
way Administrator.

476.212 Applicability of title 23,
States Code.

Subpart D—Withdrawal of Interstate
and Substitution of Public Mass
Projects

476.300 Purpose.

476.302 Applicability.

476.304 Withdrawal request.

476.306 Withdrawal approval,

476.308 Proposal for substitute public mass
transit projects.

Submission of proposal for substi-
tute public mass transit projects
by Governor.

Combined proposals,

Administrators’ review of proposal
for substitute public mass transit
projects.

Approval of substitute public mass
transit projects.

Redesignation of withdrawn mile-
age.

AvurHORITY: (23 U.S.C. 103(e) (2), 103(e)

(4), 103(g), 103(h) and 315); delegation of

authority in 40 CFR 1.48(b) and 1.50(f).

Subpart A—General
§ 476.2 Definitions.

(a) Except as otherwise provided,
terms defined in 23 U.S.C. 101(a) are
used in this Part as so defined.

(b) The following terms, where used
in the regulations in this Part, have
the following meaning—

“Interstate segment” means any des-
ignated, toll-free route, or portion there-
of, of the Interstate System described in
23 US.C. 103(e) (1) and 23 U.S.C. 103(e)
(3).

“Initial basic construction” means the
first physical construction to be financed
with Federal matching funds appor-
tioned under 23 U.S.C. 104(b) (5)—

(1) which is on, or directly connected
with the through traffic lanes of a high-
way project (including grading, drain-
age, paving, and the construction of
grade separations, interchanges, and
major stream crossing structures, but not
including the construction of frontage
roads) ; or

(2) which is on an existing highway fa-
cility designated as an Interstate seg-
ment, to improve the segment to Inter-
state standards.

“Local governments concerned” means
local units of general purpose govern-
ment under State law within whose juris-
diction the Interstate segment lies, or is
to be withdrawn, added, or substituted.

“Nonhighway public mass transit proj-
ect” means any undertaking to develop
or improve public mass transit facilities
or equipment. A project must be included
in and related to a program for the de-
velopment or improvement of an urban
public mass transit system which in-
cludes either the construction of fixed
rail facilities, or the purchase of pas-
senger equipment, or both. Passenger
equipment includes buses, fixed rail roll-
ing stock, and other transportation
equipment,

“Responsible local officials” means the
principal elected officials of general pur-
pose local governments (and until Janu-
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ary 2, 1975, the Commissioner of the Dis-
trict of Columbia), acting through the
areawide transportation planning agency
designated by the Governor.

Subpart B—Required State Actions Re-
garding Designated Segments of the
Interstate System

§ 476.100 Purpose.

The purpose of the regulations in this
Subpart is to implement 23 U.S.C 103(g),
which requires that States provide cer-
tain information to the Secretary with
respect to segments of the Interstate
System to which these regulations apply.
Failure to supply the required informa-
tion may result in removal of a segment
from the Interstate System.

§ 476.102 Relation to Subparts C, D,

and G.

Any infomation or schedule provided
to the Federal Highway Administrator
under this Subpart will not prevent the
State highway department; the Gov-
ernor, local governments concerned, and
responsible local officials; or incorpo-
rated cities from subsequently exercising
the options provided by Subparts C, D,
and G of this part.

§ 476,104 Applicability.

The regulations in this Subpart shall
be applicable to each Interstate segment
for which the State highway department
has not received Federal Highway Ad-
ministration authorization to advertise
for bids for initial basic construction and
to each proposed alternative Interstate
segment substituted therefor, except that
this Subpart shall not apply to District
of Columbia Interstate System segments
referred to in section 23(a), Federal-Aid
Highway Act of 1968, 82 Stat. 815.

§ 476.106 Required State
June 17, 1974,

With respect to each Interstate seg-
ment to which these regulations are ap-
plicable, the State shall submit to the
Federal Highway Administrator by June
17, 1974, a good faith notification that:

(a) It presently intends to construct
the segment;

(b) It presently intends to construct
the segment, but anticipates that:

(1) The State highway department
may request withdrawal of the segment
and substitution of an alternative seg-
ment as provided in Subpart C of this
Part;

(2) The State highway department
may request modification or revision of
the segment under the provisions of 23
U.S.C. 103(e) (1) or (f);

(3) The Governor, the local govern-
ments concerned, and responsible local
officials may request withdrawal of the
segment and substitution of one or more
public mass transit projects as provided
in Subpart D of this Part; or

(4) Any combination of paragraphs
(b) (1), (2), and (3) of this section may
occur;

(e) It has requested withdrawal of the
segment as provided in Subpart C or D
of this Part; or

Action—

12, 1974




20664

(d) It anticipates that an incorporated
city will file a notice of intent under Sub-
part G of this Part with respect to con-
struction of a segment which is entirely
within the boundaries of an incorporated
city.

