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Pesticide chcmlcals in or on raw.—
agricultural commodities; tol-
ecrances and exemption ete.:
Carbofuran
Chiliorothalonil
2 4-dinitro-6-octylphenyl
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FEDERAL AVIATION ADMINISTRATION
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(2 documents) .. .-~ 29761, 29763

Consumers Power Co.cveeeee 29761
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HEALTH, EDUCATION, AND WELFARE
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ment Office; Food and Drug Ad-
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tutes of Health; Public Health
Service; Social Security Admin-
istration.
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Procurement policies. oo oeeo
Procurement regulations;
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HOUSING AND URBAN DEVELOPMENT
DEPARTMENT

See Pederal Disaster Assistance
Administration; Interstate Land
Sales Registration Office.

INTERIOR DEPARTMENT

See also Geological Suryvey; Fish
and Wildlife Service; Land
Management Bureau,

Contract clauses; listing of sub-
contractors

INTERSTATE COMMERCE COMMISSION
Notices

Fourth section applications for
relief
Hearing assignments. . oo eeen
Motor carriers:
Irregular route property car-
riers; gateway elimination... 20772
Temporary authority applica-
tions
Transfer proceedings..... ...

issuance of exclusive

INTERSTATE LAND SALES
REGISTRATION OFFICE

Notices

Land developers; investigatory
hearings, orders of suspen-
sion, ete.:

b X- vy A (o T Sl R

LABOR DEPARTMENT

See Occupational Safety and
Health Administration,

LAND MANAGEMENT BUREAU

Notices

Withdrawal and reservation of

lands, proposed, ete.:
California

MANAGEMENT AND BUDGET OFFICE

Notices

Clearance of reports; list of re-
quests (2 documents) ... 29768, 29769

NATIONAL BUREAU OF STANDARDS
Notices
Meetings:

Federal Information Processing
Standards Task Group 13
Workload Definition and
Benchmaking . o ..

NATIONAL INSTITUTES OF HEALTH
Notices
Meetings:
National Commission on Dia-
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Transplantation and Immunol-
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Notices
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Notices
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Safeguards for Special Nu-
clear Material ... . .. 29767

OCCUPATIONAL SAFETY AND HEALTH
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ADMINISTRATION
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sources Administration.... ..
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COMMISSION

Notices
Hearings, ete.:
American Stock Exchange, Inc__

29751

20736
29736

29769

CONTENTS

Continental Vending Machine
Corp
Talley Industries, Inc. ... ___
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tions; qualifying conditions;
correction

TRANSPORTATION DEPARTMENT
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portation Administration.
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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 II—FOOD AND NUTRITION
SEI;EICE, DEPARTMENT OF AGRICUL-
TU

SUBCHAPTER C—FOOD STAMP PROGRAM
{Amendment No. 66]

PART 271—PARTICIPATION OF STATE
AGENCIES AND ELIGIBLE HOUSEHOLDS

Methods of Distribution, Issuing, and
Accounting for Coupons and Receipts

On May 9, 1975, there was published
in the Feoeran RecistErR (FR Doc 76—
12307), & notice of proposed rulemaking
to amend §271.6(Q)(2) of the Food
Stamp Program regulations to extend
mandatory implementation of Public
Assistance Withholding (PAW) by State
agencles from July 1, 1875 to January 1,
1976.

Interested persons were given 15 days
in which to submit written comments,
suggestions or objections regarding the
proposed amendment. We received 17
comments on the proposed regulation.
Twelve comments were from State agen-
cles and one comment was from a county
welfare office. All 13 agencies strongly
supported extending the Implementation
date of PAW, The agencies agreed that
an additional 6 months would greatly
assist the agencies in Implementing PAW
and at the same time give the Congress
the necessary time to declde whether
this program should be made mandatory
or optional for use by State agencies.
Four opposing comments were received
from community action groups and legal
ald socleties. These groups expressed
opposition in having State agencies delay
implementation of PAW. After full con-
sideration of the opposing comments, the
Department believes that the considera-
tions for the amendment specified In the
notice of proposed rulemaking are valid.
Therefore, the Department has decided
to adopt the amendment as proposed.

Accordingly, § 271.6(d) (2) of Chapter
II, Title 7 CFR is revised as follows:
§271.6 Mabhods of distributing, issu-

ing, and accounting for coupons and
receipts.

‘d‘l .- s

(2) The State agency shall permit as
soon as possible but no later than Janu-
ary 1, 1976, any household participating
In the program, if it so elects, to have the
cost of its full monthly coupon allotment
deducted from any grant or payment
such household may be entitled to re-
celved under Title IV of the Soclal Se-

curity Act, and have its full monthly
coupon allotment distributed to 1t
- - » » »

(78 Stat. 703, as amended; 7 USC. 2011~
202¢6)

Effective Date. This amendment shall
become effective July 1, 1975.
(Catalog of Pederal Domestic Assistance Pro-

grams No. 10.551, National Archives Refer-
ence Services)

Dated: July 9, 1975,

RicHarp L. FPeLTNER,
Assistant Secretary.

[FR Doc.75-18224 Filed 7-14-75:8:45 am|

Title 9—Animals and Animal Products

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

SUBCHAPTER
TION OF ANIMALS
AND ANIMAL

PART 76—HOG CHOLERA AND OTHER

COMMUNICABLE SWINE DISEASES

Area Quarantined

This amendment quarantines portions
of Deaf Smith and Castro Countles in
Texas because of the existence of the
contagion of hog cholera. This action is
deemed necessary to prevent further
spread of the disease. The restrictions
pertaining to the interstate movement
of swine and swine products from or
through quarantined areas as contained
in 9 CFR Part 76, as amended, will apply
to the quarantined area.

Accordingly, Part 76, Title 9, Code of
Federal Regulations, as amended, re-
stricting the Interstate movement of
swine and certain products because of
hog cholera and other communicable
swine diseases, Is hereby amended in the
following respect:

In §96.2, paragraph (e) is amended
to read:

§ 76.2 Notice relating 10 existence of the
comagion or vectors of hog cholera
and other swine diseases: prohibition
of movement of any hog cholera
virus, exceptions; spread of disease
through raw parbage; regulations:
qn-rmlmu; Eradication States; Free
States.

» » - » »

(e) Notice of quarantine: Notice iIs
hereby given that because of the exist-

ATE  TRANSPORTA-
DING POULTRY)

ence of the contaglon of hog cholera and

the nature and extent of such contagion
or the existence of vectors, the following
area is quarantined:

Texas. The adjacent portions of Deal
Smith and Castro Counties bounded by &

line beginning at the junction of Farm
to Market Road 809 and U.S. Highway
60 in Deaf Smith County; thence, fol-
lowing U.S. Highway 60 in a southwest-
erly direction to the first unnamed
county road; thence, following the un-
named county road in a southerly, then
westerly, then southerly direction to the
dirt road extension of Farm to Market
Road 2397 in Castro County; thence, fol-
lowing the dirt road extension of Farm
Market Road 2897 in a westerly direction
to Farm to Market Road 2397, thence,
following Farm to Market Road 2397 in &
westerly direction to Farm to Market
Road 1057; thence, following Farm to
Market Road 1057 in a northerly, then
easterly direction to its junction with
U.S. Highway 385 and Farm to Market
Road 1062 in Deaf Smith County; thence,
following Farm to Market Road 1062 in
an easterly direction to Farm to Market
Road 809; thence, following Farm to
Mnarket Road 809 in a southerly direction
to its junction with US. Highway 60 In
Deaf Smith County.

» - » - »
(Secs, 47, 23 Stat, 32, as amended; secs. 1
and 2, 32 Stat, 7901-792, as amended; secs.
1-4, 83 Stat, 1264, 1265, as amended; sec. 1, 756
Stat. 481; secs, 3 and 11, 76 Stat, 180, 132
(21 US.C. 111-113, 114g. 115, 117, 120, 121,
123-126, 134b, 1341); 37 FR 28404, 28477, 08
FR 10141)

Eflective date. The foregoing amend-
tlx;(;x;t shall become effective on July 10,

The amendment Imposes certain fur-
ther restrictions necessary to prevent
the interstate spread of hog cholera, and
must be made effective immediately to
accomplish its purpose in the public in-
terest. It does not appear that public
participation in this rulemaking pro-
ceeding would make additional relevant
information available to the Department.

Accordingly, under the administrative
procedure provisions in § U.S.C, 5§53, 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 it effective
less than 30 days after publication in the
Froznal REGISTER,

Done at Washington, D.C., this 10th
day of July, 1975,

J. K. ATwELL,
Acting Deputy Administrator,
Veterinary Services, Animal
and Plant Heaith Ingpection
Service,

|FR Doc. 75-18308 Piled 7-14-75;8:45 am |
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Title 12—Banks and Banking

CHAPTER V—FEDERAL HOME LOAN
BANK BOARD

SUBCHAPTER B-—FEDERAL HOME LOAN
BANK SYSTEM

[No. 76-566)
PART 531—STATEMENTS OF POLICY
Statement of Policy Regarding Liquidating
ends in Mergers

Juxe 25, 1975.

The following summary of the state-
ment of policy adopted by this resolu-
tion is provided for the reader's con-
venlence and is subject to the full pro-
visions of this Resolution, including the
provisions in the preamble thereof, and
::1 the amended regulations set forth

ow.

I. PRESENT SITUATION

Where shareholders or depositors of
an institution that is merged into an-
other institution receive a special “divi-
dend” in order to equalize or otherwise
adjust the net worth percentages of the
institutions, the payment has been con-
sidered to be in the nature of a “liquidat~
ing dividend” and has not been made
subject to rate control. The Board has
considered the payment of “liquidating
dividends” on a case by case basis in
acting upon merger applications and has
approved such payments if they have
been no greater than necessary to equal-
ize net worth percentages and if both the
total amount being paid and the per-
centage return to savings accountholders
were not significant,

II. AMENDED STATEMENT OF PoLicy

Applies the Board’s rate control rules
to “liquidating dividends" paid in con-
nection wjth mergers (including bulk
purchases of assets involving the as-
sumption of savings accounts and other
liabilities), which has the effect of pre-
cluding the payment of such dividends
unless part of an actual lquidation.

III, REASON FOR AMENDMENT

To set forth the Board's policy regard-
ing liguidating dividends. Liquidating
dividends are of serious concern to the
Board on several grounds. The payment
of such dividends (1) makes it neces-
sary for the Board to determine the
equitability of the amount of the divi-
dend and of the formula used in deter-
mining the payees; (2) may result in a
so-called “windfall” distribution which
could cause shifts of savings funds and
resulting harm to other institutions in
the vicinity; (3) operates to favor sur-
viving Institutions with low net worth
ratios; (4) falls to take into account the
relative market values of the assets of
the merging Institutions and the relative
earnings of such institutions; (5) falls
to recognize that, In the absence of an
actual liquidation, the disappearing as-
soclation is in effect operating on a com-
bined basis and that it is therefore inap-
propriate to trigger a full recognition in

RULES AND REGULATIONS

cash of the proprietary interests of the
mutual accountholders; and (6) re-
moves needed funds from the housing
market.

The Federal Home Loan Bank Board,
by Resolution No. 75-210, dated March 5,
1975, proposed to amend Part 531 of the
Regulations for the Federal Home Loan
Bank System (12 CFR Part 531), en-
titled “Statement of Policy”, by adding
thereto a new § 531.10. “The purpose of
new §531.10 is to set forth the Board’s
policy regarding “liquidating dividends”
paid in connection with mergers (includ-
ing bulk purchase as assets involving the
assumption of savings accounts and
other liabilities) and how the Board's
rate control rules (12 CFR Part 526) af-
fect such payments. Notice of such pro-
posed rulemaking was duly published in
the Froeran RecIsTeER on March 11, 1975
(40 FR 11363), with an invitation for in-
terested persons to submit written com-
ments by April 14, 1975.

On the basis of its consideration of all
relevant material presented by inter-
ested persons and otherwise available,
and after consultation with the Board of
Governors of the Federal Reserve Sys-
tem and the Board of Directors of the
Federal Deposit Insurance Corporation,
the Board hereby amends Part 531 by
adding a new §531.10, to read as set
forth below, effective July 15, 1975.

The effect of this new statement of
policy will be to preclude the payment of
liquidating or similar dividends to sav-
ings accountholders in institutions whose
assets are being acquired by statutory
merger or bulk purchase involving an as-
sumption of savings accounts and other
liabilities, whether or not such payment
i5 Intended to adjust the relative net
worths of the disappearing and acquir-
ing Institutions. When savings accounts
are being assumed in such an acquisition,
the Board does not consider an actual
liquidation to have occurred so as to en-
title the savings accountholders in the
disappearing institution to a distribution
of all or part of its net worth, This policy
will not apply to a distribution of net
worth made by a non-member disappear-
ing institution in contemplation of a
merger but prior to execution of a merger
agreement or other merger commitment.

This new statement of policy will not
apply to payments made under merger
agreements executed by both institutions
prior to March 11, 1975 (the date of Fep-
ERAL ReG1sTER publication of this amend-
ment as originally proposed). This
“grandfathering provision' represents an
expansion from the Board’s original pro-

1.
m;lance the statement of policy hereby
adopted applies to payments made pur-
suant to merger agreements executed
after March 11, 1975, it Is the opinion of
the Board that publication of the state-
ment of policy for the 30-day period
specified in 12 CFR 508.14 and 5 US.C.
553(d) prior to the effective date thereof
is unnecessary, and the Board therefore
hereby provides that the statement of

policy shall become effective as herein-
before set forth.

Section 531.10 is added to read gas
follows:

§ 53110 Liquidating dividends in mer.
gers.

(a) If a payment is made to holders of
any savings accounts in a disappearing
institution as part of a merger with a
“member Institution” as defined in
§526.1 of this chapter, the Board will
consider such payment as a violation of
§ 526.2(a) of this chapter by the mem-
ber institution if the payment, together
with any other return to such holders,
exceeds the maximum rate of return pre-
scribed In § 526.2(a), whether such pay-
ment is characterized as a “liquidating
dividend”, “bonus dividend”, “equal-
izing dividend” or otherwise. The term
“merger” includes consolidations and
bulk purchases of assets in exchange for
assumption of savings accounts and other
liabilities. However, a payment made as
part of an actual liquidation of a disap-
pearing institution in a transaction in-
volving a bulk purchase of its assets
without an assumption of its savings ac-
counts and other liabilities would not be
viewed as being made as part of a merger,
and such payment would not violate
§526.2(a). A merger of the bulk-pur-
chase-of-assets type, with an assumption
of savings accounts and other liabilities,
does not involve an actual liquidation of
a disappearing mutual institution so as
to entitle the holders of its savings ac-
counts to a distribution of its net worth.
For these purposes, a savings account
will be considered to have been assumed
unless full payment therefor has been
made to the holder.

(b) The Board will not consider a pay-
ment made to the holders of sayings ac-
counts in a non-member disappearing
institution in contemplation of a merger
with a member institution as a violation
of §526.2(a) if the payment is made by
the non-member institution prior to exe~
cution of a merger agreement or other
merger commitment with the member
institution. However, in acting upon any
application under §§546.2 or 563.22 of
this chapter, the Board will consider the
effect of any such payment on the finan-
cial condition of the surviving insured
institution along with other factors rele-
vant to the insurance risk of the Federal
5a.vlnas and Loan Insurance Corpora-

on.

(¢c) This statement of policy does not
apply to payments made pursuant to
merger agreements executed by both
institutions prior to March 11, 1975.
(Sec, 5B, 47 Stat, 727, as added by sec. 4, 80
Stat, 824, Sec. 17, 47 Stat. 736, as amended;
(12 US.0. 1425b, 1437); Reorg. Plan No. 3
of l::;l) 12 PR 4981, 3 OFR, 1943-48 Comp.,
p. 1

By the Federal Home Loan Bank
Board.

[sEAL) A. CatHERINE POORE,
Agssistant Secretary.

[FPR Doc,75-18284 Piled 7-14-75;8:46 am)
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SUBCHAPTER D—FEDERAL SAVINGS AND
LOAN INSURANCE CORPORATION

[No. 76-630)
PART 563—OPERATIONS

Amendments Relating to Collateralized
Borrowings
Jury 9, 1975.

The Federal Home Loan Bank Board,
by Resolution No, 75-299, dated April 2,
1075, amended Part 563 of the rules and
regulations for insurance of accounts (12
CFR Part 563) by adding thereto a new
§ 563.8-2 authorizing issuance of mort-
gage-backed bonds by insured institu-
tions subject to restrictions set forth in
§563.8-2(b). As adopted, §563.8-2(b)
does not provide for walver of any of the
restrictions set forth therein.

Upon reconsideration, the Board has
determined that it is desirable to amend
§ 563.8-2(b) to provide for waiver of the
restrictions set forth therein upon spe-
cifie request in a given case. This amend-
ment is consistent with §563.8-2(a),
which permits waiver of the eligibility
requirements set forth in that provision.

Accordingly the Board hereby amends
§ 563.8-2(b) to read as set forth below,
effective July 16, 1975,

Since the above amendment relieves
restriction, the Board hereby finds that
notice and public procedure with respect
to sald amendment are unnecessary un-
der the provisions of 12 CFR 508.11 and
5 U.S.C. §53(b), and since publication of
sald amendment for the 30-day period
specified in 12 CFR 508.14 and 5 US.C.
553(d) prior to the effective date of sald
amendment would, in the opinion of the
Board, likewise be unnecessary for the
same reason, the Board hereby provides
that sald amendment shall become effec-
tive as hereinbefore set forth.

Bection 563.8-2(b) is amended to read
us follows:
£ 563.8-2 Issuance of morigage-hacked

bonds.

(b) Restrictions on the bond. No mort-
gage-backed bond may be issued pursu-
ant to this section unless it Is in con-
formity with the following requiren.ents,
except that one or more of such require-
ments may be waived by the Corporation
upon specific request In a given case:

- - - » -

(Secs. 402, 408, 407, 48 Stat, 1256, 1257, as
asmended; (12 US.C. 1725, 1726, 1730); Reorg.
Plan No. 8 of 1647, 12 FR 4081, 3 CFR, 1043~
48 Comp., p. 1071)

By the Federal Home Loan Bank
Board.

[seaL] GrExvVILLE L, MILLARD, Jr.,
Assistant Secretary.

{FR Doc 7318280 Plled 7-14-75,8:45 am|)

|No. 75-628)
PART 563—OPERATIONS
Amendments Relating to Recordkeeping

JuLy 9, 1975.

The Board considers it desirable to
amend § 563.17-1(c)(3) of the rules and
regulations for Insurance of accounts (12

FEDERAL
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CFR 563.17-1(c) (3)) for the purpose of

the documentation require-
ments therein relating to loans sold by
an insured institution,

Former §563.17-1(c) (3) reguired an
{nsured institution, in the sale of whole
loans or participating interests in loans,
to obtain and include in its records an
opinion by its attorney stating whether
each such sale was without recourse,
Such requirement was adopted prior to
development and routine use of stand-
ardized sales contracts. The present
amendment permits an insured institu-
tion to have its attorney render an opin-
fon on the terms of a sales agreement
and thereafter comply with the regula-
tory requirement by including a copy of
such opinion in the record of any sale of
loans where a sales agreement compris-
ing the same terms Is used,

Accordingly, the Board hereby amends
§ 563.17-1(¢c) (3) as set forth below, ef-
fective July 15, 1075,

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

In § 568.17-1, (¢} (3) Is revised to read
as follows:

£ 563.17-1 Examinations and audiis;
appraisals; establishment and main-
tenance of records.

(¢) Establishment and maintenance of
records. To enable the Corporation to
examine insured institutions and affili-
ates, and audit Insured Institutions, af-
filiates, and service corporations, pursu-
ant to the provisions of paragraph (a) of
this section, each Insured Institution, af-
fillate and service corporation thereof
shall establish and maintain such ac-
counting and other records as will pro-
vide an accurate and complete record of
all business transacted by it, and the
documents, files and other material or
property comprising sald records shall at
all times be avallable for such examing-
tion and sudit, wherever any of said
records, documents, files, material or
property may be. Without any limitation
on the generality of the foregoing sen-
tence and without modification of any
other requirement with respect to the es-
tablishment and maintenance of records
to which such institution is subject, each
insured institution shall establish and
maintain the following records:

(3) Records with respect to loans sold.
The records of an insured institution
with respect to each sale of loans by it,
whether such loans are sold in whole or
in part, shall include a signed opinion by

such Institution’s attorney-at-law stating
whether the terms of the sales agreement
governing such sale provide for a sale
without recourse,

» - - - »
(Secs. 402, 408, 407, 48 Stat. 1256, 1257, 1200,
as amended; (12 US.C. 1735, 1726, 1730):
Reorg. Plan No. 3 of 1947, 12 FR 4981, 8 CFR,
194348 Comp., p. 1071)

By the Federal Home Loan Bank
Board.
[seaL] GrenviLre L, MILLARD, Jr.,
Assistant Secretary.
{PR Doc.76-18285 Filed 7-14-76;8:45 am |

SUBCHAPTER F—REGULATIONS FOR SAVINGS

AND LOAN HOLDING COMPANIES
[No. 75-627)
PART 584—REGULATED ACTIVITIES
Amendment Relating to Transactions with
Affiiates

Jury 9, 1975,

L Present regulation. Does not pro-
hibit an Insured institution from au-
thorizing or permitting the opening or
increasing of savings accounts therein
in an office where stock, bonds, deben-
tures, notes, or similar obligations of a
holding company affiliate of the institu-
tion are sold or offered for sale.

II. Amended regulation. Prohibits in-
sured Institutions from authorizing or
permitting such transactions.

III. Reason jor amendment. To avold
confusion of Insured savings account
transactions with transactions relating
to investment in obligations of an in-
sured Institution’s affiliate.

The Federal Home Loan Bank Board,
by Resolution No. 75-303, dated April 2,
1975, proposed an amendment to § 584.3
(a) of the Regulations for Savings and
Loan Holding Companies (12 CFR 584.3
(a)) for the purpose of prohibiting an
fnsured Institution from authorizing or
permitting the opening or increasing of
accounts in such Institution in any office
where securities of an afliliate are sold
or offered for sale. Notice of such pro-
posed rulemaking was duly published in
the Peomrau Rzcrstern on April 9, 1975
(40 FR 16080), with an invitation for in-
terested persons to submit written com-
ments by May 12, 1975.

The amendment adopted by this
Resolution differs from the proposal in
that the phrase “stock, bond, debenture,
note, or similar obligation” has been sub-
stituted for the term “security” In
the proposal. This change is for the pur-
pose of making clear that the amended
regulation does not apply to certain in-
surance contracts which are issued by af-
Nliates of insured Institutions and which
might be construed as “securities™.

On the basis of Its consideration of all
relevant material presented by interested
persons and otherwise available, the
Board hereby amends § 584.3 by redesig-
nating as paragraph (a) (7) the former
paragraph ) (6) thereof and adding
thereto &8 new paragraph (a)(6), such
new paragraph (a) (@) to read ns set
forth below, effective August 15, 1975,
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§ 584.3 Transactions with affiliates,

(a) » - .

(6) Authorize or permit the opening
or increasing of savings accounts in such
institution in any office where any stock,
bond, debenture, note, or similar obliga-
tion of an affiliate is sold or offered for
sale; or

- - L . -
(Secs, 402, 403, 48 Stat. 1256, 1257, as
amended; Sec, 408, 48 Stat. 1261, as added by
73 Stat. 691, ss amended; 12 U.8.C. 1725, 1728,
1730a. Reorg. Plan No. 3 of 1947, 12 FPR.
4081, 3 CFR, 1043-48 Comp,, p 1071)

By the Federal Home Loan Bank
Board.

[sear] Grenviire L. Minrarp, Jr.,
Assistant Secretary.

IFR Doc.75-18287 Filed T-14-75;8:45 am|)

Title 13—Business Credit and Assistance

CHAPTER 1II—ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT
ADMINISTRATION, DEPARTMENT OF
COMMERCE

PART 313—JOB OPPORTUNITIES
PROGRAM

Grant and Loan Program

Part 313 of Chapter III of Title 13 of
the Code of Federal Regulations is here-
by amended.

In that the material contained herein
is a matter relating to the grant and
Joan program of the Economic Devel-
opment Administration and because &
delay in implementing these regulations
would be contrary to the public interest,
the relevant provisions of the Adminis-
trative Procedure Act (5 U.S.C. 553) re-
quiring notice of proposed rulemaking,
opportunity for public participation and
delay In effective date are inapplicable.

Section 3813.24 is revised to read as
follows:

§ 313.24 Eligible projects,

(a) Public works activities which are
Iabor Intensive and which meet the re-
quirements of §313.6 are eligible for
assistance. Projects may include, but are
not limited to, such activities as rehabili-
tation of buildings, street paving and re-
pairs, painting, park developments, en-
vironmental improvements and other
community Improvement projects.

(1) In general, projects will be con-

sidered to be labor intensive if at least
50 percent of the Title X funds provided
for that project are to be expended for
direct labor costs.
(Sec. 701, Pub, L, 89-136 (August 28, 1065):
(42 U.8.0.8211); 70 Stat, 570 and Dopartment
of Commerce Organization Order 10-4 (April
1, 1970) as amended (35 FR 6070 as amonded
at 40 PR 12632) )

Eflective date: This amendment be-
comes effective on July 15, 1975,

Dated: July 8, 1975,

Witmer D. MizeLr,
Assistant Secretary
for Economic Development,

[FR Do¢,76-18278 Plled 7-14-75:8:45 am)
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Title 14—Aeronautics and Space

CHAPTER |—FEDERAL AVIATION
ADMINISTRATION

[Docket No. 75-GL-8 Amdt. 39-2261]
PART 39—AIRWORTHINESS DIRECTIVES
Bellanca Models 7 and 8 Series

Amendment 39-2173, 40 FR 17138, AD
75-09-02, as amended by Amendment
39-2243, requires installation of Bellanca
Service Kit #2438 on the Bellanca Models
TECA, TGCAA, TGCEC, TKCAB, 8KCAB,
and 8GCBC airplanes. After issuing
Amendment 39-2173, the agency deter-
mined that the carburetor alternate afr
valve furnished with Bellanca Service
Kit #248 and installed in accordance
with Amendment 39-2173 was suscepti-
ble to fatigue fallure. Therefore, the AD
is being further amended to remove
those serials covered by paragraph A of
lthe AD pending resolution of the prob-
em.

Since this amendment relleves a re-
striction and imposes no additional bur-
den on any person, notice and public
procedure hereon are unnecessary and
the amendment may be made effective
in less than 30 days.

In consideration of the foregoing and
pursuant to the authority delegated to
me by the Administrator (31 FR 13697),
§ 30.13 of Part 39 of the Federal Avia-
tion Regulations, Amendment 39-2173,
40 FR 17138, AD 75-09-02, as amended
by Amendment 39-2243, is further
a;nended by deleting paragraph A there-
of,

This amendment becomes effective

July 21, 1975.
(8ecs, 313(a) 601, and 603, Federal Aviation
Act of 1958 (49 US.C. 1354(n), 1421, and
1423) ; sec. 6(0), Department of Transporta-
tion Act (40 US.C. 1655(¢)))

Issued In Des Plaines, Illinois, on
July 7, 1975,

Jonx M. CYROCKI,
Director,
Great Lakes Region.

[FR Doc/75-18200 Filed 7-14-75:8:45 am|

[Docket No. 13581; Amdt. No, 01-120)
PART 91—GENERAL OPERATING AND
FLIGHT RULES

Taxi Clearances at Alrgoru With Operating
Control Towers

The purpose of this amendment to
Part 91 of the Federal Aviation Regula~
tions is to provide that no pilot may-taxi
an aircraft on a taxiway at an airport
with an operating control tower unless
an ATC clearance is obtained.

Notice No, 74-13 was published In the
FeoerAL REGISTER on March 27, 1974 (39
FR 11301) stating that the Federal Avia-
tion Administration was considering
amending Part 91 to clarify the rules re-
garding the clearances required at air-
ports with operating control towers, That
Notice proposed to require that pllots
obtain an appropriate clearance before
taxling, taking off, or landing on the
movement area of the airport, and pro-

posed to add a definition of “movement
area.”

Interested persons were afforded an
opportunity to participate In the pro-
posed rule making. Due consideration
was given to all relevant matter pre-
sented.

Forty-five comments were recelved in
response to the notice. Twelve com-
mentators objected to the proposal. The
other comments either concurred or sug-
gested minor changes.

One commentator objected to the pro-
posed amendment on the basis that
§91.87(b) already requires two-way
radio communication before an air
craft is operated to, from, or “on an
alrport.” He stated that his Interpreta-
tion of this paragraph, together with
§ 91.87(h) (which requires a clearance
before taxiing on a runway) is that an
alrcraft on an airport with a control
tower should not move under its own
power until a clearance is received. This
amendment is issued to make § 91.87 con-
sistent with this commentator's Interpre-
tation, with respect to the taxiing of air-
craft on taxiways. This amendment.
therefore, prescribes what pilots have
long practiced, that is, obtaining a clear-
ance from the tower prior to taxiing on a
taxiway. This amendment was proposed
because § 91.87(h) omitted a specific re-
ference to taxiways.

Several commentators objected to the
introduction of what they believed was a
new, unnecessary, and potentially con-
fusing term: “movement area.” While
the term “movement area” need not
cause confusion, the FAA has deter-
mined that it is unnecessary, and with
the addition of the term “taxiways” to
the regulation those areas in which an
ATC clearance should be required are
adequately described. Accordingly, this
amendment is adopted without use of
the proposed téerm “movement area,”
and adds only taxiways to the current
Al;rc clearance requirement of §91.87
(h).

One commentator expressed his balief
that the Federal Aviation Act of 1958
does not establish the necessary author-
ity for cgntrolling ground movements
of aircraft. The FAA does not agree.
That Act adequately supports the issu-
ance of regulations to ensure the safe
operation of afrcraft on the ground, “Air
commerce"” as defined in the Act (sec.
101(4)) iIncludes any operation or nav-
igation of aircraft which directly affects,
or which may endanger safety in, air
commerce. “Operation of aircraft” is de-
fined in the Act (sec, 101(268)) to mean
any use of aircraft for the purpose of
air navigation. Section 307(¢) of the Act
specifically authorizes the Administra-
tor to prescribe rules for the navigation
of aircraft, for the protection of persons
and property on the ground, and for the
prevention of collision between aireraft,
and between aircraft and land or water
vehicles, Finally, section 313(a) author-
izes the Administrator to make or amend
such general or special rules as he shall
deem necessary to carry out the provi-
sions of, and to exercise his duties under
the Act. None of these provisions of the
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Act are limited to the operation of alr-
craft in flight.

One comment requested that the pro-

be broadened to include aircraft

movement other than taxiing (such as
the towing of aircraft) and to include
persons other thén pilots. In order not
to exceed the scope of Notice 74-13, this
amendment is limited to pilots and to the
taxiing of aircraft.
(Secs, 307 and 313(a), Federal Aviation Act
of 1058 (49 U.SOC. $§1348, and 1354(a)):
sec. 6(c), Department of Transportation Act
(40 U.B.0, § 1655(¢c)))

In consideration of the foregoing, Part
01 of the Federal Aviation Regulations
is amended, effective August 18, 1975, by
amending § 81.87(h) to read as follows:

§91.87 Operation at airports with op-
erating control towers,
. - - - -

(h) Clearances required. No pilot may,
at an airport with an operating control
tower, taxi an aircraft on a runway or
taxiway, or takeoff or land an aircraft,
unless he has received an appropriate
clearance from ATC. A clearance to
“taxi to” the runway Is a clearance to
cross all intersecting runways but is not
a clearance to “tax! on" the assigned
TUNWAY.

Issued in Washington, D.C. on July 3,
1975.
J. W. CocHRAN,
Acting Administrator.
|FR Doc.75-18301 Plled 7-14-75;8:45 am|]

Title 15—Commerce and Foreign Trade

CHAPTER IlI—DOMESTIC AND INTERNA-
TIONAL BUSINESS ADMINISTRATION,
DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
SUBCHAPTER B—EXPORT REGULATIONS

PART 377—SHORT SUPPLY CONTROLS

Method of ermln%_hixports of Petroleum
Products in the Third Quarter 1975

The licensing system used in the sec-
ond gquarter 1975 for the export of petro-
leum products other than crude oll is
generally continued on the same basis
during the third quarter 1975, except that
the base period for determining export-
ers’ shares of quota entitlements for
Commodity Group I (Butane, propane,
and natural gas liquids) is changed to
July 1, 1972 through September 30, 1972,
This change in the base period is made to
conform to that used in the mandatory
allocations program of the Federal En-
ergy Administration, which recognizes
seasonal fluctuations In the use of these
products. All other product quotas, as
in the past, are to be calculated on a base
period average spanning 1971, 1972, and
the first six months of 1973.

As during the second quarter 1975, car-
bon-black feedstock oils (Commodity
Group H) will not be subject to quota
limitations, but will be subject to vali-
dated export licensing. Consignees of car-
bon-black feedstock olls must be estab-
lished users of this product as a petro-
chemical feedstock in the manufacture
of carbon-black. Also, exporters of car-
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bon-black feedstock oils are required to
submit certain additional documentation
as described In §377.6(e) (4) to support
an application for export license.

The policy for the export of crude ofl
will remain the same as that announced
in Export Administration Bulletin No.
114 of April 18, 1974.

The country quotas for each Petroleum
Commodity Group that will be available
during the third quarter 1975 are an-
nounced in Supplement No, 2 to Part 377
of the Export Administration Regula-
tions and contained herein. As previous-
1y, 5 percent of the overall quota for each
Commodity Group will be reserved for
contingencies and the announced coun-
try quotas represent 95 percent of the
overall authorized exports. All licenses
issued during the third quarter 1975 will
expire 30 days after the end of the cal-
endar quarter, Requests for extension of
the validity period of such licenses nor-
mally will not be entertained.

Accordingly, Supplement No. 2 to Part
377 of the Export Administration Reg-
ulations (15 CFR Part 377) is revised to

read as follows:
SUPPLEMENT NO. 2—PETROLEUM AND
PETROLE

UM PRODUCTS SUBJECT TO
SHORT SUPPLY LICENSING CONTROLS

Schedule B Commaodity
numbder description
Patroleum Licensed Only in
Accordance With § 377.6(d)
(1)
GROUP A
3310100 ... m Crude petroleum
3310200 ....... Petroleum partly refined
for further refining
Petroloum Products
Subfect
fo Historical Quotas
OROUP B
3321018 .. ..... Aviation gasoline
GROUP ©
3321080 wveenen Gasoline, n.o.c.
8321060 .. .... Gasoline blending sgents,
hydrocarbon compounds
only, n.e.o.
GROUP D
8322010 e Kerosene, except kerosone-
type jet fuel
GROUP ¥
8322020 ... ...~ Jet fuel
anour ¥
3333000 . ... Distillate fuel olls
GROUP G
3324000 <.cnena Reatdual fuel olls
onouy 1
34110235 « v en Butane
3411080 .cccn.. Propane
341.1040 . ... Natural gas liquids, in-
cluding LPG, nec,
Petroleum Products Not
Subject to Quotas
GROUP H
3329160 «.cue.- Carbon black feedstock oll

Quantities: Report the above commodities
in barrels of 42 gallons,
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Shipping tolerance: 10 percent.
Submission dates: Not prior to the begin-
ning of the applicable quarter, and not Iater

than:
3rd Quarter
1975
Historical exporters of Sept. 20, 1075,
petroleum commodi-
ties other than crude
olls,
Hardships, crude ofl ex- Atany time,

porters, and carbon
black feed-stock ol
exporters,

Counmay Quoras ror Grour B
(Schadule B No. 332.1015, Aviation Gasoline)

Quota
Country: (barrels)
Bahamas 1,676
Belglum ... 8
Bolivia 2,761
Cameroon 85
Cansda 3,313
Dahomey 58
French Paclific Isiands 8,853
Gabon 118
Holland 18, 940
Honduras 307
India 12,743
Ivory Coast 99
Mexico 10, 509
B 14,783
All other countries 165

CountrY Quoras yor Grouvr C
(Schedule B No. 332.1030, Gasoline, n.0.o.)

(Schedule B No. 332.1050, Gasoline blending
agents, hydrocarbon compounds only, n.e.c,)

Quota
Country: (barrals)
Australia 554
Austria ... 139
Bahamas 872
Belgium .. 3,920
Brazil ... 20, 061
Canada .. 76,078
Denmark . 76
Finland ... 162
France . 635
French Pacific Isiands 18,523
TROTIATICY o enapis o e i i s oot 48,039
BRI i st it oddpoteitisedes 143
) ¢ EACU AN T 108
5 TV b M AT B R gty (o 314
TAPIEL 5555 riptpr e s e o am 200
Leeward & Windward Islands. 1,100
AROEIO0: i et e 149, 701
5 G e — o6
Nigeria 143
Philippines ... 187
South Afriea.. 556
Sweden 50
United Kingdom 3111
Venezuela 165
West Germany.. 3,960
All other countries 513

CouxTtRY Quoras ron Guovr D

(S8chedule B No, 3322010, Kerosene, axcept
kerosene-typeo jet fual)

Quota
Country: (barreis)
L UITTE o 1 1T R —— 1.118
Brazil ... 150
Canada .. 1, 667
o 11 NN MR L IO S 122
[ ST S SRR L 50
Vg eI ISR At — 83
PRIOS . oo ccvarsnsedeseansds 59
Fronch Pacific Islands....... 3,048
[« 71 R e S A A R 206
TOUADRT s o e v grcncsnnpnsy 349
) (L7 IR A Mindeniag Sl 5868
Ry T R 407
JBPDAD & i chdns c bbb 2,354
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Country:

COoUNTRY QUOTAS ror Gaove E
(Schedule B No. 332.2020, Jet Fuel)

Quota

Country: (barrels)

CouNTRY QUOTAS YOR GROUP F
(Schedule B No. 8323000, Distillate fuel olls)

Quota

(barrels)
8,125
98, 156
30, 385
22,418
10, 086
58, 805
11, 636
190, 448
84,072
18,577
327
1,369

Netherlnnds Antilles. ...
Peoru =
Surinam a—

All other countries...

Couxny QUoTas ror Guovr G
(Schedule B No. 832.4000, Residual fuel olls)

Quota

(barrels)
110, 780
11, 276
12, 865
63, 662
833, 224
14, 182
32, 003
2,403
10, 967
10, 708
50, 108
11,026
181,979
162, 086
266, 1056
12, 746
643, 500
99, 078
- 74,793
30, 821
2,070
15, 465
21,432
36, 283
75,413
227, 631
814

Country:
BANAIAS e e e
Barbados
Belgium
Braail
Cannds
Canary Islands...
Denmark
Prance

pan

Lesward & Windward Islands.
Mexico
Netherlands Antilles.

United Kingdom..... -
All other countries...

Courtny Quoras you Grour I
(Schedule B No, 841,1025, Butane)
(Schedule B No. 341.1030, Propane)

(Schdeule B No, 341.1040, Natural
gns llquids)
Quota
(barrels)
18, 651

Country:
Canada
Mex1co ...
Nethorlands
Japan

Guatemals
All other.
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Base period: The base period for determin-
Ing historical quota shares for group I com-
modities in the third quarter 1975 is the
period from July 1, 1972 to September 30,
1972.

Effective date of action: July 3, 1975,

Raurr H. MeYER,
Direclor,
Office of Export Administration.

{FR Doe.756-18217 Filed 7-14-75;8:45 am |

Title 20—Employee's Benefits

CHAPTER 111—SOCIAL SECURITY ADMIN-
ISTRATION, DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH,
EDUCATION, AND WELFARE

[|Regs. No. 5)

PART 405—FEDERAL HEALTH INSUR-
ANCE FOR THE AGED AND DISABLED

Health Maintenance Organizations;
Qualifying Conditions

Correction

In FR Doc.75-16867 appearing at page
28016, in the issue for Wednesday, July 2,
lozg,ethe following corrections should be
made:

1. On page 28018 in the second col-
umn, the next to the last line in § 405.-
2001(b) (4) should read: “covered items
’and services to its title XVIII beneficiar-

es."

2. In § 405.2001(b) (5) (1) in the second
column on page 28018, the third line
should read: “marily through physiclans
who are em-",

3. In the third column on page 28018,
the third line of §405.2001(b) (5) (iD)
should read: “marily through independ-
ent practition-".

4. On page 28020 in the first column,
in §405.2005(a) (3) (1), the eleventh line
should read: “patient. Such services must
be or must appear”’,

Title 21—Food and Drugs

CHAPTER 1—FOOD AND DRUG ADMINIS-
TRATION, DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH,
EDUCATION, AND WELFARE

|FRL 300-8; FAPSH5081/R9]

PART 561—TOLERANCES FOR PESTI-
CIDES IN ANIMAL FEEDS ADMINIS-
TERED BY ENVIRONMENTAL PROTEC-
TION AGENCY

Thiabendazole

On September 27, 1974, notice was
given (39 FR 34706) that Merck, Sharp
& Dohme, Rahway NJ 07065 had filed a
food additive petition (FAP 5H5061)
with the Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA). This petition proposed
the establishment of a food additive
tolerance for residues of the fungicide
thiabendazole (2 - (4 - thiazolyl) benz-
imidazole) in potato processing waste at
30 parts per milllon resulting from con-
centration and ocarry-over following
post-harvest application of the funglclide
to potatoes. [A related document on
thiabendazole and the establishment of
a pesticide tolerance appeared in the
FeperAL REGISTER on June 17, 1975 (40
FR 255681).]1

The data submitted in the petition and
other relevant material have been eval-

uated. It is concluded that the tolerance
should be established to cover residues
resulting from both pre- and post-har-
vest applications, The tolerance estab-
lished by amending the regulation (21
CFR 6561.380) will protect the public
health.

Any person adversely affected by this
regulation may on or before August 14,
1975 file written objections with the
Hearing Clerk, Environmental Protection
Agency, 401 M Btreet SW, East Tower,
Room 1019, Washington D.C. 20460, SBuch
objections should be submitted in quin-
tuplicate and specify the provisions of
the regulation deemed ob, 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.

Effective July 15, 1875, Part 561, Sub-
part A, Is amended by revising § $61.380
as set forth below.

Dated: July 8, 1975.
(Sec. 409(¢) (1) and (4), the Federal Food,
Drug, and Cosmetic Act (21 US.C. 348(¢c) (1)
and (4)). transferred to Admnistrator EPA
in Reorganization Plan No, 3 (85 FR 16628) )

Epwin L. JOHNSOR,
Depuly Assistant Administrator,
Jor Pesticide Programs,

Section 561,380 is amended by adding
the new paragraph “30 parts per mil-
lion * * *" after the paragraph 33 parts
per million * * *” to read as follows:

§561.380 Thiabendazole.

30 parts per million in potato process-
ing waste resulting from pre- and post-
harvest applications to the raw agricul-
tural commodity potatoes.

» » - M .

|FR Doo.76-18207 Filed 7-14-75;8:45 am)

SUBCHAPTER F—BIOLOGICS
[Docket No, TSN-0022)

TEST FOR HEPATITIS B SURFACE
ANTIGEN

The Commissioner of Food and Drugs
is amending the biologics regulations, ef-~
fective September 15, 1975, (1) to re-
quire that all references to “hepatitis as-
sociated (Australin) antigen” and “hepa-
titis associated antibody (anti-Australie
Antigen)" be changed to “hepatitis B
surface antigen (HB.Ag)", and “anti-
body to hepatitis B surface antigen
(Anti-HB,) " respectively, (2) to re-
quire that the testing for the presence of
Hb Ag of all donations of human blood,
plasma, and serum to be used in prepar-
ing biological products be performed
using only those rengents which are most
sensitive In their capacity to detect such
antigen, and (3) to restrict the use of
source blood, plasma, or serum that is
reactive to hepatitis B surface antigen to
the very few situations in which final
products can be prepared only from
hepatitls B surface antigen positive
source materinl. This amendment of the

regulations is based on two proposals

REGISTER, VOL. 40, NO. 136—TUESDAY, JULY 15, 1975




published in the Frperal REGISTER on
July 9, 1974 (39 FR 25233) and July 17,
1974 (39 FR 26161), respectively.

In the July 9, 1974 proposal, the Com~
missioner proposed to amend § 610.40
Test for hepatilis associated (Australia)
sntigen (21 CFR 610.40) to require that
o'l donations of human blood, plasma, or

rum to be used in preparing a biologi-
cal product shall be tested for hepatitis
B antigen by a method of at least third
generation sensitivity, which is the most
sensitive method currently avallable. In
addition, it was proposed that all refer-
ences to “hepatitis assoclated (Australia)
antigen” In Parts 610, 640, and 660 be
changed to “hepatitis B antigen and that
an phrase in § 610.40(a) applicable to
material collected prior to the effective
date of that section be deleted since it
was assumed that all such products had
been expended. Interested persons were
given until September 9, 1974 to file
written comments concerning this
proposal.

The July 17, 1974 proposal primarily
concerned the amendment of certain sec-
tions of the regulations governing Source
Plasma (Human). As part of this pro-
posal for Source Plasma (Human), the
Commissioner also proposed to amend
paragraph  (b)(2) of §61040 to
strengthen the existing limitations on the
use of blood, plasma, or serum that is
reactive when tested for the hepatitis B
antigen and intended for use as source
material in the further manufacture of
licensed in vitro dlagnostic blological
products. In addition, the Commissioner
concluded that the regulations should be
expanded to include unlicensed in vitro
diagnostic biological products which are
prepared from licensed source material
and therefore he proposed to add a new
paragraph (b) (3) to § 610.40, Interested
persons were given until August 16, 1074
to file written comments concerning this
proposal.

In view of the relationship between the
July 9, 1974 proposal and portions of the
July 17, 1874 proposal, the Commissioner
has concluded that the most practical
manner in which to proceed to a final
order would be to address these Issues In
one document,

Since the inception of required hepati-
tis testing on July 1, 1972, the sensitivity
of the testing reagents has been increased
as & result of continuing research to de-
velop a rapid and more sensitive HB,Ag
testing method. The relative sensitivity
of currently available test methods is
measured by reference to the capacity of
the antibody to hepatitis B surface anti-
gen (Anti-HB,) to detect HB,Ag positive
samples in the Bureau of Biologics refer-
ence panel of antigen-positive sera, each
of which contains varylng amounts of
HB:Ag. In common terminology, a first
generation test is one which is capable
of detecting those antigen-positive sera
designated “A” in the reference panel; a
second generation test detects those anti-
gen-positive sera designated “A (A)
and “B"; and a third generation test de-~
tects all antigen-positive sera desig-
nated “A", (A), “B", (B), and “C".

RULES AND REGULATIONS

There are presently two methods with
third generation sensitivity available on
the market, The more sensitive of the
two i5 the radiolmmunoassay (RIA)
method, while one of almost comparable
sensitivity is the reversed passive hemag-
glutination test (RPHA).

The Commissioner has concluded that
only testing methods of third genera-
tion sensitivity should be employed to test
for the presence of HB:Ag in human
blood, plasma, or serum as part of the
continuing effort to eliminate the con-
tamination of biological products derived
from human blood with infectious
hepatitis B virus,

Twenty-six letters, containing varying
numbers of comments regarding the
July 8, 1974 proposal, were recelved,
Three letters supported the entire pro-
posal. The remaining 23 letters, although
generally in favor of utilizing the more
sensitive method of HB:Ag testing, of-
fered a number of specific comments.
Five comments were received pertaining
to the proposed amendments to the hepa-
titls testing requirements set forth in
the July 17, 1974 proposal regarding
Source Plasma (Human) , The comments
received and the Commissioner's re-
sponses are discussed below.

Numerous editorial changes have been
made in § 610.40 in the final regulation,
lengthening it considerably, For clarifi-
cation, § 610.40 has been divided into five
paragraphs rather than two paragraphs
as proposed. For the convenience of the
reader, each of the following paragraphs
of the preamble will refer to the section
designation as proposed, followed in pa-
renthesis by the section as redesignated
in the final regulation.

1. Five comments suggested that the
final regulation use the nomenclature as
adopted by the Committee on Viral Hep-
atitls of the National Academy of Sci-
ences/National Research Council for
hepatitis B antigen and antibody. The
nomencinture adopted by the commit-
tee for the antigen is “hepatitis B surface
antigen (HB.Ag)" and for the antibody
it is “antibody to hepatitis B surface
antigen (Anti-HB,)."

The Commissioner concurs with the
suggestion to adopt the new terminology.
In view of the increasing growth of
knowledge regarding the complexity of
the hepatitis B surface antigen, it is pru-
dent to utilize standard nomenclature
at an early time to minimize confusion
when referring to such antigen and its
corresponding antibody. Therefore, the
final regulation is amended to employ
the terminology of “hepatitis B surface
antigen”. and “antibody to hepatitis B
surface antigen” where applicable.

2. Two of the five comments above also
suggested that review and acceptance by
the Bureau of Blologlcs of the revised
labeling necessitated by the change in

terminology, as required by § 601.6(b)
(21 CFR 601.6(b)), be deferred so that
labels with the new nomenclature could
be put into use more quickly,

The Commissioner concurs with the
suggestion that review and acceptance

by the Bureau of Blologies of labeling
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changes before use be waived in those in-
stances in which the labeling change for
blood and blood products concerns only
the statement on the label that the test
for the hepatitis B surface antigen was
performed and the result of the test.
However, the Commissioner advises that
all licensed establishments are required
to submit to the Bureau of Blologics a
copy of the Ilabeling stating the new
nomenclature so that a complete and
current license file of each establishment
fs maintained, If additional information
on the label is revised, other than that
regarding hepatitis testing, the label
must be submitted to the Bureau of Bio-
logics for review and acceptance before
use, All label revisions may use the ab-
breviations of “HB.Ag" and “Anti-HB,”
when referring to the hepatitis B surface
antigen and its corresponding antibody,
respectively.

3. One comment suggested that each
manufacturer be permitted to deplete
current supplies of labels before convert-
ing to labels with the new terminology.

The Commissioner disagrees with the
suggestion that each manufacturer be
permitted to exhaust his current supply
of labels before changing to the new
nomenclature, Such a procedure Is con-
trary to the desired objective of achieving
an early conversion to standard hepatitis
nomenclature. Inasmuch as different
establishments will have varying
amounts of labeling stock on hand, a
definite period for conversion to stand-
ard labeling must be established, other-
wise the complete conversion to standard
nomenclature may require years to ac-
complish. The Commissioner has, there-
fore, concluded that all applicable label-
ing of blood and blood products shall be
appropriately modified within 12 months
of the effective date of this regulation or
when current supplies are exhausted,
whichever date occurs first,

4. The Commissioner's acceptance of
new terminology for the antibody to
hepatitis B surface antigen constitutes
a change in the proper name of a li-
censed blological in vitro diagnostic
reagent. Such a change will necessitate
revision of labels, package Inserts, and
literature by the manufacturers of the
licensed product.

The Commissioner is aware of the ex-
pense and time such labeling changes
entail, but believes that these factors are
not sufficiently persuasive to justify de-
lay In implementation of standard la-
beling terminology, Therefore, the final
regulation amends Subpart A of Part
660 Additional Standards for Diagnostic
Substances for Laboratory Tests to
change the proper name of the lcensed
in vitro diagnostic product used to de-
tect the presence of HB:Ag from “Hep-
atitis  Associated Antibody (Anti-
Australia Antigen)” to "Antibody to
Hepatitis B Surface Antigen.” A pe-
riod of 12 months from the effective date
of this order is also provided as the time
in which the appropriate labeling revi-
slons must be completed,

5. Nine comments regarding § 610.40
(a) General (redesignated § 610.40(¢c)
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Materials in storage) objected to the re-
moval of the provision that material col-
lected and stored before the effective
date (July 1, 1972) of the initial regula-
tion that required hepatitis testing, be
tested upon removal from storage by the
manufacturer. The comments indicated
that there are manufacturers who have
material in storage that was collected
before July 1, 1872, and was not tested
for HB;Ag, but that such material could
and should be tested upon removal from

storage,

Since the proposal to remove the pro-
vislon was based upon an assumption
that all such untested stored material
had been expended, and this does not
appear to be the case, the Commissioner
conours with the comments, The final
regulation, therefore, retains the provi-
sion for testing material, by a method of
third generation sensitlvity, collected
prior to July 1, 1972 for the presence of
HB.Ag before use as a biological prod-
uct, or before being used in the manu-
facture of a biological product,

6. Six of the above nine comments
also requested clarification regarding
the applicability of the new and more
sensitive testing requirement to ma-
terial which is in storage, and already
tested for HB.Ag by =a less sensitive
method than & third generation test,
such as counterelectrophoresis, a second
generation test,

It is the Commissioner's intention
that all blood, plasma, or serum used as
a biological product or used in manufac-
turing a blological product shall be
tested for HBE:Ag by the most sensitive
test method available, However, the
Commissioner is aware that there is yvalu~
able material In storage which will have
been collected prior to the effective date
of mandatory third generation testing,
and may have been tested by a method
of only second generation sensitivity.
Such material Is being stored In the
frozen state and must therefore be
thawed and the container entered to ob-
tain asample for testing by a third gen-
eration method of sensitivity for HB.Ag,
This approach is impractical on & large
seale. In view of the fact that considera~
tion should be given to the most efficient
vet safest use of the nation’s blood,
plasma, and serum supplies, the Com-
missioner has concluded that material
which was tested by a method of second
generation sensitivity and found to be
nonreactive may be used as a bilological
product, or used in manufacturing s
biological product, within 6 months
after the effective date of these regula-
tions, If such material is not used within
the 6~month period, it shall be retested
by a method of third generation sensi-
tivity before being used as a blological
product or before use in the manufac-
turing of & biological product. The final
regulation is so amended in § 610.40(c).

7. Another comment regarding § 610.40
(€Y (mdenlmud § 610.40(b) Proce-
dures) that the phmse “such
test shall be performed on blood, plasma,
or serum taken from the donor at the
time of donation” should be deleted. Al-
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though no reason was given for suggest-
ing the deletion, the Commissioner be-
lieves that the respondent misinterpreted
the intent of the phrase to mean that
HEB:Ag testing must be performed on the
day the sample is removed from the
donor. In this regard, two other com-
ments requested clarification of the same
phrase.

It was the Commissioner’s Intention
simply to identify the material on which
the HB,Ag test is to be performed, and
not to specify the time of the testing. To
clarify the matter, § 610.40(b) has been
revised to provide that the test for the
presence of HB:Ag shall be performed on
& sample of blood, plasma, or serum
taken from the donor at the time of
donation of the unit, and that HB.Ag
testing itself nged not be performed on
the day of donation.

8. One comment noted that the pro-
posal did not provide for off-premises
testing for HB,Ag by the radioimmuno-
assay (RIA) method.

The Commissioner agrees that pro-
visions for- such testing should be ad-
dressed in the final regulation, because
numerous small blood bank facilities
throughout the country may find it diffi-
cult to budget the purchase of the neces-
sary counting equipment for RIA test-
ing. These same blood banks, however,
may possess the required expertise to
perform and read the RIA tests. The
Commissioner is therefore amending
§ 610.40(b) to permit (1) blood collec-
tion facilities to perform the RIA test up
to the point of counting at their own
location, and then for their personnel to
use the counting equipment of another
facility or for the trained personnel of
another facility to perform the actual
counting operation, or (2) the complete
RIA testing procedure to be performed
by personnel at an establishment licensed
to manufacture blood or blood deriva-
tives under section 351¢(a) of the Public
Health Service Act (42 US.C. 262(2)),
or by a clinical laboratory which meets
the standards of the Clinical Labora-
tories Improvement Act of 1967 (CLIA)
(42 US.C, 263a), provided the establish-
ment or the clinical laboratory is qual-
ified to perform RIA testing for HB.Ag.
Except for emergencies, the blood, plas-
ma, or serum shall not be used as a bio-
logical product, or issued for use in man-
ufacturing a blological product, until the
HB.Ag testing is completed and the writ-
ten resulls of the test are in the posses-
sion of the collecting facility.

Off-premises testing for HB,Ag by the
RIA method may be interpreted to mean
that such procedure is divided manu-
facturing by two establishments, thereby
requiring that the name, address, and
license number of each establishment
must appear on the label of the product
as specified in § 610.63 Divided manufac-
turing responsibility to be shown (21
CFR 61063), The Commissioner does
not consider off-premises testing to be
divided manufacturing under § 610.63
when the requirements of § 610.40(e) are
met. The purpose of permitting off-
premises testing s to provide a means

for all blood collection facilitles, regard-
less of thelr size and economic situsation,
to give equal protection to all blood re-
cipients against the danger of receiving
blood which may contain the infectious
hepatitis B virus. Accordingly, a new
paragraph (e) Manufacturing responsi-
bility is added to §610.40 to specify the
requirements that must be met by the
collection facility and the off-premises
testing facility in order not to be consid-
erad as operating in a manner subject to
$610.63,

9. One manufacturer of in vitro diag-
nostic reagents suggested that §610.40
(a) be revised to permit HB:Ag testing
of material Intended for manufacture
of in vitro diagnostic reagents to be per-
formed on pooled material rather than
req‘;ii;inzeachunltwbewstedsepa-
™

The Commissioner rejects this sugges-
tion, Inasmuch as part of the intent of
these regulations is to prevent unneces-
sary handling by individuals of HB.Ag
positive material and to strictly limit
entry of an excessive amount of HB:Ay
positive materinl into interstate com-
merce. A pool of material may test non-
reactive to HB.Ag, when in fact it con-
tains an HB,Ag positive unit, because
the positive unit was diluted by mixing
with other nonreactive units beyond the
sensitivity of the test method used to
detect the presence of HB:Ag. The dilut-
ing of such & unit does not inhibit its
potential for transmitting hepatitis and
therefore, should not be handled unnec-
essarily by unsuspecting Individuals or
shipped in interstate commerce labeled
as not contalning hepatitis B virus. An
additional reason for prohibiting the
testing of pooled material, as opposed
to testing single units, is that {f a unit
of material which contains HB.Ag 1is
pooled with s unit or units of material
that contain Anti-HB., the HB.Ag may
be neutralized by the Anti-HB, but the
hepatitis B virus infectiousness may not
be neutralized and {ts presence will not
be detected by testing for HB.Ag.

10, Two comments regarding proposed
§ 610.40(b) (1) (redesignated §610.40
() (1)) concerning restrictions on use
suggested that a provision should be in-
cluded to permit the utilization of HB,Ag
reactive materizls for authorized inves-
tigational purposes.

The Commissioner finds such provi-
sion 15 UNDEr ey in view of the provi-
stons of § 607321 Products under develop-
ment (21 CFR 601.2) and §312.1 Con-
ditions for exemption of new drugs for
investigational use (21 CFR 312,1), au-
thorizing interstate shipments of inves-
tigational new drugs pursuant to a No-
tice of Claimed Investigational Exemp-
tion for a New Drug.

11, Three manufacturers commented
that provision should be made in § 610.40
(b) (1) for those situations where in-
advertent contamination of a large
plasma peol for fractionation is discov-
ered subsequent to pooling, due, for ex-
ample, to & labeling or shipping error by
the supplier of the piasma.
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The Commissioner agrees that specif-
1c regulations should be developed to deal
with this matter. However, he believes
that such a situation is one that should
pbe addressed in a separate proposal on
which the public will have an opportunity
to comment. Such a proposal will be pub-
lished in' the PeperarL REGISTER In the near
future.

12. Two comments on proposed § 610.-
40(b) (2) and (3) (redesignated § 610.-
40(@) (2) and (3)) concerning licensed
and unlicensed in vitro diagnostic biologi-
cal products voiced strong opposition to
the use of HB,Ag positive material in in
vitro diagnostic reagents.

Although the Commissioner stated, in

the preamble to the Source Plasma.

(Humsan) proposal of July 17, 1974, his
intention that the use of source HB.Ag
positive bl plasma, or serum be
limited to the very few situations iIn
which the final product can be prepared
only from HB;Ag positive material, it ap-
pears that this was not made clear in the
regulation itself. The Commissioner does
does not believe that unrestricted use of
HBAg positive source materials should
be permitted in the manufacturing of
such widely available in vitro diagnostic
reagents as A, B, and D blood grouping
sera. It 1s necessary, however, to provide
for the use of HB.Ag positive source
material in such cases as serum or plasma
containing rare antibodies where the
source is very limited, or for the positive
control used in performing the HB:Ag
test, Therefore, paragraph (d) (2) and
(3) of § 610.40 prescribes in more detall
the conditions under which known HB.Ag
positive source material can be used in
manufacturing an in vitro diagnositic
blological product. The final regulation
includes restrictions on the use of HB:Ag
positive material to rare antisera or posi-
tive controls for use in HB(Ag testing,
proper labeling of the source material as
well as the final product, and notification
to the Bureau of Biologics of such ship-
ments.

13. One comment regarding § 610.40(b)
(2) and (3) (redesignated § 610.40(d) (2)
and (3) ) requested that blanket approval
be given by the Bureau of Biologics for
shipments of HB:Ag positive material
used in manufacturing positive controls
for use in HB.Ag testing, because such
shipments are made repeatedly to the
same consignee(s) to maintain-an ade-
quate supply of controls for HB.Ag test-
ing. Two comments expressed the view
that {t takes too long to obtain written
clearance from the Bureau, and another
comment Inquired as to the criteria to be
used by the Bureau in approving such
shipments.

As discussed in paragraph 12 of this
preamble, the Commissioner is nmend-
ing the regulations to prescribe in more
detail the conditions under which HB.Ag
positive material may be used in manu-
facturing licensed and unlicensed in vitro
diagnostic blological products. Such
amendment removes the necessity of re-
celving prior written approval from the
Bureau, because the criteria which the
Bureau would have used in evaluating
the request for approval of each ship-

)
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ment are now incorporated into the regu-
lation itself. No prior written approval
will therefore be required for each ship-
ment, rather only notification at the time
of shipment that a shipment has been
made. An additional provision has been
made in § 610.40(d) (2) to simplify notifi-
cation to the Bureau of repetitive ship-
ments of HB:Ag positive material to the
same consignee. This provision requires
periodic notification, every 6 months, for
each consignee(s). The Commissioner is
specifying the months of October and
April as the reporting months to provide
uniformity of reporting.

14, Two comments on § 610.40(b) (2)
and (3) (redesignated §610.40(d) (2)
and (3)) suggested that all shipments of
HB,Ag positive material should comply
with the applicable regulations govern-
ing the shipment of etlologic agents.

The Commissioner endorses the princi-
ple that potentially infectious material
should be required to be shipped in the
safest manner possible to provide maxi-
mum protection to the public and the
environment. However, he believes that
adequate regulations already exist in
that etiologic agents are required to be
shipped in accordance with the provi-
sions of 42 CFR 72.25 and therefore no
further regulation is necessary under
Title 21. Specific questions regarding the
shipping of etiologic agents should be
sent to the Biohazards Control Officer,
Center for Disease Control, 1600 Clifton
Rd., Atlanta, GA 30333; telephone 404-
633-3311, extension 3883.

15. One comment regarding §610.41
suggested that the prohibition of per-
sons from serving as blood donors who
have previously had an HB.Ag reactive
test should not include those donors
whose reactive test was demonstrated to
be a “false positive" result.

The Commissioner agrees that a “false
positive” test result should not be the
basis for considering either a donor or a
product HB,Ag reactive. In as much as
all third generation test systems are now
required to include the necessary re-
agents and directions for determining
the specificity of the reactions obtained,
thereby effectively eliminating the In-
cidence of false positives, the Commis-
sioner belleves that no change of pro-
posed § 610.41 is Indicated.

16. Four comments regarding § 640.2
(f) ts applicable to whole blood, sug~
gested that provision be made for emer-
gency situations. The comments sug-
gested that in emergency situations a
third generation test should not be re-
quired if medical judgment favors sus-

taining life even at the risk of possibly

causing hepatitis.

The Commissioner recognizes that
emergency situations may arise where
the time necessary to complete a third
generation test, 4 to 24 hours for the RIA
test and 2 to 3 hours for the reversed pas-
sive hemagglutination test, is of greater
risk to the patient's welfare than the
risk of hepatitis. The Commissioner be-
lieves that in emergency situations, a
second generation test should be permit-
ted, such as the reversed passive latex
agglutination test which can be complet-
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ed In 5 minutes or the counterelectro-
pheresis test which can be completed in
1 hour. The Commissioner also recog-
nizes that there are rare dire emergen-
cies where the patient’s need for blood is
so0 acute as to preclude any testing of the
blood. The Commissioner believes that
the use of hepatitis-untested blood in
such dire emergencies should be permit-
ted. Since products other than whole
blood may need to be issued in emer-
gency situations, the Commissioner has
concluded that the provisions for emer-
gency situations should appear in § 610.-
40(a) which is applicable to all blood
products, rather than §640.2(f) which
is applicable only to whole blood. There-
for § 610.40(a) has been amended to per-
mit HB.Ag testing of second generation
sensitivity for blood and blood products
in emergency situations and to permit
the issuance of blood and blood products
without any HB,Ag testing in dire emer-
gency situations, provided that a test of
third generation sensitivity is performed
ns soon as possible after issuance of the
blood and blood product,

17. Bix comments regarding § 6604
Potency test expressed concern that the
language of the proposal would prohibit
the manufacture of HB,Ag testing re-
apents of second generation sensitivity,
which could otherwise be used for emer-
gency testing or for export to countries
requesting the product.

It is not the intention of the Commis-
sioner to prevent the manufacture of
reagents other than those of third gen-
eration sensitivity. Indeed, as discussed
in pargaraph 16 of this preamble, the
Commissioner is cognizant of the need
to allow for an MH.Ag test of second
generation sensitivity to be used in
emergency situations. The regulation as
written does not require that all hepatitis
testing reagents manufactured under li-
cense must be of third generation sensi-
tivity. Reagents of first and second gen-
eration sensitivity which meet the appli-
cable requirements of the Reference
Hepatitis B Surface Antigen Panel will
continue to be released by the Bureau of
Biologics. The amended § 610.40 requires
testing of blood by reagents of third
generation sensitivity; it does not ban
proper use of other HB,.Ag reagents,

18. Five comments noted that there
should be assurance of an adequate sup-
ply of HB.Ag testing reagents before an
effective date is established for third
generation testing.

In the preamble to the July 9, 1974
proposal, the Commissioner expressed
his concern in this regard and stated
that a survey of the availability of test-
ing material would be made during the
comment period following the proposal.
The results of the informal survey indi-
cate that an adequate supply of HB,Ag
third generation testing reagents is
available to meet all testing needs of
this country. Presently, two manufac-
turers are licensed for the RIA method
and one manufacturer is licensed for the
RPHA method. It is expected that other

manufacturers will be licensed in 1875,
Therefore, pursuant to provisions of
the Public Health Service Act (sec, 351,
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58 Stat. 702 as amended (42 U.S.C. 262)
and under authority delegated to the
Commissioner (21 CFR 2.120), Parts 610,
640, and 660 of Subchapter F of Chapter
I of Title 21, Code of Federal Regula-
tions, are amended as follows:

PART 610—GENERAL BIOLOGICAL
PRODUCTS STANDARDS

1.In Part 610:
a. By revising § 610.13(a) (2) to read as
follows:

§610.13 Purity.

- - » » »
8)e %°

(2) Test resulls; standard to be met.
The residual moisture and other volatile
substances shall not exceed 1 percent
except that, () they shall not exceed 1.6
percent for BCG Vaccine; (i) they shall
not exceed 2 percent for Measles Virus
Vaceine, Live, Attenuated; Measles-
Smallpox Vaccine, Live; Rubella Virus
Vaccine, Live; and Antihemophilic Fac-
tor (Human) ; (iii) they shall not exceed
3 percent for Modified Plasma (Bovine) ;
Thrombin; Fibrinogen; Streptokinase;
Streptokinase-~Streptodornase; and Anti-
Influenza Virus Serum for the Hemag-
glutination Inhibition Test; and (Iv)
they shall not exceed 4.5 percent for
Antibody to Hepatitis B Surface Antigen
for the Reversed Passive Hemagglutina-
tion Test.

b. By revls\ns §61040 to read as
follows:

§ 61040 Test for hepatitis B surface
antigen.

(a) Test sensitivity. Each donation of
blood, plasma, or serum to be used in
preparing a blological product shall be
tested for the presence of hepatitis B
surface antigen by a method of sufficient
sensitivity to detect all sera labeled A,
(A), B, (B), and C in the Reference
Hepatitis B Surface Antigen Panel dis-
tributed by the Bureau of Biologics; ex-
cept that, in emergency situations, a
test method of sufficient sensitivity to de-
tect all gsera labeled A, (A), and B in the
Reference Hepatitis B Surface Antigen
Panel may be used and, in dire emer-
gency situations, blood and blood prod-
ucts may be issued without any HB.Ag
testing, provided that a test otherwise
required by this paragraph is performed
as soon as possible after issuance of the
blood and blood product.

(b) Procedures. Only Antibody to Hep-
atitis B Surface Antigen licensed under
this subchapter shall be used in perform-
ing the test and the test method(s) used
shall be that for which the antibody
product is specifically designed to be ef-
fectlve as recommended by the manu-
facturer In the package Iinsert. The
sample of blood, plasma, or serum to be
tested shall have been taken from the
donor at the time of donation of that
unit. The test need not be performed on
the day of the withdrawal of the sample.
If the radioimmunoassay method 1is
used, it must be performed in one of
the following ways:

FEDERAL
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(1) The complete test is performed at
the collection facility.

(2) The test is performed at the col-
lection facility up to the point of count-
ing the radioactivity of the samples,
which counting, thereafter, is performed
at another facility by personnel from the
collection facility or by personnel from
the counting facility,

(3) The complete test is performed by
the personnel at an establishment li-
censed to manufacture blood or blood
derivatives under section 351(a) of the
Public Health Service Act (42 US.C.
262(a)), or by a clinical laboratory which
meets the standards of the Clinical
Laboratories Improvement Act of 1967
(CLIA) (42 U.S.C, 263a), provided the
establishment or the clinical laboratory
is qualified to perform radioimmuno-
assay testing for the presence of hepatitis
B surface antigen. Except for emergen-
cies, blood, plasma or serum shall not be
used as a blological product, or issued
for use in manufacturing & biological
preduct, until the hepatitis B surface
antigen testing is completed and the
written results are in the possession of
the collection facility.

(¢) Materials in storage. All blood,
plasma, or sérum in storsge which has
not been tested for the presence of the
hepatitis B surface antigen shall be
tested as required in paragraphs (a) and
{b) of this section before use as a bio-
logical product, or before use in the
manufacture of a biological product. All
blood, plasma, or serum in storage which
has been tested for the presence of the
hepatitis B surface antigen by a method
of second generation sensitivity may be
used as a biological product or in manu-
facture of a biological product, provided
it s used on or before March 15, 1976.

(d) Restrictions on use. (1) Injectable
biological products. Blood, plasma, or
serum that is reactive when tested for
hepatitis B surface antigen shall not be
used in manufacturing injectable biolog-
fcal products,

(2) License in vitro diagnostic bio-
logical products. Blood, plasma or serum
that is reactive when tested for hepa-
titis B surface antigen may be used in
manufacturing licensed in vitro diagnos-
tic biological products: Provided, That
(i) the final product cannot be prepared
from blood, plasma, or serum that is non-
reactlve when tested for hepatitis B sur-
face antigen, due either to the nature or
to the scarcity of the fina] product; (i)
the label of the source blood, plasma, or
serum consplcuously states that it is re-
active when tested for hepatitis B sur-
face antigen and may transmit viral
hepatitis; iii) the package label of the
licensed in vitro diagnostic biological
product prepared from such blood, plas-
ma, or serum conspicuously states that
the product was prepared from material
that was reactive when tested for the
hepatitis B surface antigen and may
transmit viral hepatitis; (iv) at the time
of shipment, the Director, Bureau of Bio~
logics, Food and Drug Administration, is
notified in writing of each shipment of
source blood, plasma, or serum, signify-

ing the kind and amount of source mate-
rial shipped, the name and address of
the consignee, the date of shipment, and
the manner in which the source material
was labeled. In the case of repetitive
shipments of source material for use in
manufacturing positive controls for hep-
atitls B surface antigen testing, the in-
formation prescribed in this paragraph
() (2) dy) shall be sent to the Director,
Bureau of Biologics, on October 1 and
April 1 of each year beginning October
1, 1975.

(3) Unlicensed in vitro diagnostic bio-
logical products. Blood, plasmai, or serum
that is reactive when tested for hepatitis
B surface antigen may be used in manu-
facturing unlicensed in vitro diagnostic
biological products Including clinical
chemistry control reagents, Provided:
That (1) the final product cannot be pre-
pared from blood, plasma, or serum that
is nonreactive when tested for hepatitis
B surface antigen, due either to the na-
ture or to the scarcity of the final prod-
uct; i) the label of the source blood,
plasma, or serum conspicuously states
that it is reactive when tested for hepa-
titls B surface antigen and may transmit
viral hepatitis; (iii) the manufacturer
of the source blood, plasma, or serum
obtains writlen assurance from the man-
ufacturer(s) of the final unlicensed prod-
uct that package labels of all unlicensed
products will conspicuously state that the
product was prepared from blood, plasma
or serum that was reactive when tested
for the hepatitis B surface antigen and
may transmit viral hepatitis, as required
by § 328.10(a) (4) of this chapter; (iv) at
the time of shipment, the Director, Bu-
reau of Blologics, Food and Drug Admin-
istration, is notified in writing of each
shipment of source blood, plasma, or
serum, signifying the kind and amount
of source material shipped, the name and
address of’ the consignee, the date of
shipment, and the manner in which such
source material was labeled.

(e) Manufacturing responsibility.
When the radioimmunoassay method
for hepatitis B surface antigen testing is
performed by personnel other than those
of the facility collecting the blood,
plasma, or serum, as provided in para-
graph (b) of this section, it shall not be
considered as divided manufacturing as
described in § 610.63, provided the fol-
lowing conditions are met:

(1) The collecting facility has ob-
tained a written agréeement that the test-
ing laboratory will permit authorized
representatives of the Food and Drug
Administration to inspect its testing pro-
cedures and facilities during reasonable
business hours,

(2) The testing laboratory will partici-
pate in any proficiency testing programs
undertaken by the Bureau of Biologics,
Food and Drug Administration.

c. By revising §61041 to read as
follows:

§ 610.41 History of hepatitis B surface
antigen,

A person testing positive, or known to
have previously tested positive, for hepa«
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titis B surface antigen may not serve as
a donor of humen blood, plasma, or
serum to be used in preparing any in-
jectable biological product, except that
a person known to have previously tested
positive for hepatitis B surface antigen
may serve as & source of antibody to
hepatitis B surface antigen when such
antibody s required for the manufacture
of & licensed biological product, pro-
vided that the blood of such person meets
the requirements of § 610.40.

d. By amending § 610.53 by deleting
{rom the lsting the item for “Hepatitis
Associated Antibody (Anti-Australis
Antigen)” and Inserting in alphabetical
order a new item, as follows:

§610.53 Dating periods for specific
products,

» - - » L
Antibody to Six months (5" C, 6 months)

Hepatitis B except lodinated (1)

Surface products,

Antigen. Iodinated (**I) products, 45
days, §61051 does not
apply.

e. By revising §610.61(s) to read as

follows:

§610.61 Package label.

(s) For injectable products prepared
from human blood, plasma or serum, &
statement that the product was prepared
from blood that was nonreactive when
tested for hepatitis B surface antigen. In
lieu of inclusion on the package label,
such information may be included in &
circular enclosed with the package.

PART 640—ADDITIONAL STANDARDS FOR
HUMAN BLOOD AND BLOOD PRODUCTS

2. In Part 640:
a. By revising §6402(f) to read as
follows:

£ 640.2 CGeneral requirements,

(f) Issue prior to determination of test
results. Notwithstanding the provisions
of §610.1 of this chapter, blood may be
{ssued by the licensece on the request of
a physician, hospital, or other medical
facility before resulls of all tests pre-
scribed In § 640.5 and the test for hepa-
titis B surface antigen prescribed in
§ 610.40(n) of this chapter have been
completed, where such issue is essential
to allow time for transportation to assure
arrival of the blood by the time it Is
needed for transfusion of such blood:
Provided, That (1) the blood is shipped
directly to such physician or medical
facility, (2) the records of the licensee
contain a full explanation of the need
for such issue, (3) the label on each con-
tainer of such blood bears the informa-
tion required by § 640.7(e), (4) the label
does not bear results of tests other than
those made on pilot samples of the biood
to be shipped, taken at the time of iis
collection, and (5) the label does not bear
the name or any other identification of
the intended reciplent.

b. By revising §640.7(b) to read as
follows:

RULES AND REGULATIONS
§ 640.7 Labeling.

(b) Serological test and test for hepa-
titis B surface antigen. Indication of the
method used for serological test for
syphilis and the test for hepatitis B sur-
face antigen, and the results.

- - - - -

¢. By revising §640.26(h) to read as
follows:

§ 640.26 Labeling.

(h) Type of test for hepatitis B sur-
face antigen used and the results,

d. By revising § 640.51(c)(7) to read
as follows:

§ 640.51 General requirements.

£0)- By 8
(1) Indication of test method for
hepatitis B surface antigen used and the
result,
e. By revising
follows:

§ 640.67 Test for hepatitis B surface
antigen.

Each unit of Source Plasma (Human)
shall be nonreactive to & test for the
hepatitis B surface antigen as prescribed
in §§ 610.40 and 610.41 of this chapter.

f. By revising §640.69(e)(9) and
() (1) to read as follows:

§ 640.69 General requirements,

- . - - L

(e) L )ia e

(9) The test for hepatitis B surface
antigen used and the results.

(f) L S M

(1) The test for hepatitis B surface
antigen pursuant to § 640.67.

$ 64067 to read as

——

PART 660—ADDITIONAL STANDARDS
FOR DIAGNOSTIC SUBSTANCES FOR
LABORATORY TESTS

Subpart A—Antibody to Hepatitis B
Surface Antigen

3.In Part 680

a. By revising the heading for Subpart
A to read as set out above.

b. By revising 56601 to read as
follows:

§ 660.1 Antibody to Hepatitis B Surface
Antigen.

(a) Proper name and definition, The
proper name of this product shall be
Antibody to Hepatitis B Surface Antigen.
The product is defined as a preparation
of serum containing antibody to hepati-
tis B surface antigen.

(b) Source. The source of this product
shall be plasma or blood, obtained asep-
tically from animals immunized with
hepatitis B surfade antigen, which have
met the applicable requirements of
§ 600.11 of this chapter, or from human
donor whose blood 15 positive for hepa-
titis B surface antigen,
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¢. By revising paragraphs (e) and (D)
of §660.2 to read as follows:

§ 660.2 General requirements.

(e) Date of manufacture. The date of
manufacture of Antibody to Hepatitis B
surface Antigen that has been iodinated
with radioactive lodine C(*I) shall be
the day of labeling the antibody with the
radionuclide,

(f) Samples; protocols; official re-
lease—(1) Antibody to Hepatitis B Sur-
face Antigen. Except as provided in this
paragraph, the following material for
each filling of the product shall be sub-
mitted to the Director, Bureau of Bio-
logics:

(1) A sample of each filling packaged
as for distribution, including all ancll-
lary reagents and materials.

(1) A protocol which consists of a

summary of the history of manufacture
of each filling, including all results of
each test for which test results are re-
quested by the Director, Bureau of Blo-
logics.
(iii) No filling of the product shall be
issued by the manufacturer until no-
tification of official release of the filling
is received from the Director, Bureau of
Biologics.

(2) Antibody to Hepalitis B Surjace
Antigen iodinated with ™I, Antibody to
Hepatitis B Surface Antigen that has
been lodinated with radioactive fodine
(*I) may be released by the manufac-
turer pursuant to the requirements of
§ 610.1 of this chapter without obtaining
an official release from the Director, Bu-
reau of Blologics provided:

(1) The manufacturer submits to the
Bureau of Biologics a protocol of each
master lot along with one sample of the
lot, such material to be postmarked ho
more than 1 day following the manu-
facturer’s relense date.

(ify At least two complete kits of each
released lot are retained as retention
samples for no less than 90 days from
the date of manufacture.

d, By revising § 660.2 to read as fol-
lows:

§ 660.3 Reference pancl.

A Reference Hepatitis B Surface Anti-
gen Panel shall be obtained from the
Bureau of Biologics and shall be used for
determining the potency and specificity
of Antibody to Hepatitis B Surface Anti-
gen.

e. By revising § 6604 to read as f{ol-
Jows:

§ 660.4 YWotcncy test.

To be satisfactory for release, each fill-
ing of Antibody to Hepatitis B Surface
Antigen shall be tested ngainst the Ref-
erence Hepatitis B Surface Antigen Panel
and shall be sufficiently potent to detect
the antigen in the appropriate sera of
the reference panel by all test methods
recommended by the manufacturer in the
package insert.
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f. By revising § 660.5 to read as fol-
lows:

§ 660.5 Specificity.

Each filling of the product shall be
specific for antibody to hepatitis B sur-
face antigen, as determined by specificity
tests found acceptable by the Director,
Bureau of Biologics.

Eflective date. The effective date of
this regulation shall be September 15,
1975, except for labeling revisions neces-
sitated by changing all references to
“hepatitis associated (Australia) anti-
gen"” to read “hepatitis B surface anti-
gen,” and the proper name of “Hepatitis
Associated Antibody (Anti-Australia
Antigen)"” to read “Antibody to Hepa-
titis B Surface Antigen,” which revisions
shall be effective September 15, 1976.

(Sec. 351, 68 Stat. 702 as amended (42 US.C,
262))

Dated: July 8, 1975.

Sax D, Fisg,
Associate Commissioner for
Compliance.

[FR Doo,76-18219 Filed 7-14-75;8:45 am|]

Title 23—Highways
CHAPTER |I—FEDERAL HIGHWAY ADMIN-
ISTRATION, DEPARTMENT OF TRANS-
PORTATION
SUBCHAPTER B—PAYMENT PROCEDURES
PART 140—REIMBURSEMENT
Reimbursement for Railroad Work

The Federal Highway Administration
hereby amends Subpart I of Part 140 to
provide for the reimbursement to rail-
road companies for construction cost and
for the cost of materials stockpiled at the
construction site, all of which are in-
curred after an appropriate State-Rail-
rond Agreement has been approved by
the FHWA. This amendment also adds,
for calendar year 1975, the rates for labor
surcharges to Appendix A to Subpart 1.
In addition, this amendment corrects an
error contained in the rate table of pay-
roll taxes for supplemental annuities set
forth in Appendix A which was published
in the FeoerAL RECISTER on April 9, 1975
(40 FR 16059),

1, In § 140.922 paragraphs (a), (b), and
(¢) are redesignated (b), (¢) and (d) re-
spectively and a new paragraph (a) is
646,218 below.

§ 140,922 Billings.

(a) After the executed State-Railroad
Agreement has been approved by FHWA,
the company may be reimbursed on prog-
ress billings of Incurred costs, Costs for
materials stockpiled at the project site or
specifically purchased and delivered to
the company for use on the project may
be reimbursed on progress billings fol-
lowing approval of the executed State-
Rallroad Agreement or the written agree-
ment under 23 CFR 646.218(c) .

- L » » -

2. Appendix A to 23 CFR, Part 140,
Subpart I, Rates for Labor Surcharges,
is amended to delete the figure “-75"
from the last line and to add a final
entry to the chart setting forth rates and
limitations to read as follows:
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Monthly Himitation Full legal rate
Calendar year - Combined rato
Retirement Unemployment Retirement Upemployment  less M percent
insurance Insurance
Pereent ']
T csssrvivnonscrororses L175 400 15.35 4 10. 10

3. Appendix A is corrected to delete the
phrase “July 1, 1975 until changed ....
832" from the rate table of payroll taxes
for supplemental annuities and inserting
in lieu thereof the phrase “Jan. 1, 1975
until changed .... 8'5."

This amendment will take effect on
July 10, 1975.

Issued on July 7, 1975.

J. R. Courar, Jr.,
Acting Federal
Highway Administrator.

[FR Doc.75-18204 Plled 7-14-75;8:45 am]

SUBCHAPTER G—ENGINEERING AND
TRAFFIC OPERATIONS
PART 646—RAILROADS
Railroad-Highway Projects
The Federal Highway Administration
hereby revises Subpart B of Part 646 to
provide that cost incurred by a rallroad
company for materials stockpiled at the
construction site of a railroad-highway
project may be reimbursed on progress
billings following approval by the FHWA
of an appropriate State-rallroad agree-
ment, A typographical error is also cor-
rected on § 846.220(b) (1),
1. Section 646.216(e)(2) (i) Is revised
to read as follows:

§ 616.216 General procedures.

(e) L

(3) L

(1) A proposed agreement between the
State and railroad must be found satis-
factory by FHWA. Before Federal funds
may be used to reimburse the State for
rallroad costs the executed agreement
must be approved by FHWA. However,
cost for materials stockpiled at the proj-
ect site or specifically purchased and
delivered to the company for use on the
project may be reimbursed on progress
billings prior to the approval of the ex-
ecuted State-Rallroad Agreement in ac-
cordance with 23 CFR 140.922(a) and
section 646.218 below.

§ 646,220 [Amended]

2. The second line of § 646.220(b) (2)
is corrected to insert “646.206(a) (3)" in
leu of “646.206(a) (3)."

This revision will take effect on July
10, 1975.

Issued on July 7, 1975.

J. R. Courar, Jr.,
Acting Federal
Highway Administrator.

[FR Doc.75-18205 Piled 7-14-75,8:45 am|

Title 40—Protection of Environment

CHAPTER I—ENVIRONMENTAL
PROTECTION AGENCY

SUBCHAPTER C—AIR PROGRAMS
|FRL 387-2]

PART 52—APPROVAL AND PROMULGA-
TION OF IMPLEMENTATION PLANS

Approval of Compliance Schedules:
California )

On March 27, 1975, there was pub-

lished in the FEoEral REGISTER (40 FR
13520) a notice of proposed rulemaking
which proposed to approve 27 compliance
schedules submitted by the Governor of
California through his designee, pursu-
ant to 40 CFR 51.6, as revisions to the
compliance schedule portion of the Cali-
fornia plan for the implementation of the
National Ambient Air Quality Standards.
The only comments received by EPA
from the public on the proposed rule-
making concerned revisions to schedules
which have not been officially submitted
to EPA by the State of California. The
comments therefore do not affect this
rulemaking.
Each revision establishes a new date
by which the individual air pollution
source must comply with the applicable
air pollution control regulations specified
in the table below. This date is indicated
in the table under the heading “Final
Compliance Date"”. In some cases the
schedule includes incremental steps to-
wards compliance with the specified reg-
ulations. While the table below does not
include these interim dates, the actual
compliance schedule does. The incre-
ments of progress, as well as the final
compliance date, are legally enforceable
by the Administrator pursuant to Section
113 of the Clean Air Act, as amended
(42USC § 1857c-8).

The heading “Effective Date” in the
table below refers to the date the com-
pliance schedule becomes effective for
purposes of federal enforcement, The
entry “Immediately” under that heading
indicates that the schedule will be feder-
ally-enforceable when the final promul-
gation of the schedule becomes effective.

A copy of the complete California
State Implementation Plan, including
these schedules, Is available for public
inspection at the addresses listed below:
California Alr Resources Board, 1704 11ith

Street, Sacramento CA 985814.
Environmental Protection Agency, Region

IX, Enforcement Division, 100 California

Street, San Francisco CA 94111,
Environmental Protection Agency, Room

3202, Waterside Mall, 401 M Street 8W,

Washington, D.C. 20460,

An evaluation report setting forth
EPA’s position on each of the schedules
is also available at the office of EPA,
Region IX,

The Administrator has determined
that the 27 proposed compliance sched-
ules are consistent with the requirements
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of section 110 of the Clean Air Act and
40 CFR Part 51. However, since the date
of proposal, 14 schedules, and part of a
fiifteenth schedule, have expired and the
affected sources are now required to be
in compliance with the applicable air
poliution control regulations. Therefore,
those schedules will not be promulgated.

Twelve schedules and part of a thir-
teenth schedule are therefore approved,
pursuant to section 110 of the Act and
40 CFR 518, as revisions to the state
compliance schedule portion of the ap-
proved California State Implementation
Plan. Accordingly, with the changes as
listed above, the amendments proposed
{n the FeoerAL REecisTem on March 27,
1975 are hereby adopted as set forth
below.

EPA finds that good cause exists to
make this rulemaking immediately effec-
tive because each schedule is already in
effect in California under State law, each
affected source is necessarily aware of the
exlstence of the applicable schedule and
of its increments, and EPA’s approval of
the schedules imposes no additional reg-
ulatory burdens. Therefore, for the rea-
sons stated, this rulemaking is effective
on July 15, 1975,

RULES AND REGULATIONS

.{Sec. 110, Clean Alr Act, ns amended (42
USC § 1857¢-5) )

Dated: July 3, 1975.

JOHN QUARLES,
Acting Administrator.