§ 476.108 Required
July 1, 1975.

(a) Unless a request for withdrawal
of the segment has been made as pro-
vided in Subpart D of this Part, the State
shall submit the following to the Federal
Highway Administrator by July 1, 1975,
with respect to each Interstate segment
or proposed alternative segment to which
these regulations are applicable:

(1) A schedule for the expenditure of
funds for completion of construction of
the segment within the period of availa-
bility of funds authorized to be appro-
priated for completion of the Interstate
System; and

(2) An assurance that the segment will
be built according to that schedule.

(b) The schedule and assurance shall
be accompanied by, and the assurance
shall discuss, the following supporting
material:

(1) A description of the basis for the
schedule (which shall include, but not
be limited to, assumed completion date,
assumed funding level, and use of five
year plan) ;

(2) A detailed analysis of the current
status of the segment (which shall in-
clude, but not be limited to, hearings,
environmental impact statement, and
section 4(f) determination) ;

(3) A discussion of any controversy
concerning the segment, including liti-
gation and local opposition, together
with an estimation of the probable out-
come of the controversy; and

(4) A summary of any further infor-
mation and considerations supporting
the assurance statement, including a
statement of the views of responsible
local officials and local governments con-
cerned.

§ 476.110 Noncompliance—Action by
the Federal Highway Administrator.

(a) On July 1, 1974, the Federal High-
way Administrator shall remove from the
Interstate System any segment for which
the State has not submitted a notifica-
tion as provided in § 476.106, unless he
finds that the segment is essential to
completion of a unified and connected In-
terstate System or unless an incorporated
city has submitted a notice of intent
under Subpart G of this Part.

(b) As soon after July 1, 19875, as prac-
ticable, the Federal Highway Adminis-
trator shall remove from the Interstate
System any segment for which the State
has not met the requirements of § 476.108.

(c) A segment removed for noncom-
pliance under § 476.110(b) shall not be
redesignated as a part of the Interstate
System except upon a finding by the Fed-
eral Highway Administrator that it is
necessary in the interest of national de-
fense or for other reasons of national
interest.

(d) The mileage from segments re-

State  Action—
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moved from the Interstate System under
paragraphs (a) and (b) of this section
is available for designation on the Inter-
state System in accordance with the pro-
visions of 23 U.S.C. 103 (e) (1) and (f).

rt C—Interstate System Modifica-
tions Under 23 US.C. 103(e)(2)
(Cramer-Howard Amendment)

§ 476.200 Purpose.

The purpose of the regulations in this
subpart is to implement 23 U.S.C. 103
(e) (2), which permits withdrawal of a
segment from the Interstate System and
substitution or addition of other Inter-
state segments.

§ 476.202 Applicability.

(a) Except as provided in paragraphs
(b) and (c) of this section, the regula-
tions in this subpart apply to Interstate
segments selected and approved under
title 23, United States Code, prior to Au-
gust 13, 1973, at any stage of develop-
ment.

(b) The regulations in this subpart
shall not apply to a segment removed
from the Interstate System prior to Au-
gust 13, 1973.

(¢c) The regulations in this subpart
shall not apply to Interstate segments
designated under 23 U.S.C. 139(a).

§ 476.204 Withdrawal request.

(a) A request to withdraw an Inter-
state segment from the Interstate Sys-
tem shall be submitted by the State
highway department, Provided, That:

(1) If the segment is located in an
urbanized area, the request shall be sub-
mitted only after consultation with the
local governments concerned and respon-
sible local officials of that urbanized area;
and

(2) If the segment has a present or
planned transit component, the request
shall be submitted only after consulta-
tion with the affected transit agency or
operator.

(b) The request for withdrawal shall
include the following:

(1) A statemen? that the segment will
not become a part of the Interstate Sys-
tem, and a statement of the basis for
this determination, including:

(i) Reasons why the segment is not
essential to the completion of a unified
and connected Interstate System (in-
cluding consideration of urban routes
necessary for metropolitan transporta-
tion) ; and

(ii) Reasons why it will not be com-
pleted as a part of the Interstate System,
or cannot become a functional part of
the Interstate System;

(2) A statement of mileage and cost
of the segment to be withdrawn as in-
cluded in the 1972 Interstate System Cost
Estimate; and

(3) An assurance that a toll road will
not be constructed in the traffic corridor
which would be served by the segment.

§ 476.206 Request for substitute or addi-

tional segment.