Part 52 of Chapter I, Title 40 of the
Code of Federal Regulations is amended
as follows:

1. In §52.220,
amended as follows:
§ 52.220 ldentification of plan.

» . » » »

(c) L I

(8) Supplemental information (com-
plance schedules) was submitied by the
California Air Resources Board on
December 27, 1973; February 19, April 22,
June 7 and 19, September 4 and 19,
October 18, and December 4, 1974; and
January 13, 1975.

2. In §52240, paragraph (f) is
amended by adding the following sched-
ules to the table in subparagraph (1):

£ 52,240 Compliance schedules.

(f)'.‘
(l)‘..

paragraph (¢) s

Location

Bource (eounty}

Rutle or Date of Effective Final
reguiation adoption date compliance
involved Lo

- -
Hoppoer Iron and Meta) Co Fresno
Masondte Corp. (Order No. 748 as Mendoclno. ...

™ .
Castle Alr Forge Base (Order No. 742
o8 revised),
Delta Cotton Co, (Order No. 7480 oou 0 00annn .o

- - -
U.8. Navy:
111 Activity Service Stations San Diego.......
T.iﬁm Construction  (Order  No,  San Joaquin...
4 .
The Learner Co. (Order No, 74-22as ... . do......

oy N
Lotens Lumber Co. (Order No, 71-V-10 Shasts_ ... 33,
vised).

a4 re
.

- .
Kimberly Clark Corp, (Order No. 71-
\'-'g" -~ mrl.nd)‘. Ak N
Dedfs ales Qravel t (Or- T RS . Oat.
ol Nomwl) Plan L ( Eane 401 (A), (B). Oat. 31974

- » -
:(ﬂl) ........ Oct, 10,1974 Tmmediately.. July

1, 1075
July 1,107

Aug, 1,197
July 81975

Sept. 30, 1974 do
Ang. 19,1974

Sept. 3, 1975
easnsnss s JUD0. 3, 1975

voreennes JUly 15,1975
d0eireeeo.. July 11975

Aug. 22,1974
Hept, 10,1074

-
July 31,1075
July 81,1975
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NEW Jerszy

Suburbs of New York  New Jersey Suburbs
City of Philadelphia
(Camden, Tren-
ton)
PENNSYLVANIA
Philadelphis Area Pittsburgh Area
VIRGINTA

(Suburbs of D.C.
listed under D.C.

Parking management regulations for
Fairbanks, Alaska; Houston, Texas; and
Boston, Massachusetts were previously
suspended by court order pending air
guality re-evaluation in those areas.

Background. Between November 6 and
December 12, 1973, the Environmental
Protection Agency, acting under court
order, promulgated or approved trans-
portation control plans for thirty major
urban areas as part of the State Im-
plementation Plans. These transporta-
tion plans are designed to help provide
the necessary control of photochemical
oxidants (smog) and carbon monoxide
required under the Clean Air Act for at-
tainment of National Ambient Air Qual-
ity Standards established to protect the
public health and welfare. Some of these
transportation control plans include a
management of parking supply regula-
tion which requires explicit considera-
tion of air quality impacts before con-
struction of certain specified new park-
ing facilities can proceed.

The transportation control plans
called for the management of parking
supply regulations to become effective no
later than January, 1974. However, in
December of 1973 the Emergency Energy
Bill passed by both Houses of the Con=
gress granted the Administrator of the
Environmental Protection Agency the
authority to suspend the parking review
requirements until January 1, 1875.
Though the bill did not become law at
that time, the Administrator regarded
it as firm Congressional guidance on the
parking management issue. Conse-
quently, the Administrator deferred the
effective gate for Implementation of

Interstate)

Architectural sgates (Order No, .....
e Aggrogates (O ) do

Woods Creek Gravel Plant (Ordar No. ...
l'\.'-ﬂ—(ﬂ).

401 (A), (B)
401 (A), (B)

these regulations until January 1, 1975,
This action was taken on January 15,
1974 (39 FR 1848). The Energy Supply
and Environmental Coordination Act of

July 31,475

. - -
Adams, Bchwab and Adams Elevator Yolo.......... A eves Oct, 8174

Co, (Order No, 74-13).

| FR Doc.75-18200 Filed 7-14-75;8:45 am|)

|FRL 305-3]

PART 52—APPROVAL AND PROMULGA-
TION OF IMPLEMENTATION PLANS

Indefinite Suspension of Parking
Management Regulations

The Administrator of the Environ-
mental Protection Agency (EPA) is to-
day suspending indefinitely the manage-
ment of parking supply regulations con-
tained in various transportation control
plans,

The areas having management of
parking supply regulations covered by
this suspension notice are:

ARIZONA
Phoenix Area
CALIFORNIA

Fresno and San Joa- Sacramento Valley
quin Valley Area Area
Los Angoles Aren San Diego Area
San Franolsco Area

DisTaict oF COLUMBIA INTERSTATE AREA

Washington, D.C, Virginla Suburbs
Maryland Suburbs

MARYLAND

(Suburbs of DO.
listed under D.C.
Interstate)

Tucson Ares

Baltimore Aroa

1974 which was signed into law on June
22, 1974 (Pub. L. 93-319) retained the
predecessor bill's language concerning
the effective date of the management of
parking supply regulations,

On August, 22, 1974 the Administrator
proposed amendments to the parking
management regulations (39 FR 30440).
The purpose of the proposed amend-
ments was to clarify certain require-
ments and procedures in the parking
management regulations and to provide
developers of parking facilities subject
to preconstruction review several alter-
native methods of demonstrating that
the facility would be consistent with the
control strategy to reduce area wide ve-
hicle miles traveled (VMT) and woula
not cause or exacerbate a violation of
the carbon monoxide standards. Public
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hearings were subsequently held during
October, 1974 in all of the affected areas.

It became evident that the January 1,
19756 compliance date would not provide
adequate time to consider the public
comments, promulgate final regulations,
and successfully implement the amended
regulations. Therefore, the Administra-
tor announced on October 15, 1974 (39
FR 36870) that the compliance date for
the parking management regulations was
being delayed until June 30, 1975, A fur-
ther extension of the public comment
period until November 30, 1974 was made
in a Feoenar REGISTER notice on Novem-
ber 13, 1974 (39 FR 36870). The notice
also antounced the availability for pub-
lic inspection of background materials
on parking management.

In January, 1975 the Administrator
suspended the effectiveness of the park-
ing management regulations pending
promulgation of the amendmoents (40 FR
2585). Since the applicability date of
the regulations had been deferred until
June 30, 1975 and parties affected by
the regulations were waiting to submit
applicaticns until the more flexible
amended regulations were promulgated,
the Administrator concluded that it was
unnecessary for the unamended regula-
tions to remain in effect while amend-
ments were under consideration,

Current EPA Policy. Despite the pres-
ent and future emission reductions from
the Pederal Motor Vehicle Control Pro-
gram, that program will not reduce auto-
mobile emissions enough to achieve and
maintain the air quality standards for
carbon monoxide and photochemical
oxidant in many areas of the country,
even when accompanied by maximum
feasible control of non-automobile emis-
gions, In the regions where parking man-
agement regulations have been proposed,
the continued and expected growth in
vehicle miles traveled by automobiles is
likely to cancel out emission reductions
and air quality Improvements achieved
by implementation of other pollution
control measures. This will make attain-
ment and maintenance of the primary
alr quallty standards for carbon monox-
ide and oxidants difficult or even impos-
sible in many areas.

Management of parking supply, when
conducted in conjunction with other
transportation control messures, can
contribute to reductions in areawide
growth in vehicle miles traveled and
emissions. EPA continues to believe that
the parking management regulations are
& necessary part of an overall transpor-
tation control strategy to reduce reliance
on single-occupancy nuto travel and to
achieve the alr quality standards.

However, currently the appropriate
legislative committees of the Congress
are considering various possible amend-
ments to the Clean Afr Act, Under active
consideration are amendments dealing
with review of parking-related facilities.
One i5 an amendment that would require
States to adopt and implement parking
controls for certain areas as a part of
the applicable State Implementation
Plan and would provide no asuthority for

RULES AND REGULATIONS

EPA to review parking-related facilities.
EPA expects Congress to provide guid-
ance this year concerning the parking
management program snd, in view of
this fact, does not believe it is desirable
to promulgate finial amended regulations
at this time.

In the absence of Congressional action,
EPA may finalize revised parking man-
agement regulations in order to com-
plement other transportation control
measures. If such a course of action is
taken, in no event would parking related
facilities commencing construction with-
in six months after reinstatement be
subject to the Federal regulstion.

(Secs, 110(¢c) and 301(a), Clean Alr Aot, (42
US.C. 1857¢c-5(c) and 1857(g) ) )

Dated: July 8, 1975.

RusseLn E. TraIw,
Administrator.

In Part 52 of Chapter I, Title 40 of the
Code of Federal Regulations, the pro-
visions of the following sections are sus-

aended indefinitely pending further no-
ce:

§§ 52.139,.52.251, 52.493, 52.11083,
52.111, 52.1588, 52.2040, 52.2443
“Suspended].

1. Subpart D—Arizona, § 52.139:
2. Subpart P—California, § 52.251:
3. Subpart J—District of Columbia,

§ 52.493;

4. Subpart V—Maryland, §52.1103 and

§$52.111; _

5. Subpart FF—New Jersey, § 52,1588

6. Subpart NN—Pennsylvania, §52.-
2040; and

7. Subpart VV—Virginia, § 52.2443.

[FR Doc,75-18201 Filed 7-14-76;8:45 am

SUBCHAPTER E—PESTICIDE PROGRAMS

|FRL 300-5; OPP-260000A ]

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

Carbofuran

On May 12, 1975, the Environmental
Protection Agency (EPA) published in
the PeoEnat Reoister (40 FR 20650) &
notice of proposed rulemaking to estab-
lish a tolerance for combined residues of
the insecticide carbofuran (2,3-dihydro
2,2-dimethyl 7-benzofuranyl-N-methyl-
carbamate), its carbamate metabolite,
2.3-dihydro-2, 2-dimethyl-8-hydroxy-7-
benzofuranyl-N-methylearbamate, and
its phenolic metabolites, 2,3-dihydro-2,2-
dimethyl-7-benzofurancl, 23-dihydro-
2.2-dimethyl-3-0x0-T-benzofuranol, and
2,3-dihydro-2.2-dimethyl 3,7-benzofur-
andiol in or on the raw agricultural com-
modity popeorn at 0.2 parts per million
(of which no more than 0.1 part per mil-
lion is carbamates). No comments or re-
quests for referral to an advisory com-
mittee on this proposal were received, and
it has therefore been concluded that the
proposed amendment to the regulations
(40 CFR 180.254) be adopted without

alteration.

Any person adversely affected by thi-
regulation may on or before August 14,
1975 file written objections with th.
Hearing Clerk, Environmental Protec-
tion Agency, 401 M St. SW., Washington
D.C. 20460. Such objections should be
submitted in quintuplicate and shoulqg
speclfy the provisions of the regulation
deemed to be objectionable and the
grounds for the objections. If a hearing
is requested, the objections must state
the lIssues for the hearing. A hearing
will be granted if the objections are sup.-
ported by grounds legally sufficient io
Justify the relief sought.

Effective on July 15, 1975, Part 180,
Subpart C, § 180.254 Is amended as set
forth below.

Dated: July 8, 1975.

(Sec, 408(e), Federal Pood, Drug, and Co:-
metio Act (21 US.C, 346a(e))

Eowin L. JOHNSON,
Deputy Assistant Administrator
for Pesticide Programs.

Section 180.254 of subpart C, Part 180
is amended by revising the paragraph
*0.2 part per million . ., ."” to include pop-
corn as follows:

§ 180.251 Carbofuran;
residues.
- - - » »

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

-

tolerances for

| PR Doc.76-18204 Filed 7-14-75;8:45 am |

|FRL 390-7; PP 5E1560/R34]

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

» AGRICULTURAL COMMODITIES

Chlorothalonil

On May 21, 1975, the Environmental
Protection Agency (EPA) published in
the Froenan Recister (40 FR 22146) s
notice of proposed rulemaking to estab-
lish & tolerance for residues of the fungi-
cide Chlorothalonll (tetrachloroiso-
phthalonitrile) and its metabolite 4-hy-
droxy-2,5,6-trichloroisophthalonitrile in
or on the raw agricultural commodity
passion fruit at 3.0 parts per million.
This notice of proposed rulemaking was
published in response to a petition (PP
§E1569) submitted by Dr. C. C. Comp-
ton, Coordinator, Interregional Research
Project No. 4, Etate Agricultural Experi-
ment Station, Rutgers University, New
Brunswick NJ 080803, on behslf of the
IR-4 Technical Committee and the Agri-
cultural Experiment Station of Hawaii.

No comments or reouests for referral
to an advisory committee were received
by the EPA with respect to this proposal.
It is concluded, therefore, that the pro-
posed amendment to the regulation
should be adopted without change.

Any person adversely affected by this
regulation may on or before August 14,
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1975, file written objections with the
Hearing Clerk, Environmental Protection
Agency, 401 M Street, SW, East Tower,
Room 1018, Washington DC 20460. Such
objections should be submitted in quin-
tuplicate and specify the provisions of
the regulation 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.

Effective on July 15, 1975, Part 180,
Subpart C, § 180.275, is amended as set
forth below.

Dated: July 8, 1975.
(Sec, 408(e), Federal Food, Drug, and Cos-
metic Act (21 US.C. 346a(e)))
Epwin L. JOHNSON,

Deputy Assistant Administrator
Jor Pesticide Programs.

Section 180.275, Subpart C, Part 180,
is amended by inserting the new para-
graph “38 parts per million * * *" after
the paragraph “5 parts per million
* * *"toread as follows.

§ 180.275 Chlorothalonil ; lolrrlnct;o for
residues,

3 parts per million in or on passion
fruit.

[FR Doc.75-18206 Flled 7-14-75;8:45 am |

| FRL 309-6; PP3E1360/R30]

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

2,4-Dinitro-6-Octyiphenyl Crotonate and
2,6-Dinitro-4-Octylphenyl Crotonate

On May 8, 1975, the Environmental
Protection Agency (EPA) published in
the Feoperal REcIsTER (40 FR 20106) a
notice of proposed rulemaking to estab-
lish a tolerance for combined negligible
residues of a fungicide and insecticide
that is & mixture of 2,4 - dinitro - 7 - o¢c-
tylphenyl crotonate and 2,6 - dinitro - 4~
octylphenyl crotonate and related nitro-
octylphenols (principally dinitro,
calculated as the ester) in or on the raw
agricultural commodities caneberries
(blackberries, boysenberries, dewberries,
loganberries, raspberries) and goose-
berries at 0.15 part per million. No com-
ments or requests for referral to an
advisory committee were received with
regard to this notice. Therefore, it has
been concluded that the proposed
amendment to the regulations (40 CFR
180.341) Le adopted without change.

Any person adversely affected by this
regulation may on or before August 14,
1975 file written objections with the
Hearing Clerk, Environmental Protection
Agency, 401 M St.,, SW., Washington D.C.
20460, Such objections should be sub-
mitted in quintuplicate and specify the
provisions of the regulation deemed ob-
jectionable and the grounds for the ob-
jections. If a hearing is requested, the

FEDERAL
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objections must state the issues for the
hearing. A hearing will be granted if the
objections are supported by grounds
legally sufficient to justify the relief
sought.

Effective July 15, 1975, Part 180, Sub-
part C, Section 180.341, is amended as set
forth below.

Dated: July 8, 1975.

Eowix L. JOENSON,
Deputy Assistant Administrator
for Pesticide Programs.

(Sec, 408(e), Federal Food, Drug, Drug, and
Cosmetic Act (21 US.C. 346(e) )

Part 180, Subpart C, is amended by re-
vising § 180.341 to read as follows,

§ 180,341 2,4 - Dinitro - 6 - octylphenyl
crotonate  and 2,6-dlnilro-—£odyl-
phenyl crotonate; tolerances for
residues, o

Tolerances are established for com-
bined negligible residues of a fungicide
and insecticide that is a mixture of 2.4-
dinitro-6-octylphenyl crotonate and 2,6~
dinitro-4-octylphenyl crotonate in or on
raw agricultural commodities as follows:

0.15 part per million {n or caneberries
(blackberries, boysenberries, dewberries,
loganberries, raspberries) and goose-
berries.

0.1 part per million in or on apples,
apricots, cantaloupes, cucumbers, grapes,
honeydew melons, muskmelons, nectar-
ines, peaches, pears, pumpkins, summer
squash, watermelons and winter squash.

|FR Doc.76-18206 Filed 7-14-75:8:46 am|]

Title 41—Public Contracts and Property
Management -

CHAPTER 3—DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH,
EDUCATION, AND WELFARE

Small Purchases

On August 7, 1974, Federal Procure-
ment Regulation, Temporary Regulation
33 was published in the FeperAL REGIS-
TeR. This implemented Pub. L. 93-356
which amended the Federal Property and
Administrative Services Act of 1949 to in-
crease the authority to negotiate small
purchases from $2,500 to $10,000. The
purpose of these amendments is to fur-
ther implement the foregoing in the HEW
Procurement Regulations. :

Although the Administrative Proce-
dure Act exempts rules and regulations
relating to public property, loans, grants,
benefits or contracts from the public
participation procedures of the APA, it
is the policy of the Department to utilize
these procedures in issuing regulations
relating to these categories, 36 FR 2532.
However, the Department finds in this
instance that the utilization of such pro-
cedures is unnecessary because the
amendments to the HEWPR are pri-
marily technical and administrative in
nature and reflect the changes in the
statute and FPR Temporary Regulation
33. Additionally, it is essential that the
regulation become effective immediately
in order that the Department’s small

29715

purchase practices and procedures con-
form to the changes in the statute and
FPR.

Nevertheless, the Department invites
interested persons to submit written com-
ments, suggestions, or data on these
amendments to the HEWPR to the Dep-
uty Assistant Secretary for Grants and
Procurement Management, OASAM,
Room 3078, HEW Switzer Bullding, 330
C Street, SW, Washington, D.C. 20201
on or before August 14, 1975,

Material thus submitted will be evalu-~
ated and if deemed advisable, the regu-
Iation will be amended to take such ma-
terial into account. Until such time as
further changes are made, however, Part
3-3, Subpart 3-3.6, and other amend-
ments as set forth herein shall remain
in effect, thus permitting the public busi-
ness to proceed more expeditiously,

(5 U.S.C. 301; 40 US.C. 486(¢))

Effective date: These amendments
shall be effective on July 15, 1975.

It is hereby certified that the economic
and inflationary impacts of this proposed
regulation have been carefully evaluated
in accordance wth OMB Circular A-107,

Date: July 8, 1975.
Joux OTTINA,

Assistant Secretary for
Administration and Management,

PART 3-1—GENERAL

1. In § 3-1.404-2, paragraphs (b) and
(¢) are revised to read as follows:

§ 3=1.404-2 Designation,

(b) A DHEW Certificate of Appoint-
ment suitable for use in the appoint-
ment of Department contracting officers
is avallable on an optional basis on the
part of each agency. When utilized, this
certificate is to be used to identify em-
ployees of the Department who have been
delegated the authority to obligate the
Government by execution of formal two
signature contracting documents and/or
small purchase orders. The certificate is
not to be issued to employees where dele-

gation of authority Is restricted to pro-
curement from Mandatory sources of
supply (FSS, GSA, Perry Point, Md.,
DOD, etc,).

(¢c) Requests for certificates are to be
made to the Director, Division of Pro-
curement Policy and Regulations Devel-
opment, OGPM, OASAM. Requests shall
contain the name, current grade, loca-
tion and extent of authority to be dele-
gated.

PART 3-3—PROCUREMENT BY
NEGOTIATION

2. In Part 3-3, Subpart
amended as follows:
§ 3-3.600 Scope of subpart.
This subpart prescribes the policies
and procedures for purchases of supplies
and nonpersonal services when the ag-
gregate dollar amount in any one trans-

3-36 Is
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action does not exceed $10,000. Purchases
not in excess of $10,000 which are ac-
complished in accordance with the poli-
cles and procedures of this subpart 3-3.6
shall be termed “small purchases.) Small
purchase methods included in this sub-
part Include solicitations made either
orally, or in writing using a SF-18, and
award via Standard Form 147 (Order for
Supplies or Services); Standard Form
44 (Purchase Order-Invoice-Voucher);
Blanket Purchase Agreements (BPA), or
Imprest Punds. Procurements not in ex-
cess of $10,000 which are accomplished by
more formal negotiation methods other
than those preseribed In this subpart and
which are negotiated pursuant to 41
U.S.C. 252(¢)(3), are also defined as
small purchases for reporting purposes.
In arriving at the "aggregate dollar
amount” involved, all supplies and serv-
ices must be included which would be
properly grouped together In a single
advertisement for bids if the procure-
ment were being effected by formal ad-
vertising, The amount of $10.000 includes
the total price of the order including all
estimated handling and freight charges
to be paid to the prospective contractor.’
Requirements aggregating more than
$10,000 shall not be broken down into
several purchases which are $10,000 or
less merely for the purpose of permitting
negotiation or utilizing the small pur-
chase methods authorized under §§ 1-3.6
and 3-3.6.

§ 3-3.601 Purpose and applicability,

(a8) Purpose. The objective of the sim-
plified small purchase methods pre-
scribed herein is to reduce administra-
tive costs to the extent possible within
:‘hc limits of applicable laws and regula-

ons,

(b) Applicability. (1) The policies and
procedures in 1-3.6 and this subpart shall
not be used for the following:

) Procurements not In excess of $10,-
000 which are accomplished through
delivery orders issued under Indefinite
delivery contracts, e.g., definite quantity
contracts, requirements contracts, and
indefinite quantity contracts.

(i1) Procurements made by formal ad-
vertising or negotintion other than by
§ 1-3.203, which were initially estimated
to exceed $10,000, but ultimately resulted
in a preaward price of $10,000 or less.

(i) Small purchases which are inl-
tially estimated not to exceed $10,000, but
ultimately result in a preaward price in
excess of $10,000. If the price exceeds
$10,000, the authority of 41 US.C, 252(¢)
(3) may not be used.

(iv) Construction requirements esti-
mated to exceed $2,000. However, if the
initial estimate is $2,000 or less but the
ultimate preaward dollar amount result-
ing from quotations received exceeds
$2,000, but does not exceed $2,500, award
may be made pursuant to the policies and
procedures of §1-3.6, this subpart, and
the authority In 41 US.C. 252(¢c)(3)
which is permitted by § 1-18.302. (See
§ 1-18.3 for pouctes procedures per-
taining to the procurement of oomtmc
tion by negotiation.)
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(v) Procurement of architect-engineer
professional services of any dollar
amount. (See §§1-4.10 and 1-16.7 for
policies, procedures, and forms pertain-
ing to the procurement of A & E services.)

(2) This subpart does not preclude the
use of bilateral purchase orders, Stand-
ard Forms 19 and 1B for construction
contracts under $2,000 (see § 1-16.402-1),
or a negotiated two-party formal con-
tract for procurements not In excess of
$10,000 where the procurement requires
a specific contract provision relating to
technical inspection or test, specifica-
tion changes, government furnished
property, insurance, patents, price ad-
justments, or the like.

§ 3-3.602 Policy.

(&) Negotiation Authority. Negotiated
contracts or Dpurchases aggregating
$10,000 or less shall be made under the
authority of 41 U.S.C. 252(¢) (3) and § 1-
3.302 rather than under any of the other
sections in § 1-3.2. Procurements for ex-
pert or consultant services shall be made
under 41 U.S.C. 252(¢) (3) and § 1-3.203
rather than under 41 US.C. 252(¢) (4)
or 41 UB.C. 252(¢) (15). Small purchases
which are set-aside for small business
unilaterally or jointly shall b¢ made un-
der the authority of 41 U.S.C. 252(c) (3)
and § 1-3.203 rather than under 41 U.S.C,
252(¢) (1) or 41 U.S.C. 252(c) (15), The
negotiation authority shall be cited on
the face of the Standard Form 147,

(b) Placement of small purchases with
small business concerns, labor surplus
area concerns, and minorily business en-
terprises shall be encouraged to the ex-
tent consistent with the objectives of this
subpart. When source lists are main-
tained for procurements of $10,000 or
less, these source lists should Include
known concerns in these categories.
These concerns and enterprises shall be
given opportunitics, at least equal to
other firms, to submit quotations in re-
sponse to small purchase solicitations.

(¢) Mandatory Sowrces. Purchases
shall be made in the open market only
when requirements cannot be satisfled
by requisition or order from mandatory
sources in accordance with Part 1-5 or
Federal Supply Schedule contracts in
accordance with FPMR 101-26.4.

(d) Limitations on the use of Small
Purchase Methods, (1) The contracting
officer has the responsibility and author-
ity to determine which purchase method
is most suitable, efficient, and economical
for use in meeting the Immediate

I t.

(2) The small purchase methods are
designed to procure defined, off-the-
shelf, standard supplies, equipments, or
services which may be awarded on the
basis of a fixed price quotation. Small
purchase methods should not be used to
procure R & D, complex studies, services,
and the like (which require judgmental
technical evaluations and involved nego-
tiations) where the award cannot be con-
fidently made on the low price. Where
procurements are not suitable for ac-
complishment using small purchase
methods more formal negotiation

methods or formal advertising should he
used

(3) Small purchases accomplished in
accordance with this subpart may not
:e“awarded on a cost-reimbursement

is.

(4) Consullants. Small purchase
methods should be used with great pru-
dence for the procurement of consultants
to avold the increased possibility at the
higher dollar level of $10,000, of using
consultants in an improper personal
service capacity. Consideration should be
glven to § 3-22.2, Procurement of Expert
and Consultant Services, prior to each
purchase for consultani or expert
services.

(5) Delegations of contracting officer
authority for small purchases may be
selectively increased from $2,500 up to
$10,000 provided purchasing agents have
met the selection requirements in
§ 3-1.404-1 and have a working knowl-
edge of the requirements of this sub-
part. Personnel responsible for making
and approving small purchases should
acquire formal training in this area,

§ 3-3.603-2 Duta to support small pur.
chases.

See § 1-3.603-2,
§ 3-3.603-50 Conduct

chases.

of small pur-

(a) Purchases not in excess of $500.
(1) Competition. Purchases not in ex-
cess of $500 may be accomplished with-
out securing competitive quotations,
Such purchases are exempt from
§ 3-3.802-50 which requires a written
justification for noncompetitive procure-
ment. Purchases shall be distributed
equitably among qualified sources., Pur-
chases not in excess of $500 shall not be
made repetitively to one source except
for reasons which will clearly and con-
vincingly justify a noncompetitive pro-
curement in accordance with § 3-3.802-
50. Where there are multiple sources
avallable to provide an item or service, a
quotation should be solicited from other
than the previous source prior to placing
a repeat order,

(2) Solicitation of Quotations, Quota~-
tions for purchases not in excess of $500
should usually be made orally but may
be made In writing. If written solicita-
tions are used, they must be accom-
plished in accordance with § 3-3.603-50
(b) (6) (11).

(3) Evaluation of price. The adminis-

required except in instances where there
is serious doubt as to the reasonableness
of the price.
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(b) Purchases in excess of $500 up to
$10,000. The following describes the ma-
jor considerations and steps involved in
making purchases In excess of $500 up
to $10,000.

(1) Specification-statement of work.
The purchase requirement as described
in a specification or statement of work
must be clear and complete. Clarity is
important to achieve effective competi-
tion because it enables all potential
quoters to reach a common understand-
ing of the requirement, A complete ex-
pression of the Government's require-
ment reduces potential misunderstand-
ings in competitive procurements and
increases the probability that the Gov-
ernment will receive what is actually
required.

(2) Notice of intention to make a
service comtract. The requirement in
5 1-12.905-3 to forward a Standard Form
08, Notice of Intention to Make & Service
Contract, to the Department of Labor
for any contract exceeding $2.500 ailso
applies to small purchases over $2500.

(3) Competition. Solicitation of com-
petitive quotations from a reasonable
number of qualificd sources of supply
shall be made to assure that the procure-
ment is to the advantage of the Govern-
ment, price and other factors considered.
Generally, three is a reasonable number
of sources for purchases in excess of $500
but under $5,000, More than three sources
may be solicited at the discretion of the
contracting officer. A reasonable number
of sources for purchases of $5,000 up to
$10,000 is & minimum of three, A maxi-
mum number cannot be specified apart
from considering the nature of the re-
quirement to be purchased.

(4) Noncompetitive purchases. Pur-
chases in excess of $300 up to $10,000
which are made noncompetitively require
justification as to why competition was
not obtained. The justification, which
may be In the form of a statement in the
request for contract or requisition, must
address the considerations in § 3-3.802-
50. The contracting officer may aprove
or disapprove the justification, Award of
the contract or purchase order up to
$10,000 by the contracting officer shall
constitute approval of the justification.

(5) Synopsis (1-1.10) . Small purchases
of 85,000 and above shall be synopsized
in the Commerce Business Daily in ac~-
cordance with § 1-1.10 unless one of the
exceptions in § 1-1.1003-2 applies. Synop-
ses shall be sent to the Commerce Busi-
ness Daily and due dates for receipt of
quotations shall be timed so that there
s & reasonable time for potential quot-
ers W request RFQ's and submit quota-
tions. Generally the synopsis should be
mailed to the Commerce Business Daily
10 days prior to but not later than the
day the SF-18 is released. Approximately
30 days should be planned between pub-
lishing of the synopsis and the due date
for receipt of quotations. The synopsis
should contain notice that the require-
ment is & small purchase.

(6) Solicitation of quotations, )
Solicitations for under $5,000
may be solicited either orally or in writ-
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ing. Data to support oral solicitations
shall be In accordance with § 1-3.603-2.
Written solicitations should be used when
(A) the sources are located outside the
local area, (B) special specifications are
involved, (C) a large number of items
are included in a single proposed pro-
curement, or (D) obtaining oral quota-
tions is not considered efficient, Written
solicitations for purchases under $5,000
shall be prepared in accordance with the
following paragraph § 3-3.603-50(b)

(6) (1)

(i) (Written solicitations shall be used
for all-purchases estimated to be $5,000
up to $190, Standard Form 18, Request
for Quotiati shall be used for written
solicitation of quotations in accordance
with §1-16.201. Written competitive
solicitations shall contain the following
elements as a minimum.

(A) Specification or Statement of
Work.

(B) Delivery schedule.

(C) Quantity.

(D) Evaluation criteria if the award
will not be made on low price alone to
the lowest, responsive, responsible quoter.
If quotations must be evaluated as being
technically acceptable, as in the case of
studies or other requirements which re-
quire conceptual products, the criteria
for determining technical acceptability,
and the importance of price relative to
technical factors must be stated in the
solicitation. Quoters must be informed
of all evaluation factors and the relative
weight attached to each factor where
awards will not be made on the basis
of lowest price.

(E) Add the clauses as required by
§ 3-3.605-2(b) (3) and (4),

(F) Add the Certifications and Repre-
sentations as required by §3-3.605-2
(b) ().

(G) Cite the negotintion authority of
41 US.C. 252(¢) (3).

(H) State the due date for receipt of
quotations and include the provision pre-
scribed by § 1-3.802-1 regarding consid-
eration of late proposals.

(i11) Amendment of Request for Quo-
tation—Prjor to Closing Date,

(A) If after issuance of a request for
quotations, but before the closing date of
their receipt, it becomes necessary to
make significant changes in quantity,
specifications, delivery schedules or any
change In closing dates, or to correct a
defect or ambigulty, such change shall
be accomplished by issuance of an
amendment to the request. Requests for
quotations using the SF-18 may be
smended by letter. Oral requests for quo-
tations may be amended orally,

(B) When it is considered necessary
to issue an amendment to & request for
quotations, the period of time remaining
before closing and the need for extending
this period by postponing the time set
for closing must be considered. Where
only a short time remains before the time
set for closing, extension of time may
be made by telegram or telephone. Such
notification should be confirmed in the
amendment.
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(C) Any information given to one po-
tential quoter concerning a request for
quotations shall be furnished promptly
to all other pofential quoters In an
amendment to the request, if such in-
formation is necessary to potential
quoters in submitting quotations, or If
the lack of such information would be
prejudicial to uninformed potential
quoters.

(7 Late quotations. The policy of
§ 1-3.802-1, Consideration of Late Pro-
posals, is made applicable by this regu-
lation to written small purchase quota-
tions received after the time set for re-
ceipt at the purchasing office. Any oral
quotation received at the purchasing of-
fice after the time set for receipt shall
not be accepted. Because Iate written
quotations shall not be considered except
as provided for in § 1-3.802-1 it iIs im-
portant to allow potential quoters enough
time to submit their quotations,

(8) Evaluation and selection of quota-
tions for negotiation and award. Quota-
tions must be evaluated in accordance
with the evaluation criteria in the solici-
tation. Unless otherwise stated in the
solicitation, awards will be made to the
lowest, responsible, responsive quoter.
Equal low quotations shall be awarded in
sccordance with § 1-2.407.6. In the ne-
gotiation of competitive small purchases,
it is not required to establish a competi-
tive range or conduct written or oral dis-
cussions as described in §1-3.806 or
§ 3-3.51,

(9) Evaluation of price. Some form of
price or cost analysis should be made on
ecach small purchase over $500 to deter-
mine that the proposed price is reason-
able In accordance with the guidance in
§ 1-3.807-2. When competitive quota-
tions are received and award is made to
the lowest priced quoter, and the con-
tracting officer concludes that the lowest
price is reasonable, no written deter-
mination of price reasonableness Iis
required. When other than the lowest
quotation iz used as the basis for the
purchase, the reason(s) for rejecting
the lower quotation shall be included in
the purchase order file by notation on
the worksheet or by a separate memo-
randum. When only one quotation is re-
ceived, a written determination of
price reasonableness is required.

€10) Award documents. (1) Small
purchase awards shall generally be made
using the Standard Form 147 in § 1-16.-
301-2, If special conditions require, a two
party formal contract may be Issued
under $10,000.

(i1) Clauses required by § 3-3.605-2(b)
(3) and (4) shall be incorporated in the
SF-147 by reference or shall be physi-
cally attached,

(iil) Determining Contractor accept-

ance. When a potential source submits
4 bid In response to a Solicitation for

Bids or a proposal in response to a
Request for Proposal, the bid and pro-
posal constitute written offers which
may be unilaterally accepted by the Gov-
ernment. Upon acceptance by the Gov-
ernment, a contract comes into being
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which legally obligates funds. A quota-
tion submitted in response to a written
Standard Form 18, Request for Quota-
tion, or an oral solicitation is not to be
construed as an offer which can be uni-
laterally accepted by the Government
to form a binding contract. Therefore,
issuance by the Government of a pur-
chase order pursuant to a po-
tential source’s quotation is merely an
offer by the Government to the prospec-
tive contractor to buy certain goods or
services upon specified terms and con-
ditions. The purchase order does not be-
come a fund obligating contract until
the prospective contractor accepts the
Government’s offer, The recommended
practice for determining the time of ac-
ceptance of the Government's purchase
order is to ask the prospective contractor
to provide written acceptance upon
receipt of the purchase order. Upon ac-
ceptance by the contractor, a contract
comes into being which then obligates
the funds on the purchase order. If writ-
ten acceptance is not requested and/or
recelved, delivery on purchase orders
evidences acceptance thereof and, pro-
vided such delivery is accomplished dur-
Ing the perlod of avallability of funds
being cited, the cited funds may be
properly obligated. If written acceptance
is not received, and deliveries are ac-
cepted subsequent to the period of
availability of the funds cited in the
purchase order, & new and current fund-
ing citation must be provided for the
processing of an amended purchase
order. (See DHEW Accounting Manual
Ch. 2-30-30 F. 6.)

(iv) Modifying a purchase order. (A)
Standard Form 30 or other functionally
equivalent forms approved for use by the
Director, Division of Procurement Policy
and Regulations Development, OGPM,
shall be used to modify the purchase
order for administrative or other
changes.

(B) Modiflcations making administra-
tive changes such as the correction of
typographical errors, changes in paying
office and changes in accounting and ap-
propriation data do not require con-
tractor acceptance. In addition, the is-
suance of no cost amended shipping
Instructions which modify unilateral
purchase orders and which have been
concurred in by the contractor by tele-
phone or letter do not require contractor
acceptance by signature on the Standard
Form 30.

(C) To otherwise modify the purchase
order, and if not previously included in
the purchase order, the changes clause
in § 1-7.102-2 shall be incorporated in the
Standard Form 30 (Amendment of Solic~
itation/Modification of Contract), and
the contractor acceptance obtained by
his signature on the Standard Form 30.
Subsequent changes pursuant to the
Changes clause shall not require con-
tractor acceptance. However, other mod-
ifications outside the scope of the
changes clause, such as the addition of
the Government Property Clause, shall
require contractor acceptance by signa-
ture on the Standard Form 30, .
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(v) Termination of purchase orders.
A purchase order which has not been
accepted in writing or by delivery by the
prospective contractor may- be with-
drawn or canceled by the contracting
officer any time prior to acceptance.
Notice of withdrawal or canceliation
shall be in writing and shall request the
prospective contractor’s acknowedge-
ment thereof. If the contractor has ac-
cepted the purchase order in writing or
on a subsequently izsued Standard Form
30, and it later becomes necessary to
terminate the purchase order, the con-
tractor should be asked to agree to ean-
cellation of the order without cost or
liability to either party. If he agrees, the
cancellation shall be effected by use of
Standard Form 30, as a No-Cost settle-
ment in accordance with § 1-8.209-4,
signed by the contracting officer and the
contractor, If the contractor does not
agree to & no-cost seftlement of a pur-
chase order which has been accepted,
termination of a purchase order will be
processed in accordance with the Termi-
nation for Convenience clause and Part
1-8 of Title 41,

(12) Debriefings and notification of
unsuccessful quoters,

(1) Debriefings shall be provided in ac-
cordance with § 3-3.103-50 to unsuccess-
ful quoters upon their request.,

(i) The notification of unsuccessful
offerors in § 3-3.103-50(b) (2) is not ap-
{mcable to procurements of $10,000 or
ess,

(13). Protests. There is nothing which
prevents a quoter or an interested party
from protesting against the placement
or manner of handling a small purchase.
Protests against small purchases shall
be processed in accordance with
$ 3-2.407-8.

(¢) Close out. Purchasing officer shall
initiate the close out of small purchase
files upon determination by the office
accumulating the file that the order is
complete. An order is completed when
(1) the contractor has completed the
required deliveries or supplies and the
Government has inspected and accepted
such supplies, (2) the contractor has
performed all services and the Govern-
ment has accepted such services, or (3)
notice of termination has been given to
the contractor by the Government or the
parties mutually agree to a no cost can-
cellation and, (4) final payment has
been made., Rental, use, and storage
agreements shall be considered to be
complete when & notice of termination
has been issued or the period has ex-
pired and final payment has been made,

{d) Reports of small purchases.
[ Reserved.)

§ 3-3.604 Tmprest funds (petty cash)
method,
§ 3-3.604-3 Ageney responsibilities,

(a) Requests to establish Imprest
funds shall be made to the responsible
fiscal office.

(b) At larger activities where the
agency cashler may not be conveniently
Jocated near the purchasing office, a

Class C Cashier may be Installed in the
purchasing office.

(¢c) Documentation of cash purchases
shall be in accordance with instructions
contained in the HEW Voucher Audit
Manual Part 1, Chapter 1-10.

(d) The amount of each imprest fund
shall be established on the basis of the
estimated monthly payment and the
need for replenishment, A review shaj
be made by the responsible official at
least quarterly to insure that the fund is
not in excess of needs, and appropriate
adjustments made accordingly,

§ 3-3.605 Purchase order forms.

§ 3-3.605-1 Standard Form 44, Pur.
chase Order-Invoice-Youcher,

(d) Instructions for use. The respon-
sible procurement office will instruct the
user as to limitations and procedures for
use of SF-44 as outlined in 1-3.605-1.

(e) Agency implementation. Since
SF-44 is an accountable form, a record
shall be maintained of seérial numbers
of forms, to whom issued and date issued.
SF-44's shall be kept under adequate lock
and key to prevent unauthorized use. A
reservation of funds shall be established
to cover total anticipated expenditures
prior to use of SF-44,

§ 3-3.605-2 Standard Forms 147 and
148, Order for Supplies or Services.

(a) General, * * *

(2) SF-147 and 148 are mandatory for
use in the Department as the standard
purchase order forms for small purchases
not in excess of $10,000. .

(b) Terms and conditions. (3) The
following terms and conditions shall be
added or otherwise incorporated by refer-
ence whenever Standard Forms 18 and
147 are used for small purchases in ex-
cess of $2,500:

) Ezamination of records by Comp-
troller General. § 1-7.103-3.

(1) Listing of employment openings.
§ 1-12.1102-2,

(ii1) Employment of the handicapped.
§1-12.1304.

(v) Termination for convenience of
the government, § 1-8.705.

(4) The following terms and condi-
tions shall be added or incorporated by
reference whenever required by the Fed-
eral Procurement Regulations:

(1) Utilization of small business con-
cerns. § 1-1.710-3(a). (All actions which
may exceed $5,000.)

(1) Utilization of labor surplus area
concerns. §1-1.805-3(a). (All actions
which may exceed $5,000.)

(1) Utilization of minority business
enterprises. § 1-1.1310-2(a). (All actions
which may exceed $5,000.)

(iv) U.S. products and services (Bal-
ance of Payments Program. § 1-6.806-4,
(All actions subject to the Balance of
Payments program in excess of $2,500.)

(v) Contract work hours and Safety
Standards Act. § 1-12.303, (All actions in
excess of $2,500 which are not subject
to the Service Contract Act of 1985.)

(vi) Service Contract Act of 1965.
§ 1-12.904-1. (Service contracts in excess
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of $2,500,) For services contracts not ex-
ceeding $2,600 use the clause in § 1-
12.904-2.

(5) The following are the Certifica-
tion requirements applicable to small
purchases when the SFP-147 is used.

(1) The Certification of independent
price determination. § 1-1.317 is not ap-
plicable to small purchases.

(i) The Buy American Certificate.
(§1-6.104-3).

(iii) Labor Surplus Area Representa-
tion should be obtained when a labor sur-
plus area set-aside has veen made and
for use in deciding between equal priced
quotations.

§ 3-3.606 Blanket purchase arrange-
ments,

§ 3=3.606~1 Documentation.

(a) Each blanket purchase arrange-
ment (BPA) shall be documented by is-
suance of a purchase order appropriately
numbered. Each BPA shall contain the
following provisions:

(1) Authorization to the supplier to
furnish the supplies or services described
in general terms, when ordered by au-
thorized personnel listed therein.

(2) A statement that individual orders
will not exceed $5,000 per order,

(3) A statement that the Government
will be obligated only to the extent of the
orders placed against the BPA by au-
thorized personnel.

(4) A stipulation that the supplier's es-
tablished discounts will apply to orders
placed against the BPA.

(5) A requirement that all shipments
be accompanied by delivery tickets con-
taining the name of the supplier, BPA
number, including call number, date of
order, name of individual placing the or-
der, an itemized list of supplies or serv-
ices furnished including unit price and
extension of each item, applicable dis~
count, date of delivery and the signature
of the Government employee receiving
the item or service.

(6) A requirement that the supplier
shall submit an itemized invoice at least
once each month or upon expiration of
the BPA, whichever occurs first, cover-
ing all deliveries made during the billing
period for which payment has not been
received.

(7) Each BPA shall cite 41 US.C. 252
(c) (3) as authority for negotiation.

§ 3-3.606-5 Ageney implementation,

(a) The procurement office shall re-
view the blanket purchase arrangement
files at least annually to assure that au-
thorized procedures are being followed.
In addition, the procurement office shall
review and updafe as required each
blanket purchase arrangement at least
annually,

» » - » »

ie) Delivery tickets signed by the Gov-
ernment employee receiving the item or
service will be forwarded to the fiscal
office or other paying office as designated
by the operating agency, Payment will
be made on the basis of the signed de-
livery tickets and properly itemized in-
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volce. Procurement activities will ensure
that established procedures allowing for
avallability of funds are in effect prior to
placement of orders.

(g) (1) Competition under BPA's will
be obtained In accordance with 3-3.603-
50(a) (1) and (b) (3), When concurrent
agreements are in effect for similar items,
orders not in excess of $500 shall be
equitably distributed. Where there is an
insuficient number of BPA's for any
given class of supplies or services to as-
sure adequate competition on orders in
excess of $500, the individual placing the
order shall solicit quotations from other
sources in addition to the BPA source(s),
or establish additional BPA’s,

(2) Individual orders shall be re-
corded in simple form as determined by
the operating agency. Orders will be
numbered in sequence in a separate
series for each BPA and will consist of
the BPA number followed by the serial
number of the order.

3. In Part 3, Subpart 3-3.8, § 3-3.802-
50, paragraphs (b) (1) and (2) are re-
vised to read as follows:

§ 3-3.802-50 [Amended]

(b) Exclusions. The provisions of this
$3-3.802-50 do not apply to: (1) Pro-
curements of $500 or less (see 3-3.603-50
(a)), (2) procurements of architect-
engineer, physician, veterinarian, den-
tist, registered nurse, or legal services
(where such individuals are performing
services In these capacities) under the
authority of 41 US.C. 252(¢c) (&) or 41
U.S.C. 252(¢c) (3) where the amount of
the purchase does not exceed $10,000,

4. In §3-3.802-50, In paragraph (d)
(1) delete $250 and $2,500 and add $500
and $10,000 respectively in lieu thereof.

5. In §3-3.802-50, in paragraph (d)
(2) delete $2,500 and add $10,000 in lieu
thereof.

PART 3-16—PROCUREMENT FORMS
§3-16.50 [Amended]

4. In Subpart 3-16.50, §3-16.5000, in
paragraph (b) (1), $2,500 is deleted and
$10,000 is added in lieu thereof,

[FR Dog,76-18253 Flled 7-14-75;8:45 am]

CHAPTER 3—DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH,
EDUCATION, AND WELFARE

PART 3-3—PROCUREMENT BY
NEGOTIATION

PART 3-16—PROCUREMENT FORMS
Miscellaneous Amendments to Chapter

On December 4, 1974, a notice of pro-
posed rule making was published in the
FepERAL Reaister (39 FR 41088 and
41089) stating the Department of Health,
Edueation, and Welfare is considering
an amendment to 41 CFR, Chapter 3, by
adding & new § 3-3.802-1, Consideration
of late proposals, to Subpart 3-3.8, Price
Negotiation Policles and Techniques, and
amending §3-3.103-50, Notifying and
debriefing of ,unsuccessful offerors, Sub-
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part 3-3.51, Selection of offerors for ne-
gotiation and award, and §3-16.5001,
Standardized request for proposal (RFP)
format and checklist for solicitation
documents.

Interested persons were invited to sub-
mit written data, views and comments
within 30 days after publication. Com-
ments were received from four organiza-
tions.

The comments were primarily con-
cerned with the five-day requirement of
mailing before the due date. The five-
day period is required by the Federal
Procurement Regulations (FPR) and it
cannot be altered without revision of the
FPR.

Other comments concerned the use of
registered or certified mail in the sub-
mission of proposals, Veriflieation of mail-
ing of the proposal is required by the
FPR and mailing of proposals by regis-
tered or certified mail would meet these
requirements. Another comment ques-
tioned the relevance of § 3-3.802-1 (a),
(b) (1), (e). It is considered relevant be-
cause the successful offeror could submit
a modification which would make his
proposal even more favorable to the Gov-
ernment and the Government should be
able to accept such a modification. The
last comment concerned standardizing
the day and hour proposals are due
within the Department. Our examination
determined this not to be feasible in that
the contracting officer should be In a
position to establish the time proposals
are due.

We have added an implementation of
1-3.802-2 to the regulation. However, it
should be noted that the provisions of
3-3.802-1 will apply relative to the han-
dling of late proposals unless the head
of the procuring sactivity determines
otherwise. The head of & procuring ac-
tivity would make this determination
relative to a class of contracts, le, re-
search and development, supply, ete. It
is anticipated that only a few principal
opernting components would utilize the
alternate instructions and the class of
contracts involved would be research and
development,

Also, this regulation confirms Instruc-
tions furnished to principal operating
components relative to the handling of
late proposals, Therefore, after consid-
eration of the views presented, the
amendment is hereby adopted, subject
to the following changes:

1. The following Is added 85 a new
§ 3-3.802-2, Alternate procedures for con-
sideration of late proposals, to Subpart
3-3.8, Price. Negolintion Policles and
Technlques. This addition is added as
paragraph 2 to the rule and the other
paragraphs will be renumbered 3, 4, and
5, respectively.

§ 3-3.802-2 Alternate procedures for consid-
erations of late proposals, (n) When the head
of the procuring activity determines that the
procedures set forth in § 3-3.802-1 are nos
appllcable to certaln classes of negotlated
procurement conducted by hils activity, he
may suthorize the adoption of the following
procedures for consideration of Jate proposals
snd modifications (except where the pro-
curoment of general purpose automated data
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processing equipment is Involved unless the
use of the procedures set forth In this § 3-3.-
B802-2 is expressly authorized by the Com-
uiissioner, Automated Data and Telecom=-
munications Service, GSA).

(b) Requests for proposals that fall within
n class of negotinted procurement for which
it has been determined, in accordance with
§ 3-3.802-2(n), that the requirements of § 3-
3.802-1 are not applicable shall contaln the
following provision:

LATE PROPOSALS, MODIFICATIONS OF PROPOSALS,
AND WITHDRAWAL OF PROPOSALS

(a) Any proposal received at the office des-
lgnated In the solleitation after the exaot
time specified for recelpt will not be con-
sidered unless it Is received before award Is
made, and;

(1) It was sent by registered or coertified
mall not later than the fifth calendar day
prior to the date specified for receipt of offers
(0.g., an offer submitted in nse to a
solicitation requiring receipt of offers by the
20th day of the month must bave been
matied by the 15th or earlier);

(2) It was sent by mall (or telegram if
authorized) and it is determined by the Gov-
ernment that the late receipt was due solely
to mishandling by the Government after
recelpt at the Government installation;

{3) It is the only proposal received; or

(4) It offers significant cost or technical
asdvantages to the Government, and it is
received before a determination of the coms-
petitive range has been made.

(b) Any modification of a proposal Is sub~
Ject to the same conditions as In (a) of this
provision.

(c) The only acceptable evidence to estab-
lish:

(1) The date of malling of a late proposal
or modification sent elther by registered mall
or certified mall is the U.S. Postal Service
postmark on the wrapper or on the original
receipt from the US. Postal Service. If
nelther postmark shows a legible date, the
proposal or modification of proposal shall be
deemed to have been malled Iater, (The term
“postmark” means o printed, stamped, or
otherwise placed impression that is readily
identifiable without further action as having
been supplied and aflixed on the date of
malling by employees of the US. Postal
Service.)

(2) The time of receipt at the Government
installation is the time-date stamp of such
Installation on the proposal wrapper or other
documentary evidence of receipt maintained
by the installation.

(d) Notwithstanding (a) and (b) of this
provision, a late modification of an otherwise
suoccessful proposal which makes its terms
more favorable to the Government will be
considered at any time it is received and may
be sccepted.

(o) may be withdrawn by writ-
ten or telegraphic notice received at any
time prior to award, Proposals may bo with-
drawn in person by an offeror or his author-
1zed representative, provided his identity is
made known and he signs a recelpt for the
proposal prior to award.

(f) Generally, contracting officers, assisted
by audit or pricing personnel, will be able
to make a determination of the significance
of any reduction in cost or price to the Gov~
ernment offered by a late proposal. In order
to determine if a late proposal offers a sig-
nificant technical advantage to the Govern-
ment, the contracting officer will first obtain
# written statement from the individual re-
sponsible for the technical evaluation of
proposals. The statoment must clearly dem-
oustrate that it I1s advantageous to the
Government to consider the late proposal.
It must also state what the proposal's sig-
nificant advantages are and why they are
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important to the Government, This atate-
ment must be approved at & level equal to
that of Division Director of the Program
Office. The contraoting ofMicer will then make
the determination whether to consider the
late proposal based on the data set forth in
the statoment from the individual respon-
sible for the technical evaluation of pro-
posals,

(g) Determination of the competitive range
shall be made In accordance with Section
3-8.5107. All offerors shall be notified at the
same time whether thelr proposals are within
the competitive range, and the date of such
notification shall be considered to be the date
of the determination. Debriefings of unsuc-
cessful offerors shall be in accordance with
§ 3-3.103-50 of this Chapter, however de-
briefings should be conduoted only after
award has been made.

2. Paragraph (b)(2) of §3-3.103-50,
Notifying and debriefing of unsuccessful
offerors, is hereby deleted and the fol-
lowing is substituted in lieu thereof:

(2) If the procedures set forth in §3-8.-
802-1 are utilized, and an award will be
made within 30 days after a determination
of the competitive range has been made, a
preaward notification to offerors regarding
whether their proposals are within the com-
petitive range is not required. A preaward
notification is required if the procedures set
forth In § 3-3.802-2 are utilized or if it will
take longer than 30 days after the determi-
nation of the competitive range has been
made to make an award, The contract file
must be documented to show when such a
dotermination is made,

If the alternate procedures (§ 3-3.802-2)
are utilized, a preaward notification must be
glven to all offerors at the same time, as
soon as practicable, after the determination
of the competitive range has been made. The
following is a sample preaward notifiontion
letter to those offerors considered to be not
within the competitive range:

GenTremEN: Your proposal submitted in
response to the subject Request for Proposal
(RFP) has been evaluated. Upon examina-
tion of your proposal in accordance with the
criteria set forth In the RFP, It has been
determined that the proposal is not within
the competitive range, price and other factors
considered. (A brief explanation of the rea-
sons for this determination should also be
included in the letter.) No further informa-
tion is avaflable at this time. You will be
notified of any award(s) made as a result
of the solleitation,

Notification will include the name of the
successful offeror(s) and dollar amount of
the resulting contraoct(s).

Since no further negotiations will be con-
ducted with you concerning the subject
RFP, no revision of your proposal will be
considered,

Your interest In our requirements is ap-
preciated.

Sincerely yours,
Contracting Officer.

The required preaward notification to
offerors whose proposals are outside the
competitive range, when the procedures
specified in § 3-3.802-1 are utilized, need
only state that the offeror's proposal was
determined to be outside the competitive
range and In general terms state the
reasons for this determination. In any
preaward notification to offerors whose

proposals are not within the competitive

range, particular care should be taken to
ensure that the offerors are advised that
proposal revisions will not be considered
Whenever a preaward notification is re-
quired, the preaward notification to those
offerors in the competitive range neeq
only state this fact,

A postaward notification will be given
to every unsuccesful offeror and it wil
include the name of the successful of-
feror(s) and dollar amount of the result-
ing contract(s). Upon request, In ac-
cordance with paragraph (a) of this sec-
tion, unsuccessful offerors shall be fur-
nished the ressons why their proposals
were not accepted. Debriefings of unsuc-
cessful offerors should be conducted only
after award has been made. Debriefings
may be given before award if the con-
tracting officer determines it is in the
best interest of the Government to do so
and that such a debriefing would not
harm the Integrity of the procurement
process. Any debriefing which is given
before the award of a contract shall be
limited to a discussion of the unsuccess-
ful offeror's proposal. Costs and prices
proposed by other offerors will not be
discussed at preaward debriefings.

3. Paragraph (1)(4) of §3-16.5001,
Standardized request for proposal (RFP)
format and checklist for solicitation
documents is hereby deleted and the fol-
lowing is substituted in leu thereof.

(4) Lare ProrosaLl, MODIFICATIONS oOF Pro-

POSALS AND WITHDRAWALS OF

(a) If the procedures set forth in §3-
3.802-1 are utilized, include the provision
set forth in § 3-3.802-1(a).

(b) If the procedures set forth In
§ 3-3.802-2 are utllized, include the pro-
vision set forth in § 3-3.802-2(b).

(6 U.8.C. 301; 40 US.C, 486)

Effeclive date:r These regulations
shall become effective July 15, 1875,

It is hereby certified that the eco-
nomic and inflationary impacts of this
regulation have been carefully evalu-
ated in accordance with OMB Circular
A-107.

Dated: July 8, 1975.

JOHN OTTINA,
Assistant Secretary for
Administration and Management,

1. The new §3-3.802-1 will read as
follows:

§ 3-3.802-1 Consideration of late pro-
posals.

(a) The following provision regarding
the receipt and consideration of pro-
posals for award that are received after
the exact time set for receipt in the
request for proposal shall be placed in
each solicitation:

LATE PROPOSALS, MODIFICATIONS OF
PROPOSALS AND WITHMORAWAL OF PROPOSALS

(n) Any proposal recelved at the office
designated In the solicitation after the exact
time specified for receipt will not be con-
sidered unless it s recelved before award is
made, and:

(1) It was sent by registered or certified
mall not later than the Aifth calendar day
prior to the date specified for receipt of offers
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(e.g, an offer submitted In response to a
solicitation requiring receipt of offers by the
aoth of the month must have been mailed
by the 15th or eariler) ;

“(2) It was sent by mail (or telegram if
authorized) and it is determined by the
Government that the late receipt was due
solely to mishandling by the Government
after recelpt at the Government installation;
or

(3) It is the only proposal received,

{b) Any modification of a proposal, except
» modification resulting from the Contract-
ing Ofcer's request for “best and final™ of-
fer is subject to the same conditions as in
(a) (1) and (&) (2) of this provision,

(¢) A modification resulting from the Con-
tracting Officer’s request for “best and final"
offer recelved after the time and date speci-
fled in the request will not be consldered
unless received before award and the Iate
receipt 15 due solely to mishandling by the
Government after receipt at the Government
installntion,

(d) The only acceptable evidence to estab-
lishi

(1) The date of malling of a late proposal
or modifieation sent elther by registered or
certified mall is the US. Postal Service post-
mark on the wrapper or on the original re-
colpt from tho U.S, Postal Service. If neither
postmark shows a legible date, the proposal
or modifieation shall be deemed to have been
malled late. (The term * k" means
s printed, stamped, or otherwise placed im-
pression that is readily identifiable without
further action as having been supplied and
amxed on the date of malling by employees
of the U8, Postal Service.)

(2) The time of receipt at the Govern-
ment installation is the time-date stamp of
such installatién on the proposal wrapper or
other documentary evidence of receipt main-
tained by the Installation.

(e) Notwithstanding (a), (b), and (¢), of
this provision, a Iate modification of an
otherwise successful proposal which makes
its terms motre favorable to the Government
will be conaidered at any time It is recelved
and may be accepted.

(f) Proposals may be withdrawn by writ-
ton or telegraphic notice received at any time
prior to award. Proposals may be withdrawn
In person by an offeror or his authorized
representative, provided his identity is made
known and he signs a recelpt for the pro-
posal prior to award,

(b) Proposals and modifications of
proposals received in the office designated
In the request for proposals after the
exact time specified are late proposals
and shall be considered for award only
if the circumstances set forth in the pro-
vision in § 3-3.802-1{(a) of this section,
are applicable, When a late proposal or
modification of proposal is received and
it i5 clear from available information
that it cannot be considered for award
(e.g., when the postmark clearly shows
that the proposal was mailed later than
the fifth day prior to the date specified),
the contracting officer, or his authorized
representative, shall promptly notify the
offeror that it was received late and will
not be considered for award. However,
when a late proposal or modification of
proposal is transmitted by registered or
certified mail and it is received before
award but it is not clear from the avail-
able information whether it can be con-
sidered, the offeror shall be promptly
notified substantially in accordance with
the notice in § 1-2.303-6, appropriately
modified to relate to proposals.
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(¢c) Where only one proposal is in-
voived and it is received after the time
specified, it may be evaluated and con-
sidered for award. As used in this section
the term “only proposal received" means
& proposal which 1s one submitted by (1)
the only offeror responding to the request
for proposals, (2) a sole source, or (3) an
offeror who is offering proprietary items
in response to a request for proposal
which specifies that awards will be made
on the basis of proprietary items identi-
fled by the offeror by brand name, model,
type, or other identification. With re-
spect to paragraph (¢) (3) of this section
the term does not mean an offer which
is based on a performance specification
or & brandnameé product which is specif-
fcally identified in the request for pro-
posal.

(d) The normal revisions of proposals
by offerors selected for discussion during
the usual conduct of negotiations with
such offerors are not to be considered as
late proposals or later modifications to
proposals but shall be handled in accord-
ance with § 1-3.805.

2. The following Is added as a new
§ 3-3.802-2, alternate procedures for
consideration of late proposals, to Sub-
part 3-3.8, Price Negotiation Policies
and Techniques.

§ 3-3.802-2 Aliernate procedures for
consideration of late proposal.

(a) When the head of the procuring
activity determines that the procedures
set forth in §3-3.802-1 are not appli-
cable to certain classes of negotiated
procurement conducted by his activity,
he may authorize the adoption of the
following procedures for consideration
of late proposals and modifications (ex-
cept where the procurement of general
purpose automated data processing
equipment is involved unless the use of
the procedures set forth In this §3-3.-
802-2 is expressly authorized by the
Commissioner, Automated Data and
Telecommunications Services, GSA).

(b) Requests for proposals that fall
within a class of negotiated procurement
for which it has been determined, In ac~
cordance with § 3-3.802-2(a), that the
requirements of § 3-3.802-1 are not ap-
plicable shall contain the following pro-
visions:

LATE PROPOSALS, MODIFICATIONS OF

PROPOSALS, AND WITHDRAWALS OF

PROPOSALS

{n) Any proposal received at the office des-

Jdgnated In the sollcitation after the exact

time specified for recelpt will not be con-
sidered unless it is recelved before award s
made, and;

(1) It was sent by registered or certified
mail not later than the ffth calendar day
prior to the date specified for recelpt of
offers (e.g., an offer submitted in response to
o sollcitation requiring roceipt of offers by
the 20th day of the month must have been
matled by the 15th or earller);

(2) It was sont by mall (or telegram if
authorized) and it is determined by the
CGovernment that the late receipt was due
solely to mishandling by the Government
after receipt at the Government Installation;
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(3) It is the only proposal recelved; or

(4) It offers significant cost or technical
advantages to the Government, and it is
recelved before a determination of the com-
petitive range has been made,

(b) Any modification of a proposal is sub-
ject to the same conditions us in (a) of this
provision.

(e) The only acceptable evidence to eatab-
1ish;

(1) The date of malling of a late proposal
or modification sent elther by registered mail
or certified mail is thoe U.S. Postal Service
postmark on the wrapper or on the original
receipt from the US, Postal Bervice, If
neither postmark shows a legible date, the
proposal or modification of proposal shall be
deemed to have been malled later, (The term
“postmark” means a printed, stamped, or
otherwise placed impression that ls readlly
identifiable without further action as having
been supplied and afixed on the date of mail-
ing by employees of the U.S, Postal Service.)

(2) The time of recelpt at the Government
installation is the time-date stamp of such
installation on the proposal wrapper or other
documentary evidence of receipt maintained
by the Installation,

(d) Notwithstanding (a) and (b) of this
provision, a Iate modification of an other-
wise successful proposal which makes Its
torms more favorable to the Government will
be considered at any time It is recelved and
may be accepted,

(e) Proposals may bo withdrawn by writ-
ten or telegraphic notice received at any
time prior to award. Proposals may be with-
drawn in person by an offeror or his author-
jzad ropresentative, provided his Identity Is
made known and he signs a receipt for the
proposal prior to award.

(f) Generally, contracting officers, assisted
by audit or pricing personnel, will be able to
make a determination of the significance of
any reduction in cost or price to the Gov-
ernment offered by a Iate proposal. In order
to determine if s late proposal offers a
significant technical advantage to the Gov-
ernment, the contracting ofMcer will first ob-
tain a written statement from the individual
responsible for the technical evaluation of
proposals, The statement muat clearly
demonstrate that It is advantageous to the
Government to consider the late proposal, It
must also state what the proposal’s signifi-
cant advantages are and why they are im-
portant to the Government. This statement
must be approved at a level equal to that of
Division Director of the Program Office. The
contraoting officer will then make the deter-
mination whether to consider the late pro-
posal based on the data set forth In the
statement from the Individual responsible
for the technical evaluation of proposals,

(2) Determination of the competitive range
shall be made In accordance with Soction
3-3.56107. All offerors shall be notified at the
same time whether thelir proposals are within
the competitive mnge, and the date of such
npotification shall’ be considered to be the
date of the determination. Debriefings of
unsuccesaful offerors shall be in accordance
with §3-3.108-80 of this Chapter, however
debriefings should be conducted only after
award has beon made,

3. Paragraph (b)(2) of §3-3.103-50
Notifying and debriefing of unsuccessful
offerors, is hereby revised as follows:
£ 3-3.103-50 Notifying and debriefing

of unsuccessful offerors,
» » L » L)

) *°°

(2) If the procedures set forth In
§ 3-3.802-1 are utilized, and an award
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will be made within 30 days after a de-
termination of the competitive range
has been made, a preaward notification
to offerors regarding whether their pro-
posals are within the competitive range
is not required. A preaward notification
is required if the procedures set forth In
§ 3-3.802-2 are utilized or if it will take
longer than 30 days after the determina-
tion of the competitive range has been
made to make an award. The contract
file must be documented to show when
such a determination is made. If the
alternate procedures (§3-3.802-2) are
utilized, a preaward notification must be
given to all offerors at the same time, as
soon as practicable, after the determina-
tion of the competitive range has been
made, The following is a sample pre-
award notification letter to those offerors
considered to be not within the competi-
tive range.

GenTiEMEN: Your proposal submitted in
responhse to the subject Request for Pro-
posal (RFP) has been evaluated. Upon exam-
ination of your p in accordance with
the criteria set forth in the RFP, it has been
determined that the proposal (s not within
the competitive range, price and other fac-
tors considered. (A brief explanation of the
reasons for this determination should also
be Included in the letter.) No further infor-
mation i avallable at this time, You will be
notified of any award(s) made a3 a result of
the solicitation.

Notifieation will include the name of the
successful offeror(s) and dollar amount of
the resulting contract(s).

Since no further negotiations will be con-
ducted with you concerning the subject RFP,
no revision of your proposal will be con-
aidered.

Your interest in our requirements is ap-
preciated,

Sincerely yours,
Contracting Officer.

The preaward notification to offerors
whose proposals are outside the competi-

tive range when the procedures specified

in §3-3.802-1 are utilized, need only
state that the offeror's proposal was de-
termined to be outside the competitive
range and in general terms state the rea-
sons for this determination. In any pre-
award notification to offerors whose pro-
posals are not within the competitive
range particular care should be taken to
ensure that the offeror is advised that
proposal revisions will not be considered.
Whenever a preaward notification is re-
quired, the preaward notification to those
in the competitive range need only state
this fact. A postaward notification will be
given to every unsuccessful offeror and it
will include the name of the successful
offeror(s) and dollar amount of the re-
sulting contract(s). Upon request, in ac-
cordance with paragraph (a) of this
section, unsuccessful offerors shall be
furnished the reasons why their pro-
posals were not accepted. Debriefings of
unsuccessful offerors should be conducted
only after award has been made. Debrief-

ings may be given before award if the
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contracting officer determines 1t is in the
best interest of the Government to do so
and that such a debriefing would not
harm the integrity of the procurement
process. Any debriefing which is given
before the award of a contract shall be
limited to a discussion of the unsuccessful
offeror's proposal. Costs and prices pro-
posed by other offerors will not be dis-
cussed at preaward debriefings.

§§ 3-3.5107—3-3.511 [Redesignated]

4. Subpart 3-3.51. Selection of offerors
for negotiation and award, is amended as
follows: .

(a) Sections 3-3.5106 through 3-3.5110
are redesignated as §5 3-3.5017 through
3-3.5111 respectively.

(b) The following new § 3-3.5106 is
added:

§ 3-3.5106 Conduct of evaluation.

Personnel participating in any way In
evaluating proposals shall not reveal any
information concerning the evaluations
underway except to an individual par-
ticipating in the same evaluation pro-
ceedings, and then only to the extent
that such information is required in con-
nection with such proceedings. Divulging
information during the evaluation, selec~-
tion, and negotiation phases of the pro-
curement to personnel not having & need
to know could jeopardize any resultant
award. The Contracting Officer will
therefore Instruct personnel participat-
ing in the evaluations to observe these
restrictions and assure that personnel
understand that unauthorized disclosure
of Information, no matter how innocent,
could subject such personnel to disci-
plinary action.

. - - » »

§ 3-16.5001 [Amended]

5. Paragraph (1)) of §3-16.5001,
Standardized regquest jor proposal (RFP)
Jormat and checklist for solicitation doc~
uments 1s hereby deleted and the follow-
ing is substituted in lieu thereof:

(4) Lare Prorosan, MODIFICATIONS oF PRro-
POBALS AND WITHMORAWALS OF PROPOSAL

(a) If the procedures set forth In § 3-3.803-
1 are utilized, include the provisionsin | 3-3,-
802-1(n) .

(b) If the procodures set forth in §3-3.-
802-2 are utilized, inciude the provision set
forth in § 3-3.802-2(b).

(6 US.C. 301 40 US.C, 488)
[FR Doc,756-18252 Filed 7-14-75;8:45 am |

CHAPTER 14—DEPARTMENT OF THE
INTERIOR

PART 14-7—CONTRACT CLAUSES
Listing of Subcontractors

On April 23, 1975, there was published
in the FEpEraL REGISTER (40 FR 17848)
a notice of proposed rulemaking to
amend Part 14-7 of Title 41 of the Code
of Federal Regulations by deleting § 14—
7.602-50(1) pertaining to the listing of
subcontractors under Department of the
Interfor bullding construction con-

tracts. Interested persons were given
30 days in which to submit comment;
regarding the proposed amendment.

All written comments submitted wity
respect to the proposed amendment have
been given full and careful considern-
tion. Several commentors objected to the
amendment but they did not offer any
data to substantiate the objections ang
they did not offer any constructive rec.-
ommendations or substantive reason
:'rr:’!ch were not already & matter of rec.

As a result of comments received and
duly considered and pursuant to the ay.
thority of the Secretary of the Interior
contained in 5 U.S.C. 301, Part 14-7 of
Chapter 14 of Title 41 of the. Code of
Federal Regulations is hereby amended
as stated herein,

§ 14-7.602-50(1) [Reserved]

Section 14-7.602-50(1) of Subpart
14-17.6 of 41 CFR is revoked and the sec-
tion number is reserved,

Effective date. These amendments are
effective with respect to all solicitation:
issued on or after July 15, 1975,

Dated: July 7, 1975,

JAMES T. CLARKE,
Assistant Secretary of the Interior.

[FR Doc.76-18227 Piled 7-14-75,8:45 am|

CHAPTER 101—FEDERAL PROPERTY
MANAGEMENT REGULATIONS
SUBCHAPTER B—ARCHIVES AND RECORDS
[FPMR Amdt. B-27]

PART 101~11-—RECORDS
MANAGEMENT

Standard and Optional Forms Program;
Correction

In FR Doc. 75-17113 appearing at page
27656 in the Fepenan REcISTER of Tues-
day, July 1, 1975, the following ehanges
should be made:

1. On page 27656, Insert the following
entry in the table of contents for Sub-
part 101-11.8:

§101-11.806-8 Torms promulgated by the
Interagency Committee on Medical
Records,

2. On page 27658, insert § 101-11,806-8
as follows:

§ lOl;lli!!O6-8 For(r:u promulgated by
the Interagency Committee on Med-
jeal Retoﬂ?s.

The Interagency Committee on Medi-
cal Records Is responsible for standardiz-
ing and promulgating forms used as
medical records, such as medical exam-
ination forms and clinfcal and health
records. The Committee will review all
proposed Standard forms In this subject
area.

Dated: July 9, 1975,

NorMax 8. PETERSON,
Director, Program
Implementation Division,

[FR Doc.75-18226 Filod 7-14-75:8:45 am|)
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Title 45—Public Welfare

CHAPTER 11I—OFFICE OF CHILD SUPPORT
ENFORCEMENT (CHILD SUPPORT EN-
FORCEMENT PROGRAM), DEPARTMENT
OF HEALTH, EDUCATION, AND WEL-
FARE

CHILD SUPPORT ENFORCEMENT
PROGRAM

State Plan Requirements

In FR Doc. 75-16663 appearing at page
27156 in the issue for Thursday, June 26,
1975 the second line of §301.1(h) was
omitted it should read as follows: " “Cen-
tral Office” refer to the Regional of-",

Title A9—Transportation

CHAPTER NI—FEDERAL HIGHWAY AD-
MINISTRATION, DEPARTMENT OF
TRANSPORTATION

SUBCHAPTER B—FEDERAL MOTOR CARRIER
SAFETY REGULATIONS

[Notice No. 75-9]

PART 393—PARTS AND ACCESSORIES
NECESSARY FOR SAFE OPERATION

Interpretations; Dimensional
Requirements for Sieeper Berth Exits

The Director of the Bureau of Mo-
tor Carrier Safety is amending Appendix
A of the Federal Motor Carrier Safety
Regulations by adding a new interpre-
tation No. 75-6. The purpose of the
amendment is to give the public notice
of an interpretation of § 393,76 of the
Regulations (49 CFR 393.76).

There has been a misunderstanding
in the trucking industry of the meaning
of §393.76. Because of this misunder-
standing, many sleeper berths manufac-
tured and installed in recent years do
not comply with the Regulations. There-
fore, this interpretation is necessary. The
misunderstanding arose following the
issuance of an amendment on April 16,
1974, (39 FR 14710, April 26, 1974) to

RULES AND REGULATIONS

the sleeper berth requirements which,
among other things, clarified the dimen-
sional requirements for the exit from a
sleeper berth into the driver's compart-
ment,

Since this amendment relates to inter-
pretation of existing rules, notice and
public procedure thereon are unneces-
sary.

Therefore, Appendix A to Subchapter
B of Chapter III in title 49, CFR, is
amended by adding interpretation No.
75-6 as set forth below. (Sec. 204, In-
terstate Commerce Act, 49 U.S.C. 304;
Sec. 8, Department of Transportation
Act, 49 US.C. 1655; delegations of au-
thority by the Secretary of Transporta-
tion and the Federal Highway Adminis-
trator at 49 CFR 1.48 and 389.4, respec-
tively).

Issued on July 3, 1975.

RoBERT A, KAYE,
Director,
Bureau of Motor Carrier Safety.

ArPPENDIX A—INTERPRETATIONS

DIMENSIONAL REQUIREMENTS FOR SLEEFER

NERTH EXITS
[Interpretation 75-6)

Section 39376 required an exit into the
cab from all sleepers installed after Decem-
ber 31, 1952. Before the most recent amend-
ment to § 393.76, this requirement was found
in paragraph (h) (1), the Iast sentence of
which specified that the exit into the cab
“shall comply with the requirements of para~
graph (a) of this section [393.76]."

The regulation required that slesper berths
installed between December 31, 1952, and
January 1, 1063, have exits infto the cab of
sufficient size to contain an ellipse having a
major axis of 24 inches and a minor axis of
16 inches, Sleeper berths Installed after De-
cember 31, 1062, were required to have an
exit at least 18 inches high and 36 inches
wide between the berth and the driving seat,

The amendment to § 303.76 was Issued on
April 16, 1974, to Increase the minimum in-
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terior height and width of sleeper berths
installed In vehicles manufactured after
September 31, 1975. While the amendment
made 1To other changes to the requirements,
the entire section was rewritten in an effort
to make all of the requirements more easily
understood. This amendment resulted in the
discovery by several manufacturers that cer-
taln sleeper berths Installed since Decom-
ber 31, 1962, are In violation of the regula-
tion with regard to the size of the exit into
the driver's compartment.

Several thousand sleeper berths have been
made and installed since January 1, 1963, In
violation of the requirement. In many cases,
compliance with the regulation wouid require
cutting vertical structural members at the
rear of the cab and constructing wider re-
inforcements. The cost of this modification,
throughout the industry, would be consider-
able.

In reviewing the situation, the Director
has found no evidence that sleeper berths
were manufactured, installed, and subse-
quently moved In interstate commerce in
willful violation of the regulations. Several
manufacturers have misinterpreted § 303,76
and produced sleeper berths which were not
in compliance with the regulation,

The Director concludes that these berths
do not pose a serious safety hazard on thelr
occupants. The exit into the cab does meet
the original dimensional requirements for
an ellipse having a major axis of 24 Inches
and a minor axis of 16 inches, In addition,
each berth has a ready exit at either end
which is at least 18 inches high and 21 inches
wide,

Therefore, the Director finds that an exit
into the cab from a sleeper berth Installed
between December 31, 1062, and April 1, 1076,
i3 In compliance with § 303.70, provided that
tho sleeper berth:

(1) Haa an exit into the driver's compart-
ment of sufficient area to contaln an ellipse
having a major axis of 24 Inches and & minor
axis of 16 inches; and

(2) Hns at least 2 exits, ench of which Is at
least 18 Inches high and 21 inches wide, lo-
cated at opposite ends of the berth and us-
able by the occupant without assistance by
any other person.

[FR Do0.75-18206 Filed 7-14-75,8:45 am|)
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proposedrules

This section of the FEDERAL REGISTER contains notices to the public of the prop
these notices is to give interested persons an opportunity to participate in the rulemaking prior to the adoption of the final rules,

d is

of rules and regulations, The purpose of

DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY

Comptrolier of the Currency
[12 CFR Part 14]
CHANGES IN CAPITAL STRUCTURE

Evaluation of Debt Issues as Additions to
Capital Structure

The Comptroller of the Currency is
considering the adoption of Guideline-
Criteria for use in evaluating applica-
tions by national banks for approval of
subordinated debt issues pursuant to 12
CFR 14.5. The Board of Governors of the
Federal Reserve System is consider-
ing similar Guideline-Criteria for use in
evaluating applications from member
banks for exemption from Regulations Q
and D for subordinated debt issues.

The following Guideline-Criteria are
proposed:

GUIDELINE-CRITERIA FOR  EVALUATING

Deer IsSuEs As ADDITION TO A Na-

TIONAL BANK'S CAPITAL STRUCTURE

1. Maximum ratio of debt to equity.
The total amount of subordinated notes
and debentures outstanding, including
the debt proposed to be issued, should
not exceed 50 percent of a bank's equity
capital base. However, banks with sig-
nificant asset or management problems
generally would not be presumed to be
entitled to issue debt capital up to the
50 percent ceiling, A bank's equity
capital base, for purposed of this test, is
considered to include capital stock, sur-
plus, undivided profits, capital reserves,
and all reserves for losses on loans and
securities.

2. Earnings coverage test, The total
of fixed changes as a result of any issue
of subordinated notes or debentures
should not exceed 33'5 per cent of a
National bank’s average net income
before taxes and before fixed charges
over the preceding five years. Therefore,
in general, average adjusted net income
should exceed total fixed charges by a
multiple of at least three. For purposes
of this test, before-tax net income would
include securities gains or losses, ex-
clude extraordinary charges and credits,
and would be adjusted where necessary
to reflect actual loan loss experience
rather than other “provision for loan
loss.” Total fixed charges include annual
interest charges before taxes on all
existing debt as well as the new debt pro-

to be issued. Fixed charges on
existing debt would include interest on
all outstanding mortgage debt and sub-
ordinated notes and debentures, plus
one-third of lease contracts.

In applying this test to a bank that is
a subsidiary of a holding company which
shows a net deficit on its nonbank op-
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erations, the amount of such deficit,
calculated on a before-tax basis, would
be subtracted from net income as de-
rived from consolidated net income
before taxes of the holding company. For
multibank holding companies, the non-
bank net deficit generally would be al-
located among subsidiary banks in pro-
portion to their net income. Ordinarily,
the adjustment would be based on data
for the most recent year, but, in some
cases, an average (covering not more
than the most recent five years) would
be more representative of prospective
earnings experience. This adjustment, in
effect, would reduce the allowable
amount of new fixed interest expense
which could be assumed by any bank
whose nonbank affiliates, including the
parent holding company, incur an ag-
gregate net deficit, The offset against the
bank's earnings recognized the possi-
bility that the parent might have to rely
on dividends from the bank in order to
cover a nonbank deficit, thereby reduc-
ing the bank’s ability to maintain or
build its equity capital.

3. Retained earnings test. Annual pro
forma amortization on all subordinated
notes and debentures, Including the pro-
posed debt issue, should not exceed 50
per cent of a National bank’s average
retained earnings over the preceding five
years. Retained earnings under this cri-
terion are considered to include new in-
come after taxes minus dividends de-
clared on common and preferred stock.
For each issue of subordinated debt, in-
cluding & proposed new issue, annual
pro forma amortization weuld be calcu-
lated by dividing the original amount of
the issue by the number of years from
date of issue to maturity. Total pro
forma amortization would be the sum of
annual pro forma amortization for all
outstanding and proposed issues.

Considerable discretion would be used
in the administration of this test' In
some circumstances, banks which have
issued additional shares of equity capi-
tal during the five-year period for which
average retained earnings are calculated
would receive credit for these new issues
s if they had been part of retained
earnings. In addition, some banks which
have outstanding substantial amounts of
relatively short-term subordinated debt

prior to the issuance of these guidelines

would be granted special consideration
in the applicaiton of the retained eamn-
ings test to proposed new issues, so long
as the new issues were part of a specified
program aimed at replacing shorter-
term debt with longer-term debt,

tFiled as part of the original document
(Appendix).

4. Accumulalion of equily over the life
of the debt, Each National bank issuing
subordinated notes and debenture would
be expected to accumulate equity, in
equal annual Installments from retained
earnings, in an amount sufficient to in-
crease equity capital by the full amount
of outstanding and newly issued debt
over the lifetime of the debt. In effect,
this requirement would provide for re-
placement of each debt issue with equity
by maturity.

5. Provision for debt retirement.
Where the residual amount of a pro-
posed new debt issue to be repaid at ma-
turity, together with scheduled repay-
ments in that year on other debt-type
capital and mortgage Indebtedness,
would exceed 15 per cent of the bank's
present capital base, the bank shall
either provide for reducing the amount
of debt outstanding at maturity by a
sinking fund or other debt-retirement
arrangement or have the right to call
such obligations for redemption at least
five years before maturity.

6. Approval of interbank debt trans-
actions. In general, the Comptroller does
not intend to approve a subordinated
note or debenture issued by a National
bank directly or indirectly (through n
holding company or otherwise) to an-
other bank as an addition to the issuing
bank’s capital structure unless specifi-
cally authorized as such and addition
by the Comptroller upon & presentation
and finding of compelling circumstances.
Such transactions provide no additional
capital protection for the banking sys-
tem as a whole and ordinarily will be
discouraged

T. Covenants in conflict with the public
interest. No indenture or other contract
covering the issuance of a subordinated
note or debenture by a National bank
shall include any covenants, restrictions,
or other terms which are determined by
the Comptroller to be Inconsistent with
the public interest. Examples of such
terms are those regarded as impairing the
ability of the bank to comply with stat-
utory or regulatory requirements re-
garding disposition of assets or incur-
rence of additionsl debt, limiting the
ability of the Comptroller to take any
necessary action to resolve a problem
bank situation, unduly interfering with
the ability of the bank to conduct nor-
mal banking operations, or Imposing
terms and conditions on the bank that
are unduy harsh or onerous. 3

To facilitate the evaluation of the
appropriateness and effectiveness of these
guideline-criteria, interested persons are
requested to submit relevant data, views,
or arguments. Any such material should
be submitted in writing to Robert Bloom,
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Chief Counsel, Comptroller of the Cur-
rency, Washington, D.C. 20219, to be re-
ceived not later than August 18, 1975.
Such material will be made available for
inspection and copying upon request, ex-
cept as provided in § 4.16 of the Comp-
troller’s regulation relating to availabil-
ity of information.

Jamzs E. SniTH,
Comptroller of the Currency.

|FR Doc.75-18177 Filed 7-14-75;8:45 am|

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
Fish and Wildlife Service
[ 50 CFR Part 20]
MIGRATORY BIRD HUNTING

Proposed Amendments to Species
Identification Requirement

Correction

In FR Doc. 75-17290 appearing on page
27943 in the issue for Wednesday, July 2,
1975, make the following corrections:

1. In the 4th line of the paragraph en-
titled “Submittal of Written Comments”,
the words “Director (FWS/IE)"” should
be changed to read “Director (FWS/
LE)™.

2. In § 20.43, in the next to last line, the
words “possessor of” should be changed
to read “possessor or”,

DEPARTMENT "OF AGRICULTURE

Agricultural Marketing Service

[ 7 CFR Part 946 and 980 ]
IRISH POTATOES GROWN IN
WASHINGTON

Proposed Handling Regulation

This proposal would require potatoes
grown in the State of Washington to
meet minfmum quality and size require-
ments. This should promote orderly
marketing of such potatoes by keeping
less desirable qualities and sizes from
being shipped to consumers.

Consideration is being given to the is-
suance of the handling regulation, here-
inafter set forth, which was recom-
mended by the State of Washington
Potato Committee, established pursuant
to Marketing Agreement No. 113 and
Order No. 946, both as amended (7 CFR
Part 946) . This marketing order program
regulates the handling of Irish potatoes
grown in the State of Washington and Is
effective under the Agricultural Market-
ing Agreement Act of 1937, as amended
(7 US.C. 601 et seq.).

The recommendations of the commit-
tee reflect its appraisal of the composi-
tion of the 1975 crop of Washington

herein, which are the same as those cur-
rently in effect (39 F.R. 26885) through
July 31, 1975, are necessary to prevent
potatoes of lesser maturities, low quality,
or undesirable sizes from being distrib-
uted in fresh market channels, They
will also provide consumers with good
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quality potatoes consistent with the
ovemll quality of the crop.

One significant proposed change from
last season’s requirements would be to
slightly relax the comparatively tight
US. No. 1 requirement for potatoes
packed in 50-pound cartons by allowing
an additional 10 percent tolerance for
damage due to hollow heart. This prob-
lem usudlly occurs in the larger size
potatoes—the predominant ones packed
in cartons. Without this tolerance these
larger potatoes would have to be shipped
in bags which provide less protection to
the potatoes and less ease of handling.

Exceptions are proposed to certain of
these requirements to recognize special
situations in which such requirements
would be inappropriate or unreasonable.

Shipments would be allowed to certain
special purpose outlets without regard to
minimum grade, size, cleanliness, and
maturity requirements provided that
safeguards are used to prevent such
potatoes from reaching unauthorized
outlets. Seed would be exempted because
requirements for this outlet differ great-
ly from those for fresh market. Ship-
ments for use as livestock feed would
likewise be exempt. Potatoes ‘grown in
the production area could be shipped
without regard to the aforesaid require-
ments to specified locations in Morrow
and Umatilla Counties, Oregon, for grad-
ing and storing. Since no purpose would
be served by regulating potatoes used
for charity purposes, such shipments
would be exempt, Exemption of potatoes
for most processing uses is mandatory
under the legislative authority for this
part and therefore shipments to process-
ing outlets are unregulated.

Export requirements differ materially,
on occasion, from domestic market re-
quirements, In commercial prepeeling,
operators remove the surface defects
from potatoes which would be undesir-
able for the tablestock market, and
smaller sizes are acceptable. For these
reasons potatoes for export and pro-
peeling are provided with different
requirements.

All persons who desire to submit writ-
ten data, views, or arguments in connec-
tion with this proposal may file the same,
in duplicate, with the Hearing Clerk,
Room 112-A, U.S, Department of Agri-
culture, Washington, D.C. 20250, not
later than July 23, 1975. All written sub-
missions made pursuant to this notice
will be made available for public inspec-
tion at the office of the Hearing Clerk
during regular business hours (7 CFR
1.27(b)).

§ 946,330 would be added to read as set
forth below:

£ 946.330 [hndling rogulation.

During the period August 1, 1975
through July 31, 1876, no person shall
handle any lot of potatoes unless such
potatoes meet the requirements of para-
graphs (a), (b), (¢), and (g) of this
sectlon or unless such potatoes are han-
dled in sccordance with paragraphs (d)
and (e) or (I) of this section,

(a) Minimum quality requirements.
(1) Grade: All varieties. US. No. 2, or
better grade,
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(2) Size: () Round varieties.
inches minimum diameter,

(i1) Long varfeties. 2 inches minimum
diameter or 4 ounces minimum weight.

(3) Cleanliness' All varieties—at least
“fairly clean.”

(b) Minimum maturity requirements,
(1) Round and White Rose varietics, Not
more than “moderately skinned.”

(2) Otherlong varieties (including bul
not limited to Russet Burbank and Nor-
gold) . Not more than “slightly skinned."

(¢) Pack. Potatoes packed in 50-pound
cartons shall be U.S. No. 1 grade or bet-
ter, except that potatoes which fail to
meet the US. No. 1 grade only beécause
of hollow heart may be shipped provided
the lot contains not more than 10 per-
cent damage by hollow heart, or not
more than 5 percent serious damage by
internal defects.

(d) Special purpose shipments. The
minimum grade, size, cleanliness, matu-
rity, and pack requirements set forth in
parngraphs (a), (b), and (¢) of this sec-
tion shall not be applicable to shipments
of potatoes for any of the following
purposes,

(1) Livestock feed;

(2) Charity;

(3) Export;

(4) Seed;

(5) Prepeeling;

(6) Canning, freezing, and “other
processing” as hereinafter defined; or

(7T) Grading or storing at any specific
location in Morrow and Umatilla Coun-
ties in the State of Oregon.

Shipments of potatoes for the purposes
specified in paragraphs (d) (1), (2),
(4), (5), (8), and (7) of this section shall
be exempt from Inspection requirements
specified in paragraph (g) of this section
and shipments specified In (d) (1), (2),
(4), and (6) of this section shall be ex-
empt from assessment requirements
specified In §946.41. Provided, That
shipments pursuant to paragraph (d) (7)
shall comply with inspection require-
ments of (e) (2) of this section.

(e) Safeguards. (1) Handlers desiring
to make shipments of potatoes for ex-
port or prepeeling shall:

(1) Notify the committee of Intent to
ship potatoes by applying on forms fur-
nished by the committee for a certificate
applicable to such special purpose ship-
ments;

(1) Prepare on forms furnished by
the committee a special purpose ship-
ment report on each such shipment, The
handler shall forward coples of each such
special purpose shipment report to the
committee office and to the recelver
with instructions to the receiver that he
sign and return a copy to the committes
office. Fallure of the handler or receiver
to report such shipments by promptly
signing and returning the applicable spe-
clal purpose shipment report to the com-
mittee office shall be cause for cancelln-
tion of such handler's certificate appli-
cable to such special purpose shipments
and/or the recelver's eligibility to receive
further shipments pursuant to such cer-
tificate. Upon cancellation of such cer-
tificate, the handler may appeal to the

1%
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committee for reconsideration. Such ap-
peal shall be in writing.

(1il) Before diverting any such special
purpose shipment from the receiver of
record as previously furnished to the
committee by the handler such handler
shall submit to the committee a revised
special purpose shipment report.

(2) Handlers desiring to make ship-
ments for grading or storing at any spec-
ified location in Morow and Umatilla
Countles in the State of Oregon shall:

(1) Notify the committee of intent to
go ship potatoes by applying on forms
furnished by the committee for a certif-
icate applicable to such special purpose
shipment. Upon recelving such applica-
tion, the committee shall supply to the
handier the appropriate certificate after
it has determined that adequate facili-
ties exist to accommodate such shipments
and that such potatoes will be used only
for authorized purposes;

(1> If reshipment is for any purpose
other than as specified in paragraph (d)
of this section, each handler desiring to
make reshipment of potatoes which have
been graded or stored shall, prior to re-
shipment, cause each such shipment to
be inspected by an authorized represent-
ative of the Federal-State Inspection
Service, Such shipments must comply
with the minimum grade, size, cleanli-
ness, maturity, and pack requirements
specified in paragraps (8), (b), and (c)
of this section.

(i) If reshipment is for any of the
purposes specified in paragraph (d) of
this section, each handler making re-
shipment of potatoes which have been
graded or stored shall do so in accord-
ance with the applicable safeguard re-
quirements specified in paragraph (e)
of this section.

(3) Each person desiring to transport
potatoes for grading or storing to points
in District No. 5 or to Spokane County
in District No. 1 shall apply to the com-
mittee for and obtain a special purpose
certificate authorizing such movement,

(4) Each handler making shipments
of potatoes for canning, freezing, or
“other processing” pursuant to para-
graph (d) of this section shall:

(1) First apply to the committee for
and obtain a Certificate of Privilege to
make shipments for processing;

(i) Make shipments only to those
firms whose names appear on the com-
mittee's list of canners, freezers, or other
processors of potato products maintained
by the committee, or to persons not on
the list provided the handler furnishes
the committee, prior to such shipment,
evidence that the receiver may reasona-
bly be expected to use the potatoes only
for canning, freezing, or other process-
ing.

(iil) Upon request by the committee,
furnish reports of each shipment pur-
suant to the applicable Certificate of
Privilege;

(iv) Mall to the office of the committee
a copy of the bill of lading for each Cer-
tificate of Privilege shipment promptly

after the date of shipment.
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(v) Bill each shipment directly to the
applicable processor.

(5) Each receiver of potatoes for proc-
essing pursuant to paragraph (d) of this
section shall: (i) Complete and return
an application form for consideration of
approval as a canner, freezer, or other
processor of potato products;

(i) Certify to the commitiee and to
the Secretary that potatoes received from
the production area for processing will
be used for such purpose and will not be
placed in fresh market channels;

(iii) Report on shipments received as
the committee may require and the Sec-
retary approve,

(f) Minimum quantity exception.
Each handler may ship up to, but not to
exceed 5 hundredweight of potatoes any
day without regard to the inspection and
assessment requirements of this part,
but this exception shall not apply to any
shipment over 5 hundredweight of pota-
toes y

(g) Inspection. Except when relieved
by paragraphs (d) or (f) of this section,
no handler may handle any potatoes
regulated hereunder unless an appropri-
ate inspection certificate has been issued
by an authorized representative of the
Federal-State Inspection Service with
respect thereto and the certificate is
valid at the time of shipment.

(h) Definitions. The terms “U.S. No.
2, “fairly clean,"” “slightly skinned” and
“moderately skinned” shall have the
same meaning as when used in the
United States Standards for Grades of
Potatoes (£§ 51.1540-51.1566 of this
title), inciuding the tolerances set
forth therein. The term ‘“prepeeling”
means potatoes which are clean, sound,
fresh tubers prepared commercially in
the prepeeling plant by washing, removal
of the outer skin or peel, trimming, and
sorting preparatory to sale in one or more
of the styles of peeled potatoes described
in §522422 (United States Standards
for Grades of Peeled Potatoes §§ 52.2421-
52.2433 of this title). The term “other
processing” has the same meaning as the
term appearing in the act and includes,
but is not restricted to, potatoes for de-
hydration, chips, shoestrings, starch and
flour, It includes the application of heat
or cold to such an extent that the natu-
ral form or stability of the commodity
undergoes & substantial change. The act
of peeling, cooling, slicing, or dicing, or
applylng material to prevent oxidation
does not constitute “other processing."
Other terms used in this section have the
same meaning as when used in the mar-
keting angreement, as amended and this

part.

(1) Applicability to imports. Pursuant
to section 8e of the act and § 980.1 “Im-
port regulations” (7 CFR 980.1), Irish
potatoes of the red skinned round type
imported during the months of July and
August in the effective period of this sec-
tion shall meet the minimum grade, size,
quality and maturity requirements for

round varieties specified in paragraphs
(a) and (b) of this section.

Dated: July 10, 1975,
CHARLES R, BrRADER,
- Acting Director, Fruit and
Vegetable Division, Agrioul-
tural Marketing Service.

|FR D00 7618305 Fiied 7-14-75;8:45 am|

[7CFR Part947 ]

IRISH POTATOES GROWN IN MODOC AND
SISKIYOU COUNTIES IN CALIFORNIA
AND IN ALL COUNTIES IN OREGON EX-
CEPT MALHEUR COUNTY

Proposed Handling Regulation

This proposal, designed to promote
orderly marketing of Oregon-California
potatoes, would require inspection of
fresh market shipments to keep undesira-
ble low quality potatoes from being
shipped to consumers.

Consideration is being given to the is-
suance of the handling regulation, here-
inafter set forth, which was recom-
mended by the Oregon-California Potato
Committee, established pursuant to Mar-
keting Agreement No. 114 and Order No.
947, both as amended (7 CFR Part 847).
This program regulates the handling of
Irish potatoes grown in the designated
production area and is effective under the
Agricultural Marketing Agreement Act of
1937, as amended (7 US.C. 601 et seq.).

This notice is based on the recom-
mendations and information submitted
by the Oregon-California Potato Com-
mittee and other available information,
The recommendations of the committee
reflect its appraisal of the composition
of the 1975 crop in the production area -
and of the marketing prospects for this
season.

The grade, size, quality, maturity and
pack requirements as provided herein
would be necessary to prevent potatoes
of low quality, or undesirable sizes from
being distributed into fresh market chan-
nels. They would also provide consumers
with good quality potatoes consistent
with the overall quality of the crop, and
standardize the quality of the potatoes
shipped from the production area in
order to provide the consumer with a
more acceptable product.

Exceptions would be provided to cer-
tain of these requirements to recognize
special situations in which such require-
ments would be Inappropriate or un-
reasonable,

A specified quantity of potatoes would
be handled without regard to maturity
requirements in order to permit grow-
ers to make fest diggings without loss
of the potatoes so harvested.

Shipments would be permitted to cer-
tain special purpose outlets without re-
gard to minimum grade, size, cleanliness,
maturity, pack and inspection require-
ments, provided that safeguards are used
to prevent such potatoes from reaching
unauthorized outlets. Certiffed seed

would be so exempt, subject to the safe~
guard provisions only when shipped
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from the district where grown. Certified
seed is no longer inspected when packed.

Shipments for use as llvestock feed
within the production area or to speci-
fied adjacent areas would likewise be ex-
empt; a limit to the destinations of such
shipments is provided so that their use
for the purpose specificd may be reason-
ably assured. Shipments of potatoes be-
tween Districts 2 and/4 for planting,
grading, and storing would be exempt
from requirements because these two
areas have no natural division. Other
districts are more clearly separated and
do not have this problem. For the same
reason, potatoes grown in District 5§ may
be shipped without regard to the afore-
said requirements to the Countles of
Adams, Benton, Franklin and Walla
Walla in the State of Washington, and
Malheur County, Oregon, for grading
and storing. Since no purpose would be
served by regulating potatoes used for
charity purposes, such potatoes are ex-
empt. Exemption of potatoes for most

processing uses is mandatory under the
legislstive authority for this part and
therefore shipments to processing outlets
are unregulated.

Requirements for export shipments
differ from those for domestic markets,
Bmaller sizes are more acceptable in for-
eign markets. Therefore, different re-
quirements for export shipments are pro-
posed.

All persons who desire to submit writ-
ten data, views, or arguments in connec-
tion with this proposal should file the
same in duplicate with the Hearing Clerk,
Room 112-A, United States Department
of Agriculture, Washington, D.C. 20250,
not later than July 28, 1975. All written
submissions made pursuant to this notice
will be made available for public inspec-
tion at the office of the Hearing Clerk
% regular business hours (7 CFR

(b)).

§ 947333 [Removed]

1. Termination of regulations; Han-
dling regulation § 947.333 effective Au-
gust 31, 1974, through October 15, 1975
(39 FR 30341 and 39 FR 32011) shall be
terminated upon the effective date of this
section.

2. § 947.334 is added to read as set forth
below.

§ 947.334 Handling regulation.

During the period August 5, 1975,
through October 15, 1976, no person shall
handle any lot of potatoes unless such
potatoes meet the requirements of para-
graphs (a), (b), (¢), (d), (e), and () of
this section, or unleus mch poutoes are
handled In accordance with paragraphs
(g), () or (1) of this section.

(a) Grade requirements. All varieties—
US. No. 2, or better grade: Except that
potatoes designated US. Commercial
shall meet all of the requirements and
tolerances of U.S. No. 1, except that they
may be no more than “slightly dirty.”

(b) Size requirements. All varieties—
1% Inches minimum diameter: Provided,
That potatoes for export may be 1%
inches minimum diameter.
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(¢) Cleanliness requirements. All varie-
ties and grades—As required in the
United States Standards for Grades of
Potatoes, except that US. Commercial
may be no more than “slightly dirty."

(d) Maturity (skinning) requirements.
(1) All varieties—no more than “mod-
erately skinned.”

(2) Not to exceed a total of 100 hun-
dredweight of potatoes may be handled
during any seven day period without
meeting these maturity requirements,
Prior to shipment of potatoes exempt
from the above maturity requirements,
the handler shall obtain from the com-
mittee a Certificate of Privilege,

(e) Pack. Potatoes packed In 50
pound cartons must be US. No. 1 or
better grade.

(f) Inspection. (1) Except when re-
lieved by paragraphs (g), (h) or ) of
this section, no person shall handle
potatoes without first obtaining inspec-
tion from an authorized representative
of the Federal-State Inspection Service.

(2) For the purpose of operation
under this part, unless exempted from
inspection by the provisions of this
section, each required inspection certif-
fcate §s hereby determined, pursuant
to § 947.60(c) to be valid for a period of
not to exceed 14 days following com-
pletion of inspection as shown on the
certificate. The validity period of an in-
spection certificate covering inspected
and certified potatoes that are stored
in mechanically refrigerated storage
within 14 days of the inspection shall be
14 days exclusive of the number of days
that the potatoes were held in refriger-
ated storage.

(3) Any lot of potatoes previously in-
spected pursuant to §947.60(b) is not
required to have additional inspection
under §947.60(b) after regrading, re-
sorting, or repacking such potatoes, if
the inspection certificate is valid at the
time of regrading, resorting, or repack-
ing of the potatoes.

(g) Special purpose shipments. The
minimum grade, size, cleanliness, pack,
maturity and Inspection requirements
set forth in paragraphs (a), (b), (¢),
(d), (e) and (f) of this section shall not
be applicable to shipments of potatoes
for any of the following purposes:

(1) Certified seed, subject to appli-
cable safeguard requirements of para-
graph (h) of this section.

(2) Livestock feed: Provided, That
potatoes may not be handled for such
purposes if destined to points outside of
the production area, except that ship-
ments to the Counties of Benton,
Franklin and Walla Walla in the State
of Washington and to Malheur County,
Oregon, may be made, subject to the
safeguard provisions of paragraph (h)
of this section.

(3) Planting In the district where
grown, except that potatoes for this pur-
pose grown in District No. 2 or District
No. 4 may be shipped between those two
districts.

(4) Grading or storing, under the
following provisions:
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(1) Between districis within the
production area for grading or storing
if such shipments meet the safeguard
requirements of paragraph (h) of this
section.

(i) Potatoes grown in District No. 2
or Distriet No. 4 may be shipped for grad-
ing or storing between those two Districts
without regard to the safeguard require-
ments of paragraph (h) of this section.

(i) Potatoes grown in District No. §
may be shipped for grading and storing
to points in the Counties of Adams, Ben-
ton, Franklin and Walla Walla in the
State of Washington, or to Malheur
County, Oregon, without regard to the
safeguard provisions of paragraph (h) of
this section.

(5) Charity. Provided, That shipments
for charity may not be resold if they do
not meet the requirements of the mar-
keting order, and further provided, That
shipments in excess of 5 hundred-weight
per charitable organization shall be sub-
Ject to the safeguard provisions of para-
graph (h) of this section.

(6) Starch manufacture.

() Canning, freezing, prepeeling, and
“other processing,” as hereinafter de-
fined (ncluding storage for such pur-
poces).

(h) Safeguard. (1) FEach handler
making shipments of certified seed out-
side the district where grown pursuant
to paragraph (g) of this section shall
obtain from the committee a Certificate
of Privilege, and shall furnish a report
of shipmentis to the committee on forms
provided by it

(2) Each handler making shipments of
potatoes pursuant to paragraph (g)(2),
(4) (1), and (5) of this section shall ob-
tain a Certificate of Privilege from the
committee, and shall report shipments
at such Intervals as the commitiee may
prescribe in its administrative rules.

(3) Each handler making shipments
pursuant to paragraph(g) (7) of this sec-
tion may ship such potatoes only to
persons or firms designated as manufac-
turers of potato products by the com-
mittee, In accordance with its adminis-
trative rules.

(1) Minimum quantily exemption. Any
person may handle not more than 19
hundredweight of potatoes on any day
without regard to the inspection require-
ments of §947.60 and to the assessment
requirements of § 94741 of this part:

, That no potatoes may be han-
dled pursuant to this exemption which
do not meet the requirements of para-
graphs (a), (b), (¢), (d) and (e) of this
section. This exemption shall not apply
to any part of a shipment which exceeds
19 hundredweight.

(§) Definitions. (1) The terms “US.
No. 1," “U.8. Commercial,” “US. No. 2"
and “moderately skinned” shall have the
same meaning as when used In the US.
Standards for Potatoes (§§51.1540-
51,1566 as amended February 5, 1972 (37
FR 2745) Including the tolerances set
forth therein.

(2) The term “slightly dirty” means

tatoes which are clean, sound, fresh
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tubers prepared commercially in a pre-
peeling plant by washing, removing the
outer skin or peel, trimming, and sorting
preparatory to sale in one or more of the
styles of peeled potatoes described In
§ 52,2422 United States Standards for
Grades of Peeled Potatoes (§§52.2421-
52.2433 of this title) .

(4) The term “other processing” has
the same meaning as the term appearing
in the act and includes, but is not re-
stricted to, potatoes for dehydration,
chips, shoestrings, or starch, and flour.
It Includes only that preparation of po-
tatoes for market which involves the ap-
plication of heat or cold to such an
extent that the natural form or stability
of the commodity undergoes a substan-
tial change. The act of peeling, cooling,
slicing, or dicing, or applying material
to prevent oxidation does not constitute
“other processing."”

(5) Other terms used in this section
shall have the same meaning as when
used in Marketing Agreement No. 114,
as amended, and this part.

Dated: July 9, 1875.

CHARLES R, BRADER,
Acting Director, Fruit and Veg-
etable Division, Agricultural
Marketing Service,

[Piled Doc.76-18222 Filed 7-14-75:8:45 am|

- —

Animal and Plant Health Inspection Service
[9CFRPart92]
POULTRY AND BIRDS
Reservation of Import Facilities

Notice Is hereby given in accordance
with the administrative procedure provi-
sions In 5 US.C. 553, that, pursuant to
section 2 of the Act of February 2, 1903,
as amended; and sections 2, 3, 4, and 11
of the Act of July 2, 1962 (21 U.S.C. 111,
134n, 134b, 134c, and 134f), the Animal
and Plant Health Inspection Service is
considering amending Part 92, Title 9,
Code of Federal Regulations to require
prepayment of a reservation fee for the
use of import quarantine facilities for
poultry and birds.

Statement of considerations. To qual-
ify for entry, poultry and birds imported
into the United States from any country
of the world except Canada, must be ac-
companied by a permit issued by Veteri-
nary Services and must be quarantined
for a minimum period of 30 days at the
port of entry to determine their freedom
from communicable diseases of poultry
prior to thelr importation. Facilities to
accomplish such quarantine are operated
by the U.S, Department of Agriculture at
Honolulu, Hawail; Miami, Florida; and
Clifton, New Jersey, Most lots of poultry
requiring quarantine are offered for
entry at Miami, Florida and New York,
New York. The space avallable to accom-
modate poultry at these facilities Is im-
ited and requests to utilize the facilities
are numerous resulting in a backlog of
individuals walting to make importa-
tions. For maximum efficlency of opera-
tion, maximum utilization of space avail-
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able at such facilitles must be main-
tained. Services required for care, feed,
and handling of such shipments while in
quarantine are provided at the expense
of the importer. When an import permit
is issued for such a shipment, space to
accommodate the shipment is reserved.
When a scheduled shipment Is not pre-
sented for entry, space reserved for the
use of that shipment cannot be utilized
and must remain vacant for the next 20
to 30 days or until the next scheduled im-
portation arrives because of the time re-
quired by the next importer on the Jist
to arrange for his shipment and to ob-
tain the required permit. Frequently, no
prior notice is received by Veterinary
Services of the permittee’s intent to can-
cel the reservation.

To overcome this problem and achieve
maximum utilization of facilities avail-
able, it is proposed to require that a
reservation fee of $40 be paid by the
importer or his agent at the time each
permit is applied for which will be for-
feited by the importer if the permit s
not used. When the permit is used and
the scheduled quarantine is completed,
the reservation fee paid will be deducted
from expenses Incurred for services re-
celved in connection with the quarantine
of the shipment.

Accordingly, Part 92, Title 9, Code of
Federal Regulations would be amended
in the following respects:

In § 92.4, the heading of paragraph (a)
would be amended and & new paragraph
(a) (4) would be added to read:

§92.4 TImport permits for ruminant
swine, and pouliry and for ani
semen.” :

(n) Application Jor permit; reservation
required.

(4) For each lot of poultry (Including
birds) which is to be quarantined in
facilities maintained by Veterinary Serv-
ices, a reservation fee of $40 shall be paid
by the importer or his agent at the time
the permit is applied for. Such fee shall
be in the form of certified check or U.S.
Money Order and will be returned to the
payee if the permit requested is not is-
sued. When the requested permit Is is-
sued and the scheduled quarantine period
is completed, the reservation fee paid
will be deducted from the expenses in-
curred by the importer or his agent for
services received in connection with the
quarantine of the specific lot for which
the reservation was made. When an im-
porter or his agent fails to present for
entry any lot of poultry or birds for which
o reservation fee has been pald and a
permit has been issued, the reservation
fee paid will be forfeited.

* For other permit requirements for birds,
the regulations issued by the U.S. Department
of the Interfor (Part 17, Title 50, Code of
Federal Regulations) and the regulations
issued by the US. Department of Health,
Education, and Welfare (Subpart J-1 of Part
71, Title 42, Code of Federal Regulations)
should be consulted.

Any person who wishes to submit writ-
ten data, views, or arguments concern-
ing this proposed amendment may do so
by filing them with the Deputy Adminis-
trator, Veterinary Services, Animal and
Plant Health Inspection Service, U.S.
Department of Agriculture, Hyattsville,
Maryland 20782, before August 18, 1975,

All written submissions made pursuant
to this notice will be made available for
public inspection at the Federal Build-
ing, 6505 Belcrest Road, Room 821,
Hyattsville, Maryland, during regular
hours of business (8 am. to 4:30 p.m,,
Monday to Friday, except holidays) in
a manner convenient to the public busi-
ness (7 CFR 1.27(b)),

Comments submitted should bear a
reference to the date and page number of
this fssue in the FEvERAL REGISTER,

Done at Washington, D.C., this 9th day
of July 1975.
J. K, ArweLr,
Acting Deputy Administrator,
Veterinary Services Animal
and Plant Health Inspection
Service.

[FR Doc.75-18309 Filed 7-14-75:8:45 am|

DEPARTMENT OF
TRANSPORTATION

Federal Aviation Administration

[14CFRPart71]
[Alrspace Docket No. 75-GL-36]

TRANSITION AREA
Correction

In a notice of proposed rule making
published as FR Doc. 75-14253, appear-
ing at page 23766 in the FeperaL REGIs-
TeR of June 2, 1975, the floor of the air-
space in the proposed designation of a
transition area for Marlette, Michigan,
was inadvertently omitted. It is supplied
herein.

Since this correction is clarifying in
nature only and imposes less of a burden
on the public, the period for comment
on the proposal is not extended.

Accordingly, the description of the
transition area for Marlette, Michigan
as proposed in FR Doc. 75-14253 appear-
ing at page 23766 in the Feperar Recis-
TER of June 2, 1975, is corrected to read
as follows:

ManrerTe, MICKICAN

That airspace extending upward from 700
feet above the surface within a 515 -mile
raditia of the Marlette (Latitude
43"18'87"* N, Longitude 83'06'31"" W.).

This correction is made under the au-
thority of Section 307(a) of the Federal
Aviation Act of 1858 (49 US.C. 1348),
and of Section 6(¢) of the Department
of Transportation Act (40 US.C. 1655
c)).

Issued in Des Plaines, Illinois, on
June 24, 1975.

R. O. ZIGLER,
Aoting Director,
Great Lakes Region,
|FR Doc.75-18380 Piled 7-14-75;8:45 am]
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Federal Highway Administration
[{4S3CFRPart350]
[Docket No. MC-64; Notlce No. 75-8)

PLENARY EXERCISE OF STATUTORY AU-
THORITY OVER MOTOR CARRIER
SAFETY AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS

Advance Notice of Proposed Rulemaking

The Director of the Bureau of Motor
Carrier Safety Is considering amending
the Federal Motor Carrier Safety Regu-
lations, and recommending & like amend-
ment to_the Hazardous Materials Regu~-
lations to clarify the extent to which the
Bureau exercises statutory authority to
prescribe or enforce standards or regu-
lations in the fields of interstate motor
carriage and the handling of hazardous
materials.

The Director has noted, since the en-
actment in 1970 of the Occupational
Safety and Health Act (29 US.C. 651 et
seq.), that motor carriers have been faced
with a problem of actual or potential dual
regulation. This problem could place car-
riers desiring to comply with all appli-
cable Federal regulation in the untenable
position of violating one regulation as a
result of complying with another, In or-
der to eliminate the uncertainty and po-
tential conflicts which arise from this
problem, the Director is proposing rules
which will occupy the entire fields of mo-
tor carrier safety and handling of haz-
ardous materials within the statutory
Jurisdiction of the Bureau of Motor Car-
rier Safety.

More specifically, the Bureau pres-
ently exercises statutory authority to
prescribe and enforce regulations af-
fecting occupational safety and health
with respect to work activities by em-
ployees or motor carriers that are
ordinarily and customarily performed
in, on, or about motor vehicles including,
but not limited to, the following specific
activities:

(1) The operation, maintenance,
loading and unloading of motor vehicles
engaged In the transportation of pas-

sengers or property In interstate or
foreign commerce.
(2) The operation, maintenance,

loading and unloading of motor vehi-
cles engaged In Intrastate transporta-
tion of hazardous materials performed
by motor carriers who operate in inter-
state or foreign commerce, whether or
not the motor carriers transport hazard-
ous materials in interstate or foreign
commerce,

(3) The storage, handling, packaging,
and labeling of hazardous materials by
employees of shippers, receivers, and
motor carriers incident to the trans-
portation of such hazardous materials by
motor carriers who operate in Interstate
or foreign commerce.

(4) The transportation of migrant
workers by motor vehicles across the
boundary line of a State, the District of
Columbia, or a Territory of the United
States for a distance of more than 75
miles. Y

The Director intends to remove all
doubt concerning the full exercise of
the available statutory authority in
these fields.
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PART 390—FEDERAL MOTOR CARRIER
SAFETY REGULATIONS: GENERAL*

In consideration of the foregoing, the
Director proposes to amend § 39033 of
the Federal Motor Carrier Safety Regu-
lations (Subchapter B of Chapter IIT in
Title 49, CFR) by adding a new para-
graph (d) at the end of the section, read-
ing as follows:

£ 390.33 Applicability of regulations.

(d) Any common carrier, contract
carrier, or private carrier of property,
and its officers, agents, representatives,
employees, and drivers may perform any
act and engage in any practice not pro-
hibited, and to the extent not restricted,
by the rules in Parts 390-397 of this sub-
chapter, or by applicable State or local
laws, ordinances or regulations.

The Director further proposes to add
a new section 171,17 to the Federal Haz-
ardous Materials Regulations, applicable
to both carriers and shippers, containing
the substance of the: proposed addition
above.

Interested persons are invited to par-
ticipate In the making of the proposed
rules by submitting such written data,
views, or arguments as they may desire,
Comments should identify the regulatory
docket and notice numbers, and should
be submitted in three copies to the Direc-
tor, Bureau of Motor Carrier Safety,
Washington, D.C, 20590. All communica~
tions received before the close of business
on October 31, 1975, will be considered
before further action is taken on the pro-
posal, All comments received will be
available for examination in the Bureau's
Docket Room, Room 3401, 400 Seventh
Street, SW,, Washington, D.C. 20590, both
before and after the closing date for
comments,

This advance notice of proposed rule-
making Is issued under the authority of
section 204 of the Interstate Commerce
Act, as amended, 49 U.S.C. 304, Chap-
ter 39 of title 18, US.C,, section 6 of the
Department of Transportation Act, 49
US8.C. 1655, and the delegations of au-
thority by the Secretary of Transporta-
tion and the Federal Highway Adminis~
trator at 49 CFR 1.48 and 49 CFR 389.4,
respectively.

Issued on July 3, 1975,

Rosenr A, Kaye,
Director,
Bureau of Motor Carrier Safety,

[FR Doc.75-18207 Filed 7-14-75;8:45 am|

Urban Mass Transportation Administration
[ 49 CFR Parts 604, 605 ]
| Docket No. 75-02, Notice 4]
CHARTER AND SCHOOL RUS OPERATIONS
Extension of Time for Filing Public
Comment

The purpose of this nouc; {5 to extend
the period for filing public comment on
Rules Docket 75-02, Notices 2 and 3 pub-

lished in the Feperal REGISTER on June

130 FR 32561, Sept. 0, 1074,
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13, 1975 (40 FR 25304) and (40 FR
25309), in which the Urban Mass Trans-
portation Administration issued its pro-
posed rules for charter and school bus
operations for federally-assisted transit
operators.

Several comments were received from
interested persons in response to the pro-
posed rules. These comments without ex-
ception requested that the time period for
filing public comment on these proposed
rules be extended. Therefore, In consid-
eration of these requests and with the in-
tentions of securing the maximum public
participation possible in this rulemaking
effort, the Urban Mass Transportation
Administration will extend the perlod
for filing public comment on Rules
Docket 75-02, Notices 2 and 3 until Sep-
tember 11, 1975,

In consideration of the foregoing, the
period for filing public comment on Rules
Docket 75-02, Notices 2 and 3 published
in the Feorral Recister June 13, 1975
(40 FR 25304) and (40 FR 25309) is
hereby extended until September 11,
1975.

This notice Is issued under the author-
ity of the Urban Mass Transportation
Act of 1964, as amended, (40 U S.C. 1601
et seq.) ; 49 CFR 1.50.

Issued July 11, 1975.

Junrre T, CONNOR,
Acting Urban Mass
Transportation Administrator.

[FR Doe,76-18392 Filed 7-15-75,8:46 am )

FEDERAL HOME LOAN BANK BOARD
[ 12CFR Part 505a ]
[75-820)
RECORDS MAINTAINED ON INDIVIDUALS
Proposed Amendments
Jury 9, 19956,

The following summary of the amend-
ments proposed by this Resolution is pro-
vided for the reader's convenience and is
subject to the full explanation In the
following preamble and to the specific
provisions of the regulations,

1. Existing regulations. None,

II. Proposed amendments. Would add
regulations regarding procedures devel-
oped pursuant to the Privacy Act of 1974
(Pub. L. 93-579; approved December 31,
1974) concerning access to and amend-
ment of Board records pertaining to
individuals,

III. Reason for amendments. To com-
ply with the Privacy Act of 1974,

Subsection 3(f) the Privacy Act of 1974
(12 U.S8.C. 552a(f)) requires each Federal
agency that maintains a system of rec-
ords to promulgate rules to:

(1) Establish procedures whereby an
individual can be notified in response to
his request If any system of records
named by the individual contains a rec-
ord pertaining to him;

(2) Define reasonable times, places,
and requirements for identifying an in-
dividual who requests his record or in-
formation pertaining to him before the
agency shall make the record or infor-
mation available to the Individual;
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(3) Establish procedures for the dis-

closure to an individual upon his re-
_quest of his record or information per-
taining to him, including special pro-
cedure, if deemed necessary, for the
disclosure to an individual of medical
records, including psychological records,
pertaining to him;

(4) Establish procedures for reviewing
& request from an individual concerning
the amendment of any record or infor-
mation pertaining to the individual, for
making a determination on the request,
for an appeal within the agency of an
Initial adverse agency determination and
for whatever additional means may be
necessary for each individual to be able
to exercise fully his rights under this
section; and

(5) Establish fees to be charged, if any,
to any individual for making copies of
his record, excluding the cost of any
search for and review of the record.

The Act nlso provides that the head
of any such agency may promulgate rules
and notices identifying general or spe-
cific exemptions as provided for by sub-
sections 3(j) and (3) (k) of the Act (12
U.8.C.552a(j) and (k)).

In compliance with these requirements
of the Privacy Act of 1974, the Federal
Home Loan Bank Board hereby pro-
poses to amend its general regulations
(12 CFR Subchapter A) by adding im-
mediately after Part 505 thereof a new
Part 505a to read as set forth below.

Interested persons are invited to sub-
mit written data, views and arguments
to the Office of the Secretary, Federal
Home Loan Bank Board, 320 First
Street, NW., Washington, D.C, 20552 by
August 14, 1975, as to whether this pro-
posal should be adopted, rejected, or
modified. Written material submitted wili
be available for public inspection at the
above address unless confidential treat-
ment is requested or the material would
not be made available to the public or
otherwise disclosed under §505.5 of the
General Regulations of the Federnl Home
Loan Bank Board (12 CFR 505.5).

PART 505a—RECORDS MAINTAINED
ON INDIVIDUALS

Purpose and scopeo,

Definitions,

Procedures for requesta pertalning
to individual records In a record
system.

Times, places and requirements for
ldentifioation of individuals mak-
ing requests,

Dinclosure of requested information
to Individuals,

Special procedures Tor medical

records.

5080 4

505a.5
505a.0

508a.7
505a.8

Request for amendment of record.

Agency review of request for amend-
ment of record,

Appeal of an initial adverse doter-
mination of & request to amend
a record

505a.0

505010 Fees for p;ovldlng copies of records.

§505a.11 Criminal pensltios,
BOGa.12 Exemptions.

Avrnonrry: (6 USO. 662a); seo. 17, 47
Stat. 738, ns amendod, sec. 5, 48 Btat, 132, an
amended, sec. 402, 48 Stat. 1256, as nmended;
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(12 US.C, 1437, 1464, 1725) ; Reorg. Plan No. 3
of 1847, 12 FR 4081, 3 CFR, 1047 Supp.)

§ 505a.1 Purpose and scope.

(a) This part is issued by the Federal
Home Loan Bank Board pursuant to the
requirement of the Privacy Act of 1074
(Pub. L., 83-578, 6 U.B8.C. 552a) that every
Federal agency promulgate rules to es-
tablish procedures for notification and
disclosure to an individual of agency
records pertaining to him, and to pro-
vide procedures for review of such rec-
ords,

(b) The records covered by this Part
shall In¢lude (1) personnel and employ-
ment records maintained by the Board
which are not governed by §§ 293.101-
293.111 of the rules and regulations of
the Civil Service Commission (5 CFR
203.101-283.111) and (2) other records
contained in record systems maintained
by the Board.

§ 5050.2 Definitions as used in this Part

SLn

(a) The term “Board” means the Fed-
eral Home Loan Bank Board or, where
appropriate, the Federal Savings and
Loan Insurance Corporation;

(b) The term “individual” means a
citizen of the United States or an alien
lawfully admitted for permanent resi-
dence;

(¢) The term “maintain" includes
maintain, collect, use, or disseminate;

(d) The term “record” means any item,
collection, or grouping of information
about an individual that is maintained
by an agency, including, but not limited
to, his education, financial transactions,
medical history, and criminal or em-
ployment history and that contains his
name, or the identifying number, symbol,
or other identifying particular assigned
to the individual, such as a finger or
voloe print or a photograph;

(e) The term “system of records”
means & group of any records under the
control of any agency from which infor-
mation is retrieved by the name of the
individual or by some identifying num-
ber, symbol, or other identifying particu-
Iar assigned to the Individual;

(f) The term “statistical record" means
n record in a system of records main-
tained for statistical research or report-
Ing purposes only and not used in whole
or in part in making any determinstion
about an ldentifiable individual, except
as provided by section 8 of Title 13 of the
United States Code;

(g) The term “routine use" means,
with respect to the disclosure of a rec-
ord, the use of such record for a purpose
which is compatible with the purpose for
which it was collected; and

(h) The term “agency” includes the
Board.

§ 505a.3 Procedures for requests per.
taining to individual records in o ree-
ord system,

() Any present or former employee,
officer, or agent of the Board seeking ac-
cess to his official Civil Service records
maintained by the Board shall submit his

request In such manner as Is prescribed
by the Civil Service Commission,

(b) Any individual secking informaton
concernng records maintained by the
Board which may contain personal in-
formation, including any present or for-
mer employee, officer, or agent, seeking
information concerning records other
than those described in paragraph (a) of
this section shall submit & written re-
quest to the Secretary of the Board. The
request shall state the full name and ad-
dress of the individual and identification
of the record system or systems believed
to contain the record or information
sought.

(¢) Identification of records systems
maintained by the Board may be ob-
tained from the Board's notice of exist-
ing record systems published annually in
the PepenaL REGISTER, coples of which are
available upon request from the Office of
the Secretary, Federal Home Loan Bank
Board, 320 First Street, NW., Washing-
ton, D.C. 20552.

§ 5050.4 Times, places and require-
ments for identification of individuals
making requests.

(a) Upon receipt of a request for rec-
ords or information pursuant to § 505a.3,
the Secretary or other agency official
designated by the Board shall require
the individual to provide information
sufficient to establish his identity. If the
request is being made on behalfl of an
individual or an individual's estate, the
legal representative of such individual
shall provide the Board's designee with
evidence of such representative's au-
thority (which may be a certified copy
of his letter(s) of appointment if he has
been judicially appointed) .

(b) The information establishing iden-
tity shall be presented by mall or in per-
son during regular business hours at the
Office of the Secretary.

(¢} Requirements for identification
may include personal identification
cards, employee identification, driver's
Hoense, Social Security number, knowl-
edge of birthdate and relatives’ names,
and signature comparisons,

(d) The Secretary or other designee
shall promptly notify the requester as
to the sufficiency of the identification
provided.

§ 5054.5 Disclosure of reguested infor-
mation to individuals,

(a) Within 10 days (excluding Satur-
days, Sundays, and legal public holidays)
after notifying the individual of a find-
ing of satisfactory Identification pur-
sunnt to § 505a.4(d), the Secretary or
other designee shall determine whether
the stated record system contains a rec-
ord or informstion pertaining to such
individual and shall so inform him. 1f
such record or Information is contained
in the record system, disclosure shall be
made promptly to such individual tor his
representative upon notarized written
consent of the Individual) or his legal
representative, except as provided in par-
agraph (¢) of this section and §§ 505a.6
and 505a.12. The individual may choose
to be accompanied by a person selected
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by him when the record or information
is disclosed, in which case he may be
required to furnish a written statement
authorizing discussion of the records in
the presence of the accompanying per-
son.
(b) Disclosure may be made by per-
mitting physical examination of records
or by coples presented or malled to the
individual in accordance with the fee
schedule set forth in § 505a.10,

(¢) This section does not entitle an
individual to access to any Information
compiled in reasonable anticipation of
a civil action or proceeding.

§ 505a.6 Special procedures for medical
records,

Medical records in the custody of the
Board which are not subject to Civil
Service Commission regulations -shall be
disclosed either to the individual to
whom they pertain or his authorized or
legal representative or to a Heensed phy-
sician named by the individual.

§ 505a.7 Request for amendment to ree-

(a) If, after disclosure of the requested
information, an individual believes that
such record is not accurate, relevant,
timely, or complete, he may request in
writing that the record be amended.
Such a request shall be submitted to the
Secretary to the Board and shall contain
identification of the record system and
the record or information therein, a
brief description of the material re-
quested to be changed, the requested
change or changes, and the reason for
such change or changes,

(b) The Secretary or other designee
shall acknowledge receipt of the request
within 10 days (excluding Saturdays,
Sundays and legal public holidays) . Such
acknowledgment may contain a request
for additional information needed to
make a defermination.

8 5052.8 Ageney review of request for
amendment of record.

Upon receipt of a request for an
amendment to a record pursuant to
§ 505a.7, the Secretary or other designee
shall promptly take the following action:

(a) In the case of a personnel or em-
ployment record, forward the request to
the official custodian of the record sys-
tem in the Division of Personnel Man-
agement, who shall either make the re-
quested amendment and so advise the
individual or inform the Individual of
his refusal to amend the record, the rea-
son for such refusal, the procedure pro-
vided for review of the determination,
and the name, title, and business address
of the senior official to whom an appeal
may be directed; or

(b) In the case of other records or
Information contained in a record sys-
tem maintained by the Board, forward
the request to an official designated by
the General Counsel, which officials shall
consult with such other officials of the
Board as he deems necessary and either
make the requested amendment and so
advise the Individual, or inform the in-
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dividual, of his refusal to amend the
record, the reason for such refusal, the
procedure provided for review of the de-
termination and the name, title, and
business address of the senior official to
whom an appeal may be directed,

§ 505a.9 Appeal of an initinl adverse
determination of a request to amend
a

() An individual whose request to
amend a record has been refused or who
otherwise disagrees with the ipitial de-
termination of his request may seek a
review of that determination to be con-
ducted by the Chairman of the Board
or an official designated by the Chair-
man, which official shall be senior to the
official who made the initial determina-
tion regarding the requested amendment.

(b) The review shall be completed and
a8 final determination made not later
than 30 days (excluding Saturdays, Sun-
days, and legal public holidays) from re-
ceipt of the request for such review, un-
less the Chairman of the Board extends
such 30-day period for good cause.

(¢) If after his review the Chairman

iot the Board or his designee refuses to

amend the record in accordance with the
request, the individual shall be informed
of his right to file a concise statement
setting forth his disagreement with the
final determination and his right under
5 USC. 552a(g)(1)(A) to a judicial
review of the determination.

(d) After refusal to amend the record
as requested upon review, the disputed
portion of the record will contain a copy
of the concise statement filed pursuant to
paragraph (¢) of this section together
with, if the Board deems it appropriate,
a concise statement of the reasons for
not amending the record as requested.
Such statements will be included when
disclosure of the disputed record is made
to persons and agencies as authorized
under 5 U.S.C. 552a.

§ 505a.10 Fees for providing copies of
records.

(a) No fee will be charged to an indi-
vidual for processing the request for,
searching for, or providing the first copy,
of a record or any portion thereof con-
tained In a record system if the record
pertains to such Individual.

(b) If an individual should desire mul-
tiple copies of a record pertaining to
himself, he shall pay fees as set forth in
§ 506.4(e) of this chapter.

§ 505a.11  Criminal penaltics.

The criminal penalties applicable to
employees, officers, and agents of the
Board for actions which violate the Pri-
;gcv .:\ct. of 1974 are set forth In 5 US.C.

2a(D),

§ 5054.12  Exemptions,

55Purm.m.nt. to subsection (k) of 12 US.C.
2a:

(a) The Chairman of the Board may
exempt the systems of records described
in paragraph (b) of this section from
the following statutory requirements:

(1) Avallability to an Individual of the
accounting kept of disclosures made to
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other people and agencies of his record
(5 US.C. 552a(e) (3));

(2) Access to an individual’s own rec-
ords (5 US.C, b56562a(d), set out In
§§ 50523, 505a.6, 505a.6, 505a.7, 505a.8,
and 505a8.9) ;

(3) Restriction of record maintenance
to Information about an individual which
is_relevant and necessary to accomplish
a purpose of the Board required to be ac-
complished by statute or executive order
of the President of the United States (5
U.S.C. 552a(e) (1)) ;

(4) Record-system notice requirements
concerning the publication of (i) proce-
dures for requests pertaining to an in-
dividual's own records (5 U.8.C. 552a(e)
(4) (G)), (i) procedures for access to
records (5 U.S.C, 552a(e) (4) (H)), and
(1) categories of sources of records (5
U.8.C. 552aie) (4) (D) ; and

(5) Promulgation of proposed rules as
prescribed by 5 U.S.C. 552a(1),

(b) The Chairman of the Board may
exempt any of the following types of rec-
ord systems from the statutory require-
ments described in paragraphs (a)(1)-
(5) of this section:

(1) Board records to be disclosed to
oflicials of the Board who have a need
for such records in the performance of
their duties;

(2) Board records required to be avail-
able for public access under 5 U.8.C, 552;

(3) Investigatory material compiled
for law enforcement purposes: Provided,
however, That if any individual is denied
any right, privilege, or benefit that he
would otherwise be entitlied to under
Federal Iaw, or for which he would other-
wise be eligible, as a result of the main-
tenance of such material, such material
shall be provided to such individual, ex-
cept to the extent that the disclosure of
such material would reveal the ldentity
of a source who furnished information to
the Government under an express proms-
ise that the identity of the source would
be held in confidence, or, prior to the
effective date of this section, under an
implied promise that the identity of the
source would be held In confidence;

(4) Material required by statute to be
maintained and used solely as statistical
records;

(5) Investigatory material compiled
solely for the purpose of determining
suitability, eligibility, or qualifications
for Federal clvilian employment, mili-
tary service, Federal contracts, or access
to classified Information, but only to the
extent that the disclosure of such mate-
rial would reveal the identity of a source
who furnished information to the Gov-
ernment under an express promise that
the identity of the source would be held
in confidence, or, prior to the effective
date of this section, under an implied
promise that the identity of the source
would be held in confidence; and

(6) Testing or examination material
used solely to determine individual quali.
fications for appointment or promotion
in the Federal service the disclosure of
which would compromise the objectivity
or falrness of the testing or examination

process,

REGISTER, VOL. 40, NO. 136—TUESDAY, JULY 15, 1975




2

i

By the Federal Home Loan Bank
Board.

[sear] GrEEnvILLE L. MILLARD, Jr.,
Asgistant Secretary,

|FR Doo.75-18288 Filed 7-14-75;8:45 am|]

FEDERAL RESERVE SYSTEM
[ 12 CFR Part 204 and 217 ]
[Reg. D and Reg. Q|

RESERVES OF MEMBER BANKS AND
INTEREST ON DEPOSITS

Definition of Deposi ubordinated

The Board of Governors proposes to
amend Regulations D (12 CFR 204) and
Q (12 CFR 217) to provide greater flexi-
bility to the requirements for exemption
from deposit treatment under both regu-
lations where & member bank issues cer-
tain subordinated notes and debentures
for the purpose of adding to the bank's
capital structure, These amendments
would (1) modify the present require-
ment that an obligation have an original
maturity of seven years or more to per-
mit an obligation (or an issue of obli-
gations) to have an average maturity of
seven years or more under certain con-
ditions; (2) modify the present require-
ment that an obligation must be in an
amount of at least $500 to permit excep-
tions to be made by the appropriate
Federal banking agency to the $500 mini-
mum denomination (a) to facilitate sale
of convertible debt where, in order to
satisfly preemptive rights of sharehold-
ers, the bank would be required to issue
a convertible obligation of less than $500
face amount; (b) to maintain a ratable
unit offering to holders of preemptive
rights where a subordinated debt obliga-
tion is Issued exclusively as a part of a
unit including shares of stock which are
subject to such preemptive rights; (c)
to satisfy shareholders’ ratable claims
where an obligation is issued wholly or
partially in exchange for shares of vot-
ing stock or assets pursuant to a plan
of merger, consolidation, reorganization,
or other transaction where the issuer
will acquire either a majority of such
shares of voting stock or all or substan-
tially all of the assets of the entity whose
assets are being acquired: and (3) re-
quire the issuing bank to receive the
approval of the appropriate Federal
banking agency of any redemption prior
to maturity or any payment pursuant to
acceleration of maturity in event of de~
fault. Under the proposal, the Board
would retain the option to deny a re-
quest that it waive the amount limita-
tion in those instances in which it deter-
mines that reasonable alternatives are
available to the party seeking the waiver,
If adopted, the amendments would ap-
ply to npplications for new debt issues
acted upon after the effective date of
the nmendments and would not affect
the status of any outstanding issues. In
all cases, the appropriate Federal bank-
ing agency is the Comptroller of the
Currency for national banks and the
B::;d of Governors for State member
banks.
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member banks by providing an excep-
tion to the definition of deposits under
Regulations D and Q. Upon review of the
existing regulation, the Board belleves
that, in certain circumstances, greater
flexibility should be available to permit
member banks to recelve approval from
the appropriate Federal banking agency
for subordinated note and debenture is-
sues that may not conform to the exist-
ing regulatory requirements.

Under the proposal, regular debt
amortization or retirement could begin
at any time so long as the weighted av-
erage maturity of the obligation or issue
of obligations would be at least seven
years and so long as once the reduction
of prineipal all scheduled repay-
ments of p pal shall be made an-
nually in an amount no less than the
previous scheduled payment. As an alter-
native, the Board is considering whether
the seven-year minimum maturity should
be retained for unamortized Issues and a
ten-year minimum maturity be set for
amortized issues, with repayment begin-
ning at any time after the date of Issue
provided that once repayment of princi-
pal begins, all scheduled repayments shall
be made annually in an amount no less
than the prior scheduled repayment.

The proposed exception to the $500
minimum denomination would facilitate
sale of convertible debt where, in order
to satisfy preemptive rights of stock-
holders, an issuing bank would be re-
quired to issue obligations In face
amounts less than $500. An exception to
the $500 minimum denomination is also
proposed where, in order to maintain &
ratable unit offering to holders of pre-
emptive rights in the case of a subordi-
nated d obligation issued exclusively
as part of a unit which includes shares
of stock which are subject to such pre-
emptive rights, an Issuing bank would be
required to issue obligations in face
amounts less than $500. The third pro-
posed exception to the $500 minimum de-
nomination requirement would apply
where an issuing bank would be required
to issue obligations in face amounts less
than $500 in order to satisfy sharehold-
ers’ ratable claims in the case of an ob-
ligation which is issued wholly or par-
tially In exchange for shares of voting
stock or assets pursuant to a plan of
merger, consolidation, reorganization, or
other transaction in which the issuer will
acquire elther 8 majority of such share
of voting stock or all or substantlally all
the assets of another entity.

The provisions requiring prior approval
of redemption and payment pursuant to
acceleration of maturity are meant to
permit the appropriate Federal banking
agency to assess the impact of such pay-~
ment on the capital structure of the bank.

Pursuant to its authority under sec-
tion 19 of the Federal Reserve Act (12
US.C. 461) to define the terms used in
that section, its authority to examine
member banks under section 9 of the
Federal Reserve Act (12 US.C, 325), its

authority to take action to stop unsafe
and unsound banking practices (12
U.S.C. 1818b), and related provisions of
the law, the Board proposes to amend
Regulation D (12 CFR 204) and Regula-
tion Q (12 CFR 217) as follows:

1, Section 204.1 would be amended by
reviging paragraph (f) (3) as follows:

§ 204.1 Definitions,

(f) Deposits as including certain
promissory notes and other obligations,
For the purposes of this Part, the term
“deposits” also Includes a member bank’s
liability on any promissory note, &c-
knowledgement of advance, due bill,
banker’'s acceptance, or similar obligation
(written or oral) that is issued or un-
dertaken by a member bank as & means
of obteining funds to be used in its bank-
ing business, except any such obligation
that:

(3) (1) Bears on its face, In bold-face
type, the following: “This obligation is
not a deposit-and Is not insured by the
Federal Deposit Insurance Corporation”;
is subordinated to the claims of deposi-
tors, is unsecured, and is Ineligible as
collateral for a loan by the issuing bank
and also expressly states sald provisions
on its face; has a maturity of at least
seven years, or, in the case of an obliga-
tion or issue that provides for scheduled
repayments of principal, has an average
maturity * of at least seven years* and
provides that once repayment of princi-
pal begins, all scheduled repayments
shall be made annuslly in an amount no
less than the prior scheduled repay-
ment; is issued subject to a requirement
that no repayment (other than an ap-
proved regularly scheduled repayment),
including but not limited to a payment
pursuant to acceleration of maturity,
may be made without the prior written
approval . of the appropriate Federal
banking agency; * is in an amount of at
least $500 except that the appropriate
Federal banking agency may approve the
issuance of an obligation that is less
than $500 if the obligation is convertible
into common stock and, in order to satis-
fy the preemptive rights of shareholders,
the issuing bank would be reguired to is-
sue obligations in an amount of less than
$500, or if the obligation is Issued exclu-
sively as part of s unit including shares

* The “average maturity” of an obligation
or issue repayable in scheduled periodic pay-
ments shall be the times-weighted average of
all such scheduled payments,

* The Board is also considering whether
the 7-year minimum maturity should be re-
tained for unamortized issues and s 10-year
minimum maturity be set for amortized is-
sues with repayment beginning at any time
after the date of lssue provided that, once
repayment of principal beging, all scheduled
repayments shall be made annually in an
amount no less than the prior scheduled
repayment,

T For tho purpofes of this part, the “ap-
propriate Federa! banking agoncy" Is the
Comptroller of the Currency In the case of
a national bank and the Board of Gover-
nors in the case of a State member bank.
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of stock which are subject to such pre-
emptive rights and, in order to maintain
a ratable unit offering to holders of pre-
emptive rights, the issuing bank would
be required to issue obligations in an
amount of less than $500, or where, in
the case of an obligation issued wholly
or partially in exchange for shares of
voting stock or assets pursnant o a plan
of merger, consolidation, reorganization,
or other transaction where the issuer will
acquire efther a majority of such shares
of voting stock or all or substantially all
of the assets of the entity whose assets
are being acquired, and in order to sat-
isfy shareholders’ ratable claims, the is-
suing bank would be required to issue ob-
lgations in an amount of less than $500;
and has been approved by the appropri-
ate Federal banking agency as an addi-
tion to the capital structure of the issu-
ing bank; or (ii) meets all of the require-
ments in the preceding clause except ma-
turity and with respect to which the ap-
propriate Federal banking agency has
determined that exigent circumstances
require the Issuance of such obligation
without regard to the provisions of this
part; or (ili) was Issued or publicly of-
fered before June 30, 1970, with an orig-
inal maturity of more than two years; or

2. Section 217.1 of Regulation Q would
be amended by revising the introductory
paragraph in paragraph (f) & (f) (3) as
follows:

§217.1 Definitions
- » - » -

(f) Deposits as including certain
promissory notes and other obligations.
For the purposes of this Part, the term
“deposits” also Includes a member
bank's lability on any promis-
sory note, acknowledgment of advance,
due bill, or similar obligation (written
or oral) that iIs issued or undertaken by
& member bank principally as a means of
obtaining funds to be used in its bank-
’txh‘i tlnush‘aet.ar. except any such obligation

(3) (1) Bears on its face, In bold-face
type, the following: “This obligation is
not a deposit and s not insured
by the Federal Deposit Insurance Cor-
poration; Is subordinated to the claims
of depositors, 1s unsecured, and is In-
eligible as collateral for a loan by
the issuing bank and also expressly
states said provisions on its face; has a
maturity of at least seven years, or, In
the case of an obligation or issue that
provides for scheduled repayments of
principal, has an average maturity * of

*The “average maturity” of an obligation
or issue repayable in scheduled perlodic pay~
ments shall be the time-weighted averuge or
all such scheduled payments,

*The Board !s also considering whether
the 7-year minimum maturity should be
retained for unamortized issues and a 10-
year minimum maturity be set for amortized
issues, with repayment beginning at any time
after the date of Issue provided that once re-
payment of principal begins, all scheduled
repayments shall be made annually in an
amount no less than the prior scheduled re«
payment,
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at least seven years® and provides that
once repayment of principal begins, all
scheduled repayments shall be made an-
nually in an amount no less than the
prior scheduled repayment; is issued sub-
ject to a requirement that no repayment
(other than an approved regularly sched-
uled repayment), including but not lim-
ited to a payment pursuant to accelera-
tion of maturity, may be made without
the prior written approval of the appro-
priate Federal banking agency;' Is in an
amount of at least $500 except that the
appropriate Federal banking agency may
approve the issuance of an obligation
that is less than $500 if the obligation is
convertible into common stock and, in
order to satisfy the preemptive rights of
shareholders, the issuing bank would be
required to issue obligations in an
amount of less than $500, or if the obliga-
tion is issued exclusively as part of a unit
including shares of stock which are sub-
ject to such preemptive rights and, in
order to maintain a ratable unit offering
to holders of preemptive rights, the issu-
ing bank would be required to issue obli-
gations in an amount of less than $500, or
where, in the case of an obligation issued
wholly or partially in exchange for shares
of voting stock or assets pursuant to a
plan of merger, consolidation, reorga-
nization, or other transaction where the
issuer will acquire either a majority of
such shares of voting stock or all or sub-
stantially all of the assets of the entity
whose assets are being acquired, and in
order to satisfy shareholders’ ratable
claims, the issuing bank would be re-
quired to issue obligations in an amount
of less than $500; and has been approved
by the appropriate Federal banking
agency as an addition to the capital
structure of the issuing bank; or (b
meets all of the requirements in the pre-
ceding clause except maturity and with
respect to which the appropriate Federal
banking agency has determined that ex-
igent circumstances require the issuance
of such obligation without regard to the
provisions of this part; or (iii) was issued
or publicly offered before June 30, 1970,
with an original maturity of more than
two years.

~ In connection with its consideration of

the regulatory amendments proposed
herein, the Board also has determined
that State member banks should be pro-
vided with guidance as to the criteria to
beé applied by the Board in evaluating
requests for approval of new issues of
subordinated notes and debentures “as
an additfon to the bank’s capital
structure.”

In acting upon requests from State
member banks for approval of proposed
issues of subordinated notes and de-
bentures, the Board takes into account
varjous aspects of the applicant’s finan-
cial condition and its prospective ca-
pacity to service the proposed debt In

"For the purposes of this part, the “ap-
propriate Federal banking agency” is the
Comptroller of the Currency in the case of &
national bank and the Board of Governors in
the case of a State member bank.
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view of the bank’s earnings history and
capital structure. Application of these
criteria is intended also to promote the
accumulation by debt-issuing banks of
an adequate cushion of equity capital,
protect against undue concentrations of
maturing debt in any one year, and pre-
vent the inclusion of terms In such is-
sues that could be regarded as in con-
flict with the public interest. In addition,
it Is stressed that the guidelines set forth
below, as applied by the Board are not
intended to provide or be administered
in & manner resulling (n a rigid set of
requirements in addition to those set
forth In Regulations D and Q. Rather,
they are to be administered flexibly, tak-
ing into account the special circum-
stances of particular applicants, (These
might include the urgency of the bank’s
need for additional capital and the ac-
cessibility of additional equity, the
prospective growth of the bank, the im-
pact of unusual income and expense de-
velopments on recent earnings, and the
relative strength of earnings of nonbank
affiliates or subsidiaries.)

By publication of these guldelines
which the Board intends to use In its
evaluation of applications for such ex-
emption, the Board also invites com-
ments from the public on these criterin
at the same time as comments are re-
ceived on the regulatory amendments
proposed herein.

The Comptroller of the Currency has
advised the Board that he is considering
use of the same guldelines in evaluating
applications from national banks for ap-
proval of subordinated debt Issues
pursuant to 12 CFR 14.5.

GUIDELINE-CRITERIA POR EVALUATING DEBT
ISSUES AS AODITION TO A StaTE MEMEER
BaNK'S CAPITAL STRUCTURE

1. Maximum ratio of debt to equity.
The total amount of subordinated notes
and debentures outstanding, including
the debt proposed to be issued, should not
exceed 50 per cent of a bank's equity
capital base, However, banks with signifi-
cant asset or management problems gen-
erally would not be presumed to be en-
titled to issue debt capital up to the 50
per cent ceiling. A bank's equity capital
base, for purposes of this test is con-
sidered to include capital stock, surplus,
undivided profits, capital reserves, and all
reserves for losses on loans and securities.

2. Earnings coverage test. The total of
fixed charges as a result of any fssue of
subordinated notes or debentures should
not exceed 3345 per cent of a State mem-
ber bank's average net income before
taxes and before fixed charges over the
preceding flve years. Therefore, in gen-
eral, average adjusted net income should
exceed total fixed charges by a multiple
of at least three. For purposes of this test,
before-tax net income would include
securities gains or losses, exclude extra-
ordinary charges and credits, and would
be adjusted where necessary to reflect
actual loan loss experience rather than
other “provision for loan loss.,"” Total

fixed charges Include annual Interest

REGISTER, VOL. 40, NO. 136—TUESDAY, JULY 15, 1975




29731

charges before taxes on all existing debt
as well as the new debt proposed to be
issued, Fixed charges on existing debt
would include interest on all outstanding
mortgage debt and subordinated notes
and debentures, plus one-third of lease
contracts.

In applying this test to a bank that is
a subsidiary of a holding company which
shows & net deficit on its nonbank oper-
ations, the amount of such deficit, cal-
culated on a before-tax basis, would be
substracted from net income as derived
{from the paragraph above, To determine
the amount, if any, of net deficit on non-
bank operations, net income before taxes
of the bank would be substracted from
consolidated net income before taxes of
the holding company. For multibank
holding companies, the nonbank net defl-
cit generally would be allocated among
subsidiary banks in proportion to their
net income. Ordinarily, the adjustment
would be based on data for the most re-
cent year, but, in some cases, an average
(covering not more than the most recent
five years) would be more representative
of prospective earnings experience, This
adjustment, in effect, would reduce theé
allowable amount of new fixed interest
expense which could be asumed by any
bank whose nonbank affillates, including
the parent holding company, incur an
aggregate net deficit. The offset against
the bank's earnings recognizes the pos-
sibility that the parent might have to
rely on dividends from the bank in
order to cover a nonbank deficit, thereby
reducing the bank's ability to maintain
or build its equity capital.

3. Retained earnings test. Annual pro
forma amortization on all subordinated
notes and debentures, including the pro-
posed gdebt issue, should not exceed 50
per cent of a State member bank's aver-
age retained earnings over the preceding
five years. Retained earnings under this
criterion are considered to include net
income after taxes minus dividends de-
clared on common and preferred stock.
For each issue of subordinated debt, in«
cluding a proposed new issue, annual pro
forma amortization would be calculated
by dividing the original amount of the
issue by the number of years from date
of issue to maturity. Total pro forma
amortization would be the sum of annual
pro forma amortization for all outstand-
ing and proposed issues.

Considerable discretion would be used
in the administration of this test. In
some circumstances, banks which have
issued additional shares of equity capi-
tal during the five-year period for which
average retained earnings are calculated
would recelve credit for these new issues
as if they had been part of retained earn-
ings. In addition, some banks which have
outstanding substantial amounts of rel-
atively short-term subordinated debt
prior to the issuance of these guidelines
would be granted special consideration
in the application of the retained earn-
ings test to proposed new lssues, so long
as the new issues were part of a specified
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program aimed at replacing shorter-
term debt with longer-term debt.

4. Accumulation of equity over the life
of the debt. Each State member bank
issuing subordinated notes and deben-
tures would be expected to acoumulate
equity, in equal annual installments
from retained earnings, In an amount
sufficient to increase equity capital by the
full amount of outstanding and newly
issued debt over the lifetime of the debt.
In effect, this requirement would provide
for replacement of each debt issue with
equity by maturity.

5. Provision for debt retirement, Where
the residual amount of a proposed new
debt issue to be repaid at maturity, to-
gether with scheduled repayments in
that year on other debt-type capital and
mortgage indebtedness, would exceed 15
per cent of the bank's present capital
base, the bank shall either provide for
reducing the amount of debt outstand-
ing at maturity by a sinking fund or
other debt-retirement arrangement or
have the right to call such obligations
for redemption at least five years before
maturity.

6. Approval of interbank debt transac-
tions. In general, the Board does not in-
tend to approve a subordinated note or
debenture issued by a State member
bank directly or indirectly (through a
holding company or otherwise) to
another bank as an addition to the issu-
ing bank's capital structure unless spe-
cifically authorized as such an addition
by the Board of Governors upon a pres-
entation and finding of compelling cir-
cumstances. Such transactions provide
no additional capital protection for the
banking system as a whole and ordinar-
ily will be discouraged.

7. Covenants in conflict with the public
interest. No indenture or other contract
covering the issuance of a subordinated
note or debenture by a State member
bank shall include any covenants, re-
strictions, or other terms which are de-
termined by the Board to be inconsistent
with the public interest. Examples of
such terms are those regarded as im-
pairing the ability of the bank to comply
with statutory or regulatory require-
ments regarding disposition of assets or
incurrence of additional debt, limiting
the ability of the Board or the chartering
authority to take any necessary action
to resolve a problem bank situation, un-
duly interfering with the ability of the
bank to conduct normal banking opera~
tions, or imposing terms and conditions
on the bank that are unduly harsh or
Onerous.

Examrirs or ProprosEp GUIELINE CRITERIA
1, 2 anp 3

The following caloulations demonstrate
the application of Tests 1, 2, and 3 of the
guideline-criteria for evaluating debt issues,
The data used In the calculations are for o
hypothetical bank, wholly-owned by a one-
bank holding company. Where applicable,
ftems that are reported in the Consolidated

of Income and Consolidated Report
of Condition are designated by thelr line
numbers on the required reports, For ex-

ample, |[RI-A10] refers to net income ns re-
ported in Section A, ltne 10 of the Report
of Income, Total assets, as reported on line
14 of the of Condition would bo
identified as [RC-14]. All doliar amounts are
in thousands of dollars. (Banks that are re-
quired to file a Consolidated Report of Con-
dition Including foreign and domestic sub-
sidiaries would use amounts shown in that
report, rather than those shown In the
Consolidated Report of Conditlon including
only domestic subsidiaries.)

The hypothetical bank presently has out-
standing two issues of subordinated debt:

(1) $8,000—8 percent Subordinated deben-
tures, due Sept. 15, 1087. ’

(2) $7,000—10 percent Capltal notes, due
June 30, 1980,
It proposes, on January 1, 1975, to lssue 89
million of additional subordinated debt on
terms described in the (lustrations that
follow,

TEST 1! MAXIMUM RATIO OF DENT YO EQUITY

Guideline. The total amount of subordi-
nated notes and debentures outstanding,
including subordinated debt proposed to be
tssued, should not exceed 50 percent of a
bank’s equity capital base,

Caloculations

. Bubordinated notes and deben-
tures outatanding, Dec. 31, 1074
(RC-34)

. Equity capltal, total, Dec. 8],
1974 (RC-35)

. Total reserves on loans and se-
curities, Deo. 31, 1974 (RC-83).

. Equity capital base (line 2 plus
line 3)

. Current ratio of subordinated
debt to equity capital base (line
1 divided by line 4)

. Amount of proposed new issue.

. Subordinated debt, including
proposed new issue (line 1 plus
line 6)
. Ratio of subordinated debt, in-
cluding proposed new issue, to
equity capital base (line 7 di-
vided by line 4)
Conclusion, Since the ratio of subordinated
debt, Including the proposed new issue (line
8), does not exceed 50 percent, test 1 Is met,

TEST 2! EARNINGS COVERAGE TEST

Guideline. In general, average annual sd-
Justed net Income over the past 0§ years
should exceed total fixed charges, including
the annual interest charge on the proposed
new lssue, by s multiple of at least 3,

Calculations

9. Income before income taxes and
securities gains or losses, 1970-74
average (RI-A3)

, Net securities gains or losses, be-
fore tax effect, 1070-74 average
(RI-A8 (col, 1))

. Provision for loan losses, 1970-74

$9, 740

200

230

. Net chargeoffs on loans, 1070-74

average (RI-D@ (col. 1 plus 2)

minus RI-D3 (col, 1 plus 2) )'. .. 260

t Banks using actual net chargeoffs as the

amount of their provision for loan losses
need make no entries in lines 11 and 12.
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13. Nonbank deficit of holding com-
pany, if any, 1974 * (enter only if
negative number)

14, Average adjusted net income be-
fore Income taxes, 1970-74 (line
9 plus line 10 plus line 11 minus
1ine 12 plus line 13)

(800)

9,200

15, Interest on subordinated notes
and debentures, 1974 (RI-A2().
16. Interest on mortgage debt, 1074
17.14 of lease payments on bank
premizes and equipment, 1074

1,840
660

1, 000

18. Fixed charges on present obliga-
tions (line 15 plus line 16 plus

10. Average adjusted net income be-
fore fixed charges on present
obligations (line 14 plus line 18)

20. Current earnings coverage ratio
(line 19 divided by line 18)

21. Annual interest charge on pro-
posed new issue (sssumes o 9
percent annual rate) oo

4.07

810

*This adjustment to net income is made
only If the bank Is & subsidiary of a holding
company that incurs a net defieit in its non-
bank operations. The nonbank deficit, cal-
culated on a before-tax basts, is the negative
difference obtalned by subtracting the con-
solidated net income of the bank from the
consolidated net Income of the holding
company. both adjusted in the manner il-
lustrated (n lines 9 through 12 of this ex-
ample. Ordinarily, the adjustment for a non-
bank deficit would be based on data for the
most recent year, but in some cases, an Aver-
age covering no more than the most recent 5§
years would be more representative of pro-
spective earnings experience.

PROPOSED RULES

22, Average adjusted net income,
before fixed charges on present
obligations and interest charge
on proposed new lssue (line 19
plus 1ne 1) e e

28. Fixed charges on present obliga-

tions and interest charge on pro-

posed new issue (line 18 plus

3,810

24. Earnings coversge ratio, Includ-

ing interest charge on proposed

new issue (line 22 divided by

line 23)

Conclusion, The earnings coverage ratio,
including the Interest charge on the pro-
posed new issue (line 24) equals 841 and
therefore meots the requirements of test 2.

TEST 3! RETAINED EARNINGS TEST

Guideline. Average annual retalned earn-~
ings over the past 5 years should exceed the
annual pro forma amortization on sll sube
ordinated notes and debentures, including
the proposed new issue, by a multiple of at
least 2. Two illustrations are provided below,
The first example (1lnes 304 through 32a) as-
sumes s final maturity of 10 years. The sec-
ond example (lines 30b through 32D) as-
sumes & final maturity of 20 years.

25. Net income,

26. Cash dividends decljared on com=
mon and preferred stock, 1070-
gb.nncc (RI-B3a plus RI-

)

27, Average annual retained earn-
ings, 1070-74 (line 25 minua line

4,000

4,000
28. Pro forma amortization of exist-
ing debt (total of col. 4 below) .

1,633

(U]

Description of fssun

@ @) 1)

Years from Pro forma
date of fasue amortisation
to date of (eol, 2 divido
maturdty by col. 8)

Amount of
original sue

$533
1,000

Bruunl subordinated debentured. ... ...e eeiareeennns S
pecoent capital potes.........

Total...

1,653

29. Current retained earnings ratio
(line 27 divided by line 28)....

Assuming s 10-year filnal maturity
on proposed new issue:

80a. Pro forma amortization of pro-
B;ndnc'ulue(unoodlvld.d
& final maturity of 10

81a, Total pro forma amortization,
including proposed new issue
line 38 plus line 30a)

32a. Retained earnings ratio, includ-
ing proposed new issue (line
27 divided by lne 31a)

Conclusion. Under an assumed final ma-
turity of 10 years for the proposed new issue,
the bank's retained earnings ratio of 164
(line 82a) would not meet the minimum re-
quirement of test 3,

Calculations
Assuming a 20-year final maturity
on proposed new issue:
30b. Pro forma amortization of pro-

posed new fssue (line 6 divided
by a final maturity of 20

31b, Total pro forma amortization,
including proposed new issue
(line 28 plus line 30b)

32b, Retained earnings ratio, includ-
ing proposed new issue (line 27
divided by line 31b) e eneaan 2.02

Conclusion. The longer final maturity of
20 years results In a retained earnings ratio
of 202 (line 82b) which passes the min!-
mum acceptable ratio for test 3.

To ald In the consideration of the pro-
posed amendments to Regulations D and
Q by the Board and to facllitate the
evaluation of the appropriateness and
effectiveness of the guideline-criteria set
forth herein, Interested persons are re-
quested to submit relevant data, views, or

. arguments, Any such material should be

submitted in writing to the Secretary,
Board of Governors of the Federal Re-
serve System, Washington, D.C. 20551, to
be recelved not later than August 29,
1975, Such material will be made avall-
able for Inspection and copying upon
request, except as provided In § 261.6(a)
of the Board’s rules regarding avail-
ability of Information.

By order of the Board of Governors,
July 1, 1975.

[sEAL] Trzovore E, ALLISON,
Secretary of the Board.

[FR Doc.76~-18178 Filed 7-14-75;8:45 am |
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DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY
Office of Revenue Sharing
ENTITLEMENT DATA

Use of Estimates for General Revenue
Sharing Purposes

Eprroriar Nore: Document No. 75~
17249 appearing on page 28106 of the
issue of July 3, 1975, was received at the
Office of the Federal Register at 3:35
pm. on June 27, 1975, processed and
published in the Fgoeral Recister of
July 3, 1975, In accordance with the pro-
visions of 1 CFR Part 17.

Office of Revenue Sharing
[Administrative Ruling 76-1]

ILLINOIS TOWNSHIPS
Expenditure of Revenue Sharing Funds

Section 123(a) (4) of the State and
Local Fiscal Assistance Act of 1972 (31
US.C.A. 1243(a) (4) ), and the regulation
issued pursuant thereto, 31 CFR 51.40(¢),
require a recipient government to pro-
vide for the expenditure of revenue shar-
ing funds in accordance with the laws
and procedures applicable to the expend-
iture of its own revenues. During the
past year, the Office of Revenue Sharing
has recelved numerous communications
raising the question of whether expendi-
tures by certain Illinols townships were
valid under controlling Illinois statutes
and, accordingly, whether those expen-
ditures were in viclation of the above-
cited statute and regulation. In conse-
quence, the townships have requested ad-
vice concerning the effect of their reli-
ance on both prior and present Illinois
statutes,

On February 4, 1974, the Chlef Counsel
of the Office of Revenue Sharing issued
a letter opinion to the Attorney General
of Illinois stating that P.A. 78-207, which
added section 20 to Article XIII of "An
act to revise the law in relation to town-
ship organization” (Ill. Rev. Stat. 1973,
ch, 139, par. 126.10) could not validly
authorize Ilinols township governments
to spend revenue sharing funds in any
of the revenue sharing priority expendi-
ture categories since P.A. 78-207 (supra)
did not Increase the authority of town-
ships to spend their own revenues in the
priority expenditure categories. Accord-
ingly, any expenditure by a township of
revenue sharing funds in any priority
expenditure category where a township
was not authorized to spend its own reve-
nues was declared to violate section
123(a) (4) of the State and Local Fiscal
Assistance Act of 1972, The Attorney
General of Illinols Issued an opinion
dated February 7, 1974 to the Director
of the Illinols Department of Local Gov-

ernment Affairs which concurred with
the opinion of the Chief Counsel.

The General Assembly of Illinols
thereafter on September 5, 1874 enacted
P.A. 78-1189 which amended section
20 of Article XIITI of “An act to revise the
law in relation to township organization™
(JLL. Rev. Stat. 1974 Supp., ch. 139, par.
126.10) authorizing the townships to con-
tract, as therein limited, for the expend-
iture of either township or revenue
sharing funds in all of the priority ex-
penditure categories as enumerated in
§ 103 of the State and Local Fiscal Assist-
ance Act of 1972, except that of finan-
cial administration. The Attorney Gen-
eral of Illinois on November 26, 1974
issued an opinion to the Director of Local
Government Affairs, stating that the
amended section 20 valldly and effec-
tively authorized townships to expend
township funds or revenue sharing funds
for the enumerated purposes in absence
of other specific statutory limitation.

Therefore, it is the determination of
the Department of the Treasury that:

(1) Any valid agreement or contract
by a township for expenditure of revenue
sharing funds made subsequent to the

enactment of P.A, 78-1189 (supra) on

September 5, 1974 amending the cited
Illinois statute is in conformity with the
expenditure provisions of sections 103
and 123(a)(4) of the State and Local
Fiscal Assistance Act of 1972 and the
regulations promulgated thereunder.

(2) Any valld agreement or contract
by a township for expenditure of revenue
sharing funds made prior to the enact-
ment of P.A, 78-1189 (supra) on Sep-
tember 5, 1974 is technically a violation
of section 123(a)(4) of the State and
Local Fiscal Assistance Act of 1972, Not-
withstanding this, however, the Office of
Revenue Sharing will not institute ad-
ministrative proceedings against any
township which hereinbefore acted in re-
lance on the Illinois statute prior to its
amendment of September 5, 1974, until
and including September 5, 1975 (one
year after the enactment of PA. 78-
1189) and will not hereafter require re-
porting of violations of the earlier Illi-
nois statute.

(3) Any agreement or contract by a
township for expenditure of revenue
sharing funds made after September 5,
1975 must conform with P.A. 78-1189
(supra) to assure the presumption of
conformity with § 123(a) (4) of the State
and Local Piscal Assistance Act of 1972,

Dated: July 9, 1975.

[sEAL) Granam W, Warr,
Director,
Office of Revenue Sharing.

[FR Doe.75-18213 Plled 7-11-75;8:45 am |

[Department Circular Public Debt Serles—
No, 20-75]

Office of the Secretary
TREASURY NOTES OF SERIES K-1977
Auction

JuLy 11, 1975.
I. INVITATION FOR TENDERS

1, The Secretary of the Treasury, pur-
suant to the authority of the Second Lib-
erty Bond Act, as amended, invites
tenders on a yield basis for $1,500,000,000,
or thereabouts, of notes of the United
States, designated Treasury Notes of
Series K-1977, The interest rate for the
notes will be determined as set forth in
Section III, paragraph 3, hereof. Addi-
tional amounts of these notes may be is-
sued at the average price of accepted
tenders to Government accounts and W
Federal Reserve Banks for themselves
and as agents of forelign and Interna-
tional monetary authorities. Tenders will
be received up to 1:30 p.m., Eastern Day-
light Saving time, Thursday, July 17,
1975, under competitive and noncompeti-
gv:eg‘ldding. as set forth in Section IIT

e ¢

II. DescripTION OF NOTES

1. The notes will be dated July 31, 1975,
and will bear interest from that date,
payable semiannually on January 31,
19786, July 31, 1976, January 31, 1977, and
July 31, 1977. They will mature July 31,
1977, and will not be subject to call for
redemption prior to maturity.

2. The income derived from the notes
is subject to all taxes imposed under the
Internal Revenue Code of 1954. The
notes are subject to estate, inheritance,
gift or other excise taxes, whether Fed-
eral or State, but are exempt from all
taxation now or hereafter imposed on
the principal or interest thereof by any
State, or any of the possessions of the
United States, or by any local taxing
authority.

3. The notes will be acceptable to
secure deposits of public moneys. They
will not be acceptable In payment of
taxes.

4. Bearer notes with interest coupons
attached, and notes registered as to
principal and interest, will be issued in
denominations of $5,000, $10,000, $100,000
and $1,000,000. Book-entry notes will be
avallable to eligible bidders in multiples
of those amounts. Interchanges of notes
of different denominations and of
coupon and registered notes, and the
transfer of registered notes will be per-
mitted.

5. The notes will be subject to the gen-
eral regulations of the Department of the
Treasury, now or hereafter prescribed,
governing United States notes.
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III. TENDERS AND ALLOTMENTS

1. Tenders will be received at Federal
Reserve Banks and Branches and at the
Bureau of the Public Debt, Washington,
D.C. 20226, up to the closing hour, 1:30
pm. Eastern Daylight Saving time,
'I‘hursdny. July 17, 1975. Each tender
must state the face amount of notes bid
for, which must be $5,000 or & multiple
thereof, and the yield desired, except that
in the case of noncompetitive tenders the
term “noncompetitive” should be
in leu of a yield. In the case of competi-
tive tenders, the yield must be expressed
in terms of an annual yield, with two
decimals, e.g,, 7.11. Fractions may not
be used. Noncompetitive tenders from
any one bidder may not exceed $500,000.

2. Commercial banks, which for this
purpose are defined as banks accepting
demand deposits, and dealers who make
primary markets in Government securi-
ties and report daily to the Federal Re-
serve Bank of New York their positions
with respect to Government securities
and borrowings thereon, may submit
tenders for account of customers pro-
vided the names of the customers are set
forth in such tenders. Others will not
be permitted to submit tenders except
for their own account, Tenders will be
received without deposit from banking
Institutions for thelr own account, Fed-
erally-insured savings and loan associn-
tions, States, political subdivisions or
instrumentalities thereof, public pension
and retirement and other public funds,
international organizations in which the
United States holds membership, foreign
central banks and foreign States, dealers
who make primary markets in Govern-
ment securities and report daily to the
Federal Reserve Bank of New York their
positions with respect to Government
securities and borrowings thereon, and
Government accounts. Tenders from
others must be accompanied by pavment
of 5 percent of the face amount of notes
applied for,

3. Immediately after the closing hour
tenders will be opened following which
public announcement will be made by the
Department of the Treasury of the
amount and yield range of accepted bids.
Those submitting competitive tenders
will be advised of the acceptance or re-
jection thereof. In considering the ac-
ceptance of tenders, those with the lowest
yields will be accepted to the extent re-
quired to attain the amount offered, Ten-
ders at the highest accepted yield will be
prorated if necessary, After the determi-
nation is made as to which tenders are
anccepted, an interest rate will be estab-
lished at the nearest '3 of one percent
necessary to make the average accepted
price 100.000 or less. That will be the
rate of interest that will be paid on all
of the notes. Based on such interest rate,
the price on each competitive tender al-
lotted will be determined and each suc-
cessful competitive bidder will be re-
quired to pay the price corresponding to
the yield bid. Price calculations will be
carried to three decimal places on the

basis of price per hundred, e.g., 99.923,

FEDERAL

NOTICES

and the determinations of the Secretary
of the Treasury shall be final. The Sec-
retary of the Treasury expressly reserves
the right to accept or reject any or all
tenders, in whole or in part, including
the right to accept tenders for more or
less than the $1,500,000,000 of notes of-
fered to the public, and his action in any
such respect shall be final. Subject to
these reservations, noncompetitive tend-
ers for $500,000 or less without stated
yield from any one bidder will be ac-
cepted in full at the average price (in
three decimals) of accepted competitive
tenders.
IV. PAYMENT

1. Settlement for accepted tenders in
accordance with the bids must be made
or completed on or before July 31, 1875,
at the Federal Reserve Bank or Branch
or at the Bureau of the Public Debt,
Washington, D.C. 20226. Payment must
be in cash, in other funds immediately
available to the Treasury by July 31, 1975,
or by check drawn to the order of the
Federal Reserve Bank to which the tender
is submitted, or the United States Treas-
ury if the tender is submitted to it, which
must be received at such Bank or at the
Treasury no later than: (1) Monday,
July 28, 1975, if the check is drawn on a
bank in the Federal Reserve District of
the Bank to which the check is submit-
ted, or the Fifth Federal Reserve District
in the case of the Treasury, or (2) Thurs-
day, July 24, 1875, If the check is drawn
on & bank in another district. Checks re-
celved after the dates set forth in the
preceding sentence will not be accepted
unless they are payable at a Federal Re-
serve Bank. Payment will not be deemed
to have been completed where registered
notes are requested If the appropriate
identifying number as required on tax
returns and other documents submitted
to the Internal Revenue Service (an in-
dividual’s social security number or an
employer identification number) is not
furnished, In every case where full pay-
ment is not completed, the payment with
the tender up to 5 percent of the amount
of notes allotted shall, upon declaration
made by the Secretary of the Treasury
in his discretion, be forfeited to the
United States,

V. GENERAL PROVISIONS

1. As fiscal agents of the United States,
Federal Reserve Banks are authorized
and requested to receive tenders, to make
such allotments as may be prescribed by
the Secretary of the Treasury, to issue
such notices as may be necessary, to re-
celve payment for and make delivery of
notes on full-paid tenders allotted, and
they may issue Interim receipts pending
delivery of the definitive notes.

2. The Secretary of the Treasury may
at any time, or from time to time, pre-
scribe supplemental or amendatory rules
and regulations governing the offering,
which will be communicated promptly to
the Federal Reserve Banks,

WiLiam E, Sivon,
Secretary of the Treasury.

JFR Doo.75--18431 Plled 7-11-75;8:45 am|
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DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
Bureau of Land Management
[CA 978]
CALIFORNIA
Proposed Withdrawal and Reservation of
Lands

JuLy 8, 1975,

The Department of Defense has filed
an application serial number CA 978, for
the withdrawal of the lands described
below, from all forms of appropriation
under the public land laws, including the
mining and mineral leasing laws, and
disposal of material under the Act of
July 31, 1947, as amended (61 Stat, 681,
30 U.8.C, 601-604) , subject to valid exist-
ing rights.

The Department of the Navy desires
the continued use of the land to provide
the space necessary for aerial gunnery
range facilities for the training of flect
aircraft units,

On or before August 14, 1975, all per-
sons who wish to submit comments, sug-
gestions, or objections in connection with
the proposed withdrawal may present
their views in writing to the undersigned
office of the Bureau of Land Manage-
ment, Department of the Interior, Room
E-2841 Federal Building, 2800 Cottage
Way, Sacramento, Californin 95825,

The proposed withdrawal and reserva-
tion are subject to the terms and condi-
tions of the Act of February 28, 1958 (72
Stat, 27). This law prohibits withdrawals
and reservations of this type except by
Act of Congress, Any comments, sugges~
tions, or objections submitted as a result
of this notice will be made part of the
record and will be forwarded to the De-
partment of Defense for information and
to Congress for its use during considera-
tion of any legislation which may be
introduced to effect the proposed with-
drawal or reservation.

CHROCOLATE MOUNTAIN ArmiAL QUNNERY
Rance
T.08,R.16E,
Bec. 14, SWYNEY, NW, 8%;
Secs. 22, 24, and 26;
Sec. 28, By, B W
4.

4 1

T.908,.R.17E,
Sec. 20, SUNWIBWL, SWKSWY, Wi
BEMSW% BEYSHY8W;

Bec.
Beo. m N‘E%NB'A BU,H‘B'/. 8%;:
Becs. 30, 32, and
T.108,R.IGE,
s«: 22, SE%:
Beos. 24 and 26;
Beo, 28, B, BWY:
Seo. 34.
T.108,R. I0E,
Secs, 2 and 4;
Bec. 8, NE, nl,l.Nwl,. BWYNWY, 814
Socs. 10, 12, 14, 18, 20, 22, 24, 206, 28, 30,
32, and 34,
T.108, R, 17:
Beca. 2, 4, 6, 8, 10, 12, 14, 18, 20, 22, 24, 20,
28, 30, 32, .
T.108,R. 18

Secs. 8, 8, u 20.22.26.28,30.32,-114%
T 10B.R. 19K,

Sec. 32
TIIS R ISE,

Secs. 2 and 12,
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T.118,R.16E,,
Bees, 2, 4, 6, 8, 10, 12, 14, 18, 20, 22, 24, 26,
28, and 34.
T.115 . R 1TE,
Seca. 2, 4, 6, 8, 10, 12, 14, 18, 20, 22, 24, 26,
28, 30, 32.51163‘.

5. 10, 12, 14, 18, 20, 22, 24, 26,
34

9 E, :
8, 10, 14, 18, 20, 22, 26, 28, 30, 32,

T.128,R.1TE,
Secs.2,4,6,8,10,12, 13, and 14;
Sec. 15, 8%
Sec. 17, S¥:
Secs. 18, 20, 21, 22, 28, 24, 25, 26, 27, 28, and
85.
T.128,R.18E,,
Sccs, 2, 4, 6, 8, 10, 12, 13, 14, 15, 17, 18, 19,
20, 21,22, 23, 24, 25, 26, 27, 28, 29, 80, 31,
32, 83, 84, and 36.
T.128,R. 19 E,,
Secs. 2, 4, 6, 8, and 10;
Bec. 15, N1, SW4, SEY SW1,, SEY;
Sec, 17, 814
800&18192021292’728.39308132

The above described area contains ap-
proximately 133,148 acres of national re-
source land. The lands are located In the
Chocolate Mountains, Imperial County,
California.

Within this withdrawal there is 117,-
763.00 private acreage, making a total of
approximately 250,911.00 lands,

Wavrren F. HoLMES,
Chief, Branch of
Lands and Minerals Operations,

[FR Doc, 7518248 Plled 7-14-76;8:45 aml

[Ofce and Serial No. C-18254-Withdrawal]
COLORADO
Proposed Withdrawal and Reservation of
Lands

Jury 8, 1975,

The Department of Agriculture, US.
Forest Service, has filed the above appli-
cation for the withdrawal of the lands
described below, from location and entry
under the Mining Laws only, subject to
existing valid rights, in accordance with
the authority vested in Executive Order
10355 of May 26, 1952 (17 FR 4831).

The applicant desires the land to pro-

tect high value watershed for domestic
and municipal water supplies and high
scenic values,

On or before August 14, 1975, all per-
sons who wish to submit comments, sug-
gestions, or objections in connection with
the proposed withdrawal may present
their views In writing to the undersigned
officer of the Bureau of Land Manage-
ment, Department of the Interior, Colo-
rado State Office, Room %700, Colorado
State Bank Building, 1600 Broadway,
Denver, Colorado 80202 (CO-943),

NOTICES

The Department's regulations (43 CFR
231) provide that the authorized officer
of the Bureau of Land Management will
undertake such investigations as are
necessary to determine the existing and
potential demand for the lands and their
resources. He will also undertake nego-
tiations with the applicant agency with
the view of adjusting the application to
reduce the area to the minimum essen-
tial to meet the applicant’s needs, to pro-
vide for the maximum concurrent utili-
zation of the lands for purposes other
than the applicant's, to eliminate lands
needed for purposes more essential than
the applicant’s, and to reach agreement
on the concurrent management of the
lands and their resources.

The lands invelved in the application
are:

'r.as R. 78 W, 6th PM.,
Sec. 1, lots 6, 6, 7, 10, 11 and 12, E%SW%,

BEY,;
Sec. 11, 1ot 16;
Seo. 12, NEY, B NWY, SWi§ N®SEY,
SWYEEY;
Sec, 13, 1ot 2;
Sec, 14,10t 1,

excluding those portions ot mineral pat-
ents lying within the withdrawn area.
The authorized officer will also pre-
pare a report for consideration by the
Secretary of the Interior who will deter-
mine whether or not the lands will be
withdrawn as requested by the applicant

agency.

The determination of the Secretary on
the application will be published in the
Feoeral REcISTER, A separate notice will
be sent to each Interested party of record.

If circumstances warrant, a public
hearing will be held at a convenient time
and place, which will be announced.

Evererr K. WeepIN,
Chief, Branch of Land Operations.