(a) A State highway department may
request use of the mileage withdrawn

under § 476.204, or of the additional In-
terstate mileage authorized by 23 US.C.
103(e) (2), or both, for a substitute or ad-
ditional segment. If the substitute or ad-
ditional segment is to be located in an
urbanized area, the request must be sub-
mitted by the State highway department
after consultation with the local govern-
ments concerned and responsible local
officials of that urbanized area.

(b) A request for a substitute or ad-
ditional Interstate segment may be com-
bined with a proposal for one or more
public mass transit projects submitted
under the provisions of Subpart D of this
Part.

§ 476.208 Withdrawal approval by the
Federal Highway Administrator.

The Federal Highway Administrator
may withdraw the approval of an Inter-
state segment if:

(a) He determines that it is not essen-
tial to completion of a unified and con-
nected Interstate System (including con-
sideration of urban routes necessary for
metropolitan transportation) ;

(b) The segment will not become a
part of the Interstate System; and

(c) He receives the assurance re-
quired in § 476.204(b) (3).

§ 476.210 Approval of substitute and
additional segments by the Federal
Highway Administrator.

In considering requests for substitute
or additional Interstate segments, the
Federal Highway Administrator shall:

(a) Consult with the States and local
governments concerned;

(b) Give due regard to Interstate
highway type needs on a nationwide
basis; and

(¢) Give preference to:

(1) Segments in States in which he
has withdrawn approval of other seg-
ments; and

(2) The extension of segments which
terminate within municipalities served
by a single Interstate route, so as to
provide service entirely through those
municipalities.

§476.212 Applicability of
United States Code.

(a) All the provisions of title 23,
United States Code, shall be applicable
to substitute and additional mileage ex-
cept that the Federal cost of any mileage
requested shall not exceed the Federal
cost of the mileage withdrawn as in-
cluded in the 1972 Interstate System Cost
Estimate except as provided in para-
graph (c) of this section.

(b) If the cost of the withdrawn mile-
age exceeds the current estimated cost
of the substitute or additional mileage
requested by a State highway depart-
ment, the Federal Highway Administra-
tor may make the excess funds available
for other substitute or additional Inter-
state segments in the same State or in
other States.

(¢c) If the current estimated Fede'rnl
cost of the substitute or additional mile-
age requested exceeds the permissible
cost, the Federal Highway Administrator

title 23,
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may approve the request Provided, That:

(1) The State highway department
agrees to provide the excess cost with
other than Federal-aid Interstate funds;

or

(2) The Federal Highway Administra-
tor agrees to provide the excess cost from
funds available under paragraph (b) of
this section.

Subpart D—Withdrawal of Interstate Seg-
ments and Substitution of Public Mass
Transit Projects

§476.300 Purpose.

The purpose of the regulations in this
subpart is to prescribe policies and pro-
cedures for implementation of 23 U.S.C.
103(e) (4), which permits the withdrawal
of Interstate System segments and the
substitution of public mass transit
projects.

§476.302 Applicability.

(a) Except as provided in paragraphs
(b) and (¢) of this section, an Inter-
state segment at any stage of develop-
ment may be withdrawn, and public mass
transit projects substituted in lieu
thereof, if:

(1) The segment is within an urban-
ized area as defined in 23 U.S.C. 101(a) ;
and

(2) The segment was selected and
approved as part of the Interstate Sys-
tem prior to August 13, 1973.

(b) The regulations in this subpart
shall not apply to a segment removed
from the Interstate System prior to
August 13, 1973,

(c) The regulations in this subpart
shall not apply to Interstate segments
designated under 23 U.S.C. 139(a).

§ 476.304 Withdrawal request.

(a) A request to withdraw a segment
under this subpart shall be submitted
to the Federal Highway Administrator
and the Urban Mass Transportation Ad-
ministrator through the Federal High-
way Administrator.

(b) A withdrawal request submitted
under this Subpart shall:

(1) Be submitted jointly by the Gov-
ernor and local governments concerned,
with the concurrence of responsible local
officials;

(2) Include a statement that the re-
quest is filed pursuant to 23 U.S.C. 103
(e) (4);

(3) State the reasons why the segment
is not essential to the completion of a
unified and connected Interstate System,
under the standards of 23 U.S.C. 103(e)
(1), or would not be essential after com-
pletion of one or more substitute public
mass transit projects;

(4) Include a statement of intent to
submit a mass transit proposal upon ap-
proval of the withdrawal; and

(5) Include an assurance that a toll
road will not be constructed in the traffic
corridor which would be served by the
segment.

§ 476.306 Withdrawal approval.

(a) The Federal Highway Administra-
tor may approve the withdrawal of an
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Interstate segment under the provisions
of this subpart if:

(1) The requirements of § 476.304 are
met; and

(2) He determines that the segment is
not essential to completion of a unified
and connected Interstate System under
the standards of 23 U.S.C. 103(e) (1), or
the Federal Highway Administrator and
the Urban Mass Transportation Admin-
istrator determine that the needs of in-
terstate traffic are provided for by other
planned or existing Interstate segments
in the area and that substitute public
mass transit projects together with the
local street and highway network could
provide an adequate level of intraurban
transportation service. .

(b) When the Federal Highway Ad-
ministrator approves the withdrawal of
an Interstate segment under paragraph
{a) of this section, an amount not to
exceed the Federal share of the cost
which would have been paid for the with-
drawn segment (as that cost is included
in the 1972 Interstate System Cost Esti-
mate) will be available for obligation un-
til June 30, 1981, out of the general funds
in the Treasury to pay all or part of the
Federal share of substitute public mass
transit projects or phases thereof, pro-
vided that the substitute projects or
phases thereof are approved under
§476.316.

§ 476.308 Proposal for substitute public
mass fransit projects.

(a) When responsible local officials de-
termine that their needs require one or
more public mass transit projects in lieu
of a withdrawn Interstate segment, they
shall notify the State highway depart-
ment of this determination. Proposals
for mass transit projects shall be devel-
oped by :

(1) Elected officials of general purpose
units of government in consultation with
local transit operating officials; or

(2) Local transit operating officials.

(b) The proposal for each substitute
project shall include the following:

(1) A statement of the reasons for the
determination that one or more substi-
tute public mass transit projects are re-
quired;

(2) A description of each proposed sub-
stitute project;

(3) A cost estimate for each proposed
substitute project, accompanied by sup-
porting documentation;

(4) A statement of the Federal share of
the cost of the withdrawn Interstate
segment for which the proposed public
mass transit projects are to be substituted
as the cost is shown in the 1972 Inter-
state System Cost Estimate;

(5) Where the Federal share of the
cost of the withdrawn segment is less
than 80 percent of the cost estimate of
the proposed substitute projects, an as-
surance that adequate funding to com-
plete the projects will be provided from
other sources, with a discussion of the
basis of that assurance.

(6) An assurance that the proposed
substitute projects will be fully utilized

by the public mass transportation sys-
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tem, with a discussion of the relevant
information provided by local transit op-
erating officials and other bases of that
assurance; and

(7) A determination that the pro-
posed substitute projects are in accord
with and entitled to priority under the
23 U.S.C. 134 planning process, with a
discussion of the basis of the determina-
tion.

(¢) When responsible local officials
approve a proposal, it shall be forwarded
to the Governor for submission to the
Urban Mass Transportation Adminis-
trator in accordance with the provisions
of § 476.310.

§ 476.310 Submission of proposal for
substitute public mass transit projects
by Governor.

(a) When the Governor receives a
proposal for one or more substitute pub-
lic mass transit projects from responsi-
ble local officials which meets the re-
quirements of § 476.308, he shall submit
the proposal to the Urban Mass Trans-
portation Administrator, Provided,
That:

(1) He concurs in the assurance that
the proposed project will be fully utilized
by the public mass fransportation sys-
tem; and

(2) The State highway department
concurs in the determination that the
proposed projects are in accord with and
entitled to priority under the 23 U.S.C.
134 planning process.

(b) A proposal for substitute public
mass transit projects may be submitted
to the Urban Mass Transportation Ad-
ministrator at the same time as a with-
drawal request is submitted to the Fed-
eral Highway Administrator under
§ 476.304.

§ 476.312 Combined proposal.

(a) A proposal for one or more substi-
tute public mass transit projects may be
combined with a request for a substitute
or additional Interstate segment sub-
mitted under the provisions of Subpart
C of this part.

(b) A proposal for one or more sub-
stitute public mass transit projects may
be combined with an application for
Federal financial assistance under the
Urban Mass Transportation Act of 1964,
as amended. Any Federal financial as-
sistance received under the Urban Mass
Transportation Act of 1964, as amended,
is supplementary to the amount that is
available under the provisions of this
subpart by virtue of the withdrawal of
an Interstate segment, and is not con-
strained by § 476.316(b) (1),

§ 476.314 Administrators’ review of pro-
posal for substitute public mass tran-
sit projects.