[FR Doc.76-18201 Flled 7-14-756:8:46 am)

[Serial No. 1-9536]
IDAHO
Proposed Withdrawal and Reservation of
Lands

Jovry 7, 1975.

The Bureau of Reclamation has filed
an application, Serial Number I-9536, for
withdrawal of the lands described below
from all forms of appropriation under
the public land laws, including the min-
ing laws but not the mineral leasing laws,
subject to valid existing rights.

The lands would be withdrawn to pro-
vide for the mitigation of fish and wild-
1life losses caused by the Teton Reclama~
tion Project in southeastern Idaho, The
proposed withdrawal is part of an ex-
tensive mitigation plan approved by the
Secretary of the Interior on July 86, 1973.

All persons who wish to submit com-
ments, suggestions or objections in con-
nection with the proposed withdrawal
may present thelr views in writing, on or
before August 14, 1995, to the under-
signed officer of the Bureau of Land
Management, Department of the In-

terior, Room 398 Federal Bullding, 550
West Fort Street, P.O. Box 042, Boise,
Idaho 83724,

The authorized officer 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 ap-
plicant agency with the view of adjusting
the application to reduce the area to the
minimum essential to meet the appli-
cants needs, to provide for the minimum
concurrent utilization of the lands for
purposes other than the applicants, to
eliminate lands needed for purposes more
essential than the applicants and to
reach agreement on the concurrent man-
agement of the lands and thelr resources.

He will prepare a report for considera-
tion by the Secretary of the Interior who
will determine whether or not the lands
will be withdrawn as requested by the
Bureau of Reclamation. The determina-
tion of the Secretary on the application
will be published in the FeveraL Recrs-
TER, A separate notice will be sent to
each interested party of record. If cir-
cumstances warrant it, a public hearing
will be held at a convenient time and
place which will be announced.

The lands involved In the application

Bec 3, sy.szumu. SWI,8Wi§, EXSEY;
, S1,8SEY
. NW,NEY, SEYNEY, NWiK:
« NEYURW;
B%N!'/c

;B%NB%. NSWY, SWKSW,

. BILNW14, NEYSW,, SB1, SBLY;
ELSWIG, WILBEY,

. 26, SW1LNEY,, SRYNW

, BILNEY, xwwm
V :y.svm L BEY,.

ts 2, 8, SELSW,, SWILBEY,:

. NEUNWY, SLNWYK, SW)§, SWi

b NWNEY, SELUNEY, NLSWY,

AT, NWYNWY:

.21, NEY,:

.23, NWI, NEY, , S NE%, Wik

, 26, SWILNWI, NGSWi:

Sec. 27, S NEY,, SR NWY,, NY%SW:
Sec, 34, SWYSWi,.

The area described aggregates 3,620.86
acres in Bonneville County.

VincenT S, STROBEL,
Chief, Branch of L&M Operations.

| PR Doe.75-18202 Plled 7-14-75:8:48 am|
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CASTLE CREEK, IDAHO
Known Geothermal Resources Area

Pursuant to the authority vested in
the Secretary of the Interior by section
21(a) of the Geothermal Steam Act of
1870 (54 Stat. 1566, 1572; 30 US.C. 1020),
and delegations of authority in 220 De-
partmental Manual 4.1 H, Geologion!
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Survey Manual 220.2.3, and Conservation

Division Supplement (Geological Survey

Manual) 220.2.1 G, the following de-

scribed lands are hereby defined as the

Castle Creek Known Geothermal Re-

sources Area, effective November 1, 1874;
(12) Ivawo

CASTLE CREEK KNOWN GROTHERMAL RESOURCES
AREA DOISE MERIDIAN, IDAHO
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Dated: June 13, 1875,

Winrasp C. GERE,
Conservation Manager,
Western Region.

|PR Doc.75-18203 Flled 7-14-75;8:45 am}

National Park Service

SHADOW MOUNTAIN NATIONAL
RECREATION AREA

Public Meeting

Notice 15 hereby given that public
meetings will be held beginning at 7 p.m.,
on August 15 in the Ramada Inn Foot-
hills, 11595 W. 6th Avenue, Denver, Colo-
rado, and beginning at 1 p.m., on Au-
gust 16 in the Grand County Courthouse,
Hot Sulphur Springs, Colorado, for the
purpose of recelving comments and sug-
gestions on a draft master plan and
environmental assessment for planning
and implementation of management and
development policies for Shadow Moun-
tain National Recreation Area and its
authorization by the Congress of the
United States.

The draft master plan and environ-
mental assessment discuss management
and development alternatives. They con-
sider the social, economic, historie, cul-
tural and other resources values at
Shadow Mountain Natlonal Recreation
Area as well as development require-
ments, objectives and commitments for
the area.

A copy of the plan and assessment
may be obtained from the Superintend-
ent, Rocky Mountain National Park,
Estes Park, Colorado 80617; Unit Man-
ager, Shadow Mountain National Recre-
ation Area, Post Office Box 100, Grand
Lake, Colorado 80447; or from the Re-
gional Director, Rocky Mountain Region,

NOTICES

National Park Service, Post Office Box
25287, 655 Parfet Street, Denver, Colo-
rado 80225.

Interested individuals, representatives
of organizations and public officials are
invited to express their views in person at
the aforementioned public meetings. For
the public meetings, they should notify
the Superintendent, Rocky Mountain
National Park, by August 14 of their de-
sire to appear. Those not wishing to ap-
pear in person may submit & written
statement on the assessment to the Su-
perintendent for inclusion in the official
record, which will be held open until Sep-
tember 16. Oral or written comments re-
ceived will be considered in an environ-
mental review prior to preparation by the
Nlauonal Park Service of the area master
plan.

Time limitations may make it neces-
sary to limit the length of oral presenta-
tions and to restrict to one person the
presentation made in behalf of an organ~
fzation. An oral statement may, how-
ever, be supplemented by a more com-
plete written statement which may be
submitted to the Superintendent at the
time of presentation of the oral state-
ment, Written statements presented in
person at the meeting will be considered
for inclusion in the meeting record. How-
ever, all materials presented at the meet-
ing shall be subject to determinations
that they are appropriate for inclusion
in the record. To the extent that time is
available after presentation of oral state-
ments by those who have given the re-
quired advance notice, the Superintend-
ent will give others present an opportu-
nity to be heard.

After an explanation of the proposal by
a representative of the National Park
Service, the Superintendent, insofar as
posible, will adhere to the following order
in calling for the presentation of oral
statements:

(1) Governor of the State or his repre-
sentative.

(2) Members of Congress.

(3) Members of the State Legisiature,

(4) OMcial representative of the counties
In which the area is located.

(6) OMcinls of othor Federal Agencles or
publiec bodies,

(8) Organizations in alphabetical order,

(7) Individuals in alphabetical order.

(8) Others not giving advance notice, to
the extent there Is remaining time,

GLEN BraAw,
Deputy Reglonal Director,
Rocky Mountain Region,

[ PR Doc.75-18408 Piled 7-14-75;10:30 am|]

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE
Agricultural Marketing Service
GRAIN STANDARDS
Oklahoma Grain Inspection Point

Notice is hereby given pursuant to
$ 26.99 of the regulations (7 CFR 26.99)
ander the U.8. Grain Standards Act (7
U.B.C. 71 et seq.) that on April 29, 1975,

there was published in the FepeERAL Rea-
1sTER (40 FR 18572) a notice announcing

& request by the Enid Grain Inspection

29739

Company, Enid, Oklashoma, that its as-
signment of inspection points be amended
to add Catoosa, Oklahoma, as a desig-
nated inspection point. Interested per-
sons were given until May 29, 1875, to
submit written views and comments with
respect to the proposed amendment of
assignment,

Two comments were received with re-
spect to the May 29, 1975, notice in the
Feperal REGISTER, Both of the comments
supported the proposed amendment of
assignment. After due consideration of
all submissions made pursuant to the no-
tice of May 29, 1975, and all other rele-
vant matters, the assignment of the Enid
Grain Inspection Company, Enid, Okla-
homa, is amended to add Catoosa, Okla-
homa, as a designated inspection point.
(Sec. 7, 30 Btat. 482, as amonded 82 Stat. 764;
7 US.C.79(1); 87 FR 28464 and 28476)

E flective date. This notice shall become
effective July 15, 1975,
Done in Washington, D.C. on: July 9,
1975,
Joux C. BLom,
Acting Administrator.

{FR Doc.75-18223 Plled 7-14-75;8:45 am]

[Marketing Agreement 148]
PEANUTS—1975 CROP

Incoming and Outgoing lity Regulations
and Indemnification

Pursuant to the provisions of sections
5, 31, 32, 34 and 36 of the marketing
agreement regulating the quality of
domestically produced peanuts hereto-
fore entered into between the Secretary
of Agriculture and various handlers of
peanuts (30 FR 9402) and upon recom=-
mendation of the Peanut Administrative
Committes established pursuant to such
agreement and other information it is
hereby found that the appended “In-
coming Quality Regulation—1975 Crop
Peanuts”, “Outgoing Quality Regula-
tion—1975 Crop Peanuts” and the
“Terms and Conditions of Indemnifica-
tion—1975 Crop Peanuts"”, which modify
or are In addition to the provisions of
seotion 5, 31, 32 and 36 of sald agree-
ment will tend to effectuate the objec-
tives of the Agricultural Marketing
Agreement Act of 1037, as amended, and
of such agreement and should be issued.

The Peanut Administrative Committee
has recommended that the appended
“Incoming Quality Regulation—1975
Crop Peanuts", "Outgoing Quality Reg-
ulation—1975 Crop Peanuts" and the
“Terms and Conditions of Indemnifica~
tion—1975 Crop Peanuts”, be issued so
as to implement and effectuate the pro-
visions of the aforementioned sections of
the marketing agreement. The 1975 pea~
nut crop year begins July 1 and pro-
cedures and regulations for operations
under the agreement should be estab-
lished thereby affording handlers maxi-
mum time to plan their operations ac-
cordingly. The handlers of peanuts who
will be affected hereby have signed the
marketing agreement authorizing the Is-
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suance hereof, they are represented on
the Committee which has prepared and
recommencded these quality regulations
and terms and conditions of indemnifica~
tion for approval.

Upon consideration of the Committee
recommendsation and other available in-
formation the appended “Incoming
Quality Regulation—1875 Crop Peanuts”,
“Outgoing Quality Regulation—1975
Crop Peanuts”, and the “Terms and Con-
ditions of Indemnification—1875 Crop
Peanuts" are hereby approved.

Dated: July 10, 1975.

CHARLES R. BRADER,
Acting Director, Fruit and
Vegetable Division, Agricul-
tural Marketing Service.

Incoming QUALITY REGULATION—1975
Cror PEANUTS

The following modify section 5§ of the
peanut marketing agreement and modify
or are in addition to the restrictions
of section 31 on handler receipts or ac-
quisitions of 19756 crop peanuts:

(a) Modification of section 5, para-
graphs (b), (¢), and (d). Paragraphs
(b), (¢), and (d) of section 5 of the pea~-
nut marketing agreement are modified as
to 1975 crop farmers stock peanuts to
read respectively as follows:

(b) Segregation 1. “Segregation 1 pea-
nuts™ means farmers stock peanuts with not
more than 2 percent damaged kernels nor
more than 1,00 percent concealed damage
caused by rancidity, mold or decay and which
aro free from visible Aspergillus flavus.

(¢) Segregation 2. “Segregation 2 peanuts™
means farmers stock peanuts with more
than 2 percent damaged kKernels or more than
1.00 percent concealed damage caused by
rancidity, mold or decay and which are free
from visiblo Aspergillua flavus.

(d) Segregation 3, 'Segregation 3 peanuts”
means farmers stock peanuts with visible
Aspergillus flavus,

(b) Moisture. Except as provided un-
der paragraph (e) Seed peanuts, no
handler shall receive or acquire peanuts
containing more than 10 percent mois-
ture: Provided, That peanuts of a higher
moisture content may be received and
dried to not more than 10 percent mols-
ture prior to storing or milling. On farm-
ers stock, such moisture determinations
shall be rounded to the nearest whole
number; on shelled peanuts, the determi-
nations shall be carried to the hun-
dredths place and shall not be rounded
to the nearest whole number,

(¢) Damage. For the purpose of deter-
mining damage, other than concealed
damage, on farmers stock peanuts, all
percentage determinations shall be
rounded to the nearest whole number,

(d) Loose shelled kernels. Handlers
may separate from the loose shelled
kernels received with farmers stock pea~
nuts, those sizes of whole kernels which
ride screens with the following slot open=-
ings: Runner—I16/64 x 3 inch; Spanish
and Valencla—15/64 x 3% inch; Vir-
ginia—15/64 x 1 inch. If so separated,
those loose shelled kernels which do not
ride such screens, shall be removed from
the farmers stock peanuts and shall be
held separate and apart from other pea-

NOTICES

nuts and disposed of for inedible use as
provided in paragraph (g) of the Outgo-
ing Quality Regulation. If the whole
kernels are not separated, the entire
amount of loose shelled kernels shall be
removed from farmers stock peanuts and
shall be so held and so delivered or dis-
posed of. The whole kernels which ride
the screens may be included with shelled
peanuts prepared by the handler for in-
spection and sale for human consump-
tion, For the purpose of this regulation,
the term “loose shelled kernels” means
peanut kernels or portions of kernels
completely free of their hulls and found
in deliveries of farmers stock peanuts,

(e) Seed peanuts. A handler may ac-
quire and deliver for seed purposes farm-
ers stock peanuts which meet the re-
quirements of Segregation 1 peanuts. If
the seed peanuts are produced under the
auspices of a State agency which reg-
nlates or controls the production of seed
peanuts, they may contain up to 3 per-
cent damaged kernels and have visible
Asperpgillus flavus, and, in addition, the
following moisture content, as applicable:

(1) For seed peanuts produced in the
Southeastern and Virginia-~Carolina
areas, they may contain up to 11 percent
moisture except Virginia type peanuts
which are not stacked at harvest time
may contain up to 12 percent moisture;
and (2) for seed peanuts produced in the
Southwestern area, they may contain up
to 10 percent moisture.

However, any such seed peanuts with
visible Aspergillus flavus shall be stored
and shelled separate from other peanuts,
and any residual not used for seed shall
not be used or disposed of for humsan
consumption unless it is determined to
be wholesome by chemical assay for afla-
toxin. A handler whose operations may
include custom seed shelling, may re-
celve, custom shell, and deliver for seed
purposes farmers stock peanuts and such
peanuts shall be exempt from the Incom-
ing Quality Regulation requirements and
therefore shall not be required to be in-
spected and certified as meeting the In-
coming Quality Regulation requirements
and the handler shall report to the Com~
mittee as requested the weight of each
lot of farmers stock peanuts received on
such basis on a form furnished by the
Committee, However, handlers who ac-
quire seed peanut residuals from their
custom shelling of uninspected (farmers
stock) seed peanuts, or from another
sheller or producer who has or has not
slgned the marketing agreement shall
hold and/or mill such residuals separate
and apart from other receipts or acquisi-
tions of the handler and such residuals
which meet Outgoing Quality Regula-
tion requirements may be disposed of by
sale to human consumption outlets and
any portion not meeting such require-
ments shall be disposed of by sale as pea~-
nuts failing to meet human consumption
requirements pursuant to paragraph (1)
of the Outgoing Quality Regulation.

(f) Oilstock. Handlers may acquire for
disposition to domestic crushing or ex-
port, to countries other than Canada and

Mex!co, farmers stock peanuts of a lower

quality than Segregation 1 or grades or
sizes of shelled peanuts or cleaned inshell
peanuts which fafl to meet the require-
ments for human consumption. The pro-
vision of section 31 of the marketing
agreement restricting acquisitions of such
peanuts to handlers who are crushers is
hereby modified to authorize all handiers
to act as accumulators and acquire, fromn
other handlers or non-handlers, Segre-
gation 2 or 3 farmers stock peanuts,
Handlers may also acquire from other
handlers shelled or fragmented peanuts.
originating from Segregation 2 or 3 farm-
ers stock, or the entire mill production
of shelled or fragmented peanuts from
Segregation 1 farmers stock, or lots of
shelled peanuts, originating from Segre-
gation 1 peanuts and which have been
positive lot identified as specified in par-
agraph (d) of the Outgoing Quality Reg-
ulation, which failed to meet the require-
ments for human consumption pursuant
to paragraph (a) of the Outgoing Qual-
ity Regulation: Provided, That all such
acquisitions are held separate from Seg-
regation 1 peanuts acquired for milling
or from edible grades of shelled or milled
peanuts. Handlers may commingle the
Segregation 2 and 3 peanuts or keep them
separate and apart as provided in para-
graph () of the Outgoing Quality Reg-
ulation. Further disposition or commin-
gling of such peanuts shall be only as
provided in paragraph (1) of the Out-
going Quality Regulation. Handlers who
acquire farmers stock peanuts of a lower
quality than Segregation 1 or grades or
sizes of shelled peannuts or cleaned inshell
peanuts which fail to meet the require-
ments for human consumption shall re-
port such sacquisitions as prescribed by
the Committee. To be eligible to receive
or acquire Segregation 2 and 3 farmers
stosk peanuts and shelled or “Ifrag-
mented” peanuts originating therefrom,
& handler shall pay to the Area Associa-
tion a fee for the purpose of covering cost
of supervision of the disposition of such
peanuts.

(g) Segregation 3 control. To assure
the removal from edible outlets of any
lot of peanuts determined by the Federal
or Federal-State Inspection Service to be
Segregation 3, each handler shall inform
ench employee, country buyer, commis-
slon buyer or like person through whom
he receives peanuts, of the need to receive
and withhold all lots of Segregation 3
peanuts from milling for edible use. If
any lot of Segregation 3 farmers stock
peanuts is not withheld but returned to
the producer, the handler shall cause the
Inspection Service to forward immedi-
ately a copy of the inspection certificate
on the lot to the designated office of the
handler and & copy to the Committee
which shall be used only for information
purposes,

(h) Warechouse Storage Facilities.
Handlers shall report to the Committee,
on a form furnished by the Committee,
all storage facllities or contract storage
facilities which they will use to store
acquisitions of 1975 crop Segregation 1
farmers stock peanuts and all such stor-
age facilities must be reported prior to
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storing of any such handler acquisitions.
All such storage facilities must be of
sound construction, in good repair, bullt
and equipped so as to provide suitable
storage and sufficient ventilation to pre-
vent moisture condensation and provide
adequate protection for farmers stock
peanuts, All breaks or openings in the
walls, floors or roofs of the facilities shall
have been repaired so as to keep out
moisture. Elevator pits and wells must be
kept dry and free of moisture at all times.
Insect control procedures must be carried
out in such & manner as to prevent un-
desirable moisture in the storage facili-
ties. The Committee may make periodic
inspections of storage facilities and
farmers stock peanuts stored in such
facilities to determine if handlers are
adhering to these requirements.

(i) Shelled peanuts. Handlers may ac-
quire from other handlers, for remilling
and subsequent disposition to human
consumption outlets, shelled peanuts
(which originated from “Segregation 1
peanuts™) that fail to meet the require-
ments specified for human consumption
in paragraph (a) of the Outgoing Quality
Regulation. Any lot of such peanuts must
be accompanied by a valld inspection
certificate for grade factors, an aflatoxin
assay certificate and must be positive lot
identified. Transactions made in this
manner shall be reported to the Com-
mittee by both the buyer and seller on a
form provided by the Committee. Pea-
nuts acquired pursuant to this paragraph
shall be held and milled separate and
apart from other receipts or acquisitions
of the receiving handler and further dis-
position shall be regulated by paragraph
8:)) (1) of the Outgoing Quality Regula~

n,

OUTGOING QUALITY REGULATION—1975
Cror PEANUTS

The following modify or are in addi-
tion to the peanut marketing agreement
restrictions of section 32 on handler dis-
position of 1975 crop peanuts:

(a) Shelled peanuts. No handler shall
ship or otherwise dispose of shelled
peanuts for human consumption unless
appropriate samples for pretesting have
been drawn in accordance with para-
graph (c) of this regulation, or which if
of a category not eligible for Indemnifi-
cation are not certified “negative” as to
aflatoxin, or which contain more than
(1) o total of 1.50 percent unshelled
peanuts and damaged kernels; (2) a
total of 3.00 percent unshelled peanuts
and damaged kernels and minor defects;
(3) 9.00 percent moisture in the South-
eastern and Southwestern areas, or 10,00
percent moisture in the Virginia-Caro-
lina area; or (4) 0.10 percent foreign
material {n peanuts “with splits” and
peanuts of UBS. grade, other than U.S.
splits, or 0.20 percent forelgn material
mUS.sputsandoiheredlbbqunnw
peanuts not of U8, grade. The
of such peanuu in bulk

Two Virginia™ fall through consisting
of either split and broken kernels or

NOTICES

whole kernels shall not exceed 3 percent
and fall through of whole Kernels in Run-
ners or Virginias “with splits” shall not
exceed 3 percent or 2 percent on Spanish
“with splits”, The term “fall through" as
used herein, shall mean sound split and
broken kérnels and whole kernels which
pass through specified screens. Screens
used for determining fall through in
peanuts covered by this paragraph (a)
shall be as follows:

e

. Sercen opeaings
Type —
Split and broken Whole kernels
Kernels

Rutisvers . 134 ¢An round. .. 144 x 3edn slot,
Syt and Weein round . .. "3 x 5o dot,
Vilenels
Virglnla, ex- dedn round . .. M4y x 14 slot,
orpt “No, ¥
Vigluin"
“No. 2 Virgl- Viéedn mumluuy for split, broken, nadd
nie” whole kernels.

(“No. Two Virginia" means Virginia type
peanuts that meet requirements of US,
No. 2 Virginia grade peanuts except for
tolerances for: (1) damage or unshelled
peanuts and minor defects; and (2)
sound peanuts and portions of peanuts
which pass through the prescribed
screen. Such tolerances shall be the same
as those listed heretofore In this para-
graph. Runners, Spanish or Virginia
“with splits” means shelled peanuts
which do not contain than (a) 15
percent splits, (b) for ish 2.00 per~
cent whole kernels which will pass
through 15/684 x % slot screen; for Run-
ners 3.00 percent whole kernels which
will pass through a 16/64 x 3§ inch slot
screen; and for Virginias 3.00 percent
whole kernels which will pass through a
15/64 x 1 inch slot soreen, and (¢) other-
wise meet the specifications of U.S. No. 1
grade) .

(b) Cleaned inshell peanuts. No han-
dler shall ship or otherwlse dispose of
cleaned inshell peanuts for human con-
sumption: (1) with more than 1.00 per~
cent kernels with mold present unless a
sample of such peanuts, drawn by an in-
spector of the Federal or Federal-State
Inspection Service, was analyzed chem-
ically by laboratories approved by the
Committee or by an Agricultural Market-
Ing Service laboratory (hereinafter re-
ferred to as “AMS laboratory') and
found to be wholesome relative to afla-
toxin; (2) with more than 2.00 percent
peanuts with damaged kernels; (3) with
more than 10.00 percent moisture; or (4)
with more than 0.50 percent foreign ma-
terial, The lot size of such peanuts in
bags or bulk shall not exceed 200,000

por }

(¢) Pretesting shelled peanuts. Each
handler shall cause appropriate samples
of each lot of edible guality shelled pea-
nuts to be drawn by an inspector of the
Federal or Federal-State Inspection
Service. The gross amount of peanuts
drawn shall be large enough to provide
for a grade analysis, for a grading check-
sample, and for three 48-pound samples
for aflatoxin assay. The three 48-pound
samples shall be designated by the Fed-
eral or Federal-State Inspection Service
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as “Sample #1”, “Bample »2", and
“Sample £3" and each sample shall be
placed in a suitable container and "posi-
tive lot identified” by means ncceptable
to the Inspection Service and the Com-
mittee, Sample #1 may be prepared for
immediate testing or Sample #1, Sample
#2, and Sample #3 may be returned Lo
the handler for testing at a later date,
However, before shipment of the lot to
the buyer (recelver), the handler shall
cause Sample #1 to be ground by the
Federal or Federal-State Inspection
Service or an AMS or designated labora-
tory in a “subsampling mill” approved
by the Committee. The resultant ground
subsample from Sample #1 shall be of &
size specified by the Committee and be
designated as “Subsample 1-AB" and at
the handler's or buyer's option, a second
subsample may also be extracted from
Sample #1, It shall be designated as
“Subsample 1-CD", Subsample 1-CD
may be sent as requested by the handier
or buyer, for aflatoxin assay, to a labora-
tory listed on the most recent Committee
list of approved laboratories that can
provide analyses results on such samples
in 36 hours. Subsample 1-AB shall be
analyzed only in AMS or designated lab~
oratories. Both Subsamples 1-AB and
1-CD shall be accompanied by a notice of
sampling signed by the inspector con-
taining, at least, identifying information
as to the handler (shipper), the buyer
(receiver) if known, and the positive lot
identification of the shelled peanuts. A
copy of such notice covering each lot
shall be sent to the Committee office.

The samples designated as Sample #2
and Sample #3 shall be held as aflatoxin
check-samples by the Inspection Service
or the handler and shall not be included
in the shipment to the buyer until the
analyses results from Sample #1 are
known. Upon call from the AMS or des~
ignated laboratory or the Committee, the
handler shall cause Sample #2 to be
ground by the Inspection Service in a
“subsampling millL.” The resultant
ground subsample from Sample #2 shall
be of the size specified by the Committee
and it shall be designated as “Subsample
2-AB." Upon call from the AMS or desig-
nated laboratory or the Committee, the
handler shall cause Sample #3 to be
ground by the Inspection Service in a
“subsampling mill® The resultant
ground subsample from Sample #3 shall
be of the size specified by the Committee
and it shall be designated as “Subsample
3~-AB." Bubsample 2-AB and Subsample
3-AB shall be analyzed only in AMS or
designated laboratories and each shall
be accompanied by a notice of sampling.
A copy of each such notice shall be sent
to the Committee office and the cost of
delivery of Subsamples 2-AB and 3-AB
to the laboratory and the cost of assay
on them shall be at the Committee'’s
expense.

All costs Involved In sampling  and
testing Subsample 1-CD shall be for the
account of the buyer of the lot and at his
expense. The cost of assay on Subsample
1-AB and s portion of the cost (speci-
fied by the Committee) of drawing tho
three 48-pound samples, grinding of
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Sample #1 and preparation and delivery
of Subsample 1-AB to the laboratory
shall be for the account of the buyer.
However, if the handler elects to pay for
these costs, he shall charge the buyer
the amount specified by the Committee
when he Invoices the peanuts and, if
more than one buyer, on & pro rata basis.
Any remaining costs of drawing the
three 48-pound samples, grinding of
Sample #1 and preparation and delivery
of Subsample 1-AB shall be for the ac-
count of the handler and shall be shown
on the grade analysis certificate covering
the lot. When any of the samples have
been lost, misplaced, or spoiled and re-
placement samples are needed, the entire
cost of drawing the replacement samples
shall be for the account of the handler.

The results of each assay shall be re-
ported to the buyer listed on the notice
of sampling and, If the handler desires,
to the handler. If a buyer is not listed on
the notice of sampling the results of the
assay shall be reported to the handler
who shall promptly cause notice to be
given to the buyer, of the contents
thereof, and such handler shall not be
required to furnish additional samples
for assay.

(d) Identification. Each lot of shelled
or cleaned inshell peanuts shipped or
otherwise disposed of for human con-
sumption shall be identified by positive
lot identification procedures. For the
purpose of this regulation, “positive lot
identification” of a lot of shelled or in-
shell peanuts is & means of relating the
inspection certificate to the lob covered
50 that there can be no doubt that the
peanuts delivered are the same ones de~
scribed on the Inspection certificate.
Such procedure on bagged peanuts shall
consist of attaching a lot numbered tag
bearing the officlal stamp of the Federal
or Federal-State Inspection Service to
each filled bag in the lot. The tag shall
be sewed (machine sewed If shelled pea-
nuts) into the closure of the bag except
that in plastic bags the tag shall be in-
serted prior to sealing so that the official
stamp is visible, Any peanuts moved in
bulk or bulk bins shall have their lot
identity maintained by sealing the con-
veyance and if in other contalners by
other means acceptable to the Federal or
Federal-State Inspection Service and to
the Committee. All lots of shelled or
cleaned Inshell peanuts shall be handled,
stored, and shipped under positive lot
identification procedures.

(@) Reinspection. Whenever the Com-
mittee has reason to believe that pea-
nuts may have been damaged or deteri-
orated while in storage, the Committee
may reject the then effective inspection
certificate and may require the owner of
the peanuts to have a reinspection to
establish whether or not such peanuts
may be disposed of for human consump-
tion.

(1) Inter-plant transfer. Any handler
may transfer peanuts from one plant
owned by him to another of his plants or
to commercial storage, without having
such peanuts positive lot identified and

certified as meeting quality requirements,
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but such transfer shall be only to points
within the same production area and
ownership shall have been retained by
the handler, Upon any transferred pea-
nuts being disposed of for human con-
sumption, they shall meet all the require-
ments applicable to such peanuts,

(g) Loose shelled kernels, fall through
and pickouts, (1) Loose shelled kernels
which do not ride screens with the fol-
lowing slot openings: Runner—16/64 x
%% Inch; Spanish and Valencia—15/64 x
% Inch; Virginia—15/64 x 1 inch, and
fall through and pickouts; shall be dis-
posed of only by sale as domestic oil
stock, by crushing or as specified in para-
graph (g) (3) hereinafter, For the pur-
pose of this regulation: the term “non-
edible quality peanuts” described in this
paragraph means loose shelled kernels,
fall through, and pickouts; the term
“loose shelled kernels” means peanut ker-
nels or portions of kernels completely free
of their hulls, either as found in deliveries
of farmers stock peanuts or those which
fail to ride the screens (U.S. No.1l
sereens) in removing whole kernels; the
term “fall through” has the same mean-
ing as in paragraph (a) of this regula-
tion; and the term “pickouts” means
those peanuts removed at the picking
table, by electronic equipment, or other-
wise during the milling process.

(2) All loose shelled kernels, fall
through and pickouts shall be kept sepa-
rate and apart from other milled pea-
nuts that are to be shipped into edible
channels, Each such category of non-
edible quality peanuts shall be bagged
separately in .suitable new or clean,
sound, used bags or placed in bulk con-
tainers acceptable to the Committee, ex-
cept that loose shelled kernels and fall
through may be commingled in the same
lot. Such peanuts shall be identified by
positive lot 1dentification procedures set
forth in paragraph (d) but using 2 red
tag, and such peanuts shall be inspected
by the Federal or Federal-State Inspec-
tion Service and a certification made on
each lot a5 to molsture and foreign mate-
rial content. Such lot size, whether In
bags or bulk, shall not exceed 200,000
pounds.

(3) In addition to disposition outlets
specified in paragraph (g)(1), fall
through that has been sampled and de-
termined negative as to aflatoxin content
may be disposed of for use as wild-life
feed or bait for rodents in labeled con-
tainers approved by the Committee, Each
category of non-edible quality peanuts
described In paragraph (g) (1) and iden-
tifled as prescribed in paragraph (g) (2)
may be exported in bulk or bags to coun~-
tries other than Mexico or Canada pur-
suant to the provisions prescribed for
such disposition in paragraph (D (1) or
(D (2) of this regulation or they may be
moved to another handler for such dis-
position. Such peanuts may be disposed
of to domestic crushing as “unrestricted”
if they are certificd negative as to afla-
toxin content and may be commingled
at the crusher with any other category
of peanuts determined by paragraph

(1) (1) of this regulation to be eligible for

such “unrestricted” crushing. Non-edi-
ble quality peanuts described in para-
graph (g) (1) which have not been cer-
tified negative as to aflatoxin are not
eligible for “unrestricted” crushing but
may be disposed of to domestic crushing
as “restricted” and may be commingled
at the crusher with any other category
of peanuts described in paragraph (D (2).
Such non-edible quality peanuts may be
disposed of to domestic crushing or ex-
port without supervision by the Area
Assoclation if they are held separate and
apart from peanuts on which supervision
is required. However, if non-edible qual-
ity peanuts described in paragraph
(g) (1) are exported or crushed in com-
mingle with peanuts on which super-
vision s required, the handler shall cause
the Area Association to supervise the
commingling and fragmenting for dispo-
sition to export and the commingling and
domestic crushing on all categories of
peanuts included in such commingling.
All movement and disposition of such
inedible quality peanuts shall be reported
by the handler as preseribed by the
Commitiee.

Meal produced from peanuts which
were disposed of to crushing as “re-
stricted™ shall be used or disposed of as
fertilizer or other non-feed use. To pre-
vent use of restricted meal for feed, han-
dlers shall either denature it or restrict
its sale to licensed or registered U.S, fer-
tilizer manufacturers or firms engaged
in exporting who will export such meal
for non-feed use or sell it to the afore-
said fertilizer manufacturers. However,
loose shelled kernels, fall through and
pickouts and meal from such peanuts,
in specifically identified Jois not exceed-
ing 200,000 pounds may be sampled by
Federal or Federal-State Inspection
Service or by the Area Association if
authorized by the Committee, and tested
for aflatoxin by laboratories approved by
the Committee or by an AMS laboratory,
at handler'’s-or crusher’s expense, and if
such meet Committee standards, the
meal may be disposed of for feed use.

(4) Notwithstanding any other provi-
sions of this regulation or of the Incom-
ing Quality Regulation applicable to 1975
crop peanuts, a handler may transfer
non-edible quality peanuts deseribed in
paragraph (g) (1) to another plant within
his own organization or transfer or sell
such peanuts to a crusher for crushing.
Sales or transfer of restricted peanuts
to domestic erushers who are not han-
dlers under the agreement shall be made
only on the condition that they agree to
comply with the terms of this paragraph
(g) and all other applicable requirements
of this regulation, including the reporting

ents

(h) Peanuts failing quality require-
ments, (1) Handlers may sell to other
handlers, for further handling, shelled
peanuts (which originated from Segre-
gation 1 peanuts) that fail to meet the
requirements for disposition to human
consumption outlets heretofore specified
in paragraph (a). Lots of peanuts dis-
posed of in this manner must be accom-
panied by a valid grade Inspection cer-
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tions of the receiving handler and further
disposition shall be regulated by the re-
quirements specified heretofore or pursu-
ant to paragraph (h)(3) hereinafter,

(2) Handlers may blanch or cause to
have blanched positive identified shelled
peanuts (which originated from Segre-
gation 1 peanuts) that fail to meet the
requirements of paragraph (a) of this
regulation because of excessive damage
or minor defects or are positive as to
aflatoxin. To be eligible for disposal into
human consumption outlets, such pea-
nuts, after blanching, must meet specifi-
cations for unshelled peanuts, damaged
kernels, and minor defects as listed in
paragraph (a) of this regulation and be
accompanied by an aflatoxin certificate
determined to be negative by the Com-
mittee,

(3) Handlers may dispose of positive
{dentified shelled peanuts (which orig-
inated from *“Segregation 1 peanuts’)
which fail to meet the requirements of
paragraph (a) of the Outgoing Quality
Regulation: (a) to domestic crushing (b)
to export to countries other than Can-
ada and Mexico (¢) to crushers who are
not handlers but are approved by the
Committee, or (d) to other handlers for
crushing or fragmenting and exporta-
tion. Bach lot of such peanuts shall have
been positive lot identified as prescribed
in paragraph (d). Handlers may dispose
of such peanuts as “unrestricted”; Pro-
vided, That each lot has been sampled
and assayed for aflatoxin as specified in
paragraph (¢) and determined to be neg-
atlve as to aflatoxin by the Committee.
Handlers who have acquired any such
unrestricted peanuts from another han-
dler or from their own operations may
commingle such peanuts with those from
their own operation at the crusher, or
during the fragmenting operation or af-
ter fragmenting for further disposition
as “unrestricted” pursuant to the provi-
slons of paragraph (1) (1) of this regula-
tion. Lots of peanuts covered by the pro-
visions of this paragraph (h) (3), which
have not been assayed for aflatoxin con-
tent or which have been assayed and de-
termined to be unwholesoine as to afia-
toxin by the Committee, are not eligible
for disposition as “unrestricted". There-
fore, the disposition of such peanuts to
export or domestic crushing shall be as
“restricted”. However, handlors who have
ncquired such restricted peanuts from
another handler may commingle such
peanuts with those from his own opera-
tions at the crusher, or during the frag-
menting operation, or after fragmenting
for further disposition as restricted pur-
suant to the provisions of paragraph (1)
(2). Peanuts regulated by this paragraph
(h) (3) may be disposed of to domestic
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crushing or export without supervision by
the Area Assoclation If they are held sep-
arate and apart from peanuts on which
supervision is required. However, if any
such peanuts are commingled with pea-
nuts on which supervision is required,
the handler shall cause the Area Asso-
clation to supervise the commingling and
fragmenting for disposition toexport and
the commingling and domestic erushing
on all categories of peanuts included in
such commingling. All movement and
disposition of peanuts covered by the
provisions of this paragraph shall be re-
ported by the handler as prescribed by
the Committee.

(i) Residuals from seed peanuts, Han-
dlers who receive and custom shell for
seed purposes farmers stock peanuts
(which have not been inspected and cer-
tifled as meeting the Incoming Quality
Regulation) shall hold and mill peanuts
acquired as residuals from such opera-
tions separate and apart from peanuts
acquired as Segregation 1 farmers stock.
Likewise, any such residuals received or

from a handler or non-handler,
shall ‘be held and milled separate and
apart in the same manner, Residuals
that meet requirements of the Outgoing
Quality Regulation may be disposed of
by sale to human consumption outlets
or to another handler and any portion
in positive identified lots not meeting
such requirements: (1) may be handled
and disposed of pursuant to the provi-
sions of pardagraph (h) of this regulation,
or; (2) shall be disposed of to domestic
crushing or export pursuant to the pro-
visions of paragraph (g).

(§) Segregation 2 and 3 farmers stock
disposition. (1) Handlers who have ao-
quired Segregation 2 and 3 farmers stock
peanuts pursuant to paragraph (f) of
the Incoming Quality; Regulation may
commingle such peanuts or keep them
separate and apart. The Segregation 3
farmers stock peanuts or commingled
Segregation 2 and 3 farmers stock pea-
nuts may be moved or disposed of in bags
or bulk: (a) to other handlers for shell-
ing, fragmenting, or crushing or (b) to
crushers who are not handlers but are
approved by the Committee. Handlers
may shell such peanuts and move or dis-
pose of the shelled peanuts in bulk or
bags: (a) toother handlers for fragment-
ing or crushing or (b) to erushers who are
not handlers but are approved by the
Committee and further disposition shall
be as-provided hereinaffer in paragraph
(1 (2) for “restricted” export to coun-
tries other than Canada and Mexico, or
for “restricted” domestic crushing. Prior
to exportation, the shelled peanuts shall
be certified by a Federal or Pederal-State
Inspection Service as meeting the re-
quirements specified for “fragmented"”
peanuts in paragraph () (1) and shall
be assayed for aflatoxin by an AMS lab-
oratory or a laboratory approved by the
Committee. The aflatoxin results shall be
shown on the handler's “in-land" bill of
lading and the involice covering the ship-
ment, Shelling, fragmenting, and crush-
ing of Segregation 3 peanuts or come-
mingled Segregation 2 and 3 peanuts
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shall be done only under the supervision
of the Area Associations and any such
peanuts may be commingled with other
categories of shelled peanuts for disposi-
tion to export or domestic crushing.
However, {f such further commingling
occurs, the handler shall cause the Area
Association to supervise the further com-
mingling and fragmenting for disposi-
tion to export or the further commingling
and domestic crushing. All movement
and disposition of Segregation 3 peanuts
or commingled Segregation 2 and 3 pea-
nuts and shelled or fragmented peanuts
originating therefrom shall be reported
by the handler as prescribed by the
Committee.

(2) Handlers who have acquired
Segregation 2 farmers stock peanuts
pursuant to paragraph (f) of the In-
coming Quality Regulation and held
them separate and apart from Segrega~
tion 3 peanuts may commingle the Segre-
gation 2 farmers stock with Segregation
1 farmers stook for disposition to domes-
tic crushing or export as inedibles. The
Segregation 2 farmers stock peanuts or
commingled Segregation 1 and 2 farmers
stock peanuts may be moved or disposed
of in bulk or bags: (a) to other handlers
for shelling, fragmenting, or crushing or
(b) tocrushers who are not handlers but
are approved by the Committee, Handlers
may shell the Segregation 2. or com-
mingled Segregation 1 and 2 peanuts and
move or dispose of the shelled peanuts:
(a) to another handler for fragmenting
or crushing; or (b) to crushers who are
not handiers but are approved by the
Committee and further disposition shall
be as provided in pdragraph (D (1) of
this regulation. Prior to exportation the
shelled peanuts shall be certified by a
Federal or Federal-State Inspection
Service as meeting the requirements
specified for fragmented peanuts also in
paragraph (1) (1). If the shelled peanuts
from Segregation 2 peanuts or com-
mingled Segregation 1 and 2 peanuts are
held separate and apart from Segrega-
tion 3 peanuts and any restricted cate-
gories of shelled peanuts, no aflatoxin
assay shall be requiraed. Shelling, frag-
menting, and crushing of Segregation 2
peanuts or commingled Segregation 1
and 2 peanuts shall be done only under
the supervision of the Area Association.
The shelled peanuls from Segregation 2
peanuts or commingled Segregation 1
and 2 peanuts may be further com-
mingled with other categories of shelled
peanuts for disposition to export or do-
mestic crushing. However, If such further
commingling occurs, the handler shall
cause the Aren Association to supervise
the further commingling and fragment-
ing. All movement and disposition of
Segregation 2 peanuts or commingled
Segregation 1 and 2 peanuts and shelled
or fragmented peanuts originating there-
from shiall be reported by the handler ns
preseribed hy the Committee,

(k) Segregation 1 farmers stook dis-
position to inedible oullets. "Handlers
may dispose of Segregation 1 farmers
stock peanuts In bags or bulk: (1) to
other handlers for shelling, fragmenting,

REGISTIR, VOL 40, NO, 136—TUESDAY, JULY 15, 1975




29744

or crushing or (2) to crushers who are
not handlers but are approved by the
Committee. Handlers may commingle
Segregation 1 farmers stock peanuts
with Segregation 2 farmers stock pea~
nuts or keep them separate and apart,
and may shell such peanuts and move or
dispose of the shelled peanuts in bulk
or bags: (1) to other handlers for frag-
menting or crushing; or (2) to crushers
who are not handlers but are approved
by the Committee. However, the shelling,
fragmenting and disposition of such
Segregation 1 farmers stock peanuts
shall be done only under the supervision
of the Committee and the Area Associa-
tion and all peanuts handled under the
provisions of this paragraph (k), for dis-
position to export or domestic crushing,
shall be milled and disposed of pursuant
to paragraph () (2) in leu of the pro-
visions specified in paragraphs (a), (b),
(¢), (d), (g), (h), and (1) of this regula-
tion. The movement and disposition of
all peanuts handled under the provisions
of this paragraph (k) shall be reported
by the handler as prescribed by the
Committee.

(1) Handling, commingling, and dis-
position of shelled peanuts not meeting
quality requirements for human con-
sumption. (1) The following categories
of shelled peanuts may be disposed of to
domestic crushing or to export as “un-
restricted':

(a) The entire mill production of
shelled peanuts from Segregation 1
farmers stock; pursuant to paragraph
k).

(b) The entire mill production of
shelled peanuts from Segregation 2, or
commingled Segregation 1 and 2 farm-
ers stock pursuant to paragraph (i) (2).

(¢c) Postive Lot Identified lots of
shelled “peanuts falling quality require-
ments” determined negative as to afia-
toxin pursuant to paragraph (h) (3),

(d) Positive Lot Identified lots of loose
shelled kernels, fall through, or pickouts
determined negative as to aflatoxin pur-
suant to paragraphs (g) (1), (2), and
(3).

(¢) Positive Lot Identified lots of
shelled kernels and fall through, com-
mingled and determined negative as to
aflatoxin pursuant to paragraphs (g)
(2) and (3).

(f) Positive Lot Identified lots of seed
peanut residuals determined negative as
to aflatoxin pursuant to paragraph (1),

Handlers who acquire from other han-
dlers or from their own operations any
of the categories of shelled peanuts de-
scribed heretofore in this paragraph may
commingle such peanuts while fragment-
ing them or after they have been frag-
mented: (1) With any other category of
peanuts described In this paragraph, and
(2) with any category of “unrestricted"”
shelled peanuts acquired from CCC and
determined by CCC to be eligible for such
commingling for disposition to export
to countries other than Canada and
Mexico. However, such peanuts, prior to
exportation, shall be certified as meeting
fragmented requirements. For the pur-
pose of this regulation, the term “frag-
mented” means that not more than 20

FEDERAL

NOTICES

percent of the peanuts shall be whole
kernels that ride the following screens,
by type: Spanish 14/64 x 34 inch slot;
Runner 15/64 x 3; inch slot; and Vir-
ginia 14/64 x 1 inch slot. Handlers who
acquire from other handlers or from
their own operations any of the cate-
gories of shelled peanuts described here-
tofore in this paragraph may commingle
such peanuts at the crusher: (1) With
any other category of peanuts described
in this paragraph, and (2) with any
category of unrestricted shelled peanuts
acquired from CCC and determined by
CCC to be eligible for such commingling
and the resultant meal may be disposed
of without restrictions. To be eligible
for such unrestricted dispositions (erush-
ing or export), such peanuts, before
commingling and after commingling,
shall be kept separate and apart from
all “restricted” peanuts. Shelling, frag-
menting, and crushing of Segregation 2
peanuts or commingled Segregation 1
and 2 peanuts shall be done only under
the supervision of the Area Association
and i any'shelled peanuts originating
therefrom are commingled with any of
the other categories of shelled peanuts
described heretofore in this paragraph,
the handler shall cause the Area Asso-
cintion to supervise the commingling
and fragmenting and the commingling
and crushing on all categories of peanuts
included in such commingling, All move-
ment and disposition of the categories of
peanuts described heretofore in this par-
agraph shall be reported by the handler
as prescribed by the Committee.

(2) The following categories of shelled
peanuts may be disposed of to domestic
crushing or to export as “restricted”:

(a) The entire mill production of
shelled peanuts from Segregation 1
farmers stock pursuant to paragraph (k)
of the Outgoing Quality Regulation.

tb) The entire mill production of
shelled peanuts from Segregation 2 or
commingled Segregation 1 and 2 farm-
ers stock pursuant to paragraph () (2).

(¢c) The entire mill production of
shelled peanuts from Segregation 3 or
commingled Segregation 2 and 3 farm-
ers stock pursuant to paragraph (§)(1).

(d) Positive Lot Identified lots of
shelled “peanuts failing quality require-
ments"” pursuant to paragraph (h) (3),

(e) Positive Lot Identified lots of loose
shelled kernels, fall through, or pickouts
pursuant to paragraphs (g) (1), (2), and
(3.

() Positive Lot Identified lots of loose
shelled kernels and fall through com-
mingled pursuant to paragraphs (g) (2)
and (3).

(g) Positive Lot Identified lots of seed
peanut residuals pursuant to paragraph
(.

(h) PAC indemnified peanuts.

Handlers who acquire, from other han-
dlers or from their own operations, any
of the categories of shelled peanuts de-
scribed heretofore in this paragraph (D
(2) may commingle such peanuts while
fragmenting them or after they have
been fragmented with any other cate-
gory of peanuts described in this para-
graph and with any category of shelled

peanuts acquired from CCC and deter~
mined by CCC to be eligible for such
commingling with disposition to export
to countries other than Canada and
Mexico as “restricted”. Prior to such ex-
portation, the peanuts shall be certified
as meeting the fragmented requirements
and shall be assayed for aflatoxin by an
AMS laboratory or a laboratory approved
by the Committee. The aflatoxin results
shall be shown on the handler's “in-
land” bill of lading and on his Invoice
covering the shipment. Handlers who ac-
quire, from other handlers or from their
own operations, any of the categories of
shelled peanuts described heretofore in
this paragraph may commingle such
peanuts at the crusher with any other
category of peanuts deseribed in this
paragraph (1) (2) and with any cate-
gory of shelled peanuts acquired from
CCC and determined by CCC to be eligi-
ble for such commingling for “‘restricted”
domestic crushing, Meal produced from
peanuts disposed of to crushing as “re-
stricted” shall be used or disposed of as
fertilizer or other non~feed use, pursuant
to the provisions of paragraph (g)(3).
Shelling, fragmenting, and crushing of
Segregation 2 peanuts, Segregation 3
peanuts and the entire mill production
of Segregation 1 peanuts handled pur-
suant to paragraph (k), and PAC indem-
nified peanuts shall be done only under
supervision of the Area Association and
if any of such categories of peanuts are
commingled with any of the other cate-
gories of shelled peanuts described here-
tofore in this paragraph, the handler
shall cause the Area Association to su-
pervise the commingling and fragment-
ing on all categories of peanuts included
in such commingling. All movement and
disposition of the categories of peanuts
described heretofore in this paragraph
shall be reported by the handler as pre-
scribed by the Committee. Meal pro-
duced from peanuts disposed of to erush-
ing as “restricted"” shall be used or dis-
posed of as fertilizer or other non-feed
use, pursuant to the provisions of para-
graph (g) (3) of this regulation.

TerRMS AND CONDITIONS OF INDEMNIFICA-
TION—1975 Cror PEANUTS

For the purpose of paying indemnities
on & uniform basis pursuant to section
36 of the peanut marketing agreement
effective July 12, 1965, each handler
ghall promptly notify or arrange for the
buyer to notify the Manager, Peanut
Administrative Committee, of any lot of
cleaned Inshell or shelled peanuts, milled
to the outgoing quality requirements and
into one of the categories listed in the
final paragraph of these terms and con-
ditions, on which the handler has with-
held shipment or storage or the buyer,
including the user division of a handler,
has withheld usage due to a finding as
to aflatoxin content as shown by the re-
sults of chemical assay. To be eligible
for indemnification, such a lot of peanuts
shall have been inspected and certified
as meeting the quality requirements of
the agreement, shall have met all other
applicable regulations fssued pursuant
thereto, including the pretesting re-
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quirements in (a) and ¢) of the “Out-
going Quality Regulation—1975 Crop
Peanuts”, and the lot Iidentification
shall have been maintained. If the Com~
mittee concludes, based on assays to date
or further assays, that the lot is so high
in aflatoxin that it should be handled
pursuant to these Terms and Conditions
and such is concurred in by the Agricul-
tural Marketing Service, the lot shall be
accepted for indemnification. If the lot
is covered by a sales contract, the lot
may be rejected to the handler,

In an effort to make such eligible pea-
nuts suitable for human consumption,
and to minimize indemnification costs,
the Committee and the Agricultural
Marketing Service shall, prior to dis-
position for crushing cause all suitable
lots to be remilled or custom blanched
or both. .

“Custom blanching” means the process
which involves blanching peanuts, and
the subsequent removal of damaged pea~
nuts for the purpose of eliminating afia-
toxin from the lot. The process may be
applied to either an original lot or the
new lot which results from remilling.
Custom blanching shall be performed
only by those firms determined by the
Committee to have the capability to re-
move the aflatoxin and who agree to
such terms, conditions and rates of pay-
ment as the Committee may find to be
aceeptable.

If the Committee and the Agricultural
Marketing Service conclude that such
lot is not suitable for remilling or custom
blanching, the lot shall be declared to
crushing and shall be disposed of by de-
livery to the Committee at such point as
it may designate. The indemnification
payment for peanuts in such a lot shall
be the indemnification value of the pea-
nuts, as hereinafter provided, plus actual
costs of any necessary storage. Trans-
portation expenses (excluding demur-
rage) from the handler’s plant or stor-
age to the point within the Continental
United States where the rejection oc-
curred and from such point to a delivery
point specified by the Committee shall
be included In the indemnification pay-
ment if the lot is found by the Commit-
tee to be unwholesome as to aflatoxin
after such lot had been certified negative
as to aflatoxin prior to belng shipped or
otherwise disposed of for human con-
sumption by the handler pursuant to re-
quirements of the “Outgoing Quality
Regulation—1975 Crop Peanuts”. Pay-
ment shall be made to the handler as
soon as practicable after delivery of the
peanuts to the Committes. The salvage
value for peanuts declared for crushing
shall be pald to, and retained by, the
Committee to offset indemnification ex-
penses,

If it is concluded that the lot should
be remilled or custom b expenses
shall ‘be pald by the Committee on those
lots which, on the basis of the inspection
occurring prior to shipment, contained
not more than 1,00 percent damaged ker-
nels other than minor defects. Lots with
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milling, frelght, or temporary storage
and handling but otherwise shall be in-
demnifiable the same as lots with not
more than 1.00 percent damage.

The indemnification value of peanuts
delivered to the Committee for indemni-
fication shall be as listed in the final
paragraph of these terms and conditions.

The indemnification payment on pea-
nuts declared for remilling, and which
contain not more than 1.00 percent dam-
aged kernels other than minor defects,
shall be the indemnification value refera~
ble to the weights of peanuts lost in the
remilling process and not cleared for
human consumpton, plus temporary stor-
age, except as hereinafter restricted, plus
an allowance for remilling of one cent per
pound on the original weight, less 1%
peércent of the indemnification value mul-
tiplied by the original weight. However,
the 1% percent deduction shall not apply
to peanuts whose appropriate samples
for pretesting, drawn and assayed in ac-
cordance with paragraph (¢) of the
“Outgoing Quality Regulation—1975
Crop Peanuts”, were determined to be
not indemnifiable as to aflatoxin. Trans-
portation expenses (excluding demur-
rage) from the handler's plant or stor-
age to the point within the Continental
United States where the rejection oc~
curred and from such point to a delivery
point specified by the Committee shall be
included in the indemnification payment
if the lot i{s found by the Committee to
be unwholesome as to aflatoxin after such
lot had been certified negative as to afla~
toxin prior to being shipped or otherwise
disposed of for human consumption by
the handler pursuant to requirement of
the “Outgoing Quality Regulation—1875
Crop Peanuts”. On lots on which the re-
milling is not successful in making the
lot wholesome as to aflatoxin and such
lots of peanuts are declared for custom
blanching after remilling, the indemnifi-
cation payment shall be the blanching
cost, plus any temporary storage, the
transportation costs from  origin
(whether handler or buyer premises) to
point of blanching and on unsold lots
from point of blanching to handler's
premises and the indemnification value
of the weight of reject peanuts removed
from the lot. On lots which are custom
blanched without remilling, the indemni~
fication payment shall be determined in
the same manner but it shall be reduced
by 1'% percent of the indemnification
value multiplied by the original weight.
However, the 114 percent deduction shall
not apply to peanuts whose appropriate
samples for pretesting, drawn and as-
sayed in accordance with paragraph (¢)
of the “Outgoing Quality Regulation—
1975 Crop Peanuts"”, were determined to
be not Indemnifiable as to aflatoxin.
Moreover, no indemnification payments
shall be pald on any lot of peanuts where
the Committes determines that the cus-
tom blanched peanuts from such a lot
which has been sold at a price lower than
the indemnification value on the original
red skin lot at the time the indemnifica-
tion claim was filed with the Committee.

Claims™ for Indemnification on 1975
crop peanuts may be filed by any handler
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sustaining a loss as result of a buyer
withholding from human consumption a
portion or all the product made from a
lot of peanuts which has been deter-
mined to be unwholesome due to
aflatoxin. The Committee shall pay, to
the extent of the raw peanut equivalent
value of the peanuts used in the product
so withheld, such claims as it determines
to be valid,

Payment shall be made to the handler
claiming indemnification or receiving the
rejected lot as soon as practicable after
receipt by the Committee of such evi-
dence of remilling or custom blanching
and clearance of the lot for human con-
sumption as the Committee may require
and the delivery of the peanuts not
cleared for human consumption to the
delivery point designated by the Commit~-
tee. If a suitable reduction in the afla-
toxin content is not achieved on any lot
which is remilled or custom blanched or
both, the Committee shall declare the
entire lot for Indemnification, However,
the Committee shall refuse to pay in-
demnification on any lot(s) where it has
reason to believe that the rejection of
the peanuts arises from failure of the
handier to use reasonable measures to
receive and withhold from milling for
edible use those Segregation 3 peanuts
tendered to him either directly by a pro-
ducer or by a country buyer, commis-
sion buyer or other like person. Fur-
thermore, any misrepresentation by a
handler in reporting acquisition, com=-
position or disposition of any lot or lots
of peanuts by such handler shall cause
indemnification payments with respect
to any such claim flled with the Commit~
tee by the handler on 1975 crop peanuts
to be withheld unless the Committee finds
that such action was inadvertent.

Remilling may occur on the premises
of any handler signatory to the market-
ing agreement or at such other plant as
the Committee may determine. However,
if the Committee orders remilling of a
lot which has been found to contain
aflatoxin prior to shipment from the
locality of original milling, the Commit-
tee shall not pay frelght costs should
the handler move said lot to another
locality for remilling.

Notice of claims for indemnification on
peanuts of the 1975 crop shall be flled
with the Committee no later than No-
vember 1, 1976,

Each handler shall include, directly or
by reference, In his sales contract the
following provisions:

Should buyer find peanuts subjoct to in-
demnification under this contract to bo so
high In aflatoxin as to provide possible causse
for rejection, he shall promptly notify the
seller and the Manager, Peanut Administra-
tive Commitice, Atlanta, Georgia. Upon a
determination of the Peanut Administrative
Committes, confirmed by the Agricultural
Marketing Service, authorizing rejection,
such peanuts, and title thereto, if passed to
the buyer, shall be returned to the seller.
Seller shall not be precluded from replacing
such peanuts if he so eleots.

Seller shall, prior to shipment of a lot of
shelled peanuts covered by this sales contract,
cause appropriate samples to bo drawn by
the Federal or Federal-State Inspection Serv-
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ice from such lot, shall cause the sample(s)
to be sent to an AMS laboratory or if desig-
nated by the buyer, a laboratory listed on the
most recent Committee list of approved
laboratories to conduet such assay, for an
aflatoxin assay and cause the laboratory, If
other than the buyer's to send one copy of
the results of the assay to the buyer. The
laboratory costs ahall be for the sccount of
the buyer and buyer agrees to pay them when
invoiced by the laboratory or, in the event
the seller has pald them, by the seller,

. Any handler who fails to include such
provisions in his sales contract shall be
ineligible for indemnification payments
with respect to any claim flled with the
Committee on 1975 crop peanuts covered
by the sales contract.

In addition, should any handler enter
into any oral or written sales contract
which fixes the level of afiatoxin at which
rejection may be made and hence con-
flicts with these terms and conditions,
the handler doing so will not be eligible
for indemnification payments with re-
spect to any claim filed with the Commit-
tee on 1975 crop peanuts on or after the
filing date of a clalm under such con-
tract, except upon the Committee’s find-
ing that acceptance of such contract was
inadvertent; and for purposes of this
provision a clalm shall be deemed to be
filed when notice of possible rejection is
first given to the Committee.

Any handler who fails to conform to
the requirements of paragraph (h) of the
“Incoming Quality Regulation—1975
Crop Peanuts™ shall be ineligible for any
indemnification payments until such
condition or conditions are corrected to
the satisfaction of the Committee,

Categories eligible for indemnification
are as follows:

Cleaned Inshell peanuts—

(1) US. Jumbos.

(2) U.S. Pancy Handploks.

(3) Valencia—Roasting Stock.

U.S. Grade shelled peanuts—

(1) US. No. 1.

(2) US. Sollts.

(3) US. Virginia Extra-Large.

(4) US. Virginia Medium,

Shelled peanuts “with splits™—

(1) Runners with splits which do not con-
tain more than 15 percent splits or 3 percent
whole kernels which will pass through a "y X
5} slot soreen.

(2) Spanish with splits which do not con-
taln more than 15 percent splits or 2 per-
cent whole kernels which will pass through a
35§« X W slot screen.

(3) Virginias with splits which do not con-
tain more than 15 percent splits or 3 per-
cent whale kernels which will pass through
n Mg x 1 slot screen,

However, peanuts in any of the above
categories shall not be eligible for indem-
nification If such peanuts: (1) were
milled from seed peanut residuals as re-
ferred to in the last sentence of para-
graph (e) of the Incoming Quality Reg-
ulation and paragraph (1) of the Out-
going Quality Regulation for 1975 Crop
Peanuts; (2) failed the Outgoing Quality
Regulation for 1975 Crop Peanuts due to
excessive damage and minor defects and
such peanuts were subsequently blanched
1o remove such excess damage and minor
defects pursuant to paragraph (h) of
such regulation; (3) when shipped for

NOTICES

human consumption outlets contained
more than a total of 1.25 percent un-
shelled peanuts and damaged kernels or
a total of 2.00 percent unshelled peanuts,
damaged kernels and minor defects; (4)
were received or acquired from another
handler pursuant to paragraph () of the
Incoming Quality Regulation and were
milled to meet requirements of the Out-
going Quality Regulation pursuant to
paragraph (h) of such regulation.

The indemnification value for all cate-
gories of peanuts eligible for Indemnifi-
cation, except U.S. Virginia Extra-Large
and all types of peanuts grading US,
splits as noted hereinafter, shall be a
base price of 26.5 cents per pound plus an
increase of 714 points for each $1.00 in-
crease In the national average price of
the 1975 price support on farmers stock
peanuts over the 1974 national average
support price. The value for U.S. Virginia
Extra-Large shall be a base price of 28.5
cents per pound plus the same increase
as allowed on other eategories. The value
of U.S. splits of all types shall be a base
price of 245 cents per pound plus the
same increase as allowed on other cate-
gories.

[FR Doc.75-18306 Filed 7-14-76;8:45 am|

Forest Service
CHALLIS NATIONAL FOREST
LIVESTOCK ADVISORY BOARD

Meeting

The Challis National Forest Livestock
Advisory Board will meet at 1 pm.,
July 30, 1875, at the Challis National
Forest Supervisor’s Office, Challis, Idaho.

This will be the annual meeting of the
Advisory Board. The duties of the board
are solely advisory and pertain generally
to the regulations and/or instructions
relating to the use of National Forest
lands affecting the administration of
grazing In the area represented by the
Board. There are no specific topics iden-
tifled as yet. We will generally be discuss-
ing the past year's range management
activities and the planned activities for
Fiscal Year 1976.

The meeting will be open to the pub-
lle. Persons who wish to attend should
notify Willlam Paddock, secretary, at the
Challis National Forest Supervisor's Of-
flce, Challis, Idaho 83226 (area code 208-
879-2285).

Any member of the public who wishes
to do 50 shall be permitted to file a writ-
ten statement with the committee, before
or after the meeting.

To the extent that time permits, inter-
ested persons may be permitted by the
committee chalrman to present oral
statements at the meeting.

Dated: July 1, 1075,

J. E. Bus,
Forest Supervisor.

[FPR Doc.76-18245 Plied 7-14-75;8:45 am|]

*Inshell peanuts with not more than 25
percent having sheils damaged by discolora~
tion, which are cracked or broken, or both,

NORWOOD DISTRICT ADVISORY BOARD

Meeting

The Norwood District Grazing Advi-
sory Board will meet at 10 am., August 1,
1975 at Lizard Head shipping corrals on
top of Lizard Head Pass.

The purpose of this meeting is to re-
view sheep grazing management in the
Lizard Head area.

The mecting will be open to the public.
Persons who wish to attend should no-
tify the District Ranger, Norwood Ranger
District, P.O. Box 388, Norwood, Colo-
rado 81423, telephone 327-4343. Written
statements may be filed with the com-
mittee before or after the meeting.

The committee has established the
following rules for public participation:
Public comment is welcome,

Dated: July 7, 1975,

Jmamy R, WILKINS,
Forest Supervisor,
{FR Doc.75-18246 Plled 7-14-75;8:45 am]

REVISED TIMBER MANAGEMENT PLAN
FOR THE SHOSHONE NATIONAL FOREST

Availability of Draft Environmental
Statement

Pursuant to section 102(2)(C) of the
National Environmental Policy Act of
1969, the Forest Service, Department of
Agriculture, has prepared a draft envi-
roumental statement for the Timber
Management Plan for the Shoshone Na~
tional Forest. The Forest Service report
number 5 USDA-FS-R2-DES(Adm)
FY-T76-01.

The propossl Is (o revise the 1963
(Rev.) Timber M>nagement Plan for the
Shoshone National Forest, These plans
are required to regulate the acres of
silvicultural treatment on Nztional For-
est lands.

This draft environmental statement
was transmitted to CEQ on July 8, 1975.

Coples are avaflable for inspection
during regular working hours at the fol-
lowing locations:

USDA, Forest Service, So. Agricultural Bidg..
Room 3230, 13th St, & Indepandence Ave,,
SW., Washington, D.C. 20250.

USDA, Forest Service, 11177 West 8th Avenue,
P.O. Box 25127, Denver, Colorado 80225,
USDA, Forest Service, Shoshone Natlonal

Forest, P.O. Box 901, Cody, Wyoming 82414,

A limited number of single coples are
avaflable upon request to W. J. Lucas,
Regional Forester, USDA Porest Service,
11177 West 8th Avenue, P.O. Box 25127,
Denver, Colorado 80225,

Coples of the environmental statement
have been sent to various Federal, state,
and local agencies as outlined in the CEQ
guidelines,

Comments are invited from the public,
and from State and local agencies which
are authorized to develop and enforce
environmental standards, and from Fed-
eral agencies having jurisdiction by law
or special expertise with respect to any
environmental impact involved for which
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comments have not been requested
specifically.

Comments concerning the proposed
action and requests for additional infor-
mation should be addressed to W. J.
Lucas, Regional Forester, USDA Forest
Service, 11177 West 8th Avenue, P.O. Box
25127, Denver, Colorado 80225, Com-
ments must be received by September 8,
1975, in order to be considered in the
preparation of the final environmental
statement.

Dated: July 8, 1875.
CrayroN B. PIERCE,
Director, Multiple Use and En-

vironmental Quality Coordi-
nation,

[FR Do0c.76-18280 Filed 7-14-75:8:45 am]

TIMBER MANAGEMENT PLAN, TALLADEGA
NATIONAL FOREST

Availability of Draft Environmental
Statement

Pursuant to section 102(2) (C) of the
National Environmental Policy Act of
1969, the Forest Service, Department of
Agriculture, has prepared a draft envi-
ronmental statement for a Timber Man-
agement Plan, Talladega National Forest,
Alabama, USDA-FS-R8 DES ADM 75-21.

The environmental statement con-
cerns a proposed 10-year Timber Man-
agement Plan for the Talladega National
Forest. The plan proposes even-aged
forest management for that part of the
Forest which is suitable for sustained
yield timber production and not reserved
for some other use, It provides for modi-
fication of this system on those areas
that have special importance for other

uses.
This draft environmental statement
was transmitted to CEQ on July 7, 1975.
Copies c.ce available for inspection
during regular working hours at the fol-
lowing locations:
USDA, Forest Service, Bouth Agriculture
Bldg., Room 3230, 12th 5t., & Independence
Ave., SW, Washington, D.C. 20250,

USDA, Forest Service, 1720 Peachiree Rd.
NW., Room 804, Atlanta, Georgin 30300,
USDA, Foreat Service, Forest Supervisor, NFs
in Alabama, P.O. Box 40, Montgomery, Ala-

bamsa 36101,

A limited number of single coples are
available upon request to Forest Super-
visor, A. Dick Woody, U.S. Forest Serv-
l%el. P.O. Box 40, Montgomery, Alabama
36101.

Copies of the environmental state-
ment have been sent to various Federal,
State, and local agencies as outlined in
the CEQ guidelines,

Comments are invited from the public,
and from State and local agencies which
are authorized to develop and enforce
environmental standards, and from Fed-
eral agencles 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 and requests for additional infor-

NOTICES

mation should be addressed to Forest
Supervisor, A. Dick Woody, U.B. Forest
Service, P.O. Box 40, Montgomery, Ala-
bama 3610:, Comments must be received
by September 4, 1975, in order to be con-
sidered in the preparation of the final
environmental statement.

Davio F, JoLLy,
Regional Environmental Coordinator.

Juory 7, 1975.
[FR Doc.76-18238 Filed 7-14-75;8:45 am]

UPPER HIWASSEE UNIT PLAN

Availability of Final Environmental
Statement

Pursuant to section 102(2) (C) of the
National Environmental Policy Act of
1969, the Forest Service, Department of
Agriculture, has prepared a final envi-
ronmental statement for the Upper Hi-
wassee Unit Plan, Cherokee National
Forest, Cleveland, TN, USDA-FS-R8-
FES (ADM.) 75-3.

The proposed action is the develop-
ment of & management plan for 47,740
acres within the Hiwassee District of
the Cherokee National Forest, This plan-
ning unit les in Polk and Monroe Coun-
ties in southeastern Tennessee.

This final environmental statement
was transmitted to CEQ July 7, 1875.
Coples are avallable for inspection dur-
ing regular working hours at the follow-
ing locations;

USDA, Forest Service, South Agriculture
Bldg., Rm. 3230, 12th 8t. & Independence
Ave. SW., Washington, D.C. 20250,

USDA, Forest Service, 1720 Peachtiree Rd.
NW., Rm, 804, Atlanta, GA 30309,

Hiwassee Ranger District, Box 340, Etowah,
TN 37311,

A limited number of single copies are
available upon request to Forest Super-
visor Robert R, Lusk, Cherokee National
Forest, P.O. Box 400, Cleveland, TN
37311,

Davip F, JoLvy,
Regional Environmental Coordinator,

Jury 7, 1975,
[FR Doc,76-18247 Piled 7-14-75,8:45 am|

WILLAMETTE NATIONAL FOREST LAND
USE PLAN AND TIMBER MANAGEMENT

Availability of Draft Environmental
Statement

Pursuant to section 102(2) (¢) of the
National Environmental Policy Act of
1969, the Forest Service, Department of
Agriculture, has prepared a draft en-
vironmental statement for the Willa-
mette National Forest Land Use Plan and
Timber Management Plan, Oregon,
USDA-FS-R6XDES-(Adm)-75119.

The environmental statement con-
cerns the proposed action to complete a
land use plan for the North Santiam,
South Santiam, McKenzie, North Fork
Wwillamette, and Middle Fork Willamette
Planning Units. Also, it simultaneously
revises the 10-year Timber Management
Plan for the Willamette National Forest,
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This environmental statement pre-
sents a range of possible land use alter-
natives (A, B, C, D, & E) for each of the
five Planning Units on the Willamette
National Forest. Four timber manage-
ment intensity alternatives are con-
sidered for each land use alternative.

This draft environmental statement
was transmitted to CEQ on July 8, 1875,

Copies are available for Inspection dur-
ing regular working hours at the follow-
ing locations:

USDA, Forest Service, South Agriculture
Bldg., Room 3230, 12th St. & Independence
Ave., SW,, Washington, D.C. 20250.

Reglonal Forester, Pacific Northwest Region,
USDA, Forest Service, 319 8W. Pine St
Portiand, OR 97204,

Forest Supervisor, Willamette Natlonal For-
ost, USDA, Forest Service, Eugene Federal
Bullding, Eugene, OR 97401.

A limited number of single coples are
available upon request to John E. Alcock,
Forest Supervisor, P.O. Box 10607,
Eugene, OR 97401,

Copies of the environmental state-
ment have been sent to various Federal,
state, and local agencies as outlined in
the CEQ guidelines.

Comments are invited from the public,
and from State and local agencies which
are authorized to develop and enforce
environmental standards, and from Fed-
eral agencies having jurisdiction by law
or special expertise with respect to any
environmental impact involyved for which
comments have not been requested specl-
fically.

Comments concerning the proposed
action and requests for additional infor-
mation should be addressed to T. A.
Schlapfer, Regional Forester, Pacific
Northwest Region, USDA, Forest Serv-
ice, P.O. Box 3623, Portland, Oregon
97208. Comments must be received by
November 10, 1975 in order to be con-
sidered in the preparation of the final
environmental statement,

Dated: July 8, 1975.

Cuntis L, SWANSON,
Regional Environmental Co-
ordinator Planning, Program-
ing and Budgeting.

|FR Doc, 756-18200 Flled 7-14-75;8:45 am|]

Packers and Stockyards Administration
[Docket No. 5151)

MILLS AUCTION MARKET

Complaint, Order of Suspension and Hear-
ing Regarding Respondents' Schedule of
Rates and Charges
Inre: C. E. Mills and E. E, Mills, d/b/a

Mills Auction Market, Ocala, Florida—

respondents.

Notice is hereby given that on June 26,
1975, the respondents filed a proposed
schedule of rates and charges, under
Title IIT of the Packers and Stockyards
Act, 1921, as amended, 42 Stat. 1569, as
amended (7 US.C. 181 et seq.), to be-
come effective July 8, 1975. The charge
classification of the proposed tariff reads
as follows:
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Irem NoO, II—CHARGE CLASSIFICATION
SECTION 1. SELLING COMMISSION

a. Cattie: (1) Cattle, ordinary (including
baby calves), up to and including $29.99,
$0.75 per head.

(2) Cattle, ordinary, $30.00 through $146.69,
3% of the gross proceeds of sale.

(8) Cattle, ordinary, $150.00 and over, $5.00
per head.,

(4) Cow and calf palrs, 3% of the gross
proceeds of sale.

(5) Bulls, 3% of the gross proceeds of sale.

(6) Cattle, carload lots: (a) Sorted and
=old in groups of 10 or more, 2% of the gross
proceeds of sale,

b. Hogs: (1) Feeder pigs or odd lots, 8% %
of the groas proceeds of sale,

(2) Grade Hogs, 214 % of the gross proceeds
of sale,

¢. Sheep and Goats, $0.50 per head.

SEICTION 2. YARDAGE

a. Cattle, $0.50 per head.
b. Hogs, Sheop and Goats, $0.25 per head.

SECTION 3, VETENLINARY INSPECTION

a. The schedule of charges on all necessary
veterinary services performed by an accred-
ited veterinarian for inspection will be at
uniform per head rates.

SECTION 4. VETERINARY SERVICES

a. The schedule of charges on all necessary
veterinary services performed by an acored-
fted veterinarian will be at posted uniform
per head rates, pursuant to company agree-
ment with the veterinarian performing such
services and does not contain any charges
retalned by the market.

SECTION 0§, TEED

. All feed, as fod, ahall be charged for at
o0&t Lo.b. the market,

SECTION €. SPECIAL OR UNUSUAL SERVICES

6, Special eelling and marketing services,
such as Involved In festured registered cattle
and calf sales, not usually required Iin han-
dling Mvestock for sale and other than speci-
fled, will be charged for under special ar-
rangement,

Irem No, Ill—RxsAtzs axp No Sques
SECTION 1. DEFINITIONS

#. Resale charges shall apply on all live.
stock resold without leaving the company
livestock market promises,

b. No sale charges shall apply when the
congignor declares his consignment no sale
on price bid, bids In his ment, or
withdraws the same prior to actual sale.

SECTION 2, CHARGE CLASSIFICATION

o, A charge of 114 % of the gross proceeds
of sale shall apply in respect of all resiles.

b, The following charges shall apply: (1)
Cattle—

(a) Bulls, 300 Ibs. and over, $3.00 per head.

{(b) All other, $1.50 per head.

(2) Sheep and Goats, $0.60 per head.

(8) Feeder pigs or odd lots, 80.75 per head.

Jrem No. IV—Buyixe ox COMMISSION
SECTION 1. DEFINITION

u. Consists of those services best applied to
accomplish the purchase of llvestock on &
commission basls.

SECTION 2, CHARGE CLASSIFICATION
n. There shall be no charge for this service,
ITexe No, V—8recian MARKETING SERvIcES
SECTION 1. ASSEMBLED OR JELD CATTLE

. The following schedule of charges shall
apply on livestock left at the market after
6:00 p.m, on day following sale:

NOTICES

(1) Cattle, 8025 per head per day.
(2‘)“’!100. Sheep and Goats, £0.10 per head
per X

Notice is given hereby also that on
July 8, 1975, the Packers and Stockyards
Administration, United States Depart-
ment of Agriculture, filed a “Complaint,
Order of Suspension, and Notice of Hear-
ing"” with respect to the respondents’
rates and charges. The contents of such
document are as follows: ~

This ding is instituted pursuant
to the provisions of Title IIT of the Pack-
ers and Stockyards Act, 1921, as amended
(7 US.LC. 181 et seq.), hereinafter re-
ferred to as the Act,

I. The respondents are now, and at all
times mentioned herein were, registered
with the Secretary of Agriculture as a
market agency to sell livestock on com-
mission at the Mills Auction Market,
Ocala, Florida, which is now, and at all
times mentfoned herein was, a posted
;t.ockynrdct subject to the provisions of the

IL In accordance with the require-
ments of the Act, the respondents have
heretofore filed and presently have in ef-
fect a schedule of rates and charges for
their services at the aforementioned
stockyard.

III. On June 26, 1975, the respondents
filed a tariff effective July 8, 1975, con-
taining certain Increases In the current
rates and charges.

IV. Upon an analysis of the informa-
tion available to the Packers and Stock-
yards Administration, United States De-
partment of Agriculture there is reason
to belleve that the changes are unjust,
unreasonable, or discriminatory.

V. It is concluded, therefore, that a
proceeding under Title III of the Act
should be instituted for the purpose of
determining the reasonableness and law-
fulness of the rates and charges set forth
in the respondents’ schedule of rates and
charges as modified by the tariff filed on
June 26, 1975, and that pending a hear-
ing and decision in this proceeding, the
operation of the modifications of the cur-
rent schedule of rates and charges should
be suspended and the use of such modi-
fied rates and charges deferred.

VI. Itis further concluded that a hear-
ing should be had for the purpose of
determining the lawfulness of all rates
and charges of the respondents and of
any rule, regulation, or practice affect-
ing said rates and charges.

It is therefore ordered, That the op-
eration and use by the respondents of
the modifications of the current schedule
of rates and charges filed on June 26,
1975, to become effective on July 8, 1875,
are hereby suspended and deferred until
the expiration of thirty days beyond the
time when such modified rates would
otherwise go into effect.

It is further ordered, That notice to
the respondents shall be, and Is hereby,
given that a hearing concerning the mat-
ters set forth herein will be held before
an Administrative Law Judge of the De-
partment at a time and place to be spec-
ified at a later date, of which the re-
spondents will receive adequate notice.

At such hearing the respondents and all
other interested persons will have a right
to appear and present such evidence with
respect to the matters and things set
forth herein as may be relevant and
material.

It is jurther ordered, That a copy
hereof be served upon the respondents.

Done at Washington, D.C. July 9, 1875,

Mazviy L. McLarxw,
Administrator, Packers and
Stockyards Administration,

[FR Doc.76-18310 Filed 7-14-75;8:45 am|

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
Domestic and International Business
ministration

INDUSTRY SECTOR ADVISORY COMMIT-
TEE ON RETAILING FOR MULTILATERAL
TRADE NEGOTIATIONS

Establishment

Pursuant to the authority delegated
under Executive Order 11846 of
March 27, 1975, the Special Represent-
ative for Trade Negotiations (the “Spe-
cial Representative”) and the Secretary
of Commerce (“the Secretary”) have de-
termined that an Industry Sector Ad-
visory Committee on Retalling for Multi-
lateral Trade Negotiations should be es-
tablished as an advisory committee under
the provisions of subsection 135(c) (2)
of the Trade Act of 1974 (Pub. L. 93-818),
In reaching such decision, the Special
Representative and thie Secretary have
consulted with interested private orga-
nizations and have taken into account
the factors set forth in subsection 135
(¢) (2) (B) of the Trade Act of 1974.

The Committee will advise the Special
Representative, in conjunction with the
Secretary, on matters which are of mu-
tual concern to the US. retailing area
and the United States In connection with
the multilateral trade negotiations to
be undertaken by the United States pur-
suant to sections 101 and 102 of the Trade
Act of 1874. The Committee shall perform
such funections and duties and prepare
such reports as provided for in section
135¢c) of the Trade Act of 1074 with re-
spect to sector advisory committees es-
tablished pursuant to section 135(¢) (2)
thereof.

The members of the Committee will
be from the US, retalling area and will
be appointed by and serve at the dis-
cretion of the Secretary and the Special
Representative,

The Committee will function solely as
an advisory body and the Department's
Domestic and International Business Ad-
ministration will provide staff support
and services. Except as noted, the De-
partment will be responsible for filings
and other applicable statutory require-
ments of the Federal Advisory Commit-
tee Act. The Special Representative, or
his designee, will have responsibility for
determinations made pursuant to sub-
section 135(1) of the Trade Act of 1974,
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The Charter for this Committee will
be filed, in accordance with law, fifteen
days from the date of this notice.

Dated: July 8, 1975.

Guy CHAMBERLAIN, Jr.,
Acting Assistant Secretary of
Administration.

| FR Doc.75-18225 Piled 7-14-75;8:45 am|

EXPORT REGULATIONS: SHORT SUPPLY
NTROLS

Substantiation of Past Participation State-
ments ng to rts of Petroleum
Commodities and Use of Third Quarter
Quota Entitlements -

The FeoERAL RecisTer of December 13,
1973 announced that exporters desirous
of receiving shares of the quotas for ex-
port of petroleum commodities were re-
quired to submit a statement on Form
DIB-669P to the Office of Export Ad-
ministration, U.S. Department of Com-
merce, indicating (separately for each
foreign country) the quantities of each
separate petroleum commodity (other
than crude olls) lsted in Supplement
No. 1 to Part 377 of the Export Admin-
istration Regulations that the exporter
exported to each such country during
ecach calendar month of 1971, 1972, and
the first six months of 1973. Since that
time, these Past Participation State-
ments have been utilized in calculating
quota entitlements issued each quarter
to exporters of petroleum products (other
than crude oils).

Exporters were cautioned that the Of-
fice of Export Administration might
compare the Statements of Past Partici-
pation against Shipper's Export Decla-
ratlons on file with the U.S. Bureau of
the Census for confirmation of exporter
identity as well as the data with respect
to destinations, export quantities, and
the Schedule B classification of past ex-
ports, It was noted that In appropriate
cases audits would be made of exporter
records, including the firm's copies of
Shipper’s Export Declarations and other
documents,

Because of discrepancies between fig-
ures based on the aggregate of Past
Participation Statements and Census ex-
port statistics for these commodities the
Office of Export Administration has de-
cided to require exporters of petroleum
products to substantiate with documen-
tary evidence the exports they reported
on their previously submitted Past Par-
ticipation Statements, This action is be-
Ing taken pursuant 'to section 7(a) of
the Export Administration Act of 1969,
as amended and extended, and § 387.11
() of the Export Administration Regu-
lations. A separate memorandum ex-
plaining the procedure and outlining the
documentary evidence required is be-
ing sent to each exporter along with his
Third Quarter 1975 Quota Entitlement,

Pending completion of the review and
realignment of quotas as described above,

NOTICES

no exporter will be issued licenses under
his preliminary Third Quarter Quota
Entitlements in an aggregate amount ex-
ceeding 50 percent of the aggregate
quantity listed on his Entitlement sheet
for each separate petroleum commodity.
Exporters submitting applications for
amounts in excess of 50 percent of pre-
liminary Entitlements will be consulted
as to which applications are to be reduced
in quantity or held without action pend-
ing completion of the review and quota
realignment, It is expected that the De-
partment’s audit will be completed By
August 15, 1975, and that final adjust-
ments to the entitlements will be an-
nounced shortly thereafter,

Raver H, MevYEer,
Director,
Office of E:porl Administration.

PR Doc.75-18216 Flled 7-14-75:8:45 am |

National Bureau of Standards

FEDERAL INFORMATION PROCESSING
STANDARDS TASK GROUP 13 WORK-
ngéD DEFINITION AND BENCHMARK-

Meeting

Pursuant to the Federal Advisory Com~
mittee Act, 5 U.S.C. App. I (Supp. III,
1973), notice is hereby given that the
Federal Information Procgssing Stand-
ards Task Group 13 (FIPS TG-13),
“Workload Definition and Benchmark-
ing,” will hold & meeting from 10 a.m. to
4 p.m. on Wednesday, September 10,
1975, in Room B-258, Building 225, of the
National Bureau of Standards at
Galithersburg, Maryland,

The purpose of this meeting is to re-
view the progress of two workgroups
which are addressing the areas of Prob-
lem Definition and Benchmark Program
Transferability.

The public will be permitted to attend,
to file written statements, and, to the ex-
tent that time permits, to present oral
statements. Persons planning to attend
should notify the Executive Secretary,
Mr. John F. Wood, Institute for Com-
puter Sciences and Technology, Nation-
al Bureau of Standards, Washington,
D.C. 20234 (Phone—301-921-3485) .

Dated: July 9, 1975.

EaNEsT AMELER,
Acting Director.

[FR Doc.76-18218 Plled T-14-75:8:45 am]

Office of the Secretary
ELECTRIC CLOTHES DRYERS AND GAS
RANGES

Voluntary Program for Appliance Efficiency
Correction

In FR Doc. 75-17618 appearing at page
28832 in the issue for Wednesday, July 9,
1975 the equation appearing on page
28837 was inadvertently switched with
the equation In FR Doe, 75-17619 (ap~
pearing at page 20109 in the issue for
Thursday, July 10, 1975) on page 29110.
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DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH,
EDUCATION, AND WELFARE

Food and Drug Administration
[Docket No, 75N-0048)

SUGGESTED STATE REGULATIONS FOR
CONTROL OF RADIATION

Notice of Availability

A publication entitled “Suggested
State Regulations for Control of Radia-
tion" (SSRCR) has been revised as of
October 1974, and copies distributed to
State radiation control agencies by the
Conference of Radiatlon Control Pro-
gram Directors. Additional coples of
these suggested regulations are available
for public examination in the office of the
Hearing Clerk, Food and Drug Adminis-
tration, Rm. 4-65, 5600 Fishers Lane,
Rockyille, MD 20852. Requests for single
copies of these suggested Statle regula-
tions should be made in writing to the
Bureau of Radiological Health (HFX-
25), Food and Drug Administration, 5600
Fishers Lane, Rockville, MD 20852.

The SSRCR was initially published in
1962 by the Council of State Govern-
ments with the advice and assistance of
the U.S, Atomic Energy Commission and
the U.S. Public Health Service. These ini-
tial regulations were updated and revised
in 1964, 1966, and 1970. The 1974 edition
was prepared by the Atomic Energy
Commission, now the Nuclear Regula-
tory Commission; the Bureau of Radio-
logical Health, Food and Drug Adminis-
tration (FDA); and the Conference of
Radiation Control Program Directors,
representing the State agencies.

The Atomic Energy Act of 1954, as
amended, authorizes in section 274 (42
U.S.C. 2021), the Atomic Energy Com-
misslon, now the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission (NRC), to cooperate with
the States In the formulation of stand-
ards for protection against hazards of
radiation. The Public Health Service, De-
partment of Health, Education, and Wel-
fare, under the broad responsibility con-
ferred by the Public Health Service Act
(42 US.C. 241 and 243) advises and
promotes cooperation between the States
on matters relating to protecting the
public against specified radintion haz-
ards. The Radiation Control for Health
and Safety Act of 1968 (42 U.S.C. 263b
et seq.) further provides for the estab-
lishment by the Secretary of Health,
Education, and Welfare of an electronic
product radiation control program de-
signed to protect the public health and
safety (42 US.C. 263d and 263¢). In Im-
plementing this program, the Secretary
is authorized to make such recommenda-
tions relating to such hazards and con-
trol as he considers appropriate. Acting
on these authoritles and responsibilities,
the Atomic Energy Commission, now
NRC, and the Bureau of Radlological
Health, cooperated with the Conference
of Radiation Control Program Directors
in the preparation of these model State
regulations,

This and previous editions of the
SSRCR have been prepared to be con-
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sistent with Federal radiation regula-
tions promulgated by Federal agencies
to carry out responsibilities vested in
them by law. These suggested regulations
are, therefore, compatible with existing
Federal Radiation Guidance developed
by the Federal Radiation Council for use
by Federal agencies in developing stand-
ards for their various regulatory pro-
grams, Responsibility for establishment
of Federal Radiation Guidance !s now
vested in the Administrator of the En-
vironmental Protection Agency (42
U.S.C. 2021h). Changes in Federal reg-
ulations, Federal Radiation Guidance, or
appropriate guldelines or recommended
standards, and the experience. and sug-
gestions of the State radiation control
agencies and others provide a basis for
revision of the SSRCR. This edition of
the SSRCR reflects changes in the guide-
lines of the National Council on Radia-
tion Protection and Measurements
(NCRP), new amendments to the AEC
(NRC) regulations (10 CFR Chapter 1),
and the electronic product radiation
safety performance standards issued by
the Bureau of Radiological Health (21
CFR Chapter I, Subchapter J).

Purpose of Suggesied State Reguld-
tions for Control of Radiation, The pur-
pose of the SSRCR is to assist the States
in developing their radiation control
regulations by providing a guide or model
to encourage uniform regulations among
the States; complement Federal regula-
tions; and help States maintain regula-
tons compatible with, identical to, or as
effective as, Federal regulations.