(a) The Urban Mass Transportation
Administrator and the Federal Highway
Administrator shall review the proposal
for one or more substitute public mass
transit projects to determine whether
the following criteria have been met:

(1) The proposed projects must serve
the urbanized area from which the In-
terstate segment is withdrawn, but need
not utilize the same transportation cor-
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ridor as the withdrawn segment and
need not be physically located within
that urbanized area;

(2) The Federal share of the costs of
the proposed projects, which is to be
provided under this Subpart by virtue of
the withdrawal of an Interstate segment,
does not exceed the Federal share of the
cost of the withdrawn segment, as that
cost is included in the 1972 Interstate
System Cost Estimate; and

(3) The assurance that the proposed
projects will be fully utilized by the pub-
lic mass transportation system is satis-
factory.

(b) The Urban Mass Transportation
Administrators’ determination that the
criteria of paragraph (a) of this section
have been met is a precondition to ap-
proval of a substitute public mass transit
project. However, no Federal funds will
be obligated to pay the Federal share of
the cost of a substitute project until the
conditions of §476.316 have been met.

§ 476.316 Approval of substitute public
mass transit projects,

(a) Approval of the plans, specifica-
tions, and estimates of a substitute pub-
lic mass transit project, or any phase
thereof, shall be deemed to occur on the
date the Urban Mass Transportation
Administrator approves the substitute
project or phase thereof in accordance
with the UMTA External Operating
Manual (UMTA Order 1000.2, dated Au-
gust 22, 1972). This approval of a sub-
stitute project or phase thereof obligates
the United States to pay its proportional
share of the cost of the project or phase
thereof out of the general funds in the
Treasury.

(b) The Federal proportional share of
a substitute project or phase thereof is
determined under the provisions of the
Urban Mass Transportation Act of 1964,
as amended. This Federal obligation is
subject to the following conditions:

(1) The total Federal proportional
share of the cost of one or more sub-
stitute public mass transit projects, which
is provided under this Subpart by virtue
of the withdrawal of an Interstate seg-
ment, cannot exceed the Federal share
of the cost of the withdrawn segment,
as that cost is included in the 1972 Inter-
state System Cost Estimate.

(2) No general funds shall be obligated
under the provisions of this section after
June 30, 1981,

(c) When Federal funds are obligated
to pay the Federal share of the cost of a
substitute public mass transit project or
phase thereof, the State’s Interstate ap-
portionments based upon an Interstate
System cost estimate which includes the
withdrawn segment for which the public
mass transit project is being substituted
shall be reduced by the amount thus
obligated.

§ 476.318 Redesignation of withdrawn
mileage.

Mileage withdrawn under the provi-
sions of this Subpart shall be available
for redesignation under 23 U.S.C. 103(e)
(1) without cost limitation, but subject
to the following conditions:
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(a) It shall not be redesignated in the
State from which withdrawn; and

(b) Its redesignation shall not cause
the overall Interstate mileage limitation
to be exceeded.

[FR Doc.74-13522 Filed 6-11-74;8:45 am]

[FHWA Docket No, 74-5]
PART 476—INTERSTATE HIGHWAY
SYSTEM

Subpart G—Regulations for State Con-
struction of Interstate Segments Located
Entirely Within the Boundaries of an
Incorporated City

In the FeEperAL RECISTER of April 24,
1974 (39 FR 14517), the Federal High-
way Administration published a pro-
posed new subpart G to 23 CFR Part 476,
title 23 of the Code of Federal Regula-
tions to provide procedural regulations
implementing 23 U.S.C. 103(h). That
section, added to title 23 by section 110
(b) of the Federal-Aid Highway Act of
1973 (August 13, 1973, Pub. L. 93-87, Title
I, 82 Stat. 250), authorizes the con-
struction of a segment of the Interstate
System of federal-aid highways that was
a designated part of such system on July
1, 1973, and lies entirely within the boun-
daries of an incorporated city when such
city enters into an agreement with the
Secretary (by delegation, the Federal
Highway Administrator) to pay all non-
Federal costs of construction of the
segment.

Over 150 comments were received from
government agencies, eitizen groups, and
interested citizens, nearly all of them
concerning the proposed Chicago Cross-~
town Expressway, I-494, an Interstate
segment to which the proposed regula-
tions would be applicable. Most of them
expressed opposition to the construction
of that highway, apparently assuming
either that the proposed regulations
would require its construction or that
this Department had determined that it
should be built. Neither assumption is
correct. The regulations provide only
procedures for implementing the Con-
gressional decision to permit a city in-
stead of a state to make the basic deci-
sion whether to construct an Interstate
segment. Further, many appear to have
been prompted by the fear that the com-~
mentors’ jobs would be lost by the taking
of the Taylor Forge in Cicero, We are
advised by the Acting Commissioner of
the Chicago Department of Public Works
that the Crosstown as presently proposed
would not require the taking of that
plant.