Because of requirements placed on
State regulatory agencies in promul-
gating regulations consistent with the
standards of a number of Federal agen-
cles, it is especially important that Fed-
eral and State agencies cooperate in de-
veloping their regulations. These model
regulations can serve as a means of as-
sisting the Stales in developing regula-
tions that are consistent with Federal
radiation control standards to the extent
required, for example:

a. The Atomic Encrgy Act of 1954, as
amended by Pub. L. 86-373 (73 Stat.
688), has specified in section 274 (42
U.8.C. 2021), as a condition for a State's
entering Into an agreement with the
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission to
assume regulatory responsibility for by-
product, source, and special nuclear ma-
terial in quantities not sufficient to form
& critical mass, that the State program
be compatible with the NRC’s program
for the regulation of such material, and
that the State program be adequate to
protect the public health and safety with
respect to the materials covered by the
agreement.

b. The Public Health Service Act, as
amended by the Radiation Control for
Health and Safety Act of 1968 (Pub. L.
90-602), has specified in section 360F
(42 U.8,C. 263n) that no state or polit-
fcal subdivision shall have any authority
either to establish or to continue in
effect, any standard which is applicable
to the same aspect of performance of an
electronie product and which is not iden-
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tical to the Federal standard promul-
gated under the act.

¢. Section 18 of the Occupational
Safety and Health Act of 1970 (Pub. L.
81-596) indicates that for a State plan
to be approved, the State regulations
must be at least as effective as the Fed-
eral standards promulgated under sec-
tion 6 of the act, which relate to the
same issues,

These statutory requirements empha-
size the importance of cooperation among
the Pederal agencies, and with the State
representatives, to assure consistency in
radiation control regulations.

Scéope and content. The 1074 edition
of the SSRCR includes three new parts:
Part H, Radiation Safety Requirements
for Analytical X-Ray Equipment: Part
I, Radiation Safety Requirements for
Particle Accelerators; and Part J, No-
tices, Instructions and Reports to Work-
ers; Inspections. The new Part J in-
corporates new provisions under 10 CFR
Part 19 of the U.S. Nuclear Regulatory
Commission regulations, These provisions
are comparable with those of the Depart-
ment of Labor for inspections pursuant
to the Occupational Safety and Health
Act of 1970, under 29 CFR Part 1903. The
present edition of the “Ionizing Radia-
tion Category” of the SSRCR consists of
the following parts:

1. Jonizing Radiation
Part A—General Provisions,
Part B—Registration of Radiation Machine

Facilities and Services. —

Part C—Licensing of Radioactive Material,
Part D—Standards for Protection Against

Radiation,

Part E—Radlation Safety Requirements for

Industrial Operations.

Part P—X Rays In the Healing Arts.

Part G—Use of Sealed Radioactive Sources
in the Healing Arts,

Part H—Radiation Safety Requirements for

Analytical X-Ray Equipment,

Part I—Radiation Safety Requirements for

Particle Accelerators.

Part J—Notices, Instructions and Reports to

Workers; Inspections,

A rationale report has been prepared
for, and included with, each of the new
and revised parts of the current edition
of the SSRCR to provide the States and
others using and reviewing the model
regulations with background informa-
tion on the bases and approaches of the
working groups that prepared each part.

Use of suggested State regulations. The
suggested State regulations provide a
comprehensive set of ionlzing radiation
regulations covering a number of sources,
including performance requirements ap-
plicable to equipment, safe use of radia-
tion sources, and requirements on the
facility wherein the sources are used.
Thus, they provide a comprehensive code
of radiation control provisions to assure
protection of the public health from
radiation at the State level. In addition,
these model regulations could be utilized
as a resource document by Federal agen-
cies using radiation sources in instituting
a total radiation safety program for Fed-
eral facllities. The model regulations in-
clude provisions for the control of by-

product, source, and special nuclear

malterial In guantities not sufficlent to
form a critical mass for use by those
States who have or are entering into an
agreement with the U.S, Nuclear Regu-
latory Commission; however, these mate-
rials when used within Federal agencies
are under the direct regulatory control
of the US. Nuclear Regulatory Com-
mission, This model could serve as n
basis for meeting the requirements of
section 19 of the Occupational Safety and
Health Act of 1990 and Executive Order
11807 (Occupational Safety and Health
Programs for Federal Employees), as
they relate to radiation control, for the
head of each Federal department and
agency to establish an  occupational
safety and health program.

In essence, these suggested radiation
control regulations could be utilized as
(a) an aid In revising current State codes,
(b) an ald in developing comprehensive
codes at the State level when no regula-
tions are in force, (¢) an aid to Federal
installations, and/or (d) anaid to manu-
facturers to know what type of controls
may exist at the State level. It is recom-
mended that applicable Federal or State
agency regulations also be consulted
directly.

Review and comments. During the de-
velopmental stage of this latest revision,
draft copies of the SSRCR were sent to
State and Federal agencies that have re-
sponsibilities and interest in radiation
control for their review and comments
and to keep them informed of the status
of the suggested regulations. Although
the present 1974 edition has been com-
pleted, an annual review and updating
of each of the parts of the SSRCR is
planned, as needed, by representatives
of the Conference of Radiation Control
Program Directors and appropriate Fed-
eral ageneles,

Interested persons are invited to sub-
mit written comments and recommenda-
tions regarding this document, identified
with the docket number appearing in the
document heading, to the Bureau of
Radiological Health (HFX-460), Food
and Drug Administration, 5600 PFishers
Lane, Rockville, MD 20852. Each recom-
mendation should be supported by ap-
propriate rationale and background
data that clearly establishes the scien-
tific, technical, and public health bases
for the recommendation, Any written
comments or suggestions received about
this editfon will be collated and kept on
file for consideration by those individ-
uals given responsibility for review and
development of that part.

Dated: June 26, 1975,
Witniam P. Ranvorpn,
Acting Associate Commissioner
for Compliance.
[FR Doc.75-18221 Filed 7-14-75;8:45 am]

National Institutes of Health
TRANSPLANTATION AND IMMUNOLOGY
COMMITTEE

Meeting
Pursuant to Pub, L. 92-463, notice is
hereby given of the meeting of the
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Transplantation and Immunology Com-
mittee, National Institute of Allergy and
Infectious Disenses, September 3 and 4,
1976, Building 31C, Conference Room 8,
National Institutes of Health, Bethesda,
Maryland 20014.

This meeting will be open to the public
from 8:30 am. to 5 p.m. on September 3,
1075, to review and discuss transplanta-
tion and Immunology collaborative stud-
ies and other Transplantation and Im-
munology Branch programs, progress
and administrative reports. Attendance
by the public will be limited to space
available. In accordance with the provi-
slons set forth in sections 552(b)4 and
552(b) 8, Title 5, U.S. Code and section
10(d) of Pub. L. 92-483, the meeting will
be closed to the public from 8:30 a.m. to
5 p.m. on September 4, 1975 for review,
diseussion and evaluation of individual
contractor’s performance and review re-
sponses of sources sought announce-
ments. Discussions will contain informa-
tion of & proprietary and confidential
nature, including detailed research pro-
tocols, designs and other techmical infor-
mation, financial data, such as salaries
and personal information concerning
individuals associated with existing
contracts.

Mr. Robert Schreiber, Information
Officer, National Institute of Allergy and
Infectious Diseases, Building 31, Room
7A-32, National Institutes of Health,
Bethesda, Maryland 20014, phone 496-
5717 will furnish rosters of committee
members, summary of the meeting and
other information pertaining to the
meeting.

Dated: July 9, 1975.

(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance Pro-
gram No, 13.8565, National Institutes of
Health)

 BUZANNE L, FREMEAU,
Committee Management Oficer,
National Institutes of Health.

[FR Doc.76-18308 Piled 7-14-75:8:45 am|

NATIONAL COMMISSION ON DIABETES
Meeting

Pursuant to Pub. L. 92-463, notice Is
hereby given of the meeting of the Na-
tional Commission on Diabetes, August 4
and 5, 1975 (times below) , at McCormick
Inn, 23rd Street and Lake Shore Drive,
Chicago, Illinois.

The entire meeting will be open to the
public from 9 a.m. to 5 p.m. on August 4
and 5 at the above address. From 9 am,
to 12:30 p.m. on August 5 the Commis-
sion will hear public testimony: from
2 p.m. to 5 p.m. the Commission will have
a business and planning meeting. From
9 a.m. to 12:30 p.m. on August 5 the Com-
mission will meet in subcommittees; from
2 p.m. to ¢ p.m. for reports from the sub-
committees and a continuation of the
business and planning meeting.

Any member of the public who wishes
to appear before the Commission be-
tween 9 a.m. and 12:30 on August 4 shall
file & written statement or detalled sum-
mary of his remarks with the Commis-

sion before 5 p.m. on July 25. Statements
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or summaries shall be sent or delivered
to Mr. Victor Wartofsky, address below.

The time allotted to each participant
will be determined by the Commission
Chairman based upon the number of in-
dividuals who request an opportunity to
make tations.

Mr. Victor Wartofsky, Information Of-
ficer, NIAMDD, National Institutes of
Health, Building 31, Room 9A04, Be-
thesda, Maryland 20014, (301) 496-3583,
will provide summaries of the meeting
and rosters of the committee members.
(Ontalog of Federdl Domestic Assistance Pro-
gram No. 13846 National Institutes of
Hoalth)

Dated: July 10, 1975.

: SuzanNNE L. FREMEAU,
Committee Management Officer,
National Institutes of Health.

|FR Do0.75-18304 Flled 7-14-75:8:45 am]

Public Health Service

ASSISTANT SECRETARY FOR HEALTH,
ADMINISTRATOR, HEALTH RESOURCES
ADMINISTRATION

Delegation of Authority

Notice is hereby given that the fol-
lowing delegation and redelegations of
authority have been made under the Dis-
trict of Columbia Medical and Dental
Manpower Act of 1970 (Pub, L. 91-650, as
amended) .

1. Delegation from the Secretary to
the Assistant Secretary for Health to
perform all of the authorities and func-
tions vested in the Seg¢retary of Health,
Education, and Welfare by the District
of Columbia Medical and Dental Man-
power Act of 1970 (Pub, L. 91-650, as
amended), except for the prescribing
of regulations.

These nuthorities may be redelegated.

2. Redelegation from the Assistant
Secretary for Health to the Administra-
tor, Health Resources Administration to
perform all of the authorities and func-
tions under the District of Columbia
Medical and Dental Manpower Act of
1970 (Pub. L, 91-650, as amended), ex-
cept for the prescribing of regulations.

These authorities may be redelegated.

Dated: July 7, 1975.

Jorw OTTINA,
Assistant Secretary for
Administration and Management,

{FR Doc.76-18350 Plled 7-14-76;8:456 am]

Office of the Assistant Secretary for Health
ROBERT L LEININGER, ET AL
Proposed Issuance of Exclusive License

Pursuant to § 6.3, 45 CFR, Part 6, no-
tice 1s hereby given of intent to lssue a
limited-term, revocable, exclusive patent
license in and to an invention of Robert
. Lelninger and Richard D. Falb entitled
“Nonthrombogenic Plastic Surfasces and
Preparation thereof,” an Invention of
Henry M. Grotta entitled “Nonthrom-
bogenic Plastic Material and Method for
Making the Same,” and an invention of
Robert I. Leininger and Gerald A, Grode
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entitled “Nonthrombogenic Plastic Sur-
faces and Preparation thereof,”

Any objection thereto together with
request for opportunity to be heard, if
desired, should be directed to the As-
sistant Secretary for Health, Department
of Health, Education, and Welfare, 330
Independence Avenue, SW,, Washington,
D.C. 20201, on or before August 14, 1875,
Interested parties may obtain coples of
the patents directed to these inventions
upon request in writing to the party
hereinabove named.

(Authority: 45 CFR 6.3)

Dated: July 9, 1975.

TrrovorE Coorer, M.D.,
Assistant Secretary for Health.

[FR Doc.75-18251 Filed 7-14-76;8:45 am]

DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND
URBAN DEVELOPMENT

Federal Disaster Assistance
Administration

|FDAA-473-DR; NFD-272}

MINNESOTA
Major Disaster and Related Determinations

Pursuant to the authority vested in
the Secretary of Housing and Urban De~
velopment by the President under Exec-
utive Order 11795 of July 11, 1974, and
delegated to me by the Secretary under
Department of Housing and Urban De-
velopment Delegation of Authority,
Docket No. D-74-285; and by virtue of
the Act of May 22, 1974, entitled “Dis~
aster Relief Aot of 1074" (88 Stat. 143) ;
notice is hereby given that on July 5,
1075, the President declared a major dis-
aster as follows:

I have determined that the damage In
certain arens of the State of Minnesota re~
sulting from flooding beginning about April
23, 1976, Is of suficlent severity and magni-
tude to warrant a major disastor declaration
under Pub, L, 93-288. I therefore declare that
such a major dissster oxists In the State of
Minnesota,

Notice {5 hereby given that pursuant
to the authority vested in the Secretary
of Housing and Urban Development un-
der Executive Order 11765, and delegated
to me by the Secretary under Depart-
ment of Housing and Urban Develop-
ment Delegation of Authority, Docket
No, D-74-285, I hereby appoint Mr. Rob-
ert E. Connor, HUD Reglon V, to act as
the Federnl Coordinating Officer for this
declared major disaster,

I do hereby determine the following
area of the State of Minnesota to have
been adversely affected by this declared
major disaster:

The County of:

Altkin

(Catalog of Federa! Domestic Assistance No,
14.701, Disaster Asaistance)
Dated: July 5, 1975,

Tromas P. DUNNE,
Adminiastrator, Federal
Disaster Assistance Admintstration,

| PR Doc., 7618220 Plled 7-14-75,8:40 am]
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[FDAA-472-DR; NFD-271]
MONTANA

Amendment to Notice of Major Disaster

Notice of Major Disaster for the State
of Montana, dated June 28, 1975, is here-
by amended to Include the following
counties among those counties deter-
mined to have been adversely affected by
the catastrophe declared a major disas-
ter by the President In his declaration of
June 28, 1975; ‘

The Counties of :

Jefferson Toole
Meogher Wheatland

(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance No.
14701, Disaster Assiatance)

Dated: July 8, 1975.

WinLiam E. CROCKETT,
Acting Administrator, Federal x
Disaster Assistance Administration.

| FR Doc.76-18230 Piled 7-14-75:8:45 am|

Office of Interstate Land Sales Registration
[Docket No, N~75-384]
TERRE DU LAC
Hearing

In the matter of Terre du Lac, OILSR
No. 0-1475-29-56/A-E Docket No. 75-
84—

Pursuant to 15 US.C. 1706(d) and 24
CFR 1720.160(d) notice is hereby given
that:

1. Terre du Lac, Inc., Donald Shrum,
President, its officers and agents, herein-
after referred to as “Respondent,” being
subject to the provisions of the Inter-
state Land Sales Pull Disclosure Act
(Pub. L. 90-448) (15 U.S8.C. 1701 et seq.),
recelved a notice of proceedings and op-
portunity for hearing issued June 6, 1975,
which was sent to the developer pursuant
to 15 US.C. 1706(d), 24 CFR 1710.45(h)
(1) and 1720.125 informing the developer
of information obtained by the Office of
Interstate Land Sales Registration al-
leging that the Statement of Record and
Property Report for Terre du Laec, lo-
cated in St. Francols County, Missouri,
contain untrue statements of material
fact or omit to state material facts re-
quired to be stated therein as necessary
to make the statements therein not mis-
leading.

2. The Respondent filed an Answer re-
celved June 26, 1975, in response to the
notice of proceedings and opportunity
for hearing,

3. In said Answer the Respondent re-
quested a hearing on the allegations con-
tained in the notice of proceedings and
opportunity for hearing.

4, Therefore, pursuant to the provi-
sions of 15 U.S.C. 1706(d) and 24 CFR
1720.160¢d), It is hereby ordered, That
a public hearing for the purpose of taking
evidence on the questions set forth in
the notice of proceedings and opportu-
nity for hearing will be held before
Judge James W, Mast, In Room 7146,
Department of HUD, 451 Tth Street SW.,
Washington, D.C., on July 31, 19875, at
10a.m.

NOTICES

The following time and procedure is
applicable to such hearing: All afidavits
and a list of all witnesses are requested
to be filed with the Hearing Clerk, HUD
Bullding, Room 10150, Washington, D.C,
20410 on or before July 24, 1975.

6. The Respondent is hereby notified
that failure to appear at the above sched-
uled hearing shall be deemed a default
and the proceedings shall be determined
against Respondent, the allegations of
which shall be deemed to be true, and an
order suspending the statement of rec-
ord, herein identified, shall be {ssued pur-
suant to 24 CFR 1710.45(b) (1).

This notice shall be served upon the
Respondent forthwith pursuant to 24
CFR 1720.440.

By the Secretary,
Dated: July 7, 1975.

Jaxes W, Mast,
Administrative Law Judge.

[FR Doc.75-18228 Plled 7-14-75;8:45 am]

CIVIL AERONAUTICS BOARD

PAKISTAN INTERNATIONAL AIRLINES
CORPORATION FOREIGN AIR CARRIER
PERMIT

[Docket No. 26068
Postponement of Hearing

Objection has been filed by Bureau
Counsel to the holding of the hearing in
this matter immediately following the
prehearing conference. Accordingly, the
hearing in this matter will not immedi-
ately follow the prehearing conference.

However, the prehearing conference
will proceed as scheduled on July 23,
1975 (40 FR 28848, July 9, 1975) at 10
am, (local time), and will be held in
Room 503, Universal Buflding, 1825 Con-
necticut Avenue, N.W., Washington, D.C.

m},)nted at Washington, D.C., July 9,
8.

[searn] Ricuarp M. HArTsOCK,

Administrative Law Judge.
|FR Do0.76-18280 Filed 7-14-75:8:45 am)

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY

[FPRL 308-6; OPP-33000/283 ]

RECEIPT OF APPLICATIONS FOR
PESTICIDE REGISTRATION

Data To Be Considered in Support of
Applications

On November 19, 1973, the Environ-
mental Protection Agency (EPA) pub-
lished In the FeperaL Register (38 FR
31862) its interim policy with respect
to the administration of section 3(¢) (1)
(D) of the Federal Insecticide, Fungi-
cide, and Rodenticide Act (FIFRA), as
amended. This policy provides that EPA
will, upon receipt of every application
for registration, publish in the Fengravn
REc1sTER 8 notice containing the infor-
mation shown below. The labeling fur-
nished by the applicant will be available
for examination at the Environmental
Protection Agency, Room EB-31, East
Tower, 401 M Street, SW, Washington,
D.C. 20460.

On or before September 15, 1975, any
person who (a) s or has been an appli-
cant, (b) believes that data he devel-
oped and submitted to EPA on or after
October 21, 1972, is being used to support,
an application described in this notice,
(c) desires to assert a claim for compen.
sation under section 3(¢) (1) (D) for such
use of his dats, and (d) wishes to pre-
serve his right to have the Administra-
tor determine the amount of reasonable
compensation to which he is entitled for
such use of the data, must notify the Ad-
ministrator and the applicant named In
the notice in the FEpERAL REGISTER of his
claim by certified mail. Notification to
the Administrator should be addressed
to the Information Coordination Sec-
tion, Technical Services Divislon (WH-
569), Office of Pesticide Programs, 401
M Street, SW, Washington, D.C. 20460,
Every such claimant must include, at a
minimum, the information lsted in the
interim policy of November 19, 1973.

Applications submitted under 2(a) or
2(b) of the interim policy will be proc-
essed to completion in accordance with
existing procedures. Applications submit-
ted under 2(¢) of the interim policy can-
not be made final until the 60 day period
has expired. If no claims are received
within the 60 day perlod, the 2(¢) appli-
cation will be processed according to
normal procedure. However, if claims are
received within the 60 day period, the ap-
plicants against whom the claims are
asserted will be advised of the alterna-
tives avallable under the Act. No claims
will be accepted for possible EPA adjudi-
cation which are received after Septem-
ber 15, 1875,

Dated: July 7, 1975.

Jonn B, Rrren, Jr,,
Director,
Registration Division.

ArPLICATIONS Recmiven (OPP-33000/283)

EPA Reg. No. 3590-155. Acrosol Techniques,
Inc, Old Gate Lane, Milford OT 06460.
SPRAY DISINFECTANT AND AIR DEO-
DORANT CODE NO, 226-25D, Active Ingre-
dients: Ethyl Alcohol 44.25%: Essential olls
000%; n-Alkyl (50% Ci14, 40% ©12, 10%
C16) dimethyl benzyl ammonium chloride
0.33%: o-phenylphenol 0.26%. Method of
Support: Application proceeds under 2(a)
of interim policy. Republished: Additional
claims, PM32

EPA Pile Symbol 1730-UE, Consumer Prod-
ucts Div., American Cyanamid Co., Wayne
NJ 07470. LEMONEX CONCENTRATED
COLEANER. Active Ingredients; Ethyl alco-
hol 28%; n-Alkyl (C14 60%, C16 80%, 012
5%, C18 5% ) dimethyl benzyl ammonium
chlorides 1.75%; n-Alkyl (C12 50%, Cl14
30%, €16 17%, C18 3%) dimethyl ethyl-
benzyl ammonium chloride 1.76%; d-lim-
onene 3%. Method of Support: Applica-
tion proceeds under 2(b) of interim poltoy.
PM31

EPA Pllo Symbol 84773-G. ChemTech Re-
sources, Inoc, PO Box 24440, Dallas TX
76224. THREE-D DISINFECTANT-DEO-
DORIZER-DETERGENT. Actlve Ingredi-
ents: n-Alkyl (50% Cl4, 40% C12, 10%
C16) Dimethyl Benzyl Ammonium Chlo-
ride B5.0%; Sodium metasilicate 3.0%:
Tetrasodium salt of ethylene dlamine tetra-
acetio acld 1.8%. Method of Support: Ap-
plication proceeds under 2(c) of interim
policy. PM33
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Reg. No. 230-2186, Chevron Chemical
Co., 940 Hensley 8t., Richmond CA 94801
ORTHO PARAQUAT CL. Active Ingredi-
ents: Paragquat Dichloride (1,1'-dimethyl-
44'-bipyridinfum  dichloride) 20.17%.
Method of Support: Application proceeds
under 2(¢) of Interim policy, Republiahed:
Additional uses. PM25

EPA Flle Symbol 100-LIA, Ciba-Gelgy Corp.,
Agricultural Div., PO Box 11432, Greens-
boro NC 27409. PIK-OFF 10SL, Active In-
gredients: Etbanedial dloxime 10.0%.
Method of Support: Application proceeds
under 2(b) of interim policy, PM25

EPA Flle Symbol 100-LIL, Ciba-Gelgy Corp.,

tural Div,, PO Box 11422, Greens-
boro NC 27400. AATREX 90W HERBICIDE.
Active Ingredients: Atrazine: 2-chloro-4-
othyl - amino-6-isopropylamino-s-triazine
855%: Related Compounds 4.5%. Method
of Support: Application proceeds under 2
(¢) of the interim policy. PM25

EPA Pile Symbol 518-AA. Darworth Co., PO
Box K, Tower Lane, Avon CT 00001. CU-
PRINOL STAIN & WOOD PRESERVATIVE
CASTLE GRAY #122, Actlve Ingredients:
Bis (Tri-n-butyltin) oxide 0.20%. Method
of Support: Application proceeds under
2(¢) of interim policy. PM22

EPA File Symbol 518-AL. Darworth Co. CU-
PRINOL STAIN & WOOD PRESERVATIVE
CHOCOLATE BROWN #£70. Active Ingredi-
ents: Bis (Tri-n-butyltin) oxide 0.3%.
Method of Support: Application proceeds
under 2(c) of interim pollcy. PM22

EPA PFlle Symbol 518-AU. Darworth Co, CU-
PRINOL STAIN & WOOD PRESERVATIVE
BREWSTER GREEN #40. Active Ingredi-
ents: Bis (Tri-n-butyltin) oxide 03%.
Method of Support: Application proceeds
under 2{¢c) of interim policy. PM22

EPA File Symbol 1416-UE. Churchill Chem-
ical Co., Div. of Dexter Corp., 576 8. Cham-
bers St., Galesburg IL 61401. CCC-130. Ao~
tive Ingredients: n-Alkyl (60% Cl4, 30%
Cle, 6% Ci12, 5% C18) dimethyl benzyl
ammonium chlorides 45%; n-Alkyl (68%
C12, 32% Cl4) dimethyl ethylbenzyl am-
monjum chlorides 4.5%; Tetrasodium
ethylenediamine tetraacetate 2.0%: So-
dium Carbonate 4.0%. Method of Support:
Application proceeds under 2(b) of In-
torim pollcy. 1

EPA File Symbol 36853-R. Eastern Foods,
Inc., PO Drawer L, Atlanta GA 30337, MINT
DISINFECTANT, Active Ingredients: Alkyl
(C14 060%, C16 30%, Cl12 5%, O18 6%)
dimethyl benzyl ammonium chlorides
50%; Alkyl (C12 68%, C14 32%) dimethyl
ethylbenzyl ammonium chlorides 5.0%.
Method of Support: Application proceeds
under 2(b) of Interim policy. PM31

EPA Flle Symbol 3770-GEL. Economy Prod-
ucts Co., Inc, PO Box 427, Shenandoah 1A
51601. 7% % CAPTAN POTATO DUST
PUNGICIDE, Active Ingredients: N-|(tri-
chloromethyl) thio] -4-cyclohexene-1, 2-di-
carboximide 7.5% . Method of Support: Ap-
plication proceeds under 2(c) of interim
policy. PM21 .

EPA File Symbol 0808-G. E-Z Chemical Co.,
075158 Holabird Ave, Baltimore MD 21222,
AQUA-KLEEN PERMANENT ALGAECIDE
LIQUID, Active Ingredients: Copper Sul-
fate Anhydrous 6.5% . Method of Support:
Application proceeds under 2(c) of interim
policy. PM24

EPA File Symbol 270-RRO. Farnam Compa-
nles, Inc,, 2230 E. Magnolia 8t., Omaha NB
68112. LEATHER LIFE, Active Ingredionts:
Tridbutyl Tin Oxide 0.1%. Method of Sup-

port: Application proceeds under 2(¢c) of
interim policy. PM24

NOTICES

EPA Pile Symbol 6903-LG. Germain's Inc,
4820 E. 50th St., Los Angeles CA 00055,
GERMAIN'S HOME & GARDEN INSECT
SPRAY. Active Ingredients: d-trans Alle-
thrin (allyl homolog of Cinerin I) 0256%;
Piperonyl butoxide, technical 0.80%; N=
octyl bleycloheptene dloarboximide 0.40%:;
Petroleum distillate 8.05%. Method of
Support: Application proceeds under 2{c)
of interim policy. PM17

EPA File Symbol 10163-TE. Gowan Co., PO
Box 5096, Yuma AZ 85364, PROKIL TRI-
FLURALIN 4 EC, Active Ingredients: Tri-
fluralin [AAA-Trifluoro-2, 6-Dinitro-N, N-
Dipropyl-p-toluldine) 44.5%. Method of
Support: Application proceeds under 2(c)
of interim policy. PM25

EPA File Symbol 777-LG. Lehn & Fink Prod-
ucts, Div. of Sterling Drug Inec,, 225 Sum-
mit Ave.- Montvale NJ 07645, LYSOL
SPRAY DISINFECTANT. Active Ingredi-
ents: o-Phenylphenol 0.1%; N-Alkyl (Cl18
92%. C16 8%)-N-Ethyl Morpholinium
Ethylsulfates 0035%: Alcohol 70.0%.
Method of Support: Application proceeds
under 2(b) of Interim pollcy. PM32

EPA Pilo Symbol 10465-0, Mineral Research
& Development Corp., PO Box 911, Char-
lotte NC 28201. PRECEDE "O" SEED
TREATMENT. Active Ingredients: Copper,
metallie (from Copper Ammonium Carbo-
nate) 12%; Captan N-{trichloromethyl)
thio - 4 - cyclohexene - 1-2-dicarboximide
409,. Method of Support: Application pro~
coeds under 2(c) of interim policy. PM22

EPA Reg. No. 359-358. Rhodia Inc., Agricul-
tural Div,, 23 Belmont Dr., Sometset NJ
08873. BUTOXONE AMINE. Active Ingredi-
ents: Dimethylamine salt of 4-(2.4-dichlo-
rophenoxy) butyric acld 26.2%. Method of
Support: Application proceeds under 2(c)
of interim policy. PM23

EPA Reg. No. 850-502. Rhodla Ine. BUTOX-
ONE SB. Active Ingredients: Dimethyla-
mine salt of 4-(24-dichlorophenoxy)bu-
tyric acid 23.0% . Mothod of Support: Ap-
plication proceeds under 2(¢) of interim
policy. PM23

EPA Reg. No. 359-877. Rhodia Ine. BUTOX-
ONE, Active Ingredients: Dimethylamine
salt of 4-(2.4-dichlarophenoxy) butyric acid
23.0%. Method of Support: Application
proceeds under 2(c) of interim policy.
PM23

EPA File Symbol 30042-G. Sclentific Boiler
Water Conditioning Co., 1 Maple 8t.,, Lin-
den NJ 07086, ALGACIDE 703. Actlve In-
gredients: Disodium cyanodithiolmido-
carbonate 3.68%;: Potassium N-methyldi-
thlocarbamate 5.07%, Method of Support:
Application proceeds under 2(b) of, In-
terim policy. PM33

EPA Flle Symbol 30042-A. Scientific Boller
Water Conditioning Co. ALGACIDE 705.
Active Ingredients: Poly[oxyethylene(di-
methyliminio) ethylene (dimethyliminto)
ethylene dichloride] 20.0% . Method of Sup-
port;: Application proceeds under 2(b) of
interim policy. PM34

EPA Flle Symbol 30042-U, Sclentific Boller
Water Conditioning Co. ALGACIDE 701,
Active Ingredients: Disodium cyanodithio-
imidocarbonate 490 % ; Potassium N-meth-
yldithiocarbamate 6.76%. Method of Sup-
port: Application proceeds under 2(b) of
interlm policy. PM33

EPA File Symbol 30042-1. Sclentific Boller
Water Conditioning Co. ALGACIDE 707,
Active Ingredients: Poly|oxyethylene-
(dimethyliminio) ethylene (dimethylimi-
nio)ethylene dichloride] 16.0%. Method of
Support: Application proceeds under 2(b)
of interim policy. PM34

29753

EPA File Symbol 148-REET. Thompson-
Hayward Chemical Co, 5200 Speaker Rd.,
Kansas City KS 60108, DIAZINON TECH-
NICAL. Active Ingredients; O,0-Diethy!
O-(2 = isopropyl - 6-methyl-4-pyrimidinyl)
Phosphorothioate 85.0%. Method of Sup-
port: Application proceeds under 2(c) of
interim policy, PM15

EPA Plle Symbol 1760-ETA. National Chem-
search, Div, of USAchem, Inc., 2727 Chem-
search Blvd,, Irvin TX 75002, NATIONAL
CHEMSEARCH BANZO 83, Active Ingredl-
ents: Diethanolamine salt of 24-D Di-
chlorophenoxyacetic Acld 8.00%; Dimeth-
ylamine salt of dicamba (3,6-dichloro-o-
anisic acid) 3.28%: Dimethylamine salt
of Related Aclds 0.53%. Method of Sup-
port: Application proceeds under 2(c) of
interim polioy. PM23

EPA File Symbol 1760-ETL. National Chem-
search, Div, of USAchem, Ing,, 2727 Chem-
search Blvd,, Irving TX 75062. NATIONAL

. CHEMSEARCH BANZO B4. Active Ingredi-
ents: Diethanolamine salt of 2.4-D Dichlo-
rophenoxyacetic Acid 8.0%; Diethanol-
amine salt of dicamba (3.6-dichloro-o-
anisic Acid) 4.0%; Dlethanolamine salt of
Related Acids 0.69%. Method of Support:
Application proceeds under 2(¢) of In-
terim polley. PM23

EPA Flle Symbol 3525-AE, Utllity Chemlical
Co., Enst Peel St, Paterson NJ 07524. GAM-
MADINE CLEANER/SANITIZER. Active
Ingredients: Butoxy Polypropoxy poly-
ethoxy ethanol-fodine complex 1247%:;
Polyethoxy polypropoxy polyethoxy eth-
anol-fodine complex 0379%. Method of
support: Application proceeds under 2(b)
of Interim policy. PM34

EPA Pile Symbol 1838-RN. Geo. L. Willlama
Co,, 5700 Train Ave., Cloveland OH 44103,
WJIW-1075. Active Ingredients: Didecyl
dimethyl ammonium chloride 7.5%.
Method of Support: Application proceeds
under 2(b) of interim pollcy, PM31

[FR Doc.76-18120 Plled 7-14-75:8:45 am|

| FRL 369-3; OPP-33000,/284)

RECEIPT OF APPLICATIONS FOR
PESTICIDE REGISTRATION

Data To Be Considered in Support of
Applications

On November 19, 1073, the Environ-
mental Protection Agenocy (EPA) pub-
lished in the Froeral Recister (38 FR
31862) its interim policy with respect
to the administration of section 3(¢) (1)
(D) of the Federal Insecticide, Fungi-
cide, and Rodenticide Act (FIFRA), as
amended. This policy provides that EPA
will, upon receipt of every application
for registration, publish in the Froeaar
REGISTER & notice containing the infor-
mation shown below. The labellng fur-
nished by the applicant will be avallable
for examination at the Environmental
Protection Agency, Room EB-31, East
Tower, 401 M Street, SW, Washington,
DC 20460,

On or before September 15, 1975, any
person who (s) Is or has been an appll-
cant, (b) belleves that data he developed
and submitted to EPA on or after Oc-
tober 21, 1972, is belng used to support
an application described In this notice,
(¢) desires to assert a claim for compen-
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sation under section 3(¢) (1) (D) for such
use of the data, and (d) wishes to pre-
serve his right to have the Administra-
tor determine the amount of reasonable
compensation to which he is entitled for
such use of the data, must notify the Ad-
ministrator and the applicant named in
the notice in the FmovEran REGISTER of
his claim by certified mail, Notification
to the Administrator should be addressed
to the Information Coordination Sec-
tion, Technical Services Division (WH-
569), Office of Pesticide Programs, 401
M Street, S8W, Washington, DC 20460,
Every such claimant must include; at a
minimum, the information listed in the
interim policy of November 19, 1973,

Applications submitted under 2¢a) or
2(b) of the interim policy will "be
processed to completion in accordance
with existing procedures. Applications
submitted under 2(¢) of the interim
policy cannot be made final until the 60
day period has expired. If no claims are
received within the 60 day period, the
2(¢c) application will be processed ac-
cording to normal procedure, However,
if claims are received on or before Sep-
tember 15, 1975, the applicants against
whom the clalms are asserted will be ad-
vised of the alternatives available under
the Act. No claims will be accepted for
possible EPA adjudication which are re-
celved after September 15, 1875,

Dated: July 8, 1975.

ManTin H. Rocorr,
Acting Director,
Registration Division,

Arrucations Recxiven (OPP-33000/284)

EPA Flle Symbol 275-GN. Abbott Labora-
tories, Chemical Div,, 14th & Sheridan Rd.,
N. Chicago IL 60065. AMICAL-48 DIS-
PERSION ANTIMICROBIAL AGENT. Ac-
tive Ingredients: Dilodo-methyl para-toyl
sulfone 47.0%. Method of Support: Appli-
coation procuedn under 2(b) of Interim

policy. PM22.

EPA Flloe Symbal 12015-RT. Allled Labora-
torles, Inc., 975 Lake Rd., Medina OH
44256, HANDLE D!smrwrm-sm-
TIZER-FUNGICIDE DEODORIZER. Active
Ingredients: Didecyl dimethy! ammonium
chloride 7.5%. Mathod of Support: Ap-
plication proceeds under 2(b) of interim
poltey. PM31,

EPA Reg, No, 284-281, Amchem Products,
Inc., Brookside Ave., Ambler PA 10002,
AMCHEM LV4 BROADLEAF POSTEMER-
GENCE HERBICIDE, Active Ingredients:
24-Dichlorophenoxyncetic ascid, butoxy-
propyl esters 70.9%. Method of Support:
Application proceeds under 2(¢) of in-
terim policy. Republished: Added uses.
PM23.

EPA File Symbol 7754-ER. Animal Repellents,
Inc., 980 Eilicott St, Buffalo NY 14209,
BLACK WIDOW. Active Ingredients: Py-
rethrins 0.05%: Piperony! butoxide, tech-
nical 0.10%: N-octyl bicycloheptene di-
carboximide 0.16%; O-isopropoxyphenyl
methylearbamate 1.00% ;. Petroleum distil-
late 83.64%. Method of Buppon Applica~-
tion proceeds under 2(c) of interim pol-
foy. PMI12,

EPA Reg. No. 1448-58. Buckman Laboratories,
Inc., 1266 N. McLean Bivd., Memphis TN
38108, BUSAN 30-1. Active Ingredients:
2 -« (Thioeyanomethylthio)benzothinzole
0% . Method of Support: Application pro-
ceeds under 2(b) of interim policy. Re-
published: Added uses. PM22.

NOTICES

EPA Reg. No. 230-2404. Chevron Chemical
Co., Ortho Div,, 940 Hensley St., Richmond
CA 04304. MONITOR 4 SPRAY. Active In-
gredients: OS-dimethyl phosphoramido-
thioate 40.0%. Method of Support: Appli-
cation proceeds under 2(b) of interim
policy. Republished: Added use. PMIi5.

EPA File Symbol 230-EUUE. Chevron Chem-
ical Co,, Ortho Div,, 840 Hensloy 8t., Rich-
mond CA 94804, ORTHO TOMATO &
VEGETABLE GARDEN DUST. Active In-
gredients: Captan 7.5%; 0,0-dlethyl O-(2-
ieopropyl - 6 - methyl - 4 - pyrimidinyl)
phosphorothloate 4.0%. Method of Sup-
port: Appillcation proceeds under 2(¢) of
interim polley, PMIS.

EPA Reg. No. 100-487, Clba~Gelgy Corp., PO.
Box 1142, Greensboro NC 27400. AATREX
4L, Active Ingredients: Atrazine (2-chloro-
4 - ethylamino - 6 - lsopropylaming - s-
triazine) 408%. Method of Buppoﬂ: Ap-
pleation proceeds under 2(c) of interim
pollcy. PM25.

EPA Reg No. 100-570. Ciba-Gelgy Corp., PO
Box 1142, Greensboro NC 27409, AQUAZINE
ALGIOIDE, Active Ingredients: Simnsine:
2 -« chloro - 46 - bls(ethylamino) - s-
triazine 80% . Method of Support: Applica-
tion proceeds under 2(c) of interim pol-
foy. Republished: Change In use pattern.
PMM

EPA File Symbol 1900-GTR. Farmland Indus-
tries, Inc;, PO Box 7305, Kansas City MO
64116, CO-OPF LIQUID ATRAZINE. Active
Ingredients: Atrazine: 2-chloro-4-ethyl-
amino-g-ropropyl-amino-s-trinzine 40.8%.
Related compounds 2.27%. Method of Sup-
port: Application proceeds under 2(¢) of
Interim policy. PM385,

EPA Reg. No. 654-73. Federal Chemleal Co.,
Inc., 2530 Winthrop Ave., Indianapolls IN
46205, ARAB FOGERATOR. Active Ingred!-
ents: 2 2-dichloroviny! dimethyl phosphato
(DDVP) 046%;: Related Compounds
0.04%: Pyrethrins 0.50%; Technical Piper-
onyl Butoxide 2.50%; Petroloum Distillates
16.45%. Method of Support: Appileation
proceeds under 2(c) of interim policy.
PM13.

EPA File Symbol 4822-RLN. 8. C. Johnson
& Son, Ine, 1525 Howe St., Racine WI
53403. JOHNSON REPELLENT JACKET.
Active Ingredients: 3-Acetyl-2-(2.6-di-
methyl-5-heptenyl) oxazolidine (Related
Compounds 08%) 23.0%. Method of Sup-
port: Application proceeds undor 2(a) of
intertm policy PM17.

EPA Pilo 3ymbol 777-LL. Lehn & Pink Prod-
ucts, Div, of Sterling Drug Inc., 225 Sum-
mit Ave, Montvale NJ 07645, LYSOL SUR-
FACE SPRAY DISTNFECTANT. Active In-
gredients: o-Phenylpheno! 0.11%; N-Alkyl
(C18 92%, C16 8% ) -N-Ethy! Morpholinum
Etylsulfuates 0.038%; Alcohol 84.68%.
Method of Support: Applieation proceeds
under 2(h) of interim policy. PM32.

EPA File Symbol T77-LU. Lehn & Fink Prod-
ucts, Div. of Sterling Drug Inc., 225 Sum-
mit Ave.,, Montvale NJ 07845, LYSOL DIS-
INFECTANT SPRAY. Active Imgredients:
o-Phenyl-phenaol 0.1%; N-Alkyl (C18 92%
C16 8% )-N-Ethyl Morpholinium Ethyl-
sulfates 0.035%: Alcohol 76.0%. Method of
Support: Application proceeds under 2(b)
of interim policy. PM32.

EPA Plle Symbol 35320-R, New Richmond
Farmers Union CO-OP Ol Co, 839 N
Enowles Ave, New Richmond WT 54017,
NEW' RICHMOND CO-OF 12-24-24 SYS-
TEMIC-D. Active Ingredients: O,0-Diethyl
S-[2-(ethylthio) ethyl] phosphorodithio-
ate 0.5%. Method of Support: Application
proceeds under 2(c) of interfm policy.
PMI6,

EPA Flle Symbol 3008-GO. Osmose Wood
Preserving Co. of America, Inc,, 80 Ellicott
St, Buffalo NY 14200. TIMBERFUME-A,
Active Ingredients: Chloroplerin 99%.,

Method of Support: Application prooceeds

under 3(¢) of interim policy. PM11.,

EPA Pile Symbol 10454-A. Polyphase Chem!-
cal Service, Div. of Metropolitan Petroloum.
Potrochemicals Co., Inc., 25 Caven Polnt
Rd., Jersey City NJ 07305. POLYPHASE
POLYCIDE-O. Active Ingredients: Poly
|oxyethylene (dimethyliminio) - ethylene
(dimethyliminio)ethylene dichloride|
150%. Method of Support: Application
proeeed- under 2(b) of interim policy

IPA Puo Symbol 10454-U. Polyphase Chem-
fonl Service; Div. of Metropoiltan Petro.-
leum, Petrochemicals Co,, Inc. BIOQUAT.
Active Ingredients: Poly|oxyethylene (di-
methyliminio) ethylene(dimethyliminio)
ethylene dichloride] 16.0%. Method of
Support: Application proceeds under 2(b)
of Interim polley, PM34¢,

EPA File Symbol 10454-L. Polyphase Chom-
ical Service, Div. of tan Petro-
Ieum, Petrochemicals Co., Inc. POLYPHASE
BIOCIDE BT, Active Ingredienta: Poly
foxyethylene (dimethyliminio) ethylone(d!-
methyliminto)ethylene dichioride] 150
Method of Support: Applicstion proceeds
under 2(b) of interim policy, PM34.

EPA File Symbol 35137-A. Price Research,
L, 205 Westport Rd., Kansas Oity MO
84111, cm.onmt?os LIQUID RESID-
UAL SPRAY WITH SYNERGIZED PYRE-
THRINS FOR HOUSEHOLD USE. Active In-
gredients: Pyrethrins 0100% Piperonyl
butoxide, technical 0.200% N-occyl blcy-
cloheptene dicarboximide 0300%. Chlor-
pyrifes [0,0-diethy! O-(3.,58-trichloro-2-
pyridyl) phosphorothioate] 0.500%: Aro-
matic petroleum distillate 0.200%; Petro-
Jeum distillate §8610%. Method of Suap-
port: Application proceeds under 2(¢) of
interim policy. PM12.

EPA File Symbol 35137-1. Price Research, Ltd
SYNERGIZED PYRETHRIN SPRAY FOR
MILLS, FOOD PLANTS AND THE HOME
Active Ingredients: Pyrethring 0.1009:
Piperonyl butoxide, ﬁg!mla! 0.200%: N-
octyl bieycloheptene d imide 0.333% ;
Petroleum distillate 00.367%. Method of
Support: Application proceeds under 2(c)
of Interim policy. PM17.

EPA Pile Symbol 36137-L, Price Research, Ltd.
PYRETHRIN ULV MOSQUITO ADULT-
ICIDE. Active TIngredients: Pyrethrins
5%: Piperonyl butox!de, technlcal 25%:
Petroleum distillate 209%; Mineral oll 50%.
Method of Support: Apolication proceeds
under 2(c) af Intertm policy. PM17,

EPA Flle Svmbol 35137-T. Price Research.
Ltd, SYNERGIZED PYRETHRIN INDUS-
TRIAL SPRAY. Active Ingredients: Pyre-
thring 0.50'%; Piperony! butoxide, technical
1.00%: N-octyl bicyclohentene dicarbox-
imide 1.67%: Petroleum distillate 98889
Method of Support: Apnlication proceeds
under 2(c) of interim policy. PM17,

EPA Pile Symbol 20780-A. Ray-Chem MIy.,
Co., 187 Milton Ave,, SE, Atlanta GA 30315.
(RC-3). Active Ingredients: n-Alkyl (602
Cl4, 30% C186, 5% €12, 6% C18) dimethy!
benry! ammonium chiorides 1.8%; n-Alky!
(687 C12; 32% C14) dimethy] ethylbenzyl
ammonium chiorides 16%; Sodlum Car-
bonate 3.0%; Tetrasodium ethylenodiamine
tetrancetate 1.0%, Method of S : Ap-
plication proceeds under 2(h) of Interim

polley. PM3l,

EPA File Symbal 20780-I. Ray-Chem: Mg,
Co. (RC-8). Aective Ingredients: n-Alky!
(0% C14, 30% C16, §% 012, 5% C18)
dimettiyl benzy! smmonfum' chlorides

n-Alkyl (68% C12, 32% C14) di-
methyl ethylbenzyl ammonium chlorides
16%; Sodium Carbonate 3.0%. Method of
Support: Application proceeds under 2(b)
of Interim policy. PM31.
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EPA Pile Symbol 20780-L. Ray-Chem Mfg.,
Co, (RC-2). Active Ingredients: n-Alkyl
(60% C14, 30% C16, 6% C12, 5% C18)
dlmathyl benzyl ammonium chlorides
225%; n-Alkyl (68% C12, 329 Ol4) di-
methyl ethylbenzyl ammonfum chlorides
225%; Sodlum Carbonnte 3.00%; Tetra-
sodium  ethylenediamine  tetraacetate
1.00%. Method of Support: Application
proceeds under 2(b) of Interim palicy.
PM31,

EPA File Symbol 20780-T. Ray-Chem MIg,,
Co. (RC-4), Active Ingredients: n-Alkyl
(60% C14, 30% C16, 6% CI12, 6% Ci18)
dimethyl Dbenzyl ammonium chlorides
225%;: n-Alkyl (68% C12, 32% Cl14) di-
methyl ethylbenzyl ammonium chlorides
225%;: Sodium Carbonate 3.00%. Method
of Support: Application proceeds under
2(b) of Interim policy, PM31.

EPA Fllo Symbol 20780-U. Ray-Chem Mfg.,
Co. (RC-1). Active Ingredients: n-Alkyl
(60% C14, 30% C16, 5% C12, 5% C18) di-
motbyl benzyl ammonium chlorides 5.0%:
n-Alkyl (68% €12, 327% Cl4) dimethyl
ethylbenzyl ammonium chlorides 50%:
Phosphoric Actd 30.0%. Method of Sup-
port: Application proceeds under 2(b) of
intorim poitey. PM31,

EPA Flle Symbol 538-RUN., O. M. Scotts &
Sons Co., Marysville OH 43040, SUMMER
INSECT AND DISEASE CONTROL PLUS
LAWN PERTILIZER. Active Ingredients:
Thiophanate-methyl 550%;: Chlorpyrifos
0.76%. Method of Support: Application
procecds under 2(¢) of Interim policy.
PMI12.

EPA File Symbol 11511-ER. Shalco Chemical
Corp., PO Box 2508, 2421 Lexington Ave,
Toledo OH 43000, BHALCO RAT BAIT.
Active Ingredients: 3-(a-acetonylbenzyl)~
4-hydroxy~coumarin (warfarin) 0025%;
N1-2 - quinoxalinylsulfanilamide (sulfa-
quinoxaline) 0.025% . Method of Support:
Application proceeds under 2(c) of iInterim
policy. PM11.

EPA File Symbol 11511-GE. Shalco Chemlcal
Corp., PO Box 2508, 2421 Leéxington Ave,
Toledo OH 43606. SHALCO LIQUID MOS~
QUITO LARVACIDE. Active Ingrodients:
Petroleum Distillates 980%., Method of
Support: Application proceeds under 2(c)
of Interim polioy. PM11.

EPA File Symbol 10308-0, 8umnomo Chem-
feal Co., Ltd, c/0 Mr. Eugene J. Gerberg,
1330 Dillon Helghta Ave., Baltimore MD
21228. INSECTICIDE, AEROSOL DUST D~
PHENOTHRIN 30%. Active Ingredients: 3-
phenoxybengzyl d-els, trans chrysanthe-
mate 30.00%. Meothod of Support: Applica-
tion proceeas under 2(b) of interim poliey.
PMI17.

EPA Pile Symbal 2175-L. Three-M-Supply,
1215 E. Columbia, Seattle WA §8122. MERI-
CIDE DISINFECTANT-SANITIZER FPUN-
GICIDE-DEODORIZER. Active Ingredi-
ents: Alkyl (C14 60%, C16 30%, C12 5%,
Ci8 5%) Dimethyl Benzyl Ammonium
Chlorides 5,0%; Alkyl (C12 68%, C14 32%)
Dimethyl Ethylbenzyl Ammonium Chlo-
rides 5,0% . Method of Support: Application
proceeds under 2(b) of interim policy.
PM31.

EPA File Symbol 7116-A, Unichem Inc, PO
Box 1565, Greenville NO 27834. VULCAN,
Aoctlve Ingredients: Didecyl dimethyl am-
monium chloride 50% . Method of Support:
Application proceeds under 2(b) of inter-
im policy. PM31.

EPA Pile Symbol 876-ELN. Velsicol Chemionl
Corp., 341 E, Ohlo St., Chieago IL 60611,
DIPHACIN 110 S CONCENTRATE RODEN-
TICIDE. Active Ingredients: Diphacinone
0.17%. Method of Support: Application pro-
ceeds under 2(c) of interim policy. PMI1,
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EPA File Symbol 35961-E, Viking Chemlcals,
8 Brush 8t, Pontlac MI 48033. CMB-30.
Active Ingredients: Poly oxyethylene(di-
mothyliminio) ethyleno (dimethyliminio)
ethylene dichloride 15.0%, Method of Sup-
port: Application proceeds under 2(b) of
interim policy. PM34.

EPA File Symbol 35081-R. Viking Chemicals,
8 Brush St., Pontiac MI 480563. CMB-40. Ac-
tive Ingredients: Disodium cyanodithio-
imidocarbonate 4.90% ; Potassium N-meth-
yidithiocarbamate 6.767% . Method of Sup-
port: Application proceeds under 2(b) of
interim policy, PM33.

EPA File Symbol 2035-UNI. Wilbur-Ellls Co,,
PO Box 1286, Fresno CA 93715, DIAZINON
14G. Active Ingredients: O,0-diethyl O-
(2-isopropy! - 6 = methyl-d-pyrimidinyl)
phosphorothioate 14.3%. Meothod of Sup-
port: Application proceeds under 2(c) of
interim policy. PM15,

EPA File Symbol 6837-LL. Wilmar Inc., PO
Box 7084, Charlotte NC 28217, CONTROL
NON SELECTIVE WEED KILLER. Active
Ingredients: Diquat dibromide (6,7-Dihy-
dropyride) (1.2-a:2:1'-C) pyrazinediium
dibromide 185%. Method of Support: Ap-
plication proceeds under 2(c) of interim
policy. PM24.

{FR Doc.756-18202 Plled 7-14-76;8:45 am|

[Opp-06014; FRL 307-3]
PESTICIDES

Intent To Cancel Registrations of Pesticides
Containing Heptachlor or Chlordane

Correction

In FR Doec. 756-17940, appearing on
page 28860, In the issue for Wednesday,
July 9, 1975 in the third paragraph the
first sentence should read “Cancellation
of these registrations shall be effective
at the end of 30 days from the receipt of
notice by the registrant or publication of
this notice in the Federal Regis-
ter' » » .".

[FRL 399-4)
SANDOZ-WANDER, INC.
Renewal of Temporary Tolerance

Sandoz-Wander, Inc,, P.O. Box 1489,
Homestead, FL 33030, was granted a
temporary tolerance for combined neg-
ligible residues of the herbicide 4-chloro-
5-(methylamino) - 2 - («a,«-triflioro-m-
tolyl) -3(2H) - pyridazinone and its me-
tabolite 4-chloro-5-(amino) -2-«,a a-tri-
fluoro-m-tolyl) -3(2H) -pyridazinone in
or on the raw agricultural commodity
cottonseed at 0.1 part per million on
May 8, 1973, in connection with Pesticlde
Petition No. 3G1310 (notice was pub-
lished In the FeperaL REGISTER of May 22,
1973 (38 FR 13500) ). The firm requested
and received a l-year renewal of this
tolerance on March 12, 1974 (notice was
published in the Froeril Recister of
March 15, 1974 (39 FR 10014) . This tem-
porary tolerance expired on March 12,
1975,

The firm has requested a 60-day
renewal of the temporary tolerance to
obtain additional experimental data. It
is oconcluded that this renewal of the

temporary tolerance for combined negli-
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gible residues of the herbicide and its
desmethyl metabolite in or on cotton-
seed at 0.1 part per million will protect
the public health. A condition under
which this temporary tolerance {3
renewed is that the herbicide be used in
accordance with the temporary permit
which is being issued concurrently and
which provides for distribution under the
Sandoz-Wander, Inc. name,

This temporary tolerance expires
August 31, 1975. Residues remaining in
or on the above raw agricultural com-
modity after expiration of this tolerance
will not be considered actionable if the
pesticide is legally applied during the
term, and in accordance with provisions
of the temporary permit/tolerance.

This action is taken pursuant to pro-
visions of the Federal Food, Drug, and
Cosmetic Act (sec. 408()), 68 Stat. 516,
21 U.S.C. 346a(j)), the authority trans-
ferred to the Administrator of the Envi-
ronmental Protection Agency (35 FR
15623), and the authority delegated by
the Administrator to the Deputy Assist-
ant Administrator for Pesticide Pro-
grams (39 FR 18805).

Dated: June 30, 1975.

Epwin L. JORNSON,
Deputy Assistant Administrator
jor Pesticide Programs.

[FR Doc. 75-18203 Filed 7-14-75;8:45 am |

|FRL 401-4]

SODIUM CYANIDE

Notice of Hearing on Afpllcat&on To Regis-
ter Sodium Cyanide for Use in the M-44
Device To Control Predators

On July 7, 19875, the Environmental
Protection Agency (EPA) received an
application to register sodium cyanide
M-44 capsules. Application was madeé
pursuant to section 3 of the Federal In-
secticlde, Fungicide, and Rodenticide
Act, as amended (FIFRA), by the US.
Department of the Interior, Pish and
Wildlife Service, Washington, D.C. The,
applicant states that this product is for
use as a predacide to reduce the numbers
of coyotes, red foxes, gray foxes and feral
dogs causing livestock depredations,
damage to wildlife, or serving as disease
vectors on rangelands, pasture, and for-
est lands in the western United States.

On March 9, 1972, registrations of so-
dium cyanide, strychnine and 1080 (so-
dium fluoroacetate) for predator control
uses were cancelled and suspended by
EPA Administrative Order (37 FR 5718),
The Order was not contested, and, con-
sequently, no fact finding hearings were
held. This Order immediately followed
Executive Order 11643 of February 8,
1972, banning the use of chemical toxi-
cants on Federal lands.

Pursuant to the provisions of Subpart
D, Part 164, 40 CFR, promulgated on
March 18, 1975, this application to regis-
ter sodium cyanide as a predacide con-
stitutes a petition for reconsideration of
the 1972 EPA Order (40 FR 12261). Sub-
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part D requires that the Administrator
determine, on the basis of the applica-
tion and supporting data, whether there
is substantial new evidence which may
materially affect the prior Order and
whether such evidence could not have
been presented during the original pro-
ceedings. If 1t is determined that there is
no such evidence, the application wiil be
denied. If it is determined that there may
be such evidence, and, hence, reconsider-
ation of the prior Order is warranted,
then a formal hearing will be convened
to determine whether such evidence does
in fact exist and whether such evidence
requires reversal or modification of the
prior Order. The final determination is
made by the Administrator on the basis
of the record at the hearing and the rec-
ommendations of the administrative law
judge presiding over the hearing, taking
into account the human and environmen-
tal risks found by the Administrator in
the prior Order and the cumulative im-
pact of past, present and anticipated use
in the future.

If the final determination of the Ad-
ministrator results in a modification of
the prior Order to permit the use re-
quested by the applicant, then the appli-
cation will be processed in accordance
with the applicable regulations govern-
ing the registration of pesticides, subject,
however, to the terms of the modified
Order. If the prior Order is not modified,
then the application will be denied.

In accordance with Subpart D, a de-
termination has been made that there
exists substantial new evidence which
may materially affect the prior Order
with respect to use of sodium cyanide In
the M-44 device and accordingly recon-
sideration of the 1972 EPA Order is war-
ranted. Notice is hereby given that for-
mal public hearings will be held in ac-
cordance with Subpart D and 5 US.C.
section 554 beginning August 12 and end-
ing August 15, 1975, unless extended by
the Administrator for a maximum of
three days upon request by the presid-
ing administrative law judge. The hear-
ings will be held at EPA headquarters,
401 M Street, S.W., Washington, D.C. A
discussion of the background and basis
for the determination that reconsidera-
tion of the prior Order is warranted,
along with pertinent information con-
cerning the hearings, issues to be adjudi-
cated at the hearings and other matters,
are set forth below.

BACKGROUND

Y'he Order. The 1972 EPA Order can-
celling and suspending the registrations
of sodium cyanide, strychnine and 1080
for predator control was not contested
by any of the registrants or appealed by
other persons who may have been ad-
versely affected by the Order, and conse-
quently, no fact finding hearings were
held. In reaching the conclusion to ban

« special conmmittee chaired by Dr, Stan-
ley Cain, which had been commissioned
to study the use of chemical toxicants for
predator control by the U.S. Department
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of the Interior and the President’s Coun-
cil on Environmental Quality.

A major consideration in the EPA de-
cision to suspend the registrations of the
three poisons was the indiscriminate
manner in which these polsons were
used. Administrator Ruckelshaus noted
in the 1972 Order that “[alll of these
polsons have a similar pattern of use as
unattended baits and are spread over
vast areas of open prairie." “Indiscrimi-
nate baiting over wide unpoliced areas
poses two obvious and recognized threats
to non-target animals that share the
ranges as a natural Habitat. The unsu-
pervised bait is itself a potential killer
of non-target range species.” “While the
mere toxicity of polsons does not, under
FIFRA, render thém a hazard, their de-
gree of toxlcity and pattern of use may
well do s0. The unattended and unsuper-
vised use of polsons over large areas of
land, by definition, peses a hazard to
non-target species. The fact that label
instructions contain directions for plac-
ing the baits at times and In areéas least
likely to be populated by non-target spe-
cies and for policing them, affords slight,
if any, comfort, This Agency has on prior
occasions taken into account a ‘com-
monly recognized practice' of use * * *,
and has noted that the likelihood of
directions being followed may affect
their adequacy * * *.”

With specific reference to sodium cy-
anide, the Administrator observed that
the pattern of use was similar to strych-
nine and 1080: It was used in a baited
explosive device containing a ecyanide
charge which was triggered when an ani-
mal pulled at the bait. This device was
left unatiended along trails or on range
lands and posed a distinct hazard to
humans,

Finally, with reference to all three
poisons, the Administrator observed that
the benefits derived from use of these
poisons-were jll-defined and speculative
when measured against obvious threats
to wildlife. There was an absence of any
reliable data showing that the polsons
were effective in reducing livestock losses
caused by predators. He also noted that
there were effective non-chemical alter-
native methods of predator control, such
as, shooting, denning and trapping.

The 1972 Order contained the follow=
ing specific findings of fact with respect
to sodium cyanide.

1. Two products in the form of shells con-
taining sodium cyanide are cwrently regis-
tered for exploaive devices designed to kill
coyotes that may prey on sheep. The device
Is simply a cyanide charge placed in s balted
cylinder and driven into the ground. When
the animal pulls at the bait the charge ex-
plodes into its mouth. Only one of the shell
products is registored for use by the genoral
public. The Division of Wildlife Services of
the Department of the Interior has proba-
bly been the largest user of such devices.

2. Sodium cyanide 5 a water-soluble
white-solld which reacts with acids to form
hydrogen cyanide gas. This chemieal s
among the most toxic and rapidly acting of
all known poisons.

3. Persons overcome by gas either die very
rapidly fromy resplratory failure or recover
completely within a relatively short time,

4. Ingestion or Inhalationr of a very low
dose (s lttle as 300 micrograms per lter or
alr) may rapidly result in death.

5. There s no true effective antidote,

6. Recent data show four incldents involy-

cyanide compounds in fiscal year 1970 in
three of whichs human belngs were Injured
by the discharge of cyanide guns placed 1in
fleolds. Only quick thinking on the part of ai)
three victims In seeking immediate medics!
ald prevented any loss of life.

7. There is evidenco that dogs have been
subjected to: polsoning by cyanide (used as
outlined above) which is highly toxic to nl
wildlife and domesti® animais,

Ezxperimental Use Permits. On Janu-
ary 31, 1974, EPA promulgated a regula-
tion which provided a mechanism for
issuance of experimental permits for use
of sodium cyanide in a spring-loaded
ejector unit (the “M-44") to develop and
accumulate information necessary to
support registration (40 CFR 162.19; 39
FR 3939). In issuing this regulation it
was noted that the human hazard asso-
clated with the spring-loaded unit ap-
peared to be significantly less than that
of the explosive type which was in com-
mon use at the time of the 1972 Order.
Also, the spring-loaded unit when prop-
erly placed by trained personnel ap-
peared to be more selective for coyotes
than other chemical predator control
methods used prior to the 1972 Order.
However, it was also noted that relfable
data were still lacking with respect to
the following: (1) The amount of coyote
control which can be achieved by the
M-44 without causing unreasonable ad-
verse effects on the environment; (i)
the correlation between the number of
sheep lost without the use of the spring-
loaded unit compared to the number of
sheep lost using the spring-loaded unit;
and (iii) data comparing the effective-
ness and cost of the M-44 with non-
chemical coyote control alternatives, in-
cluding denning, shooting, trapping, and

could only be developed under controlled
field use conditlons. Accordingly, the
regulation was promulgated to permit
the collection of these data, and experi-
:nental use permits were issued as fol-
OWS:

Permit holders Date of issuance

Texan Department of Feb. 8, 1074
Agriculture,

Montana Department of Apr. 4, 1074

_ Livestock,

California  Department
of Food and Agricul- Apr. 11, 1074
ture,

Department of the Inte- May 28, 1074
rior,

South Dakota Depart- Julyl, 1074
ment of Game, Fish
and Parks.

Idaho State Department Apr. 10, 1974
of Agriculture,

Nebraska State Dopart- Oct. 1, 1974
ment of Agriculture,

Eansss State Univer- Febd. 1, 1675
sity.

Texnn A. & M. Univer- ¥Feb, 24, 1975
sity,

The holders of these experimental

permits have supplied data to EPA pe-
riodically, and additional data gathered
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thus be submitted at a meeting
with Agency on July 15 and 16, These
data will be avallable for public inspec-
tion at the same locations as the appli-
cation,

SUMMARY OF APPLICATION
The applicant seeks the registration of

rangelands, pasture, and forest lands in
the western United States.

The application specifies that, if M-44
cyanide capsules are registered, they will
be used only In areas and programs ap-
proved by U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
Reglonal Directors. It further specifies
that M-44 cyanide capsules will not be
used In national parks or monument
areas, areas where threatened or endan-
gered species might be adversely affected,
or areas where excessive exposure of the
public and family pets is probable,

Since Executive Order 11643 (Febru-
ary 8, 1972) bans the use of chemical
toxicants on Federal lands for predator
control except in emergencies, use of
sodium cyanide by the applicant or other
Federal agencles would be limited to the
conditions specified In the Executive Or-
der unless it is subsequently modified. If
the 1872 EPA Order is modified as a re-
sult of the hearings ealled by this notice,
the Administrator will recommend to the
President that the Executive Order be
modified accordingly.

The applicant does not have jurisdic-
tion over most lands on which the M-44
would be used If it is registered. The ap-
plication states that predator programs
on public lands would be controlled by
cooperative agreement with appropriate
Jurisdictional agencles and on private
lands by agreement with the landowner
or lessee.

The application also specifies that
“full documentation of livestock depre-
dations, Including evidence that such
losses were caused by wild canids, or lab-
oratory-confirmed verification that wild
canids are, in fact, vectors of a com-
munieable disease such as rables” will be
& prerequisite to each individual use of
the M-44 cyanide capsules.

The application indicates that use of
M-44's will follow two patterns: 1. Linear
spacing along livestock or game trails and
seldom used ranch or range roads, and 2,
At draw stations, where several M-44's
will be set in the vicinity of dead live-
stock, which will serve as an attractant.
The maximum numbers of M-44's placed
In the field will not exceed 10 in small
pastures of 100 acres or less; or 10 per
draw station, not to exceed 3 stations
per square mile; or 30 stations per square
mile of open range. M-44's will not be
placed in proximity to food crops.

In its application, the applicant has
made the fdllowing representations and
submitted data Intended to support each
one:

1. Regarding the predator problem:

A Depredating coyotes can be a t
economie factor affecting the sheep industry.
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b. Sheep losses in the sbsence of coyote
gw far exceed losses where control Is in

cct,

©. Coyote predation on other classes of
livestock can be serfous in locallzed situa~
tons.

d. Predation by coyotes, red foxes, and
gray foxes can be detrimental to other wild-
Iifo specles.

e. The impact of feral dogs on lvestock
can bo significant,

1. Red and gray foxes are a primary vector
of sylvatic rabies.

5 hagzards to humans and do~
mestio animals:

8, Sodium cyanide is extremely toxic to a
number of animals, Including man. Low doses
of sodium cyanide are acutely and rapidly
toxie,

b. Prolonged exposuré to hazardous con-
centrations of cyanide may result in chronle
toxiclity in man.

¢. Cyanide is not s cumulative toxicant
and probably would not be secondarily toxio.

d. Antidotal therapy for cyanide polsoning
1s avallable,

3. Regarding hazards to flsh and wildlifo:

a. Coyotes and red and gray foxes are nu-
merous in the western United States and
have a marked capacity, through reproduc-
tion, to resist or recover from widespread
population reduction efforts.

b. The total number of coyotes and foxes
taken by M-44's has been insignificant when
compared with estimates of their popula-
Iation densities In the western States.

¢, Operational use of M-44's, as proposed
in the registration application, will have no
serious or permanent effects on the numbers
of coyotes and foxes, except on a localized
basls,

d. M-44"s nre highily selective for the target
species and present s minimal haszard to
non-target wildlife, except certain rare sand
endangered species.

e. Use of M-44's within the range of the
San Joaquin kit fox, red wolf, northern
Rocky Mountaln wolf, and eastern timber
wolf constitutes a definite hazard and they
therefare will not be used within the range
of theso spocles,

4. Regarding other environmental hazards:

A Sodium cyanide would not be n hazard
to water, soll, vegetation, or alr,

b, A decrease in tempernture may increase
the toxicity of sodium cyanide,

For more detailed information, inter-
ested persons are referred to the appli-
cation itself located at the Federal
Register Section, Office of Pesticide
Programs, Room E-401, Environmental
Protection Agency, 401 M Street, 8W,
Washington, D.C, Copies will be available
for inspection at EPA Regional Offices
in Dallas, Kansas City, Denver, San
Francisco and Seattle.

SUBSTANTIAL New EVIDENCE

In accordance with the Subpart D pro-
cedures, the application and supporting
data have been reviewed, and it has been
determined that (i) the applicant has
presented substantial new evidence with
respect o sodium cyanide which may
materially affect the 1972 Order to the
extent that It cancelled and suspended
the registrations of sodium cyanide for
use Iin predator eontrol, (i) such evi-
dence was not available to the Admin-
istrator at the time of the determination
to cancel and suspend the registrations
of sodium cyanide, and (1) such evi-
dence could not, through the exercise of
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due diligence, have been discovered by
the parties to the cancellation proceeding
prior to the issuance of the 1972 Order.
No substantial new evidence with respect
to strychnine and 1080 has been sub-
mitted to the Agency.

This determination is based on the
application and supporting data sub-
mitted by the applicant which show
that:

1. Four of the seven specific findings
concerning sodium cyanide in the 1972
Order were directly related to the issue
of human safety. Based on the data
gathered in asccordance with the appli-
cant's experimental use permit, sodium
cyanide when used in the M-44 has
been shown to be significantly less haz-
ardous to man than sodium cyanide when
used in the explosive device for which it
was registered at the time of the 1972
Order and which was known to cause
injuries to humans.

2. Based on data derived from studies
conducted subsequent to the 1972 Order
and submitted by the applicant, use of
sodium cyanide in the M-44 device Is
more selective than use of the chemical
in the explosive device and more selec-
tive than some other chemical and non-
chemical predator control methods,

3. In view of the data submitted by the
applicant with respect to significantly
reduced hazards to humans and the
greater selectivity of sodium cyanide
when used in the M-44, it is likely that
proposed restrictions on use, in addition
to other restrictions that might be de-
veloped, could be adopted and followed
as a matter of practice by trained per-
sonnel subject to the supervision or con-
trol of the applicant.

Tre HeArINGS

Formal public hearings will be held
in Washington, D.C. at EPA headquar-
ters, 401 M Street, SW, beginning August
12 and ending August 15, 1975, unless
extended by the Administrator for a
maximum of three days upon request by
the presiding Administrative law judge.
The presiding administrative law judge
shall be designated by the Chief Admin-
Istrative Law Judge.

In the interest of providing for full
public participation in the hearings, any
person who wishes to intervene as a party
in the hearing may do so by filing 8 mo-
tion for leave to intervene setting forth
the identity of such person, the grounds
for the proposed Intervention and the
position and interest of the such person
in the hearing. Any person wishing to
file briefs without being made a party
may do s0 by leave of the presiding of-
ficer upon motion identifying the interest
of such person and stating the reasons
why the proposed brief is desirable. All
such motions to intervene or file briefs
must be filed with the hearing clerk not
later than August 6, 1975.

EPA recognizes that one or more
States or individuals may wish to seek
registration of sodium cyanide for use
in the M-44 device for predator control,
Any such applications should be filed
with the Registration Division, Office of
Pesticide Programs, Room E-315, located
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at the Headquarters address mentioned
above, not later than July 31, 1875, in
order that they can be reviewed in ac-
cordance with the provisions of Subpart
D in time for the hearings. If, in ac-
cordance with the provisions of Subpart
1), 40 CFR 164.131, the Administrator de-
termines that an application submitted
by that date presents substantial new
evidence, then such application will be
considered at the hearing in accordance
with the procedures described herein,
subject, however, to any revisions or-
dered by the Administrator prior to the
commencement of the hearing as may
be necessary to conform the issues that
will be adjudicated at the hearing to the
facts presented by any such applications,
Any such application may, with the con-
sent of the U.S. Department of the In-
terior, Fish and Wildlife Services, and
sccompanied by an offer to pay reason-
able compensation pursuant to section
3(c) (1) (D) of FIFRA, incorporate by
reference portions of the US.D.I. ap-
plication. Applications received after
July 31, 1975, will be reviewed pursuant to
Subpart D but will not be considered in
time for the scheduled hearings.

Within four (4) days after the last
evidence is taken in the hearing, each
party may file with the hearing clerk
proposed orders, findings of fact, and
conclusions of law based solely on the
record, and a brief in support thereof.
Within ten (10) days after the hearings
the presiding officer shall evaluate the
record before him and prepare and file
his initial decision with the hearing
clerk. Within fourteen (14) days after
the hearings, each party may file a reply
brief. And within twenty-one (21) days
after the hearings, the Administrator
will render his decision. Weekends and
holidays are excluded for purposes of
calculating the time periods set forth
above.

Subpart D rules require that the hear-
ing determine whether: (1) substantial
new evidence does exist on the basis of
the application, the data submitted by
the applicant in support of the applica-
tion and the evidence properly admitted
at the hearing, and (2) such evidence, if
it Is found to exist, requires modification
of the 1972 Order solely with respect to
sodium cyanide. Accordingly, in the
hearing called by this notice the issues
to be adjudicated are whether the fol-
lowing constitute substantial new
evidence:

1. Four of the seven specific findings
concerning sodium cyanide in the 1972
Order were directly related to the issue
of human safety. Based on the data
gathered in accordance with the appli-
cant’s experimental use permit, sodium
cyanide when used in the M-44 has been
shown to be significantly less hazardous
to man than sodium oyanide when used
in the explosive device for which it was
registered at the time of the 1972 Order
and which was known to cause Injuries
to humans.

2. Based on data derived from studies
conducted subsequent to the 1972 Order
and submitted by the applicant, use of
sodium cyanide in the M-44 device is
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more selective than use of the chemical

in the explosive device and more selective

than some other chemical and non-
chemical predator control methods.

3. In view of the data submitted by the
applicant with respect to significantly
reduced hazards to humans and the
greater selectivity of sodium cyanide
when used in the M-44, it is likely that
proposed restrictions on use, in addition
to other restrictions that might be de-
veloped, could be adopted and followed
as a matter of practice by trained per-
sonnel subject to the supervision or con-
trol of the applicant,

Finally, if such facts are determined
to exist and to constitute substantial new
evidence the hearing must also deter-
mine whether such facts require modifi-
cation of the 1972 Order to permit the
registration of sodium cyanide for use in
the M-44 to control predators in accord-
ance with FIFRA.

The determination of these issues shall
be made taking into account the human
and environmental risks found by the
Administrator {n the 1972 Order and the
cumulative effect of all past and present
uses, including the requested use, and
uses which may reasonably be antici-
pated as a result of a modification of the
1972 Order.

Documents to be filed with the hearing
clerk should be sent to:

Hearing Clerk, Attention: Sonia G. Ander-
son, Room E-1019, Environmental Protec-
tion Agency, 401 M Streect, SW, Washington,
D,C. 20460.

Dated: July 11, 1975,

RuUsSELL TRAIN,
Administrator.

|FR Doc.75-18445 Flled 7-14-75.8:456 am])

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS
COMMISSION
EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE OF THE RADIO

TECHNICAL COMMISSION FOR AERO-
NAUTICS

Meeting

As a matter of public notice, members
of the Executive Committee of the Radio
Technical Commission for Aeronautics
will meet on administrative matters on
Friday, August 8, 1975, in the Senate
Room, Mayflower Hotel, 1127 Connecti-
cut Avenue, NW. Washington, D.C,
commencing at 9:30 am.

The Agenda for the meeting is:

1. Approval of the Minutes of the May 30,
1975, meeting.

2. Special Committee Activitics Report for
June-July, 1976:

». Future work of SC-120.

b. Status of Special Committes 128,

¢. Chairmanship of Special Committee 129,

3. Chairman’s Report on RTCA adminis-
tration and activities,

4. Proposed Terms of Reference to Special
Committee 116G,

5. Proposed International Alr Traffic Con-
trol Symposium,

6. RTCA Internship,

7. Independent Landing Monitors,

8. Puture use of one Document In lieu of
sepamate MPS's and MOC's.

9. Other Business.

10. Date and place of next meeting:

The meetings of the RTCA Executive
Committee are open to the public, sub-
ject to limitations of space available, and
any member of the public may present
oral statements at the meeting, subject
to time available, or may submit written
statements to the RTCA Secretariat,
Persons planning to attend or who desire
additional information concerning this
meeting are requested to contact the
RTCA Secretarint, Suite 655, 1717 H
Street, NW., Washington, D.C. 20008,
or telephone Area Code (202) 296-0484.

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS
COMMISSION,
ViINCENT J. MULLINS,
Secretary.

[FR D0¢.75-18243 Flled 7-14-75;8:45 am)

[seaL]

RADIO TECHNICAL COMMISSION FOR
AERONAUTICS SPECIAL COMMITTEE
126, AIRBORNE OMEGA RECEIVERS

Meeting

Pursuant to Pub. L. 92-463, notice is
hereby given of a meeting of the Radio
Technical Commission for Aeronautics
Special Committee 126, Airborne
OMEGA Recelvers. It is to be held on
July 31, 1975, in Conference Room 6A
and 6B, FAA Headquarters Bullding, 800
Independence Avenue, SW. Washington,
D.C., commeneing at 9:30 am.

AGENDA

1. Chairman’s Opening
Lublin,

2. Introduction of members and guests.,

3. Approval of Minutes of Third Meeting of
8C-126 held on April 17, 1075.

4. Special Announcements,

5. Report of Subcommittees: 5.1 Low Per-
formance; 52 High Performance.

6. New Business.

7. Date and place of next meeting.

Meetings of Special Committee 126 are
open to the public, subject to limitations
of space available, and any member of
the public may present oral statements
at the meeting, subject to time available,
or may submit written statements to the
RTCA Secretariat. Persons planning to
attend or who desire additional informa-
tion concerning this meeting are re-
quested to contact the RTCA Secretariat,
Sulte 655, 1717 H Street, NW., Washing-
ton, D.C. 20006, or telephone Area Code
(202) 296-0484.

FroErAL COMMUNICATIONS
COMMISSION,
VINCENT J. MULLINS,
Secretary.

(FR Do¢.75-18242 Plled 7-14-75:8:45 am|

Comments—I.

[seAL)

RADIO TECHNICAL COMMISSION FOR
AERONAUTICS SPECIAL COMMITTEE
127, EMERGENCY LOCATOR TRANS-
MITTERS

Meeting
Pursuant to Pub, L. 92-463, notice Is
hereby given of a meeting of the Radio
Technical Commission for Aeronautics
Special Committee 127, Emergency Loca-
tor Transmitters. It is to be held on Au-
gust 6, 1975, in Conference Room 6332,
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Nassif Bullding, 400 Seventh Street, SW.,
Washington, D.C., commencing at 9 a.m.
AcENDA
1. Opening comments by thes Chalrman,

2. Administrative announcements,

3. Review and approval of Minutes of April
23, 1975, meeting.

4. Comments of Task Group.

5. Stoawman Draft Work.

6. Now Business.

7. Task Assignmonts.

8. Date and place of next meeting.

Meetings of Special Committee 127 are
open to the public, subject to limitations
of space available, and any member of
the public may presént oral statements
at the meeting, subject to time available,
or may submit written statements to the
RTCA Secretariat. Persons planning to
attend or who desire additional informa-
tion' concerning this meeting are re-
quested to contact the RTCA Secretariat,
Suite 655, 1717 H Street, NW., Washing-
ton, D.C. 20006, or telephone Area Code
(202) 296-0484.

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS

COMMISSION,

VINCERT J. MULLINS,
Secretary.

[FR Do0.76-18244 Filed 7-14-76;8:46 am )

[sEAL)

RADIO TECHNICAL COMMISSION FOR

AERONAUTICS SPECIAL COMMITTEE

129—FUTURE CIVIL AVIATION SPEC-
TRUM REQUIREMENTS

Meeting

Pursuant to Pub, L. 92-463, notice is
hereby given of a meeting of the Radio
Technical Commission for Aeronautics
Special Committee 120—Future Civil
Aviation Spectrum Requirements, It is
to be held on July 31-August 1, 1975, In
Conference Room 8210, hdeml Com-~
munications Commission, 2025 M Street,
NW., Washington, D.C,, commencing at
10 am.

The Agenda is as follows:

1. Approval of Minutes of Second Meeting
held June 19-20, 1975,

2. Mclpnuon in Special Committes 129.

6. Need to improve US. Industry and
Sclentific participation.

b. Non-U.S. participation,

3. Report of the Drafting ad hoe Group.

4. Roeview of currently known US, civil
aviation requirements.

5. Other Business,

6, Date and place of next meeting.

Meetings of Special Committee 129 are
open to the public, subject to limitations
of space available, and any member of
the public may present oral statements
at the meetings, subject to time available,
or may submit written statements to the
RTCA Secretariat. Persons planning to
attend or who desire additional informa-
tion concerning this meeting are re-
quested to contact the RTCA Secretariat,
Sulte 655, 1717 H Street, NW., Washing-
ton, D.C. 20006, or telephone Area Code
(202) 209-0484.

FEpErAL COMMUNICATIONS

COMMISSION,

Vincesr J. MULLINS,
Secretary.

[PR Doc.75-18241 Piled 7-14-76.8:45 am |

[sEAL)

NOTICES

FEDERAL MARITIME COMMISSION

CITY OF NEW YORK AND STANDARD
FRUIT AND STEAMSHIP CO.

Agmmomnhd

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
US.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
Franclsco, 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 25, 1975.
Any person desiring a hearing on the
proposed agreement shall provide a clear
and concise statement of the matters
upon which they desire to adduce evi-
dence. An allegation of discrimination or
unfairmess shall be accompanied by a
statement describing the discrimination
or unfairmess with particularity. If a vio-
lation 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 Agreements Filed by:

Theodore I. Kanner, Esq., General Counsel,
The City of New Yark, Economic Develop-
ment Administration, Department of Ports
and Terminals, Battery Maritime Bullding,
New York, New York 10004.

Agreement No. T-3119, between the
City of New York (City) and Standard
Fruit and Steamship Company (Stand-
ard) , provides for Standard'’s sixteen and
one-half year lease (with one ten-year
renewal option) of Pier 42, East River,
for use as a marine terminal. The agree-
ment provides, however, that the leased
premises shall not be uséd to accommo-
date or berth passenger yessels (as de-
fined iIn the agreement) without the
City's prior written approval. As com-
pensation, the City Is to receive: (1) a
base rent of $140,880 per annum plus (2)
additional rent, consisting of twelve per
cent of the actual cost of the purchase,
Installation and construction of machin-
ery, equipment and improvements as
provided for in the agreement, such ac-
tual cost not to exceed $2,000,000.

Agreement No. T-3110-A, also between
the City and Standard, provides for the
surrender of Standard’s earlier lease
with the City for the premises to be
leased under Agreement No. T-3119,
above. Pler 42 was previously leased to
Fumess, Withy & Co. pursuant to FMC
Agreement No. T-741, which was subse-
quently assigned to Standard.

29759

By Order of the Federal Maritime
Commission.

Dated: July 11, 1975.

Fraxcis C. Hunxey,
Secretary.

|FR Doc.78-183756 Filed 7-14-75;8:45 am)

MEDITERRANEAN-U.S.A. GREAT LAKES
WESTBOUND FREIGHT CONFERENCE

Agreement Filed

Nouoc is hereby given that the follow-
ing sgreement has been filed with the
Commission for approval pursuant to
section 156 of the Shipping Act, 1016, as
amended (39 Stat, 733, 75 Stat. 763, 46
US.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
Franeisco, California and Old San Juan,
Puerto Rico, Comments on such agree-
ments, including requests for hearing,
may be submitted to the Secretary, Fed-
ernl Maritime Commission, Washington,
D.C. 20573, on or before August 4, 1975,
Any person desiring a hearing on the
proposed 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 vio-
lation 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 commenrce.

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

Eric G. Brown, Secretary
Mediterranean-USA. Great
bound Freight Conference
10 Place de In Joliette
Marseolllea, France

Agreement No. 8260-15, among the
member lines of the sbove-named Con-
ference, modifies the basic agreement by
requiring a unanimous vote of the mem-
bership for any amendment to the agree~
ment and a three-quarters vote for deter-
mination of any violation.

By Order of the Pederal Maritime
Commission.
Dated: July 9, 1975,

Faancis C. Hurney,
Secretary.

|PR Doc. 7518281 Filed 7-15-75;8:45 am)

Lakes Went-

PUGET SOUND TUG AND BARGE CO.
Application for Exemption

Notice is hereby given that the follow-
ing application for exemption has been
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filed with the Commission for approval
pursuant to section 35 of the Shipping
Act, 1916, as amended (80 Stat. 1358,
46 U.S.C. 833a).

Interested parties may inspect and ob~
tain a copy of this application at the
Washington office of the Federal Marl-
time Commission, 1100 L Street, NW.,
Washington, D.C: 20573, Room 11413; or
may inspect a copy of the application
at the Field Offices, New York, New York;
New Orleans, Loulsiana; San Francisco,
California; and San Juan, Puerto Rico.
Comments with reference to the applica-
tion, including a request for hearing if
desired, may be submlitted to the Secre-
tary, Federal Maritime Commission,
Washington, D.C, 20573 within twenty
days after publication of this notice in
the PeoeraL REGISTER. A copy of any such
statement shall also be forwarded to the
party filing the application (as indicated
hereinafter) and the comments should
indicate that this has been done.

Notice of application filed by:

John Cunningham, Esquire
Kominers, Fort, Schiefer & Boyer
1776 P Street, N.W.

Washington, D.C. 20006.

Puget Sound Tug & Barge Company
has made application, pursuant to sec-
tion 35 of the Shipping Act, 1916, for ex-
emption from the Intercoastal Shipping
Act, 1933, and the Shipping Act, 1918,
and regulations applicable thereunder,
to amend its currently effective exemp-
tion (46 CFR § 531,26(¢c)), scheduled to
expire December 31, 1975, and extend for
a period of three years beyond the ex-

piration date. Applicant has been per-
forming transportation between ports on
navigable waters in the Lower 48 States
and the Alaska North Slope under an
exemption from tariff filing requirements
granted June 20, 1974,

By order of the Federal Maritime
Commission,

Dated: July 9, 1975.

Fraxcis C. Horney,
Secretary.

|FR Doc\75-18282 Filed 7-14-75:8:45 am |

[Docket No. 756-26]

UNITED STATES LINES, INC., MATSON
NAVIGATION CO.

Order of Investigation; Rates

On June 6, 1975, United States Lines,
Inc. (USL), filed amendments to its Tar-
{ff PMC-F 57, proposing to reduce its
Foodstuffs, All Kinds and Freight, All
Kinds (FAK) rates applicable to 40 foot
containers, effective July 6, 1975. The
proposed reduced rates would assess a
minimum per 40 foot container charge
based upon utilization of 2,192 cubic feet.

An additional charge of 72 cents per

1 USL FMC-¥F No. 67 applies to and from
Pacific Coast ports and Hawallan ports, The
relevant provisions are at First Revised Page
118, Item 1160 (Poodstuffs, All Kinds), and
at Second Revised Page 147 and Second Re-
vised Page 148, Item 3000 (Freight, All
Kinds),

FEDERAL

NOTICES

cubic foot would be assessed for utiliza-
tion above the minimum to the maximum
capacity of a 40 foot container, i.e., 2,370
cubic feet. No similar provision is noted
for 20 foot containers.

The Matson Navigation Company
(Matson) filed a protest to the proposed
;:twlrlslons. alleging that the reductions

(a) Violate Tariff Circular No. 3 in that
there is no clear and concise rule or pro-
vision to indicate the method to be used
in determining the measurement of the
cargo;

(b) Result in a higher per cube cost to
shippers of 20 foot containers if the full
cax:jacll.y of the container is not utilized,
and;

(¢c) Encourage false billing in violation
of Section 16 of the Shipping Act, 1916.

Notwithstanding the above, Matson has
also filed similar provisions to its Tariff
FMC-F No. 153, to become effective July
13 and 17, 1975, citing competitive neces-
sity as justification. Matson offered to
cancel these provisions in the event its
protest is favorably considered. -

Because users of the 40 foot container
would be charged only for space utilized,
subject to a minimum, and users of the
20 foot container would be charged on &
per 20 foot container basis regardless of
actual utilization, the result could work
to prefer users of 40 foot containers in
comparison to certain users of 20 foot
containers, The measurement of cube of
cargo is a departure from usual practice
under FAK rates.

Moreover, because the additional
charge for utilization above 2,192 cubic
feet depends upon the shipper's declara~
tion, the potential for misdeclaration is
significant. While the integrity of most
shippers Is not in question, the Com-
mission’s responsibilities as a regulatory
agency include attention to situations
which might encourage practices viola-
tive of section 16 of the Shipping Act,
1916. This is particularly true in view of
the fact that the Commission's Pacific
District Investigators have indications
of widespread misdescriptions by ship-
pers using FAK rates in this trade. The
Commission is particularly concerned
that the rates proposed by United States
Lines and Matson will encourage mis-
statements of tubic measurement unless
there are adopted procedures which will
rigorously monitor the accuracy of ship-
per declarations of cube.

Therejore, it is ordered, That pursuant

to the authority granted the Commission
by section 22 of the Shipping Act, 1916,
as amended, an Investigation is hereby
ordered into the lawfulness of the afore-
mentioned tariff matters for the purpose
of making such findings and orders as
the facts and circumstances warrant. In

the event that the tariff matters hereby .