The great bulk of the comments were
therefore not directly relevant to the
proposed regulations. They will be kept
in Federal Highway Administration files,
however, for consideration if and when
plans, specifications, and estimates are
submitted for approval of a grant of
federal aid.

Substantive comments were received
from the Citizens Action Program
(CAP), an organization opposed to the
construction of the Crosstown, the City
of Chicago, the Maryland Department

of Transportation, the Public Works
Committee of the House of Representa-
tives, the Illinois Department of Trans-
portation, Region 10 (Portland, Oregon)
of the Federal Highway Administration,
and the Teamsters Union. In addition,
the regulations were discussed in meet-
ings with Mayor Daley of Chicago and
representatives of the House Public
Works Committee, a representative of
the Illinois Department of Transporta-
tion, and Marshall Suloway, Acting Com-
missioner of Public Works for the City
of Chicago. A record of each of these
meetings has been included in the public
docket.

The Citizens Action Program com-
mented that the statute and enabling
regulations should not apply to the
Crosstown because & segment of that
highway passes through the City of
Cicero, Illinois, and that the Crosstown
constitutes a single “Interstate seg-
ment.” This comment does not require
any amendment to the proposed regula-
tions. However, it is our interpretation
of the statute, and that of the House
Public Works Committee, that the stat-
ute is applicable to the Crosstown as
would be the proposed regulations.

The City of Chicago objected generally
to the proposed regulations on the
grounds that they would not permit a
full substitution of a city for the State,
thus enabling the city to undertake the
actual construction responsibilities nor-
mally performed by the state highway
agency. While we do recognize that the
City of Chicago may be fully capable of
exercising these functions, we do nof
believe that Title 23 permits such a sub-
stitution. Section 103(h) does not alter
the basic state-federal relationship for
the construction of federal-aid high-
ways, except for the source of the non-
federal share of construction costs and
the basic decision of whether to con-
struct. In the absence of an explicit ex-
emption, responsibility for compliance
with all the requirements of Title 23 and
implementing regulations remains with
the state, to which the matching 90 per-
cent federal share is apportioned under
23 U.S.C. 104.

The City also objected that the pro-
posed regulations do not explicitly pro-
vide that a segment for which a state has
not provided the Federal Highway Ad-
ministration with a notification of intent
to construct under 23 U.S.C. 103(g)
would not be removed from the Inter-
state System when a city has provided
a notice of intent to sign an agreement
under 23 U.S.C. 103(h). We believe that
such a provision is unnecessary because
section 103(h) is an explicit exemption
from section 103(g). We have, however,
amended § 476.110(a) in a rulemaking
on section 103(g), published today in phe
FEDERAL RECISTER, to clarify this peint.
The City’s further objection that a state
might not provide the schedule for
expenditure of funds required on July 1,
1975, by section 103(g) has been dealt
with in § 476.612(a) (2), which requires
that a state provide that schedule.
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The City proposed several specific
amendments to the regulations. First, it
asked that a state’s notification of intent
to the Federal Highway Administrator to
construct an Interstate segment also be
sent to any affected city. We have
adopted this suggestion, since it is the
procedure most states would have fol-
lowed in complying with § 476.606 in any
event and will serve to simplify that
requirement, With respect to § 476.610 as
proposed, the City objected to the short
time period in which it would be required
to provide supporting material for an
agreement with the Federal Highway
Administrator. The House Puhlic Works
Committee made a similar comment,
pointing out the exception language in
section 103(h). We have accordingly
made adjustments to the regulations.
Under § 476.608, an incorporated city
would still be required to state its in-
tentions by July 1, 1974, primarily so
that this Department can be fully in-
formed as to state and city intentions
with respect to all unconstructed Inter-
state segments. A new § 476.610 has been
added to permit the actual signing of an
agreement some time after that date.
Also, after considering the City's sug-
gestion regarding matters to be covered
by the opinion of counsel described in
§ 476.610(b) of the proposed regulations,
the requirement has been revised by
modification of the language and by in-
corporating it in the new § 476.610.

The Secretary of Illinois Department
of Transportation commented generally
on the regulations. Several of his most
important comments did not seek
amendments to the regulations but do
merit some discussion. He empha~
sized the support in the Ilegislative
history of the 1973 Highway Act
for the proposition that the state re-
mains responsible for all aspects of a
103(h) project, excepting only financing
and the decision whether to construct.
He also urged that the Federal Highway
Administrator is not obliged to enter into
an agreement with a city. We agree with
this position, although we would point
out that these regulations are intended
to set forth all requirements for such
an agreement. We do disagree with the
Secretary on the next step, however. He
alleges that full compliance with the Na-
tional Environmental Policy Act, the
Clean Air Act, section 4(f) of the
Department of Transportation Act, and
the Uniform Relocation Assistance Act
must be accomplished before the Ad-
ministrator can sign the agreement. That
is incorrect. Compliance with all the
above statutes will be accomplished as
it is in all other federal-aid highway
projects and will constitute, as usual, a
necessary precondition to the approval
of plans, specifications, and estimates
under 23 U.S.C. 106. As mentioned above,
until that approval is given, there is no
final Federal decision to construct a
highway under the provisions of Title
23, which applies in full to any project
processed under these regulations.

The Secretary also asked that the regu-
lations be amended to make explicit that
the notice of intent, the agreement, and
the schedule for the expenditure of funds
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would not impair the ability of the state,
local governments, and responsible local
officials to request an alternative Inter-
state segment or a mass transportation
project under 23 U.S.C. 103(e) (2) and
(e) (4). We do not feel such an amend-
ment is mnecessary. Those options are
open to the state, and remain open, if the
city involved concurs in them. Under 23
US.C. 103(e) (4), a withdrawal request
preliminary to a mass transit substitu-
tion must be made jointly by a governor
and the local governments concerned.
If one were received, it would be deemed
a revocation of any agreement entered
into under -03(h). A so-called Cramer-
Howard transfer under 23 U.S.C. 103(e)
(2) could not be approved with respect
to an Interstate segment that is the sub-
ject of a 103(h) notice or agreement un-
less the city involved withdraws from it.

Chairman Blatnik of the House Pub-
lic Works Committee stated general
agreement with the proposed regulations,
and suggested three improvements. He
commented that the July 1 deadline of
§ 476.610, as proposed, was unduly short
in view of the considerable informational
requirements and that a simple letter of
intent should suffice to begin the process
resulting in an agreement between a city
and the Federal Highway Administrator.
We agree, as outlined above in the dis-
cussion of the City of Chicago’s com-~
ments, and have described there the per-
tinent changes. The Chairman also
stated his belief that a letter of October
23, 1973, from Mayor Daley of Chicago
to Secretary Brinegar would suffice as a
notification of intent under §476.610 of
the proposed regulations, and § 476.608
of the final regulations. We anticipate
that, if its intentions have not changed,
Chicago will submit another such letter
to the Federal Highway Administrator
after reviewing these final regulations.

Finally, the Chairman expressed con-
cern over the applicability section,
§ 476.602, which specifies segments “nor-
mally included in a single location
study.” That section gives effect to the
legislative intent expressed in the course
of debate in the Senate and in the basic
provision, in section 103(e) of Title 23,
for a unified and connected Interstate
System. We are certain that the Chair-
man’s intent will be fully recognized in
the implementation of these regulations
under the originally proposed applicabil-
ity section, and have therefore not
amended it.

The Secretary of the Maryland De-
parfment of Transportation simply re-
iterated the earlier position of the state
departments of transportation that sec-
tion 103(h) does not alter basic federal-
state relationships in the Federal-aid
highway program. He also expressed the
opinion that the regulations would be
little used.

Two additional substantive comments
received after the close of the comment
period have also been taken into con-
sideration. Both comments, one from the
Office of Environment and Design of the
Federal Highway Administration’s
Region 10 in Portland, Oregon, the other
from the General President of the Inter-
national Brotherhood of Teamsters,
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Chauffeurs, Warehousemen and Helpers,
urged that § 476.608 be amended to re-
quire that the states notify cities only
when they do not intend to construct a
segment. They felt notification when the
state does intend to construct a segment
would be unnecessary and wasteful. We
believe it is important that there be no
doubt in the minds of city officials of a
state’s intentions with respect to Inter-
state segments. We have, however,
amended the section to require only a
copy of the notification the state must
submit to the Federal Highway Adminis-
trator under § 476.106.

The Teamsters also suggested that the
regulations make explicit that the failure
of a state to notify under 23 U.S.C. 103
(g) will not preclude city action under
section 103(h) . We believe this is clear on
the face of the regulations, and have
therefore not amended them in this
regard. The Teamsters also made several
points clarified in the discussion above,
including the informational requirements
and deadline in § 476.610 and the status
of the City of Chicago’s letter of Octo-
ber 23, 1973.

In consideration of the foregoing, and
for the reasons discussed in the preamble
to the proposed regulations, 39 FR 14517
(April 24, 1974), Part 476 of Subchapter
E of 23 CFR Chapter I, is hereby
amended by adding a new Subpart G as
set forth below.