*Matson FMC-F No, 153 applies from
Pacific Coast ports to Hawalian ports. The
rolevant provisions are at First Revised Page
156, Item 1160 (Foodstufls, All kinds), and at
Flrst Rovised Page 191 and Pirst Revised Page
102, Item 3000 (Freight, All Kinds),

\

placed under investigation are further
changed, altered, or reissued, such

‘changes are hereby ordered to be made

part of this investigation;

It is Jurther ordered, That pursuant
to section 16, First of the Shipping Act,
1916, as amended, & determination shall
be made as to whether United States
Lines and Matson, by the subject tarifr
matters, are proposing to subject any
particular person, locality, or description
of traffic to any undue or unreasonable
prejudice or disadvantage in any respect
whatsoever within the meaning of that
section;

It is further ordered, That pursuant
to section 18(a) of the Shipping Act,
1916, as amended, a determination shall
be made as to whether United States
Lines and Matson Navigation Company,
by the subject rates on Foodstuffs, All
Kinds and Freight, All Kinds are propos-
ing to establish rates which are unjust or
unreasonable or regulations and prac-
tices which relate to those rates which
are unjust or unreasonable within the
meaning of that section;

It is *further ordered, That United
States Lines, Inc. and Matson Navigation
Company be named respondents in this
proceeding;

It is Jurther ordered, That this pro-
ceeding be assigned for public hearing
before an Administrative Law Judge of
the Commission’s Office of Administra-
tive Law Judges and that the hearing be
held at a date and place to be determined
by the Presiding Administrative Law
Judge, but in any event, the hearing shall
tl:g'}mamence not later than January 9,

It i5 further ordered, That (1) a copy
of this order be served forthwith upon
the respondents and upon the Commis-
sion’s Bureau of Hearing Counsel, and
published in the FepeErAL REcisTEr, and
(2) the respondents and Hearing Counsel
be served with notice of time and place
of hearing.

All persons (including individuals,
corporations, associations, firms, part-
nerships and public bodies) having an
interest in this proceeding and desiring
to intervene herein, should promptly
notify the Secretary of the Commission
and file petitions for leave to intervene
In accordance with Rule 5(1) of the
Commission’s rules of practice and pro-
cedure (46 CFR 502.72) with a copy to
all parties to the proceeding.

Upon consideration, the Commission
has concluded that our actions with re-
spect to the subject tariff matter will
have no effect upon the quality of the
human environment since it is our deter-
mination that the volume and nature of
cargo moving In the affected trade will
not be influenced by Commission action
on the proposed rates,

By the Commission,

{sEaL] Faancis C. HurNEey,
Secretary.

[FR Doc.75-18283 Piled 7-14-75:8:45 am |
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FEDERAL POWER COMMISSION
[Docket Nos, RP71-7, RP73-77; POATS-T]
ALABAMA-TENNESSEE NATURAL GAS CO.

Proposed PGA Rate Adjustment and Min
Tariff Chgngcs : o

Jury 8, 1975.

‘Take notice than on June 30, 1975, Ala-
bama-Tennessee Natural Gas Company
(Alabama-Tennessee¢) tendered for filing
as part of its FPC Gas Tariff, Third Re-
vised Volume No. 1, Eleventh Revised
Sheet No, 3-A. This revised tariff sheet is
proposed to become effective as of Au-
gust 15, 1975. )

Alabama-Tennessee states that the
purpose of Eleventh Revised Tarlff Sheet
No. 3-A Is to adjust Alabama-Tennes-
see’s rates pursuant to the PGA provi-
sions of Section 20 ond 22 of the General
Terms and Conditlons of its tariff to re-
flect increased rates to become effective
on August 15, 1975, to be charged by its
sole supplier, Tennessee Gas Pipeline
Company,

The revised tariff sheel provides for
the following rates:

Tenth revised

Rato Schedule: sheet No. 3-A
G-1:

) o (s SOOI ISCT S il e 83.20

Commodity oo cents 60, 06

8G-1:

g ComMmMOdILY —cuvaacacaanaas cents 83,43
~1:

Commodity e e cents 62,006

Alabama-Tennessee states that copies
of the fllings have been mailed to all of
its jurisdictional customers and affected
State regulatory Commissions.

Any person desiring to be heard or to
protest sald 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 July 30, 1975, 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 flle &
petition to Intervene. Coples of this filing
are on flle with the Commission and are
available for public inspection,

Mary B. Kinp,
Acting Secretary,

[FR Doc.75-18256 Plled 7-14-75;8:45 am]

[Docket No, E-9505]
CENTRAL ILLINOIS PUBLIC SERVICE CO.
Filing of Amendment to Existing Rate
Schedule

Jury 8, 1975.

Take notiee that on June 20, 1975,
Central Illinois Public Service Company
(Central Illinois) tendered for filing an
amendment to Appendix B of its Inter-
connection Agreement with Common-
wealth Edison Company (Edison). Ap-
pendix B is dated January 21, 1975, and

NOTICES

the Interconnection Agreement is dated
November 1, 1964, and filed with the
Commission as Central Illinois Rate
Schedule FPC No. 61,

Applicant states that this amendment
provides for a change in the use by

Edison of the 34.5 kV interconnection.

{acilities provided by Central Illinols
from continuous operation to standby
operation. It provides for an annual
charge of $12,238 based upon &n annual
fixed capital investment, maintenance
and operating charge of 15 percent on an
Investment of $81,687. Central Illinois
states that the term of Amendment to
Appendix B is for 3 years, with a re-
quested effeclive date of September 1,
1095. The amendment will continue
theréafter until terminated by either
party upon giving notice to the other in
writing of its intention to do so at least
one year in advance of such termination.
Central Illinois states further that the
15 percent annual facilities use charge
proyided for in Amendment to Appendix
B is identical to similar charges in Sup-
plements on file with the Commission
to Central Illinois Rate Schedule FPC No.
13.

Any person desiring to be heard or to
protest said application should file a peti-
tion to intervene or protest with the
Federal Power Commission, 825 North
Capitol Btreet, NE., Washington, D.C.
20426, In accordance with £5 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 flled on
or before July 24, 1975. Protests will be
considered by the Commission in deter-
mining the appropriate action to be
taken, but will not serve to make protes-
tants parties to the proceeding. Any per-
son desiring to become a party must file
a petition to intervene. Copies of this
application are on file with the Com-
mission and are avaflable for public

inspection.
Many B. Kinp,
Acting Secretary.

[FR D00.76-18250 Flied 7-14-75,8:45 am)|

{Docket No. RP72-167; PGAT5-9)
CONSOLIDATED GAS SUPPLY CORP.
Proposed Changes in FPC Gas Tariff

JoLy 7, 1875,

Take notice that Consolldated Gas
Supply Corporation (Consolidated), on
June 23, 1975, tendered for filing pro-
posed changes in its FPC Gas Tarlff, Sec-
ond Revised Volume No. 1, pursuant to
its PGA clause for rates to be effective
August 1, 1975, The proposed rate de-
crease would produce approximately $4.9
million annually less in Jjurisdictional
revenues.

Consolidated states that the PGA fil-
ing was triggered by rate changes filed
by Texas Gas Transmission Corporation
and Texas Eastern Transmission Corpo-
ration to be effective August 1, 1075.

Consolidated requests walver of the
45-day notice requirement contained in
its PGA clause since it did not recelve
the suppliers’ revised rates in sufficient

29761

time to make a timely filing, and further
asks for a waiver of any other of the
Commission’s rules and regulations in or-
der to permit the proposed rates to go
into effect on August 1, 1875,

Copies of this filing were served upon
Consolidated’s jurisdictional customers,
as well as interested State Commissions.

Any persons desiring to be heard or
to protest sald filing should file a peti-
tion to intervene or protest with the

JFederal 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 procedure (18 CFR 1.8, 1.10). All
such petitions or protests should be filed
on or before July 18, 1875, Protests will
be considered by the Commission in de-
termining the appropriate action to be
taken, but will not serve ot make pro-
testants parties to the proceeding. Any
person wishing to become a party must
file a petition to intervene, Copies of
this filing are on file with the Commis-
s{on and are available for public Inspec-
tion.
Many B. Kion,
Acting Secretary.

[¥FR Doc756~18260 Plled 7-14-75.8:45 am)

[Docket No, E-05324)

CONSUMERS POWER CO.
Tarifi Change
Jury 8, 1975.

Take notice that Consumers Power
Company (Consumers Power) on June
30, 1975, tendered for filing Amendment
No. 1 to an Operating Agreement dated
March 1, 1966 among Consumers Power,
The Detroit Edison Company, and The
Toledo Edison Company. This Operating
Agreement is designated Consumers
Power Company Rate Schedule FPC No,
22. Consumers Power states that the
proposed changes would Increase the
charges under the Agreement for Emer-
gency Service by Approximately 22 per-
cent and for Short Term Power by ap-
proximately 17 percent. Amendment No,
1 also creates a new category of service
termed “Off Peak Power"',

Consumers Power further states that
the increased rates are necessary to more
adequately compensate parties supplying
Short Term Power and Emergency Sery-
ice under the Agreement for the fixed
costs assoclated with production and
bulk transmission facilities used to pro-
vide such power, The creation of the
category of service termed “Off Peak
Power"” is Intended to allow greater op-
ernting flexibility to the parties,

Any person desiring to be heard or
Lo protest said Agreement should file a
petition to intervene or protest with the
Federal Power Commisison, 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
procedure (18 CFR 1.8, 1.10). All such
petitions or protests should be flled on
or before July 24, 1995, Protests will be
considered by the Commission In deter-
mining the appropriate action to be
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taken, but will not serve to make pro-
testants parties to the proceeding. Any
person wishing to become a party must
file a petition to intervene. Copies of this
Agreement are on file with the Commis-
sion and are available for public
inspection,
; Mary B. Kipp,
Acting Secretary.

| PR Doc.75-18281 Filed 7-14-75;8:45 am|

|Docket No. E-9521)

GEORGIA POWER CO.
Filing of Initial Tariff
Jury 8, 1975,

Take notice that Georgia Power Com-
pany (Georgia Power) on June 30, 1875,
tendered for filing an initial partial re-
quirements tariff, Georgla Power Com-
pany's FPC Electric Tariff, Original Vol-
ume No. —.

Georgia Power states that, pursuant to
the tariff, for which the Company re-
quests a July 1, 1975 effective date, the
Company would supply partial require-
ments to wholesale for resale customers
in its service area. The service consists
of base load capacity, intermediate load
capacity, peaking load capacity, reserves
for such capacity and associated energy,
complementary to Customer-owned re-
sources. In addition, the Company will
provide reserves for Customer-owned
resources which result from joint plan-
ning with the Company.

The Company states that only one cus-
tomer, Oglethorpe Electric Membership
Corporation, will initially take service
under the new tariff,

Georgia Power states that copies of the
filing were served upon the Company's
jurisdictional customers.

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. 204286, 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 July 24, 19875. Protests will be con-
sidered by the Commission in deter-
mining the appropriate action to be
taken, but will not serve to make pro-
testants parties to the proceeding. Any
person wishing to become a party must
file a petition to intervene. Copies of this
filing are on file with the Commission
and are available for public inspection.

Mary B. K1op,
Acting Secretary.

[PR Doe.76-18202 Filed 7-14-75:8:45 am|

|Docket No, E-0522]
GEORGIA POWER CO.
Filing of Initial Tariff
Jury 8, 1975.

Take notice that Georgin Power Com-
pany (Georgia Power), on June 30, 1975,
tendered for filing an initial transmis-
sion service tariff, Georgia Power Com-
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pany’s FPC Electric Tarifl, Original Vol-
ume No. A

Georgia Power states that, under the
tariff, for which the Company requests a
July 1, 1975 effective date, the customer's
bulk power resources, as defined, may be
transmitted within the State of Georgia
(other than Chatham, Effingham, Fan-
nin, Towns and Union Counties) pursu-
ant to entry by the Company and the cus-
tomer Into arrangements for the owner-
ship and use of an integrated transmis-
sion system, which arrangements provide
for parity of investment in sald system
among customers and the Company and
for payments by one party to the other in
the event of disparity of investment,

The Company states that only one cus-
tomer, Oglethorpe Electric Membership
Corporation, will initially take service
under the new tariff. The Company and
this customer have entered into an agree-
ment pursuant to the new tariff,

Georgia Power states that coples of
the flling were served upon the Com-
pany's jurisdictional customers.

Any person desiring to be heard or to
protest said application should file a Pe-
tition 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
procedure (18 CFR 1.8, 1.10). All such pe-
titions or protests should be filed on or
before July 24, 1975. Protests will be
considered by the Commission in deter-
mining the appropriate 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
a Petition to Intervene. Copies of this
application are on file with the Commis-
sion and are available for public inspec-
tion,

Mary B. Kiop,
Acting Secretary.

[FR Doc. 7518263 Filed 7-14-76:8:45 am|

[ Docket No, E-8520)
ILLINOIS POWER CO.
Tariff Change
Jury 8, 1975.

Take notice that Illinois Power Com-
pany (Illinois Power) on June 27, 1975,
tendered for filing proposed changes in
its FPC Electric Service Tariff, IP FPC
26, IP FPC 28 and IP FPC 30. Illinois
Power states that the proposed changes
would increase revenues from jurisdic-
tional sales and service by $117,498,
based on the twelve month period ended
December 31, 1974,

Ilinois Power further states that the
rate schedules for the three Service Clas-
sification 40 customers were last In-
creased in 1958 and subsequently reduced
in 1964 and 1966, and that the Company
has subsequently experienced sharply in-
creased construction and capital costs
and operating expenses.

Copies of the filing were served upon the
public utility jurisdictional customers.

Any person desiring to be heard or to
protest said application should file a pe-

tition to intervene or protest with the
Federal Power Commission, 825 North
Capitol Street, NE., Washington, D.C,
20426, in accordance with $5 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 July 21, 1975. Protests will be
considered by the Commission in deter-
mining the appropriate action to be
taken but will not serve to make pro-
testants parties to the proceeding. Any
person wishing to become a party must
file a petition to intervene. Copies of this
Application are on file with the Com-
mission and are avallable for public
inspection.

Mary B, Ko,

Acting Secretary.

[FR Doo.75-18264 Filed 7-14-75:8:45 am)|

[Docket No. RP73-66; PGA75-4]

INTER-CITY MINNESOTA PIPELINES
LIMITED, INC.

Proposed Changes in FPC Gas Tariff Under
Purchased Gas Adjustment Clause

Provision
Jury 8, 1975.

Take notice that Inter-City Minnesota
Pipelines Limited, Inc. on June 15, 1875
tendered for filing Fourth Revised Sheet
No. 4 to its FPC Gas Tariff, Original
Volume No. 1 proposed to be effective
August 1, 1975,

Minnesota Pipelines states that the
purpose of filing this revised tariff sheet
is to reflect the increased costs of gas
purchased from ICG Transmission Lim-
ited, effective August 1, 1975,

Minnesota Pipelines also states that
copies of this filing have been served
upon all its customers.

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 July 25, 1975. 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. Coples of this filing
are on file with the Commission and are
available for public inspection.

Mary B. Kiop,
Acting Secretary.

| PR Doc.75-18265 Filed 7-14-75.8:45 am|

MICHIGAN WISCONSIN PIPE LINE CO.,
3 ET AL

Extension of Time
Jury 7, 1975,
In the matter of Michigan Wisconsin
Pipe Line Company, Docket Nos. CP74-
316, CP75-182, CP75-195; Natural Gas
Pipeline Company of America, Docket
Nos. CP72-279, and CP75-274, Great
Lakes Transmission Company, Docket
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No. CP74-317; Northern Natural Gas
Company, Docket Nos. CP75-21, CP75-
237; Michigan Consolidated Gas Com-
pany, Docket Nos. CP75-199, CP75-200.

On June 18, 1875, Michigan Wisconsin
Pipeline Company and Michigan Con-
solidated Gas Company filed motions for
an extension of the time within which
to file testimony and exhibits by all ap-
plicants and supporting intervenors as
required by the order issued June 2, 1975,
in the above-designated matter. North~
ern Natural Gas Company and Natural
Gas Pipeline Company of America filed
responses supporting the motions.

Upon consideration, notice is hereby
given that the date is extended to and
including August 15, 1975, within which
the applicants and supporting inter-
venors shall file testimony and exhibits,
All other dates remain unchanged.

Mary B. K1op,
Acting Secretary.

[FR Doc/75-18266 Filed 7-14-75;8:45 am)

_ [Docket Nos. RP73-107, RP74-00]
CONSOLIDATED GAS SUPPLY CORP.
Change in Conference Date

Jory 17, 1975,

Take notice that the informal confer-
ence in the above referenced dockets
which was set for Tuesday, July 22, 1875,
by notice issued June 20, 1975, has been
changed to July 21, 19%. The conference
will convene at 10 4.m. in Room No. 5200
at the offices of the Federal Power Com-
mission, 825 North Capitol Street, NE,
Washington, D.C. 20426.

Mary B. Ko,
Acting Secretary.

[PR Doc.76-18260 Flled 7-14-75:8:45 am]

[Docket No, RP75-8; PGA 75-4)
COMMERCIAL PIPELINE CO., INC.
PGA Filing

JuLy 8, 1975.
Take notice that on June 13, 1975,
Commercial Pipeline Company, Inc,
(Commercial) tendered for filing Sev~
enth Revised Sheets No. 3A reflecting

Purchased Gas Adjustments and effec-
tive dates as set out below:

Bheot Currpat Cumulstive  Effective
No. adjustments adjustinents date
3A Eeventh
Revised.... (80, 0305) £0,0080 July 23 195

Commercial states that these revisions
track precisely similar revisions in the
tariff of Cities Service Gas Company, its
sole supplier, Commercial requests waiver
of noticeé to the extent required to per-
mit sald tariff sheets to become effective
as proposed.

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-
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cedure (18 CFR 1.8, 1.10). All such peti-
tions or protests should be filed on or
before July 16, 1975. 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
are on fille with the Commission and are
available for public inspection.

Mary B. Kmp,
Acting Secretary.

[FR Doo.75-18258 Piled 7-14-76;8:45 am |

COLUMBIA GULF TRANSMISSION CO.
Petition To Amend
Jury 7, 1975.

Take notice that on June 9, 1975, Co~
lumbia Gulf Transmission Company (Pe-
titioner), P.O. Box 683, Houston, Texas
77001, filed in Docket No. CP73-5 a petl-
tion to amend the order of the Commis-
slon issued pursuant to section 7(¢) of
the Natural Gas Act on October 13, 1972,
by authorizing an additional point for
receipt of gas from Texas Gas Trans-
mission Corporation (Texas Gas) to Pe-
titioner on the Blue Water Project, off-
shore Louisiana, all as more fully set
forth in the petition on file with the
Commission and open to public inspec-
tion,

Petitioner states that It is authorized
in a certificate of public convenience and
necessity issued by the Commission on
October 13, 1972, to transport for Texas
Gas up to 51,000 Mcf daily from Eugene
Island and Vermilion Areas, offshore
Louisiana, through Petitioner’s capacity
entitlement in the Offshore Header and
Western Shore Line of the Blue Water
Project for dellvery to Texas Gas at the
Egan terminus of the Western Shore
Line. Petitioner alleges that there 1s a
decreasing deliverability in the Vermilion
Area and that Texas Gas has acquired
additional reserves in the Block 342 Field,
Eugene Island Area, South Addition, off-
shore Louisiana, and in the Block 271
Field, Ship Shoal Area, South Addition,
offshore Louisiana. The petition states
that Texas Gas has requested the In-
stallation of an additional receipt point
to be located by mutual agreement on the
Blue Water Project, on Tennesse¢ Gas
Pipeline Company, & Division of Tenneco
Inc.'s (Tennessee) existing platform in
Block 198, Ship Shoal Area, offshore
Louisiana, Petitioner states that the
transportation pipeline to the additional
receipt point would be constructed as set
forth in the joint application by Texas
Gas, et al., for a certificate of public con-
venlence and necessity in Docket No, CP
75-127 Petitioner states that there
would be no change in the contract de-
mand of 51,000 Mcf per day as the result
of operation of the proposed delivery
point,

Any person desiring to be heard or to
make any protest with reference to said
petition to amend should on or before
July 25, 1975, file with the Federal Power
Commission, Washington, D.C. 20426, a
petition to Intervene or a protest in ac-

cordance with the requirements of the
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Commission’s rules of practice and proce-
dure (18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10) and the regu-
lations under the Natural Gas Act (18
CFR 157.10). All protests filed with the
Commission will be considered by it in
determining the appropriate action to be
taken but will not serve to make the 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 Com~
mission’s rules.
Mary B. Kb,

Acting Secretary.
|FR Do¢.75-18257 Filod 7-14-75;8:45 am)

[Docket No, E-9515]

ALABAMA POWER CO.
Tariff Change
Juory 7, 1975,

Take notice that on June 23, 1975, Ala-
bama Power Company (Alabama) ten-
dered for filing herein an agreement
dated April 1, 1975, with the City of La-
Fayette, Alabama, under Alabama’s FPC
Electric Tariff, Original Volume No. 1.
The proposed agreement gives notice that
Alnbama Intends to convert the delivery
voltage of the City of LaFayette from
4,160 volts to 115,000 volts and the ca-
pacity required to be maintained at the
ﬁ:::very point from 3,750 kva to 12,500

Alabama states that coples of this fil-
Ing were served upon the City of LaFay-
ette and its attorneys of record in FPC
Docket No. BE-8851.

Any person desiring to be heard or to
protest said application should file a pe-
tition to intervene or protest with the
Federal Power Commission, 825 North
Capitol Street, NE, Washington, D.C.
20426, In accordance with $81.8 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 July 25, 1975. 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. Coples of this ap-
plication are on file with the Commis-
s{gn and are avallable for public inspec~
tion.

Mary B. Krop,
At._-t.lng Sécretary,

|FR Doc.70-18254 Plled 7-14-75;8:45 am )

[Docket No. E-7671)
BLANDIN PAPER CO,, ET AL.

Order Setting Hearing, Payments for Head-
water Benefits in the Upper Mississippi
River Basin

Jory 2, 1975,

In the matler of Blandin Paper Co.,
Northwest Paper Co,, Minnesota Power
& Light Co., 8t. Regis Paper Co., North-
ern States Power Co., General Mills, Inc.,
Ford Motor Co.

! Notice of the application was published
November 25, 1074 (30 FR 41216).
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Section 10(f) of the Federal Power
Act (16 US.C. 803(f)) provides for pay-
ments to be made for certain benefits
received by a power project as a result
ol a headwater improvement, Pursuant
0 the Act and the appropriate sections
of Part 11 of the Commission’s regula-
tons (18 CFR 11 (1974)), Commission
stall has undertaken studies of the
Upper Mississippli River Basin' to de-
termine if and to what extent headwater
benefits charges should be assessed the
owners of power projects in that area.

As a result of stafl’s investigations, a
document entitled “Investigation of
Headwater Benefits in the Upper Missis-
sippl River Basin, 1925 through 1965,”
was published In May 1971, Comments
were solicited and received from repre-
sentatives of each of the affected parties,
In response to these comments and to
other additional data, staff published, in
March 1973, & supplement to the earlier
report. Following another round of com-
ments, an annex to the supplemental
report was published in April 1974. The
latest comments to this annex report
were recelved March 17, 1975.

The stafl's research indicates that pay-
ments should be made to the United
States for benefits received from six up-
stream water storage facilities operated
by the Corps of Engineers’ The staff
study indicates that seven parties, each
the owner of one or more power projects
downstream from some or all of these
Federally-owned headwater facilities,
were linble for such payments for the
period under study’ In addition, each
of the parties was determined to owe a
specified share of the costs incurred by
stafl in making the studies.

A number of the parties involved have
objected to stafl’s conclusions regarding
the parties’ liability for payments in the
amounts indicated by the reports. Their
comments In response to the reports al-
lege various legal, technical, factual, or
procedural grounds for eliminating all or
part of the payments due according to
stail's caloulations,

In view of the circumstances, we think
it appropriate that Blandin Paper Co.,
Ford Motor Co., General Mills, Inc.,
Minnesota Power & Light Co., Northern
States Power Co., Northwest Power Co.,

and St. Regis Paper Co. be afforded an
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opportunity to show in & hearing why
they believe that headwater benefits pay-
ments for the period 1925 through 1965
for benefits received by power projects
owned by them from Federally-owned
headwater facilities in the Upper Mis-
sissippi River Basin, as calculated by
staflf in its May 1971 report and the
March 1973 supplement and April 1974
annex thereto, are inappropriate or ex-
cessive.

In addition, the question of the assess-
ment of interest on unpaid headwater
benefit charges will be an issue in this
proceeding, 8s well as the question of the
date with respect to which such interest
can first be assessed. These questions
should be discussed by the parties.

The Commission finds. It is appropri-
ate and in the public interest to hold a
prehearing conference, and such hear-
ings as may be required, in order to af-
ford Blandin Paper Co., Ford Motor Co.,
General Mills, Inc., Minnesota Power &
Light Co., Northern States Power Co.,
Northwest Power Co., and St. Regis
Paper Co. the opportunity to show why
they should not be liable for headwater
benefits payments, as determined by
stafl, for benefits received from Feder-
ally-owned headwater facilities in the
Upper Mississippi River Basin during
the period 1925 through 1965.

The Commission orders. (A) A pre-
hearing conference before an Adminis-
trative Law Judge shall be held at 10
a.m. on July 29, 1975, in a hearing room
at the Federal Power Commission, 825
North Capitol Street, NE, Washington,
D.C. 20426, respecting the maftters set
forth above concerning t for
headwater benefits under section 10(f)
of the Federal Power Act and the Com-
missions Regulations with respect there-
to.

(B) If the Administrative Law Judge
finds that there is on the
facts bearing on liability for the pay-
ment of headwater benefit charges, he
shall schedule a hearing on the remain-
ing factual issues to be followed by brief-
ing and an initial decision in accordance
with §3 1,29 and 1.30 of the rules of prac-
tice and procedure.

(C) If the Administrative Law Judge
finds no disagreement on material facts
bearing on liability for payment of head-

The Basin s defined for the purposes of these studies as the dralnage reglon encom-
passing that portion of the Mississippl River, including its tributaries, above, the Minnesota
River, The area Is located entirely in central Minnesota,

* The six Federally owned headwater improvements are: Winnibigoshish Lake, Leech Lake,
Pokegama Lake, Sandy Lake, Pine River Reservolr, and Gull Lake.

2 The partles and the plants they own are ns follows:

Company:
Blandin Paper CO..o..

Name of powerplant
Paper Mill (Project No, 2362).
Twin City (Project No. 362) .
Minneapolis (removed from service ln 1960).
Sylvan (Project No. 2454) .
Little Falls (Project No, 2533).
Blanchard (Project No. 346).

Main Street (Project No. 2066) .
Consolidated (Project No. 2006; removed
from service in 1959).

Bralnerd (Project No. 2533).

water benefit charges, he shall provide a
briefing schedule to be followed by an
initial decision in accordance with
§§1.29 and 1.30 of the rules of practice
and procedure.

By the Commission.

[sxaL) Mary B. Kip,
Acting Secretary.

[FR Doc.75-18276 Filed 7-14-75,8:45 am!

{Docket Nos. RP72-140, RP75-20, and
PGAT5-11]

MISSISSIPPI RIVER TRANSMISSION CORP.

Proposed Change in Rates
Jury 8, 1975,

Take notice that Mississippl River
Transmission Corporation (Mississippi)
on June 24, 1975 tendered for flling
Thirty-Second Revised Sheet No. 3A to
its FPC Gas Tariff, First Revised Volume
No. 1 to become effective August 1, 1975.

‘The purpose of the filing, which is be-
ing made under the Purchased Gas Cost
Adjustment (PGCA) clause to Missis-
sippl’s tariff, is to reflect (1) changes in
the cost of gas purchased by Mississippi
from Trunkline Gas Company (Trunk-
line) and Natural Gas Pipeline Company
of America (Natural), and (2) a change
in Mississippi’s deferred cost adjustment
to recover the amount included in its
deferred cost account applicable- to its
purchase of gas in the Mills Ranch Field
during the period December 1974 through
March 1975, The changes of Natural and
Trunkline are proposed to be effective
August 1, 1975 and result from purchased
gas cost changes pursuant to the PGCA
provisions of their respective tariffs and
elimination of the Opinion No. 689-H
surcharge included in each company'’s
rates.

Mississippl simultaneously filed a re-
quest for reconsideration of the Com-
mission's "“Order Denying Rehearing
issued May 19, 1975 and “Order Rejecting
Flling Pursuant to PGA Clause” issued
April 23, 1975 at Docket Nos. RP72-149,
RP75-20 and PGA75-8, The instant fil-
ing Includes a deferred cost adjustment
relative to Mississippi's purchases of gas
in the Mills Ranch Field. Such adjust-
ment is the same as that which was elim-
inated from Mississippl’s April 1, 1975
PGCA change by reason of the Com-
mission’s April 24, 1975 order. Mississippt
requests that, in the event its request for
reconsideration is not granted, Thirty-
Second Revised Sheet No. 3A be sus-
pended for one day to August 2, 1975 and
the matter of recovery of the amount in
Mississippl's deferred account applicable
to its purchases of gas in the Mills Ranch
Field during the period December, 1974
through March, 1975 be consolidated
with Mississippi’s pending rate proceed-
ing at Docket No, RP75-20.

Mississippt requests waiver in order
to permit the proposed changes to be-
come effective on August 1, 1875 or Au-
gust 2, l??&.u the case may be.

Any person desiring to be heard or to
protest sald filing should file a petition
to intervene or protest with the Federal
Power Commission, 825 North Capitol
Street, NE, Washington, D.C. 20426, in
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accordance with §§ 1.8 and 1.10 of the
Commission’s rules of practice and pro-
cedure. All such petition or protests
should be filed on or before July 18, 1975,
Protests will be considered by the Com-
mission in determining the appropriate
action to be taken, but will not serve to
make protestants parties to the proceed-
ing. Any person wishing to become a
party must file a petition to intervene.
Copies of this application are on file
with the Commission and are available
for public inspection.

Mary B. Kb,
Acting Secretary.

[FR Do0.76-18267 Filed 7-14-76;8:45 am|

[Docket No. RP74-100]
NATIONAL FUEL GAS SUPPLY CORP,

Certification of Settlement Agreement and
Motion To Omit Initial Decision

Jury 8, 1975.

Take notice that on June 17, 1975,
Presiding Law Judge Willlam L. Ellis
certified to the Commission, for its con-
sideration and disposition, a proposed
settlement agreement in the above-en-
titled proceeding, together with the en-
tire record relating thereto. Also certified
was & joint motion to omit the interme-
diate decision procedure as to the single
unresolved issue of rate of return.

Any person wishing to do so may sub-
mit written comments concerning the
proposed settlement agreement. All such
comments should be submitted to the
Federal Power Commission, 825 North
Capitol Street, NE, Washington, D.C.
20426, on or before July 30, 1975.

Mary B. Krop,
Acting Secretary.

[FR Doc, 7618206 Filed 7-14-75;8:45 am|]

[Docket No. G-10832]
NORTHERN ILLINOIS GAS CO.

Application
JuLy 8, 1975,

Take notice that on June 18, 1975,
Northern Illinois Gas Company (Appli-
cant), P.O. Box 190, Aurora, Illinois
60507, filed In Docket No. G-10632 an ap-
plication pursuant to section 1(¢c) of the
Natural Gas Act for a declaration that
Applicant shall continue to be exempt
from the provisions of the Natural Gas
Act, all as more fully set forth in the ap-
plication on file with the Commission
and open to public inspection.

Applicant states that it is engaged in
the business of selling and distributing
gas in the State of Illinoils. Applicant
also states that it purchases gas in Illi-
nols from Northern Natural Gas Com-~
pany (Northern), among others, and
that by an agreement of March 25, 1975,
Applicant and Northern have agreed to
reschedule deliveries of gas by Northern
to assist Northern in meeting its peak
day requirements for the 19756-1976 and
1976-1977 heating seasons. Applicant al-
leges that the terms of the agreement
allow Northern to reduce Applicant's
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takes of gas during the periods of Octo-
ber 1, 1875, through March 31, 1976, and
October 1, 1976, through March 31, 1977,
by 36,000 Mcf of gas in each period. Ap-
plicant further alleges that Northern
would deliver or cause to be delivered to
Applicant during the periods of April‘l,
1876, through September 30, 1976, and
April 1, 1877, through September 30, 1977,
an amount equal to the total volume of
equivalent 1,000 Btu gas by which deliv-
eries were reduced in each preceding
winter heating season. Applicant states
that it would be able to accept additional
volumes of gas for injection in its storage
fields during the 1976 and 1977 summer
seasons due to curtailments of its gas
supply and that the proposed arrange-
ments would not result in & net increase
in annual deliveries By Northern to Ap-
plicant. Applicant alleges that this would
be an arrangement for the rescheduling
of deliveries only and not an exchange
of gas In interstate commerce subject to
Jurisdiction of the Commission. Appli~
cant further states that it is a public
utility subject to the jurisdiction of the
Illinois Commerce Commission under the
Illinois Public Utilities Act and that all
of its operations are being conducted in
Illinols

By application filed May 13, 1975, in
Docket No, CP75-336 * Northern requests
authorization pursuant to section 7(¢c)
of the Natural Gas Act for its part in the
rescheduling of deliveries.

Applicant requests that the Commis-
slon declare that Applicant shall con-
tinue to remain exempt from the pro-
visions of the Natural Gas Act pursusnt
to section 1(¢) thereof notwithstanding
its participation in the arrangement for
rescheduling of deliveries with Northern.

Any person desiring to be heard or to
make any protest with reference to said
protest should on or before July 22, 1975,
file with the Federal Power Comm&ssion.
Washington, D.C. 20426, a petition to in-
tervene or a protest 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 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 & petition
to Intervene in accordance with the Com-
mission’s rules,
Mary B. Kiop,

Acting Secretary.
[FR Doc.76-18260 Filed 7-14-75:8:45 am)

[Docket No. RP74-102]
NORTHERN NATURAL GAS CO.
Order Issuing Order To Show Cause and
Setting for Hearing

Juwy 7, 1975,

On June 17, 1975, we issued an order in
Docket No. RP74-102 modifying and ac-
cepting a settlement which constitutes

I Notice of the application was published
June 2, 1975, (40 PR 23798).
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an Interim curtailment plan for North-
ern Natural Gas Company (Northern).
As a part of that order, we stated that
volumetric limitations constitute a valid
and workable means of deterring growth
where the public interest so demands. We
further ordered that a separate order be
Issued demanding of Northern that cause
be shown as to why volumetric limita-
tions should not be Imposed (p. 13).

In our order of June 17, 1975, we con-
cluded that the record in RP74-102
clearly demonstrates that Northern in-
tends to permit substantial future growth
in firm, residential and commercial and
small volume interruptible service by
1978. In this time of gas shortage, the
public interest requires that we carefully
assess any Increase in deliveries of gas.
We will, therefore, issue an order in
Docket No, RP74-102 (volumetric limi-
tations) requiring Northern to show
cause why & maximum annual volumet-
ric requirement should not be established
for each firm, residential, and commer-
cial and small volume Interruptible cus-
tomer on Northern's system for deliveries
of gas in excess of its 1975 requirement,
or, in the alternative, its requirement for
a past year, and, if appropriate, what
requirement should be established for
each,

Any person wishing to become a party
to the show cause proceeding hereinaf-
ter ordered may do so by filing a petition
to Intervene on or before August 5, 1975,

The Commission finds. It is appropriate
in the administration of the Natural Gas
Act that the Commission enter upon a
hearing at which Northern Natural Gas
Company should show cause why maxi-
mum annusl volumetric requirements
should not be established for each firm
and small volume interruptible customer
on Northern's system for deliveries of
gas In excess of its 1975 requirement or,
In the alternative, its requirement for a
past year and, if appropriate, what re-
quirement should be established for each
customer,

The Commission orders. (A) Pursu-
ant to the authority and in order to effec-
tuate the purposes of the Natural Gas
Act (particularly sections 5, 7, 14, and
16), Northern Natural Gas Company is
hercby ordered to appear at a public
hearing and to show cause! (1) Why
maximum annual volumetric require-
ments should not be established for each
firm and small volume interruptible cus-
tomer on Northern's system for deliv-
eries of gas in excess of Its 1975 require-
ments, and, if appropriate, what require-
ment should be established for each ous-
tomer: or in the altermmative, (2) why
maximum annual volumetric require-
ments should not be established for each
firm and small volume interruptible cus-
tomer on Northern's system for deliveries
of gas In excess of its requirements for a
past year, and If appropriate, what re-
quirement should be established for each
customer.

(B) Pursuant to the authority of the
Natural Gas Act, the Commission's Rules
of Practice and Procedure, and the Reg-
ulations under the Natural Gas Act, a

public hearing shall be held commencing
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on September 23, 1875, at 10 am. (EDT)
in a hearing room of the Federal Power
Commission, 825 North Cuapitol Street,
NE., Washington, D.C. 20426, on the is-
sues raised by the show cause order Is-
sued herein. A Presiding Administrative
Law Judge to be designated by the Chief
Administrative Law Judge for this pur-
pose [See Delegation of Authority, 18
CFR 3.5(d) ] shall preside at the hearing
in this proceediing pursuant to the Com-
g\ulssion’s Rules of Practice and Proce-
re.

(C) The direct case of Northern Natu-
ral Gas Company, in accordance with the
show cause order issued herein, shall-be
filed and served on all parties, the Pre-
siding Administrative Law Judge, and
the Commission Staff on or before Au-
gust 25, 1975.

By the Commission,
[sEAL]

Mary B. Kion,
Acting Secretary.

|FR Doc.75-18270 Filed 7-14-75,8:45 am |

[Docket No. RP73-8, POA 75-12)
NORTH PENN GAS CO.
Proposed Changes in FPC Gas Tariff

JuLy 7, 1075,

Take notice that North Penn Gas
Company (North Penn) on June 30, 1975,
tendered for filing proposed changes in
its FPC Gas Tariff, First Revised Vol-
ume No. 1, pursuant to its PGA clause,
for rates to be effective August 1, 1975.
North Penn states that the proposed rate
change will decrease jurisdictional rev-
enues based on the twelve-month period
ending May 31, 1975, by $57,000 annually.

North Penn states that the PGA filing
was triggered by a rate decrease filed by
Consolidated Gas Supply Corporation on
June 23, 1975, to become effective Au-
gust 1, 1975,

North Penn Is requesting a ‘walver of

the 45-day notice requirement contained
in its PGA clause since it did not receive
its supplier's revised rates in sufficient
time to make a timely filing and further
asks for a waiver of any other of the
Commission’s Rules and Regulations in
order to permit the proposed rates to go
into effect on August 1, 1975,
. North Penn states that copies of this
filing were served upon North Penn's
jurisdictional customers, as well as in-
terested 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 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 July 18, 1975, Protests will be con~
sidered by the Commission in deter-
mining the appropriate action to be
taken, but will not serve to make pro-
testants parties to the proceeding. Any
person wishing to become a party must
file a petition to intervene. Coples of this

NOTICES

filing are on file with the Commission
and are available for public inspection.

Many B. Kmn,
Acling Secretary.

[FR Doc.75-18271 Plled 7-14-75;8:45 am]

[Docket No, RP73-92; PGAT5-3)

RATON NATURAL GAS CO.
Change in Rates

Jury 8, 1975,

Take notice that Raton Natural Gas
Company (Raton) on June 26, 1975,
tendered for flling proposed changes in
its FPC Gas Tariff, Volume No. 1, con-
sisting of Seventh Revised Sheet No. 3a.
The change in rates s for Jurisdictional
Gas Service. x

Raton states that the instant notice
of change in rates is occasioned solely
by, and will compensate Raton only for,
increases in the cost of gas pu
from Colorado Interstate Gas Company
I1G) .

The tracking of CIG gas cost increase
of 3.73 cents results in Increased com-
modity rate from 5952 cents to 63.25
cents.

The annual revenue increase by reason
of the tracking increased rate amounts
to $41,388.

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 July 18, 1975, 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
are on file with the Commission and are
available for public inspection.

Mary B. K1op,
Acting Secretary.

PR Doc.75-18272 Piled 7-14-75;8:45 am|

|Docket No, E-8823)
SOUTH CAROLINA ELECTRIC & GAS CO.

Filing of Revised Tariff Sheets Pursuant to

Order Approving Settlement Agreement

JuLy 8, 1975.

Take notice that South Carolina Elec-
tric & Gas Company, on June 26, 1975,
tendered for filing its revised tariff
sheets, The filing was made in compli-
ance with the Commission’s Order Ap-
proving Settlement Agreement issued
June 17, 1975, in this docket. In accord-
ance with the terms of the agreement
and the Commission’s Order, the revised
rates, including & new fuel clause, shall
be effective as of August 4, 1974,

Any person desiring to be heard or to
protest said application should file & peti-
tion to intervene or protest with the Fed-
eral Power Commission, 825 North Capi-

tol Street, NE, Washington, D.C. 20426,
in accordance with §% 1.8 and 1.10 of the
Commission’s rules of practice and pro-
cedure. All such petitions or protests
should be filed on or before July 18, 1975,
Protests will be considered by the Com-
mission in determining the appropriate
action to be taken, but will not serve to
make protestants parties to the proceed-
ing. Any person wishing to become a
party must flle a petition to intervene,
Copies of this application are on file with
the Commission and are available for
public inspection.

Mary B. Kiop,
Acting.Secretary.

PR Do0.76-18273 Piled 7-14-75;8:45 am|]

[Docket No. CP87-26}

S EASTERN TRANSMISSION CORP.
AND UNITED GAS PIPE LINE CO.

Petition To Amend

Jouy 7, 1875.

Take notice that on June 26, 1975,
Texas Eastern Transmission Corporation
(Texas Eastern) , P.O. Box 2521, Houston,
Texas 77001, and United Gas Pipe Line
Company (United), 1500 Southwest
Tower, Houston, Texas 77001, jointly
Petitioners, filed in Docket No. CP67-26
a petition to amend the order of the Com-
mission on July 22, 1968 (42 FPC 157), as
amended, issuing a certificate of public
convenience and necessity pursuant to
Section 7(¢) of the Natural Gas Act, by
deleting therefrom authorization to ex-
change natural gas at an authorized ex-
change point near Beaumont, Jefferson
County, Texas, all as more fully set forth
In the petition to amend on file with the
(iommtsdon and open to public inspec-
tion,

The petition states that Petitioners are
authorized to exchange gas at a point
near Beaumont, Jefferson County, that
permission and approvil to abandon fa-
cilities were granted United by the Com-
mission August 14, 1970, in Docket No.
CP70-103 (44 FPC 292), and that United
no longer has facilities at the author-
ized point of exchange. Petitioners fur-
ther state that Texas Eastern proposes to
abandon its 16-fnch and 20-inch Provi-
dent City-Beaumont pipelines, including
the exchange point, and convert them
into a common carrier products trans-
portation service as proposed in the ap-
g;l:a‘mon pending in Docket No. CP75-

Any person desiring to be heard or to
make any protest with reference to said
petition to amend should on or before
July 25, 1975, file with the Federal Power
Commission, Washington, D.C. 20426, a
petition 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) and the Reg-
ulations under the Natural Gas Act (18
CFR 157.10). All protests filed with the

Commission will be considered by it in

' Notice of the spplication was published
May 6, 1975 (40 FR 10703).
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Many B. Ko,
Acting Secretary.

[FR Doc 75-18274 Filed 7-14-75.8:456 am |

[Docket No. E-0517]
THE WASHINGTON WATER POWER CO.

Tender of Rate Schedule Applicable to
Wholesale Nonfirm Energy for Export

Jury 8, 1975.

Take notice that on June 23, 1975, The
Washington Water Power Company
(Washington) tendered for filing coples
of a rate schedule applicable to what
Washington refers to as “Wholesale Non-
firm Energy for Export.” Washington
states that this rate schedule would ap-
ply to the sale of surplus energy to
utilities outside the Pacific Northwest
area, as defined in Pub. L. 88-552, for
the purpose of replacing high-cost ther-
mal generation, The Company states
that such rate schedule would also be
applicable to emergency transfers of en-
ergy as defined under FPC Order No. 520.

‘Washington states that the basic rate
established in the proposed rate sched-
ule is predicated on a “share-the-sav-
ing" concept. The Company states fur-
ther that when surplus energy in the
Northwest is avallable for export at a
lower rate than established by the
“ghare-the-saving” concept, this rate
schedule provides for making surplus
energy available at a rate equivalent to
such lower rate.

Review of Washington's filing indi-
cates that the Company has not indi-
cated the date on which service under
such schedule is expected to commence,
In addition, no form of notice was filed,
as required by § 35.8(a) of the Commis-
siona regulations.

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 July 18, 1975, Protests will be
considered by the Commission in deter-
mining the appropriate action to be
taken, but will not serve to make pro-

[FR Doc.75-18276 Flled 7-14-75;8:45 am]

FEDERAL

NOTICES

NUCLEAR REGULATORY
COMMISSION

ADVISORY COMMITTEE ON REACTOR
SAFEGUARDS SUBCOMMITTEE

ON
SAFEGUARDS FOR SPECIAL NUCLEAR
MATERIAL .

In accordance with the purposes of
sections 29 and 182b. of the Atomic En-
ergy Act (42 US.C. 2039, 2232b.), the
Advisory Committee on Reactor” Safe-
guards Subcommittee on Safeguards for
Special Nuclear Material will hold a
meeting on July 30, 1975 at the Royal
Court Inn, 1750 South Elmhurst Road,
Des Plaines, Illinois, The purpose of this
meeting will be to develop information
for consideration by the ACRS in its re-
view of current safeguards activities,
studies being made, and plans for future
work.

The agenda for the subject meeting
shall be as follows:

Wednesday, July 30, 1975, 9:00 am. unt(l
the conclusion of buxiness. The Subcommit-
tee will hear presentations by representatives
of the NRC Staff and will hold discussions
with these groups pertinent to Its review of
current safeguards activitles, studles bolns
made, and plans for future work,

In connection with the above agenda
item, the Subcommittee will hold Execu-
tive Sessions, not open to the public, at
8:30 am. and at the end of the day to
consider matters relating to the above
topics.

These sessions will Involve an exchange
of opinions and discussion of preliminary
views and recommendations of Subcom-
mittee Members and internal delibera-
tions for the purpose of formulating rec-
ommendations to the ACRS.

In addition to the Executive Sessions,
the Subcommittee may hold closed ses-
sions with representatives of the NRC
Staff for the purpose of discussing priv-
ileged information concerning plant
physical security and other matters re-
lated to plant design, construction, and
operation, If necessary.

I have determined, in accordance with
subsection 10(d) of Pub. L. 92-463, 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 b U.5.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 mate-
rial 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 pro-
tect the free interchange of internal
views, to avoid undue interference with
agency or Subcommittee operation, and
to avoid public disclosure of proprietary
information.

REGISTER,
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Practical considerations may dictate
alterations In the above agenda or
schedule

The Chairman of the Subcommittee is
empowered to conduct the meeting in a
manner that, In his judgment, will facil-
itate the orderly conduct of business, in-
cluding provisions to carry over an in-
completed 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 items
may do so by mailing 25 copies thereof,
postmarked no later than July 22, 1976
to the Executive Secretary, Advisory
Committee on Reactor Safeguards, Nu-
clear Regulatory Commission, Washing-
ton, D.C. 20555. Such comments shall be
based upon related documents on file
and available for public inspection at the
Nuclear Regulatory Commission’s Pub-
lic Document Room, 1717 H Street, NW,
Washington, D.C, 20555.

(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-
ing permits, the Subcommittee will re-
celve oral statements during a period of
no more than 30 minutes at an appropri-
ate time, chosen by the Chalrman of the
Subcommittee between the hours of 11
a.m. and 3 p.m. on July 30, 1975,

(c) Requests for the opportunity to
make oral statements shall be ruled on
by the Chairman of the Subcommitiee
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 rul-
ing on requests for opportunity to present
oral statements, and the time allotted,
can be obtained by a prepaid telephone
call on July 28, 1975 to the Office of the
Executive Secretary of the Committee
(telephone 202/634-1920, Attn: John C.
M:lékﬂcy) between 8:15 a.m, and 5 pm,,
ed.

(e) Questions may be propounded only
by members of the Subcommittee and its
consultants,

(f) Seating for the public will be
avallable on a first-come, first-serve
basis,

(g) The use of still, motion ploture,
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,
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(h) Persons desiring to attend portion
of the meeting where proprietary infor-
mation, other than plant security infor-
mation, is to be discussed may do so by
providing to the Executive Secretary, Ad-
visory Committee on Reactor Safeguards,
1717 H Street, NW, Washington, D.C.
20555, seven days prior to the meeting, a
copy of an executed agreement with the
owner of the proprietary information to
safeguard this material.

(1) A copy of the transcript of the
open portion of the meeting will be avail-
able for inspection on or after August 5,
1975 at the Nuclear Regulatory Commis-
sion’s Public Document Room, 1717 H
Street, NW, Washington, D.C. 20555.
Copies of the transcript may be repro-
duced in the Public Document Room or
may be obtained from Ace Federal Re-
porters, Inc., 415 Second Street, NE,
Washington, D.C. 20002 (telephone 202/
547-6222) upon payment of appropriate

(j) On request, copies of the minutes
of the meeting will be made available for
inspection at the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's Public Document Room,
1717 H Street, NW, Washington, D.C.
20555 after October 30, 1975, Copies may
be obtained upon payment of appropriate
charges,

Dated: July 10, 1975,

Joux C. HoYLg,
Advisory Committee
Management Officer.

|FR Doc.75-18402 Flled 7-14-758:45 am |

[Docket Nos. 50-254 and 50-265]

COMMONWEALTH EDISON CO. AND IOWA-
ILLINOIS GAS AND ELECTRIC CO.

Issuance of Amendments to Facility
Operating Licenses

Notice is hereby given that the US.-

Nuclear Regulatory Commission. (the
Commission) has issued Amendment Nos.
17 and 14 to Facility Operating License
Nos. DPR-29 and DPR-30 (respectively)
fssued to the Commonwealth Edison
Company (acting for {tself and on behalf
of the Iowa-Illinols Gas and Electric
Company) for operation of the Quad
Cities Units 1 and 2 location in Rock
Island County, Illinols. These amend-
ments are effective as of their date of
issuance.

The amendments change the allowable
scram reactivity reduction rates and pro-
vide compensating limitations on reactor
power level versus core flow rate in ac~
cordance with the Commonwealth Edi-
son's request dated June 24, 1975, as sup-
ported by a previous filing dated June 23,
1975, which was corrected by an addi-
tional letter dated June 24, 1975,

The application for these amendments
complies with the standards and require-
ments of the Atomic Energy Act of 1954,
as amended (the Act), and the Commis-
sion’s rules and regulations, The Com-
mission has made appropriate findings as
required by the Act and the Commis-
ston's rules and regulations in 10 CFR
Chapter I, which are set forth in the
license amendments, Prior public notice

NOTICES

of these amendments is not required since
the amendments do not involve a signifi-
cant hazards consideration.

For further details with respect to
these actions, see (1) the application for
these amendments by Commonwealth
Edison Company dated June 24, 1975, as
supported by a previous filing dated June
23, 1975 which was corrected by an addi-
tional letter dated June 24, 1975, (2)
Amendment Nos. 17 and 14 to License
Nos. DPR~29 and DPR~30, and (3) the
Commission’s concurrently issued related
Safety Evaluation. All of these items are
available for public inspection at the
Commission’s Public Document Room,
1717 H Street NW,, Washington, D.C,,
and at the Moline Public Library, at 504
17th Street in Moline, Illinois 60265. A
single copy of items (2) and (3) may be
obtained upon request addressed to the
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission,
Washington, D.C, 20555, Attention: Di-
rector, Division of Reactor Licensing.

Dated at Bethesda, Maryland, 3rd day
of July, 1975.

ll"or the Nuclear Regulatory Commis-
sion.
DeNNIS L, ZIEMANN,
Chief, Operating Reactors
Branch No. 2, Division of
Reactor Licensing.

| FR Doc.75-18208 Flled 7-14-75:8:45 am|

| Docket No, 50-288)

'METROPOLITAN EDISON CO.,
MILE ISLAND NUCLEAR
UNIT 1), ET AL

Issuance of Amendment to Facility
Operating License

Notice is hereby given that the U.S.
Nuclear Regulatory Commission (the
Commission) has issued Amendment No.
6 to Facility Operating License No. DPR~
50 issued to Metropolitan Edison Com-
pany, Jersey Central Power and Light
Company, and Pennsylvania Electric
Company which revised Technical Speci-
fications for operation of the Three Mile
Island Nuclear Station, Unit 1, located in
Dauphin, County, Pennsylvania. The
amendment is effective as of its date of
issuance,

The amendment permits changes to
the Technical Specifications to revise the
requirements relating to the frequency,
selection, and conduct of inspection and
the reporting requirements pertaining to
the Tendon Surveillance Program and
the Ring Girder Inspection Test.

The application for the amendment
complies with the standards and require-
ments of the Atomic Energy Act of 1954,
as amended (the Act), and the Commis-
sion's rules and regulations. The Com-
mission has made appropriate findings
as required by the Act and the Commis-
sion’s rules and regulations. The Com-
mission has made appropriate findings
as required by the Act and the Commis-
sion’s rules and regulations in 10 CFR
Chapter I, which are set forth in the
lecense amendment, Prior public notice

of this amendment is not required since

REE
ATION,

ment and Budget, Washington,

the amendment does not involve a sig-
nificant hazards consideration.

For further details with respect to this
action, see (1) the application for
amendment dated May 14, 1975, (2)
Amendment No, 6 to License No. DPR-
50, with Change No. 6, and (3) the Com.-
mission’s Public Document Room, 1717
H Street NW., Washington, D.C., and at
the Government Publications Section,
Box 1601 (Education Building), Harris-
burg, Pennsylvania 17126,

A copy of items (2) and (3), may be
obtained upon request addressed to the
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission,
Washington, D.C. 20555, Attention: Di-
rector, Division of Reactor Licensing.

Dated at Bethesda, Maryland, this 1st
day of July, 1975.

For the Nuclear Regulatory Commis-
sion.
! GEORGE LEAR,
Chief, Operating  Reactors
Branch No. 3, Division of Re-
actor Licensing.

| FR Doc.75-18200 Filed 7-14-75;8:45 am|

OFFICE OF MANAGEMENT AND
BUDGET

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 July 10, 1875 (44 USC
3509). The purpose of publishing this list
in the FeperAL REGISTER i5 to Inform the
public,

The list includes the title of each re-
quest received: the name of the agency
sponsoring the proposed collection of in-
formation; the agency form Number(s),
if applicable; the frequency with which
the information is proposed to be col-
lected; the name of the reviewer or re-
viewing division within OMB, and an
indication of who will be the respondents
to the proposed collection.

Requests for extension which appear
to raise no significant issues are to be
approved after brief notice thru this re-
lease.

Further information about the items
on this daily list may be obtained from
the Clearance Office, Office of Manage-
D.C.
20503 (202-395-4529), or from the re-
viewer listed.

New Forms
DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

Maritime Administration, Directory of Minor-
ity Contractors With Maritime Capability,
on occasion, minority business firms, Plan-
chon, P, 305-0140.

Bureau of East-West trade, Petroleum Fuel
Past Participation Statement and Support-
ing Documentation, DIB 660P, single-time
petroleum fuel exporters, Caywood, D, P,
395-3443.
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DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Departmental and Other Survey of Rider At~
titude Toward the Transetts personal rapid
Transit System, single-time students and
employees of the Georgia Instit, of Tech,,
Lowry, R, L., 385-3772,

Revisions

DEPARTMENT OF JEALTH, EDUCATION,
WELPARR
Health Resources Administration, Research
in Emergency Medical Services Systems—
Memphis BHSR 0421, single-time emer-
gency room and ambulance personnel, Dick
Eisinger, 305-6140,
EXTENSIONS
MEALTI,
WELFARE
Ofico of Education, Application or Pinal Re-
port for School Assistance In a Major Dis-
aster Area Under Sec, 7, Pub, L. 81-874,
CE-4019-1, on occasion EAS In major dis-
aster areas, Lowry, R. L., 3056-3773.
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
Foderal Aviation Administration, Certifica-
ton: Flight Croewmembers Other Than
Pllots, FAR 63, on occaston alrmen, Marsha
Traynham, 395-4520,

PaiLrrer D, LARSEN,
Budget and Management Oficer.

|FR Doc.76-18430 Plled 7-14-75;8:45 am|

AND

DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION, AND

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
recelved by the Office of Management
and Budget on July 9, 1975 (44 USC.
3509). The purpose of publishing this list
in lt)ll;. FeperaL Recister is to inform the
pui

Thenst!ncludesmeutleofeachre-

Raequech for extension which appear
significan

to raise no t Issues are to be
approved after brief notice thru this
release.

Further information about the items

udget,
20503 (202-395-4529), or from the re-
viewer listed,

Naw Fonums
DEPANTMENT. OF AGRICULTURK

time owners of land In rural New England
areas, Lowry, R. L., 306-3772,

EXTENSIONS
DEPARTMENT OF ACRICULTURE

Farmer Cooperative Service, Survey of Coop=
erative Soybean Ol Mills, annually, busi-
ness firms, Marsha Traynbam, 395-4529.

NOTICES

Agricultural Stabilization and Conservation
Serylce, Subsequent Examination Report—
Farmers Stock Peanuts (Concerning Bulld-
ing snd BStorage PFacilities), CCC-1032,
other (see SF-88), warchousemen, Marsho
Traynham, 305-4529.

Farmer Cooperative Service, Annual Survey
of Cooperative Cottonsecd Oil Mills, annu-
ally, cooperative cottonseed oifl mills,

Traynham, 395-4529.

DEPARTMENT OF THANSPORTATION

Coast Guard, Application for Class I Private
Alds to Navigation on Artificial Islands
and Fixed Structures, CG-4143, on ocea~
slon; oll Industry, Marsha Traynham, 385-
4520.

Federal Aviation Administration:

Utllity Service by Application (FAA Fa-
cilities), FAA-4445-2, on occaslon, utlity
companles, Marsha Traynham, 395-4520,

Examiner Designation and Qualification
Record, FAA 8400-2, on occasion, alrmen,
Marsha Traynham, 305-4520,

PrLtie D. LaRsSeN,
Budget and Management Officer,

[FR Doc.75-18440 Filed 7~14-75:8:45 nm|

PRESIDENT'S ADVISORY
COMMITTEE ON REFUGEES

PUBLIC MEETING

Notice is hereby given, pursuant to
section 10(a) (2) of the Federal Advisory
Commitiece Act (Pub. L. 92-463), that
the next meeting of the President's Ad-
visory Committee on Refugees will be
held on July 23, 1975, beginning at 10
am., in Room 4203, New Executive Office
Bundlnx 17th and Pennsylvania Avenue,

Washington, D.C. 20503.

'I‘ho President’s Advisory Committee
on Refugees is established under Execu-
tive Order 11860 and is governed by the
provisions of 5 US.C. Appendix I The
Committee shall advise the President and
the heads of appropriate Federal agen-
cles concerning the expeditious and coor-
dinated resettiement of refugees, includ-
ing: health and environmental matters
related to resettlement; interrelationship
of the governmental and volunteer roles
in resettlement; educational and cultural
adjustments required by these efforts;
the general well-being of resettled refu~
gees and thelr families and such other
related concerns as the President may,
from time to time, specify,

The meeting of the Committee shall
be open to the public,

The proposed agenda includes the
development of the formative activities
and the operation of the Committee,

Records shall be kept of all Committee
proceedings (and shall be available for
public inspection at the library of the
Department of Health, Education, and
Welfare located in Room 1436, 330 Inde-
pendence Avenue, SW., Washington, D.C.
20201,

“%gned at Washington, D.C. on July 9,
' Roter D. SEMERAD,

Ezxecutive Direclor, President’s
Advisory Committee on Refugees.

[FR Doc.75-18100 Filed 7-14-75;8:45 am )
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SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE
COMMISSION

AMERICAN STOCK EXCHANGE, INC.

Proposed Amendments to Rules of Ameri-
can Stock Exchange Clearing Corporation

Notice is hereby given that the Amer-
ican Stock Exchange, Inc, (the “Amex”)
has filed, pursuant to section 19(b) of the
Securities Exchange Act of 1934, as
amended, amendments (the *“Amend-
ments”) to the certificate of incorpora-
tion, by-laws, rules and procedures of
the American Stock Exchange Clearing
Corporation (“ASECC"), The Amend-
ments provide for the Implementation of
a continuous net settlement (“CNS™)
system for the clearance and settlement
of transactions executed on the Amex.
Pursuant to the Amendments:

1. ASECC will clear and settle through
the CNS system transactions in issues
eligible for Inclusion in the CNS opera-
tion and will continue to operate a daily
balance order (“DBO™) clearing and
settlement system for transactions in
issues not eligible for inclusion in the
CNS operation.

2. Securities settlement in the CNS
operation will be made through The De-
pository Trust Company DTC”) by
book entry: all members of ASECC will
be required to become members of DTC
and Issues not eligible for inclusion in
DTC will not be eligible for inclusion in
the CNS operation, Securities settlement
in the DBO operation may be effected
through the envelope system of Stock
Clearing Corporation (“SCC™), the clear-
1;1118 arm of the New York Stock Exchange,

c.

3. Once CNS is fully operational, money
settlement for transactions cleared
through ASECC, including CNS transac-
tions for which securities deliveries are
made through DTC and DBO transac-
tions for which securities deliveries are
made through SCC's envelope system, will
be made through SCC in order to permit
ASECC-SCC dual members to make one
payment for ASECC and SCC money
settlement obligations each day.

4. Any losses will be allocated among
ASECC, 8CC and DTC In accordance
with & formula included in the rules of
each organization and, In certain cir-
cumstances, DTC will be permitted to re-
verse book entry movements for which
payment is required to be made in DTC
but for which DTC has not been paid.

Processing In connection with the
ASECC’s CNS operation will be per-
formed by the Securities Industry Auto-
mation Corporation (“SIAC"), a service
entity owned jointly by the NYSE and
the Amex, which ourrently performs
processing for ASECC’'s existing opera-
tions and for SCC's operations,

All interested persons are invited to
submit their views and comments on the
proposed Amendments. Written state-
ments of views and comments should be
addressed to George A. Fitzsimmons,
Secretary, Securities and Exchange Com~
mission, 500 North Caplitol Street, Wash-
ington, D.C. 20549, Reference should be
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made to File No. SR-2. The proposed
Amendments are, and all such comments
will be, available for public inspection at
the Public Reference Room of the Securi-
ties and Exchange Commission at 1100 L
Street, NW., Washington, D.C.

[sEAL] GEORGE A, PITZSIMMONS,
Secretary.
JuLy 8, 1975.

[FR Doc.75-18211 Piled 7-14-75;8:45 am|

[Flle No. 500-1)

CONTINENTAL VENDING MACHINE CORP.
Suspension of Trading
JuLy 8, 1975.

It appearing to the Securities and Ex-
change Commission that the summary
suspension of trading in the common
stock of Continental Vending Machine
Corporation being traded otherwise than
on a national securities exchange is re-
quired in the public interest and for the
protection of investors;

Therefore, pursuant to section 12(k)
of the Securities Exchange Act of 1934,
trading in such securities otherwise than
on a national securities exchange is sus-
pended, for the period from July-9, 1975
through July 18, 1975.

By the Commission.

[sEAL] GEORCE A, PITZSIMMONS,
Secretary.

[FR Doc.75-168210 Piled 7-14-75;8:45 am|

[812-2500; File No. 3-1980]
TALLEY INDUSTRIES, INC.

Filing of Application

Jury 3, 1975,

On March 26, 1969, Talley Industries,
Inc., 3500 North Greenfield Road, Mesa,
Arizona (“Industries’”) filed an applica-
tion pursuant to section 17(b) of the In-
vestment Company Act of 1940 ("Act™)
for an order exempting from section 17
(a) of the Act certain transactions in-
cldent to the proposed merger of Indus-
tries with General Time Corporation
("GTC"), After appropriate notice, a
public hearing was held at which GTC
and American Investors Fund, Inc, par-
ticipated in support of the application.
Certain stockholders of GTC who were
granted leave to be heard and to par-
ticipate appeared through the law firm

* of Austrian, Lance & Stewart (P.C.)
(“Austrian") and opposed the applica-
tion.

On January 9, 1970, the Commission
issued Its Findings and Opinion (Invest-
ment Company Act Release No. 5953)
concluding that the application could not
be granted unless Industries filed an ap-
propriate amendment providing for mod-
ification of the merger terms in certain
respects. Subsequently, Industries filed
an amended application in accordance
with the aforesaid Findings and Opinion
of the Commission, and Industries and

FEDERAL
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GTC adopted a merger plan modified in
the manner suggested In such Pindings
and Opinion. On February 10, 1970, the
Commission issued its order pursuant to
section 17(b) of the Act exempting the
proposed transactions as set forth in the
application, as amended (Investment
Company Release Act No. 5977) : and on
May 14, 1970, the modified merger plan
became effective.

Notice is hereby given that on Au-

gust 13, 1974, Austrian filed an applica-'

tion pursuant to Section 38(a) of the
Act for an order of the Commission re-
opening this proceeding and amending
the Commission’s order of February 10,
1970 to provide that Industries shall pay
Austrian counsel fees of $1,000,000 and
expenses, with Interest from February
10, 1970. All interested persons are re-
ferred to the application on file with the
Commission for a statement of the rep-
resentations therein.

The application states, among other
things, that shortly after the issuance on
January 9, 1970, of the Commission's
Findings and Opinion which stated that
the Commission could not approve the
application unless the merger terms were
amended as specified, Austrian informed
the Commission’s staff that Austrian
proposed to apply to the Commission
for an award of counsel fees; that the
staff informed Austrian that the Com-
mission did not have jurisdiction of an
application for counsel fees; and that
Austrian promptly thereafter brought
an action in the United States District
Court for the Southern District of New
York against Industries and GTC which
action was still pending when the instant
application was filed.

It appearing to the Commission that,
as a preliminary matter, and without
prejudice to its specifying additional
matters and issues, issues are raised as
to:

1. Whether the Commission has Jurisdic-
tion with respect to the fees and expenses
of participants {n proceedings under Section
17(b) of the Act and, If 50, the extent of
such jurisdiction,

2. The effect upon such jurisdiction, power
and duty, 1f any, of the pendency in a court
of competent Jurisdiction, of litigation
agalnst Industries and GTC involving the
same questions as o whether Industries
shall pay Austrian counsel fees nnd expenses,
with interest from February 10, 1970.

It is ordered, That as a preliminary
matter and before the taking of evi-
dence, Austrian Industries and any other
interested person, if so advised and in
accordance with applicable requirements
of the Commission’s Rules of Practice,
including Rule 23 thereof,. shall file
briefs as to the above stated issues on
or before August 8, 1975, and reply briefs
on or before August 22, 1975.

It is further ordered, That (a) on or
before July 21, 1975, any person intend-
ing to file a brief is directed to so notify
the Secretary of the Commission and to
state the name and address of the person
he designates to receive service of papers;

and (b) the Secretary of the Commis-
sion, on or before July 28, 1975, shall
mall to all such designated persons the
names and addresses of those persons
upon whom briefs shall be served,

It is further ordered, pursuant to sec-
tion 40(a) of the Act, that an oral argu-
ment on the aforesaid application under
the applicable provisions of the Act and
the rules of the Commission thereunder
be scheduled following the submission of
reply briefs.

It is further ordered, That the Secre-
tary of the Commission shall give notice
of the aforesaid by mailing a copy of this
Notice and Order by certified mafl to
Austrian and Industries; and that no-
tice to all persons shall be given by pub-
lication of this Notice and Order in the
Federal Register; and that a copy of
this Notice angd Order shall be published
in the “SEC Docket” and that an an-
nouncement of the aforesaid shall be in-
cluded in the “SEC News Digest."”

It is further ordered, That the Secre-
tary of the Commission shall mail a copy
of this Notice and Order by certified mail
to the following persons: American In-
vestors Fund, Inc.; Galdi Securities Cor-
poration; Mutual Shares Corporation:
Norte & Co., Drs. Daniel Zeller and Ben-
jamin Hoflseyer; Ms. Frieda Brook, Eliza-
beth —McKeever and Hilda Popkin;
Messrs. Morris Bramon, Sam Brook,
Leonard J. Kassel and Maxwell " Popkin.

By the Commission.

[SEAL] GERORGE A, FITZSIMMONS,
Secretary.

[FR Doc.75-18212 Filed 7-14-75:8:45 am}

VETERANS ADMINISTRATION

STATION COMMITTEE ON
EDUCATIONAL ALLOWANCES

Notice of Meeting

Notice Is hereby given pursuant to
section V, Review Procedure and Hearing
Rules, Station Committee on Educational
Allowances that on July 23, 1975, at 10
a.m., the Veterans Administration Re-
glonal Office Station Committee on Edu-
cational Allowances shall at 110 9th Ave-
nue, South, Nashville, Tennessee, con-
duct = hearing to determine whether
Veterans Administration benefits to all
eligible persons enrolled in Mason's
School of Business, 2016 Felicia Street,
Nashville, Tennessee, should be discon-
tinued, as provided in 38 CFR 21,4134,
because a requirement of law is not be-
ing met or a provision of the law has been
violated. All interested persons shall be
permitted to attend, appear before, or
file statements with the Committee at
that time and place.

Dated: July 8, 1975,

R. 8. BisLak,
Director, VA Regional Office,
110 9th Avenue, South Nash-
ville, Tennessee,

|FR Do¢.75-18298 Flled 7-14-75:8:46 am|

REGISTIR, VOL 40, NO. 136—TUESDAY, JULY 15, 1975




DEPARTMENT OF LABOR
Occupational Safety and Health
Mmlnist::ytim

| V-75-10]
INTERPACE CORP.

Application for Variance and Interim
Order; Grant of Interim Order

L. Notice of Application. Notice is
hereby given that Interpace Corporation,
260 Cherry Hill Road, Parsippany, New
Jersey 07054 has made application pur-
suant to section 6(d) of the Williams-
Steiger Occupational Safety and Health
Act of 1970 (84 Stat. 1696; 29 U.S.C. 655)
and 29 CFR 1905.11 for a variance and
interim order pending a decision on the
application for a variance, from the
standards prescribed in 20 CFR 1910.180
(h)(3)(v) Crawler, Locomotive, and
Truck Cranes—Riding the Load.

The addresses of the places of employ-
ment that will be affected by the appli-
cation are as follows:

Lock Joint Pipe Comipany of Puerto Rico
Km. 0.6, S.R, 887

Carolina, Puerto Rico 00630

Lock Joint Pipe Company of Puerto Rico
Km. 11.2, SR. 14

Ponce-Juana Disnz Road

Juana Diaz, Puerto Rico 00665

South Belolt, Illinois 61080

Interpace Corporation
Edgeboro Road
East Brunswick, New Jersey 08816

Interpace Corporation
Road

Shop

Calumbis, South Carolina 20250
Interpace Corporstion

1501 Perryman Road

Perryman, Maryland 21130
Interpace Corporation

Bower & Chatham Street
Lacoochee, Florida 33537

The applicant certifies that employecs
who would be affected by the variance
have been notified of the application by
giving a copy of it to their authorized
employee representative, and by posting
a copy at all places where notices to em-
ployees are normally postad. Employees
have also been informed of their right to
petition the Assistant Secretary for a
hearing.

Regavding the merits of the applica-
tion the applicant contends that it is pro-
viding a place of employment as safe as
that required by §1910.180¢h)(3)(v)
which requires that no hoisting, lower-
ing, swinging, or traveling shall be done
while anyone is on the load or hook. The
applicant states that It uses locomotive
cranes to place and remove metal forms
(casings) used in the vertical pouring
of concrete pipe. The casings range from
8 to 24 feet In helght. The applicant pro-
poses to use safety cages as n component
part ol the casing handling bar. Expected
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installation date for the cages is July
28, 19%75.

The applicant states that it will use

three cages, two circular and one of an
oval conflguration. These safety cages
vary in size in order to accommodate the
different diameter pipe manufactured by
the company. The two circular cages are
suited for the smaller diameter pipe and
will ‘house one employee during the op-
eration. The oval safety cage is for the
larger diameter pipe and will house two
employees during the operation. The em-
ployees in the cages attach the chains
from the casing handling bar to the cas-
ings, and then ride in the cage above the
casings as they are lifted into position
in order to be able to detach the chains.
This process is repeated when the cas-
ings are stripped from the completed
pipe.
The applicant states that the cages
are constructed with guardrails and toe-
boards arcund the perimeter. On three
quadrants, the perimeter is enclosed
with heavy steel mesh, The fourth quad-
rant consists of four steps approximately
10 inches apart to provide the means of
entering the cage. The cage with the
smallest diameter will be equipped with
heavy steel mesh to the helght of the
midrail of the guardrail (21 inches) to
permit freedom of movement for the em-
ployee, The other two cages, having a
larger diameter, will have the steeel mesh
to the height of the topmost rail of the
guardrail €42 inches). The applicant fur-
ther states that the floor of the cage is
four-way safety plate (diamond plate
1o Insure that it has a non-slip surface)
and that the cage is equippcd with a steel
plate roof.

The casing handling bar is equipped
with a safety lanyard secured by a safety
anchor for each employee. All employees
are equipped with o safety harness for
attachment to the lanyard. While the
cage is moving the employees wearing
safety harnesses stand and grasp the
guardrail and vertical bars,

The casing handling bar and cage are
attached to the load block of the locomo-
tive crane. There is a safety latch across
the mouth of the crane hook. The casing
carrier chains are equipped with spring
loaded mechanisins. When the hooks of
the easing handling chains are attached
to the casing, the spring forces a sleeve
over the mouth of the hooks.

The beam into which the crane hook
Is inserted to lift the casing handling
bar and cage Is equipped with a pre-
formed wire rope as a back-up safety
device. All components of this apparatus
have a tensile safety factor in excess of
5 to 1. The crane is equipped with a load
indicating device.

A copy of the application will be made
avallable for inspection and copying upon
request at the Office of Compliance Pro-

pgramming, Department of Labor,
200 Constlt.uﬂon Avenue, NW, Room N-
3603, Washington, D.C. 20210, and at the
{ollowlng Regional and Area Offices:
US. Department of Labor
chl;lplﬂonu Safety and Health Administra-
n
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1515 Broadway (1 Astor Plazn)—Room 3445
New York, New York 10036

U.S. Department of Labor

Occupational Safoty and Health Administra-
tion

605 Condado Avenue—Room 328

Santurce, Puerto Rico 00907

US. Departument of Labor

Occupational Safety and Health Administras
tion

970 Broad Street—Room 1435-C

Newark, New Jersey 07012

US. Department of Labor

Occupational Safety and Health Administras
tion

Room 3000

$11 Walnut Street

Kansas City, Missouri 64106

U.S. Department of Labor

Occupational Safety and Health Administra«
tion

Room 1100

1627 Main Street

Kansas City, Missouri 64108

U.S. Department of Labor

Occupational Safety and Health Administra-
tion

300 South Wacker Drive—Room 1201

Chlcngo, Illinols 60606

U.S, Department of Labor

Ocoupational Safety and Health Administra-
tion

Michigan Theatre Buliding—Room m

220 Bagley Avenue

Detrolt, Michigan 48226

U.S, Department of Labor

Occupationil Safety and Hoealth Adminlistra-
tion

230 8. Dearborn—10th Floor

Chicago, 1liinols 60804

US. Department of Labor

Occupational S8afety and Health Adminiatra-
tion

1375 Peachitree Street, N.E —Sulte 587

Atlanta, Georgla 30300

U.S, Department of Labor

Occupational Safety and Health Administra-
tion

1710 Gervais Street—Room 205

Columbia, South Carolina 20201

U.8, Department 6f Labor

Occupational Safety and Health Adminintra«
tion

050 Cleveland Street—Room 44

Clearwater, Plorida 335106

US. Department of Labor

Occupational Safety and Health Administra-
tion

Gatewny Buliding—8ulte 16220

35356 Market Stroet

Fhllndelphia, Penna, 10104

U.S, Department of Labor

Ocoupational Safety and Health Administya-
tion

Federal Bullding—Room 1110A

Charles Center—31 Hopkius Plaga

Baltimore, Maryland 21201

All Interested persons, including em-
ployers and employees, who believe they
would be affected by the grant or denial
of the application for a variance are in-
vited to submit written data, views and
arguments relating to the pertinent ap-
plication no later than August 14, 1675,
In addition, employers and employees
who believe they would be affected by
4 grant or denial of the varlance may
request o hearing on the application no
Iater than August 14, 1975 in conformity
with the requirements of 29 CFR 1905.15.
Submission of written comments and re-
quests for a hearing should be in quad-
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ruplicate, and must be addressed to the
Office of Compliance Programming at the
above address.

II. Interim Order. It appears from the
application for a variance and interim
order, that an interim order is necessary
to prevent an undue hardship to the ap-
plicant and its employees pending a de-
cision on the variance, Therefore it is or-
dered, pursuant to authority In section
6(d) of the Williams-Steiger Occupa-
tional Safety and Health Act of 1970,
and 29 CFR 1905.11(¢c) that Interpace
Corporation be, and it Is hereby, author-
ized to use the proposed safety cages as
ggicribed in their application provided

L:

1. The safety cage used shall be the
type described in the application con-
sisting of a roof, floor and standard
guardrall including midrails and toe-
boards.

2. The employee shall use the safety
belt attached to the lanyard at all times.

3. Crane operators shall be experi-
enced, and lifts shall follow set
procedures.

4. Established procedures, including
use of the load indicating device, shall
be followed to insure that rated loads are
not exceeded during stripping operations.

5. Inspection and maintenance proce-
dures as described in § 1910.180 shall be
followed to insure that the crane is in
good repair.

6. Regular inspection of the cage, in-
cluding safety lanyard and harnesses and
the load block, beam and hook shall be
made to assure that it is in good repair.

Interpace Corporation shall give notice
of this interim order to employees af-
fected thereby, by the same means re-
quired to be used to inform them of the
application for a variance.

Eflective date. This interim order shall
be effective as of July 14, 1975, and shall
remain in effect until a'decision is ren-
dered on the application for variance.

Signed at Washington, D.C., this 8th
day of July, 1975.
JOHN STENDER,

Assistant Secretary of Labor,
|FR Doc.75-18214 Plled 7-14-75;8:45 am |

INTERSTATE COMMERCE
COMMISSION

[Notice No. §02)

ASSIGNMENT OF HEARINGS
Jury 10, 1875.

Cases assigned for hearing, postpone-
ment, cancellation or oral argument ap-
pear below and will be published only
once, This list contains prospective as-
signments only and does not include
cases previously assigned hearing dates,
The hearings will be on the issues as
presently reflected in the Ofcial Docket
of the Commission. An attempt will be
made to publish notices of cancellation
of hearings as promptly as possible, but
interested parties should take appropri-
ate steps to insure that they are notified
of cancellation or postponements of
hearings in which they are interested.

NOTICES

MC 138557 Sub-7, Walt Keith Trucking, Inc.,
now assigned July 15, 1975, at Kansas City,
Mo., 18 canceled and application dismissed.

MC 74321 Sub-109, B. F. Walker, Inc., now
assigned July 17, 1975, at Los Angeles, Call-
fornia, Is cancelled and the application is
dismissed.

MC 124774 Sub-02, Midwest Refrigerated Ex-
press, Inc., now assigned July 28, 1975, at
Amarillo, Tex., Is canceled and application
dismissed,

MO 135873 Sub-1, Alrport Limousine Service,
Inc, now assigned July 14, 1975, at Newark,
NJ., s canceled and application dismissed.

MC 107913 Sub-14, F & W Express, Inc., now
assigned August 5, 1975, at Little Rock,
Ark.. is postponed to September 9, 1075,
(9 days), at Little Rock, Ark; in a hearing
room to be later designated.

[szaL] RoperT L. OSWALD,
Secretary.

| PR Doc.75-18312 Filed 7-14-75;8:45 am|

FOURTH SECTION APPLICATION FOR
RELIEF

Jury 10, 1975.

An n’ppncnuon. as summarized below,
has been filed requesting relief from the
requirements of section 4 of the Inter-
state Commerce Act to permit common
carriers named or described in the ap-
plication to maintain higher rates and
charges at intermediate points than those
sought to be established at more distant
points.

Protests to the granting of an applica-
tion must be prepared in accordance with
Rule 40 of the General rules of practice
(49 CFR 1100.40) and filed on or before
July 30, 1975.

FSA No. 43017—Rubber Articles from Port
Allen, Louisiana. Piled by Southwestern
Freight Bureau, Agent, (No, B-541), for in-
terested rall carriers, Rates on rubber, ar-
tificial, neoprene or synthetic, crude, rubber
compounds, NOIBEN, loose or In packages, in
carlonds, as described In the application, from
Port Allen, Loulsiana, to points in eastern
and southern territories,

Grounds for rellef—Market competition
and rate relationship.

Tariif—Supplement 115 to Southwestern
Freight Bureau, Agent, tariff 13-E, U.C.C. No.
4982. Rates are published to become effectivo
on August 13, 1975,

By the Commission.

[sEAL) Rosert L. OswWALD,
Secretary.

[FR Doo.75-18313 Filed 7-14-75;8:45 am|)

IRREGUMR-ROUTE MOTOR COMMON
RIERS OF PROPERTY

Ellmlnation of Gateway Letter Notices
Jury 10, 1975.
The following letter-notices of propo-
sals to eliminate gateways for the pur-
pose of reducing highway congestion, al-
leviating air and noise pollution, mini-
zng safety hazards, and conserving fuel
have been filed with the Interstate Com-
merce Commission under the Commis-
sion's Gateway Elimination Rules (49
CFR 1065), and notice thereof to all in-
terested persons is hereby given as pro-
vided in such rules.

An original and two coples of protests
against the proposed elimination of any
gateway herein described may be filed
with the Interstate Commerce Commis-
sion on or before July 25, 1975. A copy
must also be served upon applicant or
its representative. Protests against the
elimination of a gateway will not operate
to stay commencement of the proposed
operation.

Successively filed letter-notices of the
same carrier under these rules will be
numbered consecutively for convenience
in identification. Protests, if any, must
refer to such letter-notices by number,

No. MC 1222 (Sub-No. El), filed
May 15, 1974, Applicant: REINHARDT
TRANSFER CO. 1410 Tenth Street,
Portsmouth, Ohio 45662, Applicant’s rep-
resentative: Robert H. Kinker, P.O. Box
464, Frankfort, Ky. 40601. Authority
sought to operate as a common carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: Iron and steel articles; ()
from Ashland, Ky., to points in Tennes-
see west and south of Plickett, Fentress,
Morgan, Anderson, Union, Grainger,
Hawkins, Washington, and Unicol Coun-
ties, Tenn., and points in Michigan on
and south of Michigan Highway 21, and
(b) from Huntington, W. Va., to points
in Michigan on and south of Michigan
Highway 21, points In Indiana on and
west of a line running from the junction
of U.S. Highway 231 with the Indiana-
Kentucky State line, thence along U.S,
Highway 231 to junction U.S. Highway
50, thence along US. Highway 50 to
junction Indiana Highway 37, thence
along Indiana Highway 37 to Junction
Indiana-Ohio State line, points in Illi-
nols and St. Louls, Mo. The purpose of
this filing is to eliminate the gateway of
New Boston, Ohlo.

No. MC 4405 (Sub-No. E7), filed
June 1, 1975. Applicant: DEALERS
TRANSIT, INC., P.O. Box 361, Lansing,
1. 60438. Applicant's representative:
Robert E, Joyner, 2008 Clark Tower, 5100
Poplar Avenue, Memphis, Tenn. 38137.
Authority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor yehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Electric precipita-
tors which because of size or weight re-
quire the use of special equipment (1)
{from points in Harrison, Belmont, Mon-
roe, Washington, Carroll, Jefferson,
Lorain, Ashland, Cuyahoga, Medina,
Wayne, Stark, Mahoning, Summit,
Trumbull, Asht.abula. Portage, Geauga,
Lake, and Columbiana Counties, Ohlo, to
points in Oklahoma and Kansas: and
(2) from points in West Virginia in,
north and east of Tyler, Doddridge,
Gilmer, Braxton, Webster, and Poca-
hontas Counties, Va., in, north and east
of Highland, Augusta, Nelson, Appomat-
tox, Campbell, Charlotte, and Mecklen-
burg Counties., The purpose of this filing
is to eliminate the gateway of Warren,
Ohlo.

No. MC 5101 (Sub-No. El), filed June
4, 1974. Applicant: SREIN FURNITURE
CARRIERS, INC., 2307 Bristol Pike,
Craydon, Pa. 19020. Applicant's repre-
sentative: James H. Sweeney, P.O. Box
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684, Woodbury, N.J. 08086. Authority
sought to operate as a common carrier,
by motor vehicle, over frregular routes,
transporting: (1) Furniture, uncrated
and parts and materials used in the
manufacture thereof; (a) between points
in New Jersey on and south of New Jer-
sey Highway 70, on the one hand, and,
on the other, points in New York (ex-
cept points in an area on and south of
a line beginning at U.S. Highway 44 at
the New York-Connecticut State line,
thence along U.S. Highway 44.to junc-
tion U.8. Highway 209, thence along U.S.
Highway 209 to junction New York High-
way 52, thence along New York Highway
52 to junction New York Highway 17,
thence along New York Highway 17 to
the New York-Pennsylvania State line
including points on the portions of the
specified highways in New York, on the
one hand, and, on the other, points in
New Jersey north of U.S. Highway 70
and south of New Jersey Highway 33:
(b between points in New Jersey, on
and north of a line beginning at Glouces~
ter City, N.J., thence along unnumbered
highway to Camden, N.J,, thence along
New Jersey Highway 70 to junction U.S.
Highway 72 to Long Beach Island, on
the one hand, and, on the other, points
in Delaware; (¢) between points in New
Jersey north and east of a line begin-
ning at Gloucester City, N.J., thence
along unnumbered highways to Brook-
lawyn, N.J., thence along Interstate
Highway 295 to Mt. Ephriam, N.J., to
Jjunction New Jersey Highway 168,
thence along New Jersey Highway 168
to junction New Jersey Highway 42,
thence along New Jersey Highway 42 to
junction U.S. Highway 322 to Atlantic
Clty, N.J., including points on the por-
tions of the highways specified, on the
one hand, and, on the other, points in
Maryland south of U.S. Highway 40 be-
ginning at the Pennsylvania-Maryland
State line to Baltimore, Md, thence
along Harbor Tunnel Thruway to Tol-
chester Beach, Md,, thence along Mary-
land Highway 21 to junction Maryland
Highway 288, thence along Maryland
Highway 298 to junction Maryland
Highway 20, thence along Maryland
Highway 291 to the Maryland-Delaware
State line, Including points on the por-
tions of the highways specified and the
District of Columbia.

(d) Between points in Delaware, on
the one hand, and, on the other, points
in New York; (e) between points in the
District of Columbia, on the one hand,
and, on the other, points in New York
on and east of Interstate way 81
beginning at the St. Lawrence River to
the New York-Pennsylvania State line;
(f) between points in Maryland on, east,
and south of a line beginning at U.S.
Highway 140 at the Pennsylvania-Mary-
land State line, thence along Maryland
Highway 27 to junction Maryland High-
way 27 and Maryland Highway 118,
thence along Maryland Highway 118 to
Junction Maryland Highway 112, thence
along Maryland Highway 112 to the
Maryland-Virginia State line, on the one
hand, and, on the other, points In New
York on and east of Inz_ermme Highway
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81; (2) New upholstered furniture, un-
crated, and parts and materials used in
the manufactyre thereof; (a) from
points in New York, north and east of
a line beginning with New York High-
way 7 at the New York-Vermont State
line to Schenectady, N.Y., thence along
Interstate Highway 90 to Utlea, N.Y.,
thence along New York Highway 12 to
Lowville, N.Y., thence along New York
Highway 26 to Carthage, N.Y., thence
along New York Highway 26 to junction
New York Highway 3. thence along New
York Highway 3 to Fargo, N.Y., thence
along New York Highway 185 to junction
U.S. Highway 11, thence along U.S. High~
way 11 to junction New York Highway
87 to Odgensburg, N.Y., to points in Vir-
ginia and West Virginia (excluding
points In West Virginia north of U.S.
Highway 50): (b) from points in New
Jersey on and south of U.S. Highway 33
to points in Pennsylvania, west and south
of a line beginning at the Pennsylvania-
Maryland State line at U.S. Highway 15
to Gettysburg, Pa., thence along U.S.
Highway 30 to junction Pennsylvania
Highway 56, thence along Pennsylvania
Highway 56 to Johnstown, Pa., thence
along Pennsylvania Highway 271, to
junction U.S. Highway 30, thence along
U.S. Highway 30 to Pennsylvania Turn-
pike, thence along the Pennsylvania
Turnpike to junction Pennsylvania High-
way 8, thence along Pennsylvania High-
way 8 to Franklin, Pa., thence along U.S.
Highway 62 to the New York-Pennsyl-
vania State line.