NogreerT T, TIEMANN,
Federal Highway Administrator.

JUNE 6, 1974.

Subr:rt G—Regulations for State Construction

of Interstate Segments Entirely Within the
Boundaries of an Incorporated City

Sec.

476.600

476.602

476.604

Purpose.

Applicability.

Interstate segments must connect
to the System,

State must notify city of intentions
regarding construction.

City’s notice of intent to construct
Interstate segment.

Agreement,

476.612 State Responsibility.

AvrHoRITY: (23 U.S.C. 103(h), 23 US.C.
315), and 47 CFR 1.48(b).

§ 476.600 Purpose.

The purpose of this part is to imple-
ment section 103(h) of Title 23, United
States Code.

§ 476.602 Applicability.

The regulations in this Subpart shall
be applicable to any Interstate segment
that was, on June 1, 1973, a designated
part of the integrated and connected
highway system described in 23 U.S.C.
103(e) (1) of substantial length between
logical termini (major crossroad, popula-
tion centers, major traffic generators, or
similar major highway control elements)
as normally included in a single location
study.

§ 476.604 Interstate segments musl con-
nect to the system.

Individual segments that cross the
boundary line between contiguous States
or cities are to connect at the boundary
line.

476.606
476.608
476.610
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' § 476.606 Siate must notify city of in-
tentions regarding construction.

Each State must provide, on or before
June 17, 1974, to those incorporated cities
that have Interstate segments entirely
within- their boundaries a copy of as-
surances provided to the Federal High-
way Administrator with respect to such
highways under 23 U.S.C. 103(g) and
23 CFR 476.106.

§ 476.608 City’s notice of intent to con-
struct Interstate segment.

(a) An incorporated city desiring to
avail itself of the benefits of section
103(h) of Title 23, United States Code,
must, on or before July 1, 1974, submit
to the Federal Highway Administrator
a notice of intent to pay for construction
of Interstate segments entirely within
the city’s boundaries.

(b) The city shall furnish to the State
highway department a copy of its notice
at the same time it is transmitted to the
Federal Highway Administrator.

§ 476.610 Agreement.

(a) Any city that has filed a notifi-
cation of intent under § 476.610 shall, on
or before January 1, 1975, submit the
following information to the Federal
Highway Administrator.

(1) Opinion of the incorporated city’s
Jegal counsel that the city has the consti-
tutional and statutory authority to em-
bark upon such a capital improvement
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and that the governing body of the city
has the legal authority to approve any
agreement between the city and the Fed-
eral government to undertake such a
project and to commit local funding.

(2) General description of the Inter-
state segment and city boundaries (ap-
propriate maps may satisfy this require-
ment).

(3) Satisfactory assurances that the
city will promptly enter into an agree-
ment with the Federal Highway Admin-
istrator to pay all non-Federal costs of
construction of such segment and of the
availability and source of funds for this
purpose,

(4) Any other pertinent information
on the status of the Interstate segment
as may be required by the Federal High-
way Administrator.

(b) The Federal Highway Administra-
tor shall take action on a city’s applica-
tion within 30 days of receipt of the
information required in paragraph (a)
of this section.

(c) When he Is satisfied with a city’s
submission, the Federal Highway Ad-
ministrator will provide it with a form
of agreement, which the Administrator
will sign when the agreement has been
approved and executed by the city, act-
ing through its duly authorized officials.

§476.612 State responsibility.

(a) Upon agreement between a city
and the Federal Highway Administrator

with respect to payment of the non-
Federal costs of construction, the State
in which the Interstate segment is lo-
cated shall:

(1) Undertake -construction in ac-
cordance with the provisions of Title 23,
United States Code, and other applicable
Federal laws and regulations, and

(2) On or before July 1, 1975, submit
a schedule for the expenditure of funds
for completion of construction of such
segment within the period of availability
of funds authorized to be appropriated
for completion of the Interstate System
and provide assurances that such seg-
ment will be constructed as required by
§ 476.108.

(b) The State may delegate the re-
sponsibility of construction to the city,
subject te the approval of the Federal
Highway Administrator.

Effective date. Because of the need to
resolve questions about the completion of
the Interstate System as quickly as pos-
sible, the relationship of the require-
ments in these regulations to statutory
deadlines in 23 U.8.C. 103(g), the limited
number of governmental agencies to
which the regulations are applicable, and
the relative simplicity of the require-
ments imposed within the next 30 days,
these regulations are effective upon
publication in the FEDERAL REGISTER,
June 12, 1974.

[FR Doc.74-13521 Filed 6-11-74;8:45 am]
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