(¢) From points in New Jersey (except
Trenton, N.J.), on and north of US.
Highway 33 and on, south, and east of
U.S. Highway 1 to ponts in Pennsylvania
west and south of a line beginning at the
Pennsylvania-Maryland State line at
U.S. Highway 15 to Gettysburg, Pa.,
thence along US. Highway 30 to junc-
tion Pennsylvania Highway 56, thence
along Pennsylvania Highway 66 to
Johnstown, Pa., thence along Pennsyl-
vania Highway 271 to junction U.S.
Highway 30, thence along U.S. Highway
30 to the Pennsylvania Turnpike, thence
along the Pennsylvania Turnpike to the
Pennsylvania-Ohlo State line; (3) Metal
sink tops, porcelain coated, uncrated;
(a) from Baltimore, Md, to points in
New York on and east of U.S, Highway
11; and (b) from Baltimore, Md., to
points in New Jersey, on and north of &
line beginning at Gloucester, N.J., thence
along unnumbered highway to Camden,
N.J., thence along New Jersey Highway
70 to Junction New Jersey Highway 72 to
Long Beach Island, N.J, The purpose of
this filing is to eliminate the gateway of
Philadelphia, Pa.

No. MC 23618 (Sub-No. E2), filed
June 3, 1974. Applicant: MC ALISTER
TRUCKING COMPANY, P.O. Box 23717,
Abilene, Tex. 79604. Applicant's repre-
sentative: W. B. Younger (same as
above), Authority sought to operate as
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: (1) Ma-
chinery, equipment, materials, and sup-
plies used In, or in connection with, the
discovery, development, production, re-
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fining, manufacturing, processing, stor-
age, transmission, and distribution of
natural gas and petroleum and their
products and by-products, and machin-
ery, equipment, materials, and supplies
used in, or in connection with, the con-
struction, operation, repair, servicing,
maintenance, and dismantling of pipe-
lines, Including the stringing and pick-
ing up thereof (except the stringing and
picking up of pipe in connection with
main pipelines) ; (2) Machinery, equip-
ment, materials, and supplies used in, or
in connection with, the drilling of water
wells; (3) Machinery, equipment, mate-
rials, and supplies used in, or in connec-
tion with, the construction, operation,
repalr, servicing, maintenance, and dis-
mantling of pipelines, other than pipe-
lines used for the transmission of natu-
ral gas, petroleum, their products, and
byproducts, water, or sewerage, restricted
to the transportation of shipments mov-
ing to or from pipeline rights-of-way;
(4) Earth drilling machinery and equip-
ment, and machinery, equipment, ma-
tertals, supplies, and pipe, incidental to,
used in, or in connection with (a) the
transportation, installation, removal, op-
eration, repair, servicing, maintenance,
and dismantling of drilling machinery
and equipment, (b) the completion of
holes or wells drilled, (¢) the production,
storage, and transmission of commodities
resulting from drilling operations at well
or hole sites, and (d) the injection or
removal of commodities into or from
holes or wells: and (5) Machinery, equip-
ment, materials, and supplies used in
connection with the construction, opera-
tion, repair, servicing, maintenance, and
dismantling of pipelines for the trans-
portation of water and sewage, including
the stringing and picking up of pipe; be-
tween all points in Arizona east of a line
beginning at junotion US. Highway 89
and the United States-Mexico Interna-
tional Boundary line along U.8. Highway
890 to Junction Arizona Highway 77,
thence along Arizona Highway 77 and
U.S, Highway 70 to Globe, Ariz., thence
along U.S, Highway 60 to junction
Arizona Highway 73, thence along
Arizona Highway 73 to junction U.S.
Highway 60, thence along U.S. Highway
60 to the Arizona-New Mexico State line,
and all points in Montana east of a line
beginning at the Montana-Wyoming
State line and U.S. Highway 310 to junc-
tion Interstate Highway 90, thence along
Interstate Highway 90 to junction US.
Highway 87, thence along U.S. Highway
87 to Jjunction Montana Highway 19,
thence along Montana Highway 19 to
junction U.S, Highway 101, thence nlong
U.S. Highway 191 to junction Montana
Highway 242, thence along Montana
Highway 242 to the United States-
Canada International Boundary line:
restricted as to the commodities in (5)
above to the transportation of traffic
originating at or destined to pipeline
rights-of-way. The purpose of this filing
is to eliminate the gateway of points in
Texas,

No. MC 30280 (Sub-No. E91), filed
January 20, 1975, Applicant: WATKINS
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CAROLINA EXPRESS, INC,, P.O. Box
1636, Atlanta, Ga. 30301, Applicant’s rep-
resentative: Jerome F. Marks (same as
above) . Authority sought to operate as a
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: General
commodities (except those of unusual
value, classes A and B explosives, house-
hold goods as defined by the Commis-
sion, commodities in bulk, and commodi-
ties requiring special equipment), be-
tween points in South Carolina on and
west of a line beginning at the Georgia-
South Carolina State line and extending
along U.S. Highway 378 to McCormick,
thence along U.S. Highway 221 to Green-
wood, thence along U.S. Highway 25 to
the South Carolina-North Carolina State
line, on the one hand, and, on the other,
points in North Carolina in an area
bounded by & line beginning at the
Virginia-North Carolina State line and
extending along U.S. Highway 1 in the
north of junction U.S. Highway 158,
thence along U.S. Highway 158 to War-
renton, thence along North Carolina
Highway 58 to Wilson, thence along U.S.
Highway 117 to Goldsboro, thence along
U.S. Highway 13 to Fayetteville, thence
along US. Highway 401 to Raeford,
thence along U.S. Highway 221 to Aber-
deen, thence along U.S. Highway 1 to the
North Carolina-South Caralina State
line to junction Interstate Highway 77,
thence along Interstate Highway 77 to
Statesville, thence along Interstate
Highway 40 to Winston-Salem, thence
along US. Highway 158 to Reidsville,
thence along U.S. Highway 29 to the

North Carolina-Virginia State line. The

purpose of this Miling is to eliminate the
gateway of rlotte, N.C.

No. MC 46313 (Sub-No. El), filed
May 15, 1974, Applicant: SUHR TRANS-
PORT, P.O. Box 1727, Great Falls, Mont,
59403. Applicant's representative: F. C.
Weber (same as above) . Authority sought
to operale as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over frregular routes, transport-
ing: (1) Machinery, equipment, mate-
rials, and supplies, use in, or in connec-
tion with, the discovery, development,
production, refining, manufacture, proc-
essing, storage, transmission, and distri-
bution of natural gas and petroleum and
their products and by-products, (2)
Machinery, equipment, materials and
supplies used in, or in connection with
construction, operation, repair, servicing,
maintenance and dismantling of pipe-
lines, including the stringing and picking
up thereof, and (3) Earth drilling
machinery and equipment, and machin-
ery, equipment, materials, supplies and
pipe, incidental to, used in, or in con-
nection with the transportation, instalia-
tion, removal, operation, repair, servic-
ing, maintenance, and dismantling of
drilling machinery and equipment, the
completion of holes or wells drilled, the
production, storage and transmission of
commodities resulting from drilling
operations at well or hole sites and the
injection or removal of commodities into
or from holes or wells, from those points
in Texas, Oklahoma, and Kansas cast

of U.S. Highway 81, to points in Butte,
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Meade, Lawrence, Harding, and Perkins
Counties, 8. Dak., those in North Dakota
west of U.S. Highway 83, and those in
Idaho north of & line beginning at the
Idaho-Oregon State line and extending
along Interstate Highway 80 to junction
Interstate Highway 15, thence along
Interstate Highway 15 to junction US.
Highway 191, thence along U.S. Highway
191 to the Idaho-Montana State line.
The purpose of this filing is to eliminate
the gateway of points in Montana.

No. MC 49052 (Sub E17), filetl June 4,
1974. Applicant: MACON TRADING
POST, INC., 103 Cherry Street, Macon,
Ga. 31208. Applicant's representative:
Thomas R. Kingsley, 1819 H St. NW.,
Washington, D.C. 20006. Authority
sought to operate as a common carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: Household goods, as de-
fined by the Commission, between points
in Lee, Macon, Russell, Bullock, Barbour,
Pike, Coffee, Dale, Henry, Covington,
Geneva, and Houston Counties, Ala., on
the one hand, and, on the other points
in Kentucky in and west of Monroe, Met-
calfe, Hart, Grayson, and Breckinridge
Counties; between points in Alabama in
and south of Lee, Macon, Elmore, Mont-
gomery, Lowndes, Butler, Conecuh,
Escambia, Baldwin, and Mobile Coun-
ties, on the one hand, and, on the other,
points in Cumberiand, Clinton, Wayne,
Russell, Adair, Casey, Green, Taylor,
Marion, Boyle, Larue, Nelson, Anderson,
Hardin, Bullitt, Spencer, Shelby, Mercer,
Pranklin, Meade, Jefferson, Oldham,
Henry, Trimble, Washington, and Carroll
Counties, Ky.: between points in Ala-
bama in and south of Lee, Macon, El-
more, Autauga, Lowndes, Wilcox, Clarke,
and Washington Counties, on the one
hand, and on the other, points in Ken-
tucky in and east of McCreary, Pulaski,
Lincoln, Garrard, Jessamine, Woodford,
Scott, Owen, Gallatin, and Boone Coun-
ties; and, between points in Dallas,
Marengo, and Choctaw Counties, Ala.,
on the one hand, and, on the other, points
in Kentucky in and east of Whitley,
Laurel, Rockcastle, Madison, Jessamine,
Fayette, Scott, Owen, Gallatine, and
Boone Counties, The purpose of this fil-
ing is to eliminate the gateway of Mus-
cogee Co., Ga.

No. MC 60014 (Sub E53), filed June 4,
1974, Applicant: AERO TRUCKING,
INC.,, P.O. Box 308, Monroeville, Pa.
15146. Applicant’s representative: Wil-
liam J. Rorison (same as above). Author-
ity sought to operate as a common car-
rier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Commodities, re-
quiring special equipment, restricted so
that, or provided that, the loading or un-
loading, which necessitate the special
equipment, is performed by the consignor
or consignee,\or both, between those
points in New York on and south of a line
beginning at Lake Erie, and extending
along New York Highway 17 to junction
New York Highway 52, thence along New
York Highway 52 to junction Interstate
Highway 84, thence along Interstate 84
to the New York-Connecticut state line,

on the one hand, and, on the other, those
points in New Hampshire on and east of
a line beginning at the Massachusetts-
New Hampshire State line and extending
along U.S. Highway 3 to junction New
Hampshire Highway 28, thence along
New Hampshire Highway 28 to junction
US. Highway 202, thence along US.
Highway 202 to junction New Hampshire
Highway 11, thence, along New Hamp-
shire Highway 11 to the New Hampshire-
Maine State line. The purpose of this
filing is to eliminate the gateways of
points in New York within 10'miles of
Greenwich, Conn.; Greenwich, Conn.,
and points In Massachusetts within 35
miles of Boston.

No. MC 60014 (Sub E54), filed June 4,
1974. Applicant: AERO TRUCKING,
INC., P.O. Box 308, Monroeville, Pa.
15146, Applicant’s representative: Wil-
liam J. Rorison (same as above). Au-
thority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Commodities, re-
quiring special equipment, restricted so
that or provided that, the loading or
unloading, which necessitate the special
equipment, is performed by the consig-
nor or consignee, or both, between those
points in New York on and south of a
line beginning at the Lake Erle and ex-
tending along New York Highway 438
to junction U.S. Highway 62, thence
along U.S, Highway 62 to junction New
York Highway 39, thence along New
York Highway 39 to junction New York
Highway 19A, thence along New York
Highway 19A to junction New York
Highway 245, thence along New York
Highway 245 to junction New York
Highway 63, thence along New York
Highway 63 to junction New Jersey
Highway 15, thence along U.S. Highway
15 to junction New York Highway 352,
thence along New York Highway 352 to
junction New York Highway 17, thence
along New York Highway 17 to junction
Interstate Highway 81, thence along
Interstate Highway 81 to the New York-
Pennsylvania State line, and those in
New York on and south of a line begin-
ning at the New Jersey-New York State
line and extending along New York
Highway 17 to junction Interstate High-
way 87/287, thence salong Interstate
Highway 87/287, to junction Interstate
Highway 287 to the New York-Connecti-
cut State line, on the one hand, and, on
the other, those points in Rhode Island
on and east of a line beginning at the
Rhode Island-Massachusetts State line
and extending along Rhode Island High-
way 146 to junction Rhode Island High-
way 117, thence along Rhode Island
Highway 117 to Narragansett Bay. The
purpose of this filing is to eliminate the
gateways of points In New York within
10 miles of Greenwich, Conn.; Green-
wich, Conn.; and points in Massa-
chusetts within 356 miles of Boston.

No. MC 60014 (Sub E56), filed June 4,
1974. Applicant: AERO TRUCKING,
INC.,, P.O, Box 308, Monroeville, Pa.
15’145. Applicant’s representative: Wil-
liam J. Rorison (same as above). Au-
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thority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Commodities, the

transportation of which, by reason of”

their size or weight, require the use of
special equipment, between points in
Michigan, on the one hand, and, on the
other, points in New York, New Jersey,
Delaware, District of Columbia, and
those in Pennsylvania on and south of a
line beginning at the New York-Pennsyl-
vania State line and extending along
Pennsylvania Highway 277 to junction
Pennsylvania Highway 77, thence along
Pennsylvania Highway 77 to junction
U.S. Highway 6/322, thence along U.S,
Highway 6/322 to junction U.S, High-
way 3822, thence walong US. High-
way 322 to the Pennsylvania-Ohio
State line. The purpose of this filing is
to eliminate the gateways of Colum-
biana, Cuyahoga, Mahoning, Summitt,
and Trumbull Counties, Ohlo, and points
in Pennsylvania on and west of a line ex-
tending from the Pennsylvania-Mary-
land State line north along unnumbered
Highway to York, Pennsylvania, thence
along Interstate Highway 83 (formerly
U.S. Highway 111) to Harrisburg, Penn-
sylvania, thence north along Pennsyl-
vania Highway 147 (formerly portion
Pennsylvania Highway 14) to junction
US. Highway 220 (formerly portion
Pennsylvania Highway 14) , thence along
U.8. Highway 220 to junction U.S, High-
way 15 (formerly portion Pennsylvania
Highway 14), thence along U.S. High-
way 15 to Trout Run, Pennsylvania,
thence continuing along U.S. Highway
15 to the Pennsylvania-New York State
line.

No. MC 60014 (Sub E57), filed June 4,
1974. Applicant: AERO TRUCKING,
INC,, P.O. Box 308, Monroeville, Pa.
15146. Applicant's representative: Wil-
liam J. Rorison (same &s above) . Author-
ity sought to operate as a common car-
rier, by motor vehicle, over Ilrregular
routes, transporting: Commodities, the
transportation of which, by reason of
their size or weight, require the use of
special equipment, between points in

on the one hand, and, on the
other, those points In Virginia on and
east of a line beginning at the West Vir-
ginia-Virginia State line and extending
along Virginia Highway 311 to junction
U.S. Highway 220, thence along U.S.
Highway 220 to the Virginia-North Car-
olina State line. The purpose of this
filing 15 to eliminate the gateway of Co-
lumblana, Cuyahoga, Mahoning, Sum-
mit, and Trumbull Counties, Ohlo, and
West Virginia.

No. MC 60014 (Sub ES58), filed June 4,
1974. Applicant: AERO TRUCKING,
INC,, P.O. Box 308, Monroeville, Pa,
15146, Applicant’s representative: Wil-
liam J. Rorison (same as above) . Author-
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and east of a line beginning on the Ohio~
West Virginia State line and extending
along West Virginla Highway 18 to
junction U.S. Highway 33/119, thence
along U.S. Highway 33/119 junction West
Virginia Highway 5, thence along West
Virginia Highway 5 to junction West
Virginia Highway 4, thence along West
Virginia Highway 4 to junction US.
Highway 19, thence along U.S. Highway
19 to junction U.S, Highway 60, thence
along U.S, Highway 60 to junction West
Virginia Highway 41, thence along West
Virginia Highway 41 to junction U.S,
Highway 19, thence along U.S. Highway
19 to junction West Virginia Highway 3,
thence, along West Virginia Highway 3
to junction West Virginia Highway 12,
thence along West Virginia Highway 12
to the West Virginia-Virginia State line.
The purpose of this filing is to eliminate
the gateways of Columbiana, Cuyahoga,
Msahoning, Summit, and Trumbull
Counties, Ohio, and West Virginia.

No. MC 60014 (Sub E59), filed June 4,
1974, Applicant: AERO TRUCKING,
INC., P.O. Box 308, Monroeville, Pa.
15146. Applicant’s representative: Wil-
liam J, Rorison (same as above) . Author-
ity sought to operate as a common car-
rier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Commodities, the
transportation of which, by reason of
their size or weight, require the use of
special equipment, between points in
Michigan, on the one hand, and, on the
other, points in New Hampshire, Rhode
Island, and those In Massachusetts on
and east of U.S. Highway 5. The purpose
of this filing is to eliminate the gateways
of points In that part of Ohlo on and
east of a line extending from Mansfleld
to Pomeroy, Ohio, along Ohio Highway
13 to junction thereof with U.S. High-
way 33, thence along U.S. Highway 33
to Pomeroy, and on and south of U.8.
Highway 30 extending from Mansfield
to the Ohio-West Virginia State line,
Columbiana, Cuyahoga, Mahoning, Sum-
mit, and Trumbull Counties, Ohio, points
in Pennsylvania on and west of a line
extending from the Pennsylvania-Mary-
land State line north along unnumbered
highway to York, Pennsylvania, thence
along Interstate Highway 83 (formerly
U.S. Highway 111) to Harrisburg, Penn-
sylvania, thence north along Pennsylva-
nia Highway 147 (formerly portion
Pennsylvania Highway 14) to junction
U.S. Highway 220 (formerly portion
Pennsylvania Highway 14) thénce along
U.S. Highway 220 to junction U.S. High-
way 15 (formerly portion Pennsylvania
Highway 14) , thence along U.S. Highway
156 to Trout Run, Pennsylvania, thence
continuing along U.S, Highway 15 to the
Pennsylvania-New York State line, New
York, Points in Massachusetts within 35
miles of Boston.

No. MC 60014 (Sub E60), filed June 4,
1974, Applicant: AERO TRUCKING,
INC,, P.O. Box 308, Monroeville, Pa.
15146, Applicant's representative: Wil-
liam J. Rorison (same as above). Author-
ity sought to operate as a common car-

rier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
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routes, transporting: Commodities, the
transportation of which, by reason of
their size or weight, require the use of
special equipment, between those points
in Michigan on and north of a line begin-
ning at Lake Michigan and extending
along Michigan Highway 21, thence along
Michigan Highway 21 to junction Mich-
igan Highway 56, thence along Michigan
Highway 56 to junction Michigan High-
way 54, thence along Michigan Highway
54 to junction Michigan Highway 83,
thence along Michigan Highway 83 to
junction Michigan Highway 15, thence
along Michigan Highway 15 to Saginaw
Bay, on the one hand, and, on the other,
those points in Connecticut on and east
of a line beginning at the Massachusetts-
Connecticut State line and extending
along U.S. Highway 202, thence along
U.8. Highway 202 to junction Connecti-
cut Highway 10, thence along Connect-
fcut Highway 10 to junction Connect-
icut Highway 72, thence along Connecti-
cut Highway 72 to junction Connecticut
Highway 9, thence along Connecticut
Highway 9 to Long Island Sound. The
purpose of this filing is to eliminate the
gateways of points in that part of Ohio
on and east of a line extending from
Mansfield to Pomeroy, Ohio, along Ohio
Highway 13 to junction thereof with
U.S, Highway 33, thence along U.S. High~
way 33 to Pomeroy, and on and south
of US. Highway 30 extending from
Mansfleld to the Ohio-West Virginia
State line. Points in Columbiana, Cuya-
hoga, Mahoning, Summit, and Trumbull
Counties, Ohio. Points in Pennsylvania
on and west of a line extending from the
Pennsylvania-Maryland State line north
along unnumbered highway to York,
Pennsylvania, thence along Interstate
Highway 83 (formerly U.S, Highway 111)
to Harrisburg, Pennsylvania, thence
north along Pennsylvania Highway 147
(formerly portion Pennsylvania High-
way 14) to junction U.S. Highway 220
(formerly portion Pennsylvania Highway
14) to junction U.S. Highway 220, (for-
merly portion Pennsylvania Highway
14), thence along U.S. Highway 220 to
Juncuon U.S. Highway 15 (formerly por-
tion Pennsylvania Highway 14), thence
along U.S. Highway 15 to Trout Run,
Pennsylvania, thence continuing along
U.S. Highway 15 to the Pennsylvania-
New York State line, New York, and
points in Massachusetts within 35 miles
of Boston.

No. MC 60014 (Sub E63), filed June 4,
1974, Applicant.: AEROTRUCKING INC.,
P.O. Box 308, Monroeville, Pa, 15140
Applicant’s representative: Willlam J.
Rorison (same as above). Authority
sought to operate as n common carrier,
by motor vehicle, over frregular routes,
transporting: Iron and steel articles, re-
quiring special equipment, restricted so
that, or provided that, the loading or un-
loading which necessitate the special
equipment, is performed by the consignor
or consignee, or both, from those points
in Michigan on and east of a line begin-
ning at the Michigan-Ohio State line and
extending along US. Highway 127 to
Junction Interstate Highway 94, thence
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along Interstate Highway 94 to junction
Michgan Highway 89, thence along Mich-
igan Highway 89 to Lake Michigan, to
those points in Tennessee on and east
of & line beginning at the Tennessee-
Virginia State line and extending along
U.S, Highway 11E/19, thence along U.S.
Highway 11E/19 to U.S. Highway 19,
thence along U.S. Highway 19 to the Ten-
nessee-North Carolina State line. The
purpose of this filing is to eliminate the
gateways of points in that part of Ohlo
on and east of a line extending from
Mansfield to Pomeroy, Ohio, along Ohio
Highway 13 to junction thereof with U.S.
Highway 33, thence along U.S, Highway
33 to Pomeroy, and on and south of U.S.
Highway 30 extending from Mansfield to
the Ohio-West Virginia State line,

No. MC 60014 (Sub E66), filed June 4,
1974. Applicant: . AERO TRUCKING
INC, P.O. Box 308, Monroeville, Pa.
15146. Applicant's representative: Wil-
liam J. Rorison (same as above). Au-
thority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Commeodities, the
transportation of which, by reason of
their size or weight, requires the use of

U.S. Highway 2, thence along U.S. High~-
way 2 to Lake Michigan, on the one hand,
and, on the other, those polnts in Ohio
on and east of a line beginning at Lake
Erie and extending along U.S. Highway 6

along Ohlo Highway 12 to junction U.S.
Highway 68, thence along U.S. Highway
68 to junciion U.S. Highway 62, thence
along U.S, Highway 62 to the Ohlo-Een-
tucky State line. The purpose of this fil-
ing is to eliminate the gateways of points
in that part of Ohio on and east of a line
extending from Mansfield to Pomeroy,
Ohio, along Ohlo Highway 13 to junction
thereof with U.S. Highway 33, thence
along U.S. Highway 33 to Pomeroy, and
on and south of U.S. Highway 30 extend-
ing from Mansfield to the Ohio-West
Virginia State line.

No. MC 60014 (Sub E&8), filed June 4,
1974. Applicant: AERO TRUCKING,
INC., P.O. Box 308, Monrocville, Pa.
15146. Applicant's representative: Wil-
lam J. Rorison (same as above). Au-
thority sought to operale as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Commodities, re-
quiring special equipment, restricted so
that, or provided that, the loading or
unloading, which necessitate the special
equipment, Is perlormed by the con-
signor or consignee, or- both, between
those poinits In Michigan on and north
of a line beginning at Lake Huron line
and extending along Michigan Highway
21 to junction Michigan Highway 78,
thence along Michigan Highway 78 to
junction U.S. Highway 127, thence along
U.S. Highway 127 to junction Michigan
Highway 12, thence along Michigan
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Highway 12 to junction Michigan High-
way 66, thence along Michigan Highway
66 to the Michigan-Indiana State line,
on the one hand, and, on the other, those
points in Vermont on and east of a line
beginning at the United States-Canada
International Boundary line and extend-
ing along US. Highway 5 to junction

U.S. Highway 302, thence along US.

Highway 302 to the Vermont-New Hamp-
shire State line. The purpose of this fil-
ing is to eliminate the gateways of Co-
lumbiana, Cuyshoga, Mahoning, Sum-
mit, and Trumbull Counties, Ohio; Penn-
sylvania, points in New York within 19
miles of Greenwich, Conn.; Greenwich,
Conn,; and points in Massachusetts
within 35 miles of Boston.

No. MC 60014 (Sub E70), filed June 4,
1974. Applicant:
INC., P.O.
15146. Applicant's representative: Wil-
liam J. Rorison (same as above). Author-
ity sought to operate as a common car-
rier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Commodities, re-
quiring special equipment, restricted so
that, or provided that, the loading or
unloading, which necessitate the special
equipment, is performed by the consignor
or consignee, or both, betweén points in
Virginia, on the one hand, and, on the
other, points in Connecticut. The pur-
pose of this filing is to eliminate the
gateways of points in New York within
10 miles of Greenwich, Conn., and
Greenwich, Conn,

No. MC 60014 (Sub E71), filed June 4,
1974. Applicant: AERO TRUCKING,
INC., P.O. Box 308, Monroeville, Pa.
15146. Applicant's representative: Wil-
liam J. Rorison (same as above). Au-
thority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Commodities, the
transportation of which, by reason of
their size or weight require the use of
special equipment, between those points
in Virginia on and east of Virginia High
way 16 on the one hand, and, th
other, points in Ohio. The purpose of this
filing is to eliminate the gateways of
West Virginia, and points in that part of
Ohio on and east of a line extending
from Mansfield to Pomeroy, Ohio, along
Ohlo Highway 13 to junction thereof with
U.S. Highway 33, thence along U.S. High-
way 33 to Pomeroy, and on and south of
US. Highway 30 extending from Mans-
field to the Ohio-West Virginia State
line (except points in Licking County,
Ohilo).

No. MC 61231 (Sub-No. E1), filed May
15, 1974, Applicant: ACE LINES, INC,,
4143 E. 43rd St,, Des Moines, Iowa 50317,
Applicant’s representative: Willlam L.
Fairbank, 900 Hubbell Bldg., Des Moines,
Iown 50309. Authority sought to operate

over firregular routes, transporting:
Building materials, feeds, forest prod-
ucts (including lumber and fence posts),
livestock (including horses) , and unproc-
essed farm products (except commodities
in bulk and commodities requiring spe-
cial equipment), between points in Min-
nesota, North Dakota, Jowa, Illinois, on

the one hand, and, on the other, points
in Indiana in the Chicago, Ill., commer-
cial zone, points in St. Louis County,
Mo., points In Missour] in the St. Louis,
Mo.-E, 8t. Louis, Ill., commercial zone:
Omaha, Nebr.,, and points within ten
miles of Omaha, Nebr. The purpose of
this filing is to eliminate the gateways of
Chicago and East 'St. Louls, M, and
Council Bluffs, YJowa.

No. MC 61231 (Sub-No. E2), flled May
15, 1974. Applicant: ACE LINES, INC.,
4143 E, 43rd St., Des Moines, Iowa 50317,
Applicant's representative: Willlam L,
Fairbank, 800 Hubbell Bldg., Des Moines,
Towa 50309. Authorily sought to operate
as A common ecarrier, by motor vehicle,
over irregular roufes, transporting:
Building materials, feeds, forest prod-
wets (including lumber and fence posts),
livestock (including horses), and unproc-
essed farm products (except commodities
in bulk and commodities requiring spe-
cial equipment) , between points in South
Dakota, on the one hand, and, on the
other, points in Indiana in the Chicago,
IIL, commercial zone. The purpose of this
filing is to eliminate the gateways of
Nassau, Minn., and points within 25 miles
of Nassau, Minn., and Chicago, Ill

No. MC 61231 (Sub-No. E3), filed May
15, 1974. Applicant: ACE LINES, INC.,
4143 E, 43rd St., Des Moines, Towa 50317.
Applicant’s representative: Willlam L.
Fairbank, 900 Hubbell Bldg., Des Moines,
Towa 50309, Authority sought to operate
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle,
over fIrregular routes, transporting:
Building materials, feeds, forest prod-
uets (Including lumber and fence posts),
livestock (including horses) , and unproc-
essed farm products (except commodities
in bulk, and commodities requiring spe-
cial equipment), between points in St.
Louis County, Mo., and points in the'St.
Louis, Mo.-East St. Louis, IlL, commercial
zone, on the one hand, and, on the other,
points in South Dakota. The purpose of
this filing is to eliminate the gateways
of Nassau, Minn., and points within 25
miles thereof and East St. Louis, Iil

No. MC 61231 (Sub-No. E4), filed
May 15, 1974. Applicant: ACE LINES,
INC., 4143 E. 43rd St., Des Moines, Towa
50317. Applicant's representative: Wil-
liam L. Fairbank, 900 Hubbell Bldg., Des
Moines, Towa 50309. Authority sought to
operate as & common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: Building materials (except in bulk
and except commodities requiring spe-
cial equipment), from Chicago, I, to
points in Arizona, Colorado, Montana,
New Mexico, Oklahoma, Texas, and
Wyoming. The purpose of this filing is
to eliminate the gateways of Chicago,
I, and Des Moines, Towa.

No. MC 61231 (Sub-No. E5), filed
May 15, 1874. Applicant: ACE LINES,
INC., 4143 E. 43rd St., Des Moines, Towa
50317. Applicant's representative: Wil-
liam L. Fairbank, 900 Hubbell Bidg., Des
Moines, Iowa 50300. Authority sought to
operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: Building materials (except in bulk
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and except commodities requiring spe-
cial equipment), from Chicago, Il to
points in South Dakota and Nebraska.
The purpose of this filing is to eliminate
the gateways of Chicago, Ill., and Ft,
Dodge, Towa.

No. MC 61231 (Sub-No. E9), filed
May 15, 1974. Applicant: ACE LINES,
INC., 4143 E. 43rd St., Des Moines, Iowa
50317, Applicant’s representative: Wil-
liam L. Fairbank, 900 Hubbell Bldg., Des
Moines, Iowa 50309. Authority sought to
operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: Iron and steel building materials,
from Gary, Ind., to points in Nebraska
and South Dakota. The purpose of this
filing is to eliminate the gateways of
Marshailtown and Ft, Dodge, Towa.

No. MC 61231 (Sub-No. EI11), filed
May 15, 1874. Applicant: ACE LINES,
INC., 4143 E. 431d 8t., Des Molnes, Iowa
50317. Applicant’s representative: Wil-
liam L. Fairbank, 900 Hubbell Bldg., Des
Moines, Iowa 50309. Authority sought to
operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: Iron and steel building materials
(except commodities in bulk and com-
modities requiring special equipment),
from Gary, Ind., to points in Towa on
and west of a line beginning at Lineville,
Jowa, thence along U.S. Highway 65 to
junction Iowa Highway 2, thence along
Towa Highway 2 to junction Iowa High-
way 14 at Corydon, Iowa, thence along
Jowa Highway 14 to junction Interstate
Highway 80, thence along Interstate
Highway 80 to junction U.S. Highway
63, thence along U.S. Highway 63 to the
Iowa-Minnesota State line, and to points
in Minnesota on and west of a line be-
ginning at the Minnesota-Iowa State
line, thence along Interstate Highway 35
to junction Minnesota Highway 73,
thence along Minnesota Highway 73 to
junction U.S. Highway 53, thence along
U.S. Highway 53 to the United States-
Canada International Boundary line.

No. MC 61231 (Sub-No. E12), filed
May 15, 1974. Applicant: ACE LINES,
INC., 4143 43rd St, Des Moines, Iowa
50317. Applicant’s representative: Wil-
liam L. Fairbank, 900 Hubbell Bidg.,
Des Moines, Town 50309. Authority sought
to operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: Bullding materials, feeds, forest
products (including lumber and fence
posts) , livestock (including horses), and
unprocessed farm products (except com-
modities in bulk and commodities re-
quiring special equipment), between
Omaha, Nebr., and points within ten
miles thereof, on the one hand, and, on
the other, points in South Dakota on and
north of U.S. Highway 212, The purpose
of this filing is to eliminate the gateways
of Council Bluffs, Iowa, and Nassau,
Minn.. and points within 25 miles of Nas-
sau, Minn.

No, MC 61231 (Sub-No. E14), filed
May 15, 1974. Applicant: ACE LINES,
INC., 4143 E. 43rd St., Des Moines, Towa
50317, Applicant’s representative: Wil-
liam L. Fairbank, 500 Hubbell Bldg., Des
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Molnes, Towa 50309. Authority sought to
operate &5 a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: Building materials (except com-
modities in bulk and commodities re-
quiring special equipment) , from Omaha,
Nebr.,, and points within ten miles of
Omaha, Nebr.,, to points in Arkansas,
Indiana, Kentucky, Michigan, and Ohio.
The purpose of this filing is to eliminate
the gateways of Council Bluffs and Des
Moines, Iowa.

No. MC 61231 (Sub-No. E15), filed
May 15, 1974. Applicant: ACE LINES,
INC., 4143 E. 43rd St,, Des Moines, Iowa
50317. Applicant’s representative: Wil-
llam L. Fairbank, 900 Hubbell Bldg., Des
Moines, Iowa 50309. Authority sought to
operate as a cammon carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: Building wmaterials (except com-
modities in bulk and those requiring spe-
cigl equipment), from Omaha, Nebr,,
and points within ten miles thereof, to
points in Arizona. The purpose of this fil-
ing is to eliminate the gateways of Coun-
cil Bluffs, and Des Moines, Iowa,_

No. MC 61231 (Sub-No. E16); filed
May 15, 1974. Applicant: ACE LINES,
INC., 4143 E, 43rd St., Des Moines, Towa
50317, Applicant's representative: Wil-
Ham L. Fairbank, 800 Hubbell Bldg., Des
Moines, Iowa 50309, Authority sought to
operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular route, tranport-
ing: Gupsum products, composition
boards, insulating materials, roofing and
roofing materials, urethane and urethane
produects, from Omeaha, Nebr., and points
within ten miles thereof, to points In
Wisconsin (exeept points west of Wiscon-
sin Highway 63). The purpose of this fil-
ing is to eliminate the gateways of Coun-
cil Bluffs, Towa, and the plant site of the
Celotex Corporation at Dubuque, Iowa.

No. MC 61231 (Sub-No. E17T), filed
May 15, 1974. Applicant: ACE LINES,
INC,, 4143 E. 43rd St,, Des Moines, Iowa
50317, Applicant’s representative: Wil-
liam L. Fairbank, 900 Hubbell Bldg., Des
Moines, Towa 50308, Authorily sought to
operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, trans-
porting: Wallboard, insulation, and in-
sulation materials, from Omaha, Nebr.,
and points within ten miles thereof, to
points in Ashland, Bayfleld, Douglas,
Burnett, Sawyer, and Washburn Coun-
ties, Wis. The purpose of this filing is to
eliminate the gateways of Council Blufls,
Town, and the plant site of Conwed
Bluffs and Des Moines, Iowa.

No. MC 83539 (Sub-No. E16), filed
June 2, 1974. Applicant: C & H TRANS-
PORTATION CO,, INC., P.O, Box 5976,
Dallas, Tex. 75222, Applicant's repre-
sentative: Thomas E, James (Same as
above). Authority sought to operate as
& common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
{rregular routes, transporting: Prefab-
ricated iron and steel products and iron
and steel pipe, from Corpus Christi,
Galveston, and Houston, Tex., to points
In Arlzona. The purpose of this filing is
flling is to eliminate the gateway of
points in New Mexico.
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No. MC 83539 (Sub-E24), filed May 26,
1974. Applicant: C & H TRANSPORTA-
TION CO,, INC., P.O. Box 5976, Dallas,
Tex. 756222, Applicant’'s representative:
Kenneth West (same as above). Author-
ity sought to operate as a common car-
rier, by motor vehicle, over irreguiar
routes, transporting: Commodities, the
transportation of which, because of size
or weight, requires the use of special
equipment and related machinery parts
and related contractors' materials and
supplies when their transportation is in-
cidental to the transportation by the
carrier of commodities which, because
of size or weight, require the use of spe-
cial equipment and Self-propelled arti-
cles, each weighing 15,000 pounds or
more, and related machinery, tools, parts
and supplies moving in connection
therewith, restricted to commodities
which are transported on trailers be-
tween points in Alabama, on the one
hand, and on the other points in Ken-
tucky except those in Martin, Pike,
Floyd, Letcher, Knott, Perry, Harlan,
Leslie, Clay, Bell, Knox, Laurel, Whitley,
McCreary, Pulaski, Wayne, Russell, Clin-
ton, Cumberland, and Monroe Counties,
The purpose of this filing Is to eliminate
the gateway of points within 50 miles of
Nashville, Tenn.

No. MC 102616 (Sub-No. E208), filed
June 3, 1974. Applicant: COASTAL
TANK LINES, INC, 215 E. Waterloo
Road, Akron, Ohio 44306, Applicant’s
representative: Fred H. Daly (same as
above). Authority sought to operate as
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: Liquid
chemicals, in bulk, In tank vehicles, from
points in New Jersey to points in Ar-
kansas, Louisiana, Mississippl, Missouri,
Nebraska, Oklahoma, Texas (except Har-
ris County) , and points in Colorado, New
Mexico, North Dakota, South Dakota,
and Wyoming on and east of U.S, High-
way 85, restricted against transportation
of resins, paint, and paint materials to
points in the Dallas, Tex. commercial
zone. The purpose of this filing is to elim-
inate the gateways of South Charleston
or Institute, W, Va,, and Marshall, IlL, or
points within five miles thereof.

No. MC 102618 (Sub-No. E254), filed
June 3, 1974. Applicant: COASTAL
TANK LINES, INC., 215 E. Waterloo Rd.,
Akron, Ohio 44306, Applicant’s represent-
ative: Fred H. Daly (same as above). Au-
thority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Liquid chemicals,
in bulk, in tank vehicles, from points in
North Carolina on and east of U.S. High-
way 501 to points in Oklahoma. The pur-
pose of this filing is to eliminate the
gateway of South Charleston or Insti-
tute, W. Va., and Marshall Il or points
within five miles thereof.

No. MC 107285 (Sub-E24), flled May
14, 1974 Applicant: PRE-FAB TRANSIT
CO., P.O. Box 146, Farmer City, Il
61842, Applicant's representative: Dal»
L. Cox (same as above). Authority sought
to operate as a common carrier, by mo-
tor vehicle, over irregular routes, trans-
porting: Buifldings, complete, knocked
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down, or in sections, from points in Illi-
nois to points in Connecticut, Maine,
Massachusetts, New Hampshire, Rhode
Island, and Vermont, The purpose of this
filing is to eliminate the gateway of
Washinton Court House,

No. MC 111823 (Sub-No. E6), filed
June 4, 1974. Applicant: SHERWOOD
VAN LINES, INC., 4322 Milling Road,
San Antonlo, Tex., 78219. Applicant’s
representative: Robert T. Galldgher,
1776 Broadway, New York, N.Y. 10019,
Authority sought to operate as a com-
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: House-
hold goods, as defined by the Commis-
slon, between Grand Forks Air Force
Base, Emerado, N. Dak., on the one hand,
and, on the other, Craig Air Force Base,
Selma, Ala.; Fort McClellan, Anniston,
Ala.; Fort Rucker, Ozark, Ala.; Gunter
Air Force Base, Montgomery, Ala.; Max-
well Alr Force Base, Montgomery, Ala.:
Redstone Arsenal, Huntsville, Ala.;
Blytheville Afr Force Base, Blytheville,
Ark.; Little Rock Air Force Base, Jack-
sonville, Ark.; Naval Submarine Base
New London, Groton, Conn.; Pentagon,
Arlington Hall Station, Henderson Hall,
and Navy Security Station, D.C., An-
drews Air Force Base, Camp Springs,
Md.; Bolling Alr Force Base, D.C.; Fort
Myer, Arlington, Va.; Fort McNair, D.C.:
Cameron Station, Alexandria, Va.; Wal-
ter Reed Army Medical Center, D.C.; Na-
tional Naval Medical Center, Bethesda,
Md.; Naval Station, D.C.; Eglin Air Force
Base, Homestead, Fla.; McDIill Air Force
Base, Tampa, Fla,; McCoy Air Force
Base, Orlando, Fla.; Naval Alr Station
Cecil Field, Jacksonville, Fla.; Naval Air
Station, Jacksonville, Fla.; Naval Ajr
Station, Pensacola, Fla.; Naval Station,
Mayport, Fia.; Naval Air Station Whiting
Fleld, Milton, Fla.; Nava) Station, Key
West, Fla.; Naval Training Center, Or-
lando, Fla.; Patrick Alr Force Base,
Cocoa Beach, Fla.; Tyndall Air Force
Base, Panama City, Fla.; Atlanta Army
Depot, Forest Park, Ga.; Fort Benning,
Columbus, Ga.; Fort Gordon, Augusta,
Ga,; Fort McPherson, Atlanta, Ga.:
Fort Stewart, Hinesville, Ga.; Hunter
Army Airfield, Savannah, Ga,; Marine
Corps Supply Center, Albany, Ga.; Dob-
bins Air Force Base, Marietta Ga.:
Moody Air Force Base, Valdosta, Ga.;
Naval Air Station, Albany, Ga.; Naval
Alr Station, Glynco, Ga.; Robins Air
Force Base, Warner Robins, Ga.; Cha-
nute Alr Force Base, Rantoul, Il1l.; Fort
Sheridan, Highland Park, Ill.

Joliet Army Ammunition Depot, Joliet,
IlL.; Savanna Army Depot, Savanna, Il ;
Naval Alr Station, Glenview, Ill.; Naval
Training Center, Great Lakes, Ill.; Scott
Alr Force Base, Belleville, Ill.; Grissom
Alr Force Base, Peru, Ind.; Fort Benja-
min Harrison, Indianapolis, Ind.; Naval
Ammunition Depot, Crane, Ind.; Fort
Campbell, Hopkinsville, Ky,; Fort Knox,
Fort Enox, Ky.; Barksdale Alr Force
Base, Shreveport, La.; England Alr Force
Base, Alexandria, La,; Fort Polk, Lees-
ville, La.; Naval Air Station, New Or-
leans, La.; Aberdeen Proving Ground,
Aberdeen, Md.; Edgewood Arsenal, Edge-
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wood Arsenal, Md.; Fort Detrick, Fred-
ericks, Md.; Fort Holabird, Baltimore,
Md.; Fort George Meade, Laurel, Md.;
Fort Ritchie, Cascade, Md.; Naval Air
Station, Patuxent River, Md.; Naval
Academy, Annapolis, Md.; Naval Train-
ing Center, Bainbridge, Md.; L. G. Hans-
com Field, Bedford, Mass.; Fort Devens,
Ayer, Mass.; Naval Alr Station, South
Weymouth, Mass.; Otis Air Force Base,
Falmouth (Cape Code), Mass.; Westover
Alr Force Base, Springfield, Mass.; Kin-
cheloe Air Force Base, Sault Ste. Marle,
Mich.; K. 1. Sawyer Alr Force Base,
Gwinn, Mich,; Selfridge Air National
Guard Base, Mount Clemens, Mich.;
Wurtsmith Alr Force Base, Oscoda,
Mich.; Columbus Air Force Base, Colum-
bus, Miss.; Keesler Air Force Base, Biloxi,
Miss.; Naval Air Station, Meridian,
Miss.; Naval Construction Battalion,
Gulfport, Miss.; Pease Alr Force Base,
Portsmouth, N.H.; Fort Dix, Wrights-
town, N.J.; Fort Monmouth, Oceanport,
N.J.; McGuire Air Force Base, Wrights-
town, N.J.; Naval Air Station, Lakehurst,
N.J.; Camp Drum, Watertown, N.Y.; Fort
Hamilton, Brooklyn, N.Y.; Fort Wads-
worth, Staten Island, N.Y.; U.S. Coast
Guard Base, Governor's Island, N.Y.;
Griffiss Air Force Base, Rome, NY'
Hancock Fleld, Syracuse, N.Y.; Platts-
burg Air Pbrce Base, Plattsburx N.Y.;
Naval Hospital, Saint Albans, N.Y.;
Seneca Army Depot, Romulus, N.Y.;
Stewart Field, Newburgh, N.Y.; U.S.
Military Academy, West Point, N.Y.;
Lockbourne Air Force Base, Columbus,
Ohlo; Wright-Patterson Air Force Base,
Dayton, Ohlo; Army War College, Car-
lisle Barracks, Pa.

Letterkénny Army Depot, Chambers-
burg, Pa,; Naval Base, Philadelphia, Pa.;
New Cumberland Army Depot, New Cum-
berland, Pa.; Tobyhanna Army Depot,
Tobyhanna, Pa.; Defense Activities,
Mechanicsburg, Pa.; Valley Forge Gen-
eral Hospital, Phoenixville, Pa.; Charles-
ton Alr Force Base, Charleston, S.C.;
Fort Jackson, Columbia, S.C.; Marine
Corps Afr Station, Beaufort, 8.C.; Myrtle
Beach Ailr Force Base, Myrtle Beach,
S.C.; Naval Base, Charleston, 8.C.; Po-
laris Missile Facility, Charleson, S.C.;
Shaw Alr Force Base, Sumter, 8.C.; Ma-
rine Corps Recruit Depot, Parris Island,
S.C.; Naval Air Station Memphis, Mill-
ington, Tenn.; Arnold Air Force Station,
Tullahoa, Tenn.; Brooks Air Force Base,
San Antonlo, Tex.; Ellington Air Force
Base, Houston, Tex.; Kelly Air Force
Base, San Antonlo, Tex.; Lackland Ailr
Force Bgse, San Antonio, Tex.; Naval
Alr Station, Corpus Christi, Tex.; Naval
Alr Station Chase Field, Beeville, Tex.;
Naval Alr Station, Kingsville, Tex.; Ran-
dolph Air Force Base, Universal City,
Tex.; Fort Belvoir, Alexandria, Va.; Fort
Eustis, Newport News, Va.; Fort Lee,
Petersburg, Va.; Fort Monroe, Hampton,
Va.; Fort Story, Virginia Beach, Va.;
Langley Air Force Base, Hampton, Va.;
Marine Corps B8chool, Quantico, Va.;
Naval Alr Station Oceana, Ocean (Vir-
ginia Beach), Va.; Naval Amphiblous
Base, Little Creek (Norfolk), Va.; Naval
Shipyard Norfolk, Portsmouth, Va.; Na-

val Station, Norfolk, Va.; Naval Weap-
ons Laboratory, Dahlgren, Va.; Naval
Weapons Station, YorEtown, Va.; De-
fense General Supply Center, Richmond,
Va.: and Vint Hill Farms Station, War-
renton Va. The purpose of this ming is
to eliminate the gateways of St. Louls,
Mo., or that part of Illinois on and north
of U.S, Highway 36.

No. MC 111823 (Sub-No. E10), filed
June 4, 1974, Applicant: SHERWOOD
VAN LINES, INC., 4322 Milling Road,
San Antonio, Tex. 78219, Applicant’s rep-
resentative: Robert J. Gallagher, 1776
Broadway, New York, N.Y. 10019. Au-
thority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Household goods,
as defined by the Commission, between
Richards-Gebaur Afir Force Base, Kan-
sas City, Mo., and Whiteman Air Force
Base, Knob Noster, Mo., on the one hand,
and, on the other Cralg Alr Force Base,
Selma, Ala.; Fort McClemman, Annis-
ton, Ala.; Fort Rucker, Ozark, Ala.; Gun-
ter Air Force Base, Montgomery. Ala.;
Maxwell Air Force Base, Montgomery,
Ala.; Redstone Arsenal, Huntsville, Ala.;
Blytheville Air Force Base, Blytheville,
Ark.; Naval Submarine Base New Lon-
don, Groton, Conn,; Pentagon, Arling-
ton Hall Station, Henderson Hall, and
Navy Security Station, District of Co-
lumbia; Andrews Afr Force Base, Camp
Springs, Md.; Bolling Air Force Base,
District of Columbia; Fort Myer, Arling-
ton, Va.; Fort McNalr, District of Co-
lumbia; Cameron Station, Alexandria,
Va.; Walter Reed Army Medical Center,
District of Columbla; National Naval
Medical Center, Bethesda, Md.; Naval
Station, District of Columbia; Eglin Air
Force Base, Valparaiso, Fla.; Homestead
Alr Force Base, Homestead, Fla.; McDill
Alr Force Base, Tampa, Fla.; McCoy Alr
Force Base, Orlando, Fla.; Naval Air
Station Cecil Field, Jacksonville, Fla.;
Naval Alr Station, Jacksonville, Fla,; Na«
val Alr Station, Pensacola, Fla,; Naval
Station, Mayport, Fla.; Naval Air Station
Whiting Field, Miiton, Fla.; Naval Sta-
tion, Key West, Fla.; Naval Training
Center, Orlando, Fla.; Patrick Air Force
Base, Cocoa Beach, Fla.; Tyndall Air
Force Base, Panama City, Fla.; Atlanta
Army Depot, Forest Park, Ga.; Fort Ben-
ning, Columbus, Ga.; Fort Gordon, Au-
gusta, Ga.; Fort McPherson, Atlanta,
Ga.; Fort Stewart, Hinesville, Ga,;
Hunter Army Airfield, Savannah, Ga.;
Marine Corps Supply Center, Albany, Ga.

Dobbins Air Force Base, Marietta, Ga.;
Moody Alr Force Base, Valdosta, Ga.;
Naval Air Station, Albany, Ga.: Naval
Alr Station, Glynco, Ga.; Robins Air
Force Base, Warner Robins, Ga.; Cha-
nute Afr Force Base, Rantoul, Ill.; Fort
Sheridan, Highland Park, IIl.; Joliet
Army Ammunition Depot, Joliet, Ill.;
Savanna Army Depot, Savanna, Il.;
Naval Alr Station, Glenview, Ill.; Naval
Training Center, Great Lakes, Ill.; Scott
Air Force Base, Belleville, IlL; Grissom
Air Force Base, Peru, Ind.; Fort Benja-
min Harrison, Indianapolis, Ind.; Naval
Ammunition Depot, Crane, Ind.; Fort
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Campbell, Hopkinsville, Ky.; Fort Knox,
Fort Knox, Ky.; Naval Air Station, New
Orleans, La.; Aberdeen Proving Ground,
Aberdeen, Md.; Edgewood Arsenal, Edge-
wood Arsenal, Md.; Fort Detrick, Fred-
erick, Md.; Fort Holabird, Baltimore,
Md.; Fort George Meade, Laurel, Md.;
Fort Ritchie, Cascade, Md.; Naval Alr
Station, Patuxent River, Md.; Naval
Academy, Annapolis, Md.; Naval Train-
ing Center, Bainbridge, Md.; Fort Dev-
ens,, Ayer, Mass.; Naval Air Station,
South Weymouth, Mass.; L. G, Hanscom
Field, Bedford, Mass,; Otis Ailr Force
Base, Falmouth (Cape Cod), Mass.;
Westover Air Force Base, Springfield,
Mass.; Kincheloe Alr Force Base, Sault
Ste. Marle, Mich.; K. I. Sawger Air
Force Base, Gwinn, Mich,; Selfridge Alr
National Guard Base, Mount Clemens,
Mich.: Wurtsmith Air Force Base,
Oscoda, Mich.; Columbus Air Force
Base, Columbus, Miss,; Keesler Alr
Force Base, Biloxi, Miss.; Naval Air Sta-
tin, Meridian, Miss.; Naval Construction
Battalion, Gulfport, Miss,; Pease Air
Force Base, Portsmouth, N.H.; Fort Dix,
Wrightstown, NJ.; Fort Monmouth,
Oceanport, N.J.; McGuire Air Force
Base, Wrightstown, N.J.; Naval Air Sta-
tion, Lakehurst, NJ.; Camp Drum, Wa-
tertown, N.Y.; Fort Hamilton, Brooklyn,
N.Y.; Fort Wadsworth, Staten Island,
N.Y.; U.S. Coast Guard Base, Governor's
Island (New York City), N.¥Y.:; Griffiss
Alr Force Base, Rome, N.Y,; Hancock
Fleld, Syracuse, N.Y.

Plattsburg Air Force Base, Plattsburg,
N.Y.; Naval Hospital, Saint Albans, N.Y.;
Seneca Army Depot, Romulus, N.Y.;
Steward Field, Newburgh, N.Y.; US,
Military Academy, West Point, N.Y.;
Lockbourne Air Force Base, Columbus,
Ohio; Wright-Patterson Air Force Base,
Dayton, Ohlo; Army War College, Car-
lisle Barracks, Pa.; Letterkenny Army
Depot, Chambersburg, Pa.; Naval Base,
Philadelphia, Pa.; New Cumberland
Army Cumberland, Pa.;
Tobyhanna Army Depot, Tobyhanna,
Pa.; Defense Activities, Mechanicsburg,
Pa,; Valley Forge General Hospital,
Phoenixville, Pa.; Charleston Air Force
Base, Charleston, 8.C.; Fort Jackson,
Columbia, 8.C.; Marine Corps Air Sta-
tion, Beaufort, 8.C.; Marine Corps Re-
cruit Depot, Parris Island, S.C.; Myrtle
Beach Air Force Base, Myrtle Beach,
8.C.; Naval Base, Charleston, S.C.; Po-
Jaris Missile Facility, Charleston, S.C.;
Shaw Air Force Base, Sumter, S.C.; Ar-
nold Air Force Station, Tullahoma,
Tenn.; Naval Air Station Memphis, Mil-
lington, Tenn.; Fort Belvolr, Alexandria,
Va.; Fort Eustis, Newport News, Va.;
Fort Lee, Petersburg, Va.; Fort Monroe,
Hampton, Va.; Fort Story, Virginia
Beach, Va.; Langley Alr Force Base,
Hampton, Va.; Marine Corps School,
Quantico, Va.; Naval Air Station, Oceana
(Virginia Beach), Va.; Naval Amphiblous
Base, Little Creek (Norfolk), Va.; Naval
Shipyard Norfolk, Portsmouth, Va.;
Naval Weapons Laboratory, Dahilgren,
Va.; Naval Weapons Station, Yorktown,
Va.; Defense General Supply Center,
Richmond, Va.; Vint Hill Farms Station,
Warrenton, Va.; and Naval Station Nor-
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folk, Norfolk, Va, The purpose of this
filing is to eliminate the gateway of St
Louis, Mo., or that part of Illinois on and
north of U.S, Highway 36.

No. MC 111823 (Sub-No. E11), filed
June 4, 1974. Applicant: SHERWOOD
VAN LINES, INC., 4322 Milling Road,
San Antonio, Tex, 78219, Applicant's rep~
resentative: Robert J. Gallagher, 1776
Broadway, New York, N.Y. 10019, Author-
ity sought to operate as a common car-
rier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Household goods,
as defined by the Commission, between
Millington, Tenn., on the one hand, and,
on the other, Ent Air Force Base & Peter-
son Field, Colorado Springs, Colo,; Fitz-
simons General Hospital, Denver, Colo.;
Fort Carson, Colorado Springs, Colo.;
Lowry Air Force Base, Denver, Colo.;
US. Air Force Academy, Colorado
Springs, Colo.; Naval Submarine Base
New London, Groton, Conn.; Pentagon,
Arlington Hall Station, Henderson Hall,
and Navy Security Station, District of
Columbia; Andrews Air Force Base, Camp
Springs, Md.; Bolling Air Base, District
of Columbin; Fort Myer, Arlington, Va.:
Fort McNair, District of Columbia; Cam-
eron Station, Alexandria, Va.; Walter
Reed Army Medical Center, District of
Columbia; National Naval Medical Cen-
ter, Bethesda, Md.; Naval Station, Dis-
trict of Columbia; Chanute Air Force
Base, Rantoul, IL.; Fort Sheridan, High-
land Park, Ill.; Joliet Army Ammunition
Depot, Joliet, Ill,; Savanna Army Depot,
Savanna, IlIl.; Naval Air Station, Glen-
view, Ill.; Naval Training Center, Great
Lakes, T11.; Scott Air Force Base, Belle-
ville, 11l.; Grissom Air Force Base, Peru,
Ind,; Fort Benjamin Harrison, Indiana-
polis, Ind.; Naval Ammunition Depot,
Crane, Ind.; Forbes Air Force Base, To-
peka, Kans.; Fort Leavenworth, Kans.;
Fort Riley, Junction City, Kans.; Fort
Knox, Fort Knox, Ky.; Aberdeen Prov-
ing Ground, Aberdeen, Md.; Edgewood
Arsenal, Edgewood Arsenal, Md.; Fort
Detrick, Frederick, Md.: Fort Holabird,
Baltimore, Md.; Fort George Meade,
Laurel, Md.; Fort Ritchie, Cascade, Md.;
Naval Afr Station, Patuxent River, Md.;
Naval Academy, Annapolis, Md.; Naval
Training Center, Bainbridge, Md.; Fort
Devens, Ayer, Mass.; Naval Afr Station,
South Weymouth, Mass.; L. G. Hanscom
Field, Bedford, Mass.; Otis Air Force
Base, Falmouth (Cape Cod), Mass,:
Westover Air Force Base, Springfield,
Mass.; Kincheloe Alr Force Base, Sault
Bte. Marie, Mich.

K. I, Sawyer Air Force Base, Gwinn,
Mich.; Selfridge Afir National Guard Base
Mount Clemens, Mich.; Wurtsmith Air
Force Base, Oscoda, Mich.; Duluth In-
ternational Airport, Duluth, Mich.;
Richards-Gebaur Air Porce Base, Kan-
sas City, Mo.; Whiteman Air Force Base,
Knob Noster, Mo,; Offutt Air Force Base,
Omaha, Nebr.; Pease Afr Force Base,
Portsmouth, N.H.; Fort Dix, Wrights-
town, N.Y.;: Fort Monmouth, Oceanport,
N.J.; McGuire Alr Force Base, Wrights-
town, N.J.; Naval Air Station, Lakehurst,
N.J.; Camp Drum, Watertown, N.Y.; Fort
Hamilton, Brookiyn, N.Y.; Fort Wads-
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worth, Staten Island, N.Y.; US. Coast
Guard Base, Governor's Island (New
York City), N.Y.; Griffiss Air Force Base,
Rome, N.Y.; Hancock Field, Syracuse,
N.Y.; Plattsburg Air Force Base, Platts-
burg, N.Y.; Naval Hospital, Saint Albans,
N.Y.; Senefa Army Depot, Romulus,
N.Y.; Stewart Fleld, Newburgh, N.Y.;
U.S. Military Academy, West Point, N.Y.;
Grand Forks Alr Force Base, Emerado,
N. Dak.; Minot Alr Force Base, Minot,
8. Dak.; Lockbourne Air Force Base, Co~
lumbus, Ohio; Wright-Patterson Air
Force Base, Dayton, Ohio; Army War
Colleke, Carlisle Barracks, Pa.; Letter-
kenny Army Depot, Chambersburg, Pa.;
Naval Base Philadelphia, Philadelpha,
Pa,; New Cumberland Army Depot, New
Cumberland, Pa.; Tobyhanna Army De-
pot, Tobyhanna, Pa.; Defense Activities,
Mechanicsburg, Pa,; Valley Forge Gen-
eral Hospital, Phoenixville, Pa.; Ellsworth
Alr Force Base, Rapid City, 8. Dak.; Fort
Belvoir, Alexandria, Va.; Fort Eustis,
Newport News, Va.; Fort Lee, Petersburg,
Va.: Fort Monroe, Hampton, Va.; Fort
Story, Virginia Beach, Va.; Langley Ailr
Force Base, Hampton, Va.; Marine Corps
School, Quantico, Va.; Naval Air Station
Oceann, Oceana (Virginia Beach), Va.;
Naval Amphiblous Base, Little Creek
(Norfolk), Va.; Naval Shipyard Norfolk,
Portsmouth, Va.; Naval Station, Norfolk,
Va.; Naval Weapons Laboratory, Dahl-
gren, Va.; Naval Weapons Station, York=
town, Va.; Defense General Supply Cen-
ter, Richmond, Va.; Vint Hill Farms Sta-
tion, Warrenton, Va.; and Camp McCoy,
Sparta, Wis. The purpose of this filing
is to eliminate the gateway of St. Louis,
Mo., or Loulsville, Ky., or that part of
Indiana and Illinois on and north of US.
Highway 36.

No. MC 111823 (Sub-No. E16), filed
June 4, 1974, Applicant: SHERWOOD
VAN LINES, INC, 4322 Milling Road,
San Anfonio, Tex. 78219. Applicant's
representative: Robert J. Gallagher,
1776 Broadway, New York, N.Y. 10019.
Authority sought to operate as a common
earrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Household goods,
ns defined by the Commission, between
San Diego, Calif., on the one hand, and,
on the other, Craig Alr Force Base,
Selma, Ala.; FtL. McClellan, Anniston,
Ala.; Gunter Air Force Base, Mont-
gomery, Ala.; Maxwell Air Force Base,
Montgomery, Ala.; Redstone Arsenal,
Huntsville, Ala.; Blytheville Alr Force
Base, Blytheville, Ark.; District of Co-
lumbia, Naval Submarine Base, Groton,
Conn.; Andrews Air Force Base, District
of Columbin; Bolling Alr Force Base,
District of Columbia; Cameron Station,
District of Columbia; Ft. Myer, District
of Columbia; Ft. McNalr, District of Co-
lumbia; Walter Reed Army Hospltal,
District of Columbia; National Naval
Medical Center, District of Columbisa;
Naval Station, District of Columbia;
Homestead Alr Force Base, Homestead,
Fla.; McDill Air Force Base, Tampa,
Fia.; McCoy Air Force Base, Orlando,
Fla.; Naval Air Station, Cecil Field,
Jacksonville, Fia.; Naval Alr Station,
Jacksonville, Fla,; Naval Station, May-
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port, Fla.; Naval Supply Center, Key
West, Fla,; Naval Training Center, Or-
lando, Fila.; Patrick Air Force Base,
Cocoa Beach, Fla.; Tyndall Air Force
Base, Panama City, Fla.; Atlanta Army
Depot, Forrest Park, Ga.; Fort Benning,
Columbus, Ga.; Fort Gordon, Augusta,
Ga.; Fort McPherson, Atlanta, Ga.; Fort
Stewart, Hinsville, Ga.; Hunter Air Force
Base, Savannah, Ga.; Marine Corp Sup-
ply Center, Albany, Ga.; Dobbins Air
Force Base, Marietta, Ga.; Moody Air
Force Base, Valdosta, Ga,.; Naval Ailr
Station, Albany, Ga.; Naval Air Station,
Glynco, Ga.; Robins Air Force »Base,
Warner Robins, Ga.; Chanute Air Force
Base, Rantoul, Ill.; Fort Sheridian, High-
land Park, I1l.; Joliet Army Depot, Joliet,
Ill.; Savanna Army Depot, Savanna, Ill.;
Naval Afr Station, Glenview, Ill.; Naval
Training Center, Great Lakes, Ill.; Scott
Alr Force Base, Belleville, Ill.; Grissom
Alr Force Base, Peru, Ind.; Ft. Benjamin
Huorrison, Indianapolis, Ind.; Naval Am-
munition Depot, Crane, Ind.; Ft. Camp-
bell, Hopkinsville, Ky.

Ft. Knox, Ky.; Aberdeen Proving
Ground, Aberdeen, Md.; Edgewood Ar-
senal, Edgewood, Md.; Ft. Detrick, Fred-
erick, Md.; Fort Holabird, Baltimore,
Md.; Pt. George Meade, Laurel, Md.;
Ft. Ritchie, Cascade, Md.; Naval Air Sta-
tion, Patuxant River, Md.; Naval Air,
Annapolis, Md.; Naval Training Center.
Bainbridge, Md.; Ft. Devens, Ayer,
Mass.; L. G. Hanscom Field, Bedford,
Mass.; Otis Alr Force Base, Falmouth,
Mass.; Westover Air Force Base, Spring-
fleld, Mass.: Kincheloe Alr Force Base,
Sault Ste. Marie, Mich.; K. L. Sawyer Air
Force Base, Gwinn, Mich.; Sélfridge Alr
Force Base, Mt. Clemens, Mich.; Wurt-
smith Air Force Base, Oscoda, Mich.;
Duluth International Afrport, Minn.;
Columbus Air Force Base, Miss.; Naval
Alr Station, Meridian, Miss,; Ft. Leonard
Wood, Waynesville, Mo,; Pease Air Force
Base, Portsmouth, N.H.; Fort Dix,
Wrightstown, NJ.; Fort Monmouth,
Oceanport, N.J.; McGuire Air Force
Base, Wrightstown, N.J.; Naval Air Sta-
tion, Lakehurst, NJ.; Camp Drum, Wa-
tertown, N.Y.: Ft. Hamilton, Brooklyn,
N.Y.; Naval Supply Center, Governor's
Isle, N.Y.; QGrifiilss Air Force Base,
Rome, N.Y.; Hancock Field, Syracuse,
N.Y.; Plattsburg Alr Force Base, Platts~
burg, N.¥Y.; Naval Hospital, St. Albans,
N.Y.; Seneca Army Depot, Romulus,
N.Y.: Stewart Field, Newburgh, N.Y.;
U.S. Military Academy, West Point, N.Y,;
Lockbourne Air Force Base, Columbus,
Ohlo; Wright Patterson Air Force Base,
Dayton, Ohjo; Army War College, Car-
lisle Barracks, Carlisle, Pa.; Letterken-
ney Army Depot, Chambersburg, Pa.;
Naval Base, Philadelphia, Pa.; New Cum-
berland Army Depot, New Cumberiand,
Pa.; Tobeyhanna Army Depot, Tobey-
hanna, Pa.; Defense Activities, Mechan-
icsburg, Pa.; Valley Forge General Hos-
pital, Phoenixville, Pa.; Charleston Alr
Force Base, Charleston, 8.C.; Ft. Jack-
son, Columbia, 8.C.; Marine Corp Air
Station, Beaufort, S.C.; Marine Corp
Recruit Depot, Parrlis Island, B8.C.:
Myrtle Beach Alr Force Base, Myrtle
Beach, S.C.; Noval Base, Charleston,
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5.C.; Polaris Missile Facility, Charleston,
S.C.; Shaw Air Force Base, Sumter, S.C.;
Arnold Air Force Base, Tullahoma,
Tenn.; Naval Air Station, Memphis,
Tenn.; Ft, Belvoir, Alexandria, Va.; Ft.
Eustls, Newport News, Va.; Ft. Lee,
Petersburg, Va.; Ft. Monroe, Hampton,
Va.; Ft. Story, Virginia Beach, Va.;
Langley Air Force Base, Hampton, Va.;
Marine Corp, Quantico, Va.; Naval Air
Station, Oceana, Va.; Naval Amphibians
Base, Norfolk, Va.; Naval Shipyard,
Portsmouth, Va,; Naval Station, Norfolk,
Va.; Naval Weapons Lab., Dahlgren, Va.;
Naval Weapons Station, Yorktown, Va.;
Defense Supply Center, Richmond, Va.;
Vint Hill Farms Station, Warrenton,
Va.; and Camp MeCoy, Sparta,” Wis. The
purpose of this filing is to eliminate the
gateway of St. Louls, Mo.

No. MC 111823 (Sub-No. E17), filed
June 4, 1974, Applicant: SHERWOOD
VAN LINES, INC., 4322 Milling Rd., SBan
Antonlo, Tex. 78219, Applicant's repre-
sentative: Robert J. Gallagher, 1776
Broadway, New York, N.Y. 10019. Au-
thority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Household goods,
as defined by the Commission, between
Monterey, Calif., on the one hand, and,
on the other, Little Rock Air Force Base,
Jacksonville, Ark,; Cralg Alr Force Base,
Selma, Ala,; Ft. McClellan, Anniston,
Ala.; Ft. Rucker, Ozark, Ala.; Gunter
Alr Force Base, Montgomery, Ala,; Max-
well Alr Force Base, Montgomery, Ala.;
Redstone Arsenal, Huntsville, Ala.;
Blytheville Air rce Base, Ark.; the
District of Columbia; Naval Sub Base,
Groton, Conn.; Andrews Air Force Base,
Md.; Bolling Air Force Base, District
of Columbia; Cameron Station, District
of Columbia; Ft. Myer, District of
Columbia; Ft. McNair, District of Co-
lumbia; Walter Reed Army Hospital,
District of Columbia; National Naval
Medical Center, District of Columbia;
Naval Station, District of Columbia;
Eglin Air Force Base, Valparaiso, Ind.;
Homestead Alr Force Base, Fla,; McDill
Alr Force Base, Tampa, Fla.; McCoy Alr
Force Base, Orlando, Fla.; Naval Air
Station, Cecil Field, Jacksonville, Fla.;
Naval Alr Station, Jacksonville, Fla.;
Naval Air Station, Pensacola, Fla.;
Naval Station, Mayport, Fla.; Naval Afr
Station, Whiting Field, Milton, Fla.
Naval Supply Center, Key West, Fla.
Naval Training Center, Orlando, Fla.
Cocoa Beach, Patrick Alr Force Base,
Fla.; Tyndall Air Force Base, Panama
City, Fla.; Atlanta Army Depot, Forrest
Park, Ga.; Ft. Benning, Columbus, Ga.;
Ft. Gordon, Augusta, Ga.; Ft, McPher-
son, Atlanta, Ga.; Ft. Stewart, Hinsville,
Ga.; Hunter Afr Force Base, Savannah,
Ga,; Marine Corp. Supply Center,
Albany, Ga.; Dobbins Air Force Base,
Marietta, ‘Ga.; Moody Air Force Base,
Valdosta, Ga,; Naval Air Station,
Albany, Ga.; Naval Air Station, Glynco,
Ga.; Robins Air Force Base, Warner
Robins, Ga.; Chanute Air Force Base,
Rantoul, Ill; Ft. Sheridan, Highland
Park, Ill.; Jollet Army Depot, II.;
Savanna Army Depot, Ill.; Naval Alr

Station, Glenview, Ill.; Naval Train-
ing Center, Great Lakes, Ill,; Scott Air
Force Base, Bélleville, IlL.; Grissom Air
Force Base, Peru, Ind.; Ft. Benjamin
Harrison, Indianapolis, Ind.; Naval
Ammunition Depot, Crane, Ind.; Ft.
(ét;mpbell. Hopkinsville, Ky.; Ft. Knox,

Aberdeen Proving Ground, Md.; Edge-
wood, Arsenal, Md.; Ft. Detrick, Freder-
ick, Md.; Ft, Holabird, Baltimore, Md.:
Pt. George Meade, Md.; Ft. Ritchie,
Cascade, Md.; Naval Air Station, Pa-
tuxent River, Md.; Naval Air, Annap-
olis, Md.; Nayal Training Center, Bain-
bridge, Md.; Ft. Devens, Ayer, Mass.:
L. G. Hanscom Field, Bedford, Mass.:
Otis Air Force Base, Falmouth, Mass.:
Westover Alr Force Base, Springfield,
Mass,; Kincheloe Air Force Base, Sault
Ste. Marie, Mich.; K. I. Sawyer Air Force
Base, Gwin, Mich.; Selfridge Alr Force
Base, Mt, Clemens, Mich.; Wurtsmith
Alr Force Base, Oscode, Mich,; Colum-
bus Air Force Base, Miss.; Keesler Air
Force Base, Biloxi, Miss.; Naval Air Sta-
tion, Meridian, Miss.; Naval Construc-
tion Battalion, Gulfport, Miss.; Ft.
Leonard Wood, Waynesville, Mo.; White-
man Afr Force Base, Knob Noster, Mo.;
Pease Alr Force Base, Portsmouth, N.H.;
Pt. Dix, Wrightstown, N.J.; Ft. Mon-
mouth, Oceanport, N.J.; McGuire Air
Force Base, Wrightstown, N.J.; Naval
Ailr Station, Lakehurst, N.J.; Camp
Drum, Watertown, N.Y.; Ft. Hamilton,
Brooklyn, N.Y,; Naval Supply Center,
Governor's Isle, N.Y.; Grifiiss Afr Force
Base, Rome, N.Y.: Hancock Fleld, Syra-
cuse, N.Y.; Plattsburg Air Force Base,
N.Y.; Naval Hospital, St. Albans, N.Y.;
Seneca Army Depot, Romulus, N.Y.;
Stewart Fleld, N.Y.; US. Military
Academy, West Point, N.Y.; Lockbourne
Alr Force Base, Columbus, Ohio; Wright
Patterson Alr Force Base, Dayton, Ohio;
Carlisle Barracks, Army War College,
Pa.: Letterkenny Army Depot, Cham-
bersburg, Pa.; Naval Base, Philadelphia,
Pa.; New Cumberland Army Depot, New
Cumberland, Pa.; Tobeyhanna Army
Depot, Pa,; Defense Activities, Mechan-
fcsburg, Pa.; Valley Forge General
Hospital, Phoenixville, Pa.; Charleston
Alr Force Base, 8.C.; Pt. Jackson, Colum-
bia, S.C.; Marine Corp. R.D., Paris Is-
land, S.C.; Myrtle Beach Air Force Base,
8.C.; Naval Base, Charleston, 8.C.; Po-
laris Missile Facility, Charleston, S.C.;
Shaw Alr Force Base, Sumter, S5.C.;
Arnold Alr Force Base, Tullahoma,
Tenn.; Naval Air Station, Memphis,
Tenn.; Fort Belvolr, Alexandria, Va.; Ft.
Eustis, Newport News, Va., Ft. Lee,
Petersburg, Va.; Ft. Monroe, Hampton,
Va,; Ft. Story, Virginia Beach, Va.;
Langley Alr Force Base, Hampton, Va.;
Marine Corp., Quantico, Va.; Naval Alr
Station, Oceana, Va.; Naval Amphibians
Base, Norfolk, Va.; Naval Shipyard,
Portsmouth, Va.; Naval Shipyard, Nor-
folk, Va.; Naval Station, Norfolk, Va.;
Naval Weapons Lab., Dahlgren, Va.;
Naval Weapons Station, Yorktown, Va.;
Defense Supply Center, Richmond, Va.;
Vint Hill Farms Station, Warrenton, Va.;

and Camp McCoy, SBparta, Wis, The pur-
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pose of this filing is to eliminate the
gateway of St. Louis, Mo.

No. MC 111823 (Sub-No. E18), filed
June 4, 1974. Applicant: SHERWOOD
VAN LINES, INC., 4322 Milling Road,
San Antonio, Tex. 78219. Applicant’s rep-
resentative: Robert J. Gallagher, 1776
Broadway, New York, N.Y. 10019. Au-
thority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Household goods,
as defined by the Commission, between
San Leandro, Calif., on the one hand,
and, on the other, Chanute Air Force
Base, Rantoul, Ill.; Ft, Sheridan, High-
land Park, IL.; Joliet Army Depot, Joliet,
111.; Savanna Army Depot, Savanna, Iil.;
Naval Air Station, Glenview, TIl.; Naval
Training Center, Great Lakes, TIl.; Scott
Air Force Base, Belleville, Ill.;" Grissom
Air Force Base, Peru, Ind.; Ft. Benjamin
Harrison, Indianapolis, Ind.; Naval Am-
munition, Crane, Ind.; Ft. Campbell,
Hopkinsville, Ky.; Ft. Knox, Ky.: Aber-
deen Proving Ground, Md.; Ft. Detrick,
Md.; Pt. George Meade, Md,; Fi. Ritchie,
Md.: Naval Air Station, Patuxent, Md.:
Naval Academy, Annapolis, Md.; Naval
Training Station, Bainbridge, Md.; Ft.
Devens, Mass.; Hanscom Field, Mass.;
Otis Air Force Base, Mass.; Westover
Alr Force Base, Mass.; Kincheloe Alr
Force Base, Mich.; K. I. Sawyer Air Force
Base, Mich.; Selfridge Air Force Base,
Mich.; Wurtsmith Afr Force Base, Mich.;
Columbus Afr Force Base, Miss.; Keesler
Air Force Base, Miss.; Naval Alr Station,
Meridian, Miss.; Ft. Leonard Wood, Mo.;
Whiteman Air Force Base, Knob Noster,
Mo.; Pease Air Force Base, N.H.; Ft. Dix,
Wrightstown, N.J.; Fort Monmouth,
N.J.: McGuire Air Force Base, N.J.; Naval
Alr Station, Lakehurst, N.J.; Camp Dru,
N.Y.; Ft. Hamilton, N.Y.; US. Coast
Guard, Governor's Islant, New York;
Griffiss Air Force Base, Rome, N.Y.; Han-
cock Field, Syracuse, N.Y.; Plattsburg
Air Force Base, N.Y.; Naval Hospital, St.
Albans, N.Y.; Seneca Army Depot, Romu-
lus, N.Y.; Stewart Field, Newburg, N.Y.;
West Point, N.Y.; Lockbourne Air Force
Base, Columbus, Ohlo; Wright-Patterson
Air Force Base, Dayton, Ohio; Carlisle
Barracks, Pa.; Letterkenny Army Depot,
Chambersburg, Pa.; Naval Base, Phila-
delphia, Pa.; New Cumberland Army
Depot, Pa.; Tobeyhanna Army Depot,
Pa.; Valley Forge General Hospital,
Phoenixville, Pa.

Charleston Air Force Base, S.C.;: Ft.
Jackson, Columbia, 8.C.; Marine Corp.
Alr Station, Beaufort, 8.C.; Marine Corp.
R.D., Parris Island, S.C.; Myrtle Beach
Air Force Base, S.C.; Naval Air Station,
Charleston, S.C.; Shaw Alr Force Base,
Sumter, 8.C.; Armed Air Force Station,
Tullahoma, Tenn.; Cameron Station,
Alexandria, Va.; Naval Afir Station, Mem-
phis, Tenn.; Fort Belvoir, Alexandria,
Va.: Fort Eustis, Newport News, Va.; Ft.
Iee, Petersburg, Va.; Fort Monroe,
Hampton, Va.; Fort Story, Virginia
Beach, Va.; Langley Afir Force Base,
Hampton, Va.; Marine Corps, Quantico,
Va.; Naval Air Station, Oceana, Va.;

Naval Amphibians, Little Creek, Va.;

‘ville,
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Naval Shipyard, Norfolk, Va.; Naval Sta-
tion, Norfolk, Va.; Naval Weapons Lab-
oratory, Dahlgren, Va.; Naval Weapons
Station, Yorktown, Va.: Defense General
Supply Center, Richmond, Va.; Vint Hills
Farm Station, Warrenton, Va.; Craig
Air Force Base, Selma, Ala.; Ft. McClel-
lan, Anniston, Ala.; Fort Rucker, Ozark,
Ala.; Gunter Air Force Base, Montgom-
ery, Ala,; Maxwell Air Force Base, Mont-
gomery, Ala.; Redstone Arsenal, Hunts-
Ala.; Naval Sub Base, Groton,
Conn.; District of Columbia; Andrews Air
Force Base, Md.; Bolling Air Force Base,
Washington, D.C.; Ft. Myer, Washing-
ton, D.C.; Ft. McNair, Washington, D.C.;
Walter Reed Army Medical Center,
Washington, D.C.; National Naval Medi-
cal Center, Bethesda, Md.; Naval Station,
Washington, D.C.; Eglin Air Force Base,
Ft. Walton Beach, Fla.; Homestead Air
Force Base. Homestead, Fla.; Naval Alr
Station, Pensacola, Fla.; Naval Air Stat-
tion, Mayport, Fla.; Naval Air Station,
Milton, Fla,; Naval Air Station, Key
West, Fla.: Naval Training Center, Or-
lando, Fla.: Patrick Air Force Base, Co-
coa Beach, Fla.; Tyndall Air Force Base,
Panama City, Fla.; Atlanta, Army Depot,
Atlanta, Ga.;. Ft. Benning, Columbus,
Ga.; Ft. Gordon, Ga,; Ft. McPherson, At-
lanta, Ga.: Ft. Stewart, Hinesville, Ga.;
Hunter Army Airfield, Savannah, Ga.:
Marine Corp., S8.C.; Albany, Ga.; Moody
Air Force Base, Valdosta, Ga,; Naval
Alr Station, Albany, Ga.; Naval Air Sta-
tion, Glynco, Ga.; Robins Alr Force Base,
Warner Robins, Ga,; Blytheville, Ark.;
Little Rock Alr Force Base, Ark.; McDill
Alr Force Base, Tampa, Fia.; McCoy Air
Force Base, Orlando, Fia,; Naval Air Sta-
tion Cecil Field, Jacksonville, Fla.; Naval
Air Station, Jacksonville, Fla.; Dobbins
Alr Force Base, Marletta, Ga.; Defense
Activities, Mechanicsburg, *Pa.; and
Camp McCoy, Sparta, Wis. The purpose
of this filing is to eliminate the gateway
of St. Louis, Mo,

No. MC 111823 (Sub-No. E19), filed
June 4, 1974. Applicant: SHERWOOD
VAN LINES, INC., 4322 Milling Road,
San Antonjo, Tex. 78219. Applicant's rep-
resentative: Robert J. Gallagher, 1776
Broadway, New York, N.Y. 10019. Au-
thority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Household goods,
as defined by the Commission, between
El Centro, Calif., on the one hand, and,
on the other, Cralg Air Force Base,
Selma, Ala.; Ft. McClellan, Anniston,
Ala.: Pt. Rucker, Ozark, Ala.; Gunter
Air Force Base, Montgomery, Ala.; Max-
well Air Force Base, Montgomery, Ala.;
Redstone Arsenal, Huntsville, Ala.;
Blytheville Air Force Base, Blytheville,
Ark.; Naval Sub Base, Groton, Conn.;
District of Columbia, Andrews Alr Force
Base, D.C.; Bolling Alr Force Base, D.C.;
Ft. Meyer, D.C.; Pt. McNair, D.C.; Wal-
ter Reed Army Medical Center, D.C,; Na-
tional Naval Medical Center, Bethesds,
Md.; Naval Station, D.C.; Homestead
Alr Force Base, Homestead, Fla.; McDill
Alr Force Base, Tampa, Fla.; McCoy Alr
Force Base, Orlando, Fla.; Cecll Field,
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Jacksonville, Fla.; Naval Air Station,
Jacksonville, Fla.; Naval Air Station,
Mayport, Fia.; Naval Air Station, Key
West, Fla.; Naval Training Center, Or-
lando, Fla.; Patrick Air Force Base, Co-
coa Beach, Fla,; Tyndall Air Force Base,
Panama City, Fia.; Atlanta Army Depot,
Atlanta, Ga.; Ft. Benning. Columbus,
Ga.; Ft. Gordon, Augusta, Ga.; Ft. Mc-
Pherson, Atlanta, Ga.; Ft Stewart,
Hinesville, Ga.; Hunter Alrfield, Savan-
nah, Ga.; Marine Corp. Supply Center,
Albany, Ga.; Moody Air Force Base, Val-
dosta, Ga.; Naval Air Station, Albany,
Ga.; Naval Air Station, Glynco, Ga.;
Robins Air Force Base, Warner Robins,
Ga,; Chanute Alr Force Base, Rantoul,
Ill.; Ft. Sheridan, Highland Park, Ill.;
Joliet Army Ammunition Depot, Joliet,
Il.; Savanna Army Depot, Savanna,
Il; Naval Air Station, Glenview, IlL;
Naval Training Center, Great Lakes, Ill.;
Scott Alr Force Base, Belleville, IIl.;
Grissom Air Force Base, Peru, Ind.; Ft,
Benjamin Harrison, Indianapolis, Ind.;
Naval Ammunition Depot, Crane, Ind.;
Ft. Campbell, Hopkinsville, Ky.: Pt
Knox, Ft. Knox, Ky.; Aberdeen Proving
Ground, Aberdeen, Md.; Edgewood Ar-
senal, Edgewood, Md.; Ft. Detrick, Fred-
erick, Md.; Ft. Holabird, Baltimore, Md.;
Ft. George G. Meade, Laurel, Md.; Ft.
Ritchle, Cascade, Md.; Naval Academy,
Annapolis, Md.; Naval Air Station, Pa-
tuxent River, Md.; Naval Training Cen-
ter, Bainbridge, Md.

Ft. Devens, Ayer, Mass,; Hanscom
Field, Bedford. Mass.; Otls Air Force
Base, Falmouth, Mass.; Westover Alr
Force Base, Springfield, Mass.; Kincheloe
Alr Force Base, Kinross, Mich.; K. L
Sawyer Alr Force Base, Gwinn, Mich.;
Selfridge Air Force Base, Mt. Clemens,

Mich.; Wurtsmith Ailr Force Base,
Oscoda, Mich.; Duluth International
Airport, Minn.; Columbus Alr Force

Base, Columbus, Miss,; Ft. Leonard
Wood, Waynesville, Mo.: Pease Alr Force
Base, Portsmouth, NH.; Ft Dix,
Wrightstown, N.J.: Ft. Monmouth, Red
Bank, NJ.;: McGuire Alr Force Base,
Wrightstown, N.J.: Naval Air Station,
Lakehurst, N.J.; Camp Drum, Water-
town, N.Y.: Ft. Hamilton, Brooklyn,
NY.. US. Coast Guard, Governor's
Island, N.Y.; Griffis Air Force Base,
Rome, N.Y.; Hancock Field, Syracuse,
N.Y.: Plattsburg Air Force Base, Platts~
burg, N.Y.; Naval Hospital, St. Albans,
N.Y.; Seneca Army Depot, Romulus,
N.Y.; Stewart Air Force Base, Newburgh,
N.Y.: West Point Academy, West Point,
N.Y.: Lockbourne Alr Force Base, Co-
lumbus, Ohio; Wright Patterson Alr
Force Base, Dayton, Ohio; Army War
College, Carlisle Barracks, Carlisle, Pa.;
Cameron Station, Alexandria, Va.; Dob~
bins Alr Force Base, Marietta, Ga,; Let-
terkenny Army Depot, Chambersburg,
Pa.; Naval Supply Depot, Philadelphia,
Pa,; New Cumberland Army Depot, New
Cumberiand, Pa.; Tobyhanna Army De-
pot, Tobyhanna, Pa.; Defense Supply,
Mechanicsburg, Pa,; Valley Forge Gen-
eral Hospital, Phoenixville, Pa.; Charles-
ton Alr Force Base, Charleston, 8.C.; Ft.

Jackson, Columbia, 8.C.; Marine Corps
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Alr Station, Beaufort, S.C.; Parris Island

land, 85.C.; Myrtle Beach Alr Force Base,
Myrtle Beach, S.C.; Naval Base, Charles-
ton, 8.C.; Polaris Missile Center, Charles-
ton, S.C.; Shaw Air Force Base, Sum-
ter, 5.C.; Arnold Alr Force Base, Tulla-
homa, Tenn.; Naval Alr Station, Mem-
phis, Tenn.; Fi. Belvoir, Alexandria, Va.:
Ft. Eustis, Newport News, Va.; Ft. Lee,

Langley Air Force Base, Hampton, Va.:
Marine Corp Schools, Quantico, Va.;
Naval Air Station, Virginia Beach, Va.:
Naval Amphiblans Base, Norfolk, Va.:
Naval Shipyard, Norfolk, Va.; Naval Air
Station, Norfolk, Va.; Naval Weapons
Laboratory, Dahlgren, Va.; Naval Weap-
ons Station, Yorktown, Va.; Defense
General Supply Center, Richmond, Va.;
Vint Hill Farms Station, Warrenton, Va.:
and Camp McCoy, Sparta, Wis. The
purpose of this filing is to eliminate the
gateway of St. Louls, Mo.

No, MC 111823 (Sub-No. E20), filed
June 4, 1974. Applicant: SHERWOOD
VAN LINES, INC. 4322 Milling Road,
San Antonio, Tex. 78219, Applicant’s
representative: Robert J. Gallagher, 1776
Broadway, New York, N.Y. 10019, Au-
thority sought to operate as a commaon
earrier, by motor vehicle, over jrregular
routes, transporting: Household goods,
as defined by the Commission, between
Travis Air Force Base, Fairfield, Calif,,
on the one hand, and, on the other, Craig
Alr Force Base, Selma, Ala,: Ft. McClel-
lan, Anniston, Ala.; Ft. Rucker, Ozark,
Ala.; Gunter Alr Force Base, Mont-
gomery, Ala.; Maxwell Air Force Base,
Montgomery, Ala.; Redstone Arsenal,
Huntsville, Ala.; Blytheville Air Force
Base, Ark.; Little Rock Air Force Base,
Jacksonville, Ark.; Naval Sub Base,
Groton, Conn.; District of Columbia
Area, Andrews Alr Force Base, Camp
Spring, Md.; Bolling Alr Force Base,
D.C.; Ft. Myer, D.C.; Ft, MeNair, D.C.;
Walter Reed Army Medical Center, D.C.;
National Naval Medical Center, Bethes-
da, Md.; Naval Station, D.C.: Eglin Alr
Force Base, Valparaiso, Fla.; Homestead
Alr Force Base, Fla.; McDill Air Force
Base, Tampa, Fla.. McCoy Air Force
Base, Orlando, Fla.; Naval Air Station,
Ceail Field, Jacksonville, Fla.; Naval Alr
Station, Jacksonville, Fla.; Naval Air
Station, Pensacola, Fla.; Naval Station,
Mayport, Fla,; Nayal Alr Station Whiting
Field, Milton, Fla.; Naval Station, Key
West, Fla.; Naval Training Center, Or-
lando, Fla.; Patrick Alr Force Base, Co-
coa Beach, Fla,; Tyndall Alr Force Base,
Panama City, Fla_; Atlanta Army Depot,
Forrest Park, Ga.; Ft. Benning, Colum-
bus, Ga,; Ft. Gordon, Augusta, Ga.: Ft.
McPherson, Atlanta, Ga.; Ft. Stewart,
Hinesville, Ga.; Hunter Army Airfleld,
Savannah, Ga.; Marine Corp. Supply
Center, Albany, Ga.; Dobbins Alr Force
Base, Marietta, Ga.; Moody Air Force
Base, Valdosta, Ga.; Naval Air Station,
Albany, Ga.; Naval Alr Station, Glynco,
Ga.; Robins Air Force Base, Warner
Robins Ga.; Chanute Air Force Base,
Rantoul, Iil; Ft, Sheridan, Highland

trick, PFrederick, Md.: Ft. Holabird,
Baltimore, Md.; Ft. George Meade,
Laurel, Md.; Ft. Ritchie, Cascade, Md.:
Naval Air Station, Patuxent, Md.; Naval
Academy, Annapolis, Md.

Naval Training Center, Bainbridge,
Md.; -

ridge Air Force Base, Mt. Clemens,
Mich.; Wurtsmith Air Force Base, Os-
coda, Mich.; Columbus Air Force Base,
Columbus, Miss.; Keelser Alr Force Base,
Bilox!, Miss.; Naval Afr Station, Merid-
fan, Miss.; Naval Construction, Gulf-
port, Miss.; Ft. Leonard Wood, Waynes-
ville, Mo.; Whitman Air Force Base,
Knob Noster, Mo,; Pease Air Force Base,
Portsmouth, N.H.; Ft. Dix, Wrightstown,
N.J.; Ft. Monmouth, Oceanport, N.J.;
McGuire Air Force Base, Wrightstown,
N.J.; Naval Air Station, Lakehurst, N.J.:
Camp Drum, Watertown, N.Y.: Ft.
Hamilton, Brooklyn, N.Y.; U.S. Coast
Guard Base, Governor's Island, N.Y.:
Griffiss Air Force Base, Rome, N.Y.:
Hancock Field, Syracuse, N.Y.: Platts-
burg Alr Force Base, N.Y.: Naval Hospi-
tal, St. Albans, N.Y.; Seneca Army Depot,
Romulus, N.Y.; Stewart Field, Newburg,
N.¥Y.; West Point, N.Y.: Lockbourne Air
Force Base, Columbus, Ohio; Wright
Patterson Air Force Base, Dayton, Ohio;
Carlisle Barricks, Army War College,
Pa.; Letterkenny Army Depot, Cham-
bersburg, Pa.; Naval Base, Philadelphia,
Pa.; Army Depot, New Cumberland, Pa.:
Tobyhannn Army Depot, Pa.: Defense
Activities, Mechanicsburg, Pa.: Valley
Forge General Hospital, Phoenixville,
Pa.; Charleston Air Force Base, S.C.; Ft.
Jackson, Columbia, 8.C.; Marine Corp,
Alr Station, Beaufort, S.C.; Marine Corp.,
Paris Island, S.C.; Myrtle Beach Alr
Force Base, 5.C.: Naval Base, Charles-
ton, S.C.; Polaris Missile, Charleston,
§.C.; Shaw Alr Force Base, Sumter, S.C.:
Armold Air Force Base, Tullahoma,
Tenn.; Naval Air Station, Memphis,
Tenn.; Ft. Belvoir, Alexandria, Va.: Ft.
Eustis, Newport News, Va.; Ft. Lee,
Petersburg, Va.; Ft. Monroe, Hampton,
Va.; Ft. Story, Virginia Beach, Va.:
Langley Alr Force Base, Hampton, Va.:
Marine Corp,, Quantico, Va.; Naval Alr
Station, Oceana, Va.; Naval Amphibians,
Norfolk, Va.: Naval Shipyard, Ports-
mouth, Va,; Naval Station, Norfolk, Va.:
Naval Weapons Lab.,, Dahlgren, Va.;
Naval Weapons Station, Yorktown, Va.;
Defense Supply Center, Richmond, Va.:
Vint Hi! Farm Station, Warrenton, Va.:
and Camp McCoy, Sparta, Wis. The pur-

pose of this filing is to eliminate the
gateway of St. Louis, Mo,

No. MC 111823 (Sub-No. E40), filed
June 4, 1974, Applicant: SHERWOOD
VAN LINES, INC., 4322 Road,
San Antonio, Tex. 78219. Applicant's rep-~
resentative: Robert J. Gallagher, 1776
Broadway, New York, N.Y. 10019. Au-
thority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Household goods, as
defined by the Commission, between Vint
Hill Farms Station, Warranton, Va., on
the one hand, and, on the other, Red-
stone Arsennl, Huntsville, Ala.: Blythe-
ville Air Force Base, Blytheville, Ark.;
Little Rock Air Force Base, Jacksonville,
Ark.; Ent Alr Force Base & Peterson
Fleld, Colorado Springs, Colo.: Fitz-
simons General Hospital, Denver, Colo.;
Fort Carson, Colorado Springs, Colo.:
Lowry Afr Force Base, Denver, Colo.;
US. Air Force Academy, Colorado
Springs, Colo.; Chanute Air Force Base,
Rantoul, Il.: Fort Sheridan, Highland
Park, IIL:; Joliet Army Ammunition
Depot, Joliet, TI1.; Savanna Army Depot,
Savanna, TIL.; Naval Air Station, Glen-
view, IIL; Naval Training Center, Great
Lakes, IIl.; Scott Air Force Base, Belle-
ville, IlL.; Grissom Air Force Base, Peru,
Ind.; Fort Benjamin Harrison, Indianap-
olis, Ind.; Naval Ammunition Depot,
Crane, Ind.; Forbes Air Force Base.
Topeka, Kans.; Fort Leavenworth, Leav-
enworth, Kans.; Fort Rlley, Junction
City, Kans.; McConnell Air Force Base,
Wichita, Kans.; Fort Campbell, Hopkins-
ville, Ky; Fort Knox, Fort Knox, Kv.:
Barksdale Air Force Base, Shreveport,
La.; England Air Force Base, Alexandria,
La.; Fort Polk, Leesville, La.: Naval Air
Station, New Orleans, La.: Kincheloe Afr
Force Base, Sault Ste Marie, Mich.: K. I.
Sawyer Alr Force Base, Gwinn, Mich.:
Selfridge Alr National Guard Base,
Mount Clemens, Mich.: Wurtsmith Air
Force Base, Oscoda, Mich.: Duluth In-
ternational Airport, Duluth, Minn,: Co-
lumbus Air Force Base, Columbus, Miss.

Keesler Air Force Base, Biloxi, Miss, :
Naval Air Station, Meridian, Miss.: Naval
Construction Battalion, Gulfport, Miss.:
Fort Leonard Wood, Waynesville, Mo.:
Richards-Gebaur Air Force Base, Kansas
City, Mo.; Whiteman Air Force Base,
Knob Noster, Mo.: Offutt Alr Force Base,
Omaha, Nebr,; Grand Forks Air Force
Base, Emerado, N. Dak.; Minot Air Force
Base, Minot, N. Dak ; Lockbourne Alr
Force Base, Columbus, Ohio: Wright-
Patterson Air Force Base. Dayton, Ohio®
Altus Alr Force Base, Altus, Okla.: Fort
Sill, Lawton, Okla.: Tinker Air Force
Base, Oklahoma City, Okla.; Vance Afr
Force Base, Enid, Okla.; Ellsworth Air
Force Base, Rapid City, 8. Dak.: Naval
Air Station Memphis, Millington, Tenn.:
Bergstrom Alr Force Base, Austin, Tex.:
Brooks Air Force Base, San Antonio,
Tex.: Carswell Air Force Base, Fort
Worth, Tex.; Dyess Air FPorce Base, Abi-
lene, Tex.: Ellington Air Force Base,
Houston, Tex.; Naval Alr Station, Dallas,
Tex.; Fort Bliss, El Paso, Tex.; Fort Hood,
Killeen, Tex.; Fort Sam Houston, San
Antonio, Tex.; Fort Wolters, Mineral
Wells, Tex.; Goodfellow Alr Force Base,
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San Angelo, Tex.; Kelly Air Force Base,
San Antonio, Tex.; Lackland Air Force
Base, San Antonio, Tex,; Laredo Ailr
Force Base, Laredo, Tex.; Laughlin Air
Force Base, Del Rio, Tex.; Naval Air Sta-~
tion, Corpus Christi, Tex.; Naval Air Sta-
tion Chase Field, Beeville, Tex.; Naval Air
Station, Kingsville, Tex,; Randolph Air
Force Base, Universal City, Tex.; Reese
Afr Force Base, Lubbock, Tex.; Sheppard
Air Force Base, Wichita Falls, Tex.;
Webb Air Force Base, Big Spring, Tex.;
and Camp McCoy, Sparta, Wisc. The pur-
pose of this filing Is to eliminate the gate-
ways of St. Louis, Mo., or Louisville, Ky.,
or that part of Ohio on and north of a
line beginning at the Ohio-Pennsylvania
State line, and extending along US.
Highway 422 to junction U.S. Highway
62, thence along U.S. Highway 62 to
junction U.S. Highway 40, thence along
U.S. Highway 40 to the Ohio-Indiana
State line.

No. MC 111823 (Sub-No. E41), filed
June 4, 1974. Applicant: SHERWOOD
VAN LINES, 4322 Milling Road, San An-
tonio, Tex. 78219. Applicant’s repre-
gentative: Robert J. Gallagher, 1776
Broadway, New York, N.Y. 10019. Au-
thority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Household goods, as
defined by the Commission, between Fort
Eustis, Newport News, Va.,, Fort Monroe
and Langley Air Force Base, Hampton,
Va., Fort Story and Naval Air Station
Oceana, Virginia Beach, Va,, Naval Am-~
phibious Base, Naval Shipyard (Norfolk),
Portsmouth, Va., Naval Station, Norfolk,
Va., and Naval Weapons Station, York-
town, Va., on the one hand, and, on the
other, Blytheville Alr Force Base, Blythe-
ville, Ark.; Little Rock Air Force Base,
Jacksonville, Ark.; Ent Air Force Base &
Peterson Field, Colorado Springs, Colo.;
Pitzsimons General Hospital, Denver,
Colo.; Fort Carson, Colorado Springs,
Colo.; Lowry Alr Force Base, Denver,
Colo.;: U.S. Air Force Academy, Colorado
Springs, Colo.; Chanute Air Force Base,
Rantoul, Ill,; Fort Sheridan, Highland
Park, Ill.; Joliet Army Ammunition De~
pot, Jollet, Ill.; Savanna Army Depot,
Savanna, Ill.; Naval Air Station, Glen-
view, Ill.; Naval Training Center, Great
Lakes, Ill.; Scott Air Force Base, Belle-
ville, Ill.; Grissom Air Force Base, Peru,
Ind.; Fort Benjamin Harrison, Indi-
anapolis, Ind.; Naval Ammunition Depot,
Crane, Ind.; Forbes Alr Force Base, To~
peka, Kans.; Fort Leavenworth, Leaven-
worth, Kans.: Fort Riley, Junction City,
Kans.; McConnell Air Force Base, Wich-
ita, Kans.; Fort Campbell, Hopkins-
ville, Ky.; Fort Knox, Fort Knox, Ky.;
Barksdale Alr Force Base, Shreveport,
La.; England Air Force Base, Alexandria,
La.; Fort Polk, Leesville, La,.: Kincheloe
Alr Force Base, Sault Ste. Marie, Mich.;
K. I. Sawyer Air Force Base, Gwinn,
Mich.: Selfridge Air National Guard
Base, Mount Clemens, Mich,.; Wurtsmith
Air Force Base, Oscoda, Mich.; Duluth
International Airport, Duluth, Minn

Fort Leonard Wood, Waynesville, Mo.;
Richards-Gebaur Air Force Base, Kansas
City, Mo.; Whiteman Air Force Base,

NOTICES

Knob Noster, Mo.; Offutt Air Force
Base Omahsa, Nebr.; Grand Forks Air
Force Base, Emerado, N. Dak.; Minot Air
Force Base, Minot, N. Dak.; Lockbourne
Air Force Base, Columbus, Ohio; Wright-
Patterson Air Force Base, Dayton, Ohio;
Altus Air Force Base, Altus, Okla.; Fort
Sill, Lawton, Okla.; Tinker Air Force
Base, Oklahomsa City, Okla.; Vance Air
Force Base, Enid, Okla.; Ellsworth Alr
Force Base, Rapid City, 8. Dak.; Naval
Alr Station Memphis, Millington, Tenn.;
Bergstrom Air Force Base, Austin, Tex.;
Brooks Air Force Base, San Antonio,
Tex.; Carswell Air Force Base, Fort
Worth, Tex.: Dyess Air Force Base, Abi-
lene, Tex.: Ellington Afir Force Base,
Houston, Tex.; Naval Air Station, Dallas,
Tex.; Fort Bliss, El Paso, Tex.; Fort
Hood, Killeen, Tex.; Fort Sam Houston,
San Antonio, Tex.; Fort Wolters, Mineral
Wells, Tex,; Goodfellow Air Force Base,
San Angelo, Tex.; Kelly Air Force Base,
San Antonlio, Tex.; Lackland Air Force
Base, San Antonio, Tex.; Laredo Air
Force Base, Laredo, Tex,; Laughlin Air
Force Base, Del Rio, Tex.; Naval Air Sta-
tion, Corpus Christi, Tex.; Naval Air Sta-
tion Chase Field, Beeville, Tex.; Naval
Alr Station, Kingsville, Tex.; Randolph
Air Force Base, Universal City, Tex.;
Reese Air Force Base, Lubbock, Tex.;
Sheppard Air Force Base, Wichita Falls,
Tex.; Webb Alr Force Base, Big Spring,
Tex.; and Camp McCoy, Sparta, Wisc.
The purpose of this filing is to eliminate
the gatéeways of St. Louis, Mo., or Louls-
ville, Ky., or that part of Ilinoils and
Indiana on and north of US, Highway
36, or that part of Ohio on and north of
a line beginning at the Ohio-Pennsyl-
vania State line, and extending along
U.S. Highway 422 to junction U.8. High-
way 62, thence along U.S. Highway 62
to junction US. Highway 40, thence
along U S. Highway 40 to the Ohlo-Indi-
ana State line.

No. MC 111823 (Sub-No. E42), filed
June 4, 1974, Applicant: SHERWOOD
VAN LINES, INC., 4322 Milling Road,
San Antonlo, Tex. 78219, Applicant’s rep-
resentative:- Robert J. Gallagher, 1776
Broadway, New York, N.Y. 10019, Au-
thority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Household goods,
as defined by the Commission, between
Fort Lee, Petersburg, Va., and Defense
General Supply Center, Richmond, Va.,
on the one hand, and, on the other,
Blytheville Air Force Base, Blytheville,
Ark.: Little Rock Alr Force Base, Jack~
sonville, Ark.; Ent Air Forcé Base &
Peterson, Colorado Springs, Colo.; Fitz-
simons General Hospital, Denver, Colo.;
Fort Carson, Colorado Springs, Colo.;
Lowry Air Force Base, Denver, Colo.;
US. Alr Force Academy, Colorado
Springs, Colo.; Chanute Air Force Base,
Rantoul, Ill.; Fort Sheridan, Highland
Park, IIL; Jollet Army Ammunition De-
pot, Joliet, Ill.; Savanna Army Depot,
Savanna, Il.; Naval Alr Station, Glen~
view, Ill.; Naval Training Center, Great
Lakes, Ill.; Scott Alr Force Base, Belle-
ville, Ill1.; Scott Air Force Base, Belleville,
Ill.; Grissom Air Force Base, Peru, Ind.;
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Fort Benjamin Harrison, Indianapolis,
Ind.; Naval Ammunition Depot, Crane,
Ind.; Forbes Air Force Base, Topeka,
Kans,; Fort Leavenworth, Leavenworth,
Kans,; Fort Riley, Junction City, Kans.;
McConnell Air Force Base, Wichita,
Kans.; Fort Campbell, Hopkinsville, Ky.:
Fort Knox, Fort Knox, Ky.; Barksdale
Air Force Base, Shreveport, La,; England
Air Force Base, Alexandria, La.; Fort
Polk, Leesville, La.; Naval Air Station,
New Orleans, La.; Kincheloe Air Force
Base, Sault Ste Marie, Mich.; K. 1. Saw=~
yver Air Force Base, Gwinn, Mich.; Self-
ridge Air Natlonal Guard Base, Mount
Clemens, Mich.; Wurtsmith Air Force
Base, Oscoda, Mich.; Duluth Interna-
tional Airport, Duluth, Mich.; Columbus
Alr Force Base, Columbus, Miss.; Fort
Leonard Wood, Waynesville, Mo.; Rich-
ards-Gebaur Air Force Base, Kansas
City, Mo.; Whiteman Air Force Base,
Knob Noster, Mo.; Offutt Air Force Base,
Omaha, Nebr,; Grand Forks Alr Force
Base, Emerado, N. Dak.

Minot Air Force Base, Minot, N, Dak.;
Lockbourne Air Force Base, Columbus,
Ohio; Wright-Patterson Air Force Base,
Dayton, Ohlo; Altus Alr Force Base,
Altus, Okla.; Fort Sill, Lawton, Okla.;
Tinker Air Force Base, Oklahoma City,
Okla.; Vance Air Force Base, Enid,
Okla.; Ellsworth Air Force Base, Rapid
City, 8. Dak.; Naval Air Station Mem-
phis, Millington, Tenn.; Bergstrom Air
Force Base, Austin, Tex.; Brooks Ailr
Force Base, San Antonio, Tex.; Cars-
well Alr Force Base, Fort Worth, Tex.;
Dyess Air Force Base, Ablline, Tex.;
Ellington Air Force Base, Houston, Tex.;
Naval Air Station, Dallas, Tex,; Fort
Bliss, El Paso, Tex.; Fort Hood, Killeen,

Tex.; Fort Sam Houston, San An-
tonio, Tex.; Fort Wolters, Mineral
Wells, Tex.; Goodfellow Air Force

Base, San Angelo, Tex.: Kelly Afr Force
Base, San Antonlo, Tex,; Laredo Ailr
Force Base, Laredo, Tex,; Laughlin Air
Force Base, Del Rio, Tex.: Naval Alr
Station, Corpus Christi, Tex.; Naval Air
Station, Chase Field, Beeville, Tex.; Na-
val Alr Station, Kingsville, Tex.; Ran-
dolph Air Force Base, Universal City,
Tex.; Reese Air Force Base, Lubbock,
Tex.; Sheppard Air Force Base, Wichita
PFalls, Tex.; Webb Air Force Base, Big
Spring, Tex.: and Camp McCoy, Sparta,
Wisc. The purpose of this filing is to elim-~
inate the gateway of St, Louis, Mo,, or
Loulsville, Ky., or that part of Ohio on
and north of a line beginning at the
Ohio-Pennsylvania State line, and ex-
tending along U.S. Highway 422 to junc-
tion U.S. Highway 40, thence along US.
Highway 40 to the Indiana-Ohio State
line, or that part of Indiana and Illinois
on and north of US, Highway 36,

No. MC 111823 (Sub-No. E43), filed
June 4, 1974. Applicant: SHREWOOD
VAN LINES, INC, 4322 Milling Road,
San Antonlo, Tex. T78219. Applicant’s
representative: Robert J. Gallagher,
1776 Broadway, New York, N.Y. 10019,
Authority sought to operate as a com-
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over ir-
regular routes, transporting: Housechold
goods, as defined by the Commission,
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between Fort Belvoir, Alexandria, Va.,
Marine Corps School, Quantico, Va., and
Naval Weapons Laboratory, Dahlgren,
Va,, on the one hand, and, on the other,
Redstone Arsenal, Huntsville, Ala.;
Blytheville Alr Force Base, Blytheville,
Ark.; Little Rock Air Force Base, Jack-
sonville, Ark.; Ent Air Force Base &
Peterson Field, Colorado Springs, Colo.:
Fitzsimons General Hospital, Denver,
Colo.; Fort Carson, Colorado Springs,
Colo.; Lowry Alr Force Base, Denver,
Colo,; US. Alr Force Academy, Colorado
Springs, Colo.; Chanute Air Force Base,
Rantoul, INl.; Fort Sheridan, Highland
Park, IIl.; Joliet Army Ammunition
Depot, Joliet, I1l.; Savanna Army Depot,
Savanna, Ill.; Naval Alr Station, Glen-
view, Ill.; Naval Training Center, Great
Lakes, Ill.; Scott Alr Force Base, Belle-
ville, T1l.; Grisson Air Force Base, Peru,
Ind.; Fort Benjamin Harrison, Indian-
apolis, Ind.; Naval Ammunition Depot,
Crane, Ind.; Forbes Alr Force Base,
Topeka, Kans.; Fort Leavenworth, Leay-
enworth, Kans.; Fort Riley, Junction
City, Kans.; McConnell Afr Force Base,
Wichita, Kam Fort Campbell, Hop-
kinsville, Ky.; Port Knox, Fort Knox,
Ky.: Barksdnle Alr Force Base, Shreve-
port, La.; England Air Force Base, Alex-
andria, La.; Fort Polk, Leesville, La.:
Naval Air Station, New Orleans, La.:
Wurtsmith Air Force Base, Oscoda,
Mich.;  Duluth International Afrport,
Duluth, Minn.; Columbus Air Force Base,
Columbus, Miss.; Keesler Alr Force Base,
Blloxi, Miss.; Naval Air Station, Mer-
idian, Miss.; Naval Construction Bat-
talion, Gulfport, Miss.; Fort Leonard
Wood, Waynesville, Mo.; Richards-
Gebaur Alr Force Base, Kansas City,
Mo.; Offutt Air Force Base, Omaha,
Nebr.; Grand Forks Air Force Base,
Bnmdo. N. Dak.; Minot Air Force Base,
Minot, N. Dak.; Lockbourne Air Force
Base, Columbus, Ohio.
‘Wright-Patterson Alr Force Base, Day-
ton, Ohlo; Altus Air Force Base, Altus,
Okla.; Fort Sill, Lawton, Okla.; Tinker
Alr Pbrce Base, Oklahoma City, Okla.;
Vance Alr Force Base, Enid, Okla.; Ells-
worth Air Force Base, Rapid City, S,
Dak.; Naval Alr Station Memphis, Mil-
lington, Tenn.; Bergstrom Air Force

Station, Dallas Tex.: Fort Bliss, El Paso,
Tex.; Fort Hood, Killeen, Tex.; Fort Sam
Houston, San Antonio, Tex.; Fort Waol-

NOTICES

Wise, The purpose of this filing is to
eliminate the gateway of Louisville, Ky.,
or St. Louis, Mo., or that part of Ohio
on and north of a line beginning at the
Ohilo-Pennsylvania State line, and ex-
tending along U.S. Highway 422 to junc-
tion U.S. Highway 62, thence along U.S.
Highway 62 to junction U.S. Highway 40,
thence along U.S. Highway 40 to the
Ohijo-Indiana State line, or that part of
Illinols and Indiana on and north of
U.S. Highway 36.

No. MC 112582 (Sub-No. El), filed
May 13, 1974, Applicant: T. M. ZIMMER-
MAN CO,, P.O. Box 380, Route 2, Cham-
bersburg, Pa. 17201. Applicant's repre-
sentative: John M. Musselman, P.O. Box
1146, Harrisburg, Pa. 17108. Authority
sought to operate as a common carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: (a) Frozen berries, from
Lawrence, Mdss., to points in Pennsyl-
vanla within 25 miles of Chambersburg,

; (b) Frozen berries, In mechanically
rclrlzerat.ed equipment, from Lawrence,
Mass., to points in Ohlo, Virginia, West
Vlrgmm. and the m.mxcz of Columbia,
and points in Maryland on, east, and
south of a line beginning at the Pennsyl-
vania-Maryland State line and extend-
ing along U.S. Highway 15, U.S, Highway
40, Interstate Highway 695, Maryland
Highway 3, Maryland Highway 100,
Maryland Highway 2, U.S. Highway 50,
and Maryland Highway 404 to the Mary-
land-Delaware State line; (¢) Frozen
berries, from Lawrence, Mass., to points
in North Carolina and South Carolina;
(d) Frozen joods, i mechanically re-
frigerated equipment, from points in
Pennsylvania within 25 miles of Cham-
bersburg, Pa., to points In Connecticut,
Delaware, Malne, Massachusetts, New
Hampshire, New Jersey, New York, Ohlo,
Rhode Island, Vermont, West Virginia,
and the District of Columbia, points in
Maryland west of Chesapeake Bay and
on and south of U.S. Highway 301, and
points in Virginia on, west, and south of
a line beginning at the West Virginia-
Virginia State line and extending along
Virginia Highway 692, U.S. Highway 11,
Virginia Highway 7, and Interstate
Highway 85; (¢) Frozen foods, in me-
chanically refrigerated equipment, from
points in Pennsylvania within 25 miles
of Chambersburg, to points in North
Carolina and South Carolina; (f) Frozen
meat and frozen fish (including frozen
shellfish) , when transported in the same
vehicle with meat products, in mechani-
cally refrigerated equipment, from Bos-
ton, Mass,, to points in Ohlo, Virginia,
West Vlnml&. and the District of Co-
lumbia, and points in Maryland on, east,
and south of a line beginning at the
Pennsylvania-Maryland State line and
extending along U.S. Highway 15, Inter-
state Highway 70, U.S. Highway 40, In-
terstate Highway 6985, Maryland
way 3, Maryland Highway 100, Mn.rylsnd
Highway 2, U.S. Highway 50, and Mary-
land Highway 404 to the Maryland-Dela~
ware State line.

(g) Frozen meat and frozen fish (in-

frozen shellfish), when trans-
ported in the same vehicle with meat

products, in mechanically
equipment, from Boston, Mass., to points
in North Carvlina and South Carolina;
(h) frozen Dlueberries, from points in
Maine (except points in  Aroostook
County, Maine), to points In Ohio, Vir-
ginia, West Virginia, and the District of
Columbia, and points in Maryland on,
east, and south of a line beginning at the
Pennsylvania-Maryland State line and
extending along Interstate Highway 70,
U.S. Highway 40, Interstate Highway 695,
Maryland Highway 3, Maryland High-
way 100, Maryland Highway 2, US.
Highway 50, and Maryland Highway 404
to the Maryland-Delaware State line;
and (1) Frozen bluederries, from points
in Maine (except points in Aroostook
County, Maine) , to points in North Caro-
lina and South Carolina. The purpose of
this filing is to eliminate the gateway of
Chambersburg, Pa, (J) Frozen meal and
Jrozen fish (ncluding frozen shellfish),
when fransported in the same vehicle
with meat products, in mechanically re-
frigerated equipment, from Boston,
Mass., to points in Delaware, Maryland,
Ohlo, Virginia, West Virginia, and the
District of Columbia, and points in New
Jersey on and south of a line beginning
at the Pennsylvania-New Jersey State
line and extending along New Jersey
Highway 70 to junction New Jersey
Highway 72, and thence along New Jer-
sey Highway 72 to the Aslantic Ocean;
and (k) Frozen meat and frozen fish (in-
cluding frozen shellfish), when trans-
ported in the same vehicle with meat
products, in mechanically refrigerated
equipment. from Boston, Mass., to points
in North Carolina and South Carolina.
The purpose of this filing is to eliminate
the gateway of the Pet Milk Co., at
Allentown, Pa.

No. MC 112989 (Sub-E2), filed Janu-
ary 28, 1975. Applicant: WEST COAST
TRUCK LINES, INC., Rt. 4, Box 194-R,
Eugene, Oreg. 97405. Applicant's repre-
sentative: Michael D. Crew, 620 Blue
Cross Bldg., Portland, Oreg. 97201. Au-
thority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Commodities, the

equipment, md related machinery
and related contractor’s materials and
supplies, when thelr transportation is in-
cidental to the transportation of the
commodities authorized above; between
points in California, on the one hand,
and, on the other, points in Oregon west
of US. Highway 97 (except points in
Klamath County) and points in Wash-
ington. The purpose of this filing is to
eliminate the gateway of polnts in Coos,
Curry, Douglas, Lane, Benton,
Lincoln, Jackson, and Josephlne Coun-
ties, Oreg.

No. MC 113828 (Sub-No. E34), filed
June 4, 1974, Applicant: O'BOYLE TANK
LINES, INC., P.O. Box 30006, Washing-
ton, D.C. 20014, Applicant’s representa-
tive: Michael A. Grimm (same as above) .
Authority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
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routes, transporting: (1) Lubricating
oils, in bulk, in tank vehicles, from St.
Marys, W. Va,, to points in Maryland on
and east of U.S. Highway 15 (Washing-
ton, D.C.*), (2) Lubricating oils, in bulk,
in tank vehicles, from St. Marys, W. Va.,
to points in Delaware and Virginia on
and east of Interstate Highway 95
(Washington, D.C,, and points in St
Marys County, Md.*). The purpose of
this filing is to eliminate the gateways
marked by asterisks above.

No. MC 113828 (Sub-No. E68), filed
June 4, 1974. Applicant: O'BOYLE TANK
LINES, INC., P.O. Box 30006, Washing-
ton, D.C. 20014. Applicant's representa-"
tive: Michael A. Grimm (same as above).
Authority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Petroleum prod-
ucts, in bulk, in tank vehicles, (a) from
Norfolk, Va., to points in Maryland (Dis-
trict of Columbia*), (b) from Norfolk,
Va., to points in Delaware (St, Marys
County, Md.*), and (¢) from Norfolk,
Va., to points in Huntington, Blair, Cam-
bria, Somerset, Bedford, Fultin, Franklin,
Cumberland, and Adams Counties, Pa.
(Terminals off the Colonial pipeline at or
near Fairfax, Va.*). The purpose of this
filing is to eliminate the gateways marked
by asterisks above.

No. MC 113843 (Sub-No. E23D), filed
May 13, 1974. Applicant: REFRIGER-
ATED FOOD EXPRESS, INC,, 316 Sum-
mer St., Boston, Mass. 02210, Applicant’s
representative: Lawrence T. Sheils (same
as above). Authority sought to operate as
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: Frozen
fish, from Rockland and Portland, Maine
to points in Iowa, Kentucky, Nebraska,
and those points in Ohio on, south, and
west of a line beginning at the Ohlo-
Pennsylvania State line and extending
along U.S. Highway 224 to junction U.S,
Highway 250, thence along U.S. Highway
250 to Lake Erie. The purpose of this fil-
ing is to eliminate the gateway of Mary-
land (except Baltimore).

No. MC 113843 (Sub-No. E271), filed
May 17, 1874. Applicant: REFRIGER-~
ATED FOOD EXPRESS, INC,, 316 Sum-
mer St., Boston, Mass. 02210. Applicant’s
representative: Lawrence T. Sheils (same
as above). Authority sought to operate
8s a common carrier, by motor vehicle,
over {rregular routes, transporting:
Frozen foods; (1) from those points in
Pennsylvania on and east of a line be-

at the Pennsylvania-Maryland
State line and extending along U.S, High-
way 11 to Northumberland, thence along
U.S. Highway 15 to the Pennsylvania-
New Jersey State line to those points in
Nebraska on, north, and west of a line
beginning at the Missourl River and ex-
tending along Nebraska Highway 02 to
junction Interstate Highway 80, thence
along Interstate Highway 80 to junction
U.S. Highway 77, thence along U.8, High-
way 77 to the Nebraska-Kansas State
line; (2) from those points in Pennsyl-
vania on and east of U.S. Highway 219 to
those points in Nebraska on and west of
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a lne beginning at the Nebraska-Colo-
rado State line and extending along Ne-
braska Highway 19 to Sidney, thence
along U.S. Highway 385 to the Nebraska-
South Dakota State line; (3) from Lake
City, Pa., and those points in Pennsyl-
vania on, north, and east of a line begin-
ning at Lake Erie and extending along
U.S. Highway 19 to Meadville, thence
along Pennsylvania Highway 77 to junc-
tion U.S. Highway 6, thence along U.S.
Highway 6 to the Pennsylvania-New
York State line, to those points in Ne-
braska on and west of a line beginning
at the Nebraska-Colorado State line and
extending along Nebraska Highway 19 to
Sidney, thence along U.S. Highway 385
to the Nebraska-South Dakota State line;
(4) from Indiana, Pa., and those points
in Pennsylvania on and east of a line
beginning at the Pennsylvania-Mary-
land State line and extending along U.S.
Highway 219 to junction Pennsylvania
Highway 403, thence along Pennsylvania
Highway 403 to Johnstown, thence along
Pennsylvania Highway 56 to junction
U.S. Highway 119, thence along U.S.
Highway 119 to DuBois, thence along US.
Highway 219 to the Pennsylvania-New
York State line to Scottsbluff, Nebr.; and
(5) from those points in Pennsylvania on,
north and west of a line beginning at the
Pennsylvania-New York State line and
extending along U.S. Highway 15 to
junction U.S. Highway 6, thence along
U.S. Highway 6 to junction Pennsylvania
Highway 287, thence along Pennsylvania
Highway 287 to junction U.S. Highway
220, thence along U.S. Highway 220 to
junction Pennsylvania Highway 65,
thence along Pennsylvania Highway 64
to junction Pennsylvania Highway 144,
thence along Pennsylvania Highway 144
to junction U.S. Highway 322, thence
along U.S. Highway 332 to Lewistown,
thence along U.S. Highway 22 to Harris-
burg, thence along Interstate Highway
83 to the Pennsylvania-Maryland State
line to points oin Nebraska. The purpose
of this filing is to eliminate the gateway
of LeRoy, N.Y.

No. MC 113843 (Sub-No, E592), filed
May 17, 1974. Applicant: REFRIGER-
ATED FOOD EXPRESS, INC., 316 Sum-
mer St., Boston, Mass. 02210, Applicant’s
representative: Lawrence T. Shells (same
as above). Authority sought to operate
as & common carrier, by motor vehicle,
over {rregular routes, transporting:
Frozen foods, (1) from those points in
Pennsylvania on and west of U.S. High-
way 15, to those points in Vermont on
and north of U.S. Highway 4; (2) from
those points in Pennsylvania on and west
of U.S. Highway 15, to those points in
New Hampshire on and north of a line
beginning at the New Hampshire-Ver-
mont State line and extending along New
Hampshire Highway 12 to junction New
Hampshire Highway 11, thence along
New Hampshire Highway 11 to junction
New Hampshire Highway 28, thence
along New Hampshire Highway 28 to
junction New Hampshire Highway 25,
thence along New Hampshire Highway
25 to the New Hampshire-Maine State
line, and those in Vermont on and north
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of U'S. Highway 4; (3) from those points
in Pennsylvania on and west of a line
beginning at the Pennsylvania-Maryland
State line and extending along US.
Highway 11 to Chambersburg, thence
along Pennsylvania Highway 433 to
junction Pennsylvania Highway 641,
thence along Pennsylvania Highway 641
to junction Pennsylvania Highway. 75,
thence along Pennsylvania Highway 75
to junction Pennsylvania Highway 274,
thence along Pennsylvanin Highway 274
to junction Pennsylvania Highway 34,
thence along Pennsylvania Highway 34
to junction U.S. Highway 15, thence
along U.S. Highway 15 to the Pennsyl-
vania-New York State line, to those
points in New Hampshire on and north
of a line beginning at the New Hamp-
shire-Vermont State line and extending
along New Hampshire Highway 103 to
junction U.S. Highway 202, thence along
U .S, Highway 202 to the New Hampshire-
Maine State line, and those in Vermont
on and north of U.S. Highway 4; and (4)
from those points in Pennsylvania on
and west of a line beginning at the
Pennsylvania-New York State line and
extending along U.S. Highway 15 to junc-
tion U.S. Highway 220, thence along U.S.
Highway 220 to the Pennsylvania-Mary-
land State line, to points in New Hamp-
shire, Vermont, and those in Maine on
and south of Maine Highway 25. The
purpose of this filing is to eliminate the
gateway of Syracuse, N.Y.

No. MC 113843 (Sub-No. E508), filed
May 16, 1974, Applicant: REFRIGER~
ATED FOOD EXPRESS, INC,, 316 Sum-
mer St., Boston, Mass. 02210. Applicant’s
representative: Lawrence T. Shells (same
as above) . Authority sought to operate as
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: Frozen
toods, (1) between Wilkes-Barre, Pa.,
and those points In Pennsylvania on,
north, and east of a line beginning at the
Pennsylvania-New York State line and
extending along U.S. Highway 220 to
thence along Pennsylvania Highway 487
thence along Pensylvania Highway 487
to junction Pennsylvania Highway 239,
thence along Pennsylvania Highway 239
to junction U.S. Highway 11, thence
along U.S. Highway 11 to junction Penn-
sylvania Highway 307, thence along
Pennsylvania Highway 307 to Junction
Pennsylvania Highway 690, thence along
Pennsylvania Highway 690 to junction
Pennsylvania Highway 590, thence along
Pennsylvania Highway 590 to junction
U.8. Highway 6, thence along U.S. High~
way 6 to the Pennsylvania-New Jersey
State line, on the one hand, and, on the
other, those points in Ohio on, north, and
west of a line beginning at the Ohio-
Pennsylvania State line and extending
along U.S. Highway 322 to junction Ohlo
Highway 44, thence along Ohio Highway
44 to junction Ohio Highway 14, thence
along Ohio Highway 14 to junction Ohlo
Highway 183, thence along Ohio High-
way 183 to junction US. Highway 62,
thence along U8, Highway 62 to junc~
tion Ohio Highway 83, thence along Ohlo
Highway 83 to Junction Ohlo Highway 16,
thence along Ohlo Highway 16 to junce
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tion Ohio Highway 13, thence along Ohio
Highway 13 to junction U.S. Highway 33,
thence along U.S. Highway 33 to the
Ohio-West Virginia State line.

(2) Between those points in Ohilo on,
north, and west of a line beginning at the
Ohio-West Virginia State line and ex-
tending along Ohio Highway 7 to junc-
tion Ohio Highway 39, thence along Ohio
Highway 29 to junction Interstate High-
way 77, thence along Interstate Highway
77 to the Ohio-West Virginia State line,
on the one hand, and, on the other, those
points in Pennsylvania on, north, and
east of a line beginning at the Pennsyl-
vania-New York State line and extend-
ing along U.S. Highway 220 to junction
U.S. Highway 6, thence along U.S, High-
way 6 to the Pennsylvania-New Jersey
State line; (3) between points in Fulton
and Willilams Counties, Ohlo, on the one
hand, and, on the other, those points in
Pennsylvania on, north, and east of a
line beginning at the Pennsylvania-New
Jersey State line and extending along
Interstate Highway 80 to junction Penn-
sylvania Highway 42, thence along
Pennsylvania Highway 42 to junction
Pennsylvania Highway 442, thence along
Pennsylvania Highway 442 to junction
US. Highway 220, thence along U.S.
Highway 220 to junction U.S. Highway
15, thence along U.S. Highway 15 to the
Pennsylvania-New York State line; (4)
between Allentown and Bethlehem, Pa.,
and those points In Pennsylvania on,
north, and east of a line beginning at the
Pennsylvania-New York State line and
extending slong U.S. Highway 22 to
Junction Pennsylvania Highway 309,
thence along Pennsylvania Highway 309
to junction Pennsylvania Highway 93,
thence along Pennsylvania Highway 93
to junction Pennsylvania Highway 487,
thence along Pennsylvania Highway 487
to junction US. Highway 220, thence
along U.S, Highway 220 to the Pennsyl-
vania-New York State line, on the one
hand, and, on the other, those points in
Ohio on and north of Interstate Highway
90 and points in Willlams and Fulton
Counties, Ohio, and Norwalk, Ohio.

(5) Between those points in Ohio on
and porth of Interstate Highway 90,
those in Williams and Fulton Countles,
Ohlo, and Norwalk, Ohlo, on the one
hand, and, on the other, those points in
Pennsylvania on, north, and east of a
line beginning at the Pennsylvania-New
Jersey State line and extending along
Pennsylvania Highway 309 to junction
U.S, Highway 6, thence along U.S. High-
way 6 to junction U.S. Highway 220,
thence along U.S, Highway 220 to the
Pennsylvania-New York State line; and
(6) between King of Prussia, Pa., and
those points in Pennsylvanla on, north,
and east of a line beginning at the Penn-
sylvanla-New Jersey State line and ex-
tending along U.S. Highway 422 to junc-
tion U.S. Highway 202, thence along U.S.
Highway 202 to junction Pennsylvania
Highway 309, thence along Pennsylvania
Highway 309 to junction U.S. Highway
6, thence along U.S, Highway 6 to junc-
tion U.S. Highway 220, thence along U.S.
Highway 220 to the Pennsylvania-New

By the Commission.

[sEAL] Roeert L, OswaLD,
Secretary.
IFR Doc.75-18311 Filed 7-14-75:8:45 am|

[Notice No. 78]

MOTOR CARRIER TEMPORARY AU-
THORITY APPLICATIONS

Jury 8, 1975,

The following are notices of filing of
application: except as otherwise specifi-
cally noted, each applicant states that
there will be no significant effect on the
quality of the human environment re-
sulting from approval of its application,
for temporary authority under section
210a(a) of the Interstate Commerce Act
provided for under the new rules of Ex
Parte No. MC-67 (49 CFR 1131) pub-
lished in the Feperal REGISTER, issue of
April 27, 1965, effective July 1, 1965.
These rules provide that protests to the
granting of an application must be filed
with the fleld official named in the
FroeraL Recisrer publication, on or be-
fore July 30, 1975. One copy of such pro-
tests must be served on the applicant, or
its authorized representative, if any, and
the protests must certify that such serv-
ice has been made. The protests must
be specific as to the service which such
protestant can and will offer, and must
consist of a signed original and six (6)
coples. A copy of the application is on
file, and can be examined at the Office

Commission, Washington, D.C., and also
in field office to which protests are Lo be
transmitted.

No. MC 45764 (Sub-No. 24TA), filed
June 25, 1975. Applicant: ROBBINS
MOTOR TRANSPORTATION, INC., In-
dustrial Highway and Saville Ave., Ed-
dystone, Pa. 19013. Applicant's repre-
sentative: Edesar Kells (same address as
applicant). Authority sought to operate
a5 & common carrier, by motor vehicle,

over irregular routes, transporting:
Electrical generating equipment, the

and supplies used in the
instaliation thereof, from Windsor and
Bloomfield, Conn., to San Francisco,
Calif., for 120 days. Supporting shipper:
Turbo- Power & Marine Systems, 1690
New Britain Ave., Farmington, Conn.
06032, Send protests to: Monica A.
Blodgett, Transportation Assistant, In-
terstate Commerce Commission, 600 Arch
St., Room 3238, Philadelphia, Pa. 19106,

No. MC 87379 (Sub-No. 16TA), filed
June 30, 1995. Applicant: C. H. HOOKER
TRUCEING CO., 1475 Roanoke Ave.
Uhrichsville, Ohlo 44683, Applicant’s rep-
resentative: Boyd B. Ferrls, 50 West

Broad St., Columbus, Ohio 43215. Au-
thority sought to operate as & common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over

routes, transporting: New furniture and
Jurniture parts, and accessories, from
Newcomerstown, Ohio, to Birmingham,
Montgomery, Ala,;

Ocala, Orlando, Tallahassee,

Fla.; Atlanta, Augusta, College Park,
Columbus, Macon, Savannah, Ga.; Bolse,
Nampa, Idaho; Bloomington, Cham-
paign, Chicago, Decatur, East St. Louis,
Herrfon, Marion, Peoria, Rock Island,
Rockford, Springfleld, Urbana, Iil.: Elk-
hart, Evansville, Franklin, Fort Wayne,
Indianapolis, Jeffersonville, Nuncie,
North Vermon, Richmond, Terre Haute,
South Bend, Ind.; Cedar Rapids, Coun-
cil Bluff, Davenport, Des Moines, Sioux
City, Towa; Kansas City, Wichita, Kans.:
Bowling Green, Campton, Clay City, Cyn-
thiana, Franklin, Junction City, Lexing-
ton, Litchfield, Louisville, Mt, Sterling,
Nicholesville, Owingsville, Paducah,
Prestonsburg, Richmond, Winchester,
Ky.; New Orleans, La.: Augusta, Bangor,
Portland, Maine; Boston, Pittsfield,
Springfield, Mass.; Ann Arbor, Belding,
Detroit, Flint, Grand Rapids, Jackson,
Kalamazoo, Lansing, Lincoln Park, Os-

Harrisburg, o
phia, Pittsburgh, South Williamsport,
Pa.; Charleston, Columbia, Greenville,
S.C.; Troquols, S, Dak.; Chattenooga.
Dyersburg, Kingsport, Knoxville, Mem-
phis, Nashville, Term.: Ammarillo, Cor-
pus Christi, Dallas, ¥1 Paso, Ft, ‘Worth,
Houston, Lubbock, San Antonio, Tex.;
Ogden, Rou, Salt Lake City, Uhhnm Alex-

per: Newcomerline, Division of Grooy-
fold, Ine., P.O, Box 317, Newcomerstown,
Ohlo 43832. Send protests to Frank L.
Calvary, District Supervisor, Interstate
Commerce Commission, 220 Federal
Bldg, & US. Courthouse, 85 Marconi
Blvd., Columbus, Ohio 43215,

No. MC 112822 (Sub-No. 381TA), filed
June 30, 1975. Applicant: BRAY LINES
INCORPORATED, P.O. Box 1191, Cush-
ing, Okla, 74023. Applicant’s representa~
tive: Charles D. Midkiff, 1401 N. Little
St., P.O, Box 1181, Cushing, Okla. 74023,
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Autbority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Doors, frames, mir-
rors, automobile parts, metal vehicle ac-
cessories, plastic articles, moulding, spray
paint, metal hangers, and items used in
the Installation thereof, from the facili-
ties of Evans Products Company, at or
near Dothan, Ala., to points in Arizona,
California, Colorado, Idaho, Montana,
Nevada, New Mexico, Oklahoma, Oregon,
Texas, Utah, and Washington, for 180
days. Supporting shipper: Evans Prod-
ucts Company, Danlel D. Dalek, 15500
Fast Twelve Mile Road, Roseville, Mich.
48066. Send protests to: Marie Spillars,
Transportation Assistant, Interstate
Commerce Commission, Bureau of Oper-
atlons, Room 240, Old P.O. Bldg., 215
N.W. Third, Oklahoma City, Okla, 73102.

No. MC 113908 (Sub-No. 346TA), filed
June 30, 1975. Applicant: ERICKSON
TRANSPORT CORPORATION, 2105
East Dale Street, P.O. Box 3180 G8.8.,
Springfield, Mo. 65804. Applicant’s repre-
sentative: B. B. Whitehead (same ad-
dress as applicant). Authority sought to
operate as & common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: Wine, wine products, alcohol, neu-
tral spirits, distilled spirits, in bulk, from
Atlanta, Ga., to Tampa, Fla, for 180
days. Supporting shipper: Monarch Wine
Company, P.O. Box 6847, Atlanta, Ga.
Send protests to: John V. Barry, District
Supervisor, Interstate Commerce Com-
mission, Bureau of Operations, 600 Fed-
eral Bldg., 911 Walnut St., Kansas City,
Mo, 64106.

No. MC 114457 (Sub-No. 239TA), flled
June 30, 1975. Applicant: DART TRAN-
SIT COMPANY, 2102 University Ave., St.
Paul, Minn. 55114. Applicant's represent-
ative Michael P, Zell, same address as
applicant), Authority sought to operate
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle,
over Irregular routes, transporting:
Urethane products, from St. Paul, Minn,,
to Iowa City, Towa, restricted to traffic
originating at the named origin and des-
tined to the named destination points,
for 180 days. Supporting shipper: Gen-
eral Foam of Minnesota, 1800 Como Ave.,
St. Paul, Minn. 55108, Send protests to:
Raymond T. Jones, District Supervisor,
Bureau of Operations, Interstate Com-
merce Commission, Room 414, Federal
Bldg. & U.S. Courthouse, 110 South
Fourth St., Minneapolis, Minn. 55401,

No. MC 119493 (Sub-No. 138TA), filed
June 30, 1975. Applicant: MONKEM
COMPANY, INC., P.O. Box 1196, Joplin,
Mo, 64801, Applicant’s representative:
J. J. Knotts, Jr. (same address as appli-
cant). Authority sought to operate as a
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: Manufac-
tured animal and poultry feeds and in-
gredients (except in bulk), (1) from Red
Bay, Ala, to points in Tennessee, Ala-
bama, Kentucky, Mississippl, Arkansas,
Georgia, South Carolina, North Carolina,
Florida, Louisiana, Oklahoma, Texas,
Indiana, Illinois, Michigan, Ohio, Vir-
ginia, West Virginia, Missouri, and Kan-
sas (2) from Tupelo, Miss,, to points in
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Tennessee, Alabama, Kentucky, Missis-
sippl, Arkansas, Georgla, South Carolina,
North Carolina, Florida, Louisiana,
Texas, Indiana, Michigan, Ohlo, Virginia,
and West Virginia, for 180 days. Sup-
porting shipper: Sunshine Mills, P.O.
Box 5, Red Bay, Ala. 35582. Send protests
to: John V. Barry, District Supervisor,
Interstate Commerce Commission, Bu-
reau of Operations, 600 Federal Bldg.,
911 Walnut St., Kansas City, Mo, 64106.

No. MC 124212 (Sub-No. 88TA), filed
Junie 23, 1875. Applicant: MITCHELL
TRANSPORT, INC., 6500 Pearl Road,
P.O. Box 30248, Cleveland, Ohio 44130.
Applicant’s representative: J, A, Kundtz,
1100 National City Bank Bldg. Cleve-
land, Ohio 44114. Authority sought to op-
erate as a common carrier, by motor ve-
hicle, over {rregular routes, transporting:
Liquid oxygen, in bulk, in shipper-owned
cryogenic trailers, from the plantsite of
Alrco, Inc., at or near Chester, W, Va,, to
Johnson -City, Tenn., Cumberland, Md.,
and Winchester, Va.; Liquid nitrogen, in
bulk, in shipper-owned cryogenic trailers,
from the plantsites of Alrco, Inc,, at or
near Chester, W. Va., Butler, Pa., and
Warren, Ohio, and the plantsite of Air
Products, at Creighton, Pa,, to Ohio and
points in Pennsylvania on and west of
U.S. Highway 15, for 180 days. Support-
ing shipper: Alrco Industrial Gases Divi-
sion, Airco, Inc., 650 Smithfield St., Suite
620, Pittsburgh, Pa. 15222, Send protests
to: James Johnson, District Supervisor,
Interstate Commerce Commission, 818
Federal Office Bldg., 1240 East Ninth St,,
Cleveland, Ohio 44199.

No, MC 127042 (Sub-No, 161TA), filed
June 30, 1975. Applicant: HAGEN, INC.,
3232 Highway 75 North, P.O, Box 88,
Leeds Statlon, Sioux City, Towa 51108,
Applicant’s representative: Edward A.
O'Donnell (same address as applicant).
Authority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Meat, meat prod-
ucts, meat by-products, and articles dis-
tributed by meat packinghouses, as de-
scribed in Sections A and C of Appendix
I to the report In Descriptions in Motor
Carrier Certificates, 61 M.C.C, 209 and
766 (except hides and commodities In
bulk), from the plantsite and storage fa-
cilities utilized by Farmiland Foods, Inc.,
located at or near Crete, Nebr,, to points
in Arizona, Californin, Colorado, Idaho,
Ilnols, Towa, Kansas, Minnesota, Mis-
sourl, Montana, Nevada, New Mexico,
North Dakota, Oklshoma, Oregon, South
Dakota, Texas, Utah, Washington, Wis-
consin, and Wyoming, restricted to traflic
originating at the above-named origin
and destined to the above-named points,
for 180 days. Supporting shipper: Wayne
E. Lemke, Manager-Packinghouse Prod-
uct Traffie, Farmland Foods, Inc., 3315
N. Onk Trafficway, Kansas City, Mo.
64116. Send protests to: Carroll Russell,
District Supervisor, Sulte 620, Union Pa-
csisf:% ;‘lau 110 N. 14th St., Omahsa, Nebr,

No. MC 133828 (Sub-No. 4TA), filed
June 25, 1075. Applicant: CASAZZA
TRUCKING COMPANY, 1250 Glendale
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Avenue, Sparks, Nevada 89431, Appli-
cant’s representative: Earl Casazza, 1250
Glendale Avenue, Sparks, NV 89431, Au-
thority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehlcle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Road Construction
Machinery and Equipment as described
in Appendix VIII to the report in descrip-
tion of Motor Carrier Certificates, MCC
200, 766, and Excavating and Logging
Machinery and Equipment, the trans-
portation of which because of size or
weight requires the use of special equip-
ment. Between points {n Alpine, El Dor-
ado, Mono, Nev., Placer and Sierra
Counties, Calif., and, Lyon, Ormsby, and
Douglas Counties, ‘Nev., and those in
Washoe County, Nev., on and south of
U.S, Highway 40, on the one hand, and,
on the other, Big Pine, Bishop, Doyle,

* Portola, Quincy, and Susanville, Calif.,

serving such points for joinder purposes
withrother motor common carriers only.
Applicant seeks to interline shipments
with other motor common carriers at
Big Pine, Bishop, Doyle, Portola, Quincy,
and Susanville, Calif., only and does not
propose to render any pick up or delivery
service at such points, for 180 days. Sup-
porting shippers: There are approxi-
mately 8 statements of support attached
to the application, which may be exam-
ined at the Interstate Commerce Com-
mission in Washington, D.C,, or coples
thereof which may be examined at the
field office named below. Send protests
to: Robert G. Harrison, District Super-
visor, Interstate Commerce Commission,
203 Federal Bldg., 705 N. Plaza St,, Car-

son City, Nev. 89701,

No. MC 138054 (Sub-No. 3TA), filed
June 27, 1875. Applicant: G. L. CREECH,
doing business as TRUCK SERVICE

HAULING AND RENTAL, P.O. Box
15801, Baton Rouge, La, 70815. Appli-
cant’s representative: James B, Thomp-
son III, 666 Southy Foster Drive, Baton
Rouge, La. 70806, Authority sought to
operate as a confract carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: Steel reinforcing rods, from Baton
Rouge. La., to Aliceville, Ala., for 180
days. Supporting shipper: Armco Steel
Corp., P.O. Box 7706, Houston, Tex.
75007. Send protests to: Ray C, Arm-
strong, Jr., District Supervisor, Inter-
state Commerce Commission, T-0038
U.S. Postal Service Bldg,, 701 Loyola Ave.,
New Orleans, La, 70113,

No. MC 139154 (Sub-No. 3TA), filed
June 24, 1975. Applicant: RICHARDS
TRANSPORT, LTD., #2 Prospect Place,
Regina, Saskatchewan, Canada. Appli-
cant’s representative: James B. Holv-
1and, 425 Gate City Bldg., Fargo, N. Dak.
58102. Authority sought to operaté as a
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: Wood
products, from ports of entry on the In-
ternational Boundary Line between the
United States and Cannda, located at
Raymond, Port of Morgan, and Sweet-
grass, Mont.,, and Portal, N. Dak, to
points in Montana, North Dakota, South
Dakota, and Minnesota, Restrictions:
(a) Restricted to the transportation of
traffic originating In foreign commerce;
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(b) Restricted to the transportation of
traffic originating at the facilities of
MacMillan Bloedel (Saskatchewan)
Limited at or near Hudson Bay, Sas-
katchewan, for 180 days. Supporting
shipper, MacMillan Bloedel (Saskatch-
ewan) Limited, Box 460, Hudson Bay,
Saskatchewan, Canada. Send protests to:
J. H. Ambs, District Supervisor, Bureau
of Operations, Interstate Commerce
Commission, P.O. Box 2340, Fargo,
N. Dak. 85102.

No. MC 139227 (Sub-No. 1TA), filed
June 30, 1975. Applicant: ROYAL
TRANSPORTS, INC. 5540 Raytown
Road, Kansas City, Mo. 64133. Appli-
cant's representative: Patrick E. Quinn,
605 South 14th 8t., P.O. Box 82028, Lin-
coln, Nebr. 68501, Authority sought to
operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: Asphalt emulsions, from El Dorado,
Kans., to points in Missouri, for 180 days.
Supporting shipper: Kansas Emulsions,
Inc, 10th & Oak, El Dorado, Kans,
67042. Send protests to: Vernon V. Coble,
District Supervisor, Interstate Commerce
Commission, Room 600, Federal Bldg,,
Kansas City, Mo, 64106.

No. MC 140497 (Sub-No. 1TA), filed
June 30, 1975. Applicant: FIRST
CHOICE CONTAINER HAULAGE
CORP,, East Broadway, Monticello, N.Y.
12701. Applicant’s representative: Ira S.
Cooper, 26 Court St., Brooklyn, N.Y.
11242, Authority sought to operate as a
contract carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: Shipping
containers and metal parts used in the
control and maintenance of said con-
talners, truck bodies, parts for truck
bodies, truck trailers' and parts for
trallers, between Monticello, N.Y., on the
one hand, and, on the other, Manhattan,
Brooklyn, and Staten Island, N.Y.; Port
Newark and Jersey City, N.J.; Norfolk,
Va.; Philadelphia, West Point, and
Harrisburg, Pa.; Boston, Mass.; and Bal-
timore, Md., for 180 days. Supporting
shippers: (1) Fountain Welding Corp.,
Box 473, Monticello, N.¥Y, 12701. (2)
Quickway Metal Fabricators, Inc., Monti-
cello, NY, 12701. (3) Goldmark Indus-
tries, Box 41, Swan Lake, N.Y. 12783.
Send protests to: Robert A. Radler, Dis-
trict Supervisor, 518 Federal Bldg., Al-
bany, N.Y. 12207.

No. MC 141074 (Sub-No. 1TA), filed
July 1, 1975. Applicant: DONALD
WHEATLEY, doing business as DONALD
WHEATLEY TRUCKING COMPANY,
P.O. Box 4177, Sharptown, Md. 21861. Ap-
plicant’s representative: Chester A,
Zyblut, 1522 K St., NW., Washington,
D.C. 20005, Authority sought to operate
a3 a contract carrier, by motor vehicle,
over irregular routes, transporting: Lum-
ber, from Sharptown, Md., to points In
Virginia, Delaware, Pennsylvania, New
Jersey, New York, Ohlo, Connecticut,
Massachusetts, Rhode Island, North
Carolina, Maine, New Hampshire, and
Vermont, for 180 days. Supporting ship-
per: J, V. Wells Co., P.O, Box 526, Sharp-
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town, Md. 21861, Send protests to; Wiley
C. Hersman, District Supervisor, Inter-
state Commerce Commission, 12th & Con-
stitution Ave., N.-W., Room 317, Washing-
ton, D.C. 20423,

No. MC 141077 (Sub-No. 1TA), filed
June 30, 1975. Applicant: DEAN JACOB-
SON AND JACK TANNER, doing busi-
ness as TANNER TRUCKING, P.O. Box
53, Alexander, N. Dak. 58831. Applicant’s
representative: Charles M, Williams,
Suite 646 Metropolitan Bldg.. 1612 Court
Place, Denver, Colo. 80202. Authority
sought to operate as a contract carrier, by
motor vehicle, over frregular routes,
transporting: Cottonseed and meal, in
bulk, in bags, from the plantsite and
storage facilities utilized by Pecos Valley
Cotton Oil Mill at or near Loving, N.
Mex., to points in Sheridan, Daniels,
Roosevelt, Richland, Valley, McCone,
Dawson, Pralirie, Wibaux, Fallon, Cus-
ter, Carter, and Powder River Counties,
Mont,; and McKenzie, Dunn, Mercer,
Golden Valley, Billings, Oliver, Stark,
Morton, Slope, Hettinger, Grant, Sloux,
Adams, and Bowman Counties, N. Dak.;
restricted: (1) against the transporta-
tiop of the above commodities in bulk,
in tank vehicles, and (2) to services ren-
dered under a continuing contract or
contracts with Dean Jacobson and Jack
Tanner, a Partnership, for 180 days. Sup-
porting shipper: Dean Jacobson and
Jack Tanner, P.O. Box 53, Alexander, N.
Dak. 58831. Send protests to: J. H. Ambs,
District Supervisor, Bureau of Opera-
tions, Interstate Commerce Commission,
P.O. Box 2340, Fargo, N, Dak. 58102.

No. MC 141085 TA, filed July 1, 1975.
Applicant. PITTSFIELD FREIGHT
LINES, INC., Church Street, Stockbridge,
Mass. 01262, Applicant's representative:
Anthony C. Vance, Sulte 501, 1111 E
Street, NW,, Washington, D.C. 20004.
Authority sought to operate as a con-
tract carrier, by motor vehicle, over ir-
regular routes, transporting: Processed
log products for log homes, millwork,
materials, accessories, parts and sup-
plies for assembly, processing, and manu-
facture of log homes, between Great Bar-
rington, Mass., on the one hand, and, on
the other, points in Connecticut, Mas-
sachusetts, New Jersey, New Hampshire,
New York, Pennsylvania, Vermont, Vir-
ginia, Maine, Rhode Island, North Caro-
lina, restricted to service performed un-
der continuing contract with New Eng-
land Log Homes, Inc., doing business as
NELHI, for 180 days. Supporting ship-
per: New England Log Homes, Inc.,
d/b/a NELHI, 1883 Dixwell Ave,, Hamp-
den, Conn. 06514, Send protests to: Jo-
seph W. Balin, District Supervisor, Bu-
reau of Operations, Interstate Commerce
Commission, 338 Federal Bldg. & U.S.
Courthouse, 436 Dwight St., Springfield,
Mass. 01103.

By the Commission.

[sEAL] RoserT L. OswaLp,
Secretary.

[FR Doc.76-18314 Piled 7-14-756;8:45 am |

[Notice No, 20]

MOTOR CARRIER BOARD
TRANSFER PROCEEDINGS

Jury 15, 1975,

Synopses of orders entered by the Mo-
tor Carrier Board of the Commission
pursuant to sections 212(b), 206(a), 211,
312(b), and 410(g) of the Interstate
Commerce Act, and rules and regulations
prescribed thereunder (49 CFR Part
1132), appear below:

Each application (except as otherwise
specifically noted) filed after March 27,
1972, contains a statement by applicants
that there will be no significant effect on
the quality of the human environment
resulting from approval of the applica-
tion. As provided in the Commission’s
Special Rules of Practice any interested
person may file a petition seeking re-
consideration of the following numbered
proceedings on or before August 4, 1975.
Pursuant to section 17(8) of the Inter-
state Commerce Act, the filing of such a
petition will postpone the effective date
of the order in that proceeding pending
its disposition. The matters relied upon
by petitioners must be specified in their
petitions with particularity.

No. MC-FC-75816. By order entered
June 25, 1975, the Motor Carrier Board
approved the transfer to Hank & Frank
Drayage, Inc., Santa Clara, Calif,, of
the operating rights set forth in Certifi-
cate No. MC 119943, issued April 14,
19861, to Henry L. Bortoll, Frank Bortoli,
and Adrian D. Stiltz, doing business as
Hank & Frank Drayage Co., Santa Clara,
Calif., authorizing the transportation of
grain and rice flour, between points in
California, Louis Pasquinelli, 999 West
Taylor St., Suite B, San Jose, Calif.
95126, attorney for applicants.

No. MC-FC-76838. By order of June 25,
1975, the Motor Carrier Board approved
the transfer to Karl R. Salskov, doing
business as Salskov Transfer, 214 East
Park Street, Emmett, Idaho 83617, of
Certificate No, 101998 issued Septem-
ber 27, 1944, to Jim F, Salskov, doing
business as Salskov Transfer, 214 East
Park Street, Emmett, Idaho 83617, au-
thorizing the transportation of general
commodities, with exceptions, over a
regular route between Boise, Idaho, and
Emmett, Idaho, service is authorized to
and from Eagle, Idaho, restricted to
shipments originating at or destined to
Emmett, Idaho; and over irregular
routes, between points in Payette and
Washington Counties, Idaho, east of U.S.
Highways 30 and 95 and those in Gem
County, Idaho, except those on Idaho
Highway 16 other than Emmett. Ydaho.

No, MC-FC-175893. By order of June 26,
1975, the Motor Carrier Board approved
the transfer to Robert O. Michels and
Jerry D, Flynn, a partnership, doing
business as Vincennes Transfer & Stor-
age Company, Vincennes, Indiana, of
Certificate No. MC 35438 issued Au-
gust 22, 1966, to Ivan Weaver and Gerald
Harmon, a partnership, doing business
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as Acme Van & Storage Co., Terre Haute,
Ind., authorizing the transportation of
household goods as defined, between
Terre Haute, Ind., and points within 15
miles thereof, on the one hand, and, on
the other, points in Illinois, Kentucky,
Michigan, Missouri, Ohio, Tennessee,
and Wisconsin. Donald W, Smith, Suite
2465, One Indiana Square, Indianapolls,
Indiana 46204, Attorney for Applicants.

No. MC-FC-75903, By order entered
June 6, 1975, the Motor Carrler Board
approved the transfer to Gary Schultz
Transit Company, Winona, Minn,, of the
operating rights set forth in Certificate
No. MC 110589 (Sub-No. 25), issued
October 24, 1973, to J. E. Lammert
Transfer, Inc,, Grand Island, Nebr., au-
thorizing the transportation of livestock,
feed, seeds, tankage, household goods,
binder twine, petroleum products, and
farm machinery and tractors and parts
thereof, from, to, and between specified
points in JYowa, Nebraska, and Minne-
sota. Gary Schultz, 477 Hiawatha Boule-
vard, Winona, Minn, 556987, for trans-
feree, J. E. Lammert Transfer, Inc., P.O.
Box 488, Grand Island, Nebr. 68801,
transferor.

No. MC-FC-75921, By order of June 25,
1975, the Motor Carrier Board approved
the transfer to The Dehlinger Corpora-
tion, doing business as Oll Field Trucking
Service, Abllene, Texas, of the Certificate
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of Registration in No. MC 56623 (Sub-
No. 1), issued July 1, 1964, to J. R. Robin-
son, Houston, Texas, evidencing a right
of the holder to engage in transportation
in interstate or foreign commerce corre-
sponding in scope to the grant of Intra-
state authority in Specialized Motor Car-
rier'’s Permanent Certificate of Public
Convenlence and Necessity No. 5509,
dated June 15, 1955, issued by the Rall-
road Commission of Texas. Albert G.
Walker, Jr,, 612 Capital National Bank
Bullding, Austin, Texas 78701, Attorney
for applicants.

No. MC-FC-75933. By order entered
June 26, 1975, the Motor Carrier Board
approved the transfer to EF.L. Trans-
portation, Inc., South San Francisco,
Calif., of Certificate of Registration No.
MC 121748, issued January 28, 1975, to
Edward J. Palmer, doing business as
E.F.L. Transportation, South San Fran-
cisce, Callf,, evidencing a right to engage
in transportation, in interstate or for-
eign commerce, of general commodities,
between specified areas in California.
George M, Carr, 351 California St
#1215, San Francisco, Calif. 94104, at-
torney for applicants,

No. MC-FC-75934. By order entered
June 30, 1975, the Motor Carrier Board
approved the transfer to Lopes Trucking
Service, Inc., Modesto, Callf,, of the op-
erating rights set forth in Certificates
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Nos. MC 123647 and MC 123647 (Sub-No.
1), issued December 15, 1961, and April 9,
1973, respectively, to John 8. Lopes, Jr,,
doing business as Lopes Trucking Serv-
ice, Modesto, Calif.,, authorizing the
transportation of various specified com-
modities, from, to, and between points in
California. E. H. Griffiths, 1182 Market
St., Suite 207, San Francisco, Callf.
94102 practitioner for applicants.

No. MC-FC-75951. By order entered
June 30, 1975, the Motor Carrier Board
approved the transfer to Bill Murray
Grain Service, Inc,, Hopkington, Towa, of
the operating rights set forth in Permit
No. MC 125304, issued December 7, 1972,
to Hayden Produce, Inc,, Anamosa, Towa,
authorizing the transportation of gro-
ceries, frozen foods, other than groceries,
and fresh fruits and vegetables when
moving in mixed loads with either gro-
ceries or frozen foods, between the plant-
sites of Certified Grocers Wholesale of
Illinois, Ine., of Chicago, 111, on the one
hand, and, on the other, Anamosa and
Monticello, Towa, under a continuing
contract or contracts with 3 specified
shippers. Michael V, Gooch, 777 Chamber
of Commerce Bldg., Indianapolis, Ind.
46204, attorney for applicants.

[SEAL] RoOBERT L. OSWALD,

Secretary.
[FR Doo.75-18315 PFiled 7-14-75;8:45 am|
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
[Notice 1975-12, AO 1975-1 and AO 1075-4]
ADVISORY OPINIONS

The Federal Election Commission an-
nounces the publication today of its first
Advisory Opinions. Such opinions will is-
sue from time to time in response to pre-
viously published Advisory Opinion Re-
quests. The Commission’s opinions are in
response to questions raised by individu-
als holding Federal office, candidates for
Federal office and political committees,
with respect to whether any specific
transaction or activity by such individ-
ual, candidate, or political committee
would constitute a violation of the Fed-
eral Election Act of 1971, as amended,
of Chapter 85 or Chapter 96 of Title 26
United States Code, or of Section 608,
610, 611, 613, 614, 615, 616, or 617 of Title
18 United States Code.

The Commission points out that these
advisory opinions should be regarded as
interim rulings which are subject to
modification by future Commission reg-
ulations of general applicability. In the
event that a holding in either opinion
is altered by the Commission's regula-
tions, the persons to whom the opinions
were issued will be notified.

AnviSory OPINIONS

AO 1875-1. NATIONAL POLITICAL PARTY
CONVENTIONS

This advisory opinion is rendered under
2 U.S.C, 4371 in response to requests (for
advisory opinions) submitted by the
Democratic National Committee and the
Republican National Committee (herein-
after the Committees) and published to-
gether as AOR 1975-1 in the June 24,
1975, FeoErAL REecisTER (40 FR 26660).
Interested parties were given an oppor-
tunity to submit written comments relat-
ing to the requests.

The requests state that both Commit-
tees are in the process of selecting sites
for Presidential nominating conventions
to be held in the summer of 1976. In con-
nection with the conventions, private and
public (municipal) corporations in some
of the citles which are potential sites
have offered to the National Committees
for no charge or at reduced charges:

(1) The use of an auditorium-or con-
vention center, construction and conven-
tion related services therein such as:
construction of podiums; press tables:
false floors; camera platforms; addi-
tlonal seating; lighting, electrical, afr
conditioning and loudspeaker systems:
offices; office equipment; and decora-
tions. Rent Is to be walved during the
construction period;

(2) Varlous transportation services,
including the provision of buses and
automobiles;

(3) Law enforcement services neces-
sary to assure orderly conventions:

(4) Use of convention bureau person-
nel to provide central housing and reser-
vation services;

(5) Rooms In hotels in proportion to
the number of rooms actually booked by
the conventions;
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(6) Local transportation, accommoda-
tions and hospitality for committees of
the Parties responsible for choosing the
sites of the conventions: and

(7) Other similar convention related
facilities and services.

In addition, various local and state gov~
ernmental agencies have offered the use
of municipal and state facilities or serv-
ices in connectlon with the conventions
for no charge or at reduced charges.

The Committees request an advisory
opinion indicating:

(A) Whether these transactions would
violate 18 U.S.C. 610, (B) whether they
must be treated as involving expendi-
tures for the purposes of 26 U.S.C. 9008
(d) and (C) the Commission's certifica-
tion and disbursement procedures under
26 U.S.C. 9008 (e) and (g).

A. Whether the transactions would vio-
late 18 U.S.C. 610. Section 610, Title 18,
United States Code, makes it unlawful
for a corporation “* * * to make a con-
tribution or expenditure in connection
with any political convention or caucus
held to select candidates for any political
office * * *", As used in section 610
“* & * the phrase ‘contribution or ex-
penditure’ [includes] any direct or indi-
rect payment, distribution, loan, advance,
deposit, or gift of money, or any services,
or anything of value * * * to any candi-
date, campaign committee, or political
party or organization, in connection with
any election to any of the offices referred
to in this section * * *"! 2 US.C. 591(a)
(2) defines the term “election,” as used
in section 610, as including “a conven-
tion or caucus of a political party held to
nominate a candidate.”

The Commission interprets the appli-
cability of section 610 as follows:

1. State or local governmental agencies
and municipal corporations. It is the
opinion of the Commission that any of
the services, benefits or uses of property
described in paragraphs numbered (1)
through (7) above may be offered by
state or local governmental agencies and
municipal corporations without violat-

! The Commission notes that 18 U.S.0, 610
includes a definition for “contribution or
expenditure” which 15 supplemental to the
definitions In 18 U.S.C. 501, The relationship
between the two definitions was nddressed
In Ash v. Cort, 406 F, 2d 418, 424 (3rd Cir.
1974), rev'd on other grounds, 43 USL.W,
4773 (1975), “The definition given ‘expendi-
ture’ In both sectlons traces back to the
Federal Electlion Campaign Act of 1071, P.L.
92-225, Title II Secs, 201, 205 84 Stat. 3.
The drafters clearly Intended Sec. 601's defi~
nition to affect Interpretation of Sec, 810,
for they expreasly provided that the defini-
tions In Sec. 501 applied to use of those terms
in 8ec. 610. We note also that Sec. 501 indi-
cates the ‘meaning’ of expenditure while
Sec. 610 only Indicates certain matters ‘in-
cluded’ In that term. We therefore read sec~
tion 610 as supplementing rather than re-
piacing section 581's definition.” Further-
more, section 101(f) (2) of the Federal Elec~
tion Campalgn Act Amendments of 1074,
amended 18 US.C. 501 to make clear that
the definitions therein could be modified in
the substantive sections, to wit section 610,

ing 18 U.S.C. 610. Section 610 prohibits
only national banks, corporations and
labor organizations from making con-
tributions or expenditures in connection
with political conventions. Thus, local
or state governmental agencies or munic-
ipal corporations would not be prohibited
from providing facilities or services to
the Committees, provided that such facil-

_ities were not leased from corporations,

national banks or labor organizations
for less than their fair market value.
The Commission would view with grave
concern any evidence that any govern-
ment or government Instrumentality
which makes such facilities available to
& political committee, had received from
any corporation, at & date proximate to
the giving of such facilities, any substan-
tial contribution of money, or the bene-
fit of any ostensible business transaction
which appears to have been out of the
ordinary course of the corporation’s
business. Municipal corporations may
not serve as conduits for contributfons
which a corporation may not make
directly.

2. Private Corporations. It is the opin-
fon of the Commission that, in general,
private corporations are precluded by 18

-US.C. 610 from donating or providing at

less than fair market value any of the
services, benefits or uses of property de-
scribed in paragraphs (1) through (7)
above. The Commission notes two situa-
tions, however, which in the Commis-
slon's opinion do not Involve violations
of section 610.

(a) Where a corporation offers certain
reductions in standard rates and/or gives
to a national pofltical convention the use
of certain facilities without sapparent
charge, In return for the purchase by the
convention of a certain minimum quan-
tity of whatever product or service the
corporation deals in, the rate reduction
or offering of “free” facilities are not pro-
hibited contributions under section 610,
but are rather details of an overall pur-
chase transaction, if such reduction and/
or facilities are offered in the ordinary
course of business by the corporation to
non-political conventions of correspond-
ing size and duration. It is a widely
known industry practice, for example, for
hotels to offer reduced rates, some free
rooms and free meeting space within the
hotel in exchange for advance booking of
large numbers of rooms. In the Commis-
sion’s view, the rates, rooms and meeting
spaces so provided do not, in géneral, in-
volve prohibited contributions. The Com-
mission may, of course, audit any hotel
corporation’s donations of space or re-
ductions In rates In connection with the
overall convention purchase of rooms to
assure that such donations conform in
kind and degree to those offered by such
hotels in connection with any typleal
convention which purchases room space,

(b) Local corporations which are en-
gaged at the retail level in the business
of supplying consumer goods or services
to the public may contribute funds to a
local civie assoclation, business league,

chamber of commerce, real estate board
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or board of trade (1) not organized for
profit and no part of the net earnings of
which inures to the benefit of any pri-
vate shareholder or individual, and (2)
a principal objective of which must be
the encouragement of that commerce
which is necessarily entailed in the ar-
rival of any major convention in the city
where such local corporations are lo-
cated. Such contributions must be made
in the reasonable expectation of a com-
mensurate commercial return during the
life of the convention, as may be indi-
cated by previous convention experience.
In the view of the Commission, a contri-
bution’so qualified has commercial char-
acteristics sufficiently akin to the charac-
teristics of a purchase tion, as
described above, as to fall outside the
prohibition of section 610. The Commis-
sion may, of course, conduct such inves-
tigations and audits as may be necessary
to énsure that any such “contribution"
in connection with a political convention
conforms in degree to contributions made
by the same corporation to such clvic
association or like organization in con-
nection with other, non-political conven-
tions of a similar size and duration.

In the Commission’s opinion, no other
corporate offering beyond those described
in the foregoing two exceptions are per-
mitted by 18 US.C. 610.

B. Whether the transactions involve
erpenditures under 26 U.S.C. 9008(d).
26 U.S.C. 9008(d) (1) provides that the
national committee of a major party may
not make expenditures with respect to a
presidential nominating convention,
which in the aggregate exceed $2 million,
It is the view of the Commission that
the transactions described under Part A
of this opinion as falling outside of the
scope of 18 U.S.C. 610 involve “expendi-
tures,” or “gratuities” which are not at-
tributable to the $2 million limitation
under which the committees operate.

C. The Commission’s certification and
disbursement procedures under 26 U.S.C.
9008 (e) and (g). Certification and dis-
bursement procedures are in the proc-
ess of being established by the Commis-
sion and will be the subject of a subse-
quent publication. Consequently, no opin-
fon is expressed in this area at this time.

This advisory opinion is issued on an
interim basis only pending the promul-
gation by the Commission of rules and
regulations of general applicabllity. Any
interpretation or ruling contained here-
in is to be construed as limited to the
facts of the specific advisory opinion re-
quests and should not be relied on as hav-
ing any precedential significance except
as it relates to those facts at the time
of its issuance.

AO 19754 DEMOCRATIC NATIONAL COM-
MITTEE (DEMOCRATIC PARTY TELETHON)

The Federal Election Commission ren-
ders this advisory opinion under 2 US.C,
4371 in response to a request submitted by
a political committee. The request was
made public by the Commission and pub-
lished as AOR 1075-4 in the FEDERAL
RecIsTER On June 24, 1975 (40 FR 26663).
Interested parties were given an oppor-
tunity to submit written comments re-
lating to the request.
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SazxwooN 8. Conex, Esq.,
General Counsel,
Democratic National Committee.

Dear Mz, Comex: Your letter of June 5,
1075, Informed the Commission that on
July 26 and 27, 1975, the Democratio Na-
tional Committee (“DNC™) will again spon-
sor a fundraising telethon for the benefit of
the Democratic Party over the ABC television
network. You further advised that the actual
production of the telethon will be conducted
by a Production Committee, organized under
the California not-for-profit corporation law
solely for the purpose of sald production.
Any amounts oxpended by the Production
Committee will be reimbursed by the DNC
out of the gross recelpts of the telethon. Ad-
ditionally, preliminary arrangements for both
the production of the telethon and the dis-
bursement of recelpts have been worked out
between the DNC and participating State
Committees (ns defined In your letter).

You have requested the Commission to
rule on several aspects of the expenditure
of funds and receipt of contributions In
connection with this telethon. The re-
malnder of this opinion will deal with those
requests in the order In which they are
ralsed In your letter,

1. You request a ruling that the endorse-
ment or guarantee by any individual of all
or a portion of any bank loan made to the
DNC for purposes of financing the produc-
tion of the telethon will not be
treated as a “contribution” as defined In 18
US.C. 591(e) (1). You request a similar rul-
ing that the guarantee by any individual
of & bank loan made to a state central com-
mittee, either for use by the state central
committee in financing its own telethon ob-
ligations, or to enable the state central com=~
mittee to advance funds to a state telethon
committes, will not constitute & contribu-
tion. For purposes of this advisory opinlon
the Commission will treat these requests as
substantially equivalent.

It is the Commission's conclusion that a
loan or endorsement as desoribed above Is a
“contribution” as defined In 18 USOC.
501(e) (1) for purposes of the limitations
contained In section 608 of Title 18 of the
United States Code,

Section 501(e) (1) defines a contribution
as “a gift, subscription, loan, advance, or
deposit of money or anything of value, * * *
made for the purpose of influencing the
nomination for election, or election, of any
person to Pederal office * * *" eotc. While
the section excepts a bank loan made in the
ordinary course of business it includes an
individual's guarantee or ondorsement of
such a loan.

In your request (and in your subsequent
letter dated June 30, 1975), you contend that
the described guarantee or endorsement is

not a loan made for the purpose of In-.

fluencing the election of a person for fed-
oral office, because there s no “direct and
substantial relationship between (1) the
transfer of money or other things of value
and (2) the furtherance of the candidacy of
s particular individual, or group of individ-
uals. The Commission does not agree
with this contention. The language of the
statute nowhere indicates that the purpose
stated In section 591(e) need be direct and
substantial or even that it be a principal
P of the transfer, Ultimately, the elec~
tion of its designated candidates is the pur-
pose of any transfer of money or other
thing of walue to an organizad political
party. To rule &8 you request would lead
logically to the conclusion that any con=
tribution to an organized political party
would not come within the statutory defini-
tion of contribution unless “earmarked” for
a particular candidate’s campaign. The effect
of such & ruling would be to disadvantage
any third party candidacles which ordinarily

29793

coalesce primarily around the candidacy of a
named candidate since such a party could
not claim that contributions to it were for
a purpose other than to influence the elec-
tion of the party's candidate for Federal
office, Neither the elimination of the celling
for contributions to organized political
parties nor the disadvantaging of third party
efforts can justifiably be sald to be within
the intent of Congress in enacting the 1974
amendments.

An analysis of the statutory language sup-
ports this reasoning. The word “person™ is
defined in section 581(g) to mean "an In-
dividual * * * or group of persons,” while
“candidate” is defined, In section 501(b) as
“an individual who seeks nomination for
election, or election, to Federal office * * **
Had Congress wanted to restrict the purpose
clause of section 501(e)(1l) to particular
candidacies it would have used the specifi-
cally defined word “candidate™ instead of
the more generally defined word "person”.
Wo belleve this reasoning is further strength-
ened by the Inclusion of the word “any™
immediately proceding the word “person” in
the purpose clause of section 591(e)(1).
That Indicates that Congress did not only
have particular candidacies In mind but
rather was focusing, In addition, on contri-
butions made for the purpose of Influencing
the election to Federal office of a yet un-
named candidate of group of candidates, eg.,
Democratico candidates for Federal office In
the 1076 general election. Such would oer-
tainly be the end result of a contribution to
the DNC no matter what its immediate use.
For example, the use of the proceeds of the
telethon to retire past debts would serve to
stroengthen the DNC's credit leading to fur-
ther opportunities for bank loans, the use
of the proceeds of which would be related
to Federal elections. The Commission can
find no distinction between the use of such
contributions and the use of a guarantee or
endorsement for the purpose of obtalning &
loan to finance a telethon which will result
in the recelpt of such cantributions,

Accordingly, It is the Commission's con-
clusion that the endorsements you describe
constitute statutory contributions subject to
the $25,000 limitation on individual contri-
butions in 18 US.C. 608(b) (3). To the extent
that the primary loan remains unpald, the
endorsements shall be considered loans (and
thus statutory contributions) from each
guarantor or endorser in an amount equal
to the proportion of the unpald balance
thereof that each guarantor or endorser
bears to the total number of guarantors or
endorsers,

2. You request s ruling that, since the
telethon effort is a joint venture among the
various state central and/or state telethon
committees (as described in your letter),
the provision of staff suppdrt from one com-
mittee to another and the general coordinat-
ing efforts of the DNC will not be treated as
statutory contributions for purposes of
elther Title 2 or Title 18 of the United Statea
Code.

Based on your description of the activities
which will be undertaken by DNC staff
members in conjunction with the ataffs of
the varlous State Committees, the Commis-
slon has concluded that such activities will
not constitute a statutory contribution from
the DNC to the various State Commitiees or
from the State Comumitteca to the DNC.

3. Your letter requests n ruling that the
transfor of net telethon proceeds by a state
telethon committee to A non-reporting state
contral committes will not affect the Intter's
non-reporting status,

The Commission ngroes that the transfer
of proceeds by a state telethon committee
to a state contral committee would not
change the latter's status as a non-reporting
committee provided, of course, that such
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funds are not intended to be spent, and, In
Iact, are not expended to influence the nomi-
nation or election of candidates to Federal
office. We assume for purposes of this ruling
that oach state telethon committee will
register as n political committee and will re-
port all expenditures, receipts, and transfers
in conneéction with its participation in the
telethon,

4. The Commission agrees that, for pur-
posos of the July 1075 telethon only, the Pro-
duction Committee, which has registered as a
political committee under 2 U.S.C. 433, may
be treated as an agent or subsidiary of the
DNC and, thus, any of its transactions re-
quired to be reported under 2 U.S.C, 434 may
be reported by the DNC. This ruling is sub-
Ject to the condition that the Production
Committeo maintain detafled records of its
receipts and' disbursements In sccordance
with 2 U.S.C. 432(c) and (d) and that such
records will be preserved by the DNC. More-
over, the records must be avallable for audit
upon request of the Commission.

5. The Commission agrees that all contri-
butions made as a result of or in connection
with the telethon should be considered as
contributions to the DNC and reported us
such In the report filed by the DNC. Con-
sequently, a State Committee will not be
required to report the recelpt and transmis-
sion of a contribution payable to the DNC.
However, under 2 US.0C. 432(b) any State
Committee and its agents recelving funds
on behalf of the DNC must render s detatled
account thereof to the DNC, Thus, It will be
necessary for each State Committee to keep
& detalled record of all such contributions as
& part of its records subject to audit by the
Commission.

NOTICES

In the case of a contribution which Is made
payable to a State Committee and then en-
dorsed and transmitted to the DNC, the
receipt and transmission must be reflected in
the State Committee's report.

Finally, the Commission agrees that, where
the DNC is in recelpt of an Individual’s con-
tribution which is earmarked for a particular
commitiee or other recipient, the dotalls as
to identification of the contributor must be
shown In reports of both the DNC and the
recelplent committee or other person.

6. You request a ruling “that, in the case
of states which have set up separate telethon
committecs, and in which the state central
committee has made an initial advance to
the state telethon committee to enable it to
meet expensas, this loan transsction will not
effect the status of the state contral come-
mittee as a non-reporting committee,

The Commission” does not sgreo and has
concluded that, If a state central committee,
which is presently a non-reporting commit-
tee, makes 4 loan to, or guarantees a loan for,
4 state telethon committee na described in
your letter, such loan or guarantes will con-
stitute an expenditure under 2 U.S.C. 431(1)
and, if In excess of 1,000 will cause the state
central committee to becoms s “‘political
committee” under 2 US.C. 431(d) which
must register with and report to the Com-
mission. This conclusion is based on the
reasoning contalned In the ruling under
paragraph 1 above, To hold that a guaranteo
from an individual is a contribution but
that a Joan by the central committee of &
State political party for the same purpose is
not an expenditure would be inconsistent.
Further, to deny that this kind of loan was
made for the purpose of Influencing s Fed-
eral eclection would, in the Commisgion's

opinion, be detrimental to one of the princi-
pal purposea of the 1974 amendments,
namely to make public all such contribu-
tions and expenditures. Finally, the Com-
mission cautions any state central commit-
tee to uvold using funds contributed to 1t by
& national bank corporation or labor organi-
zation for purposgs of the loan transaction
as described above.

7, 8, 9. The Commission agrees that the
DNC and the various State Committees
should report as described in your requests,

10. The Commission agrees with your con-
tention that telethon expenses inocurred by
the DNC and by participating State Com-
mittees should not be iounu.-d against tho
applicable lmitations for either the DNC
or any State Committee under 18 U.S.C. 608
(b), (e) and (1),

This advisory opinion is issued on an
Interim basis only pending the promul-
gation by the Commission of rules and
regulations of general applicability. Any
interpretation or ruling contained herein
is 10 be construed as limited solely to the
facts of the specific advisory opinion re-
quests and should not be relied on as
having any precedential significance ex-
cept as it relates to those facts at the
time of its Issuance.

Dated: July 10, 1975.

TrOMAS B. CURTIS,
Chairman for the
Federal Election Commission,

[FR Doc.76-18238 Filed 7-14-75;8:45 am|
